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No. 28:2014-15 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION 
9300 Imperial Highway, Downey, CA 90242 
Phone (562) 922-6128 Fax (562) 940-1727 

The full agenda is accessible through the receptionist at the northeast entrance of the above address. Enclosures to the agenda are available for 
review in the Board of Education’s office during business hours 8:30 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.  Any material related to an item on this Board Agenda 
distributed to the Board of Education is available for public inspection at our Office of Communications, Room EC 103 – LACOE Administrative 
Offices. Procedures for addressing the Board are in the wall receptacle in the entry to the Board Room and posted on the LACOE Board of 
Education website. To request a disability-related accommodation under the ADA, please call Ms. Beatrice Robles at (562) 922-6128 at least 24 
hours in advance. 

Board Meeting 
April 14, 2015 

3:00 p.m. – Board Room (EC 100) 

I. BOARD COMMITTEE MEETINGS (none) 

Ms. Braude 
Dr. Reisler 
Dr. Delgado 

II. PRELIMINARY ACTIVITIES – 3:00 p.m. 
A. Call to Order 
B. Pledge of Allegiance 
C. Ordering of the Agenda 

III. COMMUNICATIONS: BOARD OF EDUCATION / SUPERINTENDENT / 
PUBLIC  

Ms. Benitez 
IV. PRESENTATIONS 

A. Recognition of 2015 Science Competitions and Events 

V. HEARINGS (none) 

Ms. Benitez 
VI. REPORTS / STUDY TOPICS 

A. Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School,           
Grades 6-12, Pursuant to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

VII. CONSENT CALENDAR RECOMMENDATIONS (none) 

Dr. Delgado 
VIII. RECOMMENDATIONS 

A. Approve the Superintendent’s Recommendation to deny Renewal of the Charter 
for Academia Avance Charter School, Grades 6-12, Pursuant to Education Code 
Sections 47607 and 47605 

Dr. Delgado 
Ms. Braude 
Dr. Delgado 

IX. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
A. Governmental Relations 
B. Board Committee / Liaison Reports 
C. Los Angeles County Board of Education Meeting Schedule, Establishment of 

Meeting Times, Future Agenda Items, Follow up 
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Ms. Braude 
X. INTERDISTRICT AND EXPULSION APPEAL HEARINGS 

A. Los Angeles County Board of Education’s Decision on Interdistrict Attendance 
Appeals (Open Session) (Enclosure) 
1. Ann Maria C. v. Los Angeles USD 

Ms. Braude XI. ADJOURNMENT 



 
 

 
  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Board Meeting – April 14, 2015 

Item IV. Presentations 

A. Recognition of 2015 Science Competitions and Events 

The Superintendent and County Board will recognize the success of 
students in science events and competitions.  

The Los Angeles County Regional Science Olympiad: More than 
2,800 students from elementary, middle, and high school levels 
participated in the countywide competitions held at Occidental College 
on February 28, and at Antelope Valley College on February 14. 
Students participated in 66 competitive events emphasizing critical 
thinking, creativity, collaboration, communication, engineering, and 
applied science. The top 12 middle school teams and top 11 high 
school teams represented Los Angeles County at the State Science 
Olympiad Finals held in Anaheim Hills on April 4, 2015. 

The Los Angeles Environmental Education Fair: More than 1,700 
students and their families participated in this annual event, which 
encourages students to learn about the environment and how our 
actions impact the world around us. The Environmental Fair was held 
at the Los Angeles County Arboretum on March 14, 2015. 

The 65th Annual Los Angeles County Science and Engineering Fair: 
Over 1,000 middle and high school students participated in the Fair. 
More than 1,000 projects were exhibited in over 30 categories, 
showcasing the best research and design projects throughout Los 
Angeles County. The event was held at the Pasadena Convention 
Center from March 26-28, 2015. First - 3rd place winners in each 
category will represent Los Angeles County at the State Science Fair, 
scheduled May 18-19, 2015 at the California Science Center. 
Additionally, all middle school winners will represent Los Angeles at 
the Broadcom Competition October 1-7, 2015 and 2 high school 
students will represent Los Angeles at the International Science and 
Engineering Fair held in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, May 10-15, 2015. 

Raynette Sanchez, Director, Division of Curriculum and Instructional 
Services (CIS), Gary Widdison, Project Director III, Outdoor and 
Marine Science Field Study / Science Education (CIS), and Anthony 
Quan, Consultant II, STEM (CIS) will be available during the 
presentation. 



  
  
   

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

  

 

  

 

Board Meeting – April 14, 2015 

Item VI.  Reports / Study Topics 

A. 	 Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter 
School, Grades 6-12, Pursuant to Education Code Sections 47607 and 
47605 

The Academia Avance Charter School (Avance) renewal petition is
presented to the Los Angeles County Board of Education (County
Board) pursuant to Education Code (EC) sections 47607 and 47605.
The renewal process requires the authorizer to evaluate both the past 
performance of the charter school and whether the renewal petition 
meets the criteria for approval. Avance is currently authorized by the 
Los Angeles County Board of Education. 

Charter renewal is governed by EC 47607, 47605 and the California 
Code of Regulations Title 5 (5 CCR) sections 11966.4 and 11966.5. 
Critical components of these governing laws are as follows:  

EC 47607(b) states that to be eligible for renewal, a charter school 
must meet one (1) of the following five (5) criteria: 

(1) Attained its Academic Performance Index (API) growth target in 
the prior year or in two of the last three years both schoolwide and
for all groups of pupils served by the charter school. 

(2) Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API in the prior year or
in two of the last three years. 

(3) Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API for a 
demographically comparable school in the prior year or in two of 
the last three years. 

(4) (A) The entity that granted the	 charter determines that the 
academic performance of the charter school is at least equal to the 
academic performance of the public schools that the charter school 
pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the 
academic performance of the schools in the school district in which 
the charter school is located, taking into account the composition
of the pupil population that is served at the charter school. 
(Emphasis added) 

(5) Qualified for an alternative accountability	 system pursuant to
subdivision (h) of Section 52052. 

EC 47607(a)(3)(A) states that the authority that granted the charter 
shall consider increases in pupil academic achievement for all groups 
of pupils served by the charter school as the most important factor in
determining whether to grant a charter renewal. (Emphasis added) 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School, Grades 6-12, Pursuant to 
Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 
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5 CCR 11966.5(c)(1-2) provides the considerations and criteria to be
used by a county board for making a determination as to whether to 
renew a charter: When considering a petition for renewal, the county 
board of education shall consider the past performance of the school’s 
academics, finances, and operation in evaluating the likelihood of 
future success, along with future plans for improvement, if any. 

(1) The county board of education may deny a petition for renewal of 
a charter school only if [it] makes written factual findings, specific 
to the particular petition, setting forth facts to support one or more 
of the grounds for denial set forth, as applicable, in EC 47605(b)
or failure to meet one of the criteria set forth in EC section 
47607(b). (Emphasis added) 

EC 47607(a)(2) states that renewals of charters are governed by the 
standards and criteria in 47605, and shall include, but not be limited to, 
a reasonably comprehensive description of any new requirement of
charter schools enacted into law after the charter was originally
granted or last renewed. 

EC 47605(b) requires a school district governing board to be guided 
by the intent of the legislature that charter schools should become an 
integral part of the education system and that a charter be granted if 
the governing board is satisfied that granting the charter is consistent 
with sound educational practice. 

EC 47605(b) further states that a governing board may only deny a 
petition if it provides written factual findings specific to the petition
that supports one or more of the following findings:  

(1) The charter school presents an unsound educational program. 

(2) The 	petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully 
implement the program. 

(3) The petition does not contain the required number of signatures. 
(Not applicable to a renewal petition) 

(4) The petition does not contain an affirmation of specified 
assurances. 

(5) The 	petition does not contain reasonably comprehensive 
descriptions of 16 required elements of a charter. 

The County Board shall evaluate the petition according to the criteria 
and procedures established in law and may only deny the petition if it 
provides written findings addressing the reasons for the denial.  

A summary of key findings is presented through the table on the 
following page. 

The complete report on the written findings of fact is attached. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School, Grades 6-12, Pursuant to 
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LACOE staff will present the report to the County Board. 

Academia Avance Charter School Petition for Renewal Meets 
Requirements* 

EC 47607(b): Failure to meet at least one of the academic performance criteria for renewal is grounds for denial. 

Finding 1  The charter school provided evidence it met one of the statutory criteria for renewal. No 

EC 47605(b): Failure to meet the criteria under Findings 2-5 is grounds for denial.  

Finding 2 Sound Educational Practice No 
Finding 3 Ability to Successfully Implement Intended Program No 
Finding 4 Affirmation of Specified Conditions No 
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1 Description of Educational Program No 
2 Measureable Pupil Outcomes No 
3 Method for Measuring Pupil Progress No 
4 Governance Structure Yes* 

5 Employee Qualifications No 
6 Health and Safety Procedures Yes* 

7 Racial and Ethnic Balance No 
8 Admission Requirements Yes* 

9 Annual Independent Financial Audits No 
10 Suspension and Expulsion Procedures No 
11 Retirement Coverage No 
12 Public School Attendance Alternatives Yes 

13 Post-employment Rights of Employees Yes 

14 Dispute Resolution Procedures No 
15 Exclusive Public School Employer Yes 

16 Closure Procedures No 
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(c) Standards, Assessments and Parent Consultation Meets the Condition 

(e) Employment is Voluntary Not Applicable 

(f) Pupil Attendance is Voluntary Not Applicable 

(g) Effect on Authorizer and Financial Projections
Facilities, Administrative Services, Civil Liability and Financial Statements 

Does Not Provide 
Necessary Evidence in 3 

of 4 areas.^ 

(h) Targets Academically Low Achieving Pupils** Not Applicable 

(l) Teacher Credentialing Does not Meet the 
Condition 

(m) Transmission of Audit Report Meets the Condition 

*Elements marked as meeting requirements may need further explanation, adjustment or technical changes; however, 
they are reasonably comprehensive and/or substantively comply with regulatory guidance and the LACOE standard of 
review described in Board Policy and the Superintendent’s Administrative Regulations. 
**Charters created to target academically low achieving pupils are given a priority for authorization.  
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Academia Avance Charter School Petition for Renewal Meets 
Requirements* 

EC 47607(b): Failure to meet at least one of the academic performance criteria for renewal is grounds for denial. 

Finding 1  The charter school provided evidence it met one of the statutory criteria for renewal. No 

EC 47605(b): Failure to meet the criteria under Findings 2-5 is grounds for denial.  
^There are indicators of potential civil liability effects upon the authorizer. 



  

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Los Angeles County Office of Education      
Charter School Office 
Date: April 14, 2015 

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School (Grades 6-12) Pursuant to 

Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605
 

Background Information 

Academia Avance Charter School (Avance) has been authorized to operate by the Los Angeles County 
Board of Education (County Board) since 2010. The County Board first approved Avance on appeal after 
its charter was not renewed by the Los Angeles Unified School District Board of Education (LAUSD 
Board). 

In 2004, the LAUSD Board initially granted Avance a three (3) year charter, and the school began 
operation in September 2005. At the end of the three (3) years, LAUSD extended authorization for one 
(1) additional year. 

In 2010, Avance submitted its first petition for renewal to LAUSD. The petition was submitted more than 
two (2) months after the established due date. The LAUSD Board denied renewal based on the following 
findings: (1) The charter school presents an unsound educational program; (2) The petitioners are 
demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition; (3) The petition 
does not contain an affirmation of each of the conditions described in Education Code 47605(d); and (4) 
The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive description of all required elements. 

After denial, Avance exercised its right to appeal to the County Board. Over the course of the appeal 
process, the petitioner was late in submitting fiscal and programmatic documents to the Los Angeles 
County Office of Education (LACOE) Review Team despite repeated requests for the same documents.  

The County Superintendent’s recommendation was to deny renewal based on the following findings: (1) 
The petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition; 
(2) The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive description of all required elements; and (3) 
The petition does not satisfy all of the Required Assurances of Education Code 47605(c), (e) through (j), 
(l) and (m). LACOE’s staff report cited significant concerns regarding the school’s financial condition, 
many of which are still present and are reported below.   

The County Board granted the charter subject to conditions to be fulfilled within specific timelines. 
Despite support from LACOE, Avance failed to meet the timelines, requiring the County Board to grant 
the school an extension to fulfill the conditions. The term of the charter was August 2010 – June 2015. 

To support the school in submitting its current application for renewal, LACOE staff met with Avance on 
multiple occasions beginning in September 2013; four (4) of these meetings included representatives of 
the Avance Executive Board. In addition to meeting with the school, the LACOE Review Team provided 
feedback on a draft version of the petition, submitted in August 2014. Despite the support given to 
Avance, the school’s petition for charter renewal was not submitted by the required due date and much of 
the feedback provided by LACOE staff was not incorporated into the final petition submitted to the 
County Board. 

Location: Avance is located in Highland Park, in the Northeast area of Los Angeles, within the 
boundaries of LAUSD. The main campus is located at 115 N. Avenue 53, and two (2) satellite campuses 
are at 2635 Pasadena Avenue and 161 S. Avenue 49. Current enrollment is approximately 475 students in 
grades six (6) through 12. 

Mission and Vision: 

The school’s mission statement is: 

Academia Avance is a college preparatory school located in the heart of Highland Park. 
Our goal is to ensure that all students’ complete A-G requirements, graduate and be 



 

 
 

  
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

  
 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
   

 

 

      

      

      

        

 

  
 

                                                 
 

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

equipped to be accepted into colleges and universities. Students at the Academia Avance 
have opportunities to develop into active citizens characterized by the ideals of a diverse 
and democratic society. Our students will continue to provide service to their community, 
take responsibility in their own learning and form habits of mind that will continue to 
empower them for success in high school, college and beyond. 

Avance’s vision statement is: 

Academia Avance is a 6th through 12th grade college preparatory school in the Northeast 
Los Angeles community of Highland Park. We address the critical needs of our 
disadvantaged students through innovative and educational alternatives. We create a 
mutually supportive and positive learning environment in which every member develops 
communication, technological and leadership skills to foster self-confidence and personal 
growth. Emphasis is placed on challenging students to develop problem-solving and 
interpersonal skills to succeed in the 21st Century through Service-Learning, Linked 
Learning and Technology Integrated across subjects. Our learning environment provides 
quality educational programs within a small learning community, which targets 
educationally disadvantaged students. Our belief is, “It is not about getting kids into 
college. It's about getting them to succeed in college so they can advance in their life.” 

Summary of Academic Performance: 

The table below presents a summary of Avance’s Academic Performance Index (API) and Adequate 
Yearly Progress (AYP) over the charter term. 

Summary Chart: Avance’s 2011-2014 Academic Performance Index (API) and Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) 

School Year 

Growth API State Ranks AYP 

Schoolwide 
Hispanic 
or Latino 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

English 
Learners 

Students with 
Disabilities Statewide 

Similar 
Schools 

Program 
Improvement 
(PI) Status 

2010-11 713 713 711 607 348 3 1 Year 1 

2011-12 711 712 711 578 367 3 1 Year 2 

2012-13 694 694 694 603 408 3 1 Year 3 

2013-14* 706 706 705 595 381 n/a n/a Year 3 
*Three-year Weighted Average API scores provided for 2013-14 due to suspension of the API; PI status frozen. 
“n/a” CDE did not release rankings for 2013-14. 
Source: DataQuest API (School Accountability Report) retrieved 12-29-14. 

Avance’s Growth API declined in 2012 and 2013 as the school failed to meet its Growth Targets 
schoolwide and for all numerically significant student groups. Avance is currently in Program 
Improvement (PI) Year 31. 

The graph that follows presents a summary of the data showing Avance’s Growth API from 2010-11 to 
2012-13. Data from these years was used to calculate the school’s Weighted 3-Year Average API, which 
Avance states qualifies the school to be eligible for renewal. 

1 Due to the suspension of the AYP calculations, Avance’s PI status remained the same (PI Year 3) for 2014. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Avance Growth Academic Performance Index 
2011-2013 

800 713 711 694 

713 711 712 711 694 694 

607 
578 

603 

348 367 
408 

 Hispanic or Latino700 

600  Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged

500 
 English Learners

400 

 Students with 300 
Disabilities 

200 Schoolwide 

100 

0
 
2010-11 2011-12 2012-13


Source: DataQuest API (3-Year Average API Report) retrieved 3-11-15. 

Students Served by the School: 

Avance is a site-based school, serving students in grades six (6) through 12. In 2013-14, the school’s 
demographic composition was 98% Hispanic or Latino, 17% English Learners, 95% eligible for free or 
reduced price meals (Socioeconomically Disadvantaged) and 8% Students with Disabilities. 

Avance’s current charter states an enrollment goal of 525; this goal was not achieved. Enrollment peaked 
in 2013-14 (492 students), and there was a slight decrease in 2014-15 (480 students). Enrollment by grade 
level over the past five years is shown in the chart that follows: 

Avance Enrollment by Grade Level 

Year 
Grade Level 

Total6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
2010-11 73 84 85 74 44 29 16 405 

2011-12 30 120 83 73 73 41 28 448 

2012-13 43 82 102 74 63 61 45 470 

2013-14 42 90 91 88 69 54 58 492 

2014-15 35 74 89 78 86 60 58 480 
Source: DataQuest Enrollment (School Enrollment by Grade) retrieved 3-1-15.  2014-2015 Enrollment data was taken from Avance 
October 2014 Student Roster submission to LACOE. 

Since 2012-13, Avance’s high school (grades 9-12) enrollment comprised a majority of the school’s 
population. As a result, the school is designated as a “High School” for academic reporting purposes since 
that year. Prior to 2012-13, Avance was designated as a “Middle School” for reporting purposes. Grade 
level designation affect the school’s assigned Similar Schools and the data used to calculate API and 
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP). 

REQUIREMENTS OF CHARTER RENEWAL 

Charter renewal is governed by Education Code (EC) sections 47607 and 47605, the Charter Schools Act. 
The Los Angeles County Office of Education (LACOE) Charter School Review Team (Review Team) 
considered the petition according to the requirements of the EC and other pertinent laws, guidance 
established in 5 CCR, County Board Policy (BP) and Superintendent’s Administrative Regulations (AR). 2 

2 Words in italics indicate a direct reference to the language in these documents. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The following section provides the legal criteria for renewal consideration and an analysis of whether 
Avance meets those standards.  

EC 47607(a)(2): Renewals…of charters are governed by the standards and criteria in section 47605, and 
shall include, but not be limited to, a reasonably comprehensive description of any new requirement of 
charter schools enacted into law after the charter was originally granted or last renewed. The California 
Code of Regulations, Title 5 (5 CCR) section 11966.4 requires a renewal petition to provide a reasonably 
comprehensive description of how the charter school has met all new charter school requirements 
enacted into law after the charter was originally granted or last renewed. 

Analysis of Avance’s Performance Pursuant to EC 47607(a)(2) 

The Review Team determined whether each required element in the renewal petition complies with 
current legal requirements and whether the petitioners demonstrated familiarity with current legal 
requirements through the Capacity Interview. If the petition did not comply, or the petitioners were 
unfamiliar with current law, the Review Team noted the deficiency through the applicable Finding and 
identified the applicable statute. This information is provided under Findings 2 through 6 of this report.  

EC 47607(a)(3)(A): The authority that granted the charter shall consider increases in pupil academic 
achievement for all groups of pupils served by the charter school as the most important factor in 
determining whether to grant a charter renewal. 

Analysis of Avance’s Performance Pursuant to EC 47607(a)(3)(A) 

The Review Team’s finding is that Avance failed to provide sufficient evidence that all groups of pupils 
served by the school have demonstrated increases in academic achievement during the school’s current 
charter term. The facts in support of this finding are as follows: 

1.	 Avance’s schoolwide Growth API declined 18 points during the first three (3) years of the 
current charter term. Growth API is primarily based on standardized measures of the school’s 
academic performance. Similarly, Avance did not demonstrate increases in academic performance for 
all groups of students served by the school during this same period.  

2.	 Avance failed to document the academic performance of its students for the fourth year of its 
charter term (2013-14, the year prior to renewal). The Charter Schools Act requires that a charter 
petition (in Element 2) specify how the school will objectively and frequently measure student 
progress to allow the school to make necessary changes to the instructional program. Avance’s 
current petition states the school will utilize internal interim measures of academic performance 
(benchmark assessments) for this purpose; benchmark data was not submitted. 

When 2012-13 API calculations were released, Avance was informed that it would not qualify for 
renewal consideration based on its 2011-12 and 2012-13 performance. Therefore, it would need to 
provide benchmark data for 2013-14 to establish a case for renewal under EC 47607(b)(4). Although 
the Western Association of Schools and Colleges (WASC) report indicates the school had benchmark 
assessments in place since 2012, Avance failed to submit benchmark data for 2013-14 either with its 
renewal petition or through its Annual Report to the County Board. 

Avance’s 2013-14 Annual Report states Northwest Evaluation Associate’s Measures of Academic 
Progress (NWEA MAP) assessments were administered; however, in spite of requests from LACOE, 
the data was not provided. The Annual Report states, “…specific results of the MAP test do not 
present usable data.” 

The WASC Visiting Committee notes that implementation of benchmark assessments did not take 
place until “last year” (e.g., 2012). This means the school failed to implement a critical component of 
its charter for at least part of the first two (2) years of its charter term. LACOE, through its annual site 
visits, made the same observation and had the same concerns.  
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The burden falls on the charter school to show it made progress toward meeting the measurable pupil 
outcomes stated in the charter and that all student groups demonstrate increases in academic 
achievement. By failing to provide evidence that it administered the benchmark assessments required 
under its current charter, Avance fails to meet this burden. 

3.	 Data for the final year of the charter term (2014-15) is insufficient to show all groups of students 
served by the school have demonstrated increases in academic achievement. Avance provided NWEA 
MAP benchmark data for October and January of the current school year to support the position that 
its students have made academic progress; however, two (2) data points within a single year is 
insufficient to show a trend or improvement across the charter term. Additionally, Avance failed to 
code the data so it could be disaggregated by numerically significant student groups; therefore, the 
data does not provide sufficient evidence that there has been academic improvement for all groups of 
students served by the school as required under statute.  

The Projected Proficiency Summary Report for the October 2014 administration of MAP states:  

	 72% of high school students are projected not to pass (e.g., demonstrate AYP proficiency) on 
the California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) in Mathematics 

	 60% of high school students are projected not to pass (e.g., demonstrate AYP proficiency) on 
the CAHSEE in Reading 

	 80.7% of middle school students are project not to score proficient or above on STAR tests 
(e.g., California Standards Test (CST)) in Mathematics 

	 63% of middle school students are project not to score proficient or above on STAR tests 
(e.g., CST) in Reading 

While the school’s students demonstrated some improvement on the January administration of the 
MAP, the increases are not significant and show that Avance students continue to perform below 
grade level with one (1) exception (grade 11 English-Language Arts). A Projected Proficiency 
Summary for the January administration is not available from NWEA.  

Additional analysis regarding the school’s MAP data is provided under the EC 47607(b)(4) analysis 
on pages 19-20 of this report with additional data provided in Appendix 5. 

EC 47607(b) provides the criteria for charter renewal. To be eligible, a charter school must meet one (1) 
of the following five (5) criteria:     

(1) Attained its Academic Performance Index (API) growth target in the prior year or in two of the last 
three years both school-wide and for all groups of pupils served by the charter school. 

(2) Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API in the prior year or in two of the last three years. 

(3) Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API for a demographically comparable school in the prior 
year or in two of the last three years. 

(4)(A) The entity that granted the charter determines that the academic performance of the charter school 
is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would 
otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the school 
district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population 
that is served at the charter school… 

(5) Qualified for an alternative accountability system pursuant to subdivision (h) of section 52052.3 

3 This criterion is not applicable to Avance as it is not an alternative accountability system school. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Analysis of Avance’s Performance Pursuant to EC 47607(b)(1-5)  

EC 47607(b)(1): Attained its Academic Performance Index (API) growth target in the prior year or in two 
of the last three years both schoolwide and for all groups of pupils served by the school. 

Academic Performance Index: Meeting Growth Targets 

Year Schoolwide Hispanic/Latino 
Socioeconomically 

Disadvantaged English Learners 
Target Met Target Met Target Met Target Met 

2014 API Suspended. No Growth Targets Established. 

2013 5 No (-18) 5 No (-18) 5 No (-18) 11 Yes (+22) 

2012 5 No (-4) 5 No (-3) 5 No (-1) 10 No (-31) 
Source: DataQuest API (API Growth and Targets Met) retrieved 1-5-15. 

Analysis: Due to the suspension of the API, Avance did not receive Growth Targets for 2014 (the year 
prior to renewal). Based on 2012 and 2013 data, Avance did not qualify for renewal under this criterion 
as it did not meet API Growth Targets schoolwide and for all numerically significant student groups for 
both of those years. 

EC 47607(b)(2): Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API in the prior year or in two of the last 
three years. 

Academic Performance:  Statewide Decile Rank 
Year Statewide Rank 
2014 API Suspended. No ranks Issued. 

2013 3 

2012 3 
Source: DataQuest API (API Growth and Targets Met) retrieved 1-5-15. 

Analysis: Due to the suspension of the API, Avance did not receive a Statewide Rank for 2014 (the year 
prior to renewal). Based on 2012 and 2013 data, Avance did not qualify for renewal under this criterion 
as it did not rank in deciles 4 to 10 during both of those years.  

EC 47607(b)(3): Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API for a demographically comparable 
school in the prior year or in two of the last three years. 

Academic Performance:  Similar Schools Decile Rank 
Year Similar Schools Rank 
2014 API Suspended. No ranks Issued. 

2013 1 

2012 1 
Source: DataQuest API (API Growth and Targets Met) retrieved 1-5-15. 
*Avance requested data from CDE under the Public Records Act to identify its similar schools 
that data identifies Avance as a decile 1 school. 

Analysis: Due to the suspension of the API, schools did not receive a Similar Schools Rank for 2014 (the 
year prior to renewal). Based on 2012 and 2013 data, Avance did not qualify for renewal under this 
criterion as it did not rank in deciles 4 to 10 during both of those years.  

EC 47607(b)(4): 

(A) The entity that granted the charter determines that the academic performance of the charter school is 
at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would 
otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the 
school district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil 
population that is served at the charter school. (Emphasis added) 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

(B) The determination made pursuant to this paragraph shall be based upon all of the following: (i) 
Documented and clear and convincing data. (ii) Pupil achievement data from assessments, including, but 
not limited to, the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program established by Article 4 (commencing 
with Section 60640) for demographically similar pupil populations in the comparison schools. (iii) 
Information submitted by the charter school. 

(C) A chartering authority shall submit to the [State] Superintendent copies of supporting documentation 
and a written summary of the basis for any determination made pursuant to this paragraph. The 
Superintendent shall review the materials and make recommendations to the chartering authority based 
on that review. The review may be the basis for a recommendation made pursuant to Section 47604.5. 

(D) A charter renewal may not be granted to a charter school prior to 30 days after that charter school 
submits materials pursuant to this paragraph. 

Since Avance does not qualify to be considered for renewal under the first three (3) criteria of EC 
47607(b), it is necessary to consider the school’s performance under the fourth criterion. The remainder 
of this section provides the analysis under this criterion. 

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE DATA PURSUANT TO EC 47607(b)(4) 

Alternative Assessment Options 

In the absence of API calculations for 2013-14 (the year prior to renewal), the California Department of 
Education (CDE) gave schools multiple options for demonstrating that the academic performance of the 
charter school is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school 
pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools 
in the school district in which the charter school is located, which is the standard under EC 47607(b)(4). 
CDE provided the following options:  

1.	 Carry forward its 2013 Growth API and use the calculations as a means of comparing its 
academic performance to its resident and comparable district schools; 

2.	 Use its 3-Year Average API calculations as a means of comparing its academic performance to its 
resident and comparable district schools; and 

3.	 Utilize alternative assessment measures as a means of comparing its academic performance to its 
resident and comparable district schools. 

Avance submitted its case for renewal in Section 1.2 of the renewal petition and states it meets the 
requirements of EC 47607(b)(4) based on its Weighted 3-Year Average API. The Review Team 
compared Avance’s performance to that of its resident and comparable district schools and found Avance 
does not qualify for renewal consideration based on this measure (See pages 9-10). Avance did not 
consider performance for all student groups and was selective in its choice of comparable district schools.  

With the goal of providing a broader picture of how Avance compares to its resident and comparable 
district schools for all groups of pupils it serves, alternative assessment measures submitted by Avance 
and an array of other publicly available alternative measures were analyzed to determine if there is 
sufficient evidence that Avance meets the statutory requirement for renewal consideration. These 
measures are listed on page 9. 

To be eligible for renewal, Avance’s academic achievement must be at least equal to the schools its 
students would otherwise be required to attend (resident schools) and comparable district schools. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Student Demographics: Avance and Comparison Schools 

The tables below show Avance’s demographic composition and that of its resident4 and comparable 
district schools 5 (collectively referred to as “comparisons schools”).  

2013-14 Student Demographics: Avance and Resident Schools 

School (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

Total 
Enrollment # 

% Hispanic or 
Latino* 

% English 
Learners* 

% Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged* 

% Students with 
Disabilities^ 

Avance (6-12) -- 492 98 17 95 8 
Burbank Middle (6-8) 32.5 919 92 15 92 13 
Irving Middle (6-8) 2.3 614 85 20 82 19 
Nightingale Middle (6-8) 2.3 823 71 27 89 16 
Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 47.9 1,520 90 15 89 13 
Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 6.5 1,342 74 20 85 12 
Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 2.7 2,542 60 14 79 10 
*Source: Ed-Data (School Profile) at: www.ed-data.k12.ca.us retrieved 12-16-14. 
^Source: DataQuest (2013-14 School Quality Snapshot) retrieved 3-11-15. 
All percentages, except percent of Avance enrollment, are rounded to the nearest whole number. 

2013-14 Student Demographics^: Avance and Comparable District Schools 

School: (Grades) 

Distance 
from Avance 

(miles) 
Total 

Enrollment # 

%
 Hispanic 
or Latino 

% 
English 

Learners 

% Socio-
economically 

Disadvantaged 
% Students 

with Disabilities 
Avance (6-12)* -- 492 98 17 95 8 
Chatsworth Charter HS (9-12)* 32 2,306 57 11 64 14 
Fairfax Sr. High (9-12) 11.3 2,108 55 12 78 11 
Hollywood Sr. High (9-12) 11.5 1,549 70 12 83 8 
Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* 10.5 531 97 14 92 7 
Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 2.2 541 95 19 90 6 
New Designs Charter (6-12)* 7.5 455 56 30 94 4 
Northridge Academy High (9-12) 26.3 1,088 65 8 75 15 
PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 19.9 440 96 10 76 12 
PUC Early College Academy for Leaders/Scholars (9-12)* 4.1 412 93 8 78 12 
Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 9.2 302 98 19 64 4 
Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 3.8 545 86 9 79 7 
Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 23.3 420 55 5 68 9 
Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 6.1 389 98 4 89 3 
PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 2.6 233 96 8 87 8 
Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 28.8 968 72 3 50 8 
San Pedro Senior High (9-12) 29.1 2,734 69 7 63 12 
W.H. Taft Senior Charter High (9-12) 26.1 2,385 34 7 62 11 
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance based on Public Records Request data supplied by CDE to Avance. 
*Indicates direct funded charter school. 
^Source: Ed-Data (School Profile) at: www.ed-data.k12.ca.us retrieved 12-16-14. 
**Source: DataQuest (2013 Growth API Report, School Demographic Characteristics) retrieved 12-16-14. 
All percentages are rounded to the nearest whole number. 

Consideration of Alternative Measures of Academic Assessment 

The Review Team considered the following alternative measures of academic performance in evaluating 
whether Avance’s performance is at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools as 
required by EC 47607(b)(4) and, where possible, whether Avance met that criteria schoolwide and for all 

4 Resident schools contributing at least 2% of Avance enrollment as of October 2014, based on student enrollment report 
submitted by the school to LACOE. All schools are within LAUSD. 
5 Seven (7) of the LAUSD comparison schools were identified by CDE in 2012 (the last published Similar Schools list) and 11 
others are proposed as similar by Avance based on its analysis of raw data provided to the school by CDE. Avance asserts these 
schools would have been on its 2013 Similar School list had a list been published by CDE. Avance also asserts that 2012 list is 
inaccurate because CDE used incorrect demographic data for Avance. Data used by CDE is submitted by schools via CALPADS; 
it is the school’s responsibility to correct errors within the correction window. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

groups of pupils served by the school, as established by EC 47607(a)(3)(A). An asterisk indicates Avance 
proposed the measure. Comprehensive data for each measure is located in the corresponding appendix. 

Appendix 2 

Pages 46, 50 
Appendix 4 

API and AYP Measures 
3-Year Weighted Average API*  Page 42 
Growth API (2013) Page 43 
Statewide Rank (2013) Page 43 
Similar Schools Rank (2013) Page 43 
AYP Proficiency Rates (2013) Pages 44-45 
College Readiness Indicators Appendix 3 
Graduation Rates* Page 46 
A-G Requirements: Completion Rate (2012-13)* Page 46 
Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT): Grade 12 Participation Rate*  Pages 46, 47 
Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT): Percent Scoring At/Above 1500 Pages 46, 47 
CAHSEE Proficiency Rates  Pages 46, 48 
Advanced Placement (AP) Scores: Percent Scoring 3+  Pages 46, 49 
Early Assessment Program (EAP): Percent Ready for College 
Middle School Performance 
CST Proficiency Rates (2012-13) Pages 51-54 

Internal Interim (Benchmark) Assessments Appendix 5 
NWEA MAP Assessments (2014-15)* Pages 55-57 
Additional Considerations under EC 47607(b)(4) Appendix 6 
Progress Toward Meeting Measurable Pupil Outcomes in Charter  Pages 58-59 
*Measures proposed by Avance. 

API and AYP Measures 

The Review Team considered six (6) alternative measures of academic performance based on data from 
2011-12 to 2013-14. Due to the suspension of CST administration for 2013-14, API and AYP calculations 
are not available for that year, and Avance provided no internal interim (benchmark) assessment data as 
an alternative although its charter states the school would administer such assessments. 

The table provides a summary of Avance’s performance compared to its resident and comparable district 
schools. It shows Avance does not qualify for renewal consideration based on any of the measures. 

Summary Chart: Renewal Eligibility Based API and AYP Measures 

Measure (Year) 

Did Avance score at least equal to 
half of its Resident Schools? 

AN
D 

Did Avance score at least equal to half 
of its Comparable District Schools? 

Did Avance score at least 
equal to half of its Resident 

and Comparable District 
Schools Schoolwide and for 

All Student Groups?  Schoolwide 

An
d 

All Student 
Groups Schoolwide 

An
d 

All Student 
Groups 

3-Year Weighted Average API (2011-2013) Yes No No No No 
Growth API (2013) No No No No No 

Statewide Rank (2013) Yes n/a No n/a No 
Similar Schools Rank (2013) No n/a No n/a No 

AYP Proficiency Rate: ELA (2013) No No No No No 
AYP Proficiency Rate: Math (2013) No No No No No 

Analysis by Academic Measure 

Weighted 3-Year Average API* 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal consideration based on Weighted 3-Year 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Average API because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools 
schoolwide and for all student groups served by the school. Avance is outperformed by all resident 
schools for students with disabilities and by all comparable district schools both schoolwide and for all 
student groups.  

Additionally, when compared to its resident schools, Avance had an API decline of 18 points over the 3-
year period used to compute the Average API, while all resident schools had an increase (from 29 to 
124 points). The graph below compares API Growth for Avance and its resident schools from 2011 to 
2013; data is provided in Appendix 2. 
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Avance and Resident Schools 

3-Year Growth 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on Weighted 3-Year API Average* 

Re
sid

en
t S

ch
oo

ls

Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% of 

Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Resident Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 3 0 3 Yes 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 1 0 5 Yes 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 3 0 3 Yes 
English Learners 3 0 3 Yes 

Students with Disabilities 6 0 0 No 
AND 

Co
m

pa
ra

bl
e D

ist
ric

t 
Sc

ho
ol

s Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% 

of Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Comparable District Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 14 0 1 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 11 0 4 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 12 0 3 No 
English Learners 14 1 0 No 

Students with Disabilities 12 0 0 No 
Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number of students for all student groups; therefore, the number of comparable 
schools may be smaller for some groups. 

2013 Growth API  

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal consideration based on 2013 Growth API, 
because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools schoolwide 
and for all groups of students served by the school. 

87% of Avance students would attend a resident school with a higher schoolwide 2013 Growth API. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

provided in Appendix 2. 
Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013 Growth API 

Re
sid

en
t S

ch
oo

ls

Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% of 

Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Resident Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 5 1 0 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 5 0 1 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 5 1 0 No 
English Learners 2 0 4 Yes 

Students with Disabilities 6 0 0 No 
AND 

Co
m

pa
ra

bl
e D

ist
ric

t 
Sc

ho
ol

s Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% 

of Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Comparable District Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 17 0 0 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 16 0 1 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 16 0 1 No 
English Learners 10 0 7 No 

Students with Disabilities 15 0 0 No 
Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number of students for all student groups; therefore, the number of comparable 
schools may be smaller for some groups. 

2013 Statewide and Similar Schools Ranks  

Under EC 47607(b)(2-3) a charter is eligible for renewal consideration if its Statewide or Similar Schools 
Rank is 4 or higher in the year prior to renewal. Since CDE allowed schools to carry forward 2013 API 
calculations, the Review Team sought to determine if Avance might be eligible for renewal consideration 
based on comparing its 2013 Ranks to that of its resident and comparable district schools.  

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on 2013 Statewide or Similar Schools 
Ranks, as it does not perform at least equal to resident and comparable district schools on either measure. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 

Analysis Based on 2013 Statewide Rank 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 3 2 1 Yes NO

Comparable District Schools 13 4 0 No 

Analysis Based on 2013 Similar School Rank 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 6 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 17 0 0 No 

2013 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Proficiency Rates 

The Review Team considered Avance’s renewal eligibility based on its AYP proficiency rate in English-
Language Arts and Mathematics. The assessments used to calculate these proficiency rates are the CST 
(grades 6-8); California Modified Assessment (CMA) (grades 6-8); California Alternate Performance 
Assessment (CAPA) (grades 6-8 and 10); and CAHSEE (grade 10).  

It is important to note that CST scores for students in grades 9 and 11 are not factored into this 
proficiency rate. The Review Team used this measure in part because Avance states it was penalized in its 
API calculations because they included grade 9 scores for science. The school states it was unaware that if 
it did not administer this test to its ninth grade students, they would be assigned the lowest score as 
though they had taken the test. This penalty has been in effect since 2004-05. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

AYP English-Language Arts (ELA) 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on 2013 AYP Proficiency Rates for 
English-Language Arts because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district 
schools, schoolwide and for all groups of students served by the school. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013 AYP Proficiency Rates in English-Language Arts 

Re
sid

en
t S

ch
oo

ls

Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% of 

Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Resident Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 6 0 0 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 6 0 0 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 6 0 0 No 
English Learners 5 0 1 No 

Students with Disabilities 6 0 0 No 
AND 

Co
m

pa
ra

bl
e D

ist
ric

t 
Sc

ho
ol

s Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% 

of Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Comparable District Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 17 0 0 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 17 0 0 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 17 0 0 No 
English Learners 10 0 6 No 

Students with Disabilities 9 0 0 No 
Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number of students for all student groups; therefore, the number of comparable 
schools may be smaller for some groups. 

AYP Mathematics 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on 2013 AYP Proficiency Rates for 
Mathematics because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools, 
schoolwide and for all groups of students served by the school. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013 AYP Proficiency Rates in Mathematics 

Re
sid

en
t S

ch
oo

ls

Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% of 

Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Resident Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 6 0 0 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 5 0 1 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 6 0 0 No 
English Learners 5 0 1 No 

Students with Disabilities 6 0 0 No 
AND 

Co
m

pa
ra

bl
e D

ist
ric

t 
Sc

ho
ol

s Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% 

of Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Comparable District Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 16 0 1 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 16 0 1 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 16 0 1 No 
English Learners 12 0 4 No 

Students with Disabilities 9 0 0 No 
Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number of students for all student groups; therefore, the number of comparable 
schools may be smaller for some groups. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

College Readiness Indicators 

College and career preparedness measures vary greatly; there is no single formula or definition that 
guarantees readiness (CDE, Educational Policy Improvement, 2014). The following section analyzes data 
for some of the key indicators evaluated by researchers and considered by colleges. 

Indicators proposed by Avance. In its case for renewal (Section 1.2), Avance proposed alternative 
measures and submitted data regarding college access and persistence. The Review Team considered the 
data that is verifiable and can be compared to Avance’s resident and comparable district high schools. 
This data includes graduation rates, a-g course completion rates and grade 12 Scholastic Aptitude Test 
(SAT) participation rate. 

Information regarding college acceptance and persistence is not publicly available and cannot be 
compared to Avance’s resident and comparable district schools; therefore, a case for renewal cannot be 
made based on the requirements of EC 47607(b)(4). Nonetheless, an analysis of Avance’s data is 
presented at the end of this section. 

Additional indicators considered by the Review Team. The Review Team expanded the review of College 
Readiness Indicators beyond those proposed by Avance to provide a more complete picture of the 
school’s performance based on these alternative measures. Additional key indicators of college readiness 
considered by the Review Team are SAT scores, CAHSEE proficiency rates, Early Assessment Program 
(EAP) results and Advanced Placement (AP) data.  

Due to methods of reporting and small numbers of students in some categories, it is not possible to 
determine whether Avance met the criteria both schoolwide and for all of student groups for all 
indicators. Therefore, the Review Team considered whether Avance scored at least equal to its three (3) 
resident schools and 17 comparable district high schools schoolwide.  

Additionally, because these indicators are specific to high school, they do not represent the academic 
performance of Avance’s current middle school students. 

Analysis of the College Readiness Indicators shows that Avance does not perform at least equal to its 
comparison schools on seven (7) of the nine (9) indicators. One of the measures on which Avance 
performs equal to its comparison schools is not a measure of academic performance (SAT 
participation). The fact that Avance does not perform equal to its comparison schools on multiple College 
Readiness Indicators is of particular importance because Avance’s mission is to offer a college 
preparatory program. 

Avance’s performance and that of its resident and comparable district high schools is provided below.  

Summary Chart: Renewal Eligibility Based o ors 

Indicator (Year^) 

Did Avance score at 
least equal to half of its 
Resident High Schools? 

AN
D 

Did Avance score at least 
equal to half of its Comparable 

District High Schools? 

n College Readiness Indicat
Did Avance score at least equal 

to half of its Resident and 
Comparable District Schools? 

Graduation Rate* (2012-13) Yes No No 

A-G Requirements: Completion Rate* (2012-13) Yes Yes Yes 

SAT: Grade 12 Participation Rate* (2012-13) Yes Yes Yes 
SAT: Percent Scoring At/Above 1500 (2012-13) No No No 

CAHSEE Proficiency Rates: ELA (2013-14) No No No 
CAHSEE Proficiency Rates: Math (2013-14) No No No 

AP Scores: Percent Scoring 3+ (2012-13) No No No 
EAP (% Ready for College): ELA (2013-14) No No No 
EAP (% Ready for College): Math (2013-14) No No No 

^ Data presented for the most recent year available. 
* Measures proposed by Avance. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Analysis by Indicator 

Graduation Rate* 

In its case for renewal (Section 1.2), Avance presents both its cohort and grade 12 graduation rates. It 
makes a case for renewal based its grade 12 graduation rate; however, this is not the standard set in 
Avance’s current petition (Specific Measureable Outcomes) or the standard set by state and federal 
accountability measures. The standard measure is cohort graduation rate6. Avance states it used this rate 
because it could not obtain the cohort graduation rate for Franklin, its largest contributing resident high 
school. 

Renewal Eligibility based on Cohort Graduation Rates: The Review Team was able to access the cohort 
graduation rate for Franklin and all of Avance’s comparison high schools and determined Avance does 
not qualify for renewal based on this indicator because it did not perform at least equal to its resident 
and comparable district schools in 2012-13. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2012-13 Cohort Graduation Rate 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 0 0 3 Yes NO

Comparable District Schools 11 0 5 No 
Note: No data was listed for one comparable district school; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 

Renewal Eligibility based on Grade 12 Graduation Rates: Avance states it is eligible for renewal based 
on its 2012-13 grade 12 graduation rate because it outperforms one (1) of its three (3) resident high 
schools. This is an incomplete comparison under EC 47607(b)(4). Avance did not provide the data for all 
of its resident and comparable district schools. Therefore, the Review Team makes no determination 
whether Avance qualifies for renewal using this indicator.  

Avance further states its performance was equal to Franklin for 2010-11. A careful review of the data 
Avance provided shows that Franklin’s rate was miscalculated. When calculations are corrected, Franklin 
outperformed Avance for 2010-11. Based on the data for 2010-11 through 2012-13, Franklin 
outperformed Avance in two (2) of the three (3) years (2010-11 and 2011-12). 

A-G Requirements Completion Rate*  

Renewal Eligibility: Avance could qualify for renewal consideration based on a-g completion rates 
because it performs at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools.  

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2012-13 Completion of A-G Requirements 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 0 0 3 Yes YES

Comparable District Schools 6 0 10 Yes 
Note: No data was listed for one comparable district school; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 

6 Cohort graduation rate as calculated by the CDE. The rate is calculated by dividing the number of students in the 4-year 
adjusted cohort who graduate in four years or less with either a traditional high school diploma, an adult education high school 
diploma, or have passed the California High School Proficiency Exam (CHSPE) by the number of students in the cohort who 
could have graduated. The cohort is defined as the number of first-time grade 9 students in year 1 (starting cohort) plus students 
who transfer in, minus students who transfer out, emigrate, or die during school years 1, 2, 3, and 4. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

SAT Grade 12 Participation Rates* 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance could qualify for renewal consideration based on SAT Grade 12 
participation rates because it performs at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools. 
However, participation rate is not an indicator of academic performance; taking the SAT is not 
equivalent to obtaining an adequate score. When student performance on the SAT is considered, Avance 
is outperformed by its comparison schools (see SAT Percent of Students Scoring At/Above 1500, below).  

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2012-13 Grade 12 SAT Participation Rates 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 0 0 3 Yes YES

Comparable District Schools 0 0 15 Yes 
Note: Two schools reported values that exceeded the number of enrolled 12th grade students; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for 
this indicator. 

SAT Percent of Students Scoring At/Above 1500 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on the percent of students scoring 
above 1500 on the SAT because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district 
schools. 

The SAT Benchmark score of 1550 is associated with a 65% probability of obtaining a first-year GPA of 
B- or higher at a four-year college. (Source: collegeboard.org) 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2012-13 SAT Performance (% of Students Scoring At/Above 1500)   

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 3 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 16 0 0 No 

Note: One comparable district school had 10 or fewer valid test scores; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 

Additionally, Avance’s mean SAT score for 2012-13 is 1187. Avance is outperformed by all its resident 
high schools and all but one of its comparable district schools.  Substantiating data is in Appendix 3. 

CAHSEE Proficiency Rates 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on CAHSEE proficiency rates as it does 
not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools in either English or Mathematics.  

The tables below show the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 CAHSEE Proficiency English-Language Arts 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 3 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 15 0 2 No 

Page 15 of 59 

http:collegeboard.org


 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

  

 
  

  
 

  

  
   

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

  

 
  

  
 

  
 

  
   

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

  

 
  

  
 

  
 

 

   
  

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  

 
  

  
 

  
 

 
  

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 CAHSEE Proficiency Mathematics 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 2 1 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 15 1 1 No 

Advanced Placement (AP) Scores: Percent Scoring 3+ 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on AP Scores because it does not 
perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools.   

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2012-13 Advanced Placement Scores (% Scoring 3+) 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 3 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 15 0 0 No 
Note: No data was listed for two comparable district schools; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 

Early Assessment Program (EAP): Percent Ready for College 

English-Language Arts 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on EAP English-Language Arts 
because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools.   

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 EAP Percent Ready for College: English-Language Arts 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 2 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 13 1 0 No 
Note: No data was listed for one resident school and three comparable district schools; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this 
indicator. 

Mathematics 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on EAP Mathematics because it does 
not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools.   

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 EAP Percent Ready for College: Mathematics 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 2 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 13 0 1 No 
Note: No data was listed for three comparable district schools; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Analysis of College Acceptance and Persistence Data Reported by Avance 

Under EC 47607(b)(4)(B), the determination as to whether the charter school’s performance is at least 
equal to its schools of residence and comparable district schools must be based upon all of the following: 
(i) Documented and clear and convincing data. (ii) Pupil achievement data from assessments, including, 
but not limited to, the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program established by Article 4 (commencing 
with Section 60640) for demographically similar pupil populations in the comparison schools. (iii) 
Information submitted by the charter school. 

In the sections above, the Review Team provided a comprehensive analysis of publicly available data and 
verifiable data submitted by Avance that could be used to compare the school’s performance to that of its 
resident and comparable district schools.  

That data that follows was submitted by Avance but is not publicly available and cannot be compared to 
Avance's resident and comparable district schools. 

College Acceptance. As a part of its case for renewal (Section 1.2 of the renewal petition), Avance 
reported a 90% college acceptance rate. The statement does not specify for which year(s) this rate applies. 
It also does not specify the number of students accepted to 4-year institutions and the number that entered 
2-year community college, Associate’s degree or career-track programs.    

A review of data Avance provided to the Review Team specific to the class of 2014 (55 graduates) shows 
that 17 students (31%) were accepted to and attended a CSU/UC; 10 students (18%) were accepted to and 
attended a community college or career track-program; and 20 students (35%) were accepted to and 
attended private colleges. 

Of the 20 students who attended a private post-secondary program, the majority (14) attended the 
University of the West (a 4‐year university with a sole academic entrance requirement of a 2.0 high 
school GPA); three (3) attended Mt. Saint Mary’s (it is unknown whether students were accepted to the 
Associate’s or Bachelor’s program); two (2) attended Notre Dame du Namur (a 4-year university with 
entrance requirements of a high school diploma and taking the SAT with no minimum score 
requirement); and one (1) attended Pacific Life College (a 4-year college with entrance requirements of a 
2.25 high school GPA and minimum SAT score of 700). 

Additionally, nine (9) graduates (16%) provisionally accepted to a CSU, did not complete the a‐g 
requirements and subsequently did not attend post-secondary schooling. 

College Persistence. Avance also reported a 70% college persistence rate, which it defines as enrolling 
into a second year of college. The school included in this rate students who left a 4‐year university to 
enroll in a community college for the second year. The school does not provide information regarding the 
number of students who changed schools or the reason for the change (e.g., financial issues, academic 
issues, family issues, etc.). The data cannot be verified as it is not publicly available information. 

The lack of verifiable data, coupled with a lack of comparison data for resident and comparable district 
schools, renders this data insufficient to determine whether Avance is eligible for renewal consideration. 

Middle School Performance 

As Avance offers middle school grades (6-8) in addition to a high school program, the Review Team 
sought to provide an analysis of Avance’s middle school performance when compared to resident and 
comparable district schools. However, since Avance is categorized as a high school by CDE, no 
comparable middle schools are identified through its Similar Schools list; therefore, no comparable 
district middle schools are available. Accordingly, the analysis below is limited to Avance and its three 
(3) resident middle schools. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The Review Team examined multiple years of middle school CST data (Appendix 4) in key subject areas: 
English-Language Arts, Math (general math, algebra 1, and geometry) and science (because data is 
available for 2014). 

For 2012-13, the data show that in English-Language Arts and Mathematics, Avance compares favorably 
to its resident schools at sixth grade; however, at seventh and eighth grades, Avance’s schoolwide 
performance is below that of its resident schools. Avance was outperformed by resident schools on eighth 
grade Algebra 1. Additionally, Avance did not test any eighth grade students in geometry, providing 
further evidence that the school does not provide challenging curricular options to students performing 
above grade level. All of Avance’s resident schools offer geometry to its eighth grade students. 

In the two (2) prior years, Avance was outperformed by its resident schools in English-Language Arts at 
all grade levels. In math, the school’s performance varied with respect to its resident schools. 
Substantiating data is provided in Appendix 4. 

The tables below show the number of resident schools performing above, below and equal to Avance for 
2012-13, the most recent tests for English-Language Arts and Mathematics available. Substantiating data 
is provided in Appendix 4. 

Resident Schools Comparison: Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 

2012-13 CST English-Language Arts Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students  


Student Group Grade 

# of Schools Higher 
than Avance 

# of Schools Equal 
to Avance 

# of Schools Lower 
than Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at least 
equal to 50% of Resident 

Schools 
6  7 8 6 7 8 6 7 8 6 7 8 

Schoolwide 1 3 3 0 0 0  2  0  0  Yes No  No  
Hispanic or Latino 1 3 3 0 0 0  2  0  0  Yes No  No  

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged  1  3  3  2  0  0  0  0  0  Yes  No  No  
English Learners 0 1 2 1 1 1  0  1  0  No No  No  

Students with Disabilities Note: This was not a significant student group for Avance at any grade level. 
Note: Two comparison schools had 10 or fewer valid test scores for 6th grade English Learners; therefore, the number of schools for this comparison is smaller. 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2013, 2012, and 2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15. 

Resident Schools Comparison: Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on  
2012-13 CST Mathematics Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students 

Student Group Grade 

# of Schools Higher 
than Avance 

# of School Equal to 
Avance 

# of Schools Lower 
than Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at least 
equal to 50% of Resident Schools 

Math Alg.1 Math Alg.1 Math Alg.1 Math Alg.1 
6  7 8 6 7 8 6 7 8 6 7 8 

Schoolwide 1 2 3  0  0  0  2  1  0  Yes No  No  
Hispanic or Latino 1 1 3  0  1  0  2  1  0  Yes Yes  No  

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged  1  2  3  0  0  0  2  1  0  Yes  No  No  
English Learners 1 0 2  0  0  0  0  3  0  No Yes  No  

Students with Disabilities Note: This was not a significant student group for Avance at any grade level. 
Note: Three comparison schools had 10 or fewer valid test scores for 6th grade and/or 8th grade English Learners; therefore, the number of schools for this 
comparison is smaller. 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE Dataquest (2013, 2012, and 2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 

In 2013-14, standardized test data was available was for eighth grade science. Avance was outperformed 
by all resident schools both schoolwide and for all student groups. For the period 2010-11 through 2012-
13, Avance’s schoolwide performance was not equal to at least half of its resident schools. 

The table below shows the number of resident schools performing above, below and equal to Avance for 
2013-14 eighth grade science, the most recent available scores. Substantiating data for all years is 
provided in Appendix 4. 

Resident Schools Comparison: Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 CST Science Results for 8th Grade Students 

Student Group 
# of Schools Higher 

than Avance 
# of School Equal to 

Avance 
# of Schools Lower 

than Avance 
Avance’s Performance is at least 
equal to 50% of Resident Schools 

Schoolwide 3 0 0 No 
Hispanic or Latino 3 0 0 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 3 0 0 No 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Resident Schools Comparison: Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 CST Science Results for 8th Grade Students 

Student Group 
# of Schools Higher 

than Avance 
# of School Equal to 

Avance 
# of Schools Lower 

than Avance 
Avance’s Performance is at least 
equal to 50% of Resident Schools 

English Learners 3 0 0 No 
Students with Disabilities Note: This was not a significant student group for Avance at any grade level. 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us  retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2013, 2012, and 2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 

Due to a lack of comparable district middle schools, the Review Team cannot make any renewal 
determination based on Avance’s middle school performance. 

Internal Interim (Benchmark) Assessments 

NWEA MAP Data 

While internal interim (benchmark) data cannot be used to evaluate Avance’s performance against its 
comparison schools, it can be used to predict how the school’s students would have performed on 
standardized tests that measure student progress (e.g., CAHSEE and STAR testing). The Review Team 
analyzed the NWEA MAP data submitted by Avance to provide the County Board another view of 
Avance’s academic performance. 

Avance reported data for two (2) administrations of MAP assessments: October 2014 and January 2015. 
While Avance reported that it administered the MAP assessments in May 2014, it did not report results. 

Overall, Avance’s performance based on two (2) current year administrations of the MAP assessments 
indicates the school’s students predominantly perform about two (2) years below grade level expectations. 
The January administration shows students made some progress in most (but not all) academic areas but 
continued to perform below grade level expectations. Students are expected to make a month of progress 
for each month they are in school; however, when students begin a school year far below the expected 
performance level, it is incumbent on the school to provide sufficient intervention to accelerate growth to 
achieve grade level expectations. The data does not show that this accelerated rate of growth is occurring.  

Given the documented and clear and convincing data, based on standardized tests, that Avance’s 
performance for most student groups declined from 2011 to 2013, there is a concern that the school’s 
academic program is not providing the intervention necessary to reverse that trend. Without clear and 
convincing data for 2013-14 that shows the school’s educational program resulted in improved results 
over 2012-13, Avance’s lowest performance year of its charter term, the Review Team cannot conclude 
that the school’s students are making gains in academic performance.  

A Projected Proficiency Summary Report is available for the October (Fall) administration of MAP 
assessments. This report predicts how Avance’s students will likely perform on the CAHSEE (for high 
school grades) and the CST (for middle school grades). The data is reported below; the generated reports 
are provided in Appendix 5. 

Avance NWEA Projected Proficiency Summary Report: Fall 2014-15, Aggregate by Grade
 
State Test Name: CAHSEE
 

Grade Student Count 

Mathematics 
AYP Not Pass 

Count Percent 
AYP Pass 

Count Percent Student Count 

Reading 
AYP Not Pass 

Count Percent 
AYP Pass 

Count Percent 
9 72 60 83.30 12 16.70 74 58 78.40 16 21.60 
10 85 65 76.50 20 23.50 84 47 56.00 37 44.00 
11 60 31 51.70 29 48.30 58 24 41.40 34 58.60 
12 12 11 91.70 1 8.30 5 4 80.00 1 20.00 

Total 229 167 72.90 62 27.10 221 133 60.20 88 39.80 
This report shows students' projected performance on the state assessment(s) based on NWEA alignment/linking studies. Performance categories are defined 
by the state and are specific to each state. For any state that does not have an alignment/linking study, NWEA uses the 40th percentile from the norming study to 
forecast basic proficiency and the 70th percentile to forecast proficient-plus. Proficiency is projected from MAP assessments administered in Fall 2014-2015 to 
state test(s) administered in Spring 2014-2015. Source: Avance NWEA (Projected Proficiency Summary Report) 
https://teach.mapnwea.org/report/download/rpt/25010960 generated 3-23-15. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Avance NWEA Projected Proficiency Summary Report: Fall 2014-15, Aggregate by Grade
 
State Test Name: STAR (e.g., CST) 


Mathematics 

Grade Student Count 
Far Below Basic Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 

Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent 
6 35 5 14.30 14 40.00 10 28.60 6 17.10 0 0.00 
7 73 7 9.60 24 32.90 23 31.50 17 23.30 2 2.70 
8 89 9 10.10 25 28.10 42 47.20 13 14.60 0 0.00 

Total 197 21 10.70 63 32.00 75 38.10 36 18.30 2 1.00 
Reading 

Grade Student Count 
Far Below Basic Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 

Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent 
6 35 3 8.60 8 22.90 13 37.10 10 28.60 1 2.90 
7 73 11 15.10 7 9.60 22 30.10 26 35.60 7 9.60 
8 87 7 8.00 22 25.30 31 35.60 22 25.30 5 5.70 

Total 195 21 10.80 37 19.00 66 33.80 58 29.70 13 6.70 
This report shows students' projected performance on the state assessment(s) based on NWEA alignment/linking studies. Performance categories are defined 
by the state and are specific to each state. For any state that does not have an alignment/linking study, NWEA uses the 40th percentile from the norming study to 
forecast basic proficiency and the 70th percentile to forecast proficient-plus. Proficiency is projected from MAP assessments administered in Fall 2014-2015 to 
state test(s) administered in Spring 2014-2015. 
Source: Avance NWEA (Projected Proficiency Summary Report) https://teach.mapnwea.org/report/download/rpt/25010960 generated 3-23-15. 

Projected Proficiency Summary Reports are not generated by NWEA for the January (Winter) 
administration of the MAP assessments, therefore, the Review Team analyzed the school’s Growth 
Summary Report for the January (Winter) MAP administration. The data, provided in Appendix 5, shows 
growth in all subject areas tested except sixth grade math and sixth and seventh grade language. However, 
at all grades and in all subjects, except eleventh grade reading, Avance students on average continue to 
perform at least two (2) grade levels below their grade placement.  

Due to the lack of data for resident and comparable district schools, the Review Team cannot make any 
determination as to Avance’s eligibility for renewal consideration based on this data. However, had 
Avance provided Projected Proficiency Summary Reports for spring 2013-14, the Review Team could 
have determined whether the school demonstrated academic improvement from the prior year. 

Additional Considerations Under EC 47607(b)(4) 

In addition to the analysis provided above, the Review Team considered data Avance submitted with its 
charter petition with regard to meeting the Measurable Pupil Outcomes stated in its 2010-2015 charter.  

While Avance stated it met five (5) of its goals, the Review Team’s analysis is that Avance only one (1) 
of the 10 outcomes stated in its charter (WASC accreditation; the school was given credit for this goal 
although it received accreditation a year later than its goal date). While some outcome measures were met 
in some years, none were met consistently. Avance failed to provide sufficient data to determine whether 
it met two (2) of its outcome measures; that data is not publicly available. Therefore, the Review Team 
considered alternative measures for those outcomes using publicly available data.  

The table provides a summary of the school’s performance toward meeting the measurable outcomes in 
its current charter. Analysis of Avance’s performance data is provided in Appendix 6. 

Summary Chart: Progress Toward Meeting the Measurable Outcomes Stated in the 2010-2015 Charter
Performance Goals Measureable Outcomes Outcome Met 

At least 90% of graduating Seniors enrolled at Avance since 9th grade will Unknown 
have successfully met UC/CSU a-g requirements. Avance did not provide sufficient data to 

College Entrance determine except for 2013-14; data not 
Requirements (a-g) Completion publicly available. Goal not met for 

Rates 2013-14. 

 Alternate Measure: At least 90% of graduating Seniors will successfully 
meet UC/CSU a-g requirements. 

Alternate Measure Met: No 

California High School Exit 
Exam (CAHSEE) Passage 

Rate 

At least 75% of 10th grade students enrolled at Avance since 6th grade will 
pass both parts of the CAHSEE beginning 2010-11. 

Unknown 
Avance did not provide data to 

determine; data not publicly available. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Summary Chart: Progress Toward Meeting the Measurable Outcomes Stated in the 2010-2015 Charter
Performance Goals Measureable Outcomes Outcome Met 

No 

Alternate Measure: At least 75% of Grade 10 students will pass both parts of 
the CAHSEE beginning 2010-11. 

NCLB Compliance Meet Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) goals as required by NCLB. No 

Academic Performance Index 
(API) 

Proficiency Rate (ELA) 

Proficiency Rate 
(Mathematics) 

English Learner (EL) 
Proficiency 

Meet the annual API growth target; achieve a minimum API score of 800. 

Increase combined number of students in grades 7 to 11 attaining the 
“proficient” performance level in ELA by 10% or meet the CDE established 

AMOs. 
Increase combined number of students in grades 7 to 11 attaining the 

“proficient” performance level in math by 10% or meet the CDE established 
AMOs. 

Maintain the EL reclassification rate by 15% annually. 

No 

No 

No 

No 

Graduation Rate Achieve a CDE calculated graduation rate of 90% by 2014. No 

Retention Rate 

Retention rate of students will be equal to or greater than resident schools 
(Franklin Sr. High and Burbank Middle). 

(Note: Continuous enrollment data from API School Demographic 
Characteristics was used; see Appendix 6) 

No 

WASC Accreditation Be fully WASC accredited by 2012. Yes 

Summary Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on Education Code 47607(b)(4)  

Based on the analysis of data presented above, the Review Team determined that there is not documented, 
clear and convincing data to show that Avance’s academic performance is at least equal to the schools it 
students would otherwise attend and the schools in the school district in which the charter school is 
located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school. 
The Review Team considered data submitted by the school and publicly available data, including 
Standardized Testing and Reporting data for 2011, 2012 and 2013. 

LACOE Review Process 

The Standard of Review is provided in Appendix 1 and is incorporated herein by reference.  

FINDINGS OF FACT
 

The staff findings of fact adhere to guidance established in the Education Code, California Code of 
Regulations, Title 5, LACOE Board Policy, Superintendent’s Administrative Regulations and other 
requirements of law. Words in italicized text indicate a direct reference to the language in these 
documents. 

Finding 1: The charter school does not meet one (1) of the five (5) academic performance criteria 
specified in EC 47607(b) necessary to be considered for renewal. 

The Review Team presented written findings of fact in this report with substantiating data in Appendixes 
2-6. Based on that information, Avance does not meet the statutory criteria to be considered for renewal. 

The staff report provides additional evidence that Avance has not demonstrated increases in academic 
performance for all students served by the school: the school’s Growth API declined from 2011 to 2013, 
Avance provided no evidence of increases in academic performance for 2013-14, and evidence for 2014-
15 shows that at most grade levels, students perform below grade level expectations. Additionally, 
Avance did not demonstrate that it made progress toward meeting the Measurable Pupil Outcomes stated 
in its current charter, except for obtaining WASC accreditation.  
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Finding 2: The petition provides an unsound educational program for students to be enrolled in the 
school. [EC 47605(b)(1)] 

5 CCR 11967.5.1(b)(3) states an educational program shall be considered unsound if the petition is for 
renewal…and either the charter school has not met the standards for renewal… or the…measurable pupil 
outcomes described  in the charter. 

1.	 As documented above, Avance has not met the minimum academic standards for renewal under EC 
47607(b).  

2.	 Avance only fully met one (1) of the 10 Measurable Pupil Outcomes stated in its current charter (as 
described above and in Appendix 5). While Avance states it met five (5) of its outcomes, the data and 
analysis presented in Appendix 5, indicate otherwise. 

Based on the guidance in state regulations, which were adopted by the County Board through its Policies 
and the Superintendent’s Administrative Regulations, the petition provides an unsound educational 
program for the students enrolled in the school. 

Finding 3: The petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program. [EC 
47605(b)(2)] 

5 CCR 11966.5(c) states, when considering a petition for renewal, [the authorizing entity] shall consider 
the past performance of the school’s academics, finances, and operation in evaluating the likelihood of 
future success, along with future plans for improvement, if any. 

Analysis of Past Performance: The following analysis provides an overview of the school’s performance 
during its 2010-2015 charter term along with any future plans provided by the school. 

Governance: Avance’s Governing Board (Avance Executive Board or “AEB”) is currently made up of 
six (6) members, including one of the AEB founding members and the school’s former Principal. The 
Board is composed of community members with expertise in areas such as real estate, law, finance and 
education. An annual calendar is approved by the AEB; however the school has a history of cancelling or 
rescheduling multiple meetings throughout the year. The chart below provides a history of the AEB 
meetings indicating the number of meetings not held in accordance to the annual schedule submitted to 
LACOE and the number of times materials and/or audio recordings were not submitted per the 
requirements of the Charter School Agreement (CSA) between Avance and LACOE. 

Avance Board Meeting History 2011 to 2014 
Year Regular Meetings Cancelled or Rescheduled Materials/Audio not Submitted or Submitted Late 

2011-12 6 of 8 (75%) 6 of 7 (85.7%) 
2012-13 2 of 4 (50%) 0 of 11 (100%) 
2013-14 5 of 7* (71%) 13 of 16 (81%) 

2014-15** 1 of 3 (33%) 5 of 6 (83%) 
*The 2 regular meetings held in on the scheduled dates were changed to “Special Meetings” due to the late posting of the agenda. 
**Through January 2015. 

Over the course of the current charter term, Avance received five (5) formal notices and multiple 
emails/phone calls regarding its failure to follow the Brown Act and/or comply with the CSA as it relates 
to Governing Board activities. 

There is no evidence the AEB received Brown Act training over the last two (2) years despite the fact that 
the school added four (4) new board members within that time. The CSA states that Brown Act training 
should be provided to all “governing board and administrative staff prior to the execution of any duties.”  

At the Capacity Interview, members of the AEB demonstrated an understanding of the general mission of 
the school and stated they had reviewed the contents of the renewal petition. However, it was discovered 
that contrary to the signed “Required Certification” statement on the petition submission form, the AEB 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

had not reviewed the Charter School Monitoring and Oversight Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 
posted on LACOE’s website. 

The Avance Executive Board has not conducted a formal evaluation of the Executive Director. This 
contradicts AEB’s statement that its main role is to “oversee the Executive Director.”  

A lack of Board oversight of its Executive Director is a significant concern due to the school’s long-
standing financial issues (see below) and multiple notices the school received over the last four (4) years 
documenting a lack of compliance with reporting requirements, routinely late submissions of required 
reports, and failure to submit its 2012-13 Annual Report to the County Board. 

SELPA Compliance: Avance is a part of the Los Angeles County Charter Special Education Local Plan 
Area (SELPA) and has increased its population of students with special needs from 35 to 49 since joining 
the SELPA. Annual CDE California Special Education Management Information System (CASEMIS) 
reports indicate the school meets compliance requirements for initial, annual and triennial Individual 
Education Plans (IEP) as well as demonstrating compliance with transition items. Special Education 
Expenditure Reports were submitted each year and the charter has met Maintenance of Effort (MOE). The 
current service delivery model is push in and pull out. The school has not had any CDE complaints or 
Office of Administrative Hearings (OAH) filings. 

Academic Performance and Reporting Compliance: In addition to the schools’ failure to meet its API 
and AYP goals, its API decline and its insufficient progress toward meeting the Measurable Pupil 
Outcomes in its current charter, Avance failed to implement and report academic progress using the 
interim assessments required under its current charter until this school year. Additionally, Avance 
received three (3) Notices of Concern Regarding Student Achievement during its current charter term. 

The school’s plan for future improvement lacks the focus and specificity necessary to effect improvement 
in student academic achievement. 

Accreditation. Avance received WASC accreditation in June 2013, nearly eight (8) years after it 
commenced operations. The Self-Study Visiting Committee, comprised of charter school administrators, 
made the following comments and recommendations in its report with regard to the school’s use of 
interim (benchmark) assessments, data and preparedness to implement Common Core standards:  

…The visiting committee finds that the school has created benchmark assessments via 
Data Director for each class, even the non-core classes such as Mandarin. 
Implementation of these benchmarks is new, so should remain a continued area of 
focus. There is specifically room to develop the data analysis cycle schoolwide, as it is 
unclear how the results are used systematically to drive instruction or intervention….  

…The school is using benchmark assessments to measure progress towards expected 
state standards outcomes for each department. However, the school lacks foresight in 
planning for a transition to the Common Core Standards and Smarter Balanced 
Assessments. The school has ESLRs which are possibly outdated; these ESLRs may 
need to be re-examined to connect better to align to the school’s unique purpose and/or to 
become more useable by staff and students, particularly as the school’s program has been 
refined and state standards are changing….  

…Centre and Data Director are used to collect student achievement data. Grade progress 
reports are shared with parents during Parent Conferences, with the addition of 
benchmark data from Data Director starting last year. Some teachers analyze Data 
Director reports quarterly; a thorough analysis of the use of this data to inform 
instruction is still needed. It is recommended that accountability in this area be 
increased, along with structured time and processes to ensure effective data analysis and 
planning occur systematically and schoolwide….  
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

…The school has developed an action plan to improve specific test scores for specific 
students and to enhance professional development efforts. However, the action plan is 
narrow and not very specific or strategic in scope. There is a clear need for a longer-
term strategic plan to drive professional development in the areas of assessment and 
instruction, especially as aligned to Common Core Standards and Smarter Balanced 
Assessments. The school should pick 2 or 3 specific areas of foci for professional 
development outcomes and should create a multi-year road map for rolling out specific 
initiatives which will drive more cohesive assessment and instruction practices 
schoolwide…. (Emphasis added) 

The findings of the WASC team corroborate observations and deficiencies identified by the Review Team 
stated in this report. It also provides an independent assessment of the observations and feedback 
provided to Avance during its current charter term through annual oversight visits.  

Reporting and Compliance. Avance did not submit its 2012-13 CELDT data to the state in time for it to 
be recorded; therefore, the school is not compliant with Title III reporting requirements. The school’s 
leadership team was unaware of its Title III consortium status at the Capacity Interview. The school stated 
it was a member of a consortium; however, official Title III records indicate it had exited the consortia in 
2013-14.  After the Capacity Interview, Avance informed LACOE that the school would be a member of 
a different consortium next year; however, the lead for that consortium informed LACOE that was not 
accurate. Avance later stated it would not seek Title III funds although the budget submitted with the 
renewal petition included Title III funding.   

Avance had several instances of state data reporting errors. While the petitioner describes these as “data 
anomalies,” the responsibility for reporting lies with the school. Prior to the public release of data, schools 
are provided a window for identifying and reporting errors. If a school fails to identify an error within the 
window provided, the data stands and cannot be changed. California Longitudinal Pupil Achievement 
Data System (CALPADS) provides training to schools on correct use of the data system and provides an 
“award” to schools that complete all the training modules. 

Similarly, Avance failed to have its ninth grade students take the science CST for several years. This 
resulted in the school’s scores being calculated as though the students performed Far Below Basic. The 
CST test administration manual informs schools of this outcome; it is incumbent on the school, which 
reports its test performance independent of LACOE, to be trained on all aspects of test administration.  

Given the various difficulties Avance has experienced regarding test administration and data reporting, 
including the inaccurate reporting of its a-g completion rate for multiple years, the Review Team has 
concerns about the school’s ability to accurately monitor and report the academic performance of its 
students. 

Additionally, Avance has not adequately monitored its staff for credentials and Tuberculosis (TB) 
clearance. LACOE has notified the school of these concerns.  

Facilities: In the first two (2) years of operation, Avance operated from the main campus and utilized 
various facilities before settling into its three (3) current sites.   

For the first two (2) years, the school did not provide a copy of the certificate of occupancy for each site 
quickly or consistently. After the material revision for facilities in June 2012 and June 2013, certificate of 
occupancy documents and leases were submitted and are currently on file. 

The school must verify the number of students/occupants allowed per school site according to the 
certificate of occupancy before assigning additional occupants.  

Over the past five (5) years, Avance has addressed facilities items identified in annual visits. Generally 
speaking, administrators take action. School staff maintains open and ongoing communication with 
LACOE Division of Facilities and Construction. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Improvements to facilities have been made over the years. 

Fiscal and Business Operations: Avance has a history of selling its receivables resulting in a high level 
of interest payments (see Table 1), lack of maintaining a reserve and difficulty stabilizing its facilities. 
The school operated at a deficit for the first four (4) years of its current charter term (see Table 2).  

Table 1 illustrates that Avance has used $1,955,060 in State and Federal funds the last five (5) years to 
support its operations. Avance has paid these funds to Charter School Capital, LLC and Pan American 
Bank for discounts, fees and interest. 

Table 1 
Fiscal Year Charter School Capital Pan AM (Interest Fee) Total 

2009-10 $175,499

2010-11 $210,047

2011-12 $227,359

2012-13 $255,449

2013-14 $207,669

2014-15 (Thru 2/2015) $77,730 

Total Payments $1,153,753 

 $19,744

 $99,138

 $137,081

 $148,009

 $194,096

$203,239 

$801,307 

 $195,243 

 $309,185 

 $364,440 

 $403,458 

 $401,765 

$280,967 

$1,955,060 

Table 2 illustrates the last five (5) years of Avance’s financial performance (2010 through 2014) through 
its Cash, Net Assets, Liabilities, Operating Results and Net Cash flow.  

Table 2 
Year of Operation Cash Net Assets Liabilities Operating Results Net Cash Flow 
2009-10 Year (1) $116,084 

2010-11 Year (2) $97,601 

2011-12 Year (3) $64,657 

2012-13 Year (4) $1,184 

2013-14 Year (5) $13,079 
Source: Annual independent audit reports (2011-2014) 

$728,474 

$(22,132) 
$(559,654) 
$(224,278) 
$284,858 

$1,610,549 

$2,514,432 

$2,609,058 

$2,590,502

$1,967,710 

$696,456 $(73,545) 
$(672,131) $(18,483) 
$(537,522) $(32,944) 

 $335,376 $(63,473) 
$509,136 $11,895 

Financial Stabilization Plan (FY 2012-13). At a meeting with the school held January 15, 2013, the 
LACOE Controller’s Office requested that Avance submit a Financial Stabilization Plan for Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2012-13. The plan submitted by Avance identified implementation of nine (9) corrective actions to 
restructure its current FY 2012-13 budget. Some of the actions stated in the plan were implemented. 

The plan included a 10% reduction of all salaries; however, FY 2012-13 Certificated Salaries increased 
by 19.66% and Classified Salaries increased by 37.91%.  

Table 3 illustrates that FY 2012-13 personnel (salary) expenditures increased by $385,638. Therefore, the 
corrective action plan submitted to LACOE was not fully implemented. Avance ended FY 2012-2013 
with $216,936 in additional operating expenditures from its prior year, along with a negative ending 
balance of ($224,278). 

Table 3 

Personnel Cost FY 2011-2012 FY 2012-2013 Difference 
Number of Personnel 

FY 11-12 
Number of Personnel FY 

12-13 
Certificated Salaries $1,103,160 $1,320,057 $216,897 27 28 

Classified Salaries $445,072 $613,813 $168,741 9 8 

Total Personnel $1,548,232 $1,933,870 $385,638 36 36 
Total Operating 

Expenditures(increase) 
$3,989,671 $4,206,607 $216,936 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Reporting and Compliance. While Avance currently submits timely and accurate monthly attendance 
reports and its 2014-15 bell schedule, calendar and instructional minutes meet the statutory requirements, 
its monthly financial reports are sometimes late. 

Capacity to Implement. Avance continues to demonstrate a lack of capacity with its fiscal planning for the 
future as described below: 

1.	 The petitioners have presented an unrealistic financial and operational plan for the proposed charter 
school. An unrealistic financial and operational plan is one to which there is evidence that any or all 
of the four (4) standards specified in state regulations are not met. Avance failed to meet three (3) of 
the standards as follows: 

A.	 In the area of administrative services, the charter or supporting documents do not adequately 
describe the structure for providing administrative services…that reflect an understanding of 
school business practices and expertise to carry out the necessary administrative services, or a 
reasonable plan and timeline to develop and assemble such practices and expertise. 

The selection procedure lacks detail of the bidding, selection and approval process. 

B.	 In the area of financial administration, the charter and supporting documents do not adequately: 

a.	 Include in the operational budget reasonable estimates of all anticipated revenues and 
expenditures necessary to operate the school, including, but not limited to, special education, 
based, when possible, on historical data from schools or school districts of similar type, size, 
and location. 

The petitioner’s budget does not sufficiently account for revenues, including revenues for 
Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF), and incorrectly includes Title III funding. The 
details are presented below. 

b.	 Present a budget that in its totality appears viable and over a period of no less than two years 
of operations provides for the amassing of a reserve equivalent to that required by law for a 
school district of similar size to the proposed charter school. 

The petitioners presented a budget, without the amassing of a reserve. The Review Team 
projected the required reserve per LACOE’s current MOU. The result was a negative cash 
position ending FY 2015-2016. 

To be fiscally solvent, the Budget Plan requires that the school (1) meet its enrollment 
projections and (2) meet its Average Daily Attendance (ADA) projections each year. Avance 
did not meet the enrollment projections (525) in its current charter yet projects expansion to 
625 students by 2020 of its proposed charter term. The petition does not provide an adequate 
plan that describes how the school intends to increase its enrollment. An analysis of the 
deficiencies of the Budget Plan is presented below. 

Budget Plan Deficiencies: 

	 Overstated LCFF revenues by approximately $441,512 over a 4 year period. 

	 No reserves as required by State Regulations and Board Policy. 

	 The Line of Credit (LOC) debt of $738,024 will mature on September 15, 2016, and 
carries an interest of 6.73%. However, LACOE has not received any documents from 
Avance indicating that Pan American Bank has extended or will renew the LOC. 

	 Title III Funding is included in the budget as potential revenues for four (4) years; 
however, Avance is not participating in a consortium and has not provided evidence of 
membership for the future. Without being a member of a consortium, a charter school is 
not eligible for Title III Funding. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

	 Each Fiscal Year Avance will have deficit spending in the first 5 months of operation, 
causing the school to sell future LCFF revenues (e.g., receivables). From July 1, 2014 to 
November 10, 2014, Avance completed eight (8) sales of its receivables through Charter 
School Capital, LLC. For fiscal year 2014-15, it sold receivables in the cumulative 
amount of $1,113,100. 

Table 4 provides a financial overview of Avance’s Net Income Projections and Ending Cash 
Balance for the first three (3) fiscal years of the proposed charter term. The positive Ending 
Cash Balance for FY 2 is contingent upon selling of account receivables. The positive Ending 
Cash Balance for FY 3 is contingent upon achieving the targeted ADA of 570. 

Table 4 
Budget Plan FY 2015-2016 FY 2016-2017 FY 2017-2018 

Net Income Projections $450,144 $757,562 $911,957 

Ending Cash Balance (Before 3% reserve) $(180,164) $302,413 $1,129,561 

Cash Balance (3% reserve Included) $(336,472) $135,078 $950,523 

Table 5 illustrates interest fees of $701,579 resulting from the sale of receivables to be paid 
to Charter School Capital, LLC in FY 1 through FY 3. 

Table 5 
Charter School Capital, LCC FY 2015-2016 FY 2016-2017 FY 2017-2018 

$ Not provided on Cash 
Sale of Receivables $2,245,000 $102,500* Flow analysis 

$193,068  (included in6.20% Loan Fee $310,318 $198,193 
Budget Forecast) 

Total Loan Fees (3) Year --- --- $701,579 
*Amount taken from Monthly cash flow/Budget FY 2016-2017. 

c.	 In the area of facilities, the charter and supporting documents do not adequately describe the 
types and potential location of facilities needed to operate the size and scope of educational 
program proposed in the charter.  

Neither the petition nor the supporting documents provide a facilities plan that will meet the 
needs of the school based on the projected enrollment that increases to 625 students by 2020. 
The school’s current facilities do not allow for that level of enrollment based on current 
certificates of occupancy. 

2.	 The petitioners personally lack the necessary background in… finance and/or business management, 
areas that are critical to the school’s success. Additionally, the petitioners do not have a plan to 
secure the services of individuals who have the necessary background in these areas as follows: 

The petitioner has demonstrated a lack of capacity in the area of finance and/or business management. 
The Executive Director has not demonstrated sufficient expertise in the areas of revenue generation, 
charter school financing (i.e., selling of accounts receivables, managing the Line of Credit Balance) 
or cost cutting measures to successfully operate a charter school.  

3.	 Additional Financial and Operational Concerns   

	 Avance will have to sell its FY 2015-2016, first quarterly state apportionment to meet its 
current fiscal year (2014-15) cash needs. 

	 Avance has been delinquent in making monthly lease payments to site 115 North Avenue 53, Los 
Angeles, California, the school’s main educational site.  

	 There are concerns regarding the appropriate expenditure of funds as documented through the 
school’s most recent Independent Audit Report (2013-14). Pertinent sections of the report are 
presented below in italicized text. 
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The Auditor states the opinion expressed in the report was presented fairly. The Auditor reported 
no negative findings for the Fiscal Year ending June 30, 2014; however, he identified one (1) 
finding from Fiscal Year ending 2011 that was not implemented (e.g., not corrected).  

Findings and Recommendations 
2011-01 City Terrace, LLC. Findings Category, 60000, Miscellaneous 
 City Terrace, LLC accessed the Academia Avance Pan American Bank Line of Credit and 

used the Line of Credit to pay property taxes in the amount of $58,519. 
The auditor’s recommendation included having City Terrace, LLC acknowledge ownership of the 
Pan American Bank Line of Credit funds owed and calculated interest on the $58,519. 
The report presents a positive Cash balance of $13,079 for the fiscal year 2013-14. It recorded 
Receivables of $293,494, against Payables of $1,967,710, and Net Current Asset of $284,858.  

16. Related Party Transactions 
 The School rents a house located at 129 N. Avenue 53, Los Angeles, California, adjacent 

to the physical location of the school. The 129 N. Avenue 53 house is owned by Mr. 
Mario Ceballos who was the past Director of Administration for the School whose 
contract ended June 30, 2008. The school pays no more than the mortgage payment and 
operating expense of the location. The house leasing agreement began on June 1, 2007, 
represents a payment of $3,200 per month, and continues until such time that either party 
chooses to terminate the agreement; however, it is the position of the School’s board, that 
at some time in the next two fiscal years, the house will be purchased by the School. 

 The School purchased 49% investment interest in City Terrace Limited Liability 
Company for $1.00 on June 18, 2010, Mr. Alvaro Banegas is the sole 51% owner of City 
Terrance Limited Liability Company. The School is the beneficiary of a line of credit loan 
from Pan American Bank in the amount of $1,000,000. The line of credit with Pan 
American Bank was entered into by Mr. Alvaro Banegas on behalf of the School, and the 
assets of the City Terrace Limited Liability Company were pledged as collateral for the 
line of credit. The Pan American Bank loan identifies that the loan is exclusive for the use 
of the School. The School did not pledge any of its own assets as collateral for the line of 
credit. The loan was approved by the School’s governing board. 

 The Avance Foundation was created on October 7, 2011 to support the educational 
outcomes of Avance Schools, doing business as Academia Avance (“the School”). On 
September 20, 2012, the Avance Foundation entered into an agreement with the 
Presbytery of San Gabriel to amend the facilities lease between the School and the 
Presbytery of San Gabriel. The Presbytery of San Gabriel has turned over management 
of the School’s leased property to Iglesias de la Comunidad, PC, and (USA) and has 
changed the name of the Lessor to Iglesias de la Comunidad, PC (USA). The Lease has 
also been amended from the School to the Avance Foundation. On September 20, 2012, 
the Avance Foundation entered into a lease with the School effective July 1, 2012 
through June 30, 2015. The lease payments from the School to the Avance Foundation 
are $20,000 per month and paid quarterly. 

17. Subsequent Events    
Events subsequent to June 30, 2014 have been evaluated by management through November 
10, 2014, the date at which Academia Avance Charter School’s audited financial statements 
were available to be issued. 
 Between July 1, 2014 and November 10, 2014, the School completed eight receivables 

sales through Charter School Capital, LLC, of fiscal year 2014-2015 receivables in the 
cumulative amount of $1,113,100. (Emphasis added) 
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Finding 4: The petition does not contain an affirmation of all specified assurances. [EC 47605(b)(4); 
EC 47605(d)] 

1.	 While the petition states all required assurances, there is evidence in supporting documents (Student 
Handbook) that the school is not complying with the requirement of EC 47605(d), which prohibits 
charter schools from charging tuition. The handbook states that parents are required to fulfill 
volunteer hours. This comprises a form of tuition and a violation of state law. Guidance provided by 
the California Code of Regulations, Title 5, which has been adopted by the County Board and 
LACOE as its standard of review, states that any indication a charter school may not be complying 
with the affirmations and assurances indicates a failure to specify the requirement. 

2.	 The petition contains additional non-material deficiencies as follows:  

	 Assurance EC 47605(d)(2)(B) incorrectly states that the school will extend preference to students 
residing within LACOE. This statement needs to be revised to be compliant with law, which 
states the preference can be extended to pupils within the district in which the school is located 
(LAUSD). 

	 The petition does not spell out the requirements of EC 47605(d)(2)(B). Simply listing the EC is 
not adequate per state regulations adopted by LACOE. 

Finding 5: The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive description of all required 
elements. [EC 47605(b)(5)(A)-(P)] 

The Review Team has determined that 10 of the 16 required elements are not reasonably 
comprehensive. Additionally, there are specific deficiencies and/or necessary technical adjustments 
needed in three (3) additional elements. 

Element 1 (A)7: Description of the Educational Program. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The petition does not provide a sufficient description of the specific educational interests, 
backgrounds, or challenges of all student populations the school proposes to serve. 

	 It fails to identify the interests, background and challenges of these specific students groups to be 
served by the school (e.g., English Learners, low income and students with disabilities). 

	 It does not identify or describe the needs of foster youth, a population that must be addressed 
under Local Control Accountability Plan (LCAP) requirements. Therefore, the petition indicates 
the petitioner is not familiar with current requirements of law. 

	 It does not differentiate the needs of long-term English Learners in the secondary setting. The 
petition fails to describe the structured English Language Development (ELD) curriculum 
referenced in the school’s plan for future improvement. 

2.	 The petition does not adequately describe the curriculum…that will enable the school’s pupils to 
master the content standards for the four core curriculum areas. 

	 There is no mention of the social science curriculum to be implemented. The petition refers to the 
Common Core State Standards (CCSS) in Social Science, which do not exist at this time. The 
petition should be referencing CA State Standards for History-Social Science. 

	 The petition incorrectly states the school will purchase CCSS aligned science materials; materials 
should be aligned to Next Generation Science standards, not CCSS. 

7 Avance’s renewal petition uses letters that correlate to the sections of Education Code rather than numbers. Both 
number and letter references are included. 

Page 29 of 59 



 

 
 

  

 
 

  
 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

  
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  
 
 

 
 
 

 

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

	 The petition does not include a description of the ninth grade science course, Robotics. It is 
unclear if this course will be continued or what will be offered in its place. 

3.	 The petition provides an inadequate description of how the school will identify and respond to the 
needs of pupils who are not achieving at or above expected levels. 

	 It does not describe if or how interim assessments will be utilized to support and modify 
instruction for students. This is of particular concern given Avance’s history of academic 
performance and Program Improvement status. 

While Avance has written several Student Achievement Plans to address its failure to meet state 
and/or federal goals, the plans have not resulted in increased student academic achievement as 
demonstrated by the school’s API decline. 

Further, its own reporting of MAP results for 2014-15 indicate students at most grade levels are 
performing two (2) years below grade level. The purpose of an interim assessment system is to 
identify deficiencies so remediation plans can be put into effect. The petition fails to describe how 
Avance will use its interim assessment system to meet the needs of students who are not 
achieving at grade level. 

	 The description of Response to Intervention (RTI) does not provide for immediate interventions 
within the school day. It indicates Level 2 support is based primarily on after school tutoring and 
repetition of courses (through Acellus online courses) after a student has failed. Relegating 
services to an after school program is not an appropriate delivery model as it does not guarantee 
that all student will have access. Further, waiting until a student fails a course before providing 
intervention is not timely. 

Additionally, the petition describes Level 3 support as special education services; levels 1-3 of 
RTI are not special education functions. 

	 The petition states the use of Acellus is key to the school’s blended learning and intervention 
programs and that the funding is based upon a grant; however, there is no indication as to the 
length of the grant or how the school intends to fund the program when the grant ends. 

4.	 The petition lacks an adequate description of how the charter school will meet the needs of Students 
with Disabilities, English learners, students achieving substantially above or below grade level 
expectations, and other special student populations. 

Deficiencies regarding the educational program for students with disabilities: 

The following deficiencies are significant due to the school’s failure to demonstrate academic 
achievement for its Students with Disabilities during its current charter term. In 2013, Avance’s 
Growth API for Students with Disabilities was 408, lower than all of its resident and comparable 
district schools, below those of other student populations served by Avance, and far below the state’s 
minimum goal of 800.  

	 The description of the special education program is limited to providing services through a 
Resource Specialist Program (RSP). The petition fails to describe how the needs of students who 
qualify for other placements will be met. The school must ensure that students can access a full 
range of placement options.     

	 The petition incorrectly states that Students with Disabilities who do not pass the CAHSEE are 
only eligible to receive a Certificate of Completion. Current laws state that students with an 
Individualized Education Plan (IEP) who take, but do not pass, the CAHSEE are eligible for a 
High School Diploma. 

Deficiencies regarding the educational program for English Learners: 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The following deficiencies are significant due to the decline in AYP proficiency rates in English-
Language Arts for this population.  In 2010, English Learners demonstrated a 31.9% proficiency rate; 
in 2013, the proficiency rate was 10.8%. (Source: DataQuest Adequate Yearly Progress Report 
retrieved 4-2-15) 

	 The petition and supporting documents do not describe how the school will ensure that English 
Learners receive targeted ELD instruction. All students are assigned the same Language Arts 
course based on grade level; there is no evidence of a separate ELD course for English learners at 
the high school as described in the Avance English Learner Master Plan. 

	 It does not provide for ELD instruction during the school day for grades 9-12. The petition states 
English Learner level 1 and 2 students may receive additional support after school; relegating 
services to an after school program is not an appropriate delivery model as it does not guarantee 
that the students will receive ELD. 

	 There is no monitoring system to track reclassified English Learners. AYP proficiency rate data 
for English-Language Arts for English Learners shows growth has declined. 

Deficiencies regarding the educational program for students achieving above grade level: 

There is no description of how the school will meet the needs of students achieving above grade level. 

	 There is no description of how the school will identify and meet the needs of students achieving 
above grade level. The petition lists several programs, such as Project-based learning and 
integrated curriculum, but it does not adequately describe how these programs are designed to 
specifically meet the needs of high achieving students. These programs can be used with all 
student groups.   

	 Avance has no AP courses authorized by the College Board for 2012-13, 2013-14 or 2014-15. 
This penalizes Avance students when GPAs are calculated, because passing a College Board 
approved AP course carries a higher GPA value to the student. In comparison, Avance’s resident 
high schools have between 7 and 22 College Board approved courses (Source: 
http://apcourseaudit.epiconline.org/ledger/school.php retrieved 4/1/15).  

	 The list of a-g courses on UC Doorways indicates a limited number of options for students to 
meet this college entrance requirement. Only two (2) honors and two (2) AP courses have been 
approved by the University of California. The lack of rigorous coursework and enrichment 
opportunities was noted in the WASC report as a critical area for follow-up by the school.  

Additional deficiencies: 

	 There is no description of how the school will meet the needs of Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged Students (SED) or Foster Youth. 

The petition states that data indicates Avance has been meeting the needs of SED students; 
however, a review of Growth API data shows a decline in academic achievement for this student 
group. Additionally, Avance’s 2013 AYP proficiency rate for this student group was 36.5%, which 
is well below established targets and lower than all of Avance’s resident schools. 

5.	 The petition does not adequately describe the school’s special education plan; this is of particular 
concern considering the school’s low academic performance for this student population during the 
current charter term. 

	 The petition states Child Find responsibilities are limited to new students. This is not compliant 
with state and federal law. The Child Find responsibility is applicable to all students, regardless 
of the term of enrollment. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

	 It incorrectly states that if an IEP is conducted without SELPA representation, the charter will be 
responsible for quality and costs of the program. Avance is a member of Los Angeles County 
(LAC) Charter SELPA; therefore, it operates as its own Local Educational Agency (LEA). As its 
own LEA, the school is responsible for providing a free and appropriate public education 
irrespective of the SELPA’s participation in the IEP. 

6.	 The petition provides an inadequate description of annual goals, for all pupils and for each subgroup 
of pupils identified pursuant to Section 52052, to be achieved in the state priorities, as described in 
subdivision (d) of Section 52060, that apply for the grade levels served, or the nature of the program 
operated, by the charter school, and specific annual actions to achieve those goals. 

	 It fails to describe annual goals for pupils and for each subgroup of pupils. There is no mention of 
Foster Youth, indicating a lack of familiarity with laws implemented since the charter was last 
authorized. 

	 The stated goals for student achievement (e.g., proficiency in Language Arts and Mathematics) 
and strategies to achieve these goals all relate staff actions, not to the achievement of students. 
Staff actions such as ordering materials and professional development cannot be used to 
measure student proficiency in English-Language Arts and Mathematics. Also, in several 
areas, listed strategies do no align with information in the “timeline/evidence” section. 

7.	 The bell schedule, proposed school calendar, and the instructional minutes by grade level do not 
meet minimum standards required by law. 

	 The schedule for grade 12 does not meet the minimum instructional minute requirement of 
64,800; it is short by 1,095 minutes. The petition states the reduced instructional minutes are 
allowable under EC 46201.2; however, this law becomes inoperative July 1, 2015. Since the 
petition is for a charter term commencing July 1, 2015, the petition should have been written in 
accordance with laws in effect for 2015-16 and beyond. The lack of familiarity with this area of 
law is of particular concern since Avance was previously required to provide compensatory 
instructional minutes in lieu of returning apportionment due to a shortfall in instructional minutes.  

	 There is a discrepancy on the total Work Experience Education (WEE) program minutes listed in 
Petition Appendix G. It states 10,290 WEE minutes per student for 49 days on page 1, while on 
page 4 it states 5,145 minutes.  

	 The narrative and bell schedule for Avance House period for grades 6 and 7 is not consistent. On 
page 57 it states Avance House takes place during the first 20 minutes of the day and 37 minutes 
at the last period (total of 57 minutes); on page 60 it states 40 minutes; and the bell schedule has 
42 minutes. 

	 Passing times presented on the bell schedules for grades 8 through 12 are not equal. The first 
passing time is 10 minutes and the rest of the day the passing time is 5 minutes for grades 8 to 
12. By law, passing times must be of equal duration and no greater than 10 minutes each.  

Element 2 (B): Measurable Pupil Outcomes. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The petition does not adequately specify skills, knowledge, and attitudes that reflect the school’s 
educational objectives and can be assessed, at a minimum, by objective means that are frequent and 
sufficiently detailed enough to determine whether pupils are making satisfactory progress. 

	 The petition does not commit to measurable and objective subject matter goals; therefore, there is 
no way to determine whether the goals are met. Subject matter competencies are listed as 
“Examples” or “Suggested.”  
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

	 The criteria used to redesignate English Learners are not specified, and there are no benchmarks 
to reflect annual growth. The goal remains 15% throughout the term of the charter; the same goal 
as in the previous charter. 

	 Goals for grade 10 CAHSEE pass rates are below the school’s current performance levels and do 
not show on-going efforts to improve student achievement. This is a significant deficiency given 
the school’s failure to demonstrate adequate AYP performance (which relies on CAHSEE 
performance) during its current charter term. 

	 It does not explain how the school will “monitor and assist that EL meet academic targets.” It is 
unclear what will be monitored, how often it will take place or who is responsible. 

	 There is no information regarding how the success of the Life Prep and Test Prep courses will be 
assessed. 

2.	 The petition does not adequately specify how it is intended that the frequency of objective means of 
measuring pupil outcomes will occur in all subject areas and for all student groups.  

It states that Special Education students will be monitored every quarter; this does not allow for 
timely interventions. This is of particular concern due to the underperformance of this student group 
during the current charter term. 

3.	 Several measureable outcomes are written in such a manner that they cannot be verified by the 
authorizing entity and do not align with the way data is presented on the SARC. For example, the 
qualifier on CAHSEE passage rates of “students who have been enrolled at Avance since 6th grade” 
is not aligned to how data is reported in CDE’s DataQuest. Avance has this outcome in its current 
charter and has not provided any data to demonstrate whether the school has met the goal. Goals must 
be objective, observable and measurable to be reasonably comprehensive; this goal is not. 

4.	 Pupil outcomes do not align with the state priorities, as described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060, 
that apply for the grade levels served, or the nature of the program operated, by the charter school. 

The petition fails to meet LCAP requirements8 in several ways: 

	 It does not include growth goals in several areas: graduation rate, middle school drop-out rate, 
chronic absenteeism and high school drop-out rate. 

	 Goals for parent involvement do not include “decision-making” roles for parents as required. 
They focus on parent attendance at conferences, workshops or trainings. 

Element 3 (C): Method for Measuring Pupil Progress. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The petition does not describe assessment tools that are appropriate to the skills, knowledge, or 
attitudes being assessed, including, at minimum, tools that employ objective means of assessment 
consistent with the measurable pupil outcomes. 

	 It fails to describe how several of the assessment tools listed (e.g., the Diagnostic Online Reading 
Assessment) will be used to differentiate instruction or evaluate the school’s instructional 
program. 

	 It does not describe how the school will measure progress towards achieving its “life-long 
learning” and “interpersonal skills” goals. 

2.	 The method for measuring student progress does not include the annual assessment results from 
required statewide testing. 

8 Neither the authorizing entity nor the County Office of Education has the authority to evaluate a charter school’s LCAP. 
However, the authorizing entity does have the authority to ensure that the charter petition, which mirrors the LCAP in content, is 
compliant with law. Avance’s renewal petition fails in this regard. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The petition incorrectly states that API and AYP goals are not applicable. While the tests used to 
measure performance have been changed, API goals remain applicable to all California public 
schools and AYP applies to all schools accepting federal funds. 

3.	 The petition fails to establish baseline of performance for its goals. Given the school is currently in 
operation, goals should be based on current levels of performance with an aspiration for future 
improvement or maintenance. The school failed to specify its current level of performance; therefore, 
it will not be possible to determine whether growth is made over the term of the charter.  

4.	 The plan for…reporting data on pupil achievement to…pupils’ parents and guardians is not 
sufficient. 

The petition states that progress reports and report cards are issued twice a year. This is not adequate 
notice to parents regarding progress at the secondary level. Parents must be provided ample notice 
that a student is in danger of failing prior to the issuance of a final grade. 

Element 4 (D): Governance Structure. Reasonably comprehensive with specific deficiencies 

1.	 The petition lacks evidence that the school’s governing board has adopted internal controls policies 
to prevent fraud, embezzlement, and conflict of interest and ensures the implementation and 
monitoring of those policies. 

It states that the Board will have final and full legal and fiduciary responsibility for Avance but such 
statements are vague and generic. Specific evidence of internal controls is not present in the 
governance structure. 

2.	 The petition does not ensure there will be active and effective representation of interested parties, 
including…parents. 

	 The function of the Avance Advisory Board is unclear. The petition does not provide a clear 
description of this entity’s role in decision making. 

	 The school does not have a School Site Council (SSC) which is a requirement for receiving 
federal funding. The school states that the Avance Parent Advisory Committee serves this 
purpose; however, this parent committee does not have the required composition to function as a 
SSC. Additionally, the Avance Parent Advisory Committee is not a decision making body, but 
rather a receiver of information from the school. A SSC is a decision-making body with regard to 
the expenditure of federal funds. It is clear the school does not have an adequate understanding of 
the current requirements of law regarding the composition and function of the SSC, leaving the 
school at risk under Federal Program Monitoring requirements. 

	 The organizational chart indicates the Parent Advisory Committee is under the Advisory Board, 
not the Executive Board. This configuration does not provide parents with access to the Executive 
Board to provide input. 

Element 5 (E): Employee Qualifications. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The petition fails to include an organizational chart in which the categories of employees and 
described reporting structures are accurately reflected. 

	 It does not define which employees are included in “Auxiliary academic staff” or “Administrative 
and operations staff.” 

	 There is a job description for a “Counselor,” but the position is not identified in Avance's 
Organizational Chart. 

2.	 It does not identify those positions that the charter school regards as key in each category and specify 
the additional qualifications expected of individuals assigned to those positions. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The petition does not include job descriptions for many positions listed in the school’s Organizational 
chart. Key administrative positions (including Director of Instruction, Support and Student 
Achievement, Director of Student Affairs, Dean and Student Services Coordinator) are not included 
in the petition. 

3.	 The petition does not specify that all requirements for employment set forth in applicable provisions 
of law will be met, including, but not limited to credentials as necessary. 

	 It does not specify which teaching positions will require credentials from the California 
Commission on Teacher Credentialing. This deficiency is significant because Avance has had a 
history of failing to provide adequate on-going monitoring of teacher credentialing. 

	 There is no indication that the school will require English Learner authorizations for its teaching 
staff. 

	 The job description for Counselor does not comply with EC 49406. It states the individual must 
pass a TB test “within 4 years of employment and if deemed necessary by the school, every 4 
years after that” (emphasis added). EC requires the initial TB test to have been given within 60 
days of employment (prior to) and every four (4) years thereafter. The school does not have 
discretion regarding the necessity to retest. This deficiency is significant because Avance has a 
history of inadequate monitoring of its employees with regard to TB testing.  

Element 6 (F): Health and Safety Procedures. Reasonably comprehensive with specific deficiencies 

1.	 The petition does not specify that it will require immunization of pupils as a condition of school 
attendance to the same extent as would apply if the pupils attended a non-charter public school (5 
CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(6)(C)). 

2.	 The petition fails to meet the TB testing requirement of EC 49406 as it does not state that employees 
shall be required to undergo TB testing at least once each four years. 

Element 7 (G): Means to Achieve a Reflective Racial and Ethnic Balance. Not reasonably 
comprehensive 

1.	 The racial and ethnic demographic information provided in the petition does not reflect the racial and 
ethnic composition of the general population residing within the territorial jurisdiction of the school 
district in which the charter will be located. 

Racial and ethnic demographic information is provided only for the community surrounding the 
school (northeast Los Angeles) and northeast Los Angeles Area High Schools (Franklin, Wilson and 
Lincoln), which is not broad enough to determine whether Avance reflects the district as a whole.  

Additionally, the petition does not provide benchmarks that measure whether the applicant pool is 
reflective of the district. 

The following chart, compiled by the Review Team, compares the demographic composition of 
students enrolled in LAUSD (grades 6-12) and Avance (grades 6-12) in 2013-14 using the 
demographic categories and data utilized by the CALPADS as reported by DataQuest.  

Page 35 of 59 



 

 
 

 
 

       
 

   
 

  

 
  

  
 

 

 
 

 

 

  

 

 
  

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

  
  

 

 

  
 

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2013-14 Enrollment Data by Ethnicity for LAUSD and Avance 

Race or Ethnicity 
LAUSD (6-12) Avance (6-12) 

Number Enrolled % of Enrollment # Enrolled % of Enrollment 
White, Not Hispanic 28.383 8.32 0 --

African American, Not Hispanic 32,015 9.39 0 --
American Indian or Alaska Native, Not Hispanic 1,310 0.38 0 --

Asian, Not Hispanic 12,639 3.71 0 --
Pacific Islander, Not Hispanic 1,199 0.35 0 --

Filipino, Not Hispanic 8,319 2.44 0 --
Not Reported 5,368 1.57 9 1.8 

Two or More Races, Not Hispanic 554 0.16 0 --
Hispanic or Latino of any Race 251,281 73.67 483 98.2 

Totals 341,068 100 492 100 

Source: CALPADS as reported by CDE, Educational Demographics Unit, DataQuest; Data as of 3-24-2014. Retrieved 3-17-15 from  
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest 

Percent of enrollment at Avance is higher than LAUSD for Hispanic or Latino students of any Race and 
lower than LAUSD for all other ethnic groups. While the charter petition states the school will work 
towards achieving a racial and ethnic balance reflective of the general population residing within 
LAUSD, it has not provided any specific plans to meet the requirements of EC 47605(b)(5)(G). 

Element 8 (H): Admission Requirements. Reasonably comprehensive with specific deficiencies 

1.	 The stated preferences are not compliant with EC 47605(d)(2)(B). No preference is given for students 
residing within the district. The preference for students residing in the same household is not well 
defined and may not be in compliance with the law which allows for siblings to receive preference. 

2.	 The process for conducting the lottery is not clearly defined and observable. It is unclear who will 
conduct the drawing, where it will be held or how parents will be notified of their selection through 
the lottery process. 

3.	 The signature requirement on the “Lottery Inscription Form” may prevent some students from 
accessing enrollment at Avance; the form requires parents to sign that they must meet inscription 
requirements. However, the requirements are not stated on the form.  

4.	 The petition states that interested students and parents/guardians “are expected to attend information 
session” as a part of the application process. This requirement may be discriminatory towards 
students who are unable to attend themselves (or with their parents/guardians). 

Element 9 (I): Annual Independent Financial Audits. Not reasonably comprehensive 

The petition does not contain specific information necessary to be considered reasonable comprehensive 
as it fails to include the following required statements: 

	 The audit will be conducted by an auditor from the list of approved by the State Controller’s 
Office. 

	 The auditor/firm shall be hired by the Avance Board. 

	 How financial reporting to the chartering agency would be carried out under the requirements of 
EC 47604.33. 

Avance was informed of the requirements prior to submitting its renewal petition. 

Element 10 (J): Suspension and Expulsion Procedures. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The petition’s preliminary list…of the offenses for which students must…or may…be suspended or 
expelled in non-charter public schools contains the following deficiencies: 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

	 The list of suspendable offenses does not indicate which offenses result in mandatory suspensions 
and which are discretionary. 

	 It lists mandatory expellable offenses, but does not provide separate lists for discretionary 
expellable offenses. 

	 It does not address bullying or cyber-bullying. A policy regarding bullying and the process for 
reporting and investigating occurrences is required under Assembly Bill 9. Failure to address this 
requirement indicates the school is not familiar with current requirements of law. 

2.	 The procedures by which pupils can be suspended or expelled are inadequate and may lead to 
violations of student’s due process rights. 

	 No timeline is provided for parent notification under the suspension appeals process. 

	 It is not specified whether parents and/or administrators are able to address the Avance Executive 
Board directly in suspension appeals. 

	 The petition states suspension appeals and expulsion hearings are heard by the “Avance Advisory 
Board.” However, there is no information regarding who sits on this Board and what type of 
training or experience they have in relation to student discipline matters. It was stated at the 
Capacity Interview that parents are a part of this Board, which may result in a Federal Education 
Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) violation for students whose conduct is in question. 

	 There is no process for appealing an expulsion. 

	 No information is provided regarding the placement of an expelled student. The responsibility 
appears to be placed on the student and parent/guardian to find placement within their district or 
county of residence. 

3.	 The petition lacks evidence that in preparing the lists of offenses…the petitioners reviewed the lists of 
offenses that apply to students attending a non-charter school. 

	 The lists provided are not aligned with current education codes, indicating the school is not 
familiar with the current requirements of law. 

	 No information is provided regarding the procedures that must be followed in dealing with an 
expulsion regarding Homeless or Foster Youth. 

4.	 The petition fails to outline how detailed policies and procedures regarding suspension and expulsion 
will be developed and periodically reviewed. 

Element 11 (K): STRS, PERS, and Social Security. Not reasonably comprehensive 

The petition does not clearly identify the retirement system to be used by certificated staff. It states full 
time certificated staff will participate in STRS, but makes no definitive statement regarding part-time 
certificated staff. The petition must make a definitive statement for all members of each category of 
employee to meet the criteria LACOE established with STRS. If the school participates in STRS for its 
full-time certificated employees, its part-time certificated employees must be similarly covered. 

Additionally, the statement “Staff at Avance will participate in the federal social security system” is not 
sufficiently clear as “staff” can refer to certificated or non-certificated staff.  

Avance was apprised of the standard of review prior to submitting its renewal petition. 

Element 12 (L): Public School Attendance Alternatives. Reasonably comprehensive 

Element 13 (M): Post-Employment Rights of Employees. Reasonably comprehensive 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Element 14 (N): Dispute Resolution Procedures. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The dispute resolution process does not state that this process will be used for “any dispute.” It is 
limited to disputes arising out of or relating to the charter agreement, or the breach thereof. 

2.	 The petition fails to state that any time that LACOE believes the dispute relates to an issue that could 
lead to revocation of the charter school, both parties will no longer be subject to this process 
(LACOE AR 0420.4). 

3.	 It does not include the following statement, as required by LACOE. 

The County Board may proceed immediately with the revocation procedures as set forth 
in law and stated below if it believes the charter school: 

(a) Committed a material violation of any of the conditions, standards, or procedures 
set forth in the charter. 

(b) Failed to meet or pursue any of the pupil outcomes identified in the charter. 

(c) Failed to meet generally accepted accounting principles, or engaged in fiscal 
mismanagement. 

(d) Violated any provision of law. 

Avance was informed of this requirement prior to submitting its renewal petition. 

4.	 There is a conflict in the timeline for initiating mediation. Page 190 states both “Mediation 
proceedings shall commence within 60 days from the date of the Issue Conference.” and “Mediation 
proceedings shall commence within 60 days from the date the Written Notification was tendered.” 
This discrepancy may lead to due process violations. 

Element 15 (O): Exclusive Public Employer. Reasonably comprehensive 

Element 16 (P): Closure Procedures. Not reasonably comprehensive 

The petition fails to include an adequate description of the specific procedures required under EC 
47605(b)(5)(P) and 5 CCR 11962. 

1.	 It does not ensure students will be able to obtain records necessary to transfer to other 
schools/colleges and/or document their residence, because it (1) does not specify the information to 
be included in the closure notification required under 5 CCR 11962(b) or the manner in which parents 
(guardians) may obtain copies of pupil records, including specific information on completed courses 
and credits that meet graduation requirements; and (2) closure procedures do not address how the 
school will handle the transfer and maintenance of state assessment results, any special education 
records or personnel records in accordance with applicable law as required by law. 

2.	 It could result in financial concerns for the school and/or authorizer because (1) the description of the 
final audit fails to address the specific requirements of the audit and presents a timeline that is not 
aligned to the regulations; (2) the disposal of net assets does not address the return of any grant funds 
or donated items; and (3) it fails to provide a description regarding the completion and filing of any 
annual reports required pursuant to Education Code section 47604.33. 

3.	 Failure of the petition to specify explicit requirements of law can also result in a dispute between the 
school and the authorizer thereby hindering orderly closure regardless of the reason. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Finding 6: The petition satisfies all of the Required Assurances of Education Code section 47605(c), 
(e) through (j), (l), and (m). 

Standards, Assessments and Parent Consultation. Meets the condition 

Employment is Voluntary. Not applicable; not a conversion charter 

Pupil Attendance is Voluntary. Not applicable; not a conversion charter 

Effect on the Authorizer and Financial Projections. Does not provide the necessary evidence 

The petition does not provide the necessary evidence in the area of facilities, fiscal and business 
operations. 

1.	 It does not provide the manner in which the administrative services of the school are to be provided.  

The petition does not identify or provide a copy of contracts and/or Memorandum of Understanding 

with Charter School Capital, LLC or City Terrace, LLC, both of which provide funds to Avance.  


During the Capacity Interview, the petitioner was asked to provide copies of the specific agreements
 
or contracts. As of April 8, 2015, LACOE had not received the following: 


 Financial reports for City Terrace, LLC. 


 The repayment schedule for the $738,024 Line of Credit with Pan American Bank was submitted; 

however, no supporting documentation was submitted from Pan American Bank acknowledging 
that the Debt Modification Agreement will be extended passed September 2016. 

 The lease agreement between Iglesias de la Comunidad, PC (USA) and The Avance Foundation. 

2.	 The petitioners shall also provide financial statements that include a proposed first-year operational 
budget, including startup costs, and cash-flow and financial projections for the first three years of 
operation. 

The necessary financial statements were included but are deficient as identified in Finding 2. 

3.	 The petition does not provide the necessary evidence in the area of potential civil liabilities that could 
affect the authorizer.  

The numerous deficiencies identified in this report create potential civil liability for the County 
Board. The County Board is on notice that the school does not demonstrate adequate academic 
performance, does not have a strong financial position, and the petition does not fully comply with 
the requirements of law. This will impact the County Board’s oversight and monitoring obligations. 

Preference to Academically Low Performing Students. Not applicable to a renewal petition. 

Teacher Credentialing Requirement. Does not meet the condition 

See Element 5 (E). 

Transmission of Audit Report. Meets the condition 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Appendix 1 
Los Angeles County Office of Education Standard of Review 

Review Criteria: The Los Angeles County Office of Education (LACOE) Charter School Review Team 
(Review Team) considered the petition according to the requirements of the EC and other pertinent laws, 
guidance established in 5 CCR, County Board Policy (BP) and Superintendent’s Administrative 
Regulations (AR). 9 

LACOE has adopted the petition review criteria established in 5 CCR 11967.5.1(a-g) except where 
LACOE determined that the regulations provide insufficient direction or where they are not applicable 
because the structure or responsibility of the County Board and LACOE differ from those of the State 
Board of Education (SBE) and the California Department of Education (CDE). In these instances, 
LACOE developed its own (local) review criteria or added criteria to those developed by CDE to reflect 
the needs of the County Board as the authorizer and LACOE as the monitoring and oversight agency. 

Reasonably Comprehensive: In addition to the regulatory guidance that specifies the components of 
each required element, 5 CCR 11967.5.1(g) states a “reasonably comprehensive” description of the 
required petition elements shall include, but not be limited to, information that: 

1.	 Is substantive and is not, for example, a listing of topics with little elaboration. 

2.	 For elements that have multiple aspects, addresses essentially all aspects of the elements, not just 
selected aspects. 

3.	 Is specific to the charter petition being proposed, not to charter schools or charter petitions 
generally. 

4.	 Describes, as applicable among the different elements, how the charter school will: 

a.	 Improve pupil learning. 

b.	 Increase learning opportunities for its pupils, particularly pupils who have been identified as 
academically low achieving. 

c.	 Provide parents, guardians, and pupils with expanded educational opportunities. 

d.	 Hold itself accountable for measurable, performance based pupil outcomes. 

e.	 Provide vigorous competition with other public school options available to parents, guardians, 
and students. 

Reasonably Comprehensive with Deficiencies: An element may be reasonably comprehensive but lack 
specific critical information or contain an error important enough to warrant correction. These elements 
are described as “reasonably comprehensive” with a specific “deficiency” or “deficiencies.” Correcting 
the deficiency or deficiencies would not be a material revision (as defined in statute and County Board 
Policy) to the charter. 

Technical Adjustments: Three (3) circumstances may require a “technical adjustment” to the petition: 

1.	 Adjustments necessary to reflect the County Board as the authorizer. These adjustments are necessary 
because the petition was initially submitted to a local district and contains specific references to 
and/or language required by that district and/or the petition does not reflect the structure of the 
County Office. 

9 Words in italics indicate a direct reference to the language in these documents. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2.	 Adjustments needed to bring the petition current with changes made to law since the petition was 
submitted. This includes adjustments necessary to comply with the Charter School Act effective 
July 1, 2013, as the result of Assembly Bill (AB) 97 (Local Control Funding Formula).  

3.	 Adjustments necessary to address clerical errors or inconsistencies where making the adjustment 
would not be a material revision (as defined in statute and County BP) to the charter. 

Affirmations and Assurances: The petition shall contain a clear, unequivocal affirmation of each 
requirement, not a general statement of intention to comply. Neither the charter nor any of the supporting 
documents shall include any evidence that the charter will fail to comply with the conditions described in 
EC section 47605(c-f, l and m). 

Reviewers: The Review Team included staff from the Controller’s Office, Facilities and Construction, 
Risk Management, Curriculum and Instruction, Special Education, Student Support Services, Human 
Resources, the Office of General Counsel, and the Division of Accountability, Support and Monitoring, 
including the Charter School Office. 

Scope of Review: Findings are based on a review of the submitted renewal petition and supporting 
documents, information obtained through the Capacity Interview and other communications with the 
petitioners and representatives of the school, and other publicly available information.  

Legislative Intent: The Review Team considered whether the petition complies with EC 47601 of the 
Charter Schools Act, which states: 

It is the intent of the Legislature, in enacting this part, to provide opportunities for 
teachers, parents, pupils, and community members to establish and maintain schools that 
operate independently from the existing school district structure, as a method to 
accomplish all of the following: 

(a) Improve pupil learning. 

(b) Increase learning opportunities for all pupils, with special emphasis on expanded 
learning experiences for pupils who are identified as academically low achieving. 

(c) Encourage the use of different and innovative teaching methods. 

(d) Create new professional opportunities for teachers, including the opportunity to be 
responsible for the learning program at the school site. 

(e) Provide parents and pupils with expanded choices in the types of educational 
opportunities that are available within the public school system. 

(f)	 Hold the schools established under this part accountable for meeting measurable 
pupil outcomes, and provide the schools with a method to change from rule-based to 
performance-based accountability systems.  
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Appendix 2 

API and AYP Measures 


Weighted 3-Year Average API Data 

2012-13 Weighted 3-Year Average API: Avance and Resident Schools 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment Schoolwide 

3 Year 
Growth 

Hispanic 
or Latino 

Socio-
economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Burbank Middle (6-8) 32.2 757 +124 750 756 666 542 

Nightingale Middle (6-8) 2.3 742 +43 697 742 668 610 

Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 2.7 728 +73 673 720 573 461 

Avance (6-12) -- 706 -18 706 705 595 381 
Irving Middle (6-8) 2.3 705 +29 688 704 612 505 

Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 47.9 687 +53 678 685 589 463 

Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 6.5 669 +74 618 669 586 461 

Source: DataQuest API (3-Year Average API School Report) retrieved 3-16-15. 

2012-13 Weighted 3-Year Average API: Avance and Comparable District Schools 

School: (Grades) Schoolwide 

Weighted 3-Year Average API by Student Group 

Hispanic or 
Latino 

Socio-
economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 869 864 866 851 548 

PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 830 828 827 769 587 

Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 820 801 788 725 607 

Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 812 804 804 707 726 

PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 798 796 795 772 638 

W.H. Taft Charter High (9-12) 773 712 739 595 505 

New Designs Charter (6-12)* 755 765 754 765 --

Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 753 754 753 649 --

Northridge Academy High (9-12) 753 727 741 646 599 

Hollywood Senior High (9-12) 751 743 754 620 455 

Fairfax Senior High (9-12) 744 716 740 635 502 

Chatsworth Charter High (9-12)* 722 682 704 597 498 

San Pedro Sr High (9-12) 714 696 691 602 503 

Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 708 704 708 663 474 

Avance (6-12) * 706 706 705 595 381 
Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 692 693 691 643 --

Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

PUC Early College Academy for Leaders/Scholars (9-12)* ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance based on Public Records Request data supplied by CDE to Avance. 
*Indicates direct funded charter school. 
--Indicates student group did not have a valid API score for 2011, 2012 and/or 2013; therefore a 3-year average could not be calculated. 
^ 3-year average API not available for this school. 
Source: DataQuest (3-Year Average API School Report, School Demographic Characteristics) retrieved 12-16-14. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2013 Growth API  Data 

2012-13 Growth API Scores: Avance and Resident Schools 

School (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

School-
wide 

Hispanic or 
Latino 

Socio-
economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 

Students 
with 

Disabilities 
Statewide 

Rank 

Similar 
Schools 

Rank 

Burbank Middle (6-8) 32.2 786 780 786 637 619 5 8 

Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 2.7 758 699 749 511 482 5 4 

Nightingale Middle (6-8) 2.3 757 720 757 638 644 4 6 

Irving Middle (6-8) 2.3 730 709 730 571 510 2 4 

Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 47.9 713 703 709 532 484 3 5 

Avance (6-12) -- 694 694 694 603 408 3 1 
Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 6.5 694 635 694 539 481 3 3 

DataQuest API (API Growth and Targets Met) retrieved 3-16-15. 

2012-13 Growth API: Avance and Comparable District Schools 

School (Grades) 
School-

wide 
Hispanic 
or Latino 

Socio-
economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 

Students 
with 

Disabilities 
Statewide 

Rank 

Similar 
Schools 

Rank 

Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 860 854 856 837 473 9 10 

PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 841 840 841 770 609 9 10 

Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 834 828 808 733 634 9 10 

Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 810 802 808 733 719 8 9 

Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 803 806 803 644 -- 8 10 

PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 794 792 794 784 535 7 9 

W.H. Taft Charter High (9-12) 786 716 750 533 523 7 6 

New Designs Charter* (6-12) 783 786 784 792 586 7 10 

Northridge Academy High (9-12) 764 737 754 531 617 6 8 

Fairfax Senior High (9-12) 762 734 762 573 516 6 8 

Hollywood Senior High (9-12) 762 761 764 537 461 6 7 

Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* 752 751 755 531 418 5 6 

PUC Early College Academy for Leaders/ Scholars (9-12)* 724 724 713 688 429 4 4 

San Pedro Sr High (9-12) 718 695 693 521 513 3 3 

Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 718 720 717 720 -- 3 3 

Chatsworth Charter High (9-12)* 717 682 704 524 490 3 3 

Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 699 696 697 622 497 3 2 

Avance (6-12)* 694 694 694 603 408 3 1 
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance. 
* Indicates direct funded charter school. 
-- Indicates student group not numerically significant at this school. 
Source: DataQuest (2013 Growth API Report) retrieved 3-23-15. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2013 AYP Proficiency Rate Data: English-Language Arts 

2012-13 AYP Proficiency^-Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs)-English-Language Arts: 
Avance and Resident Schools (% Proficient or Advanced) 

School (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment Schoolwide 

Hispanic or 
Latino 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

English 
Learners 

Students with 
Disabilities 

Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 2.7 55.3 43.7 53.0 11.4 21.8 
Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 6.5 51.9 40.7 51.9 16.1 30.0 
Burbank Middle (6-8) 32.2 50.0 48.5 50.0 16.0 27.0 
Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 47.9 45.1 43.4 42.7 8.0 7.7 
Nightingale Middle (6-8) 2.3 44.0 39.2 44.0 18.4 40.7 
Irving Middle (6-8) 2.3 39.6 35.5 39.6 15.9 22.7 
Avance (6-12) -- 31.8 31.9 32.0 10.8 6.7 
^Assessments used to calculate proficiency rates were the CSTs (grades 6-8); CMA (grades 6-8); CAPA (grades 6-8 and 10); and CAHSEE (Grade 10). 
Source: DataQuest (Adequate Yearly Progress Report) retrieved 3-16-15. 

2012-13 AYP Proficiency^-Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs)-English-Language Arts: 
Avance and Comparable LAUSD Schools (% Proficient or Advanced) 

School (Grades) Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Socioeconomically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 83.8 81.3 77.8 56 35.7 
Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 82.3 80 80.9 54.5 --
Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 79.1 79.1 79.1 -- --
Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 76.9 79.1 75.6 74.4 --
PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 74.2 73.8 74.1 76.7 --
PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 68 67.8 67 42 --
Northridge Academy High (9-12) 66 60.5 67.2 8.7 22.2 
Hollywood Senior High (9-12) 64.6 61.9 63.5 9.1 25 
W.H. Taft Charter High (9-12) 62.3 44 50.7 9.3 13.4 
Fairfax Senior High (9-12) 58 51.1 57.1 17.5 19.1 
Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* 55.7 55.4 56.6 10 --
San Pedro Sr High (9-12) 53.7 48.1 48.9 9.5 22.9 
Chatsworth Charter High (9-12)* 47.6 41.7 44.8 7.5 12.3 
New Designs Charter* (9-12) 47.1 46.7 47.1 48 24 
PUC Early College Academy for Leaders/Scholars (9-12)* 43.8 44.3 43.5 25 --
Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 40.4 40.4 42.1 41.7 --
Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 36.4 36.6 36.3 19.2 7.1 
Avance (6-12)* 31.8 31.9 32.0 10.8 6.7 
^Assessments used to calculate proficiency rates were the CSTs (grades 6-8); CMA (grades 6-8); CAPA (grades 6-8 and 10); and CAHSEE (grade 10) 
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance. 
--Indicates student group not numerically significant at this school. 
* Indicates direct funded charter school. 
Source: DataQuest (Adequate Yearly Progress Report) retrieved 11-24-14. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2013 AYP Proficiency Rate Data: Mathematics 

2012-13 AYP Proficiency^-Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs)-Mathematics: 
Avance and Resident Schools (% Proficient or Advanced) 

School (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment Schoolwide 

Hispanic or 
Latino 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

English 
Learners 

Students with 
Disabilities 

Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 2.7 61.7 48.8 60.5 21.7 23.2 
Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 6.5 59.3 45.2 59.3 29.5 33.3 
Burbank MS (6-8) 32.2 51.1 49.9 51.1 30.7 30.8 
Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 47.9 49.0 47.3 46.1 13.8 16.9 
Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 43.7 38.6 43.7 26.8 22.7 
Nightingale Middle (6-8) 2.3 42.6 32.0 42.5 29.7 29.4 
Avance (6-12) -- 36.1 36.3 36.5 20.3 3.3 
^Assessments used to calculate proficiency rates were the CSTs (grades 6-8); CMA (grades 6-8); CAPA (grades 6-8 and 10); and CAHSEE (grade 10). 
Source: DataQuest (Adequate Yearly Progress Report) retrieved 3-16-15. 

2012-13 AYP Proficiency^-Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs)-Mathematics: 
Avance and LAUSD Comparable District Schools (% Proficient or Advanced) 

School (Grades) Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Socioeconomically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 85.1 85.0 85.3 75.5 --
Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 84.3 85.4 87.5 76.0 42.9 
Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 83.2 83.3 85.1 72.7 --
Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 82.2 81.8 81.3 82.1 --
PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 81 80.6 83.6 80.6 --
Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 80.5 80.5 80.5 -- --
Northridge Academy High (9-12) 71.9 68.3 74.0 26.1 37.8 
Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* 70.2 69.9 71.9 36.4 --
Hollywood Senior High (9-12) 67.2 65.7 68.6 34.1 33.3 
W.H. Taft Charter High (9-12) 64.8 46.8 55.0 19.2 14.3 
Fairfax Senior High (9-12) 63.5 58.1 62.9 35.9 29.8 
New Designs Charter (6-12)* 57.9 59.9 58.5 61.8 29.2 
San Pedro Sr High (9-12) 54.4 49.5 51.8 16.2 21.8 
PUC Early College Academy for Leaders and Scholars (9-12)* 51.3 52.1 50.8 37.5 --
Chatsworth Charter High (9-12)* 47.1 39.9 44.2 16.7 12.5 
Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 46.2 46.2 47.4 45.8 --
Avance (6-12)* 36.1 36.3 36.5 20.3 3.3 
Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 19.7 18.5 19.5 13.3 3.7 
^Assessments used to calculate proficiency rates were the CSTs (grades 6-8); CMA (grades 6-8); CAPA (grades 6-8 and 10); and CAHSEE (grade 10). 
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance. 
--Indicates student group not numerically significant at this school. 
* Indicates direct funded charter school. 
Source: DataQuest (Adequate Yearly Progress Report) retrieved 11-24-14. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Appendix 3 
College Readiness Indicators 

Summary of Most Recent Data for All Indicators 

Avance and Resident Schools College Readiness Indicators (Schoolwide) 

School (Grades) 

Cohort 
Graduation 

Rate 
(%) 

A-G 
Requirements 

Completion 
Rate (%) 

SAT 
Grade 12 

Participation 
Rate (% 
Tested) 

SAT 
(% Scoring 
≥1500) 

CAHSEE 
Proficiency Rates 
(% proficient and 

above) 

AP Score 
(% of exams 3+ of 

total AP exams 
scoring 1-5)* 

EAP 
(% Ready for College 

and Ready for College-
Conditional)** 

(2012-13) (2012-13) (2012-13) (2012-13) (2013-14) 

ELA Math 

(2012-13) (2013-14) 

ELA Math 
Avance (6-12) 84.3 93.0 / 79^ 95.56 6.98 40 50 4.8 0 30 
Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 78.0 31.5 49.20 22.7 46 63 38.3 28 48 
Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 73.1 45.9 56.62 20.8 41 50 38.4 29 48 
Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 81.6 40.5 54.02 44.4 60 68 48.0 -- --
^ DataQuest reports the a-g completion rate as 93%; however, a review of Avance’s data shows the correct calculation is 79%. 
--No data listed. 
*Data rounded to nearest tenth placement. 
Source: DataQuest retrieved 03-31-15 except where otherwise noted. 
**Source: EAP website retrieved 03-31-15. 

Avance and Comparable District Schools College Readiness Indicators (Schoolwide) 

School (Grades) 

Cohort 
Graduation  
Rate (%) 

A-G 
Requirements 

Completion 
Rate (%) 

SAT 
Grade 12 

Participation 
Rate (% 
Tested) 

SAT 
(% Scoring 
≥1500) 

CAHSEE 
Proficiency Rates 

(% proficient 
and above) 

AP Score 
(% of exams 3+ of 

total AP exams 
scoring 1-5)** 

EAP 
(% Ready for College 

and Ready for College-
Conditional)*** 

(2012-13) (2012-13) (2012-13) (2012-13) (2013-14) 

ELA Math 

(2012-13) (2013-14) 

ELA Math 
Avance (6-12) 84.3 93.0 / 79^ 95.56 6.98 40 50 4.8 0 30 
Chatsworth Charter HS (9-12)* 84.7 28.0 39.42 29.0 49 54 31.2 25 32 
Fairfax Sr. High (9-12) 81.8 32.3 55.48 30.4 49 63 54.0 39 45 
Hollywood Sr. High (9-12) 87.2 37.6 60.48 21.8 59 66 27.5 41 43 
Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA 
Academy (9-12)* 88.9 54.2 1.96 ^^ 60 64 33.9 22 34 

Los Angeles Leadership Academy(6-12)* 94.1 100 66.07 18.92 69 68 44.2 0 19 
New Designs Charter* (6-12) 72.8 100 91.30 7.9 53 75 19.4 36 67 
Northridge Academy High (9-12) 92.3 33.2 56.97 23.0 60 61 18.1 43 35 
PUC Community Charter Early College 
High(9-12)* 

95.9 100 93.81 8.8 68 78 57.4 51 61 

PUC Early College Academy for 
Leaders/ Scholars(9-12)* 73.7 96.7 E 15.6 20 24 21.7 53 64 

Student Empowerment Academy(9-12)* ^^ -- 0 0 32 60 -- -- --
Alliance Environmental Science and 
Technology HS(9-12)* 

87.9 100 9.84 75.0 76 82 66.2 57 53 

Daniel Pearl Journalism and 
Communications (9-12) 95.0 50.9 65.08 43.9 61 70 40.6 44 46 

Math, Science and Technology Magnet 
Academy (9-12) 92.9 51.4 89.55 18.3 68 83 33.1 56 59 

PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies 
Early College* (9-12) 

83.3 98.0 E 17.6 64 76 -- -- --

Port of Los Angeles(9-12)* 93.8 43.3 64.50 37.6 72 77 78.2 -- --
San Pedro Senior High (9-12) 76.5 27.6 44.44 34.0 52 50 38.6 31 33 
W.H. Taft Senior Charter High (9-12) 86.9 29.0 45.63 51.9 64 68 64.6 48 64 
^ DataQuest reports the a-g completion rate as 93%; however, a review of Avance’s data shows the correct calculation is 79%. 
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance based on Public Records Request data supplied by CDE to Avance. 
*Indicates direct funded charter school. 
--No data listed. 
**Data rounded to nearest tenth placement. 
“E” signifies school’s number of grade 12 students reported to have taken the SAT test exceeds the school’s reported number of students enrolled in grade 12. 
^^ No scores reported to protect students’ privacy with 10 or fewer students. 
Source: DataQuest retrieved 03-31-15 except where otherwise noted. 
***Source: EAP website retrieved on 03-31-15. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) 

2012-13 SAT Scores - Avance and Resident High Schools
Comparison by Subject Matter 

School Number / % 
Tested 

Critical Reading 
Average 

Math 
Average 

Writing 
Average 

Total 
Mean 

Total >= 1,500 
Percent 

Marshall Senior High 363/54 483 491 477 1451 44.4 
Franklin Senior High 185/49 440 446 449 1334 22.7 
Lincoln Senior High 231/57 415 445 410 1270 20.8 
Avance 43/96 406 387 394 1187 6.98 
County: (Los Angeles) 56566/46 469 484 469 1422 37.94 
Source: CDE SAT Data File for 2012-13 retrieved 2-28-15. 

2012-13 SAT Scores - Avance and Comparable LAUSD District High Schools 
Comparison by Subject Matter 

School 
Number / % 

Tested 
Critical Reading 

Average 
Math 

Average 
Writing 

Average 
Total 
Mean 

Total >= 1,500 
Percent 

Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 12/10 538 608 543 1688 75 
W.H. Taft Senior Charter High (9-12) 235/46 497 515 502 1514 51.91 
Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 41/65 482 485 479 1446 43.9 
Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 149/65 467 492 471 1430 37.58 
San Pedro Senior High (9-12) 244/44 464 459 462 1385 34.02 
Fairfax Sr. High (9-12) 253/55 463 470 459 1392 30.43 
Chatsworth Charter HS (9-12)* 272/39 453 466 453 1371 29.04 
Northridge Academy High (9-12) 139/57 445 453 444 1343 23.02 
Hollywood Sr. High (9-12) 202/60 453 443 449 1346 21.78 
Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 37/66 425 418 429 1272 18.92 
Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 60/90 418 430 426 1273 18.33 
PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 51/134 411 427 421 1259 17.65 
PUC Early College Academy for Leaders/Scholars (9-12)* 109/376 407 413 406 1226 15.6 
PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 91/94 398 424 405 1227 8.79 
New Designs Charter (6-12)* 63/91 380 377 385 1142 7.94 
Avance (6-12)* 43/96 406 387 394 1187 6.98 
Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* 2/2 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 0/0 -- -- -- -- --
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance based on Public Records Request data supplied by CDE to Avance. 
*Indicates direct funded charter school. 
^Indicates that there were 10 or fewer students who took the test. 
Source: CDE SAT Data File for 2012-13 retrieved 2-28-15. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) 

2013-14 California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) Proficiency Rates^
English-Language Arts (ELA) and Math Performance by Student Groups 

Avance and Resident High Schools (Grades 9-12)+ 

School 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

Schoolwide 
ELA Math 

Hispanic or Latino 
ELA Math 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

ELA Math 
English Learners 
ELA Math 

Students with 
Disabilities 

ELA Math 
Avance -- 40 50 39 49 40 50 * * * * 
Franklin Senior High 47.9 46 63 44 62 45 63 0 12 3 21 
Lincoln Senior High 6.5 41 50 33 40 41 51 0 24 7 7 
Marshall Senior High 2.7 60 68 43 54 56 66 10 24 2 11 
^Proficiency rates indicate the % of students scoring above 380 on the CAHSEE exam (Grade 10). 
+ Resident schools contributing at least 2% of Avance enrollment as of October 2014, based on student enrollment report submitted by the school. All schools 
are within LAUSD. 
* Indicates that the number of pupils in this category is too small for statistical accuracy or privacy protection (fewer than 11 students). 
Source: DataQuest (CAHSEE School Demographic Summary Report) retrieved 3-16-15. 

2012-13 California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) Proficiency Rates^
English-Language Arts (ELA) and Math Performance by Student Groups 

Avance and Resident High Schools (Grades 9-12)+ 

School 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

Schoolwide 
ELA Math 

Hispanic or Latino 
ELA Math 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

ELA Math 
English Learners 
ELA Math 

Students with 
Disabilities 

ELA Math 
Avance -- 34 38 34 38 34 37 0 0 * * 
Franklin Senior High 47.9 45 49 43 47 43 47 4 11 3 12 
Lincoln Senior High 6.5 51 60 40 47 51 60 0 17 19 27 
Marshall Senior High 2.7 54 63 43 51 51 60 4 22 15 17 
^Proficiency rates indicate the % of students scoring above 380 on the CAHSEE exam (Grade 10). 
+ Resident schools contributing at least 2% of Avance enrollment as of October 2014, based on student enrollment report submitted by the school. All schools 
are within LAUSD. 
* Indicates that the number of pupils in this category is too small for statistical accuracy or privacy protection (fewer than 11 students). 
Source: DataQuest (CAHSEE School Demographic Summary Report) retrieved 3-16-15. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Advanced Placement (AP) Exams 

Avance and Resident High Schools 

School (# of courses offered^) 
Number of Exam Takers 
2011-12 2012-13 

% of Enrollment 
2011-12 2012-13 

Number of Students with 
Scores 3+ 

2011-12 2012-13 
% Students with Scores 3+ 

2011-12 2012-13 
Academia Avance Charter (1*) 25 21 36.23 19.81 2 1 8.00 4.76 
Benjamin Franklin Sr. High (7) 302 250 40.48 36.66 210 218 35.35 38.25 
Abraham Lincoln Sr. High (10) 420 306 43.03 40.58 248 193 37.29 38.45 
John Marshall Sr. High (6) 628 724 43.64 55.27 660 716 48.93 47.96 
County: (Los Angeles) 79,306 84,682 4.47 9.01 77,207 19,272 41.28 45.87 
Values for # of course offered are for 2014-2015 from each school’s website retrieved 4-1-2015. 
* Indicates that course was offered but was not authorized per AP Course Ledger website: https://apcourseaudit.epiconline/ledger/school/php retrieved 4-1-2015. 
Source: Data Quest (AP Exams Results Report) retrieved 12-2-2014. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Early Assessment Program (EAP) 

Avance and Resident High Schools 
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% Ready for College 
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Data retrieved 12-2-2045 from 
http://eap2014.ets.org and 
http://eap2013.ets.org. 

*No data was available for John 
Marshall Sr. High for 2014. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Appendix 4 
Middle School Performance 

California Standards Test (CST) 

2010-11 CST English-Language Arts Test Results 
for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Avance (6-12) --
6 31 32 31 40 ^ 
7 36 35 36 7 ^ 
8 37 37 36 7 ^ 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 
6 55 55 57 ^ ^ 
7 38 38 35 2 0 
8 38 36 39 3 11 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 41 34 41 8 8 
7 37 31 37 2 15 
8 42 31 42 5 18 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 19 16 20 ^ ^ 
7 38 34 34 2 22 
8 45 42 43 4 17 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2011-12 CST English-Language Arts Test Results 

for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence*
 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Avance (6-12) --
6 32 32 32 ^ ^ 
7 33 33 33 3 0 
8 39 39 39 0 ^ 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 
6 60 60 59 ^ ^ 
7 58 57 57 9 22 
8 50 48 49 8 17 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 37 35 37 1 19 
7 48 42 48 10 38 
8 40 33 40 7 14 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 20 17 20 ^ ^ 
7 42 39 42 7 16 
8 41 38 40 0 11 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2012 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2012-13 CST English-Language Arts Test Results 

for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence*
 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Avance (6-12) --
6 46 47 44 0 ^ 
7 31 30 29 3 ^ 
8 24 24 25 0 ^ 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 
6 54 52 55 ^ ^ 
7 51 49 51 3 19 
8 49 48 49 3 21 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 43 41 44 0 25 
7 40 35 40 1 31 
8 44 37 43 6 13 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2012-13 CST English-Language Arts Test Results 

for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence*
 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 44 37 44 ^ ^ 
7 42 38 43 4 13 
8 36 32 36 0 12 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE Dataquest (2013 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2010-11 CST Math Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 

% of 
Avance 

Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Subject Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities ‐‐
Avance (6-12) --

Mathematics 6 20 20 20 25 
7 27‐‐ 26‐‐ 27‐‐ 11‐‐ ^ ‐‐General Mathematics 8 ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐Algebra I 7 
8  15  16  ^ 15  ^ 3‐‐ ^ ‐‐Geometry 8 ^ 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 

Mathematics 
6  72  71  76  ^ ^  
7  35  33  34  9 15  

General Mathematics 8 3 2 2 0 0‐‐
Algebra I 

7 38 33 37 ^ 
8 51‐‐ 48‐‐ 51‐‐ 27‐‐ 38‐‐Geometry 8 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 

Mathematics 
6 47 35 47 15 20 
7  20  14  20  8 7  

General Mathematics 8 6 5 6 4 6‐‐
Algebra I 

7 65 41 65 82 
8 21 11 20 16 6 

Geometry 8 99 96 99 ^ ^ 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 

Mathematics 
6  23  21  26  ^ ^  
7  26  24  25  0 7  

General Mathematics 8 16 16 16 10‐‐ 13‐‐
Algebra I 

7 ^ ^ ^ 
8  43  38  43  ^‐‐ ^‐‐Geometry 8 ^ ^ ^ 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores.‐‐ The school did not have any students take the test in this subject for this year. 

2011-12 CST Math Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 

% of 
Avance 

Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Subject Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Avance (6-12) --

Mathematics 6  16  16  16  ^ ^  
7  24  ‐‐ 24  ‐‐ 24  ‐‐ 3‐‐ 0‐‐General Mathematics 8 ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐Algebra I 7 
8 31‐‐ 31‐‐ 31‐‐ 16‐‐ ^ ‐‐Geometry 8 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 

Mathematics 
6  68  68  66  ^ ^  
7 44‐‐ 45‐‐ 45‐‐ 16‐‐ 17‐‐General Mathematics 8 ‐‐

Algebra I 
7 57 53 56 ^ 
8 46 44 46 23‐‐ 17‐‐Geometry 8 94 92 94 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 Mathematics 6 47 37 47 22 19 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2011-12 CST Math Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 

% of 
Avance 

Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Subject Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
7 20 15 20 15 25 

General Mathematics 8 5 5 5 2 0 

Algebra I 
7  74  64  74  ^ ^  
8 24 14 24 33 ^‐‐Geometry 8 95 93 95 ^ 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 

Mathematics 
6 5 2 5 ^  ^ 
7  31  27  32  7 8  

General Mathematics 8 4 4 3 0‐‐ 4 

Algebra I 
7 52 47 52 ^ 
8  21  ‐‐ 18  ‐‐ 21  ‐‐ ^‐‐ ^‐‐Geometry 8 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2012 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores.‐‐ The school did not have any students take the test in this subject for this year. 

2012-13 CST Math Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 

% of 
Avance 

Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Subject Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Avance (6-12) --

Mathematics 6  61  62  60  7 ^  
7 41‐‐ 41‐‐ 43‐‐ 23‐‐ ^ ‐‐General Mathematics 8 ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐Algebra I 7 ^ ^ 
8  18  ‐‐ 18  ‐‐ 19  ‐‐ 4%‐‐ ^ ‐‐Geometry 8 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 

Mathematics 
6  65  63  64  ^ ^  
7 49‐‐ 49‐‐ 49‐‐ 11‐‐ 25‐‐General Mathematics 8 ‐‐

Algebra I 
7 73 64 73 ^ 
8  45  44  45  7‐‐ 15  ‐‐Geometry 8 90 91 90 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 

Mathematics 
6 51 42 50 38 25 
7 16 13 15 16 ^ 

General Mathematics 8 10 8 10 10 5 

Algebra I 
7 70 58 70 73 ^ 
8 34 32 33 47 ^‐‐Geometry 8 92 84 92 ^ 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 

Mathematics 
6  41  34  41  ^ ^  
7 46 41 46 22 13 

General Mathematics 8 23 23 23 9‐‐ 9 

Algebra I 
7 ^ ^ ^ ^ 
8  66  58  66  ^‐‐ ^ 

Geometry 8 40 42 40 ^ 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2013 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 
-- The school did not have any students take the test in this subject for this year. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2010-11 CST Science Test Results for 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of 8th Grade Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Schoolwide Hispanic or Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged English Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
Avance (6-12) -- 51 51 51 21 ^ 
Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 32 30 31 4 6 
Nightingale MS(6-8) 2.3 63 53 62 26 32 
Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 56 53 56 18 28 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2011-12 CST Science Test Results for 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of 8th Grade Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Schoolwide Hispanic or Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged English Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
Avance (6-12) -- 53 52 52 16 ^ 
Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 54 51 54 15 35 
Nightingale MS(6-8) 2.3 57 48 57 31 ^ 
Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 51 48 49 8 26 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2012 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2012-13 CST Science Test Results for 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of 8th Grade Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Schoolwide Hispanic or Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged English Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
Avance (6-12) -- 42 42 42 13 ^ 
Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 47 45 47 4 31 
Nightingale MS(6-8) 2.3 68 59 68 33 54 
Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 50 45 49 3 9 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest  (2013 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2013-14 CS Science Test Results for 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of 8th Grade Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Schoolwide Hispanic or Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged English Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
Avance (6-12) -- 32 31 32 0 ^ 
Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 66 66 65 21 61 
Nightingale MS(6-8) 2.3 51 42 54 20 36 
Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 56 51 53 6 33 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2014 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 
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Appendix 5 
Internal Interim (Benchmark) Assessments 

NWEA MAP Assessments (2014-15)* 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

NWEA Student Growth Summary Report: Winter 2014-15 


Mathematics Fall 2014 Winter 2015 Mathematics Status Norms (RIT Values) Actual Growth 
Winter RIT Compared to 

Status Norms 

Grade Count Mean RIT Mean RIT 
Beginning-of-
Year Mean 

Middle-of-Year 
Mean 

End-of-Year 
Mean Mean Growth Grade Equivalence 

6 33 209.1 209.1 219.6 222.8 225.6 0.0 > 4th Grade Mid. 
7 69 217.5 218.7 225.6 228.2 230.5 1.2 > 5th Grade Mid. 
8 89 222.0 224.6 230.2 232.8 234.5 2.6 > 6th Grade Mid. 
9 65 214.2 225.1 233.8 234.9 236.0 11.0 > 6th Grade Mid. 

10 82 222.0 226.6 234.2 235.5 236.6 4.6 > 7th Grade Beg. 
11 54 232.5 234.0 236.0 237.2 238.3 1.5 > 8th Grade Mid. 

Reading Fall 2014 Winter 2015 Reading Status Norms (RIT Values) Actual Growth 
Winter RIT Compared to 

Status Norms 

Grade Count Mean RIT Mean RIT 
Beginning-of-
Year Mean 

Middle-of-Year 
Mean 

End-of-Year 
Mean Mean Growth Grade Equivalence 

6 33 203.6 206.6 212.3 214.3 216.4 3.0 > 4th Grade Mid. 
7 69 209.3 212.3 216.3 218.2 219.7 3.0 = 6th Grade Beg. 
8 84 213.5 215.5 219.3 221.2 222.4 2.1 > 6th Grade Mid. 
9 63 209.8 216.7 221.4 221.9 222.9 6.9 > 7th Grade Beg. 

10 78 215.3 219.9 223.2 223.4 223.8 4.6 > 8th Grade Beg. 
11 57 222.8 227.3 223.4 223.5 223.7 4.5 > 11th Grade End 

Language 
Usage Fall 2014 Winter 2015 Language Usage Status Norms (RIT Values) Actual Growth 

Winter RIT Compared to 
Status Norms 

Grade Count Mean RIT Mean RIT Beginning-of-
Year Mean 

Middle-of-Year 
Mean 

End-of-Year 
Mean 

Mean Growth Grade Equivalence 

6 33 206.6 205.2 212.3 214.4 216.2 -1.4 > 4th Grade Mid. 
7 69 211.3 211.3 215.8 217.3 218.7 0.0 > 5th Grade Mid. 
8 87 213.7 217.0 218.7 220.2 221.3 3.3 > 7th Grade Beg. 
9 67 212.4 216.4 220.6 221.0 221.8 4.1 > 7th Grade Beg. 
10 83 216.8 219.9 221.9 222.2 222.7 3.1 > 8th Grade Beg. 
11 58 223.4 224.1 222.1 222.7 223.2 0.7 > 11th Grade End 

General 
Science Fall 2014 Winter 2015 General Science Status Norms (RIT Values) Actual Growth 

Winter RIT Compared to 
Status Norms 

Grade Count Mean RIT Mean RIT 
Beginning-of-
Year Mean 

Middle-of-Year 
Mean 

End-of-Year 
Mean Mean Growth Grade Equivalence 

6 33 195.8 198.7 205.4 206.8 208.1 3.0 = 4th Grade Mid. 
7 69 201.9 205.1 208.2 209.5 210.9 3.1 > 5th Grade Mid. 
8 85 203.5 206.8 211.2 212.5 213.5 3.3 = 6th Grade Mid. 
10 82 204.6 209.3 214.9 215.6 216.2 4.7 > 7th Grade Beg. 
11 59 209.3 211.6 * * * 2.2 > 8th Grade Beg. 

* Indicates that no Status Norm is provided for the specific grade and subject 
Avance values for Student Count, Mean RITs, and Actual Growth were generated 3/24/15, 8:29:50 AM from https://academiaavance-admin.mapnwea.org. 
Status Norms are from https://www.nwea.org/content/uploads/2014/07/MAP-Normative-Data-One-Sheet-Dec11.pdf. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Appendix 6 
Additional Considerations under EC 47607(b)(4) 

Progress Toward Meeting the Measurable Pupil Outcomes in Current Charter 

Performance Goals Measureable Outcomes Outcome Met Outcome Data 

College Entrance 
Requirements (a-g) 
Completion Rates 

College Entrance 
Requirements (a-g) 
Completion Rates 

At least 90% of graduating Seniors who 
have been enrolled at Avance since 9th 

grade will have successfully met the 
UC/CSU a-g requirements. ^ 

Alternate Assessment Measure: 

At least 90% of graduating Seniors will 
successfully meet UC/CSU a-g 
requirements. 

Unknown except 
for 2013-14; Not 
Met for that year. 

(See Alternate 
Assessment 

Measure, below) 

No 
(Met 2 of 4 years) 

Avance did not provide data that identifies which 
students enrolled since 9th grade met a-g 
requirements as graduating seniors except for 2013-
14; therefore, a % can only be calculated for that year. 
In 2013-14, Avance did not meet the 90% criterion; 
only 47.7% of students enrolled since 9th grade met a-
g requirements. As outcome data is not publicly 
available, it is incumbent on Avance to provide. 

Year 
% Meeting a-g 

(DataQuest) 
% Meeting a-g

(Transcript Review*) 

2014 Not available 40.3 
2013 93.0 79.0 
2012 92.3 92.3 
2011 86.7 100 

*In its renewal petition, Avance stated 90% of seniors met a-g 
requirements last year. LACOE requested supporting transcripts 
and determined the % was inaccurate. Avance acknowledges its 
calculation was wrong and has been advised to correct its 
submission to CDE within the allotted window. As a result of the 
inaccuracy, LACOE requested and reviewed transcripts for all 
years; corrected calculations are provided. The window for 
correcting state-reported data has closed for previous years. 

California High 
School Exit Exam 
(CAHSEE) Passage 
Rate 

California High 
School Exit Exam 
(CAHSEE) Passage 
Rate 

At least 75% of all 10th grade students 
who have been enrolled at Avance 
since 6th grade will pass both parts of 
the California High School Exit Exam. 
To be met beginning with the 2010-11 
year. ^ 

Alternate Assessment Measure: 

At least 75% of Grade 10 students will 
pass both parts of the CAHSEE 

beginning 2010-11.  

Unknown 
(See Alternate 
Assessment 

Measure, below) 

No 
(Met 3 of 4 years) 

Avance did not provide data that identifies which 
students enrolled since 6th grade passed both parts of 
the CAHSEE beginning in 2010-11; therefore, a 
percent cannot be calculated. As outcome data is not 
publicly available, it is incumbent on Avance to 
provide. 

Year 

% 10th Graders 
Passing CAHSEE 

(ELA) 

% 10th Graders 
Passing CAHSEE 

(Math) 
2014 76% 80% 
2013 67% 62% 
2012 75% 76% 
2011 85% 95% 

NCLB Compliance Meet Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) 
goals as required by NCLB. 

No 

Year Met AYP (Criteria met) 
2014 Not calculated by CDE 
2013 No (9/17) 
2012 No (8/17) 
2011 No (9/17) 

Academic 
Performance Index 
(API) 

Meet the annual API growth target; 
achieve a minimum API score of 800. No 

Year 
Met Schoolwide 
Growth Target 

Growth API 
Score 

2014 API Suspended 
2013 No 694 
2012 No 711 
2011 No 713 

Proficiency Rate 
(ELA) 

Increase the combined number of 
students in grades 7 to 11 attaining the 
“proficient” performance level in ELA by 
10% or meet the CDE established 
AMOs. (Measured by percentage of 
students scoring Proficient (P) or 
Advanced (A) on the CST exams). 

No 

Year % P or A in ELA % Change 
2014 CSTs not taken 

2013 35.3 -5.9 

2012 41.2 +.4 

2011 40.8 --

Proficiency Rate 
(Mathematics) 

Increase the combined number of 
students in grades 7 to 11 attaining the 
“proficient” performance level in math 
by 10% or meet the CDE established 
AMOs. (Measured by percentage of 
students scoring Proficient (P) or 
Advanced (A) on the CST exams). 

No 

Year % P or A in Math % Change 
2014 CSTs not taken 

2013 25 +.5 

2012 24.5 +4.6 

2011 19.9 --
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Performance Goals Measureable Outcomes Outcome Met Outcome Data 

English Learner (EL) 
Proficiency 

Maintain the English Learner 
reclassification rate by 15% annually. ^ 

No 
(Met 2 of 4 years) 

Year % Reclassified 
2014 29.7 
2013 7.5 

2012 6.0 

2011 51.9 

Graduation Rate 

Achieve a CDE calculated* graduation 
rate of 90% by 2014. ^ 

(*CDE calculates graduation rate for AYP 
purposes as Cohort Graduation rates.) 

No 

Year 
Cohort Graduation 

Rate 
Grade 12 

Graduation Rate 
2014 Not yet available 94.8 
2013 84.3 95.6 
2012 83.9 92.8 
2011 79.0 93.8 

Retention Rate 

Retention rate of students will be equal 
to or greater than resident schools 
(Franklin Sr. High and Burbank Middle). 

(Note: Retention rate is not calculated by 
CDE; Continuous Enrollment data from 
API School Demographic Characteristics 
utilized as the metric.) 

No 
(Met 2 of 3 years) 

Year
 Continuous Enrollment* 

Avance Franklin Burbank 
2013-14 Not published as CSTs not taken 
2012-13 94 96 96 
2011-12 96 94 95 
2010-11 100 95 94 

*Percentage of students continuously enrolled since October 
CALPADS data collection. 

WASC Accreditation Be fully WASC accredited by 2012. ^ Yes 
In June 2013, Avance received a 6-year accreditation 

with a 2-day midterm review. 
Source: WASC Letter dated 7-3-2013 

^Avance states in its charter petition that it met this measurable outcome. An analysis of the reason it failed to do so is provided below. 
Source:  All data retrieved from CDE DataQuest unless otherwise noted. 

Analysis of Outcome Goals: 

In its renewal petition, under Measurable Pupil Outcomes, Avance states it met the measurable outcome 
for the five (5) goal areas listed below. The Review Team disagrees for all but one (1) goal (WASC 
Accreditation) for the following reasons: 

College Entrance Requirements (a-g) Completion Rates: Avance states it met the goal for three (3) 
year of its charter term; therefore it met the goal. However, Avance’s analysis was based on miscalculated 
data. Using corrected data, the goal was met in two (2) years of the charter term. The outcome is written 
for the entire charter term; therefore, the data shows the goal was not met.  

California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) Passage Rate: Avance states it met the goal because it 
was met for three (3) years of the charter term. The outcome is written for the entire charter term; 
therefore, the data shows the goal was not met. 

English Learner (EL) Proficiency: Avance states it met the goal for two (2) years of the charter term; 
therefore, it met the goal. The outcome is written for the entire charter term; therefore, the data shows the 
goal was not met. 

Graduation Rate: In its renewal petition, Avance calculated its graduation rate based on grade 12 
graduates each year. That is not the standard used by CDE, which is the standard stated in the charter. 
Using the standard stated in the charter, Avance did not meet the outcome. 
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Board Meeting – April 14, 2015 

Item VIII. Recommendations 

A. 	 Approve the Superintendent’s Recommendation to deny Renewal of 
the Charter for Academia Avance Charter School, Grades 6-12, 
Pursuant to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

The Superintendent recommends that the Los Angeles County Board 
of Education (County Board) adopt the written findings of fact stated 
below and take action to deny the renewal petition for Academia 
Avance Charter School (Avance). 

Los Angeles County Board of Education Findings 

The County Board evaluated Avance’s past performance and renewal 
petition according to the criteria and procedures established in EC 
47605(b), 47607(b), and California Code of Regulations Title 5 
section 11966.5, and made the following findings of fact for denial: 

Finding 1: The charter school does not meet one (1) of the five (5) 
academic performance criteria specified in EC section 47607(b)(1-5) 
necessary to be considered for renewal. 

Finding 2: The petition provides an unsound educational program for 
students to be enrolled in the school. [EC 47605(b)(1)]  

Finding 3: The petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully 
implement the proposed educational program. [EC 47605(b)(2)] 

Finding 4: The petition does not contain an affirmation of all specified 
assurances. [EC 47605(b)(4); EC 47605(d)] 

Finding 5: The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive 
description of all required elements. [EC 47605(b)(5)(A)-(P)] 

Pursuant to EC 47607(a)(3)(A), the County Board considered 
increases in academic performance for all groups of pupils served by 
the charter school as the most important factor in determining whether 
to grant renewal. 

The recommendation for denial is based on the written staff findings 
contained in the complete report on the Academia Avance Charter 
School renewal petition, which is attached to the Report Item dated 
April 14, 2015. 



 
 
 

  
 
  

 
  

 
 
  

Board Meeting – April 14, 2015 

Item IX. Informational Items 

A.	 Governmental Relations 

Dr. Delgado will provide an update on Governmental Relations. 



 
 
 

  
 

 
 

  
  

 
 
 

Board Meeting – April 14, 2015 

Item IX. Informational Items 

B. Board Committee / Liaison Reports 

Board members serving as Committee/Liaison representatives will 
report on their activities. 



 
 
 

 
 

   
  

 
  

   
  

 
 

Board Meeting — April 14, 2015 

Item IX. Informational Items 

C. 	 Los Angeles County Board of Education Meeting Schedule, 
Establishment of Meeting Times, Future Agenda Items, Follow up 

Board meetings scheduled for 2014-2015 are listed on the following 
pages. The calendar is presented for discussion, to establish meeting 
times, and to receive Board members' requests for future agenda items. 

This process will facilitate planning for Board meetings. 
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
 
BOARD OF EDUCATION
 

MEETING CALENDAR
 

April 14, 2015 – June 30, 2015
 



                                                                     
 

 
 

 
 

    
 

 
 

  
 

  
  
  
  
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 

   

                                                                              
 

 
 

  

 

 
  

   

   
  

 
 

 
  

  
   

  
  

  
        

 
  

   
  
   
   
   
   
    
   
   
   
  
 
 
   
    

 
  

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APRIL 14   	 2015 
3:00 Board Meeting 
Presentation: Recognition of 2015 Science Competitions 
and Events 
Rpt: Uniform Complaint Procedure Quarterly Report for 
Educational Programs, January 1 to March 31, 2015 
Rpt: Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia 
Avance Charter School, Grades 6-12, Pursuant to Education 
Code Sections 47607 and 47605 
Rec: Approve the Superintendent’s Recommendation to 
deny Renewal of the Charter for Academia Avance Charter 
School, Grades 6-12, Pursuant to Education Code Sections 
47607 and 47605 
Interdistrict Attendance Appeals 
1.	 Melineh A. v. Los Angeles USD * 
2.	 Herman T. v. Los Angeles USD * 
3.	 Daniel M. v. Los Angeles USD * 
4.	 Ann Maria C. v. Los Angeles USD 

*Pending Appeal Hearing 
#1000 Schools List 
AB – AB2444 

APRIL 21	 2015 
2:00 Board Curriculum, Instruction and Assessment 
Committee Meeting 
3:00 Board Meeting 
4:00 p.m. Presentation: Recognition of the Winners of 
the Los Angeles County Office of Education’s Ninth 
Annual Student Art Exhibition, and the Eighth Annual 
Los Angeles County Regional Poetry Out Loud 
Competition 
Public Hearing: Prepa Tec Los Angeles High School, 
Grades 9-12: Appeal of a Petition previously denied by 
Los Angeles Unified School District Board of Education 
Study Session: 
• Attorney-Client Privilege and Closed Session under 

Brown Act Review 
Rpt: Uniform Complaint Procedure Quarterly Report for 
Educational Programs, January 1 to March 31, 2015 
Consent Rec/Bd. Res.: Adoption of Board Resolution 
No. 14  to recognize May 5, 2015, as El Dia del Maestro, 
or Day of the Teacher, in Los Angeles County 
Consent Rec/Bd. Res.: Adoption of Board Resolution 
No. 15 to recognize May 17-23, 2015 as Classified 
School Employees Week in Los Angeles County 
Rec: Approval of Career Technical Education (CTE) 
Support to 23 Districts Consortium 
Interdistrict Attendance Appeals 
1.	 Vanessa H. v. Los Angeles USD 
2.	 Logan S. V. Los Angeles USD * 
3.	 Naomi W. v. Los Angeles USD 
4.	 Rickelle B. v. Los Angeles USD 
5.	 Jacob T. v. Los Angeles USD * 
6.	 Abigail N. v. Los Angeles USD 
7.	 Hunter N. v. Los Angeles USD 
8.	 Tessie C. v. Los Angeles USD 
9.	 Lisaira M. v. Los Angeles USD 
10. Damian B. v. Los Angeles USD 
11. Rebecca M. v. Los Angeles USD * 
12. Brian S. v. Los Angeles USD * 
13. Apo H. v. Los Angeles USD * 
14. Ryan K. v. Los Angeles USD 
15. Brenden R. v. Los Angeles USD 
Expulsion Appeal 
1.	 Case #1415-007 v. Los Angeles USD (Closed 

Session 
4/14/15 



                                                              
 

 
    

 
  
   

   
 

 
  

   
  

   
  
  
 
 
  
 
  
  
   
  
  
 

 
  

 
   

                                                                      
 

  
 

  
   
 

 
 

                                                        
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

  
   

 
 

  
  

 

 

 
 
 

                                                     
 

 
  

 
 

  
 

   
 

  
 
 

  
 

 
   

  
   

 
  

 
 

                                                    
 

 
 

  
 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 

MAY 5 2015 
2:00 Board Finance Committee Meeting 
3:00 Board Meeting 
Presentation: Career Technical Education (CTE) Student 
Recognition Presentation 
Presentation: Day of the Teacher 2015 
Study Session: 
• Overview of the Process for Considering the Appeal to 

Establish or Renewal of a Charter School Petition 
Document 

Consent Rec: Adoption of Board Resolution No. 16: to 
recognize May 6, 2015, as National School Nurse Day 
Interdistrict Attendance Appeals 
1. Hannah F. v. Los Angeles USD * 
2. Anjelika E. v. Los Angeles USD * 
3. Rebecca M. v. Los Angeles USD * 
4. Kevin B. v. Los Angeles USD * 
5. Leelah G. S. v. Los Angeles USD * 
6. Shant G. S. v. Los Angeles USD * 
7. Shayla G. S. v. Los Angeles USD * 
8. Dennis E. v. Los Angeles USD * 
9. Aleena H. v. Los Angeles USD * 
10. Andrew H. v. Los Angeles USD * 
11. Maryanne M. v. Los Angeles USD * 
12. Xiomara W. v. Los Angeles USD * 

*Pending Appeal Hearing 
#1000 Schools List 
AB – AB2444 

MAY 12 2015 
3:00 Board Meeting 
Presentation: Classified Employees Week 
Rpt: Los Angeles County Office of Education’s 
Proposed 2015-16 Budget 
Rpt: Self-Assessment & Program Improvement Plan 
(HS) 

MAY 19            
2:00 Board Curriculum, Instruction and Assessment 
Committee Meeting 
3:00 Board Meeting 
Presentation: Juvenile Court Schools 2015 Academic 
Bowl 
Rpt:  Technology Master Plan Update / BEST 
Project Update 
Rpt: Report on the Prepa Tec Los Angeles High School, 
Grades 9-12: Appeal of a Petition previously denied by 
Los Angeles Unified School District Board of Education 
Rec: Approval of Self-Assessment & Program 
Improvement Plan HS 
Rec: Approval/Denial of the Superintendent’s 
Recommendation for the Prepa Tec Los Angeles High 
School, Grades 9-12: Initial Petition on appeal denied by 
Los Angeles Unified School District Board of Education 

JUNE 2 2015 
2:00 Board Finance Committee Meeting 
3:00 Board Meeting 
Presentation: History Day Awards 2015 
Consent Rec: Approval of Annual Distribution of United 
States Forest Reserve Funds 
Rec: Adoption of Board Resolution No.17: Short Term 
Cash Loans to School Districts in Los Angeles County 
Rec: Approval of the Los Angeles County Board of 
Education Schedule, 2015-2016, Establishment of meeting 
times, future agenda items, follow up 

JUNE 9 
2:00 Board Policy Committee Meeting 
3:00 Board Meeting 
Presentation: Annual Service Awards 
Public Hearing: Local Control Accountability Plan (LCAP) 
Public Hearing: Adoption of 2015-16 Proposed Budget 
Rpt: Proposed 2015-16 Budget First Reading 
Rec: Adoption of Resolution No. 18: Education Protection 
Act 

JUNE 16                  2015 
2:00 Board Curriculum, Instruction and Assessment 
Committee Meeting 
3:00 Board Meeting 
Presentation: Juvenile Court Schools 2015 Academic 
Bowl 
Rec: Adoption of Local Control Accountability Plan 
(LCAP) 
Rec: Adoption of 2015-16 Proposed Budget 

4/14/15 



 
 

 
 
  

 

 

 

 

Board Meeting – April 14, 2015 

Item X.   Interdistrict and Expulsion Appeal Hearings 

A. 	 Los Angeles County Board of Education’s Decision on Interdistrict 
Attendance Appeals (Enclosures) 

Final decisions on Interdistrict Attendance Appeals 

On March 24, 2015, the Administrative Hearing Consultant heard the 
appeal(s). The consultant’s findings and recommendations were sent to 
the County Board of Education, along with the hearing folder, for 
review. 

The Superintendent will provide legal counsel from the County Office 
of Education. 



 

  
  
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  

 

Board Meeting—April 14, 2015 
Agenda Item 
-2-

*District of Residence is an Open Enrollment School 
On list of 1000 schools as of November 4, 2014 

Interdistrict 
Attendance Permit Appeal(s) 

Student’s Name Hearing Consultant Grade Represented by Resident District  District Representative  Desired District 

1. Ann Marie C. 
Jennifer 
Gomeztrejo 

6 
Mr. Sorin Colovos and 
Ms. Alina Colovos 

Los Angeles USD Ms. Debra Villescas Las Virgenes USD 



   

 

 
 

 
       

  
  

 

 
  

   
 

 
  
 
 

 
  

 
  

 
   
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

No. 31:2014-15 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION 
9300 Imperial Highway, Downey, CA 90242 
Phone (562) 922-6128 Fax (562) 940-1727 

The full agenda is accessible through the receptionist at the northeast entrance of the above address. Enclosures to the agenda are available for 
review in the Board of Education’s office during business hours 8:30 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.  Any material related to an item on this Board Agenda 
distributed to the Board of Education is available for public inspection at our Office of Communications, Room EC 103 – LACOE Administrative 
Offices. Procedures for addressing the Board are in the wall receptacle in the entry to the Board Room and posted on the LACOE Board of 
Education website. To request a disability-related accommodation under the ADA, please call Ms. Beatrice Robles at (562) 922-6128 at least 24 
hours in advance. 

Board Meeting 
May 12, 2015 

2:00 p.m. – Board Room (EC 100) 

I. BOARD COMMITTEE MEETINGS (none) 

Mr. Saenz 
Dr. Turrentine 
Dr. Delgado 

II. PRELIMINARY ACTIVITIES – 2:00 p.m. 
A. Call to Order 
B. Pledge of Allegiance 
C. Ordering of the Agenda 

III. COMMUNICATIONS: BOARD OF EDUCATION / SUPERINTENDENT / 
PUBLIC 

Ms. Benitez/ 
Ms. Andrade  
Ms. Andrade 

STUDY SESSIONS 
A. Overview and Discussion of the Process for Considering the Appeal of a Petition 

to Establish or Renew a Charter School  
B. Attorney-Client Privilege and Closed Session under Brown Act 

Dr. Delgado 
IV. PRESENTATIONS 

A. Recognition of Classified School Employees Week

 V. HEARINGS (none) 

Ms. Benitez 
VI. REPORTS / STUDY TOPICS 

A. Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School, 
Grades 6-12, Pursuant to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 (Enclosure) 

VII. CONSENT CALENDAR RECOMMENDATIONS 
A. Approval for Disposal of Surplus Personal Property  
B. Approval of Los Angeles County Board of Education Institutional Memberships 

for the 2015-16 Fiscal Year 

Ms. Benitez 

Dr. Delgado 

VIII. RECOMMENDATIONS 
A. Approve the Superintendent’s Recommendation to deny Renewal of the Charter 

for Academia Avance Charter School, Grades 6-12, Pursuant to Education Code 
Sections 47607 and 47605 

B. Approval of Position Recommendation Report (PRR), May 2015 



 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

  

Los Angeles County Board of Education 
Agenda—May 12, 2015 
-2-

Dr. Delgado 
Mr. Saenz 
Dr. Delgado 

IX. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
A. Governmental Relations 
B. Board Committee / Liaison Reports 
C. Los Angeles County Board of Education Meeting Schedule, Establishment of 

Meeting Times, Future Agenda Items, Follow up 

Mr. Saenz 
X. INTERDISTRICT AND EXPULSION APPEAL HEARINGS 

A. Los Angeles County Board of Education’s Decision on Interdistrict Attendance 
Appeals (Open Session) (Enclosure) 
1. Jimmy B.C. v. Montebello USD (Spanish Interpreter)   

Mr. Saenz XI. ADJOURNMENT 



  

 

 
 
 

Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 

Item Study Sessions 

A. 	 Study Session: Overview and Discussion of the Process for 
Considering the Appeal of a Petition to Establish or Renew a Charter 
School 

Staff will present an overview of: 

 The authority of the County Board; 
 The authority delegated to staff; and 
 The Process and Timeline for Review 



 
    

 

         
   

            

              
   

                 

 

 

           

                     
             

                   
   

         

 

   

 

 

   

Los Angeles County Office of Education  

Charter School Office  


Los Angeles County Office of Education 
Charter School Office 

Los Angeles County Board of Education
 

Study Session on Charter Schools
 

May 12, 2015
 

County Board Authority
 
•	 Consider Appeals of Charter Petitions Denied by a District Board 

–	 Establish charter 

–	 Renew charter 

–	 Revocation 

•	 Consider Petitions Submitted Directly to County Board 

–	 Countywide (pupils cannot be served as well by a charter that operates 
in only one school district in the county) 

–	 County Direct (serves same population of students a county office is 
required to serve) 

•	 Responsibility/Authority for County Board Authorized Charters 

–	 Provide oversight 

–	 Decide material revisions 

–	 Decide renewals 

–	 Decide revocation 
2 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education  

Charter School Office  


Petition Appeals
 
•	 County Board Authority/Responsibility 

–	 Approve/deny authorization based on written findings of fact 

–	 Utilize “quality authorizing practices” (NACSA/CSBA/CCAP/CDE*) 

•	 Legal compliance 

•	 Due process 

•	 Consistent standards 

•	 Authority/Responsibility Delegated to Supt./Staff 

–	 Receive, process and analyze petition, supporting data and budget 

–	 Ensure compliance with law, Board Policy, LACOE Administrative 
Regulations (standardized process) 

–	 Make written recommendations based on substantiated information 
and requirements of law 

*CDE presentation available at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cs/as/documents/authorizeroversight.pdf 

Review Process
 

4 

Public Hearing within 30 Calendar Days* of Receipt 

• Determine  petition compliance 
• Validate petition same as district reviewed 
• Petitioner Notice: Petition Status & Process 

Week 
1 

• Establish Public Hearing date 
• Establish Capacity Interview Date 
• Initiate  Review Team analysis, data collection/validation, fiscal review 

Week 
2 

•Compile Review Team analysis and develop Capacity Interview questions 
•Petitioner Notice: Process for Capacity Interview & Public Hearing 

Week 
3 

• Hold  Capacity Interview 
• Complete  Petition Review 
• Petitioner Notice: Capacity Interview Follow‐Up 
• PUBLIC HEARING 

Week 
4 

*Or the last Board Meeting prior 

May 12, 2015 

3 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/cs/as/documents/authorizeroversight.pdf


 
    

 

           

     

           

       

 

       

       

   

 

       
   
       

 
 

   

     

 

       
   

 

 

 

Los Angeles County Office of Education  

Charter School Office  


Review Process
 
Board Action within 60 Calendar Days* of Receipt 

• Complete  Review Team analysis 
• Complete  data validation/collect additional data as needed 
• Compile final Review Team findings 

Week 
5 

• Write  draft of Staff Report 
• Unit/Division  review of Staff Report 
• Revise  Staff Report 

Week 
6 

•Cabinet review of Staff Report 
•Finalize Staff Report 
•Prepare Board Item & Recommendation 

Week 
7 

• Finalize Board Presentation 
• BOARD REPORT & ACTION 

Week 
8 

*Or the last Board Meeting prior 

Reviews: Nov. 2014 – July  2015
 
Type of Review Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun July 

1  Revocation*  «Action ACCS SBE 

2 Establish 

3  Renewal  

4 Establish Ext 

5  Renewal  Ext 

6  Renewal  Ext 

7  Renewal*  Due Ext 

8 Establish (Withdrawn) 

9 Establish (Withdrawn) 

10 Establish TBD 

1  Renewal  TBD 

12 Material Revision* TBD TBD 

*Non‐appeals 

May 12, 2015 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education  

Charter School Office  


Review Team Process
 
•	 Composition: CSO, BAS Charter Staff, LACOE staff with 

primary job outside of charter review 

•	 Review Period: 10 days prior to Capacity Interview plus 2 days 

after for revision 

•	 Method of Input: Electronic repository 

•	 Standard of Review: 

–	 Ed Code 

–	 State Regulations (used by CDE as modified for LACOE) 

–	 Board Policy 

–	 LACOE Regulations 

•	 CSO Responsibility: Coordinate, Validate, Integrate, Author, 

Communicate 

Fiscal Review
 

Step 1 

• Charter Revenue Review 
• Local  Control Funding Formula 
• Federal Funding 
• State Funding 
• Grants  & Fundraising 

Step 2 

• 3  Year Revenue & Expenditure Variance 
• Review  of Fiscal Polices and Procedures 
(Internal controls) 

May 12, 2015 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education  

Charter School Office  


Fiscal Review
 

Step 3 

• Debt  to Net Assets Ratio 
• Liquidity (Quick) Ratio 
• Current  Ratio 
• Unrestricted  Day Cash 
• Enrollment Variance 
• Debt  Default 
• *Total  Margin (Renewals) 
• Debt  to Asset Ratio 
• *Multi‐year Cash Flow (Renewals) 
• *Debt  Service Coverage Ratio (Renewals) 

*These calculations are only used when reviewing a renewal petition 

Board Decision
 
• Based on Ed Code/5CCR/Board Policy 

– Make written findings supported by facts/administrative record 

• Signature requirement met (if applicable) 

• Petition presents sound educational practice 

• Petition elements are all reasonably comprehensive 

• Petitioners have the ability to implement 

• Affirmations and assurances are present 

– At Renewal additionally 

• Academic criteria of 47607 (b) met 

• Consider academic performance of all groups of students as most important factor 

• Consider past performance in determining ability to implement 

• Consider plans for future improvement, if any 

May 12, 2015 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education  

Charter School Office  


Review Challenges
 
•	 Timeline compliance when Board Meeting / Holidays / Capacity 

Interview date reduces timeline and petitioner will not extend 

–	 Standard timeline review timeline = 55 calendar days 

–	 Reduction can be as much 2‐3 weeks 

•	 Petitioner information received after petition received 

–	 Non‐requested information after petition received 

–	 Late submission of requested information 

–	 Information not part of district administrative record 

–	 Vetting information submitted as response to Staff Findings 

•	 Multiple petitions received simultaneously = overlapping reviews 

•	 Unpredictable receipt of appeals – can  come anytime 

May 12, 2015 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
Charter School Office 
12830 Columbia Way 
Downey, CA 90242 

(562) 922-8806 

Overview of the Process for Considering a Charter Petition Received on Appeal 

The Los Angeles County Office of Education (LACOE) receives and reviews petitions on behalf of the Los 
Angeles County Board of Education (County Board). The appeal of a previously denied petition to establish or 
renew a charter is considered to have been received when the petitioner has submitted all of the following: 

1.	 A complete copy of the charter petition as denied by the school district board including all supporting 
documents provided to the district without change or omission; budget documents; and required signatures 
(not applicable to a renewal petition). 

The petition to renew a charter must additionally contain documentation that the charter school met at least 
one of the renewal criteria specified in Education Code (EC) 47607(b) and a reasonably comprehensive 
description of how the charter school has met all new charter school requirements enacted into law after the 
charter was originally granted or last renewed (California Code of Regulations, Title 5, section 11966.4). 

The petitioner is responsible to provide district verification that the petition and supporting 
documents submitted to the County Board are the ones on which the district board based its denial. 

2.	 Evidence of the school district board’s action to deny the petition (e.g., meeting minutes) and its written 
factual findings specific to the particular petition, setting forth specific facts to support one or more of the 
grounds for denial as specified in EC 47605(b).1 

3.	 A description of any changes to the petition necessary to reflect the County Board as the chartering entity. 
The description shall be submitted as a separate document that identifies where substantive changes to the 
petition may be necessary to reflect the County Board as the chartering entity based on the inherent structure 
of the county office or County Board Policies (e.g., special education, dispute resolution, closure 
procedures, fiscal reporting). It is not necessary to identify each technical adjustment where the name of the 
district would change to the County Board or LACOE. The document should identify petition elements and 
page numbers where the proposed changes would be made. Do not submit as a “redline” or “track
changes” version of the petition. 

4.	 Documentation that the school’s governing body has approved the petition, proposed budget and submission 
of the petition to the County Board. 

5.	 Completed and signed forms: Notice of Submission: Appeal of a Denied Charter Petition and Required 
Documents: Appeal of a Denied Charter Petition. 

Items 1 – 5 constitute a Submission Package; receipt triggers the timeline for County Board action. 

Additional Documents: If the petitioner elects to submit a rebuttal to the district board’s findings, it must be 
submitted with the petition. Once the petition is considered to have been received, no additional documents will 
be considered unless requested by LACOE to clarify and/or substantiate petition/budget content. 

Verification Process 

Prior to reviewing a petition, LACOE verifies: 

1.	 The appeal was received within the statutory timelines: (A) The appeal of a denied petition to establish a 
charter must be received within 180 calendar days of the district’s denial action; (B) The appeal of a denied 
petition to renew a charter must be received within 30 calendar days of the district’s denial action unless a 
written request to extend the 30-day appeal timeline was agreed to by the County Board and the petitioner. 
The request for an extension must occur prior to the 30th day. 

1 If a district board denies a petition to establish or renew a charter without written findings of fact the County Board will not hear the 
appeal. 

Revised 04/29/14	 Appeals: Page 1 of 5 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
Charter School Office 

2.	 The submitted petition (including budgets and all supporting documents) is the same one acted on by the 
local district. 

3.	 The authenticity of petition signatures: (A) Teacher signatories must have been meaningfully interested in 
and qualified to work at the charter at the time of signature; (B) Parent signatories had children who were or 
would be eligible to attend the charter; and (C) Signatories had the opportunity to review the petition.  

4.	 The submission complies with statutory and regulatory requirements. If LACOE determines the petitioner 
has not submitted all required documents, the petitioner will be given the option of withdrawing and 
resubmitting the petition or informing LACOE that it should complete the review based on documents 
submitted. LACOE shall inform the petitioner of the applicable statutory and regulatory timelines and 
permissible extensions of those timelines to support the petitioner in making an informed decision. LACOE 
submits requests for timeline extensions to the County Board for action. 

Review Process 

LACOE utilizes a review protocol to evaluate petitions. The protocol is based on the model and standards 
developed by the California Department of Education (CDE). It has been modified to reflect the County Board 
as the authorizer. 

In the case of a renewal, LACOE will also determine whether the charter school has met at least one (1) of the 
criteria specified in EC 47607(b) and that the petition reflects changes to law since the charter was first 
authorized or last renewed. When considering a petition for renewal, the County Board will consider the past 
performance of the school with regard to academics, finance, and operation in evaluating the likelihood of 
success along with any evidence of future plans for improvement (California Code of Regulations, Title 5, 
section 11966.5(c)(1)). 

Capacity Interview 

LACOE interviews the governing board and leadership team to help determine if the board has the capacity to 
govern the school and the leadership team has the background necessary to implement and maintain the charter. 
Information from the interview is included in the staff report.  

Presentations to the County Board (Board Meeting Dates) 

The County Board typically considers a petition at two (2) separate regularly scheduled meetings: 

1.	 Public Hearing – Held within 30 calendar days of receipt of a Submission Package. It is the petitioner's 
opportunity to demonstrate support for the charter and provide an overview of the school’s proposed 
educational program including the school’s mission, the educational design and how the proposed school 
will fulfill the legislative intent of the Charter Schools Act (EC 47601).    

2.	 Staff Report on Findings of Fact and County Board Action – Held within 60 calendar days of receipt of a 
Submission Package unless both parties agree to an extension of up to 30 days. (The request for an 
extension must be made prior to the County Board taking a vote to approve or deny the charter petition.) 
The petitioner may address the County Board, and the County Board may ask questions of LACOE staff and 
the petitioner. 

The County Board typically meets the first three (3) Tuesdays of the month. The County Board calendar is 
available at http://www.lacoe.edu/Portals/0/Board/Online%20Calendar.pdf 

Notification 

LACOE notifies the petitioner in writing when (1) the Submission Package is received; (2) the date/time of the 
Capacity Interview are set; and (3) the dates of the Public Hearing, Report, and Board Action are established. 

Please review the documents entitled Notice of Submission: Appeal of a Denied Charter Petition and Required 
Documents: Appeal of a Denied Charter Petition for further information regarding submitting a petition on 
appeal. 

Petitioners may contact the Charter School Office at (562) 922-8806 for additional information. 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
Charter School Office 

Notice of Submission: Appeal of a Denied Charter Petition 

 To Establish a Charter  To Renew a Charter 

Submit form with petition documents Please print or type 

Name of Charter School: 

Contact Information: 
Name of lead petitioner(s)/relationship to 

charter school: 

Name of lead contact (if not petitioner): 

Address: Street 

City 

State/Zip code 

Telephone number(s): Office 

Mobile 

FAX number: 

Email: 

School Information: 

Proposed enrollment: First year: Fully implemented: 

Proposed grade levels: First year: Fully implemented: 

Proposed opening date: 

Proposed or actual school location/address: Street 
If more than one site, provide main site here &
 

attach a list of additional site addresses. City
 

State/Zip code 

Notice of Appeal: 

Signature of lead petitioner(s): 

Date: 

Revised 04/29/14 Appeals: Page 3 of 5 



 
 

   

                          

  
 

  

        

    

   
 

     

   

    

  

 

            
 

   
 

     

     

     
   

 

    

     
 

     
 

     

 

      

  
 

 

     

   

                      

Los Angeles County Office of Education 
Charter School Office 

Required Documents: Appeal of a Denied Charter Petition 

 To Establish a Charter  To Renew a Charter 

Submission Package: Submit one (1) set of the following required documents to the Los Angeles County 
Office of Education (LACOE) Charter School Office. 
Check items submitted and submit this form with petition documents 

 1. Completed and signed Notice of Submission: Appeal of a Denied Charter Petition Form 

 2. Completed and signed Required Documents: Appeal of a Denied Charter Petition Form 

 Table of Contents for Sections I – VII
 

Section I
 

 I.1  Evidence of the school board’s action of denial (letter and/or board minutes) 

 I.2  School board’s written Findings of Fact specific to the denied petition 

 I.3  Petitioner’s response to Findings of Fact (optional) 

 I.4  Evidence the school’s governing body approved submission of the petition to the County Board 

Section II 

 A separate narrative containing a description of changes to the petition necessary to reflect the County 
Board as the authorizer (e.g., special education, dispute resolution, closure procedures, fiscal reporting). 
Indicate page numbers and elements of changes. Do not submit as redline or “track-change” petition. 

Section III 

 III.1 Complete copy of charter petition as denied by local school board (verified by the district) 

 III.2  All supporting documents to the petition submitted to the district 

 III.3  Signature page of interested parents or teachers with complete contact information (not applicable 
if a renewal petition) 

Section IV 

 IV.1  Proposed start-up and three-year budgets (including assumptions) as denied by local school board 

 IV.2  A copy of the two (2) most recent Independent Financial Audits of 501(c)(3) (if applicable & not 
included in petition) 

 IV.3  A copy of the Public Charter Schools Grant Program Application and budget (if applicable) 

Section V 

 V.1  Resumes for the petitioner(s) and members of the Board of Directors (if not included in petition) 

Section VI 

 VI.1 Bylaws of 501(c)(3) (if school operated as/by a nonprofit and  not included in petition) 

 VI.2  Articles of Incorporation of 501(c)(3) (if school operated as/by nonprofit and  not included in 

petition)
 

Section VII 

 VII.1  Lease/Rental Agreement(s) or Similar Documents (if not included in petition) 

 VII.2  Certificate(s) of Occupancy (if not included in petition) 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
Charter School Office 

Directions: Submit all documents simultaneously in a loose-leaf (3-ring) binder with numbered dividers 
inserted between sections. Copies are to be single-sided. Also submit an electronic copy of items 1 – 2, Table of 
Contents, and Sections I – VII via CD or Flash Drive. Items 1 – 2 may be combined as one file; Table of 
Contents and each section shall be submitted as separate files. Section III must be submitted as three (3) 
separate files (III.1, III.2, III.3). Section IV.1 (Budgets) shall be submitted as unlocked spreadsheets. 

Once LACOE verifies that all required documents have been submitted, it will notify the petitioner in writing. 
The petitioner shall have no less than five (5) working days to submit 13 collated, two-sided (back-to-back), 
three-hole punched, rubber banded copies of Sections I through VII. 

LACOE reserves the right to request additional documents and information as necessary to provide the County 
Board with a complete understanding of the proposed charter. 

LACOE will conduct a facilities inspection as part of the petition review process or prior to opening, if 
authorized. 

Required Certification 
Submission of a petition and this signed document certifies that: 

1.	 The governing board has taken action to approve the submitted petition and budget. 

2.	 The governing board has taken action to approve submission of the petition to the County Board. 

3.	 The governing board and lead petitioner(s) have read, understand, and intend to adhere to the 
requirements outlined in this document, the Overview of the Process for Considering a Charter Petition 
Received on Appeal*; Los Angeles County Board Policies and Administrative Regulations regarding 
Charter Schools**; and the Charter School Monitoring and Oversight Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU)***. 

Printed name of board signatory:_____________________________________________________________ 

Signature of board signatory:______________________________________________  Date:  ___________ 

Printed name of lead petitioner(s): ___________________________________________________________ 

Signature of lead petitioner(s):_____________________________________________  Date:  ___________ 

*Please review the document, Overview of the Process for Considering a Charter Petition Received on 
Appeal or contact the Charter School Office for additional information. 

**Los Angeles County Board Policies and Regulations are available at 
http://gamutonline.net/district/lacoe/PolicyCategoryList/2422/0 

***The Charter School Monitoring and Oversight MOU is available at 
http://www.lacoe.edu/Portals/0/LACOE/CharterSchools/Monitoring%20&%20Oversight%20MOU_Template 

%20for%20CSO%20Webpage_March%202013%20SAMPLE.pdf 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

Date: May 5, 2015 Petition: SAMPLE 03_02_15 Reviewer: All Reviewers 

This form is a tool to evaluate a charter school petition submitted to the L.A. County Board of Education (County Board). It is designed to ensure that the petition is reviewed in 
relation to applicable statute, regulation, County Board Policy and LACOE Administrative Regulations. Adapted from CDE Petition Review Form. 

KEY INFORMATION REGARDING PETITION: 

Grade Span and Build-Out Plan 

Location 

Brief History 

Founding Members 

SUMMARY OF REASONS FOR LOCAL SCHOOL BOARD DENIAL: 

REQUIREMENTS FOR L.A. COUNTY BOARD-AUTHORIZED CHARTER SCHOOLS, PURSUANT TO EC SECTION 47605 * 
*The Required Elements for a Countywide Charter (EC 47605.6) are organized in a different manner; however, the same criteria apply.
 
In addition to the Statutory and Regulatory references, additional review criteria are pursuant to County Board Policy 0420.4 and/or LACOE Administrative Regulations.
 

Reviewing Charter Petitions: Guiding Principles 

State Guidance: The California Code of Regulations, Title 5, section 11967.5 provides the following guidance for reviewing a charter petition: 

"The State Board of Education shall utilize the criteria set forth in Section 11967.5.1. in reviewing the elements of a charter petition submitted for its approval in accordance with the 
provisions of Education Code section 47605(b) and (j). The purpose of the criteria is to convey to charter petitioners the State Board of Education's understanding of the meaning of the 
elements specified in Education Code section 47605(b), or otherwise to convey essential information about the elements. The criteria are intended to require no charter provisions in 
excess of those that the State Board of Education believes necessary to determine whether each element specified in Education Code section 47605(b) has been satisfactorily addressed. 
Where the criteria call for judgments to be made, the judgments will be made in such a manner as to be reasonable, rational, and fair to the petitioners and other parties potentially 
affected by the chartering of the school ..." 
The California Code of Regulations, Title 5, section 11967.5.1(g) states a "reasonably comprehensive" description shall include, but not be limited to, information that: 
(1) Is substantive and is not, for example, a listing of topics with little elaboration. 
(2) For elements that have multiple aspects, addresses essentially all aspects the elements, not just selected aspects. 
(3) Is specific to the charter petition being proposed, not to charter schools or charter petitions generally. 
(4) Describes, as applicable among the different elements, how the charter school will: 
(A) Improve pupil learning. 
(B) Increase learning opportunities for its pupils, particularly pupils who have been identified as academically low achieving. 
(C) Provide parents, guardians, and pupils with expanded educational opportunities. 
(D) Hold itself accountable for measurable, performance-based pupil outcomes. 
(E) Provide vigorous competition with other public school options available to parents, guardians, and students. 
LACOE Review Criteria: The Review Team considers the petition according to the requirements of the Education Code (EC) and other pertinent laws, guidance regarding the required 
petition elements established in the California Code of Regulations, Title 5 (5 CCR), County Board Policy and LACOE Administrative Regulations. 
LACOE has adopted the petition review criteria established in 5 CCR section 11967.5.1(a-g) except where LACOE determined that the regulations provide insufficient direction or 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

where they are not applicable because the structure or responsibility of the County Board and LACOE differ from those of the State Board of Education (SBE) and the CDE. In these 
instances, LACOE developed its own (local) review criteria or added criteria to those developed by CDE to reflect the needs of the County Board as the authorizer and LACOE as the 
monitoring and oversight agency. 

Evaluation Matrix 
Purpose: To provide guidance for evaluating the individual components of each of the requirements of a petition. 

Descriptor* Criteria* 

Exceeds Standard 

The petition/petitioner exceeds the requirements specified in the standard through exceptionally detailed, accurate, and consistent information. No technical 
adjustment or material revision is needed and, where applicable, all aspects of pertinent law are addressed. The evidence indicates a thorough understanding of 
the standard, exceptional preparation, and an exceptionally clear and realistic picture of how the school will operate. The evidence inspires confidence in the 
capacity to open and operate a quality charter school. 

Meets 
Standard 

The petition/petitioner meets the requirements specified in the standard through sufficiently detailed, accurate, and consistent information. Some technical 
adjustment but no material revision is needed and, where applicable, key aspects of pertinent law are addressed. The evidence indicates an adequate 
understanding of the standard, reasonable preparation, and a generally clear and realistic picture of how the school intends to operate. The evidence indicates a 
likely capacity to open and operate a quality charter school. 

Does Not Meet 
Standard 

The petition/petitioner does not meet the requirements specified in the standard due to lack of details, inaccuracies, and/or conflicting information, which 
results in the need for technical adjustment and/or material revision, and where applicable, fails to address key aspects of pertinent law. The evidence indicates 
an inadequate understanding of the standard, insufficient preparation, and/or an unclear or unrealistic picture of how the school expects to operate. The 
evidence raises concerns about the ability to open and/or operate a quality charter school. 

Not Addressed The response does not address the item. 

Not Applicable The item is not applicable to the petition under review. 

*These descriptors/criteria are used for most items. For items where the rating scale could not be meaningfully applied, a special set of descriptors specific to the item was 
developed. These items are indicated with an asterisk. 

Reasonably Comprehensive with Deficiencies: An element may be reasonably comprehensive but lack specific critical information or contain an error important enough to warrant 
correction. These elements are described as "reasonably comprehensive" with a specific "deficiency" or "deficiencies." Correcting the deficiency or deficiencies would not be a material 
revision (as defined in statute and County Board Policy) to the charter. 

Technical Adjustments: Three (3) circumstances may require a "technical adjustment" to the petition: 
• Adjustments necessary to reflect the County Board as the authorizer. These adjustments are necessary because the petition was initially submitted to a local district and 

contains specific references to and/or language required by that district and/or the petition does not reflect the structure of the County Office. 
• Adjustments needed to bring the petition current with changes made to law since the petition was submitted. 
• Adjustments necessary to address clerical errors or inconsistencies where making the adjustment would not be a material revision (as defined in statue and County Board 

Policy) to the charter. 

SOUND EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

5 CCR 11967.5.1(a) 
Board Policy BP 0420.4 

LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: For purposes of EC Section 47605(b), a charter petition shall be “consistent with sound educational program” if 

(1) It is likely to be of educational benefit to pupils who attend. A charter school need not be designed or intended to meet the educational needs of every student who might possibly 
seek to enroll in order for the charter to be granted...” 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Is the program likely to be of educational benefits to pupils who attend? 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Yes/No Comments 

EC 47605(b)(1) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(b) UNSOUND EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM Board Policy BP 0420.4 
LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: For purposes of EC Section 47605(b)(1), a charter petition shall be "an unsound educational program" if it is any of the following: 

(1) A program that involves activities that would present the likelihood of physical, educational, or psychological harm to the affected pupils. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (b)(1)]* 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED, SSS Evaluation Comments 

(2) A program not to be likely to be of educational benefit to the pupils who attend. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (b)(2)]* 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED, SSS Evaluation Comments 

(3) If the petition is for renewal of a charter and either of the following apply: (A) The charter school has not met the standards for renewal pursuant to EC 47607(b), as applicable or 
(B) The charter school has not met the measurable pupil outcomes as described in its charter.[5 CCR 11967.5.1 (b)(3)]* 

CSO, ASM Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Is the charter petition consistent with sound educational practice? 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED, SSS Yes/No Comments 

EC 47605(b)(2) 
5 CCR 11966.5(c)(1), 11967.5.1(c) DEMONSTRABLY UNLIKELY TO IMPLEMENT THE PROGRAM* Board Policy BP 0420.4 

LACOE AR 0420.4 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

Evaluation Criteria: For purposes of EC Section 47605(b)(2), the COE shall take the following factors into consideration in determining whether charter petitioners are "demonstrably 
unlikely to successfully implement the program." 

(1) The petitioners have a past history of involvement in charter schools or other education agencies (public or private), the history is one that the COE regards as unsuccessful, e.g., 
the petitioners have been associated with a charter school of which the charter has been revoked or a private school that has ceased operation for reasons within the petitioners’ control. 
[5 CCR 11967.5 (c)(1)]* 

CSO, CIS, ASM, SPED, Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(2) The petitioners are unfamiliar with the content of the petition or the requirements of law that would apply to the proposed charter school. [5 CCR 11967.5 (c)(2)]* 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED, SSS, Fiscal, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(3) The petitioners have presented an unrealistic financial and operational plan for the proposed charter school. An unrealistic financial and operational plan is one to which there is 
evidence that any or all of (A) – (D) applies. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (c)(3)] 

(A) In the area of administrative services, the charter or supporting documents do not adequately: [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (c)(3)(A)] 
(1) Describe the structure for providing administrative services, including, at a minimum, personnel transactions, accounting, and payroll that reflects an understanding 
of school business practices and expertise to carry out the necessary administrative services, or a reasonable plan and time line to develop and assemble such practices 
and expertise. 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(2) For any contract services, describe criteria for the selection of a contractor or contractors that demonstrate necessary expertise and the procedure for selection of the contractor or 
contractors. 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(B) In the area of financial administration, the charter or supporting documents do not adequately: [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (c)(3)(B)] 
(1) Include, at a minimum, the first year operational budget, startup costs, cash flow, and financial projections for the first three years. 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(2) Include in the operational budget reasonable estimates of all anticipated revenues and expenditures necessary to operate the school, including, but not limited to, special education, 
based, when possible, on historical data from schools or school districts of similar type, size, and location. 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED, Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(3) Include budget notes that clearly describe assumptions on revenue estimates, including, but not limited to, the basis for average daily attendance estimates and staffing levels. 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(4) Present a budget that in its totality appears viable and over a period of no less than two years of operations and provides for the amassing of a reserve equivalent to that required by 
law for a school district of similar size to the proposed charter school. 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

(5) Demonstrate an understanding of the timing of the receipt of various revenues and their relative relationship to timing of expenditures that are within reasonable parameters, based, 
when possible, on historical data from schools or school districts of similar type, size, and location. 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(C) In the area of insurance, the charter and supporting documents do not adequately provide for the acquisition of and budgeting for general liability, workers compensations, and 
other necessary insurance of the type and in the amounts required for an enterprise of similar purpose and circumstance. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (c)(3)(C)]* 

Risk Mgnt Evaluation Comments 

(D) In the area of facilities, the charter and supporting documents do not adequately: [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (c)(3)(D)] 
(1) Describe the types and potential location of facilities needed to operate the size and scope of educational program proposed in the charter. 

• The petition must identify a single charter school that will operate within the geographic boundaries of that school district pursuant to EC 47605(a). 
• If there are multiple locations, each one is clearly identified in the petition pursuant to EC 47605(a). 
• If the location is not within the geographic boundaries of the school district, the location complies with the requirements of EC 47605.1. 

CSO, Facilities Evaluation Comments 

(2) Provide evidence of the type and projected cost of the facilities that may be available in the location of the proposed charter school, in the event a specific facility has not been 
secured. 

Facilities Evaluation Comments 

(3) Reflect reasonable costs for the acquisition or leasing of facilities to house the charter school, taking into account the facilities the charter school may be allocated under the 
provisions of Education Code section 47614. 

Fiscal, Facilities Evaluation Comments 

(4) The petitioners personally lack the necessary background in the following areas critical to the charter school’s success, and the petitioners do not have a plan to secure the services 
of individuals who have the necessary background in these areas: [5 CCR 11967.5.1 9 (c)(3)(D)(4)]* 

(A) Curriculum, instruction, assessment. 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(B) Finance and business management. 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(5) In the case of a renewal petition, there is evidence that the past performance of the school in academics, finances, and operation indicate a likelihood the school will not be 
successful in the future and/or that plans for improvement, if any, are insufficient. [5 CCR 11966.5 (c)(1)]* 

CSO, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED, SSS, Fiscal, Legal, Facilities Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Are the petitioners likely to successfully implement the intended program? 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED, SSS, Fiscal, PAAC, Legal Facilities Yes/No Comments 

REQUIRED NUMBER OF SIGNATURES 
Direct: 47605. (a) (1) Except as set forth in paragraph (2), a petition for the establishment of a charter school within a school district may be 
circulated by one or more persons seeking to establish the charter school. ... The petition may be submitted to the governing board of the 
school district for review after either of the following conditions are met: 

(A) The petition has been signed by a number of parents or legal guardians of pupils that is equivalent to at least one-half of the
 
number of pupils that the charter school estimates will enroll in the school for its first year of operation.
 
(B) The petition has been signed by a number of teachers that is equivalent to at least one-half of the number of teachers that the
 
charter school estimates will be employed at the school during its first year of operation.
 

(2) A petition that proposes to convert an existing public school to a charter school that would not be eligible for a loan pursuant to 
subdivision (b) of Section 41365 may be circulated by one or more persons seeking to establish the charter school. The petition may be 
submitted to the governing board of the school district for review after the petition has been signed by not less than 50 percent of the 
permanent status teachers currently employed at the public school to be converted. EC 47605(a), 47605.5, 47605.6 (3) A petition shall include a prominent statement that a signature on the petition means that the parent or legal guardian is meaningfully EC 47605(b)(3), 47605.6(b) interested in having his or her child or ward attend the charter school, or in the case of a teacher's signature, means that the teacher is 5 CCR 11967.5.1(d) meaningfully interested in teaching at the charter school. The proposed charter shall be attached to the petition. Board Policy BP 0420.4 47605(b) The governing board of the school district shall not deny a petition... unless it makes written factual findings... setting forth specific LACOE AR 0420.4 facts to support ...The petition does not contain the requisite number of signatures. 
Countywide: 47605.6(a)(1)(A) The petition has been signed by a number of parents or guardians of pupils residing within the county that is 
equivalent to at least one-half of the number of pupils that the charter school estimates will enroll in the school for its first year of operation 
and each of the school districts where the charter school petitioner proposes to operate a facility has received at least 30 days notice of the 
petitioner's intent to operate a school pursuant to this section. 

(B) The petition has been signed by a number of teachers that is equivalent to at least one-half of the number of teachers that the
 
charter school estimates will be employed at the school during its first year of operation and each of the school districts where the 

charter school petitioner proposes to operate a facility has received at least 30 days notice of the petitioner's intent to operate a school
 
pursuant to this section.
 

(2) An existing public school may not be converted to a charter school in accordance with this section.
 
47605.6(b). The county board of education shall deny a petition for the establishment of a charter school if the board finds...the petition does
 
not contain the requisite signatures.
 

Evaluation Criteria under EC 47605: 
(1) The petition contains the required number of parent or teacher signatures; if a conversion charter, the signatories are teachers currently employed at the school. 
(2) The petition includes a prominent statement that a signature on the petition means the parent is meaningfully interested in having his/her child attend the school or a teacher is 
meaningfully interested in teaching at the school. 
(3) The signature requirement is not applicable to a petition for renewal. 

CSO Evaluation Comments 

Evaluation Criteria under EC 47605.6: 
(1) The petition contains the required number of parent or teacher signatures and the petition does not constitute a conversion from an existing public school. 
(2) There is evidence the district(s) in which the charter school will be located were provided with 30 days notice of the school's intent to operate. 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

(3) The signature requirement is not applicable to a petition for renewal. 

CSO Evaluation Comments 

Requisite Number of Signatures for All Charter Types: 
(1) A charter petition that “does not contain the number of signatures required by [law]”...shall be a petition that did not contain the requisite number of signatures at the time of 
submission of the original charter to a school district governing board pursuant to EC 47605(a) or to the County Board in the case of a Direct County Charter or Countywide. 
(2) The County Board shall not disregard signatures unless it is determined that the signature was not authentic or, at the time the petition was signed, the signatory was not 
“meaningfully interested.” The following criteria apply: 
• A parent/guardian can be meaningfully interested in having his/her child attend the school if the child is not of an age or in a grade beyond that served by the school. 
• A teacher can be meaningfully interested in teaching at the school if he/she holds a valid California teaching credential appropriate to the grade levels or subjects offered by 

the school. 
• If a representative sample of signatories indicate signatures were not authentic, they were not meaningfully interested in the school, or the signature process did not comply 

with the requirements of law including that the charter petition was attached to the signature page, the petition does not contain the requisite number of signatures 

CSO Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition contain the requisite number of signatures? 

CSO Yes/No Comments 

AFFIRMATION OF SPECIFIED CONDITIONS 
EC 47605(b)(4), 47605(d) 
Board Policy BP 0420.4 

LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: For purposes of EC Section 47605(b)(4), a charter petition that "does not contain an affirmation of each of the conditions described in [EC Section 
47605(d)]"...shall be a petition that fails to include a clear, unequivocal affirmation of each such condition. Neither the charter nor any of the supporting documents shall include any 
evidence that the charter will fail to comply with the conditions described in EC Section 47605(d). 

(1) A charter school shall: 
(A) Be nonsectarian in its programs, admission policies, employment practices, and all other operations, 
(B) Shall not charge tuition, and 
(C) Shall not discriminate against any pupil on the basis of disability, gender, gender identity, gender expression, nationality, race or ethnicity, religion, sexual orientation, or 
any other characteristic that is contained in the definition of hate crimes set forth in Section 422.55 of the California Penal Code. 
(D) Except as provided in paragraph 2 (EC 47605(d)(2)) admission to a charter school shall not be determined according to the place of residence of the pupil, or of his or her 
parent or guardian, within this state, except that any existing public school converting partially or entirely to a charter school under this part shall adopt and maintain a policy 
giving admission preference to pupils who reside within the former attendance area of that public school. [EC 47605 (d)] 

CSO, Legal, HR Evaluation Comments 

(2) (A) A charter school shall admit all pupils who wish to attend the school. 
(B) However, if the number of pupils who wish to attend the charter school exceeds the school's capacity, attendance, except for existing pupils of the charter school, shall be 
determined by a public random drawing. Preference shall be extended to pupils currently attending the charter school and pupils who reside in the district except as provided for 
in Section 47614.5. Other preferences may be permitted by the chartering authority on an individual school basis and only if consistent with the law. 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

(C) In the event of a drawing, the chartering authority shall make reasonable efforts to accommodate the growth of the charter school and, in no event, shall take any action to 
impede the charter school from expanding enrollment to meet pupil demand. [EC 47605 (d)(2)(A-C)] 

CSO, SSS, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(3) If a pupil is expelled or leaves the charter school without graduating or completing the school year for any reason, the charter school shall notify the superintendent of the school 
district of the pupil’s last known address within 30 days, and shall, upon request, provide that school district with a copy of the cumulative record of the pupil, including a transcript of 
grades or report card, and health information. This paragraph applies only to pupils subject to compulsory full-time education pursuant to EC 48200. [EC 47605 (d)(2)(C)(3)] 

CSO, SSS, Legal Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition contain the required affirmations and assurances? 

CSO, SSS, Legal, HR Yes/No Comments 

REQUIRED PETITION ELEMENTS 

1. DESCRIPTION OF EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM 
(i) A description of the educational program of the school, designed, among other things, to identify those whom the school is attempting to 
educate, what it means to be an “educated person” in the 21st century, and how learning best occurs. The goals identified in that program 
shall include the objective of enabling pupils to become self-motivated, competent, and lifelong learners. 
(ii) A description, for the charter school, of annual goals, for all pupils and for each subgroup of pupils identified pursuant to Section 52052, 
to be achieved in the state priorities, as described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060, that apply for the grade levels served, or the nature of 
the program operated, by the charter school, and specific annual actions to achieve those goals. A charter petition may identify additional 
school priorities, the goals for the school priorities, and the specific annual actions to achieve those goals. 
(iii) If the proposed school will serve high school pupils, a description of the manner in which the charter school will inform parents about the 
transferability of courses to other public high schools and the eligibility of courses to meet college entrance requirements. Courses offered by 
the charter school that are accredited by the Western Association of Schools and Colleges may be considered transferable and courses 
approved by the University of California or the California State University as creditable under the “A” to “G” admissions criteria may be 
considered to meet college entrance requirements. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(A) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(1) 

Board Policy BP 0420.4 
LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: The description of the educational program, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(A), at a minimum: 

(1) Indicates the proposed charter school’s target student population, including, at a minimum, grade levels, approximate numbers of pupils, and specific educational interests, 
backgrounds, or challenges. Needs and challenges of the student groups to be served are clearly identified. [LACOE AR] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(2) Specifies a clear, concise school mission statement with which all elements and programs of the school are in alignment and which conveys the petitioners’ definition of an 
"educated person” in the 21st century, and belief how learning best occurs. The goals identified shall enable pupils to become self -motivated, competent, and lifelong learners. [EC 
47605 (b)(5)(A)(i)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED, SSS Evaluation Comments 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

(3) Includes a framework for instructional design that is aligned with the needs of the pupils that the charter school has identified as its target student population. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 
(f)(1)(C)] 
• Describes how the instructional design meets the needs and challenges for each student group. [LACOE AR] 
• Instructional design is research or evidence based and presents likelihood of success for student populations the school proposes to serve. [LACOE AR] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(4) Indicates the basic learning environment or environments (e.g., site based matriculation, independent study, community based education, technology based education). [5 CCR 
11967.5.1 (f)(1)(D)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(5) Indicates the instructional approach or approaches the charter school will utilize, including, but not limited to, 
• the curriculum and teaching methods (or a process for developing the curriculum and teaching methods) that will enable the school’s pupils to master the content standards for 

the four core curriculum areas adopted by the SBE pursuant to EC Section 60605 and 
• to achieve the objectives specified in the charter. 

[5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(1)(E)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(6) Indicates how the charter school will identify and respond to the needs of pupils who are not achieving at or above expected levels. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(1)(F)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(7) Indicates how the charter school will meet the needs of students with disabilities, English learners, students achieving substantially above or below grade level expectations, and 
other special student populations. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(1)(G)] 
• Describes how all aspects of the school’s instructional program will meet the identified needs of these student populations and comply with applicable requirements of law for 

each of these student populations. [LACOE AR] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(8) Specifies the charter school’s special education plan, including, but not limited to: 
• the means by which the charter school will comply with the provisions of EC Section 47641 [specifies whether the charter will be a school of the district or its own Local 

Education Agency (LEA)] 
• the process to be used to identify students who qualify for special education programs and services, 
• how the school will provide or access special education programs and services, 
• the school’s understanding of its responsibilities under law for special education pupils, and 
• how the school intends to meet those responsibilities. 

[5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(1)(H)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(9) A description, for the charter school, of annual goals, for all pupils and for each subgroup of pupils identified pursuant to Section 52052, to be achieved in the state priorities, as 
described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060, that apply for the grade levels served, or the nature of the program operated, by the charter school, and specific annual actions to achieve 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

those goals. A charter petition may identify additional school priorities, the goals for the school priorities, and the specific annual actions to achieve those goals. [EC 
47605(b)(5)(A)(ii)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(10) If serving high school students, describes how the charter school informs parents about: Transferability of courses to other public high schools; and eligibility of courses to meet 
college entrance requirements. (Courses that are accredited by the Western Association of Schools and Colleges (WASC) may be considered transferable, and courses meeting the 
UC/CSU "a-g" admissions criteria may be considered to meet college entrance requirements.) [EC 47605(b)(5)(A)(iii)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(11) Includes a bell schedule, proposed school calendar, and the instructional minutes by grade level, which meets minimum standards required by law. [LACOE AR] 

PAAC Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition provide a reasonably comprehensive description of the educational 
program? 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED, PAAC Yes/No Comments 

2. MEASURABLE PUPIL OUTCOMES 
The measurable pupil outcomes identified for use by the charter school. “Pupil outcomes,” for purposes of this part, means the extent to 
which all pupils of the school demonstrate that they have attained the skills, knowledge, and attitudes specified as goals in the school’s 
educational program. Pupil outcomes shall include outcomes that address increases in pupil academic achievement both schoolwide and for 
all groups of pupils served by the charter school, as that term is defined in subparagraph (B) of paragraph (3) of subdivision (a) of Section 
47607. The pupil outcomes shall align with the state priorities, as described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060, that apply for the grade 
levels served, or the nature of the program operated, by the charter school. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(B) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(2) 

Board Policy BP 0420.4 
LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: Measurable pupil outcomes, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(B), at a minimum: 

(1) Specify skills, knowledge, and attitudes that reflect the school’s educational objectives and can be assessed, at a minimum, by objective means that are frequent and sufficiently 
detailed enough to determine whether pupils are making satisfactory progress. [5 CCR 11965.5.1 (f)(2)(A)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(A) It is intended that the frequency of objective means of measuring pupil outcomes vary according to such factors as grade level, subject matter, the outcome of previous objective 
measurements, and information that may be collected from anecdotal sources. [5 CCR 11965.5.1 (f)(2)(A)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(B) To be sufficiently detailed, objective means of measuring pupil outcomes must be capable of being used readily to evaluate the effectiveness of and to modify instruction for 
individual students and for groups of students. [5 CCR 11965.5.1 (f)(2)(A)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

(C) Measurable outcomes must be based on data that can be verified by LACOE. [LACOE AR] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(2) Include the school’s Academic Performance Index growth target, if applicable. [N/A new school] [5 CCR 11965.5.1 (f)(2)(B)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(3) The pupil outcomes shall align with the state priorities, as described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060, that apply for the grade levels served, or the nature of the program 
operated, by the charter school. [EC 47605(b)(5)(B)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of measurable pupil 
outcomes? 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Yes/No Comments 

3. METHOD FOR MEASURING PUPIL PROGRESS 
The method by which pupil progress in meeting those pupil outcomes is to be measured. To the extent practicable, the method for measuring 
pupil outcomes for state priorities shall be consistent with the way information is reported on a school accountability report card. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(C) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(3) 

Board Policy BP 0420.4 
LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: The method for measuring pupil progress, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(C), at a minimum: 

(1) Utilizes a variety of assessment tools that are appropriate to the skills, knowledge, or attitudes being assessed, including, at minimum, tools that employ objective means of 
assessment consistent with the measurable pupil outcomes. [5 CCR 11965.5.1 (f)(3)(A)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(2) Includes the annual assessment results from the statewide required testing. 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(3) Outlines a plan for collecting, analyzing, and reporting data on pupil achievement to school staff and to pupils’ parents and guardians, and for utilizing the data continuously to 
monitor and improve the charter school’s educational program. [5 CCR 11965.5.1 (f)(23)(C)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(4) To the extent practicable, the method for measuring pupil outcomes for state priorities shall be consistent with the way information is reported on a school accountability report 
card. [EC 47605 (b)(1)(C)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of the method for 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

measuring pupil progress? 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Yes/No Comments 

4. GOVERNANCE STRUCTURE 
The governance structure of the school, including, but not limited to, the process to be followed by the school to ensure parental involvement. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(D) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(4) 

Board Policy BP 0420.4 
LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: The governance structure of the school, including, but not limited to, the process…to ensure parental involvement…, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(D), at 
a minimum: 

(1) Includes evidence of the charter school’s incorporation as a non-profit public benefit corporation, if applicable. 

Legal Evaluation Comments 

(2) Includes evidence the school has established a governing board or other entity as described in its charter that is effectively engaged in policy making, fiscal and administrative 
oversight, and compliance with specific laws applicable to charter school governance including the Brown Act, the Political Reform Act, Government Code sections 1090; applicable 
sections of the Corporations Code including the Nonprofit Integrity Act. [LACOE AR] 

Legal Evaluation Comments 

(3) Includes evidence that the schoolâ€™s governing board has adopted internal controls policies to prevent fraud, embezzlement, and conflict of interest and ensures the 
implementation and monitoring of those policies. [LACOE AR] 

Legal Evaluation Comments 

(4) Includes a copy of the articles of incorporation, bylaws, and an organizational chart. [LACOE AR] 

Legal Evaluation Comments 

(5) Includes evidence that the organizational and technical designs of the governance structure reflect a seriousness of purpose necessary to ensure that: 
(A) The charter school will become and remain a viable enterprise. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(4)(B)(1)] 

CSO, Fiscal, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(B) There will be active and effective representation of interested parties, including, but not limited to parents (guardians). [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(4)(B)(2)] 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(C) The educational program will be successful. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(4)(B)(3)] 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(6) An organizational chart that accurately reflects the reporting structure of the governing board, ancillary boards, and each category of school employees. [LACOE AR] 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

CSO, Fiscal, Legal Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of the school’s 
governance structure? 

CSO, Fiscal, Legal Yes/No Comments 

5. EMPLOYEE QUALIFICATIONS 
(E) The qualifications to be met by individuals to be employed by the school. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(E) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(5) 

Board Policy BP 0420.4 
LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: The qualifications [of the school’s employees], as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(E), at a minimum: 

(1) Identify general qualifications for the various categories of employees the school anticipates (e.g., administrative, instructional, instructional support, non-instructional support). 
The qualifications shall be sufficient to ensure the health, and safety of the school’s faculty, staff, and pupils. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(5)(A)] 
• An organizational chart is required to be submitted. [LACOE AR] 
• The categories of employees and described reporting structures must be accurately reflected on the organizational chart. [LACOE AR] 

CSO, HR Evaluation Comments 

(2) Identify those positions that the charter school regards as key in each category and specify the additional qualifications expected of individuals assigned to those positions. [5 CCR 
11967.5.1 (f)(5)(B)] 

CSO, HR Evaluation Comments 

(3) Specify that all requirements for employment set forth in applicable provisions of law will be met, including, but not limited to credentials as necessary.[5 CCR 11967.5.1 
(f)(5)(C)] 

CSO, HR Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of employee 
qualifications? 

CSO, HR Yes/No Comments 

6. HEALTH AND SAFETY PROCEDURES 
(F) The procedures that the school will follow to ensure the health and safety of pupils and staff. These procedures shall include the 
requirement that each employee of the school furnish the school with a criminal record summary as described in Section 44237. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(F) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(6) 

Board Policy BP 0420.4 
LACOE AR 0420.4 

LACOE Risk Management Safety 
Program Matrix 

Evaluation Criteria: The procedures…to ensure the health and safety of pupils and staff, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(F), at a minimum: 

13 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=47001-48000&file=47600-47604.5
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=47001-48000&file=47600-47604.5
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/Document/I106524000BDC11E1A0DDFCA155337C92?viewType=FullText&originationContext=documenttoc&transitionType=CategoryPageItem&contextData=%28sc.Default%29
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/Document/I106524000BDC11E1A0DDFCA155337C92?viewType=FullText&originationContext=documenttoc&transitionType=CategoryPageItem&contextData=%28sc.Default%29
http://www.lacoe.edu/Portals/0/LACOE/CharterSchools/0420%204_Board%20Policy%20ONLY_Charter%20Schools_APPROVED_09_03_13.pdf
http://www.lacoe.edu/Portals/0/LACOE/CharterSchools/0420%204_Board%20Policy%20ONLY_Charter%20Schools_APPROVED_09_03_13.pdf
http://www.lacoe.edu/Portals/0/LACOE/CharterSchools/0420%204_AR%20ONLY_APPROVED_09_03_13.pdf
http://www.lacoe.edu/Portals/0/LACOE/CharterSchools/0420%204_AR%20ONLY_APPROVED_09_03_13.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=47001-48000&file=47600-47604.5
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=47001-48000&file=47600-47604.5
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/Document/I106524000BDC11E1A0DDFCA155337C92?viewType=FullText&originationContext=documenttoc&transitionType=CategoryPageItem&contextData=%28sc.Default%29
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/Document/I106524000BDC11E1A0DDFCA155337C92?viewType=FullText&originationContext=documenttoc&transitionType=CategoryPageItem&contextData=%28sc.Default%29
http://www.lacoe.edu/Portals/0/LACOE/CharterSchools/0420%204_Board%20Policy%20ONLY_Charter%20Schools_APPROVED_09_03_13.pdf
http://www.lacoe.edu/Portals/0/LACOE/CharterSchools/0420%204_Board%20Policy%20ONLY_Charter%20Schools_APPROVED_09_03_13.pdf
http://www.lacoe.edu/Portals/0/LACOE/CharterSchools/0420%204_AR%20ONLY_APPROVED_09_03_13.pdf
http://www.lacoe.edu/Portals/0/LACOE/CharterSchools/0420%204_AR%20ONLY_APPROVED_09_03_13.pdf


 
  

     

     

     

     

  
 

     

     
 

     

    
    

     

    
 

     

 
   

 

  
  

 
  

      
      

  

    
  

     

   

     

 
 

Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

(1) Require that each employee of the school furnish the school with a criminal record summary as described in EC Section 44237. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(6)(A)] 

CSO, HR Evaluation Comments 

(2) Include the examination of faculty and staff for tuberculosis as described in EC Section 49406. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(6)(B)] 

CSO, HR Evaluation Comments 

(3) Require immunization of pupils as a condition of school attendance to the same extent as would apply if the pupils attended a non-charter public school.[5 CCR 11967.5.1 
(f)(6)(C)] 

CSO, SSS Evaluation Comments 

(4) Provide for the screening of pupils’ vision and hearing and the screening of pupils for scoliosis to the same extent as would be required if the pupils attended a non- charter public 
school. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(6)(D)] 

CSO, SSS Evaluation Comments 

(5) A petition for renewal is required to include a copy of the student/parent handbook, the school safety plan, the employee handbook, and the policies/procedures that the school will 
follow to ensure the health and safety of students and staff. [LACOE AR] 

CSO, SSS Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of health and safety 
procedures? 

CSO, SSS Yes/No Comments 

7. RACIAL AND ETHNIC BALANCE 
(G) The means by which the school will achieve a racial and ethnic balance among its pupils that is reflective of the general population 
residing within the territorial jurisdiction of the school district to which the charter petition is submitted. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(G) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(7) 

Board Policy BP 0420.4 
LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: Evaluation Criteria: Recognizing the limitations on admissions to charter schools imposed by EC Section 47605(d), the means by which the school will achieve a 
racial and ethnic balance among its pupils that is reflective of the general population residing within the territorial jurisdiction of the school district..., as required by EC Section 
47605(b)(5)(G). At a minimum, the petition shall address the following: 

(1) Provide an accurate demographic description of the general population residing in the school district in which the school proposes to locate (or in the case of a countywide charter, 
of the county). [LACOE AR] 

CSO, SSS Evaluation Comments 

(2) Provide benchmarks that measure whether the applicant pool is reflective of the district. [LACOE AR] 

CSO, SSS Evaluation Comments 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

(3) Provide specific outreach strategies including locations and times, specific media outlets, conducting outreach in appropriate languages and to appropriate socioeconomic groups. 
[LACOE AR] 

CSO, SSS Evaluation Comments 

(4) Provide no evidence that the plan may establish barriers to access based on race or ethnicity. [LACOE AR] 

CSO, SSS, Legal Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition provide a reasonably comprehensive description of the means for 
achieving a racial and ethnic balance? 

CSO, SSS, Legal Yes/No Comments 

8. ADMISSION REQUIREMENTS, IF APPLICABLE 

EC 47605(b)(5)(H) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(8) 

Board Policy BP 0420.4 
LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: To the extent admission requirements are included in keeping with EC Section 47605(b)(5)(H), the requirements shall be in compliance with the requirements of 
EC Section 47605(d) and any other applicable provision of law. At a minimum, the petition shall address the following: 

(1) The description adheres to the requirements of EC Section 47605(d) (e.g., nonsectarian, admissions not determined by residence except as allowed, admit all students who wish to 
attend or use a lottery) 

CSO, SSS, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(2) Preferences, if given, are clearly defined (siblings, employee’s children, district students, founding parents/founders, etc.). [LACOE AR] 

CSO, SSS, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(3) Preferences, if given, are not likely to negatively impact the racial balance the school strives to reflect. [LACOE AR] 

CSO, SSS, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(4) The process for conducting the lottery is clearly defined and observable. [LACOE AR] 

CSO, SSS, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(5) The admissions process is not discriminatory (to protected classes and groups). [LACOE AR] 

CSO, SSS, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(6) Information to be collected through the interest form, application form, and/or enrollment form or a copy of these forms if a renewal petition. [LACOE AR] 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

CSO, SSS, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(7) If the petition or budget indicates the school will apply for the federally funded Public Charter School (PCS) grant, the admissions criteria should either (a) match those criteria or 
(b) there should be a notation that if the grant is awarded, the school will request a material revision to the charter to align the admission criteria with the grant during the time grant 
funds are received. [LACOE AR] 

CSO, SSS, Legal Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of admission 
requirements? 

CSO, SSS, Legal Yes/No Comments 

9. ANNUAL INDEPENDENT FINANCIAL AUDITS 

EC 47605(b)(5)(I) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(9) 

Board Policy BP 0420.4 
LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: The manner in which annual independent financial audits shall be conducted using generally accepted accounting principles, and the manner in which audit 
exceptions and deficiencies shall be resolved to the COE’s satisfaction, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(I), at a minimum: 

(1) Specify who is responsible for contracting and overseeing the independent audit. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(9)(A)] 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(2) Specify that the auditor will have experience in education finance. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(9)(B)] 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(3) Outline the process of providing audit reports to the State Board of Education, California Department of Education, or other agency as the State Board of Education may direct. [5 
CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(9)(C)] 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(4) Indicate the process that the charter school(s) will follow to address any audit findings and/or resolve any audit exceptions. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(9)(D)] 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(5) To be considered reasonably comprehensive the petition must include the following statements: [LACOE AR] 
• The independent audit is conducted annually. 
• The auditor shall be on the State controller’s list of educational auditors. 
• The auditor shall be hired by the Board of Directors of the charter school. 
• Financial reporting to charter agency would be carried out in pursuant to EC 47604.33. 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of the manner in 
which annual independent financial audits are submitted? 

Yes/No Evaluation Comments 

10. SUSPENSION AND EXPULSION PROCEDURES 
(J) The procedures by which pupils can be suspended or expelled. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(J) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(10) 
Board Policy BP 0420.4 

LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: The procedures by which pupils can be suspended or expelled, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(J), at a minimum: 

(1) (A) Identify a preliminary list, subject to later revision pursuant to subparagraph (E), of the offenses for which students in the charter school 
• must (where non-discretionary) and 
• may (where discretionary) be suspended and, separately, 
• the offenses for which students in the charter school must (where non-discretionary) or 
• may (where discretionary) be expelled, 
• providing evidence that the petitioners’ reviewed the offenses for which students must or may be suspended or expelled in non-charter public schools. 

CSO, SPED, SSS Evaluation Comments 

(B) Identify the procedures by which pupils can be suspended or expelled. [5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(10)(B)] 

CSO, SPED, SSS Evaluation Comments 

(C) Identify the procedures by which parents, guardians, and pupils will be informed about reasons for suspension or expulsion and of their due process rights in regard to suspension 
or expulsion. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(10)(C)] 

CSO, SPED, SSS Evaluation Comments 

(D) Provide evidence that in preparing the lists of offenses specified in subparagraph (A) and the procedures specified in subparagraphs (B) and (C), the petitioners reviewed the lists 
of offenses and procedures that apply to students attending non-charter public schools, and provide evidence that the charter petitioners believe their proposed lists of offenses and 
procedures provide adequate safety for students, staff, and visitors to the school and serve the best interests the school’s pupils and their parents (guardians).[5 CCR 11967.5.1 
(f)(10)(D)] 

CSO, SPED, SSS Evaluation Comments 

(E) If not otherwise covered under subparagraphs (A), (B), (C), and (D): [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(10)(E)] 
(1) Provide for due process for all pupils and demonstrate an understanding of the rights of pupils with disabilities in...regard to suspension and expulsion. 
(2) Outline how detailed policies and procedures regarding suspension and expulsion will be developed and periodically reviewed, including, but not limited to, periodic review and (as 
necessary) modification of the lists of offenses for which students are subject to suspension or expulsion. 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

CSO, SPED, SSS Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of suspension and 
expulsion procedures? 

CSO, SPED, SSS Yes/No Comments 

11. STRS, PERS, AND SOCIAL SECURITY COVERAGE 
(K) The manner by which staff members of the charter schools will be covered by the State Teachers' Retirement System, the Public 
Employees' Retirement System, or federal social security. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(K) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(11) 
Board Policy BP 0420.4 

LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: The manner by which staff members of the charter schools will be covered by the State Teachers’ Retirement System, the Public Employees’ Retirement System, 
or federal social security, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(K), at a minimum, specifies the positions to be covered under each system and the staff who will be responsible for 
ensuring that appropriate arrangements for that coverage have been made. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(11)] 

(1) The positions to be covered under each system* and 
(2) The staff responsible for ensuring that appropriate arrangements for that coverage have been made. 
*LACOE School Financial Services, in cooperation with CalSTRS and CalPERS, developed language acceptable to the respective systems. Both systems retain the right to reject 
charter language that does not clearly specify the school’s choices with regard to CalSTRS and CalPERS. The charter may offer one, both, or neither of the public retirement systems, 
however language must clearly reflect one of the following choices for each retirement system: 
Choice 1: Coverage will be offered to eligible employees. 
Choice 2: The school retains the option to elect the coverage at a future date. 
Choice 3: The school will not offer the coverage. 
To be considered reasonably comprehensive, the petition must clearly identify the retirement systems for each type of position and responsible staff as stated in EC. 

CSO, HR Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of retirement 
program coverage? 

CSO, HR Yes/No Comments 

12. PUBLIC SCHOOL ATTENDANCE ALTERNATIVES 
(L) The public school attendance alternatives for pupils residing within the school district who choose not to attend charter schools. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(L) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(12) 
Board Policy BP 0420.4 

LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: The public school attendance alternatives for pupils residing within the school district who choose not to attend charter schools, as required by EC Section 
47605(b)(5)(L), at a minimum, specify that the parent or guardian of each pupil enrolled in the charter school shall be informed that the pupil has no right to admission in a particular 
school of any local education agency (or program of any local education agency) as a consequence of enrollment in the charter school, except to the extent that such a right is extended 
by the local education agency. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(12)] 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of public school 
attendance alternatives? 

CSO, Legal Yes/No Comments 

13. POST-EMPLOYMENT RIGHTS OF EMPLOYEES 
(M) A description of the rights of any employee of the school district upon leaving the employment of the school district to work in a charter 
school, and of any rights of return to the school district after employment at a charter school. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(M) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(13) 
Board Policy BP 0420.4 

LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: The description of the rights of any employees of the school district upon leaving the employment of the school district to work in a charter school, and of any 
rights of return to the school district after employment at a charter school, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(M), at a minimum, specifies that an employee of the charter school 
shall have the following rights: 

(1) Any rights upon leaving the employment of a local education agency to work in the charter school that the local education agency may specify. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(13)(A)] 

CSO, HR Evaluation Comments 

(2) Any rights of return to employment in a local education agency after employment in the charter school as the local education agency may specify. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(13)(B)] 

CSO, HR Evaluation Comments 

(3) Any other rights upon leaving employment to work in the charter school and any rights to return to a previous employer after working in the charter school that the COE determines 
to be reasonable and not in conflict with any provisions of law that apply to the charter school or to the employer from which the employee comes to the charter school or to which the 
employee returns from the charter school. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(13)(C)] 

CSO, HR Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of post-employment 
rights of employees? 

CSO, HR Yes/No Comments 

14. DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCEDURES 
(N) The procedures to be followed by the charter school and the entity granting the charter to resolve disputes relating to provisions of the 
charter. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(N) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(14) 
Board Policy BP 0420.4 

LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: The procedures to be followed by the charter school and the entity granting the charter to resolve disputes relating to the provisions of the charter, as required by 
EC Section 47605(b)(5)(N), at a minimum: 

(1) Include the following specific provisions that have been deemed necessary: 
(A) That in the event any dispute arises between the charter school and LACOE, both parties agree to use the procedure as stated herein, except for any dispute that is any way 
related to revocation of the charter school. [LACOE AR] 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

Legal Evaluation Comments 

(B) The party who claims there is a dispute shall first identify the issue in writing with specificity and with supporting facts. The other party shall provide a written response to the 
identification of the issue within 20 business days. [LACOE AR] 

Legal Evaluation Comments 

(C) Both parties will attempt to settle such dispute by meeting and conferring in a good faith attempt to resolve the dispute within 15 business days of the date of the written response. 
[LACOE AR] 

Legal Evaluation Comments 

(D) At any time that LACOE believes the dispute relates to an issue that could lead to revocation of the charter school, both parties will no longer be subject to this process.[LACOE 
AR] 

Legal Evaluation Comments 

(E) The County Board may proceed immediately with the revocation procedures as set forth in law and stated below if it believes the charter school: [LACOE AR] 
(a) Committed a material violation of any of the conditions, standards, or procedures set forth in the charter. 
(b) Failed to meet or pursue any of the pupil outcomes identified in the charter. 
(c) Failed to meet generally accepted accounting principles, or engaged in fiscal mismanagement. 
(d) Violated any provision of law. 

Legal Evaluation Comments 

(2) Describe how the costs of the dispute resolution process, if needed, would be funded. [5 CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(14)(B)] 

Legal Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of dispute 
resolution procedures? 

Legal Yes/No Comments 

15. EXCLUSIVE PUBLIC SCHOOL EMPLOYER 
(O) The public school attendance alternatives for pupils residing within the county who choose not to attend the charter school. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(O) 
5 CCR 11967.5.1(f)(15) 
Board Policy BP 0420.4 

LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: The declaration of whether or not the district shall be deemed the exclusive public school employer of the employees of the charter school for the purposes of the 
Educational Employment Relations Act (Chapter 10.7 (commencing with Section 3540) of Division 4 of Title 1 of the Government Code), as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(O), 
recognizes that the COE is not an exclusive public school employer and that, therefore, the charter school must be the exclusive public school employer of the employees of the charter 
school for the purposes of the Educational Employment Relations Act. 

CSO, HR Evaluation Comments 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition include the necessary declaration? 

CSO, HR Yes/No Comments 

16. CLOSURE PROCEDURES 
(P) A description of the procedures to be used if the charter school closes. The procedures shall ensure a final audit of the school to 
determine the disposition of all assets and liabilities of the charter school, including plans for disposing of any net assets and for the 
maintenance and transfer of pupil records. 

EC 47605(b)(5)(P) 
5 CCR 11962 

Board Policy BP 0420.4 
LACOE AR 0420.4 

Evaluation Criteria: A description of the procedures to be used if the charter school closes. As used in EC Section 47605(b)(5)(P) and 47605.6(b)(5)(Q), “procedures” means at a 
minimum each of the following: [5 CCR 11962(a-f)] 

(1) (Subdivision a) Designation of a responsible entity to conduct closure-related activities. 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(2) (Subdivision b) Notification of the closure of the charter school to parents (guardians) of pupils, the authorizing entity, the county office of education (unless the county board of 
education is the authorization entity), the special education local plan area in which the school participates, the retirement systems in which the school's employees participate (e.g., 
Public Employees' Retirement System, State Teachers' Retirement System, and federal social security), and the California Department of Education, providing at least the following: 
• *The effective date of the closure 
• *The name(s) of and contact information for the person(s) to whom reasonable inquiries may be made regarding the closure; 
• *The pupils' school districts of residence; and 
• The manner in which parents (guardians) may obtain copies of pupil records, including specific information on completed courses and credits that meet graduation 

requirements. 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(3) (Subdivision c) *Provision of a list of pupils in each grade level and the classes they have completed, together with information on the pupils' district of residence, to the responsible 
entity designated in subdivision (a). 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(4) (Subdivision d) Transfer and maintenance of all pupil records, all state assessment results, and any special education records to the custody of the responsible entity designated in 
subdivision (a), except for records and/or assessment results that the charter may require to be transferred to a different entity. 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(5) (Subdivision e) Transfer and maintenance of personnel records in accordance with applicable law. 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(6) (Subdivision f) Completion of an independent final audit within six months after the closure of the school that may function as the annual audit, and that includes at least the 
following: 

(A) An accounting of all financial assets, including cash and accounts receivable and an inventory of property, equipment, and other items of material value. 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

(B) An accounting of the liabilities, including accounts payable and any reduction in apportionments as a result of audit findings or other investigations, loans, and unpaid staff 
compensation. 
(C) An assessment of the disposition of any restricted funds received by or due to the charter school. 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(7) (Subdivision g) Disposal of any net assets remaining after all liabilities of the charter school have been paid or otherwise addressed, including but not limited to, the following: 
(A) The return of any grant funds and restricted categorical funds to their source in accordance with the terms of the grant or state and federal law, as appropriate, which may 
include submission of final expenditure reports for entitlement grants and the filing of any required Final Expenditure Reports and Final Performance Reports. 
(B) The return of any donated materials and property in accordance with any conditions established when the donation of such materials or property was accepted. 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(8) (Subdivision h) Completion and filing of any annual reports required pursuant to Education Code section 47604.33. (e.g., preliminary budget, interim financial report, second 
interim financial report, final unaudited report for the full prior year) 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(9) (Subdivision i) Identification of funding for the activities identified in subdivisions (a) through (h). 

CSO, Legal Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of closure 
procedures? 

CSO, Legal Yes/No Comments 

ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS UNDER EC SECTION 47605 

STANDARDS, ASSESSMENTS, AND PARENT CONSULTATION EC 47605(c) 

Evaluation Criteria: Evidence is provided that: 

(1) The school shall meet all statewide standards and conduct the pupil assessments required pursuant to EC sections 60605 and 60851 and any other statewide standards authorized in 
statute or pupil assessments applicable to pupils in non-charter public schools. 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

(2) The school shall, on a regular basis, consult with their parents and teachers regarding the school’s educational programs. [EC 47605 (c)(2)] 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition provide evidence addressing the requirements regarding standards, 
assessments, and parent consultation? 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM, SPED Yes/No Comments 

EMPLOYMENT IS VOLUNTARY EC 47605(e) 

Evaluation Criteria: The governing board…shall not require any employee…to be employed in a charter school. 

CSO, HR Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition meet this criterion? 

CSO, HR Yes/No Comments 

PUPIL ATTENDANCE IS VOLUNTARY EC 47605(f) 

Evaluation Criteria: The governing board…shall not require any pupil…to attend a charter school. 

CSO, SSS Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition meet this criterion? 

CSO, SSS Yes/No Comments 

EFFECT ON AUTHORIZER AND FINANCIAL PROJECTIONS EC 47605(g) 

Evaluation Criteria: …[T]he petitioners [shall] provide information regarding the proposed operation and potential effects of the school, including, but not limited to: 

(1) The facilities to be utilized by the school. The description of the facilities to be used by the charter school shall specify where the school intends to locate. 
(A) The petition submission package shall include copies of lease agreements, Certificates of Occupancy, MOUs, or like agreements or compliance documents for any facility 
identified in the petition. [LACOE AR] 
(B) The location of the charter must comply with EC 47605.1 as applicable to the specific type of charter. 

CSO, Facilities Evaluation Comments 

(2) The manner in which administrative services of the school are to be provided. 
• The petition submission package shall include copies of any contracts or MOUs for administrative services, if applicable. 

CSO, Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

(3) Potential civil liability effects, if any upon the school and the COE. 

CSO, CIS/EL, SPED, SSS, Fiscal, Legal Evaluation Comments 

(4) The petitioners shall also provide financial statements that include a proposed first-year operational budget, including startup costs, and cash-flow and financial projections for the 
first three years of operation. 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
CHARTER SCHOOL PETITION REVIEW FORM – DRAFT 

(A) In the case of a Countywide Charter, the budget shall include an amount sufficient to cover an agreement with a third-party selected by the County Board to oversee, 
monitor, or report to the County Board and County Superintendent on the operations of the charter school pursuant to Education Code 47605.6(c). 

CSO, Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition provide the required information and financial projections? 

Fiscal Yes/No Comments 

ACADEMICALLY LOW ACHIEVING PUPILS EC 47605(h) 

Evaluation Criteria: In reviewing petitions, the charter authorizer shall give preference to petitions that demonstrate the capability to provide comprehensive learning experiences to 
pupils identified by the petitioners as academically low achieving… 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition demonstrate the capability to provide comprehensive learning 
experiences to pupils identified by the petitioners as academically low achieving? 

CSO, CIS, CIS/EL, ASM Yes/No Comments 

TEACHER CREDENTIALING EC 47605(l) 

Evaluation Criteria: Teachers in charter schools shall be required to hold a CCTC certificate, permit, or other document equivalent to that which a teacher in other public schools 
would be required to hold…It is the intent of the Legislature that charter schools be given flexibility with regard to noncore, noncollege preparatory courses. 

CSO, CIS/EL, SPED, HR Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition meet this requirement? 

CSO, CIS/EL, SPED, HR Yes/No Comments 

TRANSMISSION OF AUDIT REPORT EC 47605(m) 

Evaluation Criteria: A charter school shall transmit a copy of its annual independent financial audit report for the preceding fiscal year…to the chartering entity, the Controller, the 
county superintendent of schools of the county in which the charter is sited…, and the CDE by December 15 of each year. 

Fiscal Evaluation Comments 

OVERALL EVALUATION: Does the petition address this requirement? 

Fiscal Yes/No Comments 
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Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 

Item Study Sessions 

B. 	 Study Session: Attorney–Client Privilege and Closed Session under 
Brown Act 

Staff will present to the County Board an Overview of Attorney Client 
Privilege and Review Closed Session under Brown Act 



 
 

 
 

    
 

 

 

 

Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 

Item IV.  Presentations 

A. Recognition of Classified School Employees Week 

The classified support staff will be recognized at today’s Board 
meeting with the presentation of Board Resolution No.15. 

On April 21, 2015, the Los Angeles County Board of Education 
adopted Resolution No. 15, proclaiming May 17-23, 2014, to be 
Classified School Employees Week in Los Angeles County. 

In honor of the County Office of Education’s classified support 
staff, Resolution No. 15 will be presented to representatives of the 
California School Employees Association (CSEA), Chapter 624, 
and Service Employees International Union (SEIU), Local 99. 



  
  
   

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
  

 

  

 

Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 

Item VI.  Reports / Study Topics 

A. 	 Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter 
School, Grades 6-12 Pursuant to Education Code Sections 47607 and 
47605 

The Academia Avance Charter School (Avance) renewal petition is
presented to the Los Angeles County Board of Education (County
Board) pursuant to Education Code (EC) sections 47607 and 47605.
The renewal process requires the authorizer to evaluate both the past 
performance of the charter school and whether the renewal petition 
meets the criteria for approval. Avance is currently authorized by the
Los Angeles County Board of Education. 

Charter renewal is governed by EC 47607, 47605 and the California 
Code of Regulations Title 5 (5 CCR) sections 11966.4 and 11966.5. 
Critical components of these governing laws are as follows:  

EC 47607(b) states that to be eligible for renewal, a charter school 
must meet one (1) of the following five (5) criteria: 
(1) Attained its Academic Performance Index (API) growth target in 

the prior year or in two of the last three years both schoolwide and
for all groups of pupils served by the charter school. 

(2) Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API in the prior year or
in two of the last three years. 

(3) Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API for a 
demographically comparable school in the prior year or in two of 
the last three years. 

(4) (A) The entity that granted the	 charter determines that the 
academic performance of the charter school is at least equal to the 
academic performance of the public schools that the charter school 
pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the 
academic performance of the schools in the school district in which 
the charter school is located, taking into account the composition
of the pupil population that is served at the charter school. 
(Emphasis added) 

(5) Qualified for an alternative accountability	 system pursuant to
subdivision (h) of Section 52052. 

EC 47607(a)(3)(A) states that the authority that granted the charter 
shall consider increases in pupil academic achievement for all groups 
of pupils served by the charter school as the most important factor in
determining whether to grant a charter renewal. (Emphasis added) 



  
 

 

 

 

  
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
  

 

 
 

 
 

 

  

Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 
Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School, Grades 6-12 Pursuant to 
Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 
- 2 -

5 CCR 11966.5(c)(1-2) provides the considerations and criteria to be 
used by a county board for making a determination as to whether to 
renew a charter: When considering a petition for renewal, the county 
board of education shall consider the past performance of the school’s 
academics, finances, and operation in evaluating the likelihood of 
future success, along with future plans for improvement, if any. 

(1) The county board of education may deny a petition for renewal of 
a charter school only if [it] makes written factual findings, specific 
to the particular petition, setting forth facts to support one or more 
of the grounds for denial set forth, as applicable, in EC 47605(b)
or failure to meet one of the criteria set forth in EC section 
47607(b). (Emphasis added) 

EC 47607(a)(2) states that renewals of charters are governed by the 
standards and criteria in 47605, and shall include, but not be limited to, 
a reasonably comprehensive description of any new requirement of
charter schools enacted into law after the charter was originally 
granted or last renewed. 

EC 47605(b) requires a school district governing board to be guided 
by the intent of the legislature that charter schools should become an 
integral part of the education system and that a charter be granted if 
the governing board is satisfied that granting the charter is consistent 
with sound educational practice. 

EC 47605(b) further states that a governing board may only deny a 
petition if it provides written factual findings specific to the petition
that supports one or more of the following findings:  
(1) The charter school presents an unsound educational program. 

(2) The 	petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully 
implement the program. 

(3) The petition does not contain the required number of signatures. 
(Not applicable to a renewal petition) 

(4) The petition does not contain an affirmation of specified 
assurances. 

(5) The 	petition does not contain reasonably comprehensive 
descriptions of 16 required elements of a charter. 

The County Board shall evaluate the petition according to the criteria 
and procedures established in law and may only deny the petition if it 
provides written findings addressing the reasons for the denial.  

A summary of key findings is presented through the table on the 
following page. 

The complete report comprised of the Staff Findings of Fact
(Attachment 1) and Report Addendum (Attachment 2) is attached. 

LACOE staff will present the report to the County Board. 



  
 

 

   

 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 
  

  

   
 

 
  

 
  

 
 

Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 
Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School, Grades 6-12 Pursuant to 
Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 
- 3 -

Academia Avance Charter School Petition for Renewal Meets 
Requirements* 

EC 47607(b): Failure to meet at least one of the academic performance criteria for renewal is grounds for denial. 

Finding 1  The charter school provided evidence it met one of the statutory criteria for renewal. No 

EC 47605(b): Failure to meet the criteria under Findings 2-5 is grounds for denial.  
Finding 2 Sound Educational Practice No 
Finding 3 Ability to Successfully Implement Intended Program No 
Finding 4 Affirmation of Specified Conditions No 
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1 Description of Educational Program No 
2 Measureable Pupil Outcomes No 
3 Method for Measuring Pupil Progress No 
4 Governance Structure Yes* 

5 Employee Qualifications No 
6 Health and Safety Procedures Yes* 

7 Racial and Ethnic Balance No 
8 Admission Requirements Yes* 

9 Annual Independent Financial Audits No 
10 Suspension and Expulsion Procedures No 
11 Retirement Coverage No 
12 Public School Attendance Alternatives Yes 

13 Post-employment Rights of Employees Yes 

14 Dispute Resolution Procedures No 
15 Exclusive Public School Employer Yes 

16 Closure Procedures No 
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) 

(c) Standards, Assessments and Parent Consultation Meets the Condition 

(e) Employment is Voluntary Not Applicable 

(f) Pupil Attendance is Voluntary Not Applicable 

(g) Effect on Authorizer and Financial Projections
Facilities, Administrative Services, Civil Liability and Financial Statements 

Does Not Provide 
Necessary Evidence 

in 3 of 4 areas.^ 

(h) Targets Academically Low Achieving Pupils** Not Applicable 

(l) Teacher Credentialing Does not Meet the 
Condition 

(m) Transmission of Audit Report Meets the Condition 
*Elements marked as meeting requirements may need further explanation, adjustment or technical changes; however, they are 
reasonably comprehensive and/or substantively comply with regulatory guidance and the LACOE standard of review described in 
Board Policy and the Superintendent’s Administrative Regulations. 
**Charters created to target academically low achieving pupils are given a priority for authorization. 
^There are indicators of potential civil liability effects upon the authorizer. 



  

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Los Angeles County Office of Education      Attachment 1 
Charter School Office 
Date: May 12, 2015 

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School (Grades 6-12) Pursuant to 

Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605
 

Background Information 

Academia Avance Charter School (Avance) has been authorized to operate by the Los Angeles County 
Board of Education (County Board) since 2010. The County Board first approved Avance on appeal after 
its charter was not renewed by the Los Angeles Unified School District Board of Education (LAUSD 
Board). 

In 2004, the LAUSD Board initially granted Avance a three (3) year charter, and the school began 
operation in September 2005. At the end of the three (3) years, LAUSD extended authorization for one 
(1) additional year. 

In 2010, Avance submitted its first petition for renewal to LAUSD. The petition was submitted more than 
two (2) months after the established due date. The LAUSD Board denied renewal based on the following 
findings: (1) The charter school presents an unsound educational program; (2) The petitioners are 
demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition; (3) The petition 
does not contain an affirmation of each of the conditions described in Education Code 47605(d); and (4) 
The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive description of all required elements. 

After denial, Avance exercised its right to appeal to the County Board. Over the course of the appeal 
process, the petitioner was late in submitting fiscal and programmatic documents to the Los Angeles 
County Office of Education (LACOE) Review Team despite repeated requests for the same documents.  

The County Superintendent’s recommendation was to deny renewal based on the following findings: (1) 
The petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition; 
(2) The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive description of all required elements; and (3) 
The petition does not satisfy all of the Required Assurances of Education Code 47605(c), (e) through (j), 
(l) and (m). LACOE’s staff report cited significant concerns regarding the school’s financial condition, 
many of which are still present and are reported below.   

The County Board granted the charter subject to conditions to be fulfilled within specific timelines. 
Despite support from LACOE, Avance failed to meet the timelines, requiring the County Board to grant 
the school an extension to fulfill the conditions. The term of the charter was August 2010 – June 2015. 

To support the school in submitting its current application for renewal, LACOE staff met with Avance on 
multiple occasions beginning in September 2013; four (4) of these meetings included representatives of 
the Avance Executive Board. In addition to meeting with the school, the LACOE Review Team provided 
feedback on a draft version of the petition, submitted in August 2014. Despite the support given to 
Avance, the school’s petition for charter renewal was not submitted by the required due date and much of 
the feedback provided by LACOE staff was not incorporated into the final petition submitted to the 
County Board. 

Location: Avance is located in Highland Park, in the Northeast area of Los Angeles, within the 
boundaries of LAUSD. The main campus is located at 115 N. Avenue 53, and two (2) satellite campuses 
are at 2635 Pasadena Avenue and 161 S. Avenue 49. Current enrollment is approximately 475 students in 
grades six (6) through 12. 

Mission and Vision: 

The school’s mission statement is: 

Academia Avance is a college preparatory school located in the heart of Highland Park. 
Our goal is to ensure that all students’ complete A-G requirements, graduate and be 



 

 
 

  
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

  
 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
   

 

 

      

      

      

        

 

  
 

                                                 
 

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

equipped to be accepted into colleges and universities. Students at the Academia Avance 
have opportunities to develop into active citizens characterized by the ideals of a diverse 
and democratic society. Our students will continue to provide service to their community, 
take responsibility in their own learning and form habits of mind that will continue to 
empower them for success in high school, college and beyond. 

Avance’s vision statement is: 

Academia Avance is a 6th through 12th grade college preparatory school in the Northeast 
Los Angeles community of Highland Park. We address the critical needs of our 
disadvantaged students through innovative and educational alternatives. We create a 
mutually supportive and positive learning environment in which every member develops 
communication, technological and leadership skills to foster self-confidence and personal 
growth. Emphasis is placed on challenging students to develop problem-solving and 
interpersonal skills to succeed in the 21st Century through Service-Learning, Linked 
Learning and Technology Integrated across subjects. Our learning environment provides 
quality educational programs within a small learning community, which targets 
educationally disadvantaged students. Our belief is, “It is not about getting kids into 
college. It's about getting them to succeed in college so they can advance in their life.” 

Summary of Academic Performance: 

The table below presents a summary of Avance’s Academic Performance Index (API) and Adequate 
Yearly Progress (AYP) over the charter term. 

Summary Chart: Avance’s 2011-2014 Academic Performance Index (API) and Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) 

School Year 

Growth API State Ranks AYP 

Schoolwide 
Hispanic 
or Latino 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

English 
Learners 

Students with 
Disabilities Statewide 

Similar 
Schools 

Program 
Improvement 
(PI) Status 

2010-11 713 713 711 607 348 3 1 Year 1 

2011-12 711 712 711 578 367 3 1 Year 2 

2012-13 694 694 694 603 408 3 1 Year 3 

2013-14* 706 706 705 595 381 n/a n/a Year 3 
*Three-year Weighted Average API scores provided for 2013-14 due to suspension of the API; PI status frozen. 
“n/a” CDE did not release rankings for 2013-14. 
Source: DataQuest API (School Accountability Report) retrieved 12-29-14. 

Avance’s Growth API declined in 2012 and 2013 as the school failed to meet its Growth Targets 
schoolwide and for all numerically significant student groups. Avance is currently in Program 
Improvement (PI) Year 31. 

The graph that follows presents a summary of the data showing Avance’s Growth API from 2010-11 to 
2012-13. Data from these years was used to calculate the school’s Weighted 3-Year Average API, which 
Avance states qualifies the school to be eligible for renewal. 

1 Due to the suspension of the AYP calculations, Avance’s PI status remained the same (PI Year 3) for 2014. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Avance Growth Academic Performance Index 
2011-2013 

800 713 711 694 

713 711 712 711 694 694 

607 
578 

603 

348 367 
408 

 Hispanic or Latino700 

600  Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged

500 
 English Learners

400 

 Students with 300 
Disabilities 

200 Schoolwide 

100 

0
 
2010-11 2011-12 2012-13


Source: DataQuest API (3-Year Average API Report) retrieved 3-11-15. 

Students Served by the School: 

Avance is a site-based school, serving students in grades six (6) through 12. In 2013-14, the school’s 
demographic composition was 98% Hispanic or Latino, 17% English Learners, 95% eligible for free or 
reduced price meals (Socioeconomically Disadvantaged) and 8% Students with Disabilities. 

Avance’s current charter states an enrollment goal of 525; this goal was not achieved. Enrollment peaked 
in 2013-14 (492 students), and there was a slight decrease in 2014-15 (480 students). Enrollment by grade 
level over the past five years is shown in the chart that follows: 

Avance Enrollment by Grade Level 

Year 
Grade Level 

Total6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
2010-11 73 84 85 74 44 29 16 405 

2011-12 30 120 83 73 73 41 28 448 

2012-13 43 82 102 74 63 61 45 470 

2013-14 42 90 91 88 69 54 58 492 

2014-15 35 74 89 78 86 60 58 480 
Source: DataQuest Enrollment (School Enrollment by Grade) retrieved 3-1-15.  2014-2015 Enrollment data was taken from Avance 
October 2014 Student Roster submission to LACOE. 

Since 2012-13, Avance’s high school (grades 9-12) enrollment comprised a majority of the school’s 
population. As a result, the school is designated as a “High School” for academic reporting purposes since 
that year. Prior to 2012-13, Avance was designated as a “Middle School” for reporting purposes. Grade 
level designation affect the school’s assigned Similar Schools and the data used to calculate API and 
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP). 

REQUIREMENTS OF CHARTER RENEWAL 

Charter renewal is governed by Education Code (EC) sections 47607 and 47605, the Charter Schools Act. 
The Los Angeles County Office of Education (LACOE) Charter School Review Team (Review Team) 
considered the petition according to the requirements of the EC and other pertinent laws, guidance 
established in 5 CCR, County Board Policy (BP) and Superintendent’s Administrative Regulations (AR). 2 

2 Words in italics indicate a direct reference to the language in these documents. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The following section provides the legal criteria for renewal consideration and an analysis of whether 
Avance meets those standards.  

EC 47607(a)(2): Renewals…of charters are governed by the standards and criteria in section 47605, and 
shall include, but not be limited to, a reasonably comprehensive description of any new requirement of 
charter schools enacted into law after the charter was originally granted or last renewed. The California 
Code of Regulations, Title 5 (5 CCR) section 11966.4 requires a renewal petition to provide a reasonably 
comprehensive description of how the charter school has met all new charter school requirements 
enacted into law after the charter was originally granted or last renewed. 

Analysis of Avance’s Performance Pursuant to EC 47607(a)(2) 

The Review Team determined whether each required element in the renewal petition complies with 
current legal requirements and whether the petitioners demonstrated familiarity with current legal 
requirements through the Capacity Interview. If the petition did not comply, or the petitioners were 
unfamiliar with current law, the Review Team noted the deficiency through the applicable Finding and 
identified the applicable statute. This information is provided under Findings 2 through 6 of this report.  

EC 47607(a)(3)(A): The authority that granted the charter shall consider increases in pupil academic 
achievement for all groups of pupils served by the charter school as the most important factor in 
determining whether to grant a charter renewal. 

Analysis of Avance’s Performance Pursuant to EC 47607(a)(3)(A) 

The Review Team’s finding is that Avance failed to provide sufficient evidence that all groups of pupils 
served by the school have demonstrated increases in academic achievement during the school’s current 
charter term. The facts in support of this finding are as follows: 

1.	 Avance’s schoolwide Growth API declined 18 points during the first three (3) years of the 
current charter term. Growth API is primarily based on standardized measures of the school’s 
academic performance. Similarly, Avance did not demonstrate increases in academic performance for 
all groups of students served by the school during this same period.  

2.	 Avance failed to document the academic performance of its students for the fourth year of its 
charter term (2013-14, the year prior to renewal). The Charter Schools Act requires that a charter 
petition (in Element 2) specify how the school will objectively and frequently measure student 
progress to allow the school to make necessary changes to the instructional program. Avance’s 
current petition states the school will utilize internal interim measures of academic performance 
(benchmark assessments) for this purpose; benchmark data was not submitted. 

When 2012-13 API calculations were released, Avance was informed that it would not qualify for 
renewal consideration based on its 2011-12 and 2012-13 performance. Therefore, it would need to 
provide benchmark data for 2013-14 to establish a case for renewal under EC 47607(b)(4). Although 
the Western Association of Schools and Colleges (WASC) report indicates the school had benchmark 
assessments in place since 2012, Avance failed to submit benchmark data for 2013-14 either with its 
renewal petition or through its Annual Report to the County Board. 

Avance’s 2013-14 Annual Report states Northwest Evaluation Associate’s Measures of Academic 
Progress (NWEA MAP) assessments were administered; however, in spite of requests from LACOE, 
the data was not provided. The Annual Report states, “…specific results of the MAP test do not 
present usable data.” 

The WASC Visiting Committee notes that implementation of benchmark assessments did not take 
place until “last year” (e.g., 2012). This means the school failed to implement a critical component of 
its charter for at least part of the first two (2) years of its charter term. LACOE, through its annual site 
visits, made the same observation and had the same concerns.  
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The burden falls on the charter school to show it made progress toward meeting the measurable pupil 
outcomes stated in the charter and that all student groups demonstrate increases in academic 
achievement. By failing to provide evidence that it administered the benchmark assessments required 
under its current charter, Avance fails to meet this burden. 

3.	 Data for the final year of the charter term (2014-15) is insufficient to show all groups of students 
served by the school have demonstrated increases in academic achievement. Avance provided NWEA 
MAP benchmark data for October and January of the current school year to support the position that 
its students have made academic progress; however, two (2) data points within a single year is 
insufficient to show a trend or improvement across the charter term. Additionally, Avance failed to 
code the data so it could be disaggregated by numerically significant student groups; therefore, the 
data does not provide sufficient evidence that there has been academic improvement for all groups of 
students served by the school as required under statute.  

The Projected Proficiency Summary Report for the October 2014 administration of MAP states:  

	 72% of high school students are projected not to pass (e.g., demonstrate AYP proficiency) on 
the California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) in Mathematics 

	 60% of high school students are projected not to pass (e.g., demonstrate AYP proficiency) on 
the CAHSEE in Reading 

	 80.7% of middle school students are project not to score proficient or above on STAR tests 
(e.g., California Standards Test (CST)) in Mathematics 

	 63% of middle school students are project not to score proficient or above on STAR tests 
(e.g., CST) in Reading 

While the school’s students demonstrated some improvement on the January administration of the 
MAP, the increases are not significant and show that Avance students continue to perform below 
grade level with one (1) exception (grade 11 English-Language Arts). A Projected Proficiency 
Summary for the January administration is not available from NWEA.  

Additional analysis regarding the school’s MAP data is provided under the EC 47607(b)(4) analysis 
on pages 19-20 of this report with additional data provided in Appendix 5. 

EC 47607(b) provides the criteria for charter renewal. To be eligible, a charter school must meet one (1) 
of the following five (5) criteria:     

(1) Attained its Academic Performance Index (API) growth target in the prior year or in two of the last 
three years both school-wide and for all groups of pupils served by the charter school. 

(2) Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API in the prior year or in two of the last three years. 

(3) Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API for a demographically comparable school in the prior 
year or in two of the last three years. 

(4)(A) The entity that granted the charter determines that the academic performance of the charter school 
is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would 
otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the school 
district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population 
that is served at the charter school… 

(5) Qualified for an alternative accountability system pursuant to subdivision (h) of section 52052.3 

3 This criterion is not applicable to Avance as it is not an alternative accountability system school. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Analysis of Avance’s Performance Pursuant to EC 47607(b)(1-5)  

EC 47607(b)(1): Attained its Academic Performance Index (API) growth target in the prior year or in two 
of the last three years both schoolwide and for all groups of pupils served by the school. 

Academic Performance Index: Meeting Growth Targets 

Year Schoolwide Hispanic/Latino 
Socioeconomically 

Disadvantaged English Learners 
Target Met Target Met Target Met Target Met 

2014 API Suspended. No Growth Targets Established. 

2013 5 No (-18) 5 No (-18) 5 No (-18) 11 Yes (+22) 

2012 5 No (-4) 5 No (-3) 5 No (-1) 10 No (-31) 
Source: DataQuest API (API Growth and Targets Met) retrieved 1-5-15. 

Analysis: Due to the suspension of the API, Avance did not receive Growth Targets for 2014 (the year 
prior to renewal). Based on 2012 and 2013 data, Avance did not qualify for renewal under this criterion 
as it did not meet API Growth Targets schoolwide and for all numerically significant student groups for 
both of those years. 

EC 47607(b)(2): Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API in the prior year or in two of the last 
three years. 

Academic Performance:  Statewide Decile Rank 
Year Statewide Rank 
2014 API Suspended. No ranks Issued. 

2013 3 

2012 3 
Source: DataQuest API (API Growth and Targets Met) retrieved 1-5-15. 

Analysis: Due to the suspension of the API, Avance did not receive a Statewide Rank for 2014 (the year 
prior to renewal). Based on 2012 and 2013 data, Avance did not qualify for renewal under this criterion 
as it did not rank in deciles 4 to 10 during both of those years.  

EC 47607(b)(3): Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API for a demographically comparable 
school in the prior year or in two of the last three years. 

Academic Performance:  Similar Schools Decile Rank 
Year Similar Schools Rank 
2014 API Suspended. No ranks Issued. 

2013 1 

2012 1 
Source: DataQuest API (API Growth and Targets Met) retrieved 1-5-15. 
*Avance requested data from CDE under the Public Records Act to identify its similar schools 
that data identifies Avance as a decile 1 school. 

Analysis: Due to the suspension of the API, schools did not receive a Similar Schools Rank for 2014 (the 
year prior to renewal). Based on 2012 and 2013 data, Avance did not qualify for renewal under this 
criterion as it did not rank in deciles 4 to 10 during both of those years.  

EC 47607(b)(4): 

(A) The entity that granted the charter determines that the academic performance of the charter school is 
at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would 
otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the 
school district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil 
population that is served at the charter school. (Emphasis added) 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

(B) The determination made pursuant to this paragraph shall be based upon all of the following: (i) 
Documented and clear and convincing data. (ii) Pupil achievement data from assessments, including, but 
not limited to, the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program established by Article 4 (commencing 
with Section 60640) for demographically similar pupil populations in the comparison schools. (iii) 
Information submitted by the charter school. 

(C) A chartering authority shall submit to the [State] Superintendent copies of supporting documentation 
and a written summary of the basis for any determination made pursuant to this paragraph. The 
Superintendent shall review the materials and make recommendations to the chartering authority based 
on that review. The review may be the basis for a recommendation made pursuant to Section 47604.5. 

(D) A charter renewal may not be granted to a charter school prior to 30 days after that charter school 
submits materials pursuant to this paragraph. 

Since Avance does not qualify to be considered for renewal under the first three (3) criteria of EC 
47607(b), it is necessary to consider the school’s performance under the fourth criterion. The remainder 
of this section provides the analysis under this criterion. 

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE DATA PURSUANT TO EC 47607(b)(4) 

Alternative Assessment Options 

In the absence of API calculations for 2013-14 (the year prior to renewal), the California Department of 
Education (CDE) gave schools multiple options for demonstrating that the academic performance of the 
charter school is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school 
pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools 
in the school district in which the charter school is located, which is the standard under EC 47607(b)(4). 
CDE provided the following options:  

1.	 Carry forward its 2013 Growth API and use the calculations as a means of comparing its 
academic performance to its resident and comparable district schools; 

2.	 Use its 3-Year Average API calculations as a means of comparing its academic performance to its 
resident and comparable district schools; and 

3.	 Utilize alternative assessment measures as a means of comparing its academic performance to its 
resident and comparable district schools. 

Avance submitted its case for renewal in Section 1.2 of the renewal petition and states it meets the 
requirements of EC 47607(b)(4) based on its Weighted 3-Year Average API. The Review Team 
compared Avance’s performance to that of its resident and comparable district schools and found Avance 
does not qualify for renewal consideration based on this measure (See pages 9-10). Avance did not 
consider performance for all student groups and was selective in its choice of comparable district schools.  

With the goal of providing a broader picture of how Avance compares to its resident and comparable 
district schools for all groups of pupils it serves, alternative assessment measures submitted by Avance 
and an array of other publicly available alternative measures were analyzed to determine if there is 
sufficient evidence that Avance meets the statutory requirement for renewal consideration. These 
measures are listed on page 9. 

To be eligible for renewal, Avance’s academic achievement must be at least equal to the schools its 
students would otherwise be required to attend (resident schools) and comparable district schools. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Student Demographics: Avance and Comparison Schools 

The tables below show Avance’s demographic composition and that of its resident4 and comparable 
district schools 5 (collectively referred to as “comparisons schools”).  

2013-14 Student Demographics: Avance and Resident Schools 

School (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

Total 
Enrollment # 

% Hispanic or 
Latino* 

% English 
Learners* 

% Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged* 

% Students with 
Disabilities^ 

Avance (6-12) -- 492 98 17 95 8 
Burbank Middle (6-8) 32.5 919 92 15 92 13 
Irving Middle (6-8) 2.3 614 85 20 82 19 
Nightingale Middle (6-8) 2.3 823 71 27 89 16 
Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 47.9 1,520 90 15 89 13 
Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 6.5 1,342 74 20 85 12 
Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 2.7 2,542 60 14 79 10 
*Source: Ed-Data (School Profile) at: www.ed-data.k12.ca.us retrieved 12-16-14. 
^Source: DataQuest (2013-14 School Quality Snapshot) retrieved 3-11-15. 
All percentages, except percent of Avance enrollment, are rounded to the nearest whole number. 

2013-14 Student Demographics^: Avance and Comparable District Schools 

School: (Grades) 

Distance 
from Avance 

(miles) 
Total 

Enrollment # 

%
 Hispanic 
or Latino 

% 
English 

Learners 

% Socio-
economically 

Disadvantaged 
% Students 

with Disabilities 
Avance (6-12)* -- 492 98 17 95 8 
Chatsworth Charter HS (9-12)* 32 2,306 57 11 64 14 
Fairfax Sr. High (9-12) 11.3 2,108 55 12 78 11 
Hollywood Sr. High (9-12) 11.5 1,549 70 12 83 8 
Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* 10.5 531 97 14 92 7 
Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 2.2 541 95 19 90 6 
New Designs Charter (6-12)* 7.5 455 56 30 94 4 
Northridge Academy High (9-12) 26.3 1,088 65 8 75 15 
PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 19.9 440 96 10 76 12 
PUC Early College Academy for Leaders/Scholars (9-12)* 4.1 412 93 8 78 12 
Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 9.2 302 98 19 64 4 
Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 3.8 545 86 9 79 7 
Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 23.3 420 55 5 68 9 
Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 6.1 389 98 4 89 3 
PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 2.6 233 96 8 87 8 
Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 28.8 968 72 3 50 8 
San Pedro Senior High (9-12) 29.1 2,734 69 7 63 12 
W.H. Taft Senior Charter High (9-12) 26.1 2,385 34 7 62 11 
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance based on Public Records Request data supplied by CDE to Avance. 
*Indicates direct funded charter school. 
^Source: Ed-Data (School Profile) at: www.ed-data.k12.ca.us retrieved 12-16-14. 
**Source: DataQuest (2013 Growth API Report, School Demographic Characteristics) retrieved 12-16-14. 
All percentages are rounded to the nearest whole number. 

Consideration of Alternative Measures of Academic Assessment 

The Review Team considered the following alternative measures of academic performance in evaluating 
whether Avance’s performance is at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools as 
required by EC 47607(b)(4) and, where possible, whether Avance met that criteria schoolwide and for all 

4 Resident schools contributing at least 2% of Avance enrollment as of October 2014, based on student enrollment report 
submitted by the school to LACOE. All schools are within LAUSD. 
5 Seven (7) of the LAUSD comparison schools were identified by CDE in 2012 (the last published Similar Schools list) and 11 
others are proposed as similar by Avance based on its analysis of raw data provided to the school by CDE. Avance asserts these 
schools would have been on its 2013 Similar School list had a list been published by CDE. Avance also asserts that 2012 list is 
inaccurate because CDE used incorrect demographic data for Avance. Data used by CDE is submitted by schools via CALPADS; 
it is the school’s responsibility to correct errors within the correction window. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

groups of pupils served by the school, as established by EC 47607(a)(3)(A). An asterisk indicates Avance 
proposed the measure. Comprehensive data for each measure is located in the corresponding appendix. 

Appendix 2 

Pages 46, 50 
Appendix 4 

API and AYP Measures 
3-Year Weighted Average API*  Page 42 
Growth API (2013) Page 43 
Statewide Rank (2013) Page 43 
Similar Schools Rank (2013) Page 43 
AYP Proficiency Rates (2013) Pages 44-45 
College Readiness Indicators Appendix 3 
Graduation Rates* Page 46 
A-G Requirements: Completion Rate (2012-13)* Page 46 
Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT): Grade 12 Participation Rate*  Pages 46, 47 
Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT): Percent Scoring At/Above 1500 Pages 46, 47 
CAHSEE Proficiency Rates  Pages 46, 48 
Advanced Placement (AP) Scores: Percent Scoring 3+  Pages 46, 49 
Early Assessment Program (EAP): Percent Ready for College 
Middle School Performance 
CST Proficiency Rates (2012-13) Pages 51-54 

Internal Interim (Benchmark) Assessments Appendix 5 
NWEA MAP Assessments (2014-15)* Pages 55-57 
Additional Considerations under EC 47607(b)(4) Appendix 6 
Progress Toward Meeting Measurable Pupil Outcomes in Charter  Pages 58-59 
*Measures proposed by Avance. 

API and AYP Measures 

The Review Team considered six (6) alternative measures of academic performance based on data from 
2011-12 to 2013-14. Due to the suspension of CST administration for 2013-14, API and AYP calculations 
are not available for that year, and Avance provided no internal interim (benchmark) assessment data as 
an alternative although its charter states the school would administer such assessments. 

The table provides a summary of Avance’s performance compared to its resident and comparable district 
schools. It shows Avance does not qualify for renewal consideration based on any of the measures. 

Summary Chart: Renewal Eligibility Based API and AYP Measures 

Measure (Year) 

Did Avance score at least equal to 
half of its Resident Schools? 

AN
D 

Did Avance score at least equal to half 
of its Comparable District Schools? 

Did Avance score at least 
equal to half of its Resident 

and Comparable District 
Schools Schoolwide and for 

All Student Groups?  Schoolwide 

An
d 

All Student 
Groups Schoolwide 

An
d 

All Student 
Groups 

3-Year Weighted Average API (2011-2013) Yes No No No No 
Growth API (2013) No No No No No 

Statewide Rank (2013) Yes n/a No n/a No 
Similar Schools Rank (2013) No n/a No n/a No 

AYP Proficiency Rate: ELA (2013) No No No No No 
AYP Proficiency Rate: Math (2013) No No No No No 

Analysis by Academic Measure 

Weighted 3-Year Average API* 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal consideration based on Weighted 3-Year 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Average API because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools 
schoolwide and for all student groups served by the school. Avance is outperformed by all resident 
schools for students with disabilities and by all comparable district schools both schoolwide and for all 
student groups.  

Additionally, when compared to its resident schools, Avance had an API decline of 18 points over the 3-
year period used to compute the Average API, while all resident schools had an increase (from 29 to 
124 points). The graph below compares API Growth for Avance and its resident schools from 2011 to 
2013; data is provided in Appendix 2. 
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3-Year API Growth (2011-2013) 
Avance and Resident Schools 

3-Year Growth 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on Weighted 3-Year API Average* 

Re
sid

en
t S

ch
oo

ls

Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% of 

Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Resident Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 3 0 3 Yes 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 1 0 5 Yes 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 3 0 3 Yes 
English Learners 3 0 3 Yes 

Students with Disabilities 6 0 0 No 
AND 

Co
m

pa
ra

bl
e D

ist
ric

t 
Sc

ho
ol

s Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% 

of Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Comparable District Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 14 0 1 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 11 0 4 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 12 0 3 No 
English Learners 14 1 0 No 

Students with Disabilities 12 0 0 No 
Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number of students for all student groups; therefore, the number of comparable 
schools may be smaller for some groups. 

2013 Growth API  

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal consideration based on 2013 Growth API, 
because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools schoolwide 
and for all groups of students served by the school. 

87% of Avance students would attend a resident school with a higher schoolwide 2013 Growth API. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

provided in Appendix 2. 
Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013 Growth API 

Re
sid

en
t S

ch
oo

ls

Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% of 

Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Resident Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 5 1 0 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 5 0 1 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 5 1 0 No 
English Learners 2 0 4 Yes 

Students with Disabilities 6 0 0 No 
AND 

Co
m

pa
ra

bl
e D

ist
ric

t 
Sc

ho
ol

s Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% 

of Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Comparable District Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 17 0 0 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 16 0 1 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 16 0 1 No 
English Learners 10 0 7 No 

Students with Disabilities 15 0 0 No 
Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number of students for all student groups; therefore, the number of comparable 
schools may be smaller for some groups. 

2013 Statewide and Similar Schools Ranks  

Under EC 47607(b)(2-3) a charter is eligible for renewal consideration if its Statewide or Similar Schools 
Rank is 4 or higher in the year prior to renewal. Since CDE allowed schools to carry forward 2013 API 
calculations, the Review Team sought to determine if Avance might be eligible for renewal consideration 
based on comparing its 2013 Ranks to that of its resident and comparable district schools.  

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on 2013 Statewide or Similar Schools 
Ranks, as it does not perform at least equal to resident and comparable district schools on either measure. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 

Analysis Based on 2013 Statewide Rank 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 3 2 1 Yes NO

Comparable District Schools 13 4 0 No 

Analysis Based on 2013 Similar School Rank 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 6 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 17 0 0 No 

2013 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Proficiency Rates 

The Review Team considered Avance’s renewal eligibility based on its AYP proficiency rate in English-
Language Arts and Mathematics. The assessments used to calculate these proficiency rates are the CST 
(grades 6-8); California Modified Assessment (CMA) (grades 6-8); California Alternate Performance 
Assessment (CAPA) (grades 6-8 and 10); and CAHSEE (grade 10).  

It is important to note that CST scores for students in grades 9 and 11 are not factored into this 
proficiency rate. The Review Team used this measure in part because Avance states it was penalized in its 
API calculations because they included grade 9 scores for science. The school states it was unaware that if 
it did not administer this test to its ninth grade students, they would be assigned the lowest score as 
though they had taken the test. This penalty has been in effect since 2004-05. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

AYP English-Language Arts (ELA) 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on 2013 AYP Proficiency Rates for 
English-Language Arts because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district 
schools, schoolwide and for all groups of students served by the school. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013 AYP Proficiency Rates in English-Language Arts 

Re
sid

en
t S

ch
oo

ls

Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% of 

Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Resident Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 6 0 0 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 6 0 0 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 6 0 0 No 
English Learners 5 0 1 No 

Students with Disabilities 6 0 0 No 
AND 

Co
m

pa
ra

bl
e D

ist
ric

t 
Sc

ho
ol

s Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% 

of Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Comparable District Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 17 0 0 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 17 0 0 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 17 0 0 No 
English Learners 10 0 6 No 

Students with Disabilities 9 0 0 No 
Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number of students for all student groups; therefore, the number of comparable 
schools may be smaller for some groups. 

AYP Mathematics 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on 2013 AYP Proficiency Rates for 
Mathematics because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools, 
schoolwide and for all groups of students served by the school. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013 AYP Proficiency Rates in Mathematics 

Re
sid

en
t S

ch
oo

ls

Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% of 

Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Resident Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 6 0 0 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 5 0 1 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 6 0 0 No 
English Learners 5 0 1 No 

Students with Disabilities 6 0 0 No 
AND 

Co
m

pa
ra

bl
e D

ist
ric

t 
Sc

ho
ol

s Student Group 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% 

of Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Comparable District Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 16 0 1 No 

NO 
Hispanic or Latino 16 0 1 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 16 0 1 No 
English Learners 12 0 4 No 

Students with Disabilities 9 0 0 No 
Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number of students for all student groups; therefore, the number of comparable 
schools may be smaller for some groups. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

College Readiness Indicators 

College and career preparedness measures vary greatly; there is no single formula or definition that 
guarantees readiness (CDE, Educational Policy Improvement, 2014). The following section analyzes data 
for some of the key indicators evaluated by researchers and considered by colleges. 

Indicators proposed by Avance. In its case for renewal (Section 1.2), Avance proposed alternative 
measures and submitted data regarding college access and persistence. The Review Team considered the 
data that is verifiable and can be compared to Avance’s resident and comparable district high schools. 
This data includes graduation rates, a-g course completion rates and grade 12 Scholastic Aptitude Test 
(SAT) participation rate. 

Information regarding college acceptance and persistence is not publicly available and cannot be 
compared to Avance’s resident and comparable district schools; therefore, a case for renewal cannot be 
made based on the requirements of EC 47607(b)(4). Nonetheless, an analysis of Avance’s data is 
presented at the end of this section. 

Additional indicators considered by the Review Team. The Review Team expanded the review of College 
Readiness Indicators beyond those proposed by Avance to provide a more complete picture of the 
school’s performance based on these alternative measures. Additional key indicators of college readiness 
considered by the Review Team are SAT scores, CAHSEE proficiency rates, Early Assessment Program 
(EAP) results and Advanced Placement (AP) data.  

Due to methods of reporting and small numbers of students in some categories, it is not possible to 
determine whether Avance met the criteria both schoolwide and for all of student groups for all 
indicators. Therefore, the Review Team considered whether Avance scored at least equal to its three (3) 
resident schools and 17 comparable district high schools schoolwide.  

Additionally, because these indicators are specific to high school, they do not represent the academic 
performance of Avance’s current middle school students. 

Analysis of the College Readiness Indicators shows that Avance does not perform at least equal to its 
comparison schools on seven (7) of the nine (9) indicators. One of the measures on which Avance 
performs equal to its comparison schools is not a measure of academic performance (SAT 
participation). The fact that Avance does not perform equal to its comparison schools on multiple College 
Readiness Indicators is of particular importance because Avance’s mission is to offer a college 
preparatory program. 

Avance’s performance and that of its resident and comparable district high schools is provided below.  

Summary Chart: Renewal Eligibility Based o ors 

Indicator (Year^) 

Did Avance score at 
least equal to half of its 
Resident High Schools? 

AN
D 

Did Avance score at least 
equal to half of its Comparable 

District High Schools? 

n College Readiness Indicat
Did Avance score at least equal 

to half of its Resident and 
Comparable District Schools? 

Graduation Rate* (2012-13) Yes No No 

A-G Requirements: Completion Rate* (2012-13) Yes Yes Yes 

SAT: Grade 12 Participation Rate* (2012-13) Yes Yes Yes 
SAT: Percent Scoring At/Above 1500 (2012-13) No No No 

CAHSEE Proficiency Rates: ELA (2013-14) No No No 
CAHSEE Proficiency Rates: Math (2013-14) No No No 

AP Scores: Percent Scoring 3+ (2012-13) No No No 
EAP (% Ready for College): ELA (2013-14) No No No 
EAP (% Ready for College): Math (2013-14) No No No 

^ Data presented for the most recent year available. 
* Measures proposed by Avance. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Analysis by Indicator 

Graduation Rate* 

In its case for renewal (Section 1.2), Avance presents both its cohort and grade 12 graduation rates. It 
makes a case for renewal based its grade 12 graduation rate; however, this is not the standard set in 
Avance’s current petition (Specific Measureable Outcomes) or the standard set by state and federal 
accountability measures. The standard measure is cohort graduation rate6. Avance states it used this rate 
because it could not obtain the cohort graduation rate for Franklin, its largest contributing resident high 
school. 

Renewal Eligibility based on Cohort Graduation Rates: The Review Team was able to access the cohort 
graduation rate for Franklin and all of Avance’s comparison high schools and determined Avance does 
not qualify for renewal based on this indicator because it did not perform at least equal to its resident 
and comparable district schools in 2012-13. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2012-13 Cohort Graduation Rate 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 0 0 3 Yes NO

Comparable District Schools 11 0 5 No 
Note: No data was listed for one comparable district school; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 

Renewal Eligibility based on Grade 12 Graduation Rates: Avance states it is eligible for renewal based 
on its 2012-13 grade 12 graduation rate because it outperforms one (1) of its three (3) resident high 
schools. This is an incomplete comparison under EC 47607(b)(4). Avance did not provide the data for all 
of its resident and comparable district schools. Therefore, the Review Team makes no determination 
whether Avance qualifies for renewal using this indicator.  

Avance further states its performance was equal to Franklin for 2010-11. A careful review of the data 
Avance provided shows that Franklin’s rate was miscalculated. When calculations are corrected, Franklin 
outperformed Avance for 2010-11. Based on the data for 2010-11 through 2012-13, Franklin 
outperformed Avance in two (2) of the three (3) years (2010-11 and 2011-12). 

A-G Requirements Completion Rate*  

Renewal Eligibility: Avance could qualify for renewal consideration based on a-g completion rates 
because it performs at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools.  

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2012-13 Completion of A-G Requirements 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 0 0 3 Yes YES

Comparable District Schools 6 0 10 Yes 
Note: No data was listed for one comparable district school; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 

6 Cohort graduation rate as calculated by the CDE. The rate is calculated by dividing the number of students in the 4-year 
adjusted cohort who graduate in four years or less with either a traditional high school diploma, an adult education high school 
diploma, or have passed the California High School Proficiency Exam (CHSPE) by the number of students in the cohort who 
could have graduated. The cohort is defined as the number of first-time grade 9 students in year 1 (starting cohort) plus students 
who transfer in, minus students who transfer out, emigrate, or die during school years 1, 2, 3, and 4. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

SAT Grade 12 Participation Rates* 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance could qualify for renewal consideration based on SAT Grade 12 
participation rates because it performs at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools. 
However, participation rate is not an indicator of academic performance; taking the SAT is not 
equivalent to obtaining an adequate score. When student performance on the SAT is considered, Avance 
is outperformed by its comparison schools (see SAT Percent of Students Scoring At/Above 1500, below).  

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2012-13 Grade 12 SAT Participation Rates 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 0 0 3 Yes YES

Comparable District Schools 0 0 15 Yes 
Note: Two schools reported values that exceeded the number of enrolled 12th grade students; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for 
this indicator. 

SAT Percent of Students Scoring At/Above 1500 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on the percent of students scoring 
above 1500 on the SAT because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district 
schools. 

The SAT Benchmark score of 1550 is associated with a 65% probability of obtaining a first-year GPA of 
B- or higher at a four-year college. (Source: collegeboard.org) 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2012-13 SAT Performance (% of Students Scoring At/Above 1500)   

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 3 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 16 0 0 No 

Note: One comparable district school had 10 or fewer valid test scores; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 

Additionally, Avance’s mean SAT score for 2012-13 is 1187. Avance is outperformed by all its resident 
high schools and all but one of its comparable district schools.  Substantiating data is in Appendix 3. 

CAHSEE Proficiency Rates 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on CAHSEE proficiency rates as it does 
not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools in either English or Mathematics.  

The tables below show the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 CAHSEE Proficiency English-Language Arts 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 3 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 15 0 2 No 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 CAHSEE Proficiency Mathematics 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 2 1 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 15 1 1 No 

Advanced Placement (AP) Scores: Percent Scoring 3+ 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on AP Scores because it does not 
perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools.   

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2012-13 Advanced Placement Scores (% Scoring 3+) 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 3 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 15 0 0 No 
Note: No data was listed for two comparable district schools; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 

Early Assessment Program (EAP): Percent Ready for College 

English-Language Arts 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on EAP English-Language Arts 
because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools.   

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 EAP Percent Ready for College: English-Language Arts 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 2 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 13 1 0 No 
Note: No data was listed for one resident school and three comparable district schools; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this 
indicator. 

Mathematics 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on EAP Mathematics because it does 
not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools.   

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 EAP Percent Ready for College: Mathematics 

Comparison Type 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance’s performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 2 0 0 No NO

Comparable District Schools 13 0 1 No 
Note: No data was listed for three comparable district schools; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Analysis of College Acceptance and Persistence Data Reported by Avance 

Under EC 47607(b)(4)(B), the determination as to whether the charter school’s performance is at least 
equal to its schools of residence and comparable district schools must be based upon all of the following: 
(i) Documented and clear and convincing data. (ii) Pupil achievement data from assessments, including, 
but not limited to, the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program established by Article 4 (commencing 
with Section 60640) for demographically similar pupil populations in the comparison schools. (iii) 
Information submitted by the charter school. 

In the sections above, the Review Team provided a comprehensive analysis of publicly available data and 
verifiable data submitted by Avance that could be used to compare the school’s performance to that of its 
resident and comparable district schools.  

That data that follows was submitted by Avance but is not publicly available and cannot be compared to 
Avance's resident and comparable district schools. 

College Acceptance. As a part of its case for renewal (Section 1.2 of the renewal petition), Avance 
reported a 90% college acceptance rate. The statement does not specify for which year(s) this rate applies. 
It also does not specify the number of students accepted to 4-year institutions and the number that entered 
2-year community college, Associate’s degree or career-track programs.    

A review of data Avance provided to the Review Team specific to the class of 2014 (55 graduates) shows 
that 17 students (31%) were accepted to and attended a CSU/UC; 10 students (18%) were accepted to and 
attended a community college or career track-program; and 20 students (35%) were accepted to and 
attended private colleges. 

Of the 20 students who attended a private post-secondary program, the majority (14) attended the 
University of the West (a 4‐year university with a sole academic entrance requirement of a 2.0 high 
school GPA); three (3) attended Mt. Saint Mary’s (it is unknown whether students were accepted to the 
Associate’s or Bachelor’s program); two (2) attended Notre Dame du Namur (a 4-year university with 
entrance requirements of a high school diploma and taking the SAT with no minimum score 
requirement); and one (1) attended Pacific Life College (a 4-year college with entrance requirements of a 
2.25 high school GPA and minimum SAT score of 700). 

Additionally, nine (9) graduates (16%) provisionally accepted to a CSU, did not complete the a‐g 
requirements and subsequently did not attend post-secondary schooling. 

College Persistence. Avance also reported a 70% college persistence rate, which it defines as enrolling 
into a second year of college. The school included in this rate students who left a 4‐year university to 
enroll in a community college for the second year. The school does not provide information regarding the 
number of students who changed schools or the reason for the change (e.g., financial issues, academic 
issues, family issues, etc.). The data cannot be verified as it is not publicly available information. 

The lack of verifiable data, coupled with a lack of comparison data for resident and comparable district 
schools, renders this data insufficient to determine whether Avance is eligible for renewal consideration. 

Middle School Performance 

As Avance offers middle school grades (6-8) in addition to a high school program, the Review Team 
sought to provide an analysis of Avance’s middle school performance when compared to resident and 
comparable district schools. However, since Avance is categorized as a high school by CDE, no 
comparable middle schools are identified through its Similar Schools list; therefore, no comparable 
district middle schools are available. Accordingly, the analysis below is limited to Avance and its three 
(3) resident middle schools. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The Review Team examined multiple years of middle school CST data (Appendix 4) in key subject areas: 
English-Language Arts, Math (general math, algebra 1, and geometry) and science (because data is 
available for 2014). 

For 2012-13, the data show that in English-Language Arts and Mathematics, Avance compares favorably 
to its resident schools at sixth grade; however, at seventh and eighth grades, Avance’s schoolwide 
performance is below that of its resident schools. Avance was outperformed by resident schools on eighth 
grade Algebra 1. Additionally, Avance did not test any eighth grade students in geometry, providing 
further evidence that the school does not provide challenging curricular options to students performing 
above grade level. All of Avance’s resident schools offer geometry to its eighth grade students. 

In the two (2) prior years, Avance was outperformed by its resident schools in English-Language Arts at 
all grade levels. In math, the school’s performance varied with respect to its resident schools. 
Substantiating data is provided in Appendix 4. 

The tables below show the number of resident schools performing above, below and equal to Avance for 
2012-13, the most recent tests for English-Language Arts and Mathematics available. Substantiating data 
is provided in Appendix 4. 

Resident Schools Comparison: Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 

2012-13 CST English-Language Arts Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students  


Student Group Grade 

# of Schools Higher 
than Avance 

# of Schools Equal 
to Avance 

# of Schools Lower 
than Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at least 
equal to 50% of Resident 

Schools 
6  7 8 6 7 8 6 7 8 6 7 8 

Schoolwide 1 3 3 0 0 0  2  0  0  Yes No  No  
Hispanic or Latino 1 3 3 0 0 0  2  0  0  Yes No  No  

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged  1  3  3  2  0  0  0  0  0  Yes  No  No  
English Learners 0 1 2 1 1 1  0  1  0  No No  No  

Students with Disabilities Note: This was not a significant student group for Avance at any grade level. 
Note: Two comparison schools had 10 or fewer valid test scores for 6th grade English Learners; therefore, the number of schools for this comparison is smaller. 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2013, 2012, and 2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15. 

Resident Schools Comparison: Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on  
2012-13 CST Mathematics Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students 

Student Group Grade 

# of Schools Higher 
than Avance 

# of School Equal to 
Avance 

# of Schools Lower 
than Avance 

Avance’s Performance is at least 
equal to 50% of Resident Schools 

Math Alg.1 Math Alg.1 Math Alg.1 Math Alg.1 
6  7 8 6 7 8 6 7 8 6 7 8 

Schoolwide 1 2 3  0  0  0  2  1  0  Yes No  No  
Hispanic or Latino 1 1 3  0  1  0  2  1  0  Yes Yes  No  

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged  1  2  3  0  0  0  2  1  0  Yes  No  No  
English Learners 1 0 2  0  0  0  0  3  0  No Yes  No  

Students with Disabilities Note: This was not a significant student group for Avance at any grade level. 
Note: Three comparison schools had 10 or fewer valid test scores for 6th grade and/or 8th grade English Learners; therefore, the number of schools for this 
comparison is smaller. 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE Dataquest (2013, 2012, and 2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 

In 2013-14, standardized test data was available was for eighth grade science. Avance was outperformed 
by all resident schools both schoolwide and for all student groups. For the period 2010-11 through 2012-
13, Avance’s schoolwide performance was not equal to at least half of its resident schools. 

The table below shows the number of resident schools performing above, below and equal to Avance for 
2013-14 eighth grade science, the most recent available scores. Substantiating data for all years is 
provided in Appendix 4. 

Resident Schools Comparison: Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 CST Science Results for 8th Grade Students 

Student Group 
# of Schools Higher 

than Avance 
# of School Equal to 

Avance 
# of Schools Lower 

than Avance 
Avance’s Performance is at least 
equal to 50% of Resident Schools 

Schoolwide 3 0 0 No 
Hispanic or Latino 3 0 0 No 

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 3 0 0 No 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Resident Schools Comparison: Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013-14 CST Science Results for 8th Grade Students 

Student Group 
# of Schools Higher 

than Avance 
# of School Equal to 

Avance 
# of Schools Lower 

than Avance 
Avance’s Performance is at least 
equal to 50% of Resident Schools 

English Learners 3 0 0 No 
Students with Disabilities Note: This was not a significant student group for Avance at any grade level. 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us  retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2013, 2012, and 2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 

Due to a lack of comparable district middle schools, the Review Team cannot make any renewal 
determination based on Avance’s middle school performance. 

Internal Interim (Benchmark) Assessments 

NWEA MAP Data 

While internal interim (benchmark) data cannot be used to evaluate Avance’s performance against its 
comparison schools, it can be used to predict how the school’s students would have performed on 
standardized tests that measure student progress (e.g., CAHSEE and STAR testing). The Review Team 
analyzed the NWEA MAP data submitted by Avance to provide the County Board another view of 
Avance’s academic performance. 

Avance reported data for two (2) administrations of MAP assessments: October 2014 and January 2015. 
While Avance reported that it administered the MAP assessments in May 2014, it did not report results. 

Overall, Avance’s performance based on two (2) current year administrations of the MAP assessments 
indicates the school’s students predominantly perform about two (2) years below grade level expectations. 
The January administration shows students made some progress in most (but not all) academic areas but 
continued to perform below grade level expectations. Students are expected to make a month of progress 
for each month they are in school; however, when students begin a school year far below the expected 
performance level, it is incumbent on the school to provide sufficient intervention to accelerate growth to 
achieve grade level expectations. The data does not show that this accelerated rate of growth is occurring.  

Given the documented and clear and convincing data, based on standardized tests, that Avance’s 
performance for most student groups declined from 2011 to 2013, there is a concern that the school’s 
academic program is not providing the intervention necessary to reverse that trend. Without clear and 
convincing data for 2013-14 that shows the school’s educational program resulted in improved results 
over 2012-13, Avance’s lowest performance year of its charter term, the Review Team cannot conclude 
that the school’s students are making gains in academic performance.  

A Projected Proficiency Summary Report is available for the October (Fall) administration of MAP 
assessments. This report predicts how Avance’s students will likely perform on the CAHSEE (for high 
school grades) and the CST (for middle school grades). The data is reported below; the generated reports 
are provided in Appendix 5. 

Avance NWEA Projected Proficiency Summary Report: Fall 2014-15, Aggregate by Grade
 
State Test Name: CAHSEE
 

Grade Student Count 

Mathematics 
AYP Not Pass 

Count Percent 
AYP Pass 

Count Percent Student Count 

Reading 
AYP Not Pass 

Count Percent 
AYP Pass 

Count Percent 
9 72 60 83.30 12 16.70 74 58 78.40 16 21.60 
10 85 65 76.50 20 23.50 84 47 56.00 37 44.00 
11 60 31 51.70 29 48.30 58 24 41.40 34 58.60 
12 12 11 91.70 1 8.30 5 4 80.00 1 20.00 

Total 229 167 72.90 62 27.10 221 133 60.20 88 39.80 
This report shows students' projected performance on the state assessment(s) based on NWEA alignment/linking studies. Performance categories are defined 
by the state and are specific to each state. For any state that does not have an alignment/linking study, NWEA uses the 40th percentile from the norming study to 
forecast basic proficiency and the 70th percentile to forecast proficient-plus. Proficiency is projected from MAP assessments administered in Fall 2014-2015 to 
state test(s) administered in Spring 2014-2015. Source: Avance NWEA (Projected Proficiency Summary Report) 
https://teach.mapnwea.org/report/download/rpt/25010960 generated 3-23-15. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Avance NWEA Projected Proficiency Summary Report: Fall 2014-15, Aggregate by Grade
 
State Test Name: STAR (e.g., CST) 


Mathematics 

Grade Student Count 
Far Below Basic Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 

Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent 
6 35 5 14.30 14 40.00 10 28.60 6 17.10 0 0.00 
7 73 7 9.60 24 32.90 23 31.50 17 23.30 2 2.70 
8 89 9 10.10 25 28.10 42 47.20 13 14.60 0 0.00 

Total 197 21 10.70 63 32.00 75 38.10 36 18.30 2 1.00 
Reading 

Grade Student Count 
Far Below Basic Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced 

Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent 
6 35 3 8.60 8 22.90 13 37.10 10 28.60 1 2.90 
7 73 11 15.10 7 9.60 22 30.10 26 35.60 7 9.60 
8 87 7 8.00 22 25.30 31 35.60 22 25.30 5 5.70 

Total 195 21 10.80 37 19.00 66 33.80 58 29.70 13 6.70 
This report shows students' projected performance on the state assessment(s) based on NWEA alignment/linking studies. Performance categories are defined 
by the state and are specific to each state. For any state that does not have an alignment/linking study, NWEA uses the 40th percentile from the norming study to 
forecast basic proficiency and the 70th percentile to forecast proficient-plus. Proficiency is projected from MAP assessments administered in Fall 2014-2015 to 
state test(s) administered in Spring 2014-2015. 
Source: Avance NWEA (Projected Proficiency Summary Report) https://teach.mapnwea.org/report/download/rpt/25010960 generated 3-23-15. 

Projected Proficiency Summary Reports are not generated by NWEA for the January (Winter) 
administration of the MAP assessments, therefore, the Review Team analyzed the school’s Growth 
Summary Report for the January (Winter) MAP administration. The data, provided in Appendix 5, shows 
growth in all subject areas tested except sixth grade math and sixth and seventh grade language. However, 
at all grades and in all subjects, except eleventh grade reading, Avance students on average continue to 
perform at least two (2) grade levels below their grade placement.  

Due to the lack of data for resident and comparable district schools, the Review Team cannot make any 
determination as to Avance’s eligibility for renewal consideration based on this data. However, had 
Avance provided Projected Proficiency Summary Reports for spring 2013-14, the Review Team could 
have determined whether the school demonstrated academic improvement from the prior year. 

Additional Considerations Under EC 47607(b)(4) 

In addition to the analysis provided above, the Review Team considered data Avance submitted with its 
charter petition with regard to meeting the Measurable Pupil Outcomes stated in its 2010-2015 charter.  

While Avance stated it met five (5) of its goals, the Review Team’s analysis is that Avance only one (1) 
of the 10 outcomes stated in its charter (WASC accreditation; the school was given credit for this goal 
although it received accreditation a year later than its goal date). While some outcome measures were met 
in some years, none were met consistently. Avance failed to provide sufficient data to determine whether 
it met two (2) of its outcome measures; that data is not publicly available. Therefore, the Review Team 
considered alternative measures for those outcomes using publicly available data.  

The table provides a summary of the school’s performance toward meeting the measurable outcomes in 
its current charter. Analysis of Avance’s performance data is provided in Appendix 6. 

Summary Chart: Progress Toward Meeting the Measurable Outcomes Stated in the 2010-2015 Charter
Performance Goals Measureable Outcomes Outcome Met 

At least 90% of graduating Seniors enrolled at Avance since 9th grade will Unknown 
have successfully met UC/CSU a-g requirements. Avance did not provide sufficient data to 

College Entrance determine except for 2013-14; data not 
Requirements (a-g) Completion publicly available. Goal not met for 

Rates 2013-14. 

 Alternate Measure: At least 90% of graduating Seniors will successfully 
meet UC/CSU a-g requirements. 

Alternate Measure Met: No 

California High School Exit 
Exam (CAHSEE) Passage 

Rate 

At least 75% of 10th grade students enrolled at Avance since 6th grade will 
pass both parts of the CAHSEE beginning 2010-11. 

Unknown 
Avance did not provide data to 

determine; data not publicly available. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Summary Chart: Progress Toward Meeting the Measurable Outcomes Stated in the 2010-2015 Charter
Performance Goals Measureable Outcomes Outcome Met 

No 

Alternate Measure: At least 75% of Grade 10 students will pass both parts of 
the CAHSEE beginning 2010-11. 

NCLB Compliance Meet Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) goals as required by NCLB. No 

Academic Performance Index 
(API) 

Proficiency Rate (ELA) 

Proficiency Rate 
(Mathematics) 

English Learner (EL) 
Proficiency 

Meet the annual API growth target; achieve a minimum API score of 800. 

Increase combined number of students in grades 7 to 11 attaining the 
“proficient” performance level in ELA by 10% or meet the CDE established 

AMOs. 
Increase combined number of students in grades 7 to 11 attaining the 

“proficient” performance level in math by 10% or meet the CDE established 
AMOs. 

Maintain the EL reclassification rate by 15% annually. 

No 

No 

No 

No 

Graduation Rate Achieve a CDE calculated graduation rate of 90% by 2014. No 

Retention Rate 

Retention rate of students will be equal to or greater than resident schools 
(Franklin Sr. High and Burbank Middle). 

(Note: Continuous enrollment data from API School Demographic 
Characteristics was used; see Appendix 6) 

No 

WASC Accreditation Be fully WASC accredited by 2012. Yes 

Summary Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on Education Code 47607(b)(4)  

Based on the analysis of data presented above, the Review Team determined that there is not documented, 
clear and convincing data to show that Avance’s academic performance is at least equal to the schools it 
students would otherwise attend and the schools in the school district in which the charter school is 
located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school. 
The Review Team considered data submitted by the school and publicly available data, including 
Standardized Testing and Reporting data for 2011, 2012 and 2013. 

LACOE Review Process 

The Standard of Review is provided in Appendix 1 and is incorporated herein by reference.  

FINDINGS OF FACT
 

The staff findings of fact adhere to guidance established in the Education Code, California Code of 
Regulations, Title 5, LACOE Board Policy, Superintendent’s Administrative Regulations and other 
requirements of law. Words in italicized text indicate a direct reference to the language in these 
documents. 

Finding 1: The charter school does not meet one (1) of the five (5) academic performance criteria 
specified in EC 47607(b) necessary to be considered for renewal. 

The Review Team presented written findings of fact in this report with substantiating data in Appendixes 
2-6. Based on that information, Avance does not meet the statutory criteria to be considered for renewal. 

The staff report provides additional evidence that Avance has not demonstrated increases in academic 
performance for all students served by the school: the school’s Growth API declined from 2011 to 2013, 
Avance provided no evidence of increases in academic performance for 2013-14, and evidence for 2014-
15 shows that at most grade levels, students perform below grade level expectations. Additionally, 
Avance did not demonstrate that it made progress toward meeting the Measurable Pupil Outcomes stated 
in its current charter, except for obtaining WASC accreditation.  
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Finding 2: The petition provides an unsound educational program for students to be enrolled in the 
school. [EC 47605(b)(1)] 

5 CCR 11967.5.1(b)(3) states an educational program shall be considered unsound if the petition is for 
renewal…and either the charter school has not met the standards for renewal… or the…measurable pupil 
outcomes described  in the charter. 

1.	 As documented above, Avance has not met the minimum academic standards for renewal under EC 
47607(b).  

2.	 Avance only fully met one (1) of the 10 Measurable Pupil Outcomes stated in its current charter (as 
described above and in Appendix 5). While Avance states it met five (5) of its outcomes, the data and 
analysis presented in Appendix 5, indicate otherwise. 

Based on the guidance in state regulations, which were adopted by the County Board through its Policies 
and the Superintendent’s Administrative Regulations, the petition provides an unsound educational 
program for the students enrolled in the school. 

Finding 3: The petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program. [EC 
47605(b)(2)] 

5 CCR 11966.5(c) states, when considering a petition for renewal, [the authorizing entity] shall consider 
the past performance of the school’s academics, finances, and operation in evaluating the likelihood of 
future success, along with future plans for improvement, if any. 

Analysis of Past Performance: The following analysis provides an overview of the school’s performance 
during its 2010-2015 charter term along with any future plans provided by the school. 

Governance: Avance’s Governing Board (Avance Executive Board or “AEB”) is currently made up of 
six (6) members, including one of the AEB founding members and the school’s former Principal. The 
Board is composed of community members with expertise in areas such as real estate, law, finance and 
education. An annual calendar is approved by the AEB; however the school has a history of cancelling or 
rescheduling multiple meetings throughout the year. The chart below provides a history of the AEB 
meetings indicating the number of meetings not held in accordance to the annual schedule submitted to 
LACOE and the number of times materials and/or audio recordings were not submitted per the 
requirements of the Charter School Agreement (CSA) between Avance and LACOE. 

Avance Board Meeting History 2011 to 2014 
Year Regular Meetings Cancelled or Rescheduled Materials/Audio not Submitted or Submitted Late 

2011-12 6 of 8 (75%) 6 of 7 (85.7%) 
2012-13 2 of 4 (50%) 0 of 11 (100%) 
2013-14 5 of 7* (71%) 13 of 16 (81%) 

2014-15** 1 of 3 (33%) 5 of 6 (83%) 
*The 2 regular meetings held in on the scheduled dates were changed to “Special Meetings” due to the late posting of the agenda. 
**Through January 2015. 

Over the course of the current charter term, Avance received five (5) formal notices and multiple 
emails/phone calls regarding its failure to follow the Brown Act and/or comply with the CSA as it relates 
to Governing Board activities. 

There is no evidence the AEB received Brown Act training over the last two (2) years despite the fact that 
the school added four (4) new board members within that time. The CSA states that Brown Act training 
should be provided to all “governing board and administrative staff prior to the execution of any duties.”  

At the Capacity Interview, members of the AEB demonstrated an understanding of the general mission of 
the school and stated they had reviewed the contents of the renewal petition. However, it was discovered 
that contrary to the signed “Required Certification” statement on the petition submission form, the AEB 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

had not reviewed the Charter School Monitoring and Oversight Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 
posted on LACOE’s website. 

The Avance Executive Board has not conducted a formal evaluation of the Executive Director. This 
contradicts AEB’s statement that its main role is to “oversee the Executive Director.”  

A lack of Board oversight of its Executive Director is a significant concern due to the school’s long-
standing financial issues (see below) and multiple notices the school received over the last four (4) years 
documenting a lack of compliance with reporting requirements, routinely late submissions of required 
reports, and failure to submit its 2012-13 Annual Report to the County Board. 

SELPA Compliance: Avance is a part of the Los Angeles County Charter Special Education Local Plan 
Area (SELPA) and has increased its population of students with special needs from 35 to 49 since joining 
the SELPA. Annual CDE California Special Education Management Information System (CASEMIS) 
reports indicate the school meets compliance requirements for initial, annual and triennial Individual 
Education Plans (IEP) as well as demonstrating compliance with transition items. Special Education 
Expenditure Reports were submitted each year and the charter has met Maintenance of Effort (MOE). The 
current service delivery model is push in and pull out. The school has not had any CDE complaints or 
Office of Administrative Hearings (OAH) filings. 

Academic Performance and Reporting Compliance: In addition to the schools’ failure to meet its API 
and AYP goals, its API decline and its insufficient progress toward meeting the Measurable Pupil 
Outcomes in its current charter, Avance failed to implement and report academic progress using the 
interim assessments required under its current charter until this school year. Additionally, Avance 
received three (3) Notices of Concern Regarding Student Achievement during its current charter term. 

The school’s plan for future improvement lacks the focus and specificity necessary to effect improvement 
in student academic achievement. 

Accreditation. Avance received WASC accreditation in June 2013, nearly eight (8) years after it 
commenced operations. The Self-Study Visiting Committee, comprised of charter school administrators, 
made the following comments and recommendations in its report with regard to the school’s use of 
interim (benchmark) assessments, data and preparedness to implement Common Core standards:  

…The visiting committee finds that the school has created benchmark assessments via 
Data Director for each class, even the non-core classes such as Mandarin. 
Implementation of these benchmarks is new, so should remain a continued area of 
focus. There is specifically room to develop the data analysis cycle schoolwide, as it is 
unclear how the results are used systematically to drive instruction or intervention….  

…The school is using benchmark assessments to measure progress towards expected 
state standards outcomes for each department. However, the school lacks foresight in 
planning for a transition to the Common Core Standards and Smarter Balanced 
Assessments. The school has ESLRs which are possibly outdated; these ESLRs may 
need to be re-examined to connect better to align to the school’s unique purpose and/or to 
become more useable by staff and students, particularly as the school’s program has been 
refined and state standards are changing….  

…Centre and Data Director are used to collect student achievement data. Grade progress 
reports are shared with parents during Parent Conferences, with the addition of 
benchmark data from Data Director starting last year. Some teachers analyze Data 
Director reports quarterly; a thorough analysis of the use of this data to inform 
instruction is still needed. It is recommended that accountability in this area be 
increased, along with structured time and processes to ensure effective data analysis and 
planning occur systematically and schoolwide….  

Page 23 of 59 



 

 
 

  
 
 

 

  

 

 

  

  

 

 

 

  

  

 
 

  
 

 

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

…The school has developed an action plan to improve specific test scores for specific 
students and to enhance professional development efforts. However, the action plan is 
narrow and not very specific or strategic in scope. There is a clear need for a longer-
term strategic plan to drive professional development in the areas of assessment and 
instruction, especially as aligned to Common Core Standards and Smarter Balanced 
Assessments. The school should pick 2 or 3 specific areas of foci for professional 
development outcomes and should create a multi-year road map for rolling out specific 
initiatives which will drive more cohesive assessment and instruction practices 
schoolwide…. (Emphasis added) 

The findings of the WASC team corroborate observations and deficiencies identified by the Review Team 
stated in this report. It also provides an independent assessment of the observations and feedback 
provided to Avance during its current charter term through annual oversight visits.  

Reporting and Compliance. Avance did not submit its 2012-13 CELDT data to the state in time for it to 
be recorded; therefore, the school is not compliant with Title III reporting requirements. The school’s 
leadership team was unaware of its Title III consortium status at the Capacity Interview. The school stated 
it was a member of a consortium; however, official Title III records indicate it had exited the consortia in 
2013-14.  After the Capacity Interview, Avance informed LACOE that the school would be a member of 
a different consortium next year; however, the lead for that consortium informed LACOE that was not 
accurate. Avance later stated it would not seek Title III funds although the budget submitted with the 
renewal petition included Title III funding.   

Avance had several instances of state data reporting errors. While the petitioner describes these as “data 
anomalies,” the responsibility for reporting lies with the school. Prior to the public release of data, schools 
are provided a window for identifying and reporting errors. If a school fails to identify an error within the 
window provided, the data stands and cannot be changed. California Longitudinal Pupil Achievement 
Data System (CALPADS) provides training to schools on correct use of the data system and provides an 
“award” to schools that complete all the training modules. 

Similarly, Avance failed to have its ninth grade students take the science CST for several years. This 
resulted in the school’s scores being calculated as though the students performed Far Below Basic. The 
CST test administration manual informs schools of this outcome; it is incumbent on the school, which 
reports its test performance independent of LACOE, to be trained on all aspects of test administration.  

Given the various difficulties Avance has experienced regarding test administration and data reporting, 
including the inaccurate reporting of its a-g completion rate for multiple years, the Review Team has 
concerns about the school’s ability to accurately monitor and report the academic performance of its 
students. 

Additionally, Avance has not adequately monitored its staff for credentials and Tuberculosis (TB) 
clearance. LACOE has notified the school of these concerns.  

Facilities: In the first two (2) years of operation, Avance operated from the main campus and utilized 
various facilities before settling into its three (3) current sites.   

For the first two (2) years, the school did not provide a copy of the certificate of occupancy for each site 
quickly or consistently. After the material revision for facilities in June 2012 and June 2013, certificate of 
occupancy documents and leases were submitted and are currently on file. 

The school must verify the number of students/occupants allowed per school site according to the 
certificate of occupancy before assigning additional occupants.  

Over the past five (5) years, Avance has addressed facilities items identified in annual visits. Generally 
speaking, administrators take action. School staff maintains open and ongoing communication with 
LACOE Division of Facilities and Construction. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Improvements to facilities have been made over the years. 

Fiscal and Business Operations: Avance has a history of selling its receivables resulting in a high level 
of interest payments (see Table 1), lack of maintaining a reserve and difficulty stabilizing its facilities. 
The school operated at a deficit for the first four (4) years of its current charter term (see Table 2).  

Table 1 illustrates that Avance has used $1,955,060 in State and Federal funds the last five (5) years to 
support its operations. Avance has paid these funds to Charter School Capital, LLC and Pan American 
Bank for discounts, fees and interest. 

Table 1 
Fiscal Year Charter School Capital Pan AM (Interest Fee) Total 

2009-10 $175,499

2010-11 $210,047

2011-12 $227,359

2012-13 $255,449

2013-14 $207,669

2014-15 (Thru 2/2015) $77,730 

Total Payments $1,153,753 

 $19,744

 $99,138

 $137,081

 $148,009

 $194,096

$203,239 

$801,307 

 $195,243 

 $309,185 

 $364,440 

 $403,458 

 $401,765 

$280,967 

$1,955,060 

Table 2 illustrates the last five (5) years of Avance’s financial performance (2010 through 2014) through 
its Cash, Net Assets, Liabilities, Operating Results and Net Cash flow.  

Table 2 
Year of Operation Cash Net Assets Liabilities Operating Results Net Cash Flow 
2009-10 Year (1) $116,084 

2010-11 Year (2) $97,601 

2011-12 Year (3) $64,657 

2012-13 Year (4) $1,184 

2013-14 Year (5) $13,079 
Source: Annual independent audit reports (2011-2014) 

$728,474 

$(22,132) 
$(559,654) 
$(224,278) 
$284,858 

$1,610,549 

$2,514,432 

$2,609,058 

$2,590,502

$1,967,710 

$696,456 $(73,545) 
$(672,131) $(18,483) 
$(537,522) $(32,944) 

 $335,376 $(63,473) 
$509,136 $11,895 

Financial Stabilization Plan (FY 2012-13). At a meeting with the school held January 15, 2013, the 
LACOE Controller’s Office requested that Avance submit a Financial Stabilization Plan for Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2012-13. The plan submitted by Avance identified implementation of nine (9) corrective actions to 
restructure its current FY 2012-13 budget. Some of the actions stated in the plan were implemented. 

The plan included a 10% reduction of all salaries; however, FY 2012-13 Certificated Salaries increased 
by 19.66% and Classified Salaries increased by 37.91%.  

Table 3 illustrates that FY 2012-13 personnel (salary) expenditures increased by $385,638. Therefore, the 
corrective action plan submitted to LACOE was not fully implemented. Avance ended FY 2012-2013 
with $216,936 in additional operating expenditures from its prior year, along with a negative ending 
balance of ($224,278). 

Table 3 

Personnel Cost FY 2011-2012 FY 2012-2013 Difference 
Number of Personnel 

FY 11-12 
Number of Personnel FY 

12-13 
Certificated Salaries $1,103,160 $1,320,057 $216,897 27 28 

Classified Salaries $445,072 $613,813 $168,741 9 8 

Total Personnel $1,548,232 $1,933,870 $385,638 36 36 
Total Operating 

Expenditures(increase) 
$3,989,671 $4,206,607 $216,936 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Reporting and Compliance. While Avance currently submits timely and accurate monthly attendance 
reports and its 2014-15 bell schedule, calendar and instructional minutes meet the statutory requirements, 
its monthly financial reports are sometimes late. 

Capacity to Implement. Avance continues to demonstrate a lack of capacity with its fiscal planning for the 
future as described below: 

1.	 The petitioners have presented an unrealistic financial and operational plan for the proposed charter 
school. An unrealistic financial and operational plan is one to which there is evidence that any or all 
of the four (4) standards specified in state regulations are not met. Avance failed to meet three (3) of 
the standards as follows: 

A.	 In the area of administrative services, the charter or supporting documents do not adequately 
describe the structure for providing administrative services…that reflect an understanding of 
school business practices and expertise to carry out the necessary administrative services, or a 
reasonable plan and timeline to develop and assemble such practices and expertise. 

The selection procedure lacks detail of the bidding, selection and approval process. 

B.	 In the area of financial administration, the charter and supporting documents do not adequately: 

a.	 Include in the operational budget reasonable estimates of all anticipated revenues and 
expenditures necessary to operate the school, including, but not limited to, special education, 
based, when possible, on historical data from schools or school districts of similar type, size, 
and location. 

The petitioner’s budget does not sufficiently account for revenues, including revenues for 
Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF), and incorrectly includes Title III funding. The 
details are presented below. 

b.	 Present a budget that in its totality appears viable and over a period of no less than two years 
of operations provides for the amassing of a reserve equivalent to that required by law for a 
school district of similar size to the proposed charter school. 

The petitioners presented a budget, without the amassing of a reserve. The Review Team 
projected the required reserve per LACOE’s current MOU. The result was a negative cash 
position ending FY 2015-2016. 

To be fiscally solvent, the Budget Plan requires that the school (1) meet its enrollment 
projections and (2) meet its Average Daily Attendance (ADA) projections each year. Avance 
did not meet the enrollment projections (525) in its current charter yet projects expansion to 
625 students by 2020 of its proposed charter term. The petition does not provide an adequate 
plan that describes how the school intends to increase its enrollment. An analysis of the 
deficiencies of the Budget Plan is presented below. 

Budget Plan Deficiencies: 

	 Overstated LCFF revenues by approximately $441,512 over a 4 year period. 

	 No reserves as required by State Regulations and Board Policy. 

	 The Line of Credit (LOC) debt of $738,024 will mature on September 15, 2016, and 
carries an interest of 6.73%. However, LACOE has not received any documents from 
Avance indicating that Pan American Bank has extended or will renew the LOC. 

	 Title III Funding is included in the budget as potential revenues for four (4) years; 
however, Avance is not participating in a consortium and has not provided evidence of 
membership for the future. Without being a member of a consortium, a charter school is 
not eligible for Title III Funding. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

	 Each Fiscal Year Avance will have deficit spending in the first 5 months of operation, 
causing the school to sell future LCFF revenues (e.g., receivables). From July 1, 2014 to 
November 10, 2014, Avance completed eight (8) sales of its receivables through Charter 
School Capital, LLC. For fiscal year 2014-15, it sold receivables in the cumulative 
amount of $1,113,100. 

Table 4 provides a financial overview of Avance’s Net Income Projections and Ending Cash 
Balance for the first three (3) fiscal years of the proposed charter term. The positive Ending 
Cash Balance for FY 2 is contingent upon selling of account receivables. The positive Ending 
Cash Balance for FY 3 is contingent upon achieving the targeted ADA of 570. 

Table 4 
Budget Plan FY 2015-2016 FY 2016-2017 FY 2017-2018 

Net Income Projections $450,144 $757,562 $911,957 

Ending Cash Balance (Before 3% reserve) $(180,164) $302,413 $1,129,561 

Cash Balance (3% reserve Included) $(336,472) $135,078 $950,523 

Table 5 illustrates interest fees of $701,579 resulting from the sale of receivables to be paid 
to Charter School Capital, LLC in FY 1 through FY 3. 

Table 5 
Charter School Capital, LCC FY 2015-2016 FY 2016-2017 FY 2017-2018 

$ Not provided on Cash 
Sale of Receivables $2,245,000 $102,500* Flow analysis 

$193,068  (included in6.20% Loan Fee $310,318 $198,193 
Budget Forecast) 

Total Loan Fees (3) Year --- --- $701,579 
*Amount taken from Monthly cash flow/Budget FY 2016-2017. 

c.	 In the area of facilities, the charter and supporting documents do not adequately describe the 
types and potential location of facilities needed to operate the size and scope of educational 
program proposed in the charter.  

Neither the petition nor the supporting documents provide a facilities plan that will meet the 
needs of the school based on the projected enrollment that increases to 625 students by 2020. 
The school’s current facilities do not allow for that level of enrollment based on current 
certificates of occupancy. 

2.	 The petitioners personally lack the necessary background in… finance and/or business management, 
areas that are critical to the school’s success. Additionally, the petitioners do not have a plan to 
secure the services of individuals who have the necessary background in these areas as follows: 

The petitioner has demonstrated a lack of capacity in the area of finance and/or business management. 
The Executive Director has not demonstrated sufficient expertise in the areas of revenue generation, 
charter school financing (i.e., selling of accounts receivables, managing the Line of Credit Balance) 
or cost cutting measures to successfully operate a charter school.  

3.	 Additional Financial and Operational Concerns   

	 Avance will have to sell its FY 2015-2016, first quarterly state apportionment to meet its 
current fiscal year (2014-15) cash needs. 

	 Avance has been delinquent in making monthly lease payments to site 115 North Avenue 53, Los 
Angeles, California, the school’s main educational site.  

	 There are concerns regarding the appropriate expenditure of funds as documented through the 
school’s most recent Independent Audit Report (2013-14). Pertinent sections of the report are 
presented below in italicized text. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The Auditor states the opinion expressed in the report was presented fairly. The Auditor reported 
no negative findings for the Fiscal Year ending June 30, 2014; however, he identified one (1) 
finding from Fiscal Year ending 2011 that was not implemented (e.g., not corrected).  

Findings and Recommendations 
2011-01 City Terrace, LLC. Findings Category, 60000, Miscellaneous 
 City Terrace, LLC accessed the Academia Avance Pan American Bank Line of Credit and 

used the Line of Credit to pay property taxes in the amount of $58,519. 
The auditor’s recommendation included having City Terrace, LLC acknowledge ownership of the 
Pan American Bank Line of Credit funds owed and calculated interest on the $58,519. 
The report presents a positive Cash balance of $13,079 for the fiscal year 2013-14. It recorded 
Receivables of $293,494, against Payables of $1,967,710, and Net Current Asset of $284,858.  

16. Related Party Transactions 
 The School rents a house located at 129 N. Avenue 53, Los Angeles, California, adjacent 

to the physical location of the school. The 129 N. Avenue 53 house is owned by Mr. 
Mario Ceballos who was the past Director of Administration for the School whose 
contract ended June 30, 2008. The school pays no more than the mortgage payment and 
operating expense of the location. The house leasing agreement began on June 1, 2007, 
represents a payment of $3,200 per month, and continues until such time that either party 
chooses to terminate the agreement; however, it is the position of the School’s board, that 
at some time in the next two fiscal years, the house will be purchased by the School. 

 The School purchased 49% investment interest in City Terrace Limited Liability 
Company for $1.00 on June 18, 2010, Mr. Alvaro Banegas is the sole 51% owner of City 
Terrance Limited Liability Company. The School is the beneficiary of a line of credit loan 
from Pan American Bank in the amount of $1,000,000. The line of credit with Pan 
American Bank was entered into by Mr. Alvaro Banegas on behalf of the School, and the 
assets of the City Terrace Limited Liability Company were pledged as collateral for the 
line of credit. The Pan American Bank loan identifies that the loan is exclusive for the use 
of the School. The School did not pledge any of its own assets as collateral for the line of 
credit. The loan was approved by the School’s governing board. 

 The Avance Foundation was created on October 7, 2011 to support the educational 
outcomes of Avance Schools, doing business as Academia Avance (“the School”). On 
September 20, 2012, the Avance Foundation entered into an agreement with the 
Presbytery of San Gabriel to amend the facilities lease between the School and the 
Presbytery of San Gabriel. The Presbytery of San Gabriel has turned over management 
of the School’s leased property to Iglesias de la Comunidad, PC, and (USA) and has 
changed the name of the Lessor to Iglesias de la Comunidad, PC (USA). The Lease has 
also been amended from the School to the Avance Foundation. On September 20, 2012, 
the Avance Foundation entered into a lease with the School effective July 1, 2012 
through June 30, 2015. The lease payments from the School to the Avance Foundation 
are $20,000 per month and paid quarterly. 

17. Subsequent Events    
Events subsequent to June 30, 2014 have been evaluated by management through November 
10, 2014, the date at which Academia Avance Charter School’s audited financial statements 
were available to be issued. 
 Between July 1, 2014 and November 10, 2014, the School completed eight receivables 

sales through Charter School Capital, LLC, of fiscal year 2014-2015 receivables in the 
cumulative amount of $1,113,100. (Emphasis added) 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Finding 4: The petition does not contain an affirmation of all specified assurances. [EC 47605(b)(4); 
EC 47605(d)] 

1.	 While the petition states all required assurances, there is evidence in supporting documents (Student 
Handbook) that the school is not complying with the requirement of EC 47605(d), which prohibits 
charter schools from charging tuition. The handbook states that parents are required to fulfill 
volunteer hours. This comprises a form of tuition and a violation of state law. Guidance provided by 
the California Code of Regulations, Title 5, which has been adopted by the County Board and 
LACOE as its standard of review, states that any indication a charter school may not be complying 
with the affirmations and assurances indicates a failure to specify the requirement. 

2.	 The petition contains additional non-material deficiencies as follows:  

	 Assurance EC 47605(d)(2)(B) incorrectly states that the school will extend preference to students 
residing within LACOE. This statement needs to be revised to be compliant with law, which 
states the preference can be extended to pupils within the district in which the school is located 
(LAUSD). 

	 The petition does not spell out the requirements of EC 47605(d)(2)(B). Simply listing the EC is 
not adequate per state regulations adopted by LACOE. 

Finding 5: The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive description of all required 
elements. [EC 47605(b)(5)(A)-(P)] 

The Review Team has determined that 10 of the 16 required elements are not reasonably 
comprehensive. Additionally, there are specific deficiencies and/or necessary technical adjustments 
needed in three (3) additional elements. 

Element 1 (A)7: Description of the Educational Program. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The petition does not provide a sufficient description of the specific educational interests, 
backgrounds, or challenges of all student populations the school proposes to serve. 

	 It fails to identify the interests, background and challenges of these specific students groups to be 
served by the school (e.g., English Learners, low income and students with disabilities). 

	 It does not identify or describe the needs of foster youth, a population that must be addressed 
under Local Control Accountability Plan (LCAP) requirements. Therefore, the petition indicates 
the petitioner is not familiar with current requirements of law. 

	 It does not differentiate the needs of long-term English Learners in the secondary setting. The 
petition fails to describe the structured English Language Development (ELD) curriculum 
referenced in the school’s plan for future improvement. 

2.	 The petition does not adequately describe the curriculum…that will enable the school’s pupils to 
master the content standards for the four core curriculum areas. 

	 There is no mention of the social science curriculum to be implemented. The petition refers to the 
Common Core State Standards (CCSS) in Social Science, which do not exist at this time. The 
petition should be referencing CA State Standards for History-Social Science. 

	 The petition incorrectly states the school will purchase CCSS aligned science materials; materials 
should be aligned to Next Generation Science standards, not CCSS. 

7 Avance’s renewal petition uses letters that correlate to the sections of Education Code rather than numbers. Both 
number and letter references are included. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

	 The petition does not include a description of the ninth grade science course, Robotics. It is 
unclear if this course will be continued or what will be offered in its place. 

3.	 The petition provides an inadequate description of how the school will identify and respond to the 
needs of pupils who are not achieving at or above expected levels. 

	 It does not describe if or how interim assessments will be utilized to support and modify 
instruction for students. This is of particular concern given Avance’s history of academic 
performance and Program Improvement status. 

While Avance has written several Student Achievement Plans to address its failure to meet state 
and/or federal goals, the plans have not resulted in increased student academic achievement as 
demonstrated by the school’s API decline. 

Further, its own reporting of MAP results for 2014-15 indicate students at most grade levels are 
performing two (2) years below grade level. The purpose of an interim assessment system is to 
identify deficiencies so remediation plans can be put into effect. The petition fails to describe how 
Avance will use its interim assessment system to meet the needs of students who are not 
achieving at grade level. 

	 The description of Response to Intervention (RTI) does not provide for immediate interventions 
within the school day. It indicates Level 2 support is based primarily on after school tutoring and 
repetition of courses (through Acellus online courses) after a student has failed. Relegating 
services to an after school program is not an appropriate delivery model as it does not guarantee 
that all student will have access. Further, waiting until a student fails a course before providing 
intervention is not timely. 

Additionally, the petition describes Level 3 support as special education services; levels 1-3 of 
RTI are not special education functions. 

	 The petition states the use of Acellus is key to the school’s blended learning and intervention 
programs and that the funding is based upon a grant; however, there is no indication as to the 
length of the grant or how the school intends to fund the program when the grant ends. 

4.	 The petition lacks an adequate description of how the charter school will meet the needs of Students 
with Disabilities, English learners, students achieving substantially above or below grade level 
expectations, and other special student populations. 

Deficiencies regarding the educational program for students with disabilities: 

The following deficiencies are significant due to the school’s failure to demonstrate academic 
achievement for its Students with Disabilities during its current charter term. In 2013, Avance’s 
Growth API for Students with Disabilities was 408, lower than all of its resident and comparable 
district schools, below those of other student populations served by Avance, and far below the state’s 
minimum goal of 800.  

	 The description of the special education program is limited to providing services through a 
Resource Specialist Program (RSP). The petition fails to describe how the needs of students who 
qualify for other placements will be met. The school must ensure that students can access a full 
range of placement options.     

	 The petition incorrectly states that Students with Disabilities who do not pass the CAHSEE are 
only eligible to receive a Certificate of Completion. Current laws state that students with an 
Individualized Education Plan (IEP) who take, but do not pass, the CAHSEE are eligible for a 
High School Diploma. 

Deficiencies regarding the educational program for English Learners: 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The following deficiencies are significant due to the decline in AYP proficiency rates in English-
Language Arts for this population.  In 2010, English Learners demonstrated a 31.9% proficiency rate; 
in 2013, the proficiency rate was 10.8%. (Source: DataQuest Adequate Yearly Progress Report 
retrieved 4-2-15) 

	 The petition and supporting documents do not describe how the school will ensure that English 
Learners receive targeted ELD instruction. All students are assigned the same Language Arts 
course based on grade level; there is no evidence of a separate ELD course for English learners at 
the high school as described in the Avance English Learner Master Plan. 

	 It does not provide for ELD instruction during the school day for grades 9-12. The petition states 
English Learner level 1 and 2 students may receive additional support after school; relegating 
services to an after school program is not an appropriate delivery model as it does not guarantee 
that the students will receive ELD. 

	 There is no monitoring system to track reclassified English Learners. AYP proficiency rate data 
for English-Language Arts for English Learners shows growth has declined. 

Deficiencies regarding the educational program for students achieving above grade level: 

There is no description of how the school will meet the needs of students achieving above grade level. 

	 There is no description of how the school will identify and meet the needs of students achieving 
above grade level. The petition lists several programs, such as Project-based learning and 
integrated curriculum, but it does not adequately describe how these programs are designed to 
specifically meet the needs of high achieving students. These programs can be used with all 
student groups.   

	 Avance has no AP courses authorized by the College Board for 2012-13, 2013-14 or 2014-15. 
This penalizes Avance students when GPAs are calculated, because passing a College Board 
approved AP course carries a higher GPA value to the student. In comparison, Avance’s resident 
high schools have between 7 and 22 College Board approved courses (Source: 
http://apcourseaudit.epiconline.org/ledger/school.php retrieved 4/1/15).  

	 The list of a-g courses on UC Doorways indicates a limited number of options for students to 
meet this college entrance requirement. Only two (2) honors and two (2) AP courses have been 
approved by the University of California. The lack of rigorous coursework and enrichment 
opportunities was noted in the WASC report as a critical area for follow-up by the school.  

Additional deficiencies: 

	 There is no description of how the school will meet the needs of Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged Students (SED) or Foster Youth. 

The petition states that data indicates Avance has been meeting the needs of SED students; 
however, a review of Growth API data shows a decline in academic achievement for this student 
group. Additionally, Avance’s 2013 AYP proficiency rate for this student group was 36.5%, which 
is well below established targets and lower than all of Avance’s resident schools. 

5.	 The petition does not adequately describe the school’s special education plan; this is of particular 
concern considering the school’s low academic performance for this student population during the 
current charter term. 

	 The petition states Child Find responsibilities are limited to new students. This is not compliant 
with state and federal law. The Child Find responsibility is applicable to all students, regardless 
of the term of enrollment. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

	 It incorrectly states that if an IEP is conducted without SELPA representation, the charter will be 
responsible for quality and costs of the program. Avance is a member of Los Angeles County 
(LAC) Charter SELPA; therefore, it operates as its own Local Educational Agency (LEA). As its 
own LEA, the school is responsible for providing a free and appropriate public education 
irrespective of the SELPA’s participation in the IEP. 

6.	 The petition provides an inadequate description of annual goals, for all pupils and for each subgroup 
of pupils identified pursuant to Section 52052, to be achieved in the state priorities, as described in 
subdivision (d) of Section 52060, that apply for the grade levels served, or the nature of the program 
operated, by the charter school, and specific annual actions to achieve those goals. 

	 It fails to describe annual goals for pupils and for each subgroup of pupils. There is no mention of 
Foster Youth, indicating a lack of familiarity with laws implemented since the charter was last 
authorized. 

	 The stated goals for student achievement (e.g., proficiency in Language Arts and Mathematics) 
and strategies to achieve these goals all relate staff actions, not to the achievement of students. 
Staff actions such as ordering materials and professional development cannot be used to 
measure student proficiency in English-Language Arts and Mathematics. Also, in several 
areas, listed strategies do no align with information in the “timeline/evidence” section. 

7.	 The bell schedule, proposed school calendar, and the instructional minutes by grade level do not 
meet minimum standards required by law. 

	 The schedule for grade 12 does not meet the minimum instructional minute requirement of 
64,800; it is short by 1,095 minutes. The petition states the reduced instructional minutes are 
allowable under EC 46201.2; however, this law becomes inoperative July 1, 2015. Since the 
petition is for a charter term commencing July 1, 2015, the petition should have been written in 
accordance with laws in effect for 2015-16 and beyond. The lack of familiarity with this area of 
law is of particular concern since Avance was previously required to provide compensatory 
instructional minutes in lieu of returning apportionment due to a shortfall in instructional minutes.  

	 There is a discrepancy on the total Work Experience Education (WEE) program minutes listed in 
Petition Appendix G. It states 10,290 WEE minutes per student for 49 days on page 1, while on 
page 4 it states 5,145 minutes.  

	 The narrative and bell schedule for Avance House period for grades 6 and 7 is not consistent. On 
page 57 it states Avance House takes place during the first 20 minutes of the day and 37 minutes 
at the last period (total of 57 minutes); on page 60 it states 40 minutes; and the bell schedule has 
42 minutes. 

	 Passing times presented on the bell schedules for grades 8 through 12 are not equal. The first 
passing time is 10 minutes and the rest of the day the passing time is 5 minutes for grades 8 to 
12. By law, passing times must be of equal duration and no greater than 10 minutes each.  

Element 2 (B): Measurable Pupil Outcomes. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The petition does not adequately specify skills, knowledge, and attitudes that reflect the school’s 
educational objectives and can be assessed, at a minimum, by objective means that are frequent and 
sufficiently detailed enough to determine whether pupils are making satisfactory progress. 

	 The petition does not commit to measurable and objective subject matter goals; therefore, there is 
no way to determine whether the goals are met. Subject matter competencies are listed as 
“Examples” or “Suggested.”  
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

	 The criteria used to redesignate English Learners are not specified, and there are no benchmarks 
to reflect annual growth. The goal remains 15% throughout the term of the charter; the same goal 
as in the previous charter. 

	 Goals for grade 10 CAHSEE pass rates are below the school’s current performance levels and do 
not show on-going efforts to improve student achievement. This is a significant deficiency given 
the school’s failure to demonstrate adequate AYP performance (which relies on CAHSEE 
performance) during its current charter term. 

	 It does not explain how the school will “monitor and assist that EL meet academic targets.” It is 
unclear what will be monitored, how often it will take place or who is responsible. 

	 There is no information regarding how the success of the Life Prep and Test Prep courses will be 
assessed. 

2.	 The petition does not adequately specify how it is intended that the frequency of objective means of 
measuring pupil outcomes will occur in all subject areas and for all student groups.  

It states that Special Education students will be monitored every quarter; this does not allow for 
timely interventions. This is of particular concern due to the underperformance of this student group 
during the current charter term. 

3.	 Several measureable outcomes are written in such a manner that they cannot be verified by the 
authorizing entity and do not align with the way data is presented on the SARC. For example, the 
qualifier on CAHSEE passage rates of “students who have been enrolled at Avance since 6th grade” 
is not aligned to how data is reported in CDE’s DataQuest. Avance has this outcome in its current 
charter and has not provided any data to demonstrate whether the school has met the goal. Goals must 
be objective, observable and measurable to be reasonably comprehensive; this goal is not. 

4.	 Pupil outcomes do not align with the state priorities, as described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060, 
that apply for the grade levels served, or the nature of the program operated, by the charter school. 

The petition fails to meet LCAP requirements8 in several ways: 

	 It does not include growth goals in several areas: graduation rate, middle school drop-out rate, 
chronic absenteeism and high school drop-out rate. 

	 Goals for parent involvement do not include “decision-making” roles for parents as required. 
They focus on parent attendance at conferences, workshops or trainings. 

Element 3 (C): Method for Measuring Pupil Progress. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The petition does not describe assessment tools that are appropriate to the skills, knowledge, or 
attitudes being assessed, including, at minimum, tools that employ objective means of assessment 
consistent with the measurable pupil outcomes. 

	 It fails to describe how several of the assessment tools listed (e.g., the Diagnostic Online Reading 
Assessment) will be used to differentiate instruction or evaluate the school’s instructional 
program. 

	 It does not describe how the school will measure progress towards achieving its “life-long 
learning” and “interpersonal skills” goals. 

2.	 The method for measuring student progress does not include the annual assessment results from 
required statewide testing. 

8 Neither the authorizing entity nor the County Office of Education has the authority to evaluate a charter school’s LCAP. 
However, the authorizing entity does have the authority to ensure that the charter petition, which mirrors the LCAP in content, is 
compliant with law. Avance’s renewal petition fails in this regard. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The petition incorrectly states that API and AYP goals are not applicable. While the tests used to 
measure performance have been changed, API goals remain applicable to all California public 
schools and AYP applies to all schools accepting federal funds. 

3.	 The petition fails to establish baseline of performance for its goals. Given the school is currently in 
operation, goals should be based on current levels of performance with an aspiration for future 
improvement or maintenance. The school failed to specify its current level of performance; therefore, 
it will not be possible to determine whether growth is made over the term of the charter.  

4.	 The plan for…reporting data on pupil achievement to…pupils’ parents and guardians is not 
sufficient. 

The petition states that progress reports and report cards are issued twice a year. This is not adequate 
notice to parents regarding progress at the secondary level. Parents must be provided ample notice 
that a student is in danger of failing prior to the issuance of a final grade. 

Element 4 (D): Governance Structure. Reasonably comprehensive with specific deficiencies 

1.	 The petition lacks evidence that the school’s governing board has adopted internal controls policies 
to prevent fraud, embezzlement, and conflict of interest and ensures the implementation and 
monitoring of those policies. 

It states that the Board will have final and full legal and fiduciary responsibility for Avance but such 
statements are vague and generic. Specific evidence of internal controls is not present in the 
governance structure. 

2.	 The petition does not ensure there will be active and effective representation of interested parties, 
including…parents. 

	 The function of the Avance Advisory Board is unclear. The petition does not provide a clear 
description of this entity’s role in decision making. 

	 The school does not have a School Site Council (SSC) which is a requirement for receiving 
federal funding. The school states that the Avance Parent Advisory Committee serves this 
purpose; however, this parent committee does not have the required composition to function as a 
SSC. Additionally, the Avance Parent Advisory Committee is not a decision making body, but 
rather a receiver of information from the school. A SSC is a decision-making body with regard to 
the expenditure of federal funds. It is clear the school does not have an adequate understanding of 
the current requirements of law regarding the composition and function of the SSC, leaving the 
school at risk under Federal Program Monitoring requirements. 

	 The organizational chart indicates the Parent Advisory Committee is under the Advisory Board, 
not the Executive Board. This configuration does not provide parents with access to the Executive 
Board to provide input. 

Element 5 (E): Employee Qualifications. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The petition fails to include an organizational chart in which the categories of employees and 
described reporting structures are accurately reflected. 

	 It does not define which employees are included in “Auxiliary academic staff” or “Administrative 
and operations staff.” 

	 There is a job description for a “Counselor,” but the position is not identified in Avance's 
Organizational Chart. 

2.	 It does not identify those positions that the charter school regards as key in each category and specify 
the additional qualifications expected of individuals assigned to those positions. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The petition does not include job descriptions for many positions listed in the school’s Organizational 
chart. Key administrative positions (including Director of Instruction, Support and Student 
Achievement, Director of Student Affairs, Dean and Student Services Coordinator) are not included 
in the petition. 

3.	 The petition does not specify that all requirements for employment set forth in applicable provisions 
of law will be met, including, but not limited to credentials as necessary. 

	 It does not specify which teaching positions will require credentials from the California 
Commission on Teacher Credentialing. This deficiency is significant because Avance has had a 
history of failing to provide adequate on-going monitoring of teacher credentialing. 

	 There is no indication that the school will require English Learner authorizations for its teaching 
staff. 

	 The job description for Counselor does not comply with EC 49406. It states the individual must 
pass a TB test “within 4 years of employment and if deemed necessary by the school, every 4 
years after that” (emphasis added). EC requires the initial TB test to have been given within 60 
days of employment (prior to) and every four (4) years thereafter. The school does not have 
discretion regarding the necessity to retest. This deficiency is significant because Avance has a 
history of inadequate monitoring of its employees with regard to TB testing.  

Element 6 (F): Health and Safety Procedures. Reasonably comprehensive with specific deficiencies 

1.	 The petition does not specify that it will require immunization of pupils as a condition of school 
attendance to the same extent as would apply if the pupils attended a non-charter public school (5 
CCR 11967.5.1 (f)(6)(C)). 

2.	 The petition fails to meet the TB testing requirement of EC 49406 as it does not state that employees 
shall be required to undergo TB testing at least once each four years. 

Element 7 (G): Means to Achieve a Reflective Racial and Ethnic Balance. Not reasonably 
comprehensive 

1.	 The racial and ethnic demographic information provided in the petition does not reflect the racial and 
ethnic composition of the general population residing within the territorial jurisdiction of the school 
district in which the charter will be located. 

Racial and ethnic demographic information is provided only for the community surrounding the 
school (northeast Los Angeles) and northeast Los Angeles Area High Schools (Franklin, Wilson and 
Lincoln), which is not broad enough to determine whether Avance reflects the district as a whole.  

Additionally, the petition does not provide benchmarks that measure whether the applicant pool is 
reflective of the district. 

The following chart, compiled by the Review Team, compares the demographic composition of 
students enrolled in LAUSD (grades 6-12) and Avance (grades 6-12) in 2013-14 using the 
demographic categories and data utilized by the CALPADS as reported by DataQuest.  
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2013-14 Enrollment Data by Ethnicity for LAUSD and Avance 

Race or Ethnicity 
LAUSD (6-12) Avance (6-12) 

Number Enrolled % of Enrollment # Enrolled % of Enrollment 
White, Not Hispanic 28.383 8.32 0 --

African American, Not Hispanic 32,015 9.39 0 --
American Indian or Alaska Native, Not Hispanic 1,310 0.38 0 --

Asian, Not Hispanic 12,639 3.71 0 --
Pacific Islander, Not Hispanic 1,199 0.35 0 --

Filipino, Not Hispanic 8,319 2.44 0 --
Not Reported 5,368 1.57 9 1.8 

Two or More Races, Not Hispanic 554 0.16 0 --
Hispanic or Latino of any Race 251,281 73.67 483 98.2 

Totals 341,068 100 492 100 

Source: CALPADS as reported by CDE, Educational Demographics Unit, DataQuest; Data as of 3-24-2014. Retrieved 3-17-15 from  
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest 

Percent of enrollment at Avance is higher than LAUSD for Hispanic or Latino students of any Race and 
lower than LAUSD for all other ethnic groups. While the charter petition states the school will work 
towards achieving a racial and ethnic balance reflective of the general population residing within 
LAUSD, it has not provided any specific plans to meet the requirements of EC 47605(b)(5)(G). 

Element 8 (H): Admission Requirements. Reasonably comprehensive with specific deficiencies 

1.	 The stated preferences are not compliant with EC 47605(d)(2)(B). No preference is given for students 
residing within the district. The preference for students residing in the same household is not well 
defined and may not be in compliance with the law which allows for siblings to receive preference. 

2.	 The process for conducting the lottery is not clearly defined and observable. It is unclear who will 
conduct the drawing, where it will be held or how parents will be notified of their selection through 
the lottery process. 

3.	 The signature requirement on the “Lottery Inscription Form” may prevent some students from 
accessing enrollment at Avance; the form requires parents to sign that they must meet inscription 
requirements. However, the requirements are not stated on the form.  

4.	 The petition states that interested students and parents/guardians “are expected to attend information 
session” as a part of the application process. This requirement may be discriminatory towards 
students who are unable to attend themselves (or with their parents/guardians). 

Element 9 (I): Annual Independent Financial Audits. Not reasonably comprehensive 

The petition does not contain specific information necessary to be considered reasonable comprehensive 
as it fails to include the following required statements: 

	 The audit will be conducted by an auditor from the list of approved by the State Controller’s 
Office. 

	 The auditor/firm shall be hired by the Avance Board. 

	 How financial reporting to the chartering agency would be carried out under the requirements of 
EC 47604.33. 

Avance was informed of the requirements prior to submitting its renewal petition. 

Element 10 (J): Suspension and Expulsion Procedures. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The petition’s preliminary list…of the offenses for which students must…or may…be suspended or 
expelled in non-charter public schools contains the following deficiencies: 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

	 The list of suspendable offenses does not indicate which offenses result in mandatory suspensions 
and which are discretionary. 

	 It lists mandatory expellable offenses, but does not provide separate lists for discretionary 
expellable offenses. 

	 It does not address bullying or cyber-bullying. A policy regarding bullying and the process for 
reporting and investigating occurrences is required under Assembly Bill 9. Failure to address this 
requirement indicates the school is not familiar with current requirements of law. 

2.	 The procedures by which pupils can be suspended or expelled are inadequate and may lead to 
violations of student’s due process rights. 

	 No timeline is provided for parent notification under the suspension appeals process. 

	 It is not specified whether parents and/or administrators are able to address the Avance Executive 
Board directly in suspension appeals. 

	 The petition states suspension appeals and expulsion hearings are heard by the “Avance Advisory 
Board.” However, there is no information regarding who sits on this Board and what type of 
training or experience they have in relation to student discipline matters. It was stated at the 
Capacity Interview that parents are a part of this Board, which may result in a Federal Education 
Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) violation for students whose conduct is in question. 

	 There is no process for appealing an expulsion. 

	 No information is provided regarding the placement of an expelled student. The responsibility 
appears to be placed on the student and parent/guardian to find placement within their district or 
county of residence. 

3.	 The petition lacks evidence that in preparing the lists of offenses…the petitioners reviewed the lists of 
offenses that apply to students attending a non-charter school. 

	 The lists provided are not aligned with current education codes, indicating the school is not 
familiar with the current requirements of law. 

	 No information is provided regarding the procedures that must be followed in dealing with an 
expulsion regarding Homeless or Foster Youth. 

4.	 The petition fails to outline how detailed policies and procedures regarding suspension and expulsion 
will be developed and periodically reviewed. 

Element 11 (K): STRS, PERS, and Social Security. Not reasonably comprehensive 

The petition does not clearly identify the retirement system to be used by certificated staff. It states full 
time certificated staff will participate in STRS, but makes no definitive statement regarding part-time 
certificated staff. The petition must make a definitive statement for all members of each category of 
employee to meet the criteria LACOE established with STRS. If the school participates in STRS for its 
full-time certificated employees, its part-time certificated employees must be similarly covered. 

Additionally, the statement “Staff at Avance will participate in the federal social security system” is not 
sufficiently clear as “staff” can refer to certificated or non-certificated staff.  

Avance was apprised of the standard of review prior to submitting its renewal petition. 

Element 12 (L): Public School Attendance Alternatives. Reasonably comprehensive 

Element 13 (M): Post-Employment Rights of Employees. Reasonably comprehensive 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Element 14 (N): Dispute Resolution Procedures. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1.	 The dispute resolution process does not state that this process will be used for “any dispute.” It is 
limited to disputes arising out of or relating to the charter agreement, or the breach thereof. 

2.	 The petition fails to state that any time that LACOE believes the dispute relates to an issue that could 
lead to revocation of the charter school, both parties will no longer be subject to this process 
(LACOE AR 0420.4). 

3.	 It does not include the following statement, as required by LACOE. 

The County Board may proceed immediately with the revocation procedures as set forth 
in law and stated below if it believes the charter school: 

(a) Committed a material violation of any of the conditions, standards, or procedures 
set forth in the charter. 

(b) Failed to meet or pursue any of the pupil outcomes identified in the charter. 

(c) Failed to meet generally accepted accounting principles, or engaged in fiscal 
mismanagement. 

(d) Violated any provision of law. 

Avance was informed of this requirement prior to submitting its renewal petition. 

4.	 There is a conflict in the timeline for initiating mediation. Page 190 states both “Mediation 
proceedings shall commence within 60 days from the date of the Issue Conference.” and “Mediation 
proceedings shall commence within 60 days from the date the Written Notification was tendered.” 
This discrepancy may lead to due process violations. 

Element 15 (O): Exclusive Public Employer. Reasonably comprehensive 

Element 16 (P): Closure Procedures. Not reasonably comprehensive 

The petition fails to include an adequate description of the specific procedures required under EC 
47605(b)(5)(P) and 5 CCR 11962. 

1.	 It does not ensure students will be able to obtain records necessary to transfer to other 
schools/colleges and/or document their residence, because it (1) does not specify the information to 
be included in the closure notification required under 5 CCR 11962(b) or the manner in which parents 
(guardians) may obtain copies of pupil records, including specific information on completed courses 
and credits that meet graduation requirements; and (2) closure procedures do not address how the 
school will handle the transfer and maintenance of state assessment results, any special education 
records or personnel records in accordance with applicable law as required by law. 

2.	 It could result in financial concerns for the school and/or authorizer because (1) the description of the 
final audit fails to address the specific requirements of the audit and presents a timeline that is not 
aligned to the regulations; (2) the disposal of net assets does not address the return of any grant funds 
or donated items; and (3) it fails to provide a description regarding the completion and filing of any 
annual reports required pursuant to Education Code section 47604.33. 

3.	 Failure of the petition to specify explicit requirements of law can also result in a dispute between the 
school and the authorizer thereby hindering orderly closure regardless of the reason. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Finding 6: The petition does not satisfy all of the Required Assurances of Education Code section 
47605(c), (e) through (j), (l), and (m). 

Standards, Assessments and Parent Consultation. Meets the condition 

Employment is Voluntary. Not applicable; not a conversion charter 

Pupil Attendance is Voluntary. Not applicable; not a conversion charter 

Effect on the Authorizer and Financial Projections. Does not provide the necessary evidence 

The petition does not provide the necessary evidence in the area of facilities, fiscal and business 
operations. 

1.	 It does not provide the manner in which the administrative services of the school are to be provided.  

The petition does not identify or provide a copy of contracts and/or Memorandum of Understanding 

with Charter School Capital, LLC or City Terrace, LLC, both of which provide funds to Avance.  


During the Capacity Interview, the petitioner was asked to provide copies of the specific agreements
 
or contracts. As of April 8, 2015, LACOE had not received the following: 


 Financial reports for City Terrace, LLC. 


 The repayment schedule for the $738,024 Line of Credit with Pan American Bank was submitted; 

however, no supporting documentation was submitted from Pan American Bank acknowledging 
that the Debt Modification Agreement will be extended passed September 2016. 

 The lease agreement between Iglesias de la Comunidad, PC (USA) and The Avance Foundation. 

2.	 The petitioners shall also provide financial statements that include a proposed first-year operational 
budget, including startup costs, and cash-flow and financial projections for the first three years of 
operation. 

The necessary financial statements were included but are deficient as identified in Finding 2. 

3.	 The petition does not provide the necessary evidence in the area of potential civil liabilities that could 
affect the authorizer.  

The numerous deficiencies identified in this report create potential civil liability for the County 
Board. The County Board is on notice that the school does not demonstrate adequate academic 
performance, does not have a strong financial position, and the petition does not fully comply with 
the requirements of law. This will impact the County Board’s oversight and monitoring obligations. 

Preference to Academically Low Performing Students. Not applicable to a renewal petition. 

Teacher Credentialing Requirement. Does not meet the condition 

See Element 5 (E). 

Transmission of Audit Report. Meets the condition 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Appendix 1 
Los Angeles County Office of Education Standard of Review 

Review Criteria: The Los Angeles County Office of Education (LACOE) Charter School Review Team 
(Review Team) considered the petition according to the requirements of the EC and other pertinent laws, 
guidance established in 5 CCR, County Board Policy (BP) and Superintendent’s Administrative 
Regulations (AR). 9 

LACOE has adopted the petition review criteria established in 5 CCR 11967.5.1(a-g) except where 
LACOE determined that the regulations provide insufficient direction or where they are not applicable 
because the structure or responsibility of the County Board and LACOE differ from those of the State 
Board of Education (SBE) and the California Department of Education (CDE). In these instances, 
LACOE developed its own (local) review criteria or added criteria to those developed by CDE to reflect 
the needs of the County Board as the authorizer and LACOE as the monitoring and oversight agency. 

Reasonably Comprehensive: In addition to the regulatory guidance that specifies the components of 
each required element, 5 CCR 11967.5.1(g) states a “reasonably comprehensive” description of the 
required petition elements shall include, but not be limited to, information that: 

1.	 Is substantive and is not, for example, a listing of topics with little elaboration. 

2.	 For elements that have multiple aspects, addresses essentially all aspects of the elements, not just 
selected aspects. 

3.	 Is specific to the charter petition being proposed, not to charter schools or charter petitions 
generally. 

4.	 Describes, as applicable among the different elements, how the charter school will: 

a.	 Improve pupil learning. 

b.	 Increase learning opportunities for its pupils, particularly pupils who have been identified as 
academically low achieving. 

c.	 Provide parents, guardians, and pupils with expanded educational opportunities. 

d.	 Hold itself accountable for measurable, performance based pupil outcomes. 

e.	 Provide vigorous competition with other public school options available to parents, guardians, 
and students. 

Reasonably Comprehensive with Deficiencies: An element may be reasonably comprehensive but lack 
specific critical information or contain an error important enough to warrant correction. These elements 
are described as “reasonably comprehensive” with a specific “deficiency” or “deficiencies.” Correcting 
the deficiency or deficiencies would not be a material revision (as defined in statute and County Board 
Policy) to the charter. 

Technical Adjustments: Three (3) circumstances may require a “technical adjustment” to the petition: 

1.	 Adjustments necessary to reflect the County Board as the authorizer. These adjustments are necessary 
because the petition was initially submitted to a local district and contains specific references to 
and/or language required by that district and/or the petition does not reflect the structure of the 
County Office. 

9 Words in italics indicate a direct reference to the language in these documents. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2.	 Adjustments needed to bring the petition current with changes made to law since the petition was 
submitted. This includes adjustments necessary to comply with the Charter School Act effective 
July 1, 2013, as the result of Assembly Bill (AB) 97 (Local Control Funding Formula).  

3.	 Adjustments necessary to address clerical errors or inconsistencies where making the adjustment 
would not be a material revision (as defined in statute and County BP) to the charter. 

Affirmations and Assurances: The petition shall contain a clear, unequivocal affirmation of each 
requirement, not a general statement of intention to comply. Neither the charter nor any of the supporting 
documents shall include any evidence that the charter will fail to comply with the conditions described in 
EC section 47605(c-f, l and m). 

Reviewers: The Review Team included staff from the Controller’s Office, Facilities and Construction, 
Risk Management, Curriculum and Instruction, Special Education, Student Support Services, Human 
Resources, the Office of General Counsel, and the Division of Accountability, Support and Monitoring, 
including the Charter School Office. 

Scope of Review: Findings are based on a review of the submitted renewal petition and supporting 
documents, information obtained through the Capacity Interview and other communications with the 
petitioners and representatives of the school, and other publicly available information.  

Legislative Intent: The Review Team considered whether the petition complies with EC 47601 of the 
Charter Schools Act, which states: 

It is the intent of the Legislature, in enacting this part, to provide opportunities for 
teachers, parents, pupils, and community members to establish and maintain schools that 
operate independently from the existing school district structure, as a method to 
accomplish all of the following: 

(a) Improve pupil learning. 

(b) Increase learning opportunities for all pupils, with special emphasis on expanded 
learning experiences for pupils who are identified as academically low achieving. 

(c) Encourage the use of different and innovative teaching methods. 

(d) Create new professional opportunities for teachers, including the opportunity to be 
responsible for the learning program at the school site. 

(e) Provide parents and pupils with expanded choices in the types of educational 
opportunities that are available within the public school system. 

(f)	 Hold the schools established under this part accountable for meeting measurable 
pupil outcomes, and provide the schools with a method to change from rule-based to 
performance-based accountability systems.  
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Appendix 2 

API and AYP Measures 


Weighted 3-Year Average API Data 

2012-13 Weighted 3-Year Average API: Avance and Resident Schools 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment Schoolwide 

3 Year 
Growth 

Hispanic 
or Latino 

Socio-
economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Burbank Middle (6-8) 32.2 757 +124 750 756 666 542 

Nightingale Middle (6-8) 2.3 742 +43 697 742 668 610 

Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 2.7 728 +73 673 720 573 461 

Avance (6-12) -- 706 -18 706 705 595 381 
Irving Middle (6-8) 2.3 705 +29 688 704 612 505 

Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 47.9 687 +53 678 685 589 463 

Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 6.5 669 +74 618 669 586 461 

Source: DataQuest API (3-Year Average API School Report) retrieved 3-16-15. 

2012-13 Weighted 3-Year Average API: Avance and Comparable District Schools 

School: (Grades) Schoolwide 

Weighted 3-Year Average API by Student Group 

Hispanic or 
Latino 

Socio-
economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 869 864 866 851 548 

PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 830 828 827 769 587 

Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 820 801 788 725 607 

Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 812 804 804 707 726 

PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 798 796 795 772 638 

W.H. Taft Charter High (9-12) 773 712 739 595 505 

New Designs Charter (6-12)* 755 765 754 765 --

Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 753 754 753 649 --

Northridge Academy High (9-12) 753 727 741 646 599 

Hollywood Senior High (9-12) 751 743 754 620 455 

Fairfax Senior High (9-12) 744 716 740 635 502 

Chatsworth Charter High (9-12)* 722 682 704 597 498 

San Pedro Sr High (9-12) 714 696 691 602 503 

Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 708 704 708 663 474 

Avance (6-12) * 706 706 705 595 381 
Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 692 693 691 643 --

Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

PUC Early College Academy for Leaders/Scholars (9-12)* ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance based on Public Records Request data supplied by CDE to Avance. 
*Indicates direct funded charter school. 
--Indicates student group did not have a valid API score for 2011, 2012 and/or 2013; therefore a 3-year average could not be calculated. 
^ 3-year average API not available for this school. 
Source: DataQuest (3-Year Average API School Report, School Demographic Characteristics) retrieved 12-16-14. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2013 Growth API  Data 

2012-13 Growth API Scores: Avance and Resident Schools 

School (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

School-
wide 

Hispanic or 
Latino 

Socio-
economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 

Students 
with 

Disabilities 
Statewide 

Rank 

Similar 
Schools 

Rank 

Burbank Middle (6-8) 32.2 786 780 786 637 619 5 8 

Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 2.7 758 699 749 511 482 5 4 

Nightingale Middle (6-8) 2.3 757 720 757 638 644 4 6 

Irving Middle (6-8) 2.3 730 709 730 571 510 2 4 

Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 47.9 713 703 709 532 484 3 5 

Avance (6-12) -- 694 694 694 603 408 3 1 
Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 6.5 694 635 694 539 481 3 3 

DataQuest API (API Growth and Targets Met) retrieved 3-16-15. 

2012-13 Growth API: Avance and Comparable District Schools 

School (Grades) 
School-

wide 
Hispanic 
or Latino 

Socio-
economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 

Students 
with 

Disabilities 
Statewide 

Rank 

Similar 
Schools 

Rank 

Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 860 854 856 837 473 9 10 

PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 841 840 841 770 609 9 10 

Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 834 828 808 733 634 9 10 

Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 810 802 808 733 719 8 9 

Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 803 806 803 644 -- 8 10 

PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 794 792 794 784 535 7 9 

W.H. Taft Charter High (9-12) 786 716 750 533 523 7 6 

New Designs Charter* (6-12) 783 786 784 792 586 7 10 

Northridge Academy High (9-12) 764 737 754 531 617 6 8 

Fairfax Senior High (9-12) 762 734 762 573 516 6 8 

Hollywood Senior High (9-12) 762 761 764 537 461 6 7 

Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* 752 751 755 531 418 5 6 

PUC Early College Academy for Leaders/ Scholars (9-12)* 724 724 713 688 429 4 4 

San Pedro Sr High (9-12) 718 695 693 521 513 3 3 

Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 718 720 717 720 -- 3 3 

Chatsworth Charter High (9-12)* 717 682 704 524 490 3 3 

Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 699 696 697 622 497 3 2 

Avance (6-12)* 694 694 694 603 408 3 1 
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance. 
* Indicates direct funded charter school. 
-- Indicates student group not numerically significant at this school. 
Source: DataQuest (2013 Growth API Report) retrieved 3-23-15. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2013 AYP Proficiency Rate Data: English-Language Arts 

2012-13 AYP Proficiency^-Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs)-English-Language Arts: 
Avance and Resident Schools (% Proficient or Advanced) 

School (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment Schoolwide 

Hispanic or 
Latino 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

English 
Learners 

Students with 
Disabilities 

Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 2.7 55.3 43.7 53.0 11.4 21.8 
Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 6.5 51.9 40.7 51.9 16.1 30.0 
Burbank Middle (6-8) 32.2 50.0 48.5 50.0 16.0 27.0 
Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 47.9 45.1 43.4 42.7 8.0 7.7 
Nightingale Middle (6-8) 2.3 44.0 39.2 44.0 18.4 40.7 
Irving Middle (6-8) 2.3 39.6 35.5 39.6 15.9 22.7 
Avance (6-12) -- 31.8 31.9 32.0 10.8 6.7 
^Assessments used to calculate proficiency rates were the CSTs (grades 6-8); CMA (grades 6-8); CAPA (grades 6-8 and 10); and CAHSEE (Grade 10). 
Source: DataQuest (Adequate Yearly Progress Report) retrieved 3-16-15. 

2012-13 AYP Proficiency^-Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs)-English-Language Arts: 
Avance and Comparable LAUSD Schools (% Proficient or Advanced) 

School (Grades) Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Socioeconomically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 83.8 81.3 77.8 56 35.7 
Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 82.3 80 80.9 54.5 --
Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 79.1 79.1 79.1 -- --
Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 76.9 79.1 75.6 74.4 --
PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 74.2 73.8 74.1 76.7 --
PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 68 67.8 67 42 --
Northridge Academy High (9-12) 66 60.5 67.2 8.7 22.2 
Hollywood Senior High (9-12) 64.6 61.9 63.5 9.1 25 
W.H. Taft Charter High (9-12) 62.3 44 50.7 9.3 13.4 
Fairfax Senior High (9-12) 58 51.1 57.1 17.5 19.1 
Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* 55.7 55.4 56.6 10 --
San Pedro Sr High (9-12) 53.7 48.1 48.9 9.5 22.9 
Chatsworth Charter High (9-12)* 47.6 41.7 44.8 7.5 12.3 
New Designs Charter* (9-12) 47.1 46.7 47.1 48 24 
PUC Early College Academy for Leaders/Scholars (9-12)* 43.8 44.3 43.5 25 --
Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 40.4 40.4 42.1 41.7 --
Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 36.4 36.6 36.3 19.2 7.1 
Avance (6-12)* 31.8 31.9 32.0 10.8 6.7 
^Assessments used to calculate proficiency rates were the CSTs (grades 6-8); CMA (grades 6-8); CAPA (grades 6-8 and 10); and CAHSEE (grade 10) 
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance. 
--Indicates student group not numerically significant at this school. 
* Indicates direct funded charter school. 
Source: DataQuest (Adequate Yearly Progress Report) retrieved 11-24-14. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2013 AYP Proficiency Rate Data: Mathematics 

2012-13 AYP Proficiency^-Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs)-Mathematics: 
Avance and Resident Schools (% Proficient or Advanced) 

School (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment Schoolwide 

Hispanic or 
Latino 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

English 
Learners 

Students with 
Disabilities 

Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 2.7 61.7 48.8 60.5 21.7 23.2 
Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 6.5 59.3 45.2 59.3 29.5 33.3 
Burbank MS (6-8) 32.2 51.1 49.9 51.1 30.7 30.8 
Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 47.9 49.0 47.3 46.1 13.8 16.9 
Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 43.7 38.6 43.7 26.8 22.7 
Nightingale Middle (6-8) 2.3 42.6 32.0 42.5 29.7 29.4 
Avance (6-12) -- 36.1 36.3 36.5 20.3 3.3 
^Assessments used to calculate proficiency rates were the CSTs (grades 6-8); CMA (grades 6-8); CAPA (grades 6-8 and 10); and CAHSEE (grade 10). 
Source: DataQuest (Adequate Yearly Progress Report) retrieved 3-16-15. 

2012-13 AYP Proficiency^-Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs)-Mathematics: 
Avance and LAUSD Comparable District Schools (% Proficient or Advanced) 

School (Grades) Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Socioeconomically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 85.1 85.0 85.3 75.5 --
Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 84.3 85.4 87.5 76.0 42.9 
Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 83.2 83.3 85.1 72.7 --
Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 82.2 81.8 81.3 82.1 --
PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 81 80.6 83.6 80.6 --
Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 80.5 80.5 80.5 -- --
Northridge Academy High (9-12) 71.9 68.3 74.0 26.1 37.8 
Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* 70.2 69.9 71.9 36.4 --
Hollywood Senior High (9-12) 67.2 65.7 68.6 34.1 33.3 
W.H. Taft Charter High (9-12) 64.8 46.8 55.0 19.2 14.3 
Fairfax Senior High (9-12) 63.5 58.1 62.9 35.9 29.8 
New Designs Charter (6-12)* 57.9 59.9 58.5 61.8 29.2 
San Pedro Sr High (9-12) 54.4 49.5 51.8 16.2 21.8 
PUC Early College Academy for Leaders and Scholars (9-12)* 51.3 52.1 50.8 37.5 --
Chatsworth Charter High (9-12)* 47.1 39.9 44.2 16.7 12.5 
Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 46.2 46.2 47.4 45.8 --
Avance (6-12)* 36.1 36.3 36.5 20.3 3.3 
Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 19.7 18.5 19.5 13.3 3.7 
^Assessments used to calculate proficiency rates were the CSTs (grades 6-8); CMA (grades 6-8); CAPA (grades 6-8 and 10); and CAHSEE (grade 10). 
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance. 
--Indicates student group not numerically significant at this school. 
* Indicates direct funded charter school. 
Source: DataQuest (Adequate Yearly Progress Report) retrieved 11-24-14. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Appendix 3 
College Readiness Indicators 

Summary of Most Recent Data for All Indicators 

Avance and Resident Schools College Readiness Indicators (Schoolwide) 

School (Grades) 

Cohort 
Graduation 

Rate 
(%) 

A-G 
Requirements 

Completion 
Rate (%) 

SAT 
Grade 12 

Participation 
Rate (% 
Tested) 

SAT 
(% Scoring 
≥1500) 

CAHSEE 
Proficiency Rates 
(% proficient and 

above) 

AP Score 
(% of exams 3+ of 

total AP exams 
scoring 1-5)* 

EAP 
(% Ready for College 

and Ready for College-
Conditional)** 

(2012-13) (2012-13) (2012-13) (2012-13) (2013-14) 

ELA Math 

(2012-13) (2013-14) 

ELA Math 
Avance (6-12) 84.3 93.0 / 79^ 95.56 6.98 40 50 4.8 0 30 
Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 78.0 31.5 49.20 22.7 46 63 38.3 28 48 
Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 73.1 45.9 56.62 20.8 41 50 38.4 29 48 
Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 81.6 40.5 54.02 44.4 60 68 48.0 -- --
^ DataQuest reports the a-g completion rate as 93%; however, a review of Avance’s data shows the correct calculation is 79%. 
--No data listed. 
*Data rounded to nearest tenth placement. 
Source: DataQuest retrieved 03-31-15 except where otherwise noted. 
**Source: EAP website retrieved 03-31-15. 

Avance and Comparable District Schools College Readiness Indicators (Schoolwide) 

School (Grades) 

Cohort 
Graduation  
Rate (%) 

A-G 
Requirements 

Completion 
Rate (%) 

SAT 
Grade 12 

Participation 
Rate (% 
Tested) 

SAT 
(% Scoring 
≥1500) 

CAHSEE 
Proficiency Rates 

(% proficient 
and above) 

AP Score 
(% of exams 3+ of 

total AP exams 
scoring 1-5)** 

EAP 
(% Ready for College 

and Ready for College-
Conditional)*** 

(2012-13) (2012-13) (2012-13) (2012-13) (2013-14) 

ELA Math 

(2012-13) (2013-14) 

ELA Math 
Avance (6-12) 84.3 93.0 / 79^ 95.56 6.98 40 50 4.8 0 30 
Chatsworth Charter HS (9-12)* 84.7 28.0 39.42 29.0 49 54 31.2 25 32 
Fairfax Sr. High (9-12) 81.8 32.3 55.48 30.4 49 63 54.0 39 45 
Hollywood Sr. High (9-12) 87.2 37.6 60.48 21.8 59 66 27.5 41 43 
Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA 
Academy (9-12)* 88.9 54.2 1.96 ^^ 60 64 33.9 22 34 

Los Angeles Leadership Academy(6-12)* 94.1 100 66.07 18.92 69 68 44.2 0 19 
New Designs Charter* (6-12) 72.8 100 91.30 7.9 53 75 19.4 36 67 
Northridge Academy High (9-12) 92.3 33.2 56.97 23.0 60 61 18.1 43 35 
PUC Community Charter Early College 
High(9-12)* 

95.9 100 93.81 8.8 68 78 57.4 51 61 

PUC Early College Academy for 
Leaders/ Scholars(9-12)* 73.7 96.7 E 15.6 20 24 21.7 53 64 

Student Empowerment Academy(9-12)* ^^ -- 0 -- 32 60 -- -- --
Alliance Environmental Science and 
Technology HS(9-12)* 

87.9 100 9.84 75.0 76 82 66.2 57 53 

Daniel Pearl Journalism and 
Communications (9-12) 95.0 50.9 65.08 43.9 61 70 40.6 44 46 

Math, Science and Technology Magnet 
Academy (9-12) 92.9 51.4 89.55 18.3 68 83 33.1 56 59 

PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies 
Early College* (9-12) 

83.3 98.0 E 17.6 64 76 -- -- --

Port of Los Angeles(9-12)* 93.8 43.3 64.50 37.6 72 77 78.2 -- --
San Pedro Senior High (9-12) 76.5 27.6 44.44 34.0 52 50 38.6 31 33 
W.H. Taft Senior Charter High (9-12) 86.9 29.0 45.63 51.9 64 68 64.6 48 64 
^ DataQuest reports the a-g completion rate as 93%; however, a review of Avance’s data shows the correct calculation is 79%. 
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance based on Public Records Request data supplied by CDE to Avance. 
*Indicates direct funded charter school. 
--No data listed. 
**Data rounded to nearest tenth placement. 
“E” signifies school’s number of grade 12 students reported to have taken the SAT test exceeds the school’s reported number of students enrolled in grade 12. 
^^ No scores reported to protect students’ privacy with 10 or fewer students. 
Source: DataQuest retrieved 03-31-15 except where otherwise noted. 
***Source: EAP website retrieved on 03-31-15. 

Page 46 of 59 



 

 
 

 

 
 

  
      

  
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 
      

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

   
 

  

  
  

 
  

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) 

2012-13 SAT Scores - Avance and Resident High Schools
Comparison by Subject Matter 

School Number / % 
Tested 

Critical Reading 
Average 

Math 
Average 

Writing 
Average 

Total 
Mean 

Total >= 1,500 
Percent 

Marshall Senior High 363/54 483 491 477 1451 44.4 
Franklin Senior High 185/49 440 446 449 1334 22.7 
Lincoln Senior High 231/57 415 445 410 1270 20.8 
Avance 43/96 406 387 394 1187 6.98 
County: (Los Angeles) 56566/46 469 484 469 1422 37.94 
Source: CDE SAT Data File for 2012-13 retrieved 2-28-15. 

2012-13 SAT Scores - Avance and Comparable LAUSD District High Schools 
Comparison by Subject Matter 

School 
Number / % 

Tested 
Critical Reading 

Average 
Math 

Average 
Writing 

Average 
Total 
Mean 

Total >= 1,500 
Percent 

Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 12/10 538 608 543 1688 75 
W.H. Taft Senior Charter High (9-12) 235/46 497 515 502 1514 51.91 
Daniel Pearl Journalism & Communications (9-12) 41/65 482 485 479 1446 43.9 
Port of Los Angeles (9-12)* 149/65 467 492 471 1430 37.58 
San Pedro Senior High (9-12) 244/44 464 459 462 1385 34.02 
Fairfax Sr. High (9-12) 253/55 463 470 459 1392 30.43 
Chatsworth Charter HS (9-12)* 272/39 453 466 453 1371 29.04 
Northridge Academy High (9-12) 139/57 445 453 444 1343 23.02 
Hollywood Sr. High (9-12) 202/60 453 443 449 1346 21.78 
Los Angeles Leadership Academy (6-12)* 37/66 425 418 429 1272 18.92 
Math, Science & Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 60/90 418 430 426 1273 18.33 
PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College (9-12)* 51/134 411 427 421 1259 17.65 
PUC Early College Academy for Leaders/Scholars (9-12)* 109/376 407 413 406 1226 15.6 
PUC Community Charter Early College High (9-12)* 91/94 398 424 405 1227 8.79 
New Designs Charter (6-12)* 63/91 380 377 385 1142 7.94 
Avance (6-12)* 43/96 406 387 394 1187 6.98 
Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* 2/2 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
Student Empowerment Academy (9-12)* 0/0 -- -- -- -- --
Schools in shaded rows are Comparison Schools proposed by Avance based on Public Records Request data supplied by CDE to Avance. 
*Indicates direct funded charter school. 
^Indicates that there were 10 or fewer students who took the test. 
Source: CDE SAT Data File for 2012-13 retrieved 2-28-15. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) 

2013-14 California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) Proficiency Rates^
English-Language Arts (ELA) and Math Performance by Student Groups 

Avance and Resident High Schools (Grades 9-12)+ 

School 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

Schoolwide 
ELA Math 

Hispanic or Latino 
ELA Math 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

ELA Math 
English Learners 
ELA Math 

Students with 
Disabilities 

ELA Math 
Avance -- 40 50 39 49 40 50 * * * * 
Franklin Senior High 47.9 46 63 44 62 45 63 0 12 3 21 
Lincoln Senior High 6.5 41 50 33 40 41 51 0 24 7 7 
Marshall Senior High 2.7 60 68 43 54 56 66 10 24 2 11 
^Proficiency rates indicate the % of students scoring above 380 on the CAHSEE exam (Grade 10). 
+ Resident schools contributing at least 2% of Avance enrollment as of October 2014, based on student enrollment report submitted by the school. All schools 
are within LAUSD. 
* Indicates that the number of pupils in this category is too small for statistical accuracy or privacy protection (fewer than 11 students). 
Source: DataQuest (CAHSEE School Demographic Summary Report) retrieved 3-16-15. 

2012-13 California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) Proficiency Rates^
English-Language Arts (ELA) and Math Performance by Student Groups 

Avance and Resident High Schools (Grades 9-12)+ 

School 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

Schoolwide 
ELA Math 

Hispanic or Latino 
ELA Math 

Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged 

ELA Math 
English Learners 
ELA Math 

Students with 
Disabilities 

ELA Math 
Avance -- 34 38 34 38 34 37 0 0 * * 
Franklin Senior High 47.9 45 49 43 47 43 47 4 11 3 12 
Lincoln Senior High 6.5 51 60 40 47 51 60 0 17 19 27 
Marshall Senior High 2.7 54 63 43 51 51 60 4 22 15 17 
^Proficiency rates indicate the % of students scoring above 380 on the CAHSEE exam (Grade 10). 
+ Resident schools contributing at least 2% of Avance enrollment as of October 2014, based on student enrollment report submitted by the school. All schools 
are within LAUSD. 
* Indicates that the number of pupils in this category is too small for statistical accuracy or privacy protection (fewer than 11 students). 
Source: DataQuest (CAHSEE School Demographic Summary Report) retrieved 3-16-15. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Advanced Placement (AP) Exams 

Avance and Resident High Schools 

School (# of courses offered^) 
Number of Exam Takers 
2011-12 2012-13 

% of Enrollment 
2011-12 2012-13 

Number of Students with 
Scores 3+ 

2011-12 2012-13 
% Students with Scores 3+ 

2011-12 2012-13 
Academia Avance Charter (1*) 25 21 36.23 19.81 2 1 8.00 4.76 
Benjamin Franklin Sr. High (7) 302 250 40.48 36.66 210 218 35.35 38.25 
Abraham Lincoln Sr. High (10) 420 306 43.03 40.58 248 193 37.29 38.45 
John Marshall Sr. High (6) 628 724 43.64 55.27 660 716 48.93 47.96 
County: (Los Angeles) 79,306 84,682 4.47 9.01 77,207 19,272 41.28 45.87 
Values for # of course offered are for 2014-2015 from each school’s website retrieved 4-1-2015. 
* Indicates that course was offered but was not authorized per AP Course Ledger website: https://apcourseaudit.epiconline/ledger/school/php retrieved 4-1-2015. 
Source: Data Quest (AP Exams Results Report) retrieved 12-2-2014. 

8.00 
4.76 

35.35 
38.25 37.29 38.45 

48.93 47.96 
41.28 

45.87 

0 

10 

20 

30 

40 

50 

60 

70 

80 

90 

100 

2011-12 2012-13 

Academia Avance Charter 

Benjamin Franklin Senior High 

Abraham Lincoln Senior High 

John Marshall Senior High 

County: (Los Angeles) 

AP Exam Scores 
% Students with Scores 3+ 

Page 49 of 59 



 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Early Assessment Program (EAP) 

Avance and Resident High Schools 

0 0 

34 
2831 29 

16 
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2013 2014 

Academia Avance 

Benjamin Franklin Sr. High 

Abraham Lincoln Sr. High 

John Marshall Sr. High 

Early Assessment Program (EAP) – English 
% Ready for College 

(% ready for College and % Conditionally Ready combined) 

Data retrieved 12-2-2045 from 
http://eap2014.ets.org and 
http://eap2013.ets.org. 

*No data was available for John 
Marshall Sr. High for 2014. 

* 
Academia AvanceAcademia Avance 

Avance and Resident High Schools 
Early Assessment Program (EAP) – Math
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Appendix 4 
Middle School Performance 

California Standards Test (CST) 

2010-11 CST English-Language Arts Test Results 
for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Avance (6-12) --
6 31 32 31 40 ^ 
7 36 35 36 7 ^ 
8 37 37 36 7 ^ 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 
6 55 55 57 ^ ^ 
7 38 38 35 2 0 
8 38 36 39 3 11 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 41 34 41 8 8 
7 37 31 37 2 15 
8 42 31 42 5 18 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 19 16 20 ^ ^ 
7 38 34 34 2 22 
8 45 42 43 4 17 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2011-12 CST English-Language Arts Test Results 

for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence*
 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Avance (6-12) --
6 32 32 32 ^ ^ 
7 33 33 33 3 0 
8 39 39 39 0 ^ 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 
6 60 60 59 ^ ^ 
7 58 57 57 9 22 
8 50 48 49 8 17 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 37 35 37 1 19 
7 48 42 48 10 38 
8 40 33 40 7 14 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 20 17 20 ^ ^ 
7 42 39 42 7 16 
8 41 38 40 0 11 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2012 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2012-13 CST English-Language Arts Test Results 

for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence*
 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Avance (6-12) --
6 46 47 44 0 ^ 
7 31 30 29 3 ^ 
8 24 24 25 0 ^ 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 
6 54 52 55 ^ ^ 
7 51 49 51 3 19 
8 49 48 49 3 21 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 43 41 44 0 25 
7 40 35 40 1 31 
8 44 37 43 6 13 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2012-13 CST English-Language Arts Test Results 

for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence*
 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 
6 44 37 44 ^ ^ 
7 42 38 43 4 13 
8 36 32 36 0 12 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE Dataquest (2013 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2010-11 CST Math Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 

% of 
Avance 

Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Subject Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities ‐‐
Avance (6-12) --

Mathematics 6 20 20 20 25 
7 27‐‐ 26‐‐ 27‐‐ 11‐‐ ^ ‐‐General Mathematics 8 ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐Algebra I 7 
8  15  16  ^ 15  ^ 3‐‐ ^ ‐‐Geometry 8 ^ 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 

Mathematics 
6  72  71  76  ^ ^  
7  35  33  34  9 15  

General Mathematics 8 3 2 2 0 0‐‐
Algebra I 

7 38 33 37 ^ 
8 51‐‐ 48‐‐ 51‐‐ 27‐‐ 38‐‐Geometry 8 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 

Mathematics 
6 47 35 47 15 20 
7  20  14  20  8 7  

General Mathematics 8 6 5 6 4 6‐‐
Algebra I 

7 65 41 65 82 
8 21 11 20 16 6 

Geometry 8 99 96 99 ^ ^ 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 

Mathematics 
6  23  21  26  ^ ^  
7  26  24  25  0 7  

General Mathematics 8 16 16 16 10‐‐ 13‐‐
Algebra I 

7 ^ ^ ^ 
8  43  38  43  ^‐‐ ^‐‐Geometry 8 ^ ^ ^ 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores.‐‐ The school did not have any students take the test in this subject for this year. 

2011-12 CST Math Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 

% of 
Avance 

Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Subject Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Avance (6-12) --

Mathematics 6  16  16  16  ^ ^  
7  24  ‐‐ 24  ‐‐ 24  ‐‐ 3‐‐ 0‐‐General Mathematics 8 ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐Algebra I 7 
8 31‐‐ 31‐‐ 31‐‐ 16‐‐ ^ ‐‐Geometry 8 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 

Mathematics 
6  68  68  66  ^ ^  
7 44‐‐ 45‐‐ 45‐‐ 16‐‐ 17‐‐General Mathematics 8 ‐‐

Algebra I 
7 57 53 56 ^ 
8 46 44 46 23‐‐ 17‐‐Geometry 8 94 92 94 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 Mathematics 6 47 37 47 22 19 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2011-12 CST Math Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 

% of 
Avance 

Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Subject Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
7 20 15 20 15 25 

General Mathematics 8 5 5 5 2 0 

Algebra I 
7  74  64  74  ^ ^  
8 24 14 24 33 ^‐‐Geometry 8 95 93 95 ^ 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 

Mathematics 
6 5 2 5 ^  ^ 
7  31  27  32  7 8  

General Mathematics 8 4 4 3 0‐‐ 4 

Algebra I 
7 52 47 52 ^ 
8  21  ‐‐ 18  ‐‐ 21  ‐‐ ^‐‐ ^‐‐Geometry 8 

*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2012 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores.‐‐ The school did not have any students take the test in this subject for this year. 

2012-13 CST Math Test Results for 6th, 7th and 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 

% of 
Avance 

Enrollment 

% of Middle School Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Subject Grade Schoolwide 
Hispanic or 

Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged 
English 

Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 

Avance (6-12) --

Mathematics 6  61  62  60  7 ^  
7 41‐‐ 41‐‐ 43‐‐ 23‐‐ ^ ‐‐General Mathematics 8 ‐‐ ‐‐ ‐‐Algebra I 7 ^ ^ 
8  18  ‐‐ 18  ‐‐ 19  ‐‐ 4%‐‐ ^ ‐‐Geometry 8 

Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 

Mathematics 
6  65  63  64  ^ ^  
7 49‐‐ 49‐‐ 49‐‐ 11‐‐ 25‐‐General Mathematics 8 ‐‐

Algebra I 
7 73 64 73 ^ 
8  45  44  45  7‐‐ 15  ‐‐Geometry 8 90 91 90 

Nightingale MS (6-8) 2.3 

Mathematics 
6 51 42 50 38 25 
7 16 13 15 16 ^ 

General Mathematics 8 10 8 10 10 5 

Algebra I 
7 70 58 70 73 ^ 
8 34 32 33 47 ^‐‐Geometry 8 92 84 92 ^ 

Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 

Mathematics 
6  41  34  41  ^ ^  
7 46 41 46 22 13 

General Mathematics 8 23 23 23 9‐‐ 9 

Algebra I 
7 ^ ^ ^ ^ 
8  66  58  66  ^‐‐ ^ 

Geometry 8 40 42 40 ^ 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2013 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 
-- The school did not have any students take the test in this subject for this year. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

2010-11 CST Science Test Results for 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of 8th Grade Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Schoolwide Hispanic or Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged English Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
Avance (6-12) -- 51 51 51 21 ^ 
Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 32 30 31 4 6 
Nightingale MS(6-8) 2.3 63 53 62 26 32 
Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 56 53 56 18 28 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2011 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2011-12 CST Science Test Results for 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of 8th Grade Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Schoolwide Hispanic or Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged English Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
Avance (6-12) -- 53 52 52 16 ^ 
Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 54 51 54 15 35 
Nightingale MS(6-8) 2.3 57 48 57 31 ^ 
Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 51 48 49 8 26 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2012 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2012-13 CST Science Test Results for 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of 8th Grade Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Schoolwide Hispanic or Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged English Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
Avance (6-12) -- 42 42 42 13 ^ 
Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 47 45 47 4 31 
Nightingale MS(6-8) 2.3 68 59 68 33 54 
Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 50 45 49 3 9 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest  (2013 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 

2013-14 CS Science Test Results for 8th Grade Students: Avance and Schools of Residence* 

School: (Grades) 
% of Avance 
Enrollment 

% of 8th Grade Students Proficient and Advanced 
by Significant Student Groups** 

Schoolwide Hispanic or Latino 
Economically 

Disadvantaged English Learners 
Students with 

Disabilities 
Avance (6-12) -- 32 31 32 0 ^ 
Burbank MS (6-8) 32.5 66 66 65 21 61 
Nightingale MS(6-8) 2.3 51 42 54 20 36 
Irving MS (6-8) 2.3 56 51 53 6 33 
*Source: Ed-Data at:  www.ed-data.k12.ca.us. Retrieved 12-16-14 
**Source: CDE DataQuest (2014 STAR Test Results) retrieved 4-1-15 
^ Appears on the report to protect student privacy when 10 or fewer students have valid test scores. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Appendix 5 
Internal Interim (Benchmark) Assessments 

NWEA MAP Assessments (2014-15)* 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

NWEA Student Growth Summary Report: Winter 2014-15 


Mathematics Fall 2014 Winter 2015 Mathematics Status Norms (RIT Values) Actual Growth 
Winter RIT Compared to 

Status Norms 

Grade Count Mean RIT Mean RIT 
Beginning-of-
Year Mean 

Middle-of-Year 
Mean 

End-of-Year 
Mean Mean Growth Grade Equivalence 

6 33 209.1 209.1 219.6 222.8 225.6 0.0 > 4th Grade Mid. 
7 69 217.5 218.7 225.6 228.2 230.5 1.2 > 5th Grade Mid. 
8 89 222.0 224.6 230.2 232.8 234.5 2.6 > 6th Grade Mid. 
9 65 214.2 225.1 233.8 234.9 236.0 11.0 > 6th Grade Mid. 

10 82 222.0 226.6 234.2 235.5 236.6 4.6 > 7th Grade Beg. 
11 54 232.5 234.0 236.0 237.2 238.3 1.5 > 8th Grade Mid. 

Reading Fall 2014 Winter 2015 Reading Status Norms (RIT Values) Actual Growth 
Winter RIT Compared to 

Status Norms 

Grade Count Mean RIT Mean RIT 
Beginning-of-
Year Mean 

Middle-of-Year 
Mean 

End-of-Year 
Mean Mean Growth Grade Equivalence 

6 33 203.6 206.6 212.3 214.3 216.4 3.0 > 4th Grade Mid. 
7 69 209.3 212.3 216.3 218.2 219.7 3.0 = 6th Grade Beg. 
8 84 213.5 215.5 219.3 221.2 222.4 2.1 > 6th Grade Mid. 
9 63 209.8 216.7 221.4 221.9 222.9 6.9 > 7th Grade Beg. 

10 78 215.3 219.9 223.2 223.4 223.8 4.6 > 8th Grade Beg. 
11 57 222.8 227.3 223.4 223.5 223.7 4.5 > 11th Grade End 

Language 
Usage Fall 2014 Winter 2015 Language Usage Status Norms (RIT Values) Actual Growth 

Winter RIT Compared to 
Status Norms 

Grade Count Mean RIT Mean RIT Beginning-of-
Year Mean 

Middle-of-Year 
Mean 

End-of-Year 
Mean 

Mean Growth Grade Equivalence 

6 33 206.6 205.2 212.3 214.4 216.2 -1.4 > 4th Grade Mid. 
7 69 211.3 211.3 215.8 217.3 218.7 0.0 > 5th Grade Mid. 
8 87 213.7 217.0 218.7 220.2 221.3 3.3 > 7th Grade Beg. 
9 67 212.4 216.4 220.6 221.0 221.8 4.1 > 7th Grade Beg. 
10 83 216.8 219.9 221.9 222.2 222.7 3.1 > 8th Grade Beg. 
11 58 223.4 224.1 222.1 222.7 223.2 0.7 > 11th Grade End 

General 
Science Fall 2014 Winter 2015 General Science Status Norms (RIT Values) Actual Growth 

Winter RIT Compared to 
Status Norms 

Grade Count Mean RIT Mean RIT 
Beginning-of-
Year Mean 

Middle-of-Year 
Mean 

End-of-Year 
Mean Mean Growth Grade Equivalence 

6 33 195.8 198.7 205.4 206.8 208.1 3.0 = 4th Grade Mid. 
7 69 201.9 205.1 208.2 209.5 210.9 3.1 > 5th Grade Mid. 
8 85 203.5 206.8 211.2 212.5 213.5 3.3 = 6th Grade Mid. 
10 82 204.6 209.3 214.9 215.6 216.2 4.7 > 7th Grade Beg. 
11 59 209.3 211.6 * * * 2.2 > 8th Grade Beg. 

* Indicates that no Status Norm is provided for the specific grade and subject 
Avance values for Student Count, Mean RITs, and Actual Growth were generated 3/24/15, 8:29:50 AM from https://academiaavance-admin.mapnwea.org. 
Status Norms are from https://www.nwea.org/content/uploads/2014/07/MAP-Normative-Data-One-Sheet-Dec11.pdf. 
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Appendix 6 
Additional Considerations under EC 47607(b)(4) 

Progress Toward Meeting the Measurable Pupil Outcomes in Current Charter 

Performance Goals Measureable Outcomes Outcome Met Outcome Data 

College Entrance 
Requirements (a-g) 
Completion Rates 

College Entrance 
Requirements (a-g) 
Completion Rates 

At least 90% of graduating Seniors who 
have been enrolled at Avance since 9th 

grade will have successfully met the 
UC/CSU a-g requirements. ^ 

Alternate Assessment Measure: 

At least 90% of graduating Seniors will 
successfully meet UC/CSU a-g 
requirements. 

Unknown except 
for 2013-14; Not 
Met for that year. 

(See Alternate 
Assessment 

Measure, below) 

No 
(Met 2 of 4 years) 

Avance did not provide data that identifies which 
students enrolled since 9th grade met a-g 
requirements as graduating seniors except for 2013-
14; therefore, a % can only be calculated for that year. 
In 2013-14, Avance did not meet the 90% criterion; 
only 47.7% of students enrolled since 9th grade met a-
g requirements. As outcome data is not publicly 
available, it is incumbent on Avance to provide. 

Year 
% Meeting a-g 

(DataQuest) 
% Meeting a-g

(Transcript Review*) 

2014 Not available 40.3 
2013 93.0 79.0 
2012 92.3 92.3 
2011 86.7 100 

*In its renewal petition, Avance stated 90% of seniors met a-g 
requirements last year. LACOE requested supporting transcripts 
and determined the % was inaccurate. Avance acknowledges its 
calculation was wrong and has been advised to correct its 
submission to CDE within the allotted window. As a result of the 
inaccuracy, LACOE requested and reviewed transcripts for all 
years; corrected calculations are provided. The window for 
correcting state-reported data has closed for previous years. 

California High 
School Exit Exam 
(CAHSEE) Passage 
Rate 

California High 
School Exit Exam 
(CAHSEE) Passage 
Rate 

At least 75% of all 10th grade students 
who have been enrolled at Avance 
since 6th grade will pass both parts of 
the California High School Exit Exam. 
To be met beginning with the 2010-11 
year. ^ 

Alternate Assessment Measure: 

At least 75% of Grade 10 students will 
pass both parts of the CAHSEE 

beginning 2010-11.  

Unknown 
(See Alternate 
Assessment 

Measure, below) 

No 
(Met 3 of 4 years) 

Avance did not provide data that identifies which 
students enrolled since 6th grade passed both parts of 
the CAHSEE beginning in 2010-11; therefore, a 
percent cannot be calculated. As outcome data is not 
publicly available, it is incumbent on Avance to 
provide. 

Year 

% 10th Graders 
Passing CAHSEE 

(ELA) 

% 10th Graders 
Passing CAHSEE 

(Math) 
2014 76% 80% 
2013 67% 62% 
2012 75% 76% 
2011 85% 95% 

NCLB Compliance Meet Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) 
goals as required by NCLB. 

No 

Year Met AYP (Criteria met) 
2014 Not calculated by CDE 
2013 No (9/17) 
2012 No (8/17) 
2011 No (9/17) 

Academic 
Performance Index 
(API) 

Meet the annual API growth target; 
achieve a minimum API score of 800. No 

Year 
Met Schoolwide 
Growth Target 

Growth API 
Score 

2014 API Suspended 
2013 No 694 
2012 No 711 
2011 No 713 

Proficiency Rate 
(ELA) 

Increase the combined number of 
students in grades 7 to 11 attaining the 
“proficient” performance level in ELA by 
10% or meet the CDE established 
AMOs. (Measured by percentage of 
students scoring Proficient (P) or 
Advanced (A) on the CST exams). 

No 

Year % P or A in ELA % Change 
2014 CSTs not taken 

2013 35.3 -5.9 

2012 41.2 +.4 

2011 40.8 --

Proficiency Rate 
(Mathematics) 

Increase the combined number of 
students in grades 7 to 11 attaining the 
“proficient” performance level in math 
by 10% or meet the CDE established 
AMOs. (Measured by percentage of 
students scoring Proficient (P) or 
Advanced (A) on the CST exams). 

No 

Year % P or A in Math % Change 
2014 CSTs not taken 

2013 25 +.5 

2012 24.5 +4.6 

2011 19.9 --
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Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

Performance Goals Measureable Outcomes Outcome Met Outcome Data 

English Learner (EL) 
Proficiency 

Maintain the English Learner 
reclassification rate by 15% annually. ^ 

No 
(Met 2 of 4 years) 

Year % Reclassified 
2014 29.7 
2013 7.5 

2012 6.0 

2011 51.9 

Graduation Rate 

Achieve a CDE calculated* graduation 
rate of 90% by 2014. ^ 

(*CDE calculates graduation rate for AYP 
purposes as Cohort Graduation rates.) 

No 

Year 
Cohort Graduation 

Rate 
Grade 12 

Graduation Rate 
2014 Not yet available 94.8 
2013 84.3 95.6 
2012 83.9 92.8 
2011 79.0 93.8 

Retention Rate 

Retention rate of students will be equal 
to or greater than resident schools 
(Franklin Sr. High and Burbank Middle). 

(Note: Retention rate is not calculated by 
CDE; Continuous Enrollment data from 
API School Demographic Characteristics 
utilized as the metric.) 

No 
(Met 2 of 3 years) 

Year
 Continuous Enrollment* 

Avance Franklin Burbank 
2013-14 Not published as CSTs not taken 
2012-13 94 96 96 
2011-12 96 94 95 
2010-11 100 95 94 

*Percentage of students continuously enrolled since October 
CALPADS data collection. 

WASC Accreditation Be fully WASC accredited by 2012. ^ Yes 
In June 2013, Avance received a 6-year accreditation 

with a 2-day midterm review. 
Source: WASC Letter dated 7-3-2013 

^Avance states in its charter petition that it met this measurable outcome. An analysis of the reason it failed to do so is provided below. 
Source:  All data retrieved from CDE DataQuest unless otherwise noted. 

Analysis of Outcome Goals: 

In its renewal petition, under Measurable Pupil Outcomes, Avance states it met the measurable outcome 
for the five (5) goal areas listed below. The Review Team disagrees for all but one (1) goal (WASC 
Accreditation) for the following reasons: 

College Entrance Requirements (a-g) Completion Rates: Avance states it met the goal for three (3) 
year of its charter term; therefore it met the goal. However, Avance’s analysis was based on miscalculated 
data. Using corrected data, the goal was met in two (2) years of the charter term. The outcome is written 
for the entire charter term; therefore, the data shows the goal was not met.  

California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) Passage Rate: Avance states it met the goal because it 
was met for three (3) years of the charter term. The outcome is written for the entire charter term; 
therefore, the data shows the goal was not met. 

English Learner (EL) Proficiency: Avance states it met the goal for two (2) years of the charter term; 
therefore, it met the goal. The outcome is written for the entire charter term; therefore, the data shows the 
goal was not met. 

Graduation Rate: In its renewal petition, Avance calculated its graduation rate based on grade 12 
graduates each year. That is not the standard used by CDE, which is the standard stated in the charter. 
Using the standard stated in the charter, Avance did not meet the outcome. 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education      Attachment 2 
Charter School Office 
Date: May 12, 2015 

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School (Grades 6-12) Pursuant to 

Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605
 

Report Addendum 


On Monday, April 27, 2015, the Los Angeles County Office of Education (LACOE) received 
documentation from Academia Avance Charter School (Avance). The 323-page submission, entitled 
“Response to LACOE Charter School Office Staff Findings,” included the school’s response to the 
LACOE report Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School (Grades 6-
12) Pursuant to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 (dated April 14, 2015) and related 
attachments. 

On Friday, May 1, 2015, LACOE and Avance staff met to clarify any questions related to the documents 
submitted on April 27, 2015. 

The written findings of fact stated in the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance 
Charter School (Grades 6-12) Pursuant to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 (“staff report”) 
dated April 14, 2015 still stand. 

The response from Avance focuses on three (3) primary issues: The methodology used to determine 
renewal eligibility under Education Code (EC) 47607(b)(4), the data used to make the determination and 
the fiscal viability of the school. 

LACOE has been consistent in the methodology used to evaluate schools under EC 47607(b)(4), as 
explained in Item #1 below. A plain reading of the law results in the charter school having to demonstrate 
academic performance at least equal to all of its resident and comparable district schools. 

LACOE’s use of a median (evaluating whether the school was at least equal to half of its comparison 
schools) controls for outliers and data anomalies. Removing the median methodology, results in Avance’s 
failure to perform at least equal to all of its resident and comparable district school on any of the 
academic measures reviewed in the staff report, including those proposed by the school (Appendix A). 
Avance demonstrates equal performance to resident and comparable district schools for only (1) measure 
– SAT participation rate, which is not an academic metric.  

As Avance did not qualify for renewal under the first three (3) criteria under EC 47607(b), multiple 
measures were reviewed under criterion four (4) to make a determination of the school’s eligibility for 
renewal consideration. The Review Team considered data submitted by the school and publicly available 
data, including Standardized Testing and Reporting data for 2011, 2012 and 2013. The data and analysis 
are presented in the staff report (pages 6-21). 

Additionally, during the 30-day extension period granted by the County Board at Avance’s request, CDE 
published 2014 graduation rate and a-g completion rate data. This new information is provided in Item 
#29 with supporting data in Appendix A. 

In the area of finances, Avance has operated at a deficit in the first four (4) years of its current charter 
term, maintains high debt levels and relies on the sale of future receivables to support its operations. Over 
the past five (5) years, the school has paid over $1.9 million in fees and interest related to borrowing 
money and selling future apportionments. Further, the school has in excess of $140,000 in past due 
accounts payable. The budget submitted with the renewal petition indicates that the school will continue 
to sell future revenues into school year 2016-17. The excessive levels of debt, past due bills and high 
interest payments indicate the school’s lack of capacity to effectively manage its finances.  

The table below presents Avance’s response1to staff findings and LACOE’s analysis of that response: 

1 Avance’s response is presented as a direct quotation from the document submitted to the LACOE on April 27, 
2015. Some formatting has been changed to fit the style of this report, but the wording has not. Any typographical 
errors are as presented in Avance’s document. 



 

 
 

 

 

  

 

 
 

  
 

  

  

  

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

  
 

                                                            
  

Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

#1 Legal Analysis of the Charter Renewal The criteria utilized by LACOE is based on 

p.1 requirement with respect to Eduction 
Code 47607(b) 

the requirements of EC 47607(b)(4) which 
states, “the entity that granted the charter 

The criteria utilized by the Los Angeles 
County Office of Education (“LACOE”) in 
evaluating Academia Avance’s (“Avance”) 
Charter School Petition for Renewal in its 
Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for 
Academia Avance Charter School (‘Staff 
Findings”) is not established in Ed Code. 
Specifically, Education Code Section 
47607(b)(4) does not require a charter school 

determines that the academic performance of 
the charter school is at least equal to the 
academic performance of the public schools 
its students would otherwise attend as well as 
the academic performance of the schools in 
the school district in which the charter 
school is located, taking into account the 
pupil population served by the school.” 
(Emphasis added) 

seeking renewal to score (emphasis added) A plain reading of the law results in a charter 
“at least equal to half of the Resident school having to demonstrate academic 
Schools or comparable District Schools.” performance at least equal to all of its 
(Staff Findings, pp. 9-12) resident and comparable district schools. 

Board Policy delegates the monitoring and 
oversight of charter schools to the County 
Superintendent. Under this authority, 
LACOE established a less stringent 
standard that a charter school must 
demonstrate academic performance at least 
equal to half of its resident and comparable 
district schools. The use of the median as the 
basis of comparison has been the consistent 
standard used by LACOE and the County 
Board since EC 47607(b) established specific 
renewal criteria. The use of the median 
provides a counterbalance to outlier data. 

#2 Education Code Section 47607(b)(4) merely Avance’s statement is an incorrect citation of 

p.1 states that the academic performance of the 
charter school must be “at least equal” to the 
academic performance of the charter school 
in the district. 

the law. 

2 The item numbers were added by LACOE to facilitate reference. 
2 of 49 



 

 
 

 

 

  

 

 

  
 

   
  

  
  

 

 

 

 

 

  

 
 
 

 
  

 
  

 
 

 

 

  

  

 
  

 
 

 

 

 

 

  

 
 

 
 
  

   
 

 

 
 

  
  

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

#3 Because the Education Code does not The school’s statement that “Avance must only 

p.1 require charter schools seeking renewal to 
score at least equal to half of its Resident 
Schools or comparable District Schools, 
Avance must only demonstrate that its API 
scores are equal to its Resident Schools or 
comparable District Schools. 

demonstrate that its API scores are equal to 
its Resident Schools or comparable District 
Schools.” (Emphasis added) is not aligned to 
EC 47606(b)(4), which requires comparison 
to resident and comparable district schools.  

Further, EC 47606(b)(4) provides for 
alternative measures of academic 
performance other than API. LACOE utilized 
multiple alternative measures, those 
proposed by Avance and other publicly 
available data, to provide the County Board 
with multiple data sets to consider. This has 
been the standard of review used consistently 
by LACOE and the County Board in making 
renewal decisions. 

#4 Setting aside this non-established LACOE The statement that “Avance equaled or 

p.1 criteria that Avance score at least equal to 
half of its Resident Schools or comparable 
District Schools, and instead assessing 
Avance’s weighted 3-year average API, 
Avance equaled or exceeded the weighted 3-
year API Average for the Resident Schools 
and at least one of the comparable District 
Schools for all students schoolwide. 

exceeded the weighted-three year average for 
its resident schools” is not supported by the 
data. The API data shows that Avance’s 
Weighted 3-Year Average API (“Average 
API”) is higher than three (3) of its resident 
schools and lower than three (3) others. Its 
Average API is lower than 14 of its 15 
comparable district schools.  

#5 The most significant evidence that the Avance’s statement that LACOE staff 

p.2 Avance educational programs are 
succeeding were dismissed: 

 The college readiness indicators, which 
demonstrates that Avance’s graduation 
rates. 

 A-G requirements completion rate. 
 SAT participation rate all far exceed 

those of Residential Schools and are at 
least equal to comparable District 
Schools. 

Furthermore, with respect to pupil 
achievement data, it is important to note that 
Education Code Section 47607(b)(4)(B)(ii) 
permits the chartering entity to consider 
pupil achievement data outside of the 
Standardized Testing and Reporting 
Program, which Avance has submitted to 
LACOE to consider all of the information 
submitted by the charter school and to view 

“dismissed” the listed indicators is false. 
College readiness indicators are listed and 
analyzed on pages 13-17 of the Staff Report. 

LACOE expanded the indicators to include 
measurements of academic achievement 
(e.g., SAT scores At/Above 1500; Advanced 
Placement Exam scores) as well as 
participation. 

While EC 47607(b)(4) allows for alternative 
assessments to be used, and LACOE 
considered those indicators, it still requires 
the comparison to resident and comparable 
district schools. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
all such information within the larger context 
of the many challenges and reforms that 
have taken place in state education policy 
and the considerable progress that has been 
made and continues to be made with respect 
to Avance’s alignment with new state 
college and readiness priorities. 

Background Information 

#6 Avance is very appreciative of LACOE LACOE staff met with Avance on multiple 

p. 6 Charter School Office staff support; 
however the school incorporated any 
suggest aligned recommendation with 
California Charter School Law and any 
recommendations that were not statue were 
opinions from the LACOE staff and were 
not included in the final petition. However, 
Avance remains committed to make any 
changes in true collaboration with LACOE. 

Academia Avance has built a partnership 
with LACOE over the last five years. 
Many challenges have been surmounted and 
while we are committed to a process of 
continuous improvement, we strongly urge 
you to renew our charter based on our recent 
outcomes and commitment to excellence. 
Please accept the attached summary, which 
is the collective effort of our committed 
Board of Directors, faculty, staff, parents 
and students. 

occasions in preparation for renewal. The 
school submitted a draft of its petition in 
early August 2014. The purpose of the draft 
submission was to allow the Review Team to 
provide Avance with feedback that would be 
incorporated into the final petition. The 
feedback provided was aligned to law and 
regulations (including County Board Policy 
and LACOE Administrative Regulations) for 
reviewing charter petitions. 

Specific feedback was provided and not 
utilized by the school, resulting in a number 
of petition elements deemed “Not reasonably 
comprehensive.” For example, the school 
was given feedback that the description of its 
program for English Learners (ELs) failed to 
describe the challenges of the population and 
the specifics describing how the school’s 
program meets these needs. This is a specific 
requirement of the California Code of 
Regulations, Title 5 adopted by LACOE 
through Board Policy. 

In Element 7: Racial and Ethnic Balance, law 
and County Board policy clearly state the 
school must provide information on how it 
will seek to achieve a racial and ethnic 
balance reflective of the district in which it is 
located. Avance narrowed its description and 
focused on Northeast Los Angeles. The 
feedback given in August 2014 included the 
need to align the petition to the requirements 
of EC 47605(b)(5); that feedback was 
ignored. 

#7 

p.6 

Location is correctly stated. LACOE had no finding related to stated 
locations. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

#8 UC Doorway Course Listing and Avance Further information provided by the school. 

p.7 Course Offerings 

The mission of Academia Avance is to 

This information is not in response to a 
LACOE finding. 

provide and offer preparatory to all students 
for both college and a professional life. To 
this end, Academia Avance’s graduates 
must expand on the minimum requirements 
as set in Ed Code 51225.3 for high school 
(which may change), by completing 
additional Life preparatory courses. The 
College preparatory curriculum is described 
here. Academia's Life preparatory 
curriculum, described in the next section, 
adds development in a professional setting 
to establish goals for each student during 
and after college. 

The Academia Avance College preparatory 
stage offers all the state high school course 
requirements. Avance Course table listed 
presents these requirements (as they exist at 
this time, including passing the CAHSEE) 
presented on page 92 through 93 in the 
submitted charter renewal petition. The table 
allows for comparison to the University of 
California/California State University 
admissions requirements (A-G). 

Academia Avance strongly advises all 
students to complete the A-G requirements 
at the CSU level, and offers a course 
sequence that allows all students to meet the 
UC recommended levels. Students who 
complete the UC/CSU A-G requirements 
and all of Academia Avance Get SET 
program courses graduates our students with 
Academia Avance honors. Academia 
Avance’s course sequence and graduation 
requirements allow for a strong transition 
into universities, colleges and career paths. 
recommended levels. Students who 
complete the UC/CSU A-G requirements 
and all of Academia Avance Get SET 
program courses graduates our students with 
Academia Avance honors. Academia 
Avance’s course sequence and graduation 
requirements allow for a strong transition 
into universities, colleges and career paths. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

#9 Data is based on CST testing in years prior Further information provided by the school 

p.8 to 2013-2014, no state testing took place 
during this timeframe schools were asked to 
internal field testing. 

This year 2014-2015 will be the first year 
Smarter Balanced will fully administer in 
California Schools. 

Program Improvement Goals and 
Strategies 

Academia Avance addressed this in the 
charter renewal petition Program 
Improvement Status on pages 80 through 88 
of the submitted charter petition. Table A.13 
Program Improvement 3 Goals and 
Strategies. 

On March 7, 2014, the U.S. Department of 
Education approved California's testing 
waiver for certain statutory and regulatory 
requirements of Title I, Part A of the ESEA 
of 1965, as amended. Specifically, a one-
year waiver was granted that allows 
flexibility in making AYP determinations 
for schools and LEAs participating in the 
Smarter Balanced assessment field test. 

The California Department of Education 
(CDE) did not produce a 2014 AYP report 
for elementary, middle schools and high 
schools and unified school districts. 
Therefore, PI status for these schools and 
districts did not change. Schools and 
districts will not enter or exit PI. Academia 
Avance has been identified as a PI 3 school. 
The Goals and Strategies are also embedded 
in our LCAP. 

explaining the changes in the state’s 
accountability system. This information is 
not in response to a LACOE finding. 

AYP reports were produced for schools in 
which at least 90% of its population was 
composed of students in grades 9-12. Avance 
did not receive a 2014 AYP as its 2013-14 
student population in grades 9-12 did not 
meet the 90% threshold. 

#10 LACOE staff retrieved API from DataQuest CALPADS provides CDE DataQuest with 

p.9 (3 Year Average API Report) 3-11-15. 

CDE did not reconfigure the data once 
English Learner data was corrected. It was 
an anomaly within the CALPAD system, one 
that CDE acknowledged and attempted to 
resolve. While we are fully aware that 
CALPAD’s timing in regards to making 

“snapshot” data, a picture of the data at a 
specific date in time. LEAs are informed of 
this “snapshot” data by CDE and are 
provided a window of time to correct any 
errors and/or data anomalies. After the 
correction window closes, the data is posted 
publically. 

correction it is critical that LACOE If Avance did not notify CDE of data 
understands that error were corrected and errors within the allotted window any 
reports do show partial corrections. change made after the correction window 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

The use of statewide assessment Smarter 
Balance to replace CST was a decision made 

closed will not be reflected in published 
reports. 

by the Department of Education. CDE EL data, previously collected via R-30 
issued the bulletins and provisions to use reports, was collected and reported solely via 
internal measurers: As Elements A, B, and C CALPADS beginning in 2012-13. 
outlines the use of in Academia Avance’s Incomplete and/or inaccurate EL information 
submitted petition. within the Student Information Systems 

Communication with LACOE staff did 
transpire to discuss English Learner issues 

(SIS) of LEAs resulted in data anomalies 
across the state. 

and was discounted by LACOE staff as a All LEAs had the same opportunity to make 
school site issue. CDE acknowledged this data corrections within the window provided 
glitch impacted several schools in the state. by the CDE. Further, the existence of the 
Not only Avance experienced this 100+ same issue at other sites does not negate the 
negative decrease. Avance had discussions fact that Avance had the responsibility to 
with CDE recognizing internal issues and review its data and notify the CDE regarding 
attempted to work LACOE staff retrieved any possible errors within the given timeline. 
API from DataQuest (3-Year Average API 
Report) 3-11-15. 

REQUIREMENTS OF CHARTER RENEWAL 

Items 11 – 20 Respond to LACOE’s analysis pursuant to EC 47607(a)(3)(A) – The authorizer shall 
consider increases in pupil academic achievement for all groups of pupils served by the school as the 

most important factor in granting renewal 

#11 Refer to Element A, B, C pages 89-117 in the Avance’s renewal petition did not include 

p.13 submitted renewal petition. Also included in 
Element B are the following: 

LACOE Charter School Office staff was 
given access (log-in and password) for online 
viewing of the stream for NWEA Map 
results. They were directed to view the 
following: 

-Available results for Spring of 2013-3014 

-Available results for Fall and Winter of 
2014-2015 

LACOE Charter School Office staff 
additionally had access to Data Director with 
testing results for the 2013-2014 and 2014-
2015 school year. 

benchmark data for 2013-14, the year prior to 
renewal, despite multiple conversations with 
the school regarding the need for it to have 
data showing its academic performance for 
that year. 

The petition included Northwest Evaluation 
Association’s Measures of Academic 
Progress (NWEA MAP) data by teacher, 
which often included multiple grade levels 
on the same list. The CSO requested the lists 
by grade level and to be provided with the 
“Projected Proficiency” report for the data 
received. In response to the CSO’s request, 
Avance provided log-in information for its 
NWEA MAP assessments. The request for 
2013-14 NWEA MAP data was not 
answered by Avance; the CSO was told the 
data produced was not useable (see Avance’s 
response to LACOE Staff report page 14). 

CSO staff does not have access to Avance’s 
Data Director program. 

7 of 49 



 

 
 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
  

                                                            

 

Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

#12 Avance and the LACOE Charter School The CSO met with all schools up for renewal 

p.14 Office Staff anticipated to issues that arouse 
from the signing of AB 4843 suspending the 

in 2013-14 and 2014-15 in 2013 to discuss 
alternatives to STAR testing in light of AB 

STAR tests and the API determinations back 484. Several options were given to the 
in the Fall of 2013. The changes that schools; LACOE does not prescribe the data 
resulted, many with little prior announcement to be used. 
made the task of preparing for renewal for 
both sides essentially impossible. The 
LACOE Charter School Office Staff was not 
able to present a list of specific requirements 
for how Criteria 4 could be met, and Avance 
was also not able to present to LACOE prior 
to the submission of the renewal charter, 
actual data to meet the criteria. 

Avance in good faith communicated to the Avance proposed continued use of the CSTs 
LACOE Charter School Office Staff in the to document data in preparation for renewal. 
Fall of 2013 that it intended to use the CST LACOE was informed at a later date that the 
aligned STAR test as a continuum of the CSTs would not be administered and the 
achievement assessment data already school would use NWEA MAP benchmarks 
collected. This plan resulted from the for 2013-14. 
announcement that schools could voluntarily 
issue the STAR test post-AB484. 

We recall from the Fall 2013 conversations Both last year, and at the Capacity Interview, 
that the LACOE Charter School Office Staff the Executive Director stated ETS informed 
deemed this approach acceptable, as it would him, via email, that Avance could not 
make a multi-year analysis acceptable. administer the CSTs. The CSO requested the 
Furthermore, this plan aligned with the Data email on several occasions. While the 
Director benchmark procedures and data that Executive Director stated he would provide 
Avance had been evolving since years prior this documentation, it was not received.   
(as described in the WASC report), which 
were still CST based, ie. not Common Core 
aligned. 

LACOE contacted ETS and was informed 
many district and charter schools did order 
and administer the tests last year.  

The specific problem of the 2013-2014 
benchmarks stems from an announcement in 
February 2014, ie. well into the Spring 
semester, that ETS would not deliver to 
Avance the STAR test need for our 
benchmark and renewal Criteria 4 analysis. 
Avance immediately switched to a year-end 
strategy to use NWEA MAPs assessments 
instead. But these tests proved to be far 

On May 1, 2015, Avance submitted an 
email to the CSO between Avance and 
ETS. The email, also dated May 1, 2015, 
clearly identified that it was the school’s 
misunderstanding of the ordering process 
that resulted in it not being able to 
administer the tests, not a decision made 
by ETS. 

different from the prior benchmarks, making In July and August 2014, LACOE and 
interpretation of the MAPs results Avance met regarding the renewal process. 
incomprehensible, and completely At that time, Avance was notified that the 

3 AB 484 is the legislation that established California’s new assessment system: California Assessment of Student 
Performance and Progress (CAASPP) that replaces the STAR Program. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
misaligned to the prior benchmark data. school did not meet the academic criteria for 

This critical context for why the 2013-2014 renewal under EC 47607(b)(1-3).  

benchmark data was not provided was not Avance was asked to identify alternative 
included in the LACOE Charter School measures under EC 47607(b)(4) and 
Office staff analysis. propose those measures by October 1, 2014. 

Furthermore, we presented this issue to the 
LACOE Charter School Office Staff, and 
described how Avance would present student 

The school was subsequently given a 
submission extension to October 24, 2014. 
Avance did not submit the alternative 

achievement benchmark data for the 2014- measures.  

2015 academic year to meet the Criteria. This Avance has determined that the benchmark 
data was also not included correctly in the results from the May 2014 NWEA MAP 
renewal review. assessments were not useable and did not 

include them in the renewal petition. 

Since September 2013, Avance was informed 
that it would need to provide academic data 
for the 2013-14 school year (the year prior to 
renewal) to determine renewal eligibility 
pursuant to EC 47607(b)(4).  

The benchmark data provided for 2014-15 
was reviewed and included in the staff report 
(p. 19-20). Avance’s statement, “This data 
was not included correctly…” is not 
explained or justified. 

#13 NWEA Data (Avance is responding to LACOE’s finding that it 

p.16 Priorities: the LACOE staff report does not 
properly account for the state shift in public 
school policy towards the Common 
Core/Smarter Balanced and pending API that 
emphasis college and career readiness, and 
have made obsolete the prior STAR/API 
based measures. That Avance is aligned with 
the new priorities AND has the outcomes 
providing evidence are the 2014 Silver 
Award from the US News & World Report 
High School rankings (among top 10% in the 
country), and the selection as a model school 
by the CSUDH College of Education. 
Furthermore, the Avance college acceptance 
and persistence outcome for our Latino 
students (98%) surpass those of statistics 
found for "top" high schools in the state, as 
reported by a 2013 USC statewide study. 

did not provide benchmark data for 2013-14) 

LACOE utilized the guidance provided by 
EC 47607, the active and operative code 
section, in reviewing Avance’s renewal 
petition. 

Avance refers to a future API calculation that 
emphasizes college and career readiness. The 
parameters for the new API have not been 
defined, so it cannot be determined if Avance 
is aligned to the “new priorities.” 

US News & World Report: The 2014 list of 
high schools and rankings was based on data 
from school year 2011-12. Avance ranked 
392 out of the 574 California schools listed 
(bottom third). Schools are ranked based 
primarily on two (2) measures: The 
percentage of seniors who enrolled in an 
Advanced Placement (AP) course, and the 
percentage passing the exam. The schools on 
the list are assigned a “College Readiness 
Index” (CRI) score based on the AP data. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

Electronic and hard copies of data was 
provided to LACOE staff and included in 
the attachments of the submitted Charter 
Renewal Petitions. The data retrieved 
from NWEA MAPs from LACOE staff 
was directly accessed from the Avance 
files, as they did not trust Avance internal 
reporting. 

Avance received a CRI of 20.9, its resident 
schools received scores of 29.7-34.6. 

CSUDH Program: Avance is participating in 
California State University-Dominguez 
Hills’ (CSUDH) Innovative School 
Leadership Initiative (ISLI). This program is 
designed to develop effective leadership by 
training school principals and teacher 
leaders. The program targets “low-
performing charter high schools or semi-
autonomous high schools” (e.g., the 
Partnership for Los Angeles Schools). The 
program defines its target schools as those 
enrolling “low-income students of color, and 
are in the bottom 10% to 20% of high 
schools statewide…The schools have a 
history of poor student achievement and low 
graduation.” (Emphasis added) Avance was 
selected to be a part of this program. 

USC Study: Avance references an article 
from USC regarding post-secondary 
enrollment of Latino students in California. 
Data utilized in the study dates back to 2010. 
Avance make a comparison of this data to all 
of its graduates from 2011-2014; a 
statistically invalid comparison. Further, the 
comparison is made to all schools across the 
state, not to its resident and comparable 
district schools; thus it does not meet the 
standard of EC 47607(b)(4). 

NWEA Data Access: Avance provided 
NWEA MAP data printouts by class list 
which mixed grade levels. The CSO 
requested to have the lists by grade level and 
to be provided the “Projected Proficiency” 
report for the data received. In response, 
Avance provided the log-in information for 
Avance’s NWEA MAP assessments.  

Avance staff provided LACOE with 
passwords and support on data for a full 
review of NWEA MAPs findings. 

#14 Data Director Response (Avance is responding to LACOE’s finding that it 

p.16 When API calculations were released in 2013 
did not provide benchmark data for 2013-14) 

and the State was transitioning its The use of benchmark exams has been 
standardized measuring tool (Smarter recognized as a best practice for schools for 
Balance) at the same time, the district was many years. Schools have had the option to 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
required to obtain and administer its own 
benchmark data. 

In 2010, Academia Avance proactively 
began researching and piloting Data Director 
for internal benchmarks and by 2012 decided 
to utilize Data-Director as our official 
measurement tool. All sub-groups (student 
academic performance data) were tested and 
analyzed. State testing requirements kept 
changing. The correlation between Data-
Director and the new Smarter Balance was 
weak along with technology constraints. 
These external factors caused inaccurate 
performance results. 

In spring 2014, Academia Avance had to 
abandon Data-Director student performance 
results and began fully implementing NWEA 
MAPs. After two years of implementing 
NWEA and upgrading bandwidth for 
accurate test administration, Avance has a 

develop internal benchmarks or utilize exams 
provided by an outside agency. 

Avance’s statement that “state testing 
requirements kept changing” is inaccurate. 
State testing requirements remained 
essentially constant from 2006 through 2013. 
AB 484 did not become effective until 
January 1, 2014. For high schools, the 
CAHSEE has been a consistent requirement 
since 2006 and remains operative. Many 
schools serving grades 9-12 utilize 
benchmarks aligned to the CAHSEE. 

Avance implemented NWEA MAP 
benchmarking in 2014-15. The CSO received 
no data indicating the “results demonstrate 
sufficient growth in relation to the schools 
within the same geographic area.” 

benchmark tool that clearly aligns to the 
Smarter Balance assessment. Avance has 
improved technological capacity to provide 
equal and optimal testing environments as 
well. Most important, Academia Avance 
2014-2015 NWEA MAPs results 
demonstrate sufficient growth in relation to 
the schools within the same geographic area. 

#15 Refer to WASC letter as in 1.10 above. 

p.17 The curriculum course list is represented at 
UC Doorways and continues to be updated, 
changed or new courses submitted as we 
progress to full inclusion of AP Courses. Our 
charter school has obtained approval of our 
curriculum course list by acquiring WASC 
“Full Accreditation through 2019.” (Six-year 
accreditation) 

Avance’s WASC visit took place in April 
2013. The school received a 6-year 
accreditation term, with a Mid-cycle Progress 
Report and two-day Midterm Review. 

The WASC accreditation term is six (6) 
years for most schools. There are three (3) 
levels of accreditation: (1) a six-year 
accreditation status with a Mid-cycle 

The WASC process would not have given 
full authorization and would have given 
interim or not given accreditation to Avance 
if it was not deemed a sound educational 
program. 

Progress Report, (2) a six-year accreditation 
status with a Mid-cycle Progress Report and 
one-day visit or (3) a six-year accreditation 
status with a Mid-cycle Progress Report and 
two-day visit. 

When a school receives a two-day Mid-term 
Review (as Avance did), it indicates “There 
is compelling evidence that the school 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
needs additional support in strengthening 
student achievement (emphasis added) by 
addressing the critical areas for follow-up.” 
(Source: ASC WASC Accreditation Status 
Explanation. Retrieved 4-30-15 from: 
www.acswasc.org/pdf_general/WASC_ 
AccreditationStatusExplanation.pdf) 

Avance’s WASC visiting committee report 
cited five (5) critical areas for follow-up: 

1. Develop a strategic Professional 
Development Plan for implementation of 
California Common Core Standards, 
shared instructional and assessment 
strategies, and data-driven instruction. 

2. Specifically allocate funds for 
instructional resources, professional 
development and expansion of 
technology. 

3. Develop written policies and procedures 
to ensure continued sustainability of the 
organization, including operation, 
instruction, and assessment. 

4. Increase transparency and collaboration 
between the executive team and all 
stakeholders which includes on-going 
review and measurement of the school 
wide action plan, progress on ESLRs and 
student results, and resource allocation to 
ensure alignment with the mission, 
vision, and values. 

5. Develop more rigorous curricular options 
to help differentiate learning for higher 
performing students. 

#16 The LACOE Charter School Office staff LACOE reviewed all information submitted 

p.18 report seems to ignore the NWEA MAP data 
and summary analysis presented in Appendix 
B of the renewal submission package. This 
analysis specifically tabulated the MAP data 
achievements for the English Learner sub-
group and for students with IEP (showing 
significant growth for both groups). The 
actual student MAP results showing the 
Start-of-Year and Mid-year results were 
presented in the Appendices (with names 

in Avance’s renewal petition. NWEA MAP 
data provided included student results from 
fall 2014 and winter 2015 exams. 
Disaggregated results were not available by 
accessing Avance’s NWEA MAP system as 
the school has not coded its students to allow 
such reports. 

LACOE reviewed the subgroup analysis 
provided by Avance and found the following: 

redacted). Furthermore, LACOE staff was 
given full access to the Avance NWEA MAP 
system. 

 English Learner (EL) sub-group data 
submitted by the school shows that in the 
critical area of language 56% of the 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
students did not show growth. In fact, at 
grades six (6), seven (7) and 11, the 
average growth from fall to winter in 
language was negative. 

 In reading, 53% of ELs showed growth; 
in math, 58% of ELs showed growth 
(average growth was negative at the 6th 

and 7th grades); and 64% showed growth 
in science. 

 For Students with Disabilities, the data 
indicates 64% showed growth in 
language; 58% showed growth in 
reading; 61% showed growth in math 
and 57% showed growth in science. 
Remaining students showed a decline in 
achievement or no change.   

NWEA MAP data for ELs and Students with 
Disabilities shows some growth for some 
students and no growth or negative growth 
for others. Because the period between 
administrations was short, it cannot be 
determined whether these groups showed 
“significant growth” as stated by Avance.  

#17 The LACOE Charter School Office staff The statement quoted out of the staff report 

p.18 report goes on to state: 

While the school’s students 
demonstrated some improvement on the 
January administration of the MAP, the 
increases are not significant and show 

demonstrates that LACOE staff did not 
“ignore the NWEA MAP data” provided by 
Avance. Appendix 5 of the staff report 
provides the data analysis referenced in 
Avance’s citation. 

that Avance students continue to 
perform below grade level with one (1) 
exception (grade 11 English-Language 
Arts). A Projected Proficiency Summary 
for the January administration is not 
available from NWEA. 

#18 The Ed Code for renewal does not specify EC 47607(a) does not state “merely that 

p.18 the students must be at grade level, merely 
that there be academic achievement, with the 

there be academic achievement”; it states that 
the authority that granted the charter shall 

data shows there is, especially for those consider increases in academic performance 
students that have been with Avance for two for all groups of pupils served by the charter 
or more years. The staff report ignores the school as the most important factor in 
academic realities of the vast majority of determining whether to grant a charter 
students in Northeast LA, a reality that is renewal. (Emphasis added) 
well known. The data presented in the staff report shows 

there has been a decline in academic 
performance for most student groups (only 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
Students with Disabilities showed growth 
from 2011 to 2013). NWEA MAP data is 
insufficient to claim it shows “significant 
increases” in academic achievement. 

LACOE is aware that many communities 
face challenges. However, improved 
academic performance is expected of all 
schools, and a review of publicly available 
data shows there has been improvement at all 
of Avance’s resident schools (see chart in 
staff report, page 10). 

Avance’s charter was granted in 2010 for 
the specific purpose of meeting the needs 
(e.g., “academic realities”) of the students 
in Northeast LA. The authorized charter 
established specific measurable pupil 
outcomes to be used to determine whether 
or not the school fulfilled its intended 
purpose. If Avance did not demonstrate 
progress toward meeting these outcomes, 
it did not fulfill its intended purpose. Only 
one (1) of the 10 outcomes was met. 

#19 An area of concern that warrants further One of the primary purposes for using 

p.19 attention is when the LACOE Charter School 
Office staff report choose to use a NWEA 

NWEA MAP benchmarks is to provide an 
estimate of how the students will score on 

report that merely projected proficiency state accountability measures. This is done 
rates, showing the following results: through the “Projected Proficiency” report 

 The report contradicts itself by criticizing 
the school for have a analysis with "two 
data points", i.e. the NWEA MAPs 
results from October and January, yet 
relies on a beginning of year projection, 
based mostly on the PRIOR year MAP 

produced by the NWEA software program. 
The report also provides a context within the 
state accountability system for the results. 
For example, the high school level Projected 
Proficiency report projects how the students 
will do on the CAHSEE.  

results of May, and start of year results. When LACOE staff requested the 
 Given that the May 2014 tests were Proficiency Report, it was not known that 

hastily issued with students not prepared NWEA only produces that report for winter 
for the new on-line format, and with and spring administrations. Had the school 
serious technical issues. made its spring 2014 data available, there 

 There is a reason why CDE has chosen would have been multiple points for 
not to use the Smarter Balanced results in comparison. 
it first two years of implementation. 

The magnitude of implementing a new 
It seems more than just a difference in statewide assessment system (e.g., Smarter 
statistical interpretation for the LACOE Balanced) is not equivalent to initiating a 
Charter School Office staff to not do the commercial benchmark assessment system 
same for the first Avance MAPs (used across the county) at a school with less 
implementations. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
than 500 students.    

It was incumbent upon Avance to provide 
data for 2013-14, whichever system it chose 
to implement. 

#20 Based on the CAHSEE results in past years Avance’s analysis indicates the school is not 

p.20 the statements of “72% of high school 
students are projected not to pass (e.g.. 
demonstrated AYP proficiency) on the 
California High School Exit Exam 
(CAHSEE in Mathematics.” or “60% of high 
school students are projected not to pass 
(e.g.. demonstrate AYP proficiency) on the 

distinguishing between passing the CAHSEE 
and demonstrating proficiency, as required 
by federal AYP criteria. 

The NWEA projects the level of proficiency 
(scoring 380 or above), not passing (scoring 
350 or above).  

CAHSEE in Reading.” Results reflect the 
following: 

Table B.2 10th Grader Students Passing CAHSEE 
10th Grade Students Passing CAHSEE 
Year Math ELA 

2013-14 76% 80% 

2012-13 67% 62% 

2011-12 75% 76% 

2010-11 85% 95% 

2009-10 71% 70% 

Data Source: cde.ca.gov Dataquest 

Data reflects that the 75% goal of 10th 
graders was met for 2013-2014, 2011-2012, 
2010- 2011 and not for 2012-2013 or 2009-
2010. 

The two following statements 80.7% of 
middle school students are project not to 
score proficient or above on STAR tests 
(e.g., California Standard Test (CST) in 
mathematics.” and 63% of middle school 
students are project not to score proficient or 
above on STAR tests (e.g., California 
Standard Test (CST) in Reading.” Both of 
these statements are obsolete as the state of 
California will assess using Smarter 
Balanced. School year 2013-2014 launched 
field- testing where schools receive or have 
access to scores. This year with the 
administration of Smarter Balanced a 
baseline will be established. 

The data Avance provided is solely for the 
percent of students passing the CAHSEE; 
not the percent proficient. 

The projected proficiency results produced 
by the school’s internal benchmark system 
should not be considered obsolete. 
Regardless of the specific exam, the results 
indicate a need to improve the academic 
program offered to students. 

Evaluation of Alternative Academic Performance Data Pursuant to EC 47607(b)(4) 

#21 Refer to Section 1.2 of the renewal petition, 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

p.21 & “Renewal Criteria Fulfillment” 

23 SUMMARY 

1. Favorable Comparison Under Ed 
Code 47607(b) Renewal Criteria 4 

LACOE determined the list of resident 
schools based on October 2014 enrollment 
data submitted by Avance. Resident schools 
that contributed at least 2% of Avance’s 

For the eight schools for which 3% or more 
of Avance students would have attended as 
their LAUSD “assigned residential school” 
the following conclusions result from a 
comparison to Avance: 

1. Avance held the highest 2014 API 3 year 
average among its “residential” 
comparison high schools. 

2. The 2014 API 3 year average for Avance 
was on par among the comparison 
middle schools. 

students were used Resident schools for 
comparison purposes. Enrollment data shows 
the schools are: Burbank, Irving and 
Nightingale Middle Schools and Franklin, 
Lincoln and Marshall High Schools (all 
within LAUSD). 

Avance’s statement that it “held the highest 
2014 API 3-year average among its 
‘residential comparison high schools’” is 
false. Avance’s score was higher than three 
(3) of its six (6) resident schools and lower 
that three (3) others. Additionally, Avance 

3. The share of the Avance Latino, SES, 
and Special-Ed subgroups is similar to 
all the “residential” comparison schools, 
but the Avance EL count is higher. 

4. Avance was the only school that 
sustained an enrollment increase (+43%) 
over the last five years. All of the 
residential comparison schools showed 
significant declines of between 20% to 
49%. 

As stated above, the document for Section 
1.2 of the renewal submission package 
provides a detail explanation, with a 
summary on the first page. We are unclear 
why the LACOE staff did not include this 
analysis in their review, nor seeded to refer 
on include this analysis in the 
communications to the Board of Education. 

fails to state that its score was lower than 14 
of the 15 comparable district schools on this 
metric. 

Avance includes Wilson High School and El 
Sereno Middle School in Section 1.2. 
Enrollment data for 2014-15 shows no 
students would otherwise attend Wilson and 
1.7% would attend El Sereno as the resident 
school. 

Bullet 3 of Avance’s “conclusions” is 
irrelevant and inaccurate: the demographic 
composition of resident schools is not a 
component of the renewal criteria under EC 
47607(b) and three (3) of Avance’s resident 
schools have a higher percent of EL 
enrollment than Avance (see page 8 of staff 
report). 

Bullet 4 is irrelevant as it does not pertain to 
academic achievement. 

LACOE reviewed the entire petition, and the 
Board was provided copies of the petition 
and supporting documents prior to the Public 
Hearing held March 17, 2015. 

The data and analysis referenced by Avance 
was included in the staff report on pages 9-
10. 

#22 1. Public Law: the LACOE Charter School The criteria utilized by LACOE is based on 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

p.24 Office Staff report finding on Ed Code 
47607(b)4 which establishes eligibility for 
renewal are based on opinion, not a factual 
interpretation of the law. They use specific 
measures that are NOT set in the law, thus 
biasing their analysis against Avance. 

the requirements of EC 47607(b)(4)(A) 
which states, “the entity that granted the 
charter determines that the academic 
performance of the charter school is at least 
equal to the academic performance of the 
public schools its students would otherwise 
attend as well as the academic performance 
of the schools in the school district in which 
the charter school is located, taking into 
account the pupil population served by the 
school.” (Emphasis added) 

Avance was provided an opportunity to 
propose alternative measures to be used 
under this criterion. It did not propose any 
alternatives by the deadline established (or 
by the provided extension of the deadline). 
LACOE’s determination that Avance does 
not qualify for renewal is based on (i) clear 
and convincing data. (ii) Pupil achievement 
data, including, but not limited to the 
Standardized Testing and Reporting 
Program….and (iii) Information submitted 
by the charter school. (EC 47607(b)(4)(D)). 

#23 2. Priorities: the LACOE Charter School The academic criteria for renewal are based 

p.24 Office Staff report does not properly account 
for the state shift in public school policy 

in existing statute and include the 
performance of the school over the term of 

towards the Common Core/Smarter Balanced its current charter. Renewal is not based on 
and pending API that emphasis college and future or possible accountability measures.  
career readiness, and have made obsolete the 
prior STAR/API based measures. 
Additionally, on March 12, 2015, the State The suspension of the API for 2014-15 does 
Board of Education Suspended the Academic not affect Avance’s current petition for 
Performance Index altogether for a second renewal. 
year. Avance has focused alignment with the 
new priorities AND has the outcomes 
providing evidence are the 2014 Silver 
Award from the US News & World Report 

See Item #13 for LACOE’s response to the 
US News & World Report ranking, CSUDH 
program and 2013 USC study. 

High School rankings (among top 10% in the 
country), and the selection as a model school 
by the CSUDH College of Education. 
Furthermore, the Avance college acceptance 
and persistence outcome for our Latino 
students (98%) surpass those of statistics 
found for "top" high schools in the state, as 
reported by a 2013 USC statewide study. 

#24 3. People: if LACOE does not renew the 
charter and Avance were not able to remain 

EC 47601 defines the intent of the state 
legislature in enacting the Charter Schools 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

p.24 open, this would force 92% of the students to 
return to their LAUSD assigned school of 
residence where their 4 year university 
preparation outcomes are half that of 
Avance, as reported by LACOE. These are 
Franklin HS, Lincoln HS and Wilson HS (not 
Marshal HS). We do not have any students 
attending (yet) that reside in Los Feliz nor 
Silver Lake (as implied by LACOE). We do 
have have students from El Sereno, Boyle 
Heights and Compton because they do not 
feel they will be served by the school in 
those communities. We need to think of the 
Highland Park students first as they have 

Act. Subsection f states the legislative intent 
is, in part, to hold schools accountable for 
meeting measureable outcomes in exchange 
for independence from the existing school 
district structure. 

Prior to renewal being granted, a charter 
school must show that it has met 
measureable outcomes by meeting one of the 
four (4) academic performance criteria under 
EC 47607(b). Avance has failed to meet this 
standard. The staff report contains the data 
and analysis of the schools performance 
relative to EC 47607(b) on pages 3-21. 

been an after thought for far too long. Multiple traditional public and charter 
schools located near Avance have 
demonstrated higher academic performance 
and improvement over the past three (3) 
years. 

#25 The methodology used for the LACOE See LACOE’s response under Item #1 

p.25 analysis is not established in Ed Code. Thus, 
the dismissal of the data and analysis 
presented by Avance that shows how the 
school does meet Criteria 4 (as described 
above for the Avance Section 1.2 appendix) 

regarding the methodology used. 

Avance’s data and analysis was taken under 
consideration by LACOE. See Item #21 for 
the analysis to Section 1.2. 

seems like an over-reach by the LACOE 
staff. 

Specifically, the LACOE staff report used a 
"median" test (Avance must surpass half of 
the comparison schools) is not stipulated in 
Ed Code, mere that the school be "equal". 
Given the freedom to present alternative 
measures, Avance presented a "range" test, 
ie. as long as Avance was within the 
minimum and maximum of the comparison 
schools, Avance meets the "equal" test. 

Avance’s “range” methodology is not 
established in Education Code. No statistical 
or legal basis for this methodology was 
provided. 

#26 Please refer to document Section 1.2. 

p.27 The comparison to the LACOE staff selected LACOE has established a protocol for 
schools does not compare to schools within determining the list of comparable district 
our residential area. The compositions of schools for use under EC 47607(b)(4). The 
these are not similar, i.e. New Designs CDE publishes a Similar Schools List; this 
(African American Population), PUC schools list is based on demographic information 
4-5th generation immigrants and are home including race/ethnicity, parent education 
owners not apartment dwellers In other levels, socioeconomic status and population 
words some of these schools are not of specialized student groups (i.e., ELs and 
comparable in terms of demographics. Students with Disabilities). LACOE utilizes 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
Avance is a high density urban center, city the most recent Similar Schools list to 
dwellers vs many other schools that are in the identify schools in the district in which the 
valley and in urban-suburban areas. Very charter resides. In Avance’s case, LACOE 
different to parents working two jobs and not used its 2012 Similar School list. 
around to provide literacy and academic 
support to their children, as they are in 
survivor mode. Life experiences are 
extremely different- gangs vs no gangs, 
income vs no income, citizenship vs non-
citizenship, education vs no education. 

Avance was provided this list in July 2014. 
At that time, the school’s Executive Director 
expressed concerns regarding the listed 
schools stating there were mistakes in the 
data CDE used to generate the lists and 
claiming CDE used incorrect EL numbers for 
Avance (see Item #10). 

The school was given the opportunity to 
propose a list of similar schools to be used 
for renewal purposes. They were given a 
deadline of October 1, 2014. Although 
Avance failed to meet this deadline, LACOE 
included the similar schools provided by 
Avance in addition to those identified by the 
CDE (see staff report page 8). 

#27 

p.29 

See analysis of Section 1.2. Also consider 
that this is an over reliance on a measure that 
has been dis-credited by the CDE under AB 
484. 

EC 47607(b) remains operative and 
continues to be used as a standard for 
renewing charter schools during California’s 
transition to a new accountability system. 

AB 484 does not “discredit” the measures 
used in the State Accountability and 
Reporting System (e.g., CST exams) in place 
since 2001. The purpose of AB 484 was to 
introduce a new testing and accountability 
system aligned with the move toward 
national standards in curriculum and 
assessment.  

#28 The methodology used by the LACOE Refer to Item #1 regarding LACOE’s 

p.33 Charter School Office Staff is not established 
by the Ed Code, and again relies on a "at 
least half" test. 

methodology. 

The mission of Academia Avance, as stated 
throughout its renewal petition, is to prepare 

A review of these nine College Readiness 
Indicators used by the LACOE Charter 
School Office Staff should consider the 
following for six of the nine measures, really 
four since the CAHSEE and EAP tests have 
two parts: ELA and Math. 

The LACOE Charter School Office Staff 
used the CDE published "SAT: Percent 
Scoring At/Above 1500" indicator, primarily 
because this is the data point made available 

students for college and beyond. In support 
of this mission, LACOE reviewed publically 
available data that indicates college 
readiness, in addition to those proposed by 
Avance. 

The use of SAT scores (percent scoring at or 
above 1500 and average (mean) scores) was 
used to show student academic achievement. 
The specific data points were chosen as they 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
by the CDE to show how well student score. are publically available. The CDE uses the 
BUT the 1500 threshold is out context for 1500 score in this metric as it represents the 
this analysis because it is not qualified by the median score possible. Additionally, the 
participation rate, ie much lower for the College Board (SAT publishers) state that a 
comparison schools than for Avance (by score of 1550 is associated with a 65% 
nearly half). More troubling is that 1500 is probability of obtaining a first-year GPA of 
NOT a requirement for the UC nor CSU B- or higher at a four-year college, providing 
systems. Where is this threshold established a strong predictor of college readiness. 
as the test? UC and CSU schools rely greatly on a 

student’s high school GPA as an entrance 
requirement and do not require a specific 
SAT score unless an applicant’s GPA is 
below 3.0. However, a student’s SAT score 
is still a factor in admissions decisions. For 
the UC system, there are 14 factors taken 
into consideration when applications are 
reviewed. The second factor on the list is 
“Scores on the following tests: ACT…or the 
SAT” (Source: University of California 
Admissions.). 

Students with higher SAT scores are more 
likely to be accepted, especially to 
competitive entry schools like UCLA and 
UC Berkeley. 

CAHSEE Proficiency Rates for ELA and The passing score on the CAHSEE is 350, 

Math: which equates to scoring 55-60% on the 
exams. CDE recognizes this low bar and has 

CAHSEE Proficiency is not the requirement set the AYP criteria for proficiency on 
for graduation, merely passage. And this can Annual Measureable Objectives at 380.
happen in the 10th or 11th or 12th grades. 
The better consideration is if the ELA and LACOE utilized the proficiency rate, rather 

Math CAHSEE exams are PASSED so as to than the pass rate, as it is publically available 

graduate. The high graduation rates (using and the same measure used under AYP. 

the Senior year measure or the cohort Meeting minimum high school graduation 

measure) for Avance show we are beyond requirements does not equate to college 

"equal". AND since one must be a graduate readiness and the rigors of college. 

(i.e. passed CAHSEE) before one can enroll The USC study is based on 2010 data. 
in a 4 year university, the more efficient Avance had no graduates in 2010; therefore, 
college readiness indicator is ACTUAL a valid comparison cannot be made (see Item 
college enrollment. Appendix ** uses the to #13).
2010 California Postsecondary Education 
Commission (CPEC) 2010 data data as 
analyzed by USC 2013 study "Addressing 
Latino Outcomes at California’s Hispanic-
Serving Institutions" to show that Avance is 

Avance did not include or provide references 
to the studies it refers to as questioning “the 
Academic Placement scheme as a 
preparation for college.” 

way beyond "equal." Use if this indicator by Colleges have a long-standing practice of 
LACOE is confusing the test required under considering scores on AP exams as an 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
EC 47405b4. indicator of academic preparedness. In fact, 

AP Scores: there is ample and vast written 
that questions the Advance Placement 
scheme as a preparation for college, 
especially for the student demographic 

many colleges consider passing an AP exam 
(receiving a score of 3 or higher) equivalent 
to passing a college course, and students are 
often given college credit for the course. 

served by Avance. An academic measure that A 2009 study, The Relationship Between AP 
depends on the financial contributions of the Exam Performance and College Outcomes 
student (in the form of fees for the tests) (Mattern, K., Shaw, E. and Xiong, X.), found 
must be questioned. Avance has always been that students earning a 3, 4 or 5 (a passing 
forthright and in good faith to declare that score) on one of the AP Exams tended to 
very few AP courses would be offered (e.g. outperform students who received lower 
AP US History and AP Calculus). scores… or did not take any AP exams, with 

regards to FYGPA (First year college Grade 
Point Average), retention, and institution 
selectivity. 

With regard to the cost of exams, fee waivers 
are given to all students who qualify as 
socioeconomically disadvantaged. Fees are 
also charged for taking the SAT exam, a 
measure which Avance proposes under EC 
47606(b)(4). Avance could similarly pay the 
fee for the AP exam as many high schools 
do. 

The LACOE Charter School Office Staff did Avance was made aware of the data LACOE 

not inform Avance that the AP measures was planning to include in the staff report on 

would be used for the high stakes Criteria 4 March 23, 2015. No protest was made at that 

analysis, as it is not established in Ed Code, time regarding the measures.  

and has many detractors. Had we known, we 
would have presented a protest. 

#29 EAP ELA/Math: these test were only made a The Early Assessment Program (EAP) has 

p.34 requirement for 2013-2014 to meet federal 
requirements in lieu of STAR, ie another 
result of AB484. Avance never stated they 
would use EAP as college readiness 
indicator. This can be understood given that 
many studies have shown that the vast 
majority (greater than two thirds) of the 
Freshman in the CSU system have not placed 
out of the EAP ELA and or MATH 
requirements. To use EAP, then, is 
incongruent with the intent of the California 

been available to schools for many years and 
continues to be available during the transition 
to a new accountability system under AB 
484. Avance’s students have participated in 
the exam as evidenced by results posted on 
the EAP website. 

EAP results are publically available data for 
Avance and its comparable schools, making 
this metric appropriate for use under EC 
47607(b)(4).  

legislature in merely making "equal" the test 
for Criteria 4, that is, NOT a measure that 
most of the public schools in the state would 
fail. 

Avance proposes three (3) college readiness 
indicators for consideration: Graduation, a-g 
completion and SAT participation rates. 
LACOE included these items in its analysis 

This leaves three measure, which should be, beginning on page 14 of the staff report. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
used in combination for a renewal Other metrics were included as described 
consideration for these reasons: above. 

1. You cannot enroll in college, if you do not Avance’s 2012-13 graduation rate was not at 
graduate. This measure, which was proposed least equal to its resident and comparable 
by Avance, does shows that the school is at district schools. Avance had a higher 
least "equal" for the District Comparison graduation rate than its resident schools and a 
schools, and surpasses for the Residential lower graduation rate than 11 of 16 
schools. comparable district schools (see Appendix 3, 

2. A student must complete - or nearly p.46 of the staff report) 

complete - the UC/CSU A-G Requirements The completion of a-g required courses is a 
in order to be considered for admission, but standard metric used to gauge college 
for sure for enrollment. Avance has readiness (it is also a required LCAP metric). 
demonstrated that "nearly" complete has The review of a-g data in regards to renewal 
allowed my struggling students - like the was two-fold: (1) the data is publically 
many (too many) from Northeast LA - CAN available for Avance and its comparable 
be accepted at many 4 year institutions, eg. schools, and (2) a-g completion rate is one of 
under the CSU EOP programs. Regardless, the measureable pupil outcomes in Avance’s 
Avance is at least "equal" in this measure to charter. 
its District comparison schools, and 
surpasses (nearly doubles) the indicator for 
the Residential comparison schools. 

Avance’s renewal petition contained multiple 
calculation errors for its a-g completion rates. 
For example, Avance stated its 2013-14 a-g 
completion rate was 90%. A review of 
student transcripts shows the actual 
completion rate was 40.3%. 

At the time the renewal petition was 
submitted, CDE had not published the 2013-
14 graduation data; thus, 2012-13 graduation 
rate and a-g completion rate data was used in 
the staff report. 

On April 28, 2015, CDE posted the 2013-14 
data on DataQuest which indicates the 
following (substantiating data may be found 
in Appendix B): 

Graduation Rate: Avance’s 2013-14 
graduation rate was not at least equal to its 
resident and comparable district schools. 
Avance had a higher graduation rate than 3 
of 3 resident schools and a lower graduation 
rate than 10 of 17 comparable district 
schools. (See Appendix A) 

A-G Completion Rate: Avance’s 2013-14 a-g 
completion rate was not at least equal to it 
resident and comparable district schools. 
Avance had a lower a-g completion rate than 
3 of 3 resident schools and a lower a-g 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

3. The CAHSEE, more than the score, 
it is the bi-nominal measure of did you take 
the SAT that is the far more efficient 
indicator for college readiness. The far 
higher SAT participation rate TOGETHER 

completion rate than 11 of 17 comparable 
district schools. (See Appendix A) 

Taking of the SAT exam is required for 
entrance to most colleges; it is not an 
indicator of academic performance. 

with the graduation rate (which implicitly 
includes the CAHSEE PASSAGE rate) that 
is far simpler and effective indicator that 
Avance meets the EC 47605b4 "equal" test. 

Considered in this way, without the mis-
applied indicators, the tables of page 46 
actually show that Avance compares very 
favorably to the residential and district 
comparison schools. 

While Avance has a high SAT participation 
rate, EC 47607(b)(4) requires the chartering 
authority to review the school’s academic 
performance. To meet this requirement, 
LACOE presented data on SAT scores in 
Appendix 3 of the Staff Report. 

Based on the percentage of students 
scoring at/above 1500 (the median SAT 
score), Avance scores below 3 of 3 resident 
school and 16 of 16 comparable district 
schools (one school had no scores), therefore 
it does not qualify for renewal consideration 
based on this academic metric. 

#30 It most be noted that the table of Appendix 6 API outcomes are presented in Appendix 2, 

p.35 on page 46, remove the API outcomes, which 
are instead presents in a table on page 42. 
Had they been included, Avance would be 
shown to be with range, thus should be 
considered as "equal" to the comparison 
school, and this found eligible. 

Consider the analysis of Appendice prepared 
for this response using a newer reference 
recently identified: the USC 2013 study 
"Addressing Latino Outcomes at California’s 
Hispanic-Serving Institutions." The data of 
the USC study are a further indication of why 
the now retired API based school quality 
measures are NOT and efficient indicator of 
college readiness. Avance surpasses the 
college attainment of the average for all "10" 
API ranked schools. It is no wonder that the 
CDE is hard/fast at work to introduce a new 
API measure where 40% of the weight would 
stem from college and career readiness 
indicators. The recent US News & World 
Report Silver Award to Avance does show 
that with different measures, Avance 
measures up - like in the top 10% of all high 
schools in the country. 

If Ed Code 47605b4 allows for alternative 

pages 42-43 of the staff report. Avance’s 
Average API is lower than 2 of 3 resident 
middle schools and 1 of 3 resident high 
schools. It is lower than 14 of its 15 
comparable district schools (2 span-schools 
serving grades 6-12 and 13 high schools 
serving grades 9-12). 

Charter schools seeking renewal must 
demonstrate that they have met one of the 
academic criteria specified in EC 47607(b). 
Avance references a study by USC (see Item 
#13 for analysis) and a proposed new API 
measure as evidence for renewal.  

LACOE considered 10 alternative measures 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
measures, than why only choose measure for (including the schools progress toward 
which Avance looks bad? meeting the measurable outcomes established 

Lastly: the 9 measure College Readiness 
Indicators methodology was not disclosed to 

in its charter) in addition to the five (5) 
metrics proposed by Avance.  

Avance prior to issuance of the report. If it As stated above, Avance was informed of 
had, we would have immediately taken issue, LACOE’s intention to use the college 
and presented the critique above in protest. readiness indicators in the staff report on 
Why is Avance the only party labeled a March 23, 2015; it did not object at that time. 
"late" to act? 

#31 

p.37 

See response for 1.21. [item #25] 

Avance Charter submitted Renewal page 96 

See Item #29. 

#32 See response for 1.21. [item #25] Avance’s a-g completion rate has declined 

p.38 Avance’s a-g completion rates reflect 
performs at least equal to its resident and 
comparable district schools. 

annually from 2011 to 2014. Based on the 
most recent a-g completion rate data (2013-
14), Avance ranks lower than all of its 
resident schools and 11 of its 17 comparable 
district schools. (See Appendix A) 

Avance does not qualify for renewal 
consideration based on a-g completion rates, 
because it does not perform at least equal to 
its resident and comparable district schools. 

#33 See response for 1.21. [item #25] 

p.39 Per LACOE staff Avance could qualify for 
renewal consideration based on SAT Grade 
12 participation rates because it performs at 
least equal to its resident and comparable 
district schools. 

However, participation rate is not an 
indicator of academic performance; taking 
the SAT is not equivalent to obtaining an 
adequate score. When student performance 
on the SAT is considered, Avance is 
outperformed by its comparison schools (see 
SAT Percent of Students Scoring At/Above 
1500, below). 

SAT is not considered a part of API and 
AYP as of yet. Avance does believe that it 
will be included as part of College 
Readiness. We offer SAT Prep and support 
students to take the SAT Examination. 

The information on testing retrieved from the 
Princeton Review shares the following: 

The exam consists of three parts: Critical 

See Item #29 

The SAT exam has not been a part of the API 
or AYP calculations in the past; however, it 
is unknown what factors will be included in 
future calculations. 

Avance’s mean SAT scores for 2013 are as 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
Reading, Mathematics and Writing. The 
scores from each section can range from 200 
to 800, so the best possible total score is 
2400. The average score for each section is 
roughly 500, so the average total score is 
about 1500. For the 1.66 million test-takers 
in 2013, the mean scores were 496 critical 
reading, 514 math, and 488 writing. 

Very few students get a perfect SAT score, 
even those at the country’s top colleges. The 
list below shows the middle range of SAT 
scores for different schools. The middle 50% 
of admitted students fell within these 
numbers. Keep in mind that 25% of students 
who were admitted scored below the lower 
numbers listed. 

follows: 

Critical reading: 406 

Math: 387 

Writing: 394 

The school’s mean scores are well below 
the national average cited by the Princeton 
Review. 

The list referred to in this item was not 
included in the submission.  

#34 See response for 1.21. [item #25] Avance does not qualify for renewal 

p.40 

Scores for 2013-2014 

Scores for 2014-2015 

SAT score along with college acceptance 
rates (This is part of the persistence data) 
Data gathered from College Confidential 
provides the following: 

The source is the admissions office, now 
when trying to determine your chances, you 
can directly compare to your race group in 
order to have a more accurate guess. 

consideration based on the percent of 
students scoring At/Above 1500 on the SAT 
because it does not perform at least equal to 
its resident and comparable district schools. 
Avance ranked below all of its comparison 
schools (see Item #29, Addendum Appendix 
A and Appendix 3 to the staff report). 

(Avance did not submit SAT scores for 
2013-14 or 2014-15 in its response. At the 
May 1, 2015 meeting to clarify the school’s 
response to the findings of fact, Avance 
stated they chose not to submit the data.) 

Avance has included in its response the 
average SAT scores for students who applied 
and accepted to colleges for the years 2004-
2006. The average scores are listed by race 
and total students. It does not indicate if this 
data is national or whether the acceptance is 
to public or private universities (Source data 
was not included in Avance’s response and 
the school did not respond to LACOE’s 
request for this document). 

During the years presented, 2004-2006, the 
highest score possible was 1600. The SAT 
later changed to include a writing portion and 
the highest possible score became 2400. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

Average SAT Score of Applied (04-06) The data presented in the tables to the left 
Asian Black Hisp White Total cannot be compared to Avance’s data 

SAT SAT SAT SAT SAT during its current charter term (beginning 

1262 1103 1167 1239 1216 
1262 1093 1186 1253 1229 

2010-11) as the scale used to score the SAT 
changed prior to that year.   

1234 1075 1174 1234 1208 Avance’s average SAT score for 2012-13 is 

Average SAT Score of Admitted (04-06) 
1187. Nationally, the average score for 
that year was 1497.

Asian Black Hisp White Total 
SAT SAT SAT SAT SAT 
1326 1190 1254 1315 1296 

Avance’s mission is to prepare students for 
college. The importance of SAT scores in 
college admissions and college success 

1327 1195 1266 1322 1306 should not be ignored. 
1318 1176 1263 1317 1295 

College admission officers do take race into California’s public universities are prohibited 
account when considering SAT scores. Our from using race in a factor for admissions 
students are scoring within the acceptable under Proposition 209. 
ranges for acceptance into colleges and 
universities throughout the nation for 
Hispanic students, which is 97% of our 
population.. Further as evidence by our 
current college going rate of 90% of our 
alumni accepted by 4 year universities, with 

It is unclear what Avance is referring to as 
the “acceptable range.” SAT data provided in 
this section of the response is not comparable 
to Avance’s SAT data due to the change in 
scoring identified above. 

a 70% persistence measure, surpassing 
outcomes measured for Latinos statewide 
and nationally. Although we will continue to 
provide our students support to improve their 
scores on the SAT exams. The community 
that we are currently serving shows that we 
[response cut off in document] 

#35 

p.41 

See response for 1.21. [item #25] 

Avance submitted Charter Renewal page 93, 
113 referenced throughout, Ed.Code 
California High School Exit Exam 

Education Code Section 60850a authorized 
the development of a high school exit 
examination in English Language Arts and 
Mathematics based on California content 
standards. It is understood by the Academia 
Avance that all students must pass both the 

Avance does not qualify for renewal 
consideration based on CAHSEE 
proficiency rates as it does not perform at 
least equal to its resident and comparable 
district schools (see staff report, pages 15-
16). Avance ranked below all resident 
schools in ELA and math, and below 15 of 
17 comparable district schools in ELA and 
math. 

Avance’s response is not related to the 
finding.  
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
English Language Arts and Mathematics 
section of California High School Exit Exam 
(CAHSEE) to be eligible to receive a 
diploma from a public high school in 
California. Academia Avance will offer 
multiple opportunities to retake the exam. 

Table B.2 [Same table as Item #20] See Item #20. 

#36 See response for 1.21. [item #25] An increase in AP course offerings or 

p.42 Avance will increase the availability of AP 
Courses and continue with partnership with 
local community colleges and universities for 

partnerships with local colleges and 
universities for college level course was not 
articulated in the school’s renewal petition. 

College Level Courses. Avance does not qualify for renewal 
consideration based on AP scores because it 
does not perform as least equal to its resident 
and comparable district schools. Avance 
ranked lower than 3 of 3 resident and 15 of 
15 comparable district schools on the percent 
of students scoring 3 or better on an AP 
exam. 

#37 See response for 1.21 [item #25] Avance does not qualify for renewal 

p.43 consideration based on EAP: Percent Ready 
for College results as it does not perform at 
least equal to its resident and comparable 
district schools (see Staff Report, p. 16). 

Avance ranked below 3 of 3 resident schools 
and below 13 of the 14 comparable district 
schools in both ELA and math.  

#38 See response for 1.21 [item #25] 

p.45 The Appendix ** is presented in response to 
this section of the LACOE staff report.  

In addition, all of the 4 year institutions at 
which Avance Alumni are enrolled (73%) are 
accredited. Ignoring the bias and flaws of the 
LACOE comments on some of the schools 
that Avance alumni attend, this is not a 
requirement of the EC47605 Criteria 4. 

Using the National Student Clearinghouse 
data, the Avance alumni tracking was 
validated. ie the high enrollment and 

It was clarified at the May 1, 2015, meeting 
that Appendix ** references the first 
appendix, specifically the five (5) charts at 
the end of Avance’s document. 

The alumni information in Avance’s renewal 
petition was analyzed and presented in the 
staff report on page 17. The school did not 
define the biases and flaws to which they 
refer. Regardless, the information presented 
by the school is not applicable under EC 
47607(b), as it was not publically verifiable 
and could not be compared to Avance’s 
resident and comparable district schools. 

The National Student Clearinghouse (NSC) 
is a non-profit organization that collects post-
secondary enrollment data from 3,600 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
persistence data is corroborated. We do not 
accept the dismissal of these key indicators. 

By way of comparison, far beyond the 
residential and district comparison schools, 

college and universities throughout the 
nation. It provides high schools information 
on the post-secondary enrollment and degree 
completion of its alumni. 

to ALL high schools in the state, and then to 
the average for all the "10" API ranked 
schools, Avance far exceeds for college 
enrollment. Yes, this is a comparison to data 
for 2010 - because that is the most recent 
release of this data that is published only 
every five years. But even if the measure had 
increased by 50% since 2010 - a generous 
suggestion - Avance would still be judged at 
least "equal" in a fair analysis under EC 
47605b4 

At the May 1, 2015 meeting, Avance 
clarified that the appendix to its response 
entitled, “Compilation with National Student 
Clearinghouse Data for APR 16 2015” is a 
combination of NSC data and Avance’s 
internal data. The NSC data only 
contained post-secondary enrollment data 
records for 67 (48%) of the school’s 140 
graduates; Avance added its own 
information for the remaining 73 students. 
Data for those students is not verifiable. 

LACOE staff reviewed the data file from 
NSC for the 67 students and found the 
following: 

1st Year Post-secondary Enrollment: 

 31 students (46%) attended a UC or CSU 
in the 1st year (2 students withdrew after 
the 1st term) 

 7 students (10%) attended a private, 4-
year university in the 1st year 

 21 students (31%) attended a community 
college or trade school in the 1st year 

 8 students (12%) did not enroll in a post-
secondary program for the 1st year. 

2nd Year Post-secondary Enrollment: 

 Of the 31 students attending a UC or 
CSU, 14 (42%) matriculated to the 2nd 

year, 9 (29%) withdrew during or after 
the 1st year and 8 (26%) are currently in 
their 1st year. 

 Of the 7 students attending a private 
university, 5 (71%) matriculated to the 
2nd year, 1 (14%) withdrew after the 1st 

year and 1 (14%) is currently in their 1st 

year. 
 Of the 21 attending a community college, 

10 (48%) matriculated to the 2nd year, 3 
(14%) withdrew after the first year and 8 
(38%) are currently in their 1st year.  

The data available through NSC shows that 
59 of Avance’s 140 graduates (42%) enrolled 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
in a post-secondary program in the year 
following high school. Of those students, 
69% matriculated to the second year. 
Because the NSC data does not include all 
140 graduates, LACOE cannot validate 
Avance’s statement that “80% of all alumni 
are enrolled in a post-secondary institute or 
employed in a career-track position” or that 
“over 73% of all Avance alumni have 
persisted to their second year of enrollment.” 

#39 

p.46 

See 1.25 and 1.29. See Item #29 and #33. 

#40 Assessment benchmarks are used to provide This section provides further information 

p.50 teacher, students, administrators and parents. 
Key is individual student scores, for 
individual goal setting, and their use to 
benefit student learning. 

In reference to NWEA MAPs it is an interim 
assessment administered used at different 
intervals between instruction. The intent is to 
guide instructionally useful information for 
teachers, students, principals, administrators 
and parents. Specifically, measure student 
achievement where students are starting-
growth over time. Data is used to identify 
patterns in learning for individual students or 
groups of students. Also data is used to target 
additional resources for students and 
teachers, i.e. intervention, gifted or talented, 
or professional development for teachers in 
support of student academic achievement. 

Although results show levels that need to be 
addressed immediately, and as state officials 
have predicted declines in assessment scores 
on Smarter Balance (SBAC). The focus on 
SBAC is to measure growth that is aligned to 
the new Common Core State Standards. The 
current NWEA MAPs is in alignment with 
state official’s predictions and indicate 
Avance students are learning and growing as 
teachers and student adjust to the new focus 
in curriculum and instructional practices. 

about the school’s use of NWEA benchmarks 
and is not responding to a LACOE finding. 

See Item #16 and #19. 

#41 

p.51 

The analysis and conclusions of the LACOE 
staff are necessarily dependent on the now 
obsolete STAR regimen. This stands at odds 

See Item #22, #23 and #24. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
with the new: LCAP priorities of the state for 
public schools, especially since the new API 
will have a 40% emphasis on non-academic 
measures such as college and career 
readiness. We ask the members of the Board 
of Education to consider the quandary of 
staff, i.e. LCAP priorities in the now obsolete 
pre AB 484...what Vice President Tom Saenz 
recently labeled as an example of "legislative 
malpractice" on February 17th. Do not 
penalize 500 families for this contradiction. 

#42 

p.53 

1. EdCode Sec. 47607b(4) specifies a 
renewal criteria with pupil academic 
achievement that is "equal" for both 
residential AND similar demographic 
comparison schools. But, the law does NOT 
define the measures NOR clarify what 
EQUAL means. 

• For residential comparison schools, Avance 
surpasses the 2014 API (3 year ave) for all 
but one school (which should not have been 
included anyways). Also note that the staff 
report buries this data on Page 46 in am 
appendices. 

• For similar schools, Avance is NOT the 

Avance’s statement is accurate. In a February 
2015 report to the Advisory Commission on 
Charter Schools for Flex Academy, CDE 
stated, “SB 1290 [the legislation resulting in 
EC 47607(b)] does not define how ‘academic 
achievement’ will be measured. Chartering 
authorities therefore have some latitude in 
evaluating a charter school's success based 
on the description provided in each 
individual charter petition. CDE staff have 
reviewed Element 2, Measurable Pupil 
Outcomes (MPOs), listed in the 2010–15 
SFFA petition, the CDE Accountability 
Progress Report data for years 2010–14, 
California English Language Development 
(CELDT) reports for English Learners (ELs) 
reclassification, and provide the following 
[results].”  

LACOE established a parallel approach in 
evaluating Avance’s renewal petition as 
describe in Item #1. It considered Avance’s 
progress toward meeting its measurable pupil 
outcomes, Accountability Progress Report 
data, alternative measures proposed by the 
school and alternative measures that reflect 
Avance’s college readiness mission.  

Since Education Code does not prohibit this 
flexibility, it is permitted under law. 

See Item #4. 

The staff report addresses the data on pages 
9-10 as well as in Appendix 2 (p.42). 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
worst school based on 2014 API. LACOE 
uses a "half of the group" (ie median) 
threshold...this is NOT established in the ed 
code. 

2. The best data in support of Avance can be 
found in the same table on pg. 46: for a 
student to be ACCEPTED to a 4 year 
university, an applicant MUST have taken 
the SAT at least once (or ACT). Avance has 
a 95% SAT participation rate - almost 
DOUBLE all the comparison schools. 
Combined with the A-G completion rate, it is 
VERY clear that only half of the students at 
the other schools are even eligible to apply, 
let alone be accepted. The staff report 
obfuscates this fact by presenting data on the 
average number of students who scored 1500 
or above on the SAT. The table also presents 
data for the EAP test ...which we do NOT 
administer so of course we look bad. Lastly, 
the use CAHSEE "proficiency" data: again 
not a requirement, only a "passing" score. It 
would be easy to recognize this table as 
overly biased, and not aligned with the EC 
47607 requirement. 

3. The LACOE staff finding that Avance 
does not meet 47607b4 is an OPINION, not 
an established fact. 

See Item #28, #29, #33 and #34. 

EC 47607(b)(4) requires the chartering 
authority to make this determination based 
on written findings of fact. The staff report 
provides the Board with the necessary data to 
make the determination. 

Finding 1: The charter school does not meet one (1) of the five (5) academic performance criteria 
specified in EC section 47607(b)(1-5) necessary to be considered for renewal. 

#43 Avance does meet Criteria 4 given that the LACOE reviewed Avance’s performance as 

p.54 2014 API surpasses that of all but One 
“residential” comparison school, and is not 
the lowest among the “similar” comparison 
schools. The use by LACOE of a “median” 
methodology as a measure of the “equal” 
threshold is not specified in the law. 

it relates to the criteria outlined in EC 
47607(b). See Item #1 regarding LACOE’s 
methodology. 

API data indicates that Avance’s Average 
API is higher than three (3) of six (6) 
resident schools; it is lower than 14 of 15 
comparable district schools. 

Based on the analysis of data presented on 
pages 6-21 of the staff report, the Review 
Team determined that there is not 
documented, clear and convincing data to 
show that Avance’s academic performance is 
at least equal to the schools it students would 
otherwise attend as well as the schools in the 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
school district in which the charter school is 
located, taking into account the composition 
of the pupil population that is served at the 
charter school. The Review Team considered 
data submitted by the school and publicly 
available data, including Standardized 
Testing and Reporting data for 2011, 2012 
and 2013. 

Finding 2: The petition provides an unsound educational program for students to be enrolled in 
the school. [EC 47605(b)(1)] 

#44 The major components of the Avance 5 CCR 11967.5.1(b) states a charter petition 

p.55 program were developed in partnership with 
LACOE staff in 2011. That these are now 
deemed unsound does not align with our 
experience of the last four years, or the 
differences are not materials. This finding 
also stands in contrast to the recent US N&W 
report ranking and the selection of Avance as 
a model school among 30 pilot and charter 
schools in Los Angeles by the CSU 
Dominguez Hills College of Education. 

shall be “an unsound educational program” 
if…the petition is for renewal of a charter 
school, and either the charter school has not, 
met the standards for renewal pursuant to 
Education Code 47607(b)…or the charter 
school has not met the measureable pupil 
outcomes as described in its charter. 

The finding is consistent with the 
California Code of Regulations as adopted 
through County Board Policy. 

As documented in the staff report, the 
Review Team found that Avance does not 
meet the standards for renewal outlined in 
EC 47607(b) and only fully met one (1) of 
the 10 measureable pupil outcomes stated in 
its current charter. 

#45 

p.57 

The favorable indicators described above 
demonstrate that Avance has successfully 
implemented its college and career 
preparatory mission as corroborated by: 

 The WASC six-year accreditation 
 The US News & World Report - 2014 

Silver Award 
 The support of the California Charter 

School Association (CCSA) 
 Most importantly by the students and 

families of Northeast LA. Enrollment at 
Avance has risen over the last five years, 
while dramatically falling for the 
LAUSD middle and high schools. 

Do not take this viable option away 

See Item #13 and #15. 

CCSA: Avance failed to meet CCSA’s 
minimum criteria for renewal as it did not: 
 Have a 2013 API score above 749, or 
 Demonstrate 3-year cumulative API 

growth of 50 points of more, or 
 Score within range or exceeding 

predicted performance on CCSA’s 
Similar Students measure. 

CCSA’s support came through its “Second 
Look” criteria. In CCSA’s opinion, Avance 
met the “Second Look” criteria based on the 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
school’s internal college acceptance and 
persistence data (see Item #38 and staff 
report page 17). 

Enrollment: Multiple factors are involved in 
school enrollment, both academic and non-
academic. While Avance has increased its 
enrollment over the past five (5) years, the 
school has failed to meets its enrollment 
projections. 

Further, enrollment is not an academic 
achievement measure applicable to the 
renewal criteria presented in EC 47607(b). 

Finding 3: The petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the proposed 
educational program. [EC 47605(b)(2)] 

#46 This finding stands in contrast to the actual 5 CCR 11966.5(c) states, when considering a 

p.58 performance of the last four years where 
90% of our alumni to be accepted by 4 year 
universities, with a 70% persistence measure, 
surpassing outcomes measured for Latinos 
statewide and nationally. 

petition for renewal, [the authorizing entity] 
shall consider the past performance of the 
school’s academics, finances, and operation 
in evaluating the likelihood of future success, 
along with future plans for improvement, if 
any. 

As outlined in the Staff report (pages 22-26), 
Avance has shown deficiencies in 
governance, academic performance and 
reporting compliance and fiscal and business 
operations. 

#47 1.38 Academia Avance’s response 

p.58 While the 2013-2014 information is not on At the Capacity Interview, Avance’s 
the Consortium listing, as it is not in a Executive Director was unaware of the 
consortium nor does legal regulations bind school’s status as it related to Title III 
Academia Avance to participate in a Consortia. He stated they were a member of 
Consortium, it is looking at being its own the Academia Semillas consortium; however 
Consortium. The data for 2012-2013 is in the the school had been removed from that 
cde.ca.gov consortium in 2013-14. He later stated that 

The information that you indicate that is not 
in the CELDT data is included in the 2012-
2013 school at the cde.ca.gov Dataquest, and 
Student Demographics English Learners 
(submit), indicate Academia Avance, these 
are the following choices (reports for each 

Avance was pursuing membership with 
another consortium. When CSO staff asked 
for progress on the status of membership, the 
Executive Director stated Avance was not 
joining a consortium as the Title III monies 
were not significant. 

school years are The staff report (page 24) indicates that 

___Number of English Learners by language Avance does not have CELDT results for 
2012-13 in CDE DataQuest. The school 

___Number of Fluent English Proficient stated the reason for this was the results were 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
(FEP) by language Number and Percent of 
students Redesignated to FEP 

___Bilingual Para professions 

___Time Series-Number of English Learners 

___Language Group Data to Determine 15 
percent and above Translation Needs 

School, student demographics, English 
Learner (submit) 

Subgroup:All Students, Gender:All 

[See Avance charts response pages 58-59] 

not returned from the school in time to meet 
the CDE deadline. 

Avance’s response to the staff report includes 
information for retrieving the numbers of EL 
students enrolled in 2012-13. This 
information is not responsive to the findings 
in the staff report. 

#48 

p.61 

Academia Avance staff members have 
participated in CALPADS training the errors 
that have taken place are not internal error 
but problems with CDE. As previously stated 
over 100 LAUSD schools experienced the 
same anomalies. 

EdSource Today reported that “… the State 
Board of Education suspended the Academic 
Performance Index for a second year on 
Wednesday, March 12, 2015, moving one 
step closer to the 15-year-old accountability 
system's expected demise.” 

Avance staff asked CDE staff many program 
questions and held discussions with the 
Department of Education in regards CELDT, 
reclassification, and reporting on subgroups. 
The challenge is that reports that supported 
reporting were integrated into the CALPADS 
system were eliminated, i.e. R30. While 
CALPADS captures a great deal of data it 
has not been able to successfully process all 
data. Among the challenges is that those 
windows for identifying reporting errors do 
not always work, in that programmers have 
not been able to separate or run a section or 
specific school data without running the 
information for the entire state, which then 
creates other problems and misreporting of 
data. 

Avance has had multiple reporting errors and 
anomalies. In relation to the release of 
academic achievement data, the school did 
not make the needed corrections within the 
allotted window. While other schools may 
have also had errors when the conversion 
from the use of the R-30 to CALPADS for 
EL data was made, that does not affect the 
responsibility Avance had to make the 
corrections on time (see Item #10). 

The change from STAR to CAASPP 
accountability system is not responsive to 
this finding. 

See first paragraph above. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

#49 Academia Avance did not test ninth grade Avance states that until September 2013, it 

p.62 students in Earth Science CST, Avance did 
not order test booklets or test students in 

was unaware that if a 9th grade students did 
not take an End-of-Course (EOC) science 

Earth Science. exam, the student would be automatically 

LACOE staff confirms that an automatic -
200 points was added to Avance’s API and 

assigned a score of Far Below Basic (a score 
of 200 out of 800). 

AYP results as stated above. In calculating a school’s API, the state 

This data must also be viewed within the 
context that the 2011, 2012 and 2013 API 
scores UNDERSTATE the Avance student 
outcomes as all 9th grade students 
(approximately 19%/17%/17% respectfully) 
of the tested students were assigned a "Far 
Below Basic" score for Science. This 
anomaly was not discovered and confirmed 
until September of 2013. 

assigns a score of 200 to any student in 
grades nine (9) through 11 that did not take 
and EOC exam in a required area. This score 
is then included in the school’s overall API 
calculation. This process for calculating the 
API, including the assignment of 200 for 
students who do not take a science exam is 
included in the CDE’s annual Academic 
Performance Index information guide. This 
guide is published for accountability 

It is not an issue of reporting it is an issue of coordinators and school administrators, but is 
transitioning into CALPADS from the also publically available. 
California of Education. While LACOE staff 
may believe that CDE is not in direct 
communication with Avance it has been only 
through this communication that Avance has 
been able to resolve these miscalculations. 

Avance’s statement that “it is not an issue of 
reporting it is an issue of transitioning into 
CALPADS” is incorrect; it is a matter of 
knowing testing requirements. 

Avance’s lack of knowledge regarding 
testing policies and procedures reinforces 
LACOE’s assessment that the school lacks 
the capacity to successfully implement the 
program described in its charter petition.  

#50 Avance’s submitted Renewal Petition 

p.63 pages 11, 58, 61, 145, 147, 149, 156, 
Element S: Charter School Facilities 205-
205, LCAP, State Priority #1 Basic 
Services, Facilites Maintenance page 122 

Facilities Challenges The staff report provides a history of 

Widely recognized as one of the biggest 
challenges for charter schools operating in 

Avance’s performance over the term of its 
current charter in the area of facilities. 

older densely populated urban communities, The concern expressed by LACOE regarding 
access to high quality education facilities is a the need for Avance to verify the number of 
major issue. Clear evidence is present in the students assigned to each location site in 
fact that all of the new LAUSD school relation to the Certificate of Occupancy was 
facilities and new charter schools in not addressed. The petition states that the 
Northeast Los Angeles have been sited on school is planning to expand from its current 
the periphery of Highland Park. Avance is enrollment of 480 to 625 students; however, 
the only charter school serving grades 6-12 no facility plan was included to account 
that is within the primary Northeast Los for the additional enrollment. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
Angeles population node of Highland Park, Avance’s response provides additional 
albeit via two satellite sites. Moving into information about the school, but fails to 
2015-2016, will for an eighth consecutive address LACOE’s concerns. 
year use the Main Campus on Avenue 53. 
Avance will also use the same two satellite 
sites for a third year, thus providing a 
significant stabilization force to the school. 

Staff Capacity 

As an independent charter school, the 
Avance staff is very stretched (but which 
charter school isn't). The charter authorizer 
has the opinion that the ratio of 
administrative staff to instructional staff is 
high. Additionally, LACOE believes that in 
the near future Avance will be challenged to 
attract/retain top talent within a education 

There no is finding in the staff report 
regarding the school’s administrator to 
teacher ratio nor is there any finding 
regarding the school’s future ability to attract 
or retain teachers. However, the school has 
identified valid concerns. 

labor market projecting rising salary levels. 
The last point is not unique to Avance. We 
counter that the needs of the students we 
serve, together with the facilities challenge 
(i.e. three sites) necessitates the current 
staffing model used. 

The four-year budget projections reflect a 
fiscal margin that support the Avance model. 

The budget submitted with the renewal 
petition contains multiple deficiencies (see 
staff report p. 26). Meeting budget 
projections is dependent on meeting annual 
enrollment goals. 

#51 Appears to be correct. No analysis needed. Avance concurs it has 

p.64 operated at a deficit for the first four (4) 
years of the current charter term, and has 
paid over $1.9 million in interest, discounts 
and fees related to loans and receivable sales 
to support its operations. 

#52 The comment above is an over simplification FCMAT provides a calculator which is 

p.66 of the process of estimating revenues 
multiple years into the future without 

updated regularly to account for changes in 
California school finance policies. 

knowing exactly what rates and changes the 
State of California will approve. 

Specifically in regards the difference in 
LCFF funds forecasted, the following is a LACOE BAS (Business Advisory Services) 
comparison between the FCMAT’s division used FCMAT Calculator version 
forecasted revenue and the amounts included 16.1a to verify the projected budget for 
in the School’s forecast: LCFF. Based on FCMAT’s calculator, using 

[see budget forecast chart, Avance response 
document (p. 66)] 

the maximum allowable unduplicated count 
of 78.54% (LAUSD), the school has 
overestimated its revenues by $441,512 over 

36 of 49 



 

 
 

 

 

  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

In taking into consideration the fact that all a four-year period. 

of these numbers and amounts are unknown, Therefore, LACOE is projecting Avance will 
characterizing a difference in estimate of less be operating in a deficit for the first (2) years 
than 1% ass “not sufficiently accounting for of the proposed charter term. Furthermore, 
revenues” appears to be an exaggeration. Avance’s revised multiyear forecast is 

contingent on it meeting the projected ADA 
of 625. The school failed to meet the 
enrollment projection of 525 in its current 

In terms of the Title III funds included in the 
forecast, the School did in fact receive a 

charter and does not present an adequate plan 
for securing additional enrollment. 

preliminary estimate of entitlement and had 
the option to join a consortium to receive the 
funds. It was not until after the forecast was 
submitted that the School voluntarily elected 
to forego the Title III funds. If the school so 
chooses, they may opt back into the Title III 

LACOE was informed by the school’s 
Executive Director that it would not be 
seeking membership in a Title III consortium 
(see Item # 47).  

program by joining a consortium. 
Considering that this is still an option for 
future years, the statement above indicating 
that the budget “incorrectly includes Title III 
funding” is an over simplification which does 
not accurately describe the School’s financial 
outlook and ability to budget revenues. 

#53 Since the Review Team’s projections have LACOE BAS division used FCMAT 

p.68 not been shared with the School, we can’t 
respond to where this comment is coming 
from or how they came to this conclusion. 
With regards to the budget plan deficiencies: 

• The comment relating to overstated LCFF 
revenues is simply false. As shown above 
and confirmed by FCMAT, the differences 
each year are minor. It is also important to 
note that all of these numbers are estimates. 
Even the amounts projected by FCMAT are 
guaranteed. 

• While the school has the capacity to amass 
the required cash reserves, we believe it 
would be more prudent to use the cash on 
hand to reduce debt and therefore interest 
costs. As noted in the budget provided, the 
school will use its cash on hand and 
accumulated surpluses to eliminate debt over 
the next 2 fiscal years. After which, there is a 

Calculator version 16.1a to verify Avance’s 
projected budget for LCFF (see Item #52). 

The $441,512 overstatement of LCFF 
revenues is not minor. Further, the 
projections are based on meeting the 
increased enrollment goal of 625; Avance 
has not been able to meet its enrollment 
projections in the past.  

Avance’s cash on hand as of March 31, 
2015 is $536,866. Its estimated payroll 
expenses are $678,000. This leaves no 
funding to pay rent and other operational 
expenses through the end of FY 2014-15. 

In addition, the school owes over $140,000 
in past due accounts payable. 

clear ability to build cash reserves of 
upwards of 40% by the end of fiscal year 
2018-19. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

• The budget plan submitted as a response to 
the Review Team dated 3/31/15 clearly 
indicates the School’s intentions to fully 
repay the line of credit. As such, there is no 
need for a renewal or extension. 

The Line of Credit has a balance of $738,024 
and will mature on September 15, 2016. 
According to Avance’s revised Multi-Year 
forecast, the plan will not pay the loan off by 
the due date, possibly leading to additional 
late fees and interest. 

The plan is to settle the balance in FY 2016-
2017. 

• As indicated above, the School is eligible 
for Title II funding and has voluntarily 
elected not to join a consortium. Although 
the budget plan submitted to the Review 

LACOE removed the Title III funding of 
$40,000 from our calculation per an email 
from Avance (see Item #52). 

Team dated 3/31/15 removed the Title III 
funds in the interest of conservativeness, the 
School may opt back in and receive the funds 
in future years. 

• The deficit spending noted at the beginning 
of each year is due to the delay in State 
revenue cash flow. For example, the school 
must begin paying teachers at the beginning 
of the school year although only 37% of the 
State Aide will be received in cash by 
December 31st each year. This delay in cash 

According to the review, the deficit is caused 
by the selling of the school’s July, August 
and September FY 2015-16 state aid 
revenues to close the current fiscal 2014-15, 
not for the costs of starting up the 2015-16 
school year. 

flow, which affects every public school in the This will result in deficit spending in first 
State, is what has caused the need for 5 months of operations. 
borrowing. However as mentioned in the 
second bullet point above, the current budget 
plan will lead to reserves sufficient to cover 
the State’s delay in funding by the third fiscal 
year after renewal. 

#54 Since the net income and cash balance See Items #52 and #53 

p.69 projections above are not from the budget 
plan created by the School, nor were the 
shared with the School by the Review Team, 
we can’t comment directly on these figures 
nor confirm their accuracy. 

However, the following amounts are taken 
directly from the School’s budget plan dated 
3/31/15: 

(see chart ) 

2014--‐15 2015--‐16 2016--‐17 2017--‐
18 

Net Income Projections 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

$621,582 $533,336    $843,726 
$968,628 

Ending Cash Balance 

$37,764 $28,971 $309,688 
$1,393,506 

Cash as a % of Operating Expenses 

0.86% 0.55% 5.48% 23.35% 

Line of Credit Balance at Year End 

$638,024 $338,024 $--‐  $ --‐
As discussed previously and indicated above, 
the School will be using its cash on hand to 
eliminate debt.  By the end of fiscal year 
2016-17, the debt will be paid off and the 
reserve will exceed the 3% requirement. 

Eliminating debt and meeting the required 
reserve is contingent on Avance meeting its 
projected ADA of 625. 

#55 The figures above, while taken from the Table #5 in the staff report (page 27) is 

p.69 budget plan, do not all relate to the sale of 
receivables for cash flow purposes. The total 
sale of receivables is correct, but the amounts 
referred to as “Loan Fees” are actually total 
interest costs including amounts payable on 
the outstanding line of credit. The loan fees 
paid to CSC would be 

referring to “interest fee” and not Loan Fees. 
This information was gathered from 
Avance’s Monthly Cash Flow/Budget. 

For the sale of future receivables in 2015-
16 and 2016-17, Avance will pay $508,511 
in interest alone; this is in addition to loan 
fees of $139,190 and $6,355. 

$139,190, $6,355 and $0, respectively. There 
will be no need for receivable sales in the 3rd 
year of renewal. 

Avance is projecting that it will not need to 
sell receivables past 2016-17; this is 
contingent on the school meeting its 
projected ADA of 625. 

#56 

p.70 

Avance will resubmit facilities plan. Avance’s petition for renewal did not contain 
a facilities plan to account for the projected 
increase in enrollment. The April 27, 2015 
response document also lacks a plan.  

#57 The fiscal operations have been outsourced Avance uses Charter Impact as its back-

p.70 to an expert firm as clearly shown by the 
financial results of the school since the 
partnership began in 2013. 

office service provider. This outside agency 
completes accounting duties and completes 
the school’s fiscal reports. Charter Impact 
does not make financial decisions for 
Avance. 

Internal capacity is needed as the spending 
and borrowing decisions are made internally. 

#58 

p.71 

See response below: See response below. 

#59 AVANCE HAS THE FISCAL AND 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

p.71 OPERATIONS CAPACITY 

The California public school policy transition 
comes on the heals of the state fiscal crisis 
that placed great stress on almost all schools 
in the state. Avance experienced steep 
financial hardship in the 2011-2012 
academic year resulting from the expansion 
of the high school program to meet our 
college preparatory mission during the worst 
of the Great Recession. But the 2013, audit 
report demonstrated the effective 
implementation of the Fiscal Mitigation Plan 
presented to LACOE that year, with the 2014 

See Item #52 regarding the Financial 
Stabilization plan. 

audit report showing a positive net asset 
position, and a significant reduction in debt. 
The February 2015 financial statements filed 
with LACOE show that since 2012 we have 
increased revenues by 42%, reduced debt by 
56%, and project a net asset position for the 
JUN 2015 to include the 5% budget reserve 
requirement ($250,000). 

The participation by the Avance Executive 
Board as one of eight charter schools nation-
wide in the "Strengthening the Base" 
governance capacity development program 
will ensure that the school maintains progress 
on its path of continuous improvement.  

Our new partnership with the highly regarded 
K-8 Celerity Education Group schools in 
Northeast LA will provide a new level of 
synergy to expand our program in the new 
charter period. 

LACOE’s review indicates revenues 
increased by 39% (not 42%) during this time. 

The February 2015 financials indicate that 
Avance’s debt was reduced by 28%. The 
school reduced its Total Liabilities by 56%. 
The school’s debt as of February 2015 was 
$738,024.  

Through an analysis of Avance’s March 31, 
2015 financial statement, the school’s cash 
on hand as of March 31, 2015 is $536,866. 
Its estimated payroll expenses are $678,000. 
This leaves no funding to pay rent and other 
operational expenses through the end of FY 
2014-15. The school also has overdue bills 
exceeding $140,000, in addition to the debt 
mentioned above. 

Based on these figures, the school will not 
amass a reserve by June 2015. 

There is no formalized partnership with 
Celerity Education Group (CEG). The details 
provided in the petition state the partnership 
involves CEG informing families on its 
waiting list and those leaving its 8th grade of 
the option of attending Academia Avance 
Charter School. No written agreement or 
guarantee of enrollment from CEG to 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
Avance was submitted. 

#60 The audit finding is for not recording and The $58, 519 owed from City Terrace, LLC 

p.72 recognizing revenue from City Terrace LLC. 
The School has chosen not to show this 
revenue because of the doubtful nature of 
collectability. This reduces the reported 
revenue and shows a more conservative 
fiscal outlook. 

The related party transaction is not an audit 
funding. It is a disclosure to increase 
transparency as required by GAAP. 

is for property taxes paid out of the loan 
given to Avance. The loan documents state 
that all funds are to be used exclusively for 
the furthering of education through Avance 
school, not for the payment of City Terrace, 
LLC’s property taxes. 

While the finding may not have been 
considered material, it is still a finding. 

#61 This not an audit funding. It is a disclosure to LACOE did not characterize this as an audit 

p.73 increase transparency as required by GAAP. 

See additional attached information. 

finding, it was included in the staff report to 
inform the County Board of the relationship 
between Avance and City Terrace, LLC.  

This item was also noted as it raises concerns 
regarding appropriate expenditures (see Item 
#60). 

Avance is referencing the 2013-14 tax filing 
for City Terrace, LLC (the last attachment in 
the response document). 

#62 This is not an audit funding. It is a disclosure LACOE did not characterize this as an audit 

p.74 to increase transparency as required by 
GAAP. 

See additional attached information. 

finding, it was included in the staff report to 
inform the County Board of the relationship 
between Avance Schools, Inc., the Avance 
Foundation and the Presbytery of San 
Gabriel. 

This item was also noted due to the 
delinquency of monthly lease payments. 

Avance is referencing its attached lease and 
related information from Faith United 
Presbyterian Church. 

#63 This is not an audit finding, it is a required LACOE did not define this as an audit 

p.74 footnote to the financial statements. 
Subsequent events are identified for every 
company undergoing an audit as required by 
GAAP. 

See additional attached information. 

finding; however, it is important to note such 
activity as it relates to the school’s overall 
fiscal health. Based on information provided 
by Avance, it has engaged in 12 receivable 
sales transactions to support its operations in 
school year 2014-15.  

Avance clarified that the related document 
(schedule of receivable sales for 2014-15) 
was not attached to the response. It was later 
sent to LACOE BAS. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

Finding 4: The petition does not contain an affirmation of all specified assurances. [EC 
47605(b)(4); EC 47605(d)] 

#64 Staff, administrators, teachers, parents and The CDE Fiscal Management Advisory 

p.74-75 legal counsel are revising the Student 
Handbook. Avance has not charged parents’ 
tuition and is overstating that our parent 
participation is interpreted as charging 
tuition. Word “required” will be changed to 
“encouraged” with an addition of alternatives 
to at school volunteering, and encouraged to 
assist their child at home by providing an 
area to study, making sure that their children 
know school expectations and encouraging 
their children, our students. 

states the prohibition against student fees, 
bars a school district or school from 
requiring “volunteer hours” or payment of a 
fee in lieu of performing volunteer hours as a 
condition of admission, enrollment, 
continued enrollment, sibling preference, 
attendance, participation in educational 
activities or receipt of credit or privileges 
related to educational activities. 

Volunteer hours thus equate to charging 
student fees, which may be considered a 

Refer to page 25 of Submitted Renewal 
Petition (Mandatory “required” is not in the 
submitted petition-language was in prior 
years)  

At Avance there is a mutual recognition that 
for students to advance, it is only through the 
coordinated efforts of the 3-member team: 
student, teacher and parent. In the home, the 
student-parent relationship evolves. The 
student-teacher relationship is established 
through the school curriculum. Often, 
teacher-parent relationship is neglected. At 
Avance the teacher-parent relationship is 
developed via the Avance House model -
creating small learning communities that 
support students through their entire time at 
our school, spanning grades and subjects. 

The stated vision is based on the critical need 
for educational alternatives for students in 
the community of Highland Park. Students in 
this area have historically underperformed on 
the standardized exams that assess academic 
performance and progress. Based on these 
exam results it is clear that students in this 
geographic region of Los Angeles are 
educationally disadvantaged, especially when 
compared to more affluent areas of Los 
Angeles. Despite the historical low 
performance of the students in the school’s 
demographic area, Avance is fully committed 

form of tuition. 

There is no reference to Mandatory 
“required” on page 25 of the renewal 
petition; however, Avance was unable to 
clarify this reference at the May 1, 2015 
meeting. 

LACOE understands the school’s desire for 
parental involvement and does not discount 
the research that shows parental involvement 
has positive effects on student achievement. 
This does not discount a student’s right to a 
Free and Appropriate Public Education. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
to developing students to have the skills to 
succeed in college. To this effect, the 
school’s philosophy is firmly grounded in the 
belief that all students can be successful 
high-achievers. 

Avance believes that when parents 
understand the structures and operations of 
schools they can become more involved in 
their students’ education. Research shows 
that parent involvement at their child’s 
school is positively correlated to increased 
achievement. (Keith, 1993), Parent 
participation is focused on how best to 
support their children in the educational 
process. 

#65 

p.74 

The specific deficiencies identified do not 
preclude renewal, and can be remedied in 
partnership with LACOE staff as was the 
case in the current charter. 

The findings of fact in the April 14, 2015 
staff report remain. 

Finding 5: The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive description of all required 
elements. [EC 47605(b)(5)(A)-(P)] 

#66 Pages 76-145 of Avance’s response document include revisions and additions to the 16 

p. 76 -
145 

required elements. A review of the new contents would require the entire LACOE Review 
Team to analyze the changes made to 12 of the 16 elements. Many of the deficiencies noted 
in the LACOE staff report were also noted in the feedback provided to the school in the 
August 2014 and should have already been incorporated into the petition. 

The Review Team would need at least 10 calendar days to analyze the changes and the 
Charter School Office would minimally need an additional 5 business days to compile and 
write the findings. The extension afforded to Avance does not permit the analysis to be 
included in this addendum. 

Finding 6: The petition does not satisfy all of the Required Assurances of Education Code section 
47605(c), (e) through (j), (l), and (m). 

Effect on the Authorizer and Financial Projections. The petition does not provide the necessary 
evidence in the area of facilities, fiscal and business operations. 

#67 1. It does not provide the manner in which Avance submitted the Memorandum of 

p.146-
147 

the administrative services of the school are 
to be provided. 

See attachments 

Understanding (MOU) with City Terrace, 
LLC, the tax filings for City Terrace, LLC 
and the lease agreement with Iglesias de 
Comunidad. It did not submit the MOU with 
Charter Impact, LLC or the Debt 
Modification agreement with Pan American 
Bank. 

#68 2. The petitioners shall also provide financial 
statements that include a proposed first-year 

The school submitted a revised budget. The 
details used to generate LCFF revenues were 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 

p.148 operational budget, including startup costs, 
and cash-flow and financial projections for 
the first three years of operation. 

See attachments. 

not included. LACOE cannot verify these 
numbers. 

#69 3. The petition does not provide the It is understood that a charter school is 

p.14 
8 

necessary evidence in the area of 
potential civil liabilities that could affect 
the authorizer. 

unable to guarantee that no lawsuit by a third 
party will ever be filed concerning the 
County Board’s authorization of the charter; 

This is an opinion Avance however, LACOE has identified several 
deficiencies that put the County Board on 

At any given time and place public citizens 
have the right to file a lawsuit against any 
entity. Neither LACOE nor the school has 
control over those matters or choices. 
However carries all the liability insurance 
coverage as specified by the LACOE MOU, 
with LACOE as a named insured party. 

notice that Avance is not providing an 
appropriate educational program and is not 
fiscally sound. The County Board cannot 
authorize the charter and allow it to use 
public funds with the knowledge that it does 
not provide an appropriate educational 
program that is also fiscally sound. To do so 
would violate its oversight and monitoring 
obligations and expose the County Board to 
liability. 

Teacher Credentialing Requirement. Does not meet the condition See Element 5 (E) 

#70 Submitted Charter Renewal Petition page 

p.149 154 states: 

Credentials and Credential Monitoring 

Avance will conform to the legal 
requirements that all charter school teachers 
shall hold a Commission on Teacher 
Credentialing certificate, permit, or other 
document equivalent to that which a teacher 
in other public schools would be required to 
hold. The Director of Operations shall be 
responsible for Employee documentation 
compliance. The Principal and Executive 
Director will monitor the compliance. The 
Principal or designee will ensure that 
credentials are in accordance with 
requirements as set forth by the Commission 
for Teacher Credentialing and the State’s 
interpretation of Highly Qualified for the 
purposes of compliance with No Child Left 
Behind. Teacher contracts will have a 
provision that holds the contract valid only 
upon successful presentation of 
documentation for full compliance. Non-core 
teachers are not required to hold credentials 

As stated in the staff report, the renewal 
petition does not meet this condition. 

The petition fails to specify which teaching 
positions will require credentials from the 
California Commission on Teacher 
Credentialing (CTC) and does not indicate 
that English Learner authorizations are 
required for all teachers who provide 
instruction to ELs. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Item2 

Page Avance’s Statement LACOE’s Response 
but must demonstrate subject expertise, meet 
Avance employment preconditions, and have 
the ability to communicate and work well 
with students. 

Avance credentialed positions are subject to 
other requirements, depending on need and 
availability. Positions might or might not 
require graduate degrees. 

The credential documents will be securely 
maintained at the school. The school will 
provide a report of the teacher credentials 
upon request. 

The charter school may also employ or retain 
qualified non-certificated instructional 
support staff to serve in an instructional 
support capacity. Those employees will have 
an appropriate mix of subject matter 
expertise, professional experience, and a 
demonstrated capacity to work successfully 
in the role of instructional support. 

45 of 49 



 

 
 

 

  

 

 
 

 

   
 

  
   

 
   

 

  
  

  
   

 

 
  

   

 

  
   

  
   

 

  
 

 
 

   
   

 
  

 

  
  

  

 

  
 

   

 

  
   

  
   

 

 
 

 
  

 

   
 

 
 

   

Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Appendix A 

Summary of Renewal Eligibility Pursuant to EC 47607(b)(4) 

Measure Analysis 

Meets 
Eligibility 
Criteria 

3-Year Weighted 
Average API* 

Avance performs at least equal to three (3) of its six (6) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to one (1) of 15 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to four (4) of 21 comparison schools. 

No 

For the Hispanic or Latino student group, Avance performs at least equal to five 
(5) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to four (4) of 15 
comparable district schools.  
Avance performs at least equal to nine (9) of 21 comparison schools. 

No 

For the socioeconomically disadvantaged student group, Avance performs at 
least equal to three (3) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to 
three (3) of 15 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to six (6) of 21 comparison schools. 

No 

For the English Learners student group, Avance performs at least equal to three 
(3) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to one (1) of 15 
comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to four (4) of 21 comparison schools. 

No 

For the students with disabilities student group, Avance performs at least equal 
to zero (0) of all six (6) of its resident schools; it performs at least equal to zero 
(0) of the 12 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of 18 comparison schools. 

No 

2013 Growth API Avance performs at least equal to one (1) of its six (6) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to zero (0) of the 17 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to one (1) of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 

For the Hispanic or Latino student group, Avance performs at least equal to one 
(1) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to one (1) of the 17 
comparable district schools.  
Avance performs at least equal to two (2) of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 

For the socioeconomically disadvantaged student group, Avance performs at 
least equal to one (1) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to 
one (1) of the 17 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to two (2) of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 

For the English Learners student group, Avance performs at least equal to four 
(4) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to seven (7) of 17 
comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to 11 of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 

For the students with disabilities student group, Avance performs at least equal 
to zero (0) of all six (6) of its resident schools; it performs at least equal to zero 
(0) of the 15 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of 21 comparison schools. 

No 

2013 Statewide 
Rank 

Avance performs at least equal to three (3) of its six (6) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to four (4) of the 17 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to seven (7) of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 

2013 Similar 
Schools Rank 

Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of its six (6) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to zero (0) of the 17 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Summary of Renewal Eligibility Pursuant to EC 47607(b)(4) 

Measure Analysis 

Meets 
Eligibility 
Criteria 

2013 AYP 
Proficiency Rates 

in English - 
Language Arts 

Schoolwide, Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of its six (6) resident 
schools; it performs at least equal to zero (0) of the 17 comparable district 
schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 

For the Hispanic or Latino student group, Avance performs at least equal to zero 
(0) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to zero (0) of the 17 
comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 

For the socioeconomically disadvantaged student group, Avance performs at 
least equal to zero (0) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to 
zero (0) of the 17 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 

For the English Learners student group, Avance performs at least equal to one 
(1) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to six (6) of 16 
comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to seven (7) of 22 comparison schools. 

No 

For the students with disabilities student group, Avance performs at least equal 
to zero (0) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to zero (0) of 
9 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of 15 comparison schools. 

No 

2013 AYP 
Proficiency Rates 
in Mathematics 

Schoolwide, Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of its six (6) resident 
schools; it performs at least equal to one (1) of the 17 comparable district 
schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to one (1) of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 

For the Hispanic or Latino student group, Avance performs at least equal to one 
(1) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to one (1) of the 17 
comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to two (2) of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 

For the socioeconomically disadvantaged student group, Avance performs at 
least equal to zero (0) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to 
one (1) of the 17 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to one (1) of the 23 comparison schools. 

No 

For the English Learners student group, Avance performs at least equal to one 
(1) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to four (4) of 16 
comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to five (5) of 22 comparison schools. 

No 

For the students with disabilities student group, Avance performs at least equal 
to zero (0) of its six (6) resident schools; it performs at least equal to zero (0) of 
nine (9) comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of 15 comparison schools. 

No 

2013-14 Cohort*^ 
Graduation Rate 

Avance performs at least equal to three (3) of its three (3) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to seven (7) of the 17 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to 10 of 20 comparison schools. 

No 

2013-14*^ 
Completion of A-
G Requirements 

Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of its three (3) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to six (6) of the 17 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to six (6) of 20 comparison schools. 

No 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

Summary of Renewal Eligibility Pursuant to EC 47607(b)(4) 

Measure Analysis 

Meets 
Eligibility 
Criteria 

2012-13 SAT 
Participation 

Rate* 

Avance performs at least equal to three (3) of its three (3) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to 15 of 15 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to 18 of 18 comparison schools. 

Yes 

2012-13 SAT 
Performance (% 
Students Scoring 
At/Above 1500) 

Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of its three (3) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to zero (0) of the 16 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of 19 comparison schools. 

No 

2013-14 
CAHSEE 

Proficiency Rate 
in English – 

Language Arts 

Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of its three (3) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to two (2) of the 17 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to two (2) of 20 comparison schools. 

No 

2013-14 
CAHSEE 

Proficiency Rate 
in Mathematics 

Avance performs at least equal to one (1) of its three (3) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to two (2) of the 17 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to three (3) of 20 comparison schools. 

No 

2012-13 
Advanced 

Placement Scores 
(% Scoring 3+) 

Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of its three (3) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to zero (0) of the 15 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of 18 comparison schools. 

No 

2013-14 EAP 
Percent Ready for 
College: English 
– Language Arts 

Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of its two (2) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to one (1) of 14 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to one (1) of 16 comparison schools. 

No 

2013-14 EAP 
Percent Ready for 

College: 
Mathematics 

Avance performs at least equal to zero (0) of its two (2) resident schools; it 
performs at least equal to one (1) of the 14 comparable district schools. 
Avance performs at least equal to one (1) of 16 comparison schools. 

No 

*Alternative measures proposed by Avance. 

^This data was published after the originally scheduled date for County Board action on the Avance renewal petition. 


2013-14 Cohort Graduation & A-G Completion Rates for Avance and Resident Schools 

School (Grades) 
Cohort Graduation Rate (%) 

(2013-14) 
A-G Requirements Completion Rate (%) 

(2013-14) 
Avance (6-12) 89.7 42.6 
Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 82.6 50 

Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 77.7 53.8 

Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 80.8 50.9 
Source: DataQuest (Cohort Outcome Summary Report by Race/Ethnicity, Grads & Grads meeting UC/CSU Entrance Requirements by Gender & Ethnicity) 
retrieved 5-1-15. 

Data for Comparable District Schools is provided on the following page. 
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Addendum to the Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School Pursuant 
to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

2013-14 Cohort Graduation & A-G Completion Rates for Avance and Comparable District Schools 

School (Grades) 
Cohort Graduation Rate (%) A-G Requirements Completion Rate (%) 

(2013-14) (2013-14) 

Avance (6-12) 89.7 42.6 
Chatsworth Charter HS (9-12)* 88.3 35.9 

Fairfax Sr. High (9-12) 85 41.8 

Hollywood Sr. High (9-12) 90.4 49.5 

Linda Esperanza Marquez High B LIBRA Academy (9-12)* 90 60.7 

Los Angeles Leadership Academy(6-12)* 88.2 100 

New Designs Charter* (6-12) 75.6 100 

Northridge Academy High (9-12) 92.7 41.6 

PUC Community Charter Early College High(9-12)* 88.2 100 

PUC Early College Academy for Leaders/ Scholars(9-12)* 90.7 100 

Student Empowerment Academy(9-12)* 93.7 15.3 

Alliance Environmental Science and Technology HS (9-12)* 90.6 100 

Daniel Pearl Journalism and Communications (9-12) 96 57.9 

Math, Science and Technology Magnet Academy (9-12) 95.4 61.5 

PUC CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early College* (9-12) 97.1 100 

Port of Los Angeles(9-12)* 94.4 43.3 

San Pedro Senior High (9-12) 83.5 38.3 

W.H. Taft Senior Charter High (9-12) 89.4 38.1 
*Indicates Charter School 
Source: DataQuest (Cohort Outcome Summary Report by Race/Ethnicity, Grads & Grads meeting UC/CSU Entrance Requirements by Gender & Ethnicity) 
retrieved 5-1-15. 
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Appendix B
 



Renewal. provided documents. 
clear, convincing pupil achievement. 

; 

/ 
' 

In addition to misinterpreting the requirements for Education Code 
Section 47607(b)(4), Education Code Section 47607(b)(4)(B) clearly 
states that chartering entity shall consider all of the following in 
determining whether a charter school has sufficiently met the following 
three considerations in determining whether a charter school has 
sufficiently met the requirements for academic performance: 

(1) documented, clear and convincing data; 
(2) pupil achievement data from assessments, including, but not limited 
to, the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program for demographically 
similar pupil populations in the comparison schools; and 
(3) information submitted by the charter school. 

In its Charter School Petition for Avance 
and and data on but not all of the 
data submitted was used for the review. 

The most significant evidence that the Avance educational programs are 
succeeding were dismissed: 

• The college readiness indicators, which demonstrates that 
Avance's graduation rates. 

• A-G requirements completion rate. 
• SAT participation rate all far exceed those of Residential Schools 

and are at least equal to comparable District Schools. 

Furthermore, with respect to pupil achievement data, it is important to 
note that Education Code Section 47607(b)(4)(B)(ii) permits the 
chartering entity to consider pupil achievement data outside of the 
Standardized Testing and Reporting Program, which Avance has 
submitted to LACOE to consider all of the information submitted by the 
charter school and to view all such information within the larger context 
of the many challenges and reforms that have taken place in state 
education policy and the considerable progress that has been made and 
continues to be made with respect to Avance's alignment with new state 
college and readiness priorities. 
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Academia Avance Charter School Petition for Renewal 

Finding 1 The charter school provided evidence it met one of the statutory 
criteria for renewal. 
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No 

Finding 2 Sound Educational Practice No 
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Ability to.Successfully lmplement·lntended Program· No 

Affirmation of Specified Conditions No 

Description of Educational Program No 
2 Measureable Pupil.Outcomes No 
3 Method for Measuring Pupil Progress 

Governance Structure 

5 Employee Qualifications 

Health and Safety Procedures 

Racial and Ethnic Balance 

Admission "Requirements · 
9 Annual Independent Financial Audits 

Suspension and Expulsion Procedures 

11 Retirement Coverage 

12 Public School Attendance Alternatives 

13 Post-employment Rights of Employees 

Dispute Resolution Procedures 

15 Exclusive Public School Employer 

Closure Procedures 

(c) Standards, Assessments and Parent Consultation Meets the 
Condition 

(e) i:mployment is Voluntary Not Applicable 

Pupil Attendance is Voluntary Not Applicable 

Effect on Authorizer and Financial Projections NecessaryFacilities; AdniiniStrative Se.rviceS,- Civil-LiabiHty·and Financial Evidence in 3 Statements · 
of-4:-"areas·.A 

(h) Targets Academically Low Achieving Pupils" Not Applicable 

Tea_ch_er Credentialing Does not Meet the 
Condition 

Transmission of Audit Report Meets the 
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\ ) 

'Elements marked as meeting requirements may need further explanation, adjustment or 
technical changes; however, they are reasonably comprehensive and/or substantively comply 
with regulatory guidance and the LACOE standard of review described in Board Policy and the 

Superintendent's Administrative Regulations. 

Academia Avance Charter School Petition for Renewal 

'There are indicators of potential civil liability effects upon the authorizer. 

The last two columns are responses from Academia Avance. 
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Los Angeles County Office of Education 
Charter School Office 
Date: April 14, 2015 

Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School (Grades 6-12) Pursuant to 
Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605/ Responses from Academia Avance 

Background Information 

Academia Avance Charter School (Avance) has been authorized to operate by the Los Angeles County 
Board of Education (County Board) since 2010. The County Board first approved Avance on appeal after its 
charter was not renewed by the Los Angeles Unified School District Board of Education (LAUSD Board). 

In 2004, the LAUSD Board initially granted Avance a three (3) year charter, and the school began operation 
in September 2005. At the end of the three (3) years, LAUSD extended authorization for one 
(1) additional year. 

In 2010, Avance submitted its first petition for renewal to LAUSD. The petition was submitted more than 
two (2) months after the established due date. The LAUSD Board denied renewal based on the following 
findings: (1) The charter school presents an unsound educational program; (2) The petitioners are 
demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition; (3) The petition does 
not contain an affirmation of each of the conditions described in Education Code 47605(d); and (4) The 
petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive description of all required elements. 

After denial, Avance exercised its right to appeal to the County Board. Over the course of the appeal 
process, the petitioner was late in submitting fiscal and programmatic documents to the Los Angeles County 
Office of Education (LACOE) Review Team despite repeated requests for the same documents. 

The County Superintendent's recommendation was to deny renewal based on the following findings: (1) The 
petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition; 
(2) The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive description of all required elements; and (3) 
The petition does not satisfy all of the Required Assurances of Education Code 47605(c), (e) through (j), (1) 
and (m). LACOE's staff report cited significant concerns regarding the school's financial condition, many of 
which are still present and are reported below. 

The County Board granted the charter subject to conditions to be fulfilled within specific timelines. Despite 
support from LACOE, Avance failed to meet the timelines, requiring the County Board to grant the school 
an extension to fulfill the conditions. The term of the charter was August 2010 -June 2015. 

To support the school in submitting its current application for renewal, LACOE staff met with Avance on 
multiple occasions beginning in September 2013; four (4) of these meetings included representatives of the 
Avance Executive Board. In addition to meeting with the school, the LACOE Review Team provided 
feedback on a draft version of the petition, submitted in August 2014. Despite the support given to Avance, 
the school's petition for charter renewal was not submitted by the required due date and much of the 
feedback provided by LACOE staff was not incorporated into the final petition submitted to the County 
Board. 
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\ ) 
Avance is very appreciated of LACOE Charter School Office staff support; however the 
school incorporated any suggest aligned recommendation with California Charter School 
Law and any recommendations that were not statue were opinions from the LACOE staff 
and were not included in the final petition. However, Avance remains committed to make 
any changes in true collaboration with LACOE. 

Academia Avance has built a partnership with LACOE over the last five years. Many 
challenges have been surmounted and while we are committed to a p rocess of 
continuous improvement, we strongly urge you to renew our charter based on our 
recent outcomes and commitment to excellence. Please accept the attached 
summary, which is the collective effort of our committed Board of Directors, faculty, 
staff, parents and students. 

Location: Avance is located in Highland Park, in the Northeast area of Los Angeles, within the boundaries 
of LAUSD. The main campus is located at 115 N. Avenue 53, and two (2) satellite campuses are at 2635 
Pasadena Avenue and 161 S. Avenue 49. Current enrollment is approximately 475 students in grades six (6) 
through 12.  !\ 

Location is correctly stated. 


Mission and Vision: 

The school's mission statement is: 

Academia Avance is a college preparatory school located in the heart of Highland Park. Our 
goal is to ensure that all students' complete A-G requirements, graduate and equipped to be 
accepted into colleges and universities. Students at the Academia Avance have opportunities 
to develop into active citizens characterized by the ideals of a diverse and democratic 
society. Our students will continue to provide service to their community, take 
responsibility in their own learning and form habits of mind that will continue to empower 
them for success in high school, college and beyond. 

Avance's vision statement is: 

Academia Avance is a 6'h through 1 2'h grade college preparatory school in the Northeast Los 
Angeles community of Highland Park. We address the critical needs of our disadvantaged 
students through innovative and educational alternatives. We create a mutually supportive 
and positive learning environment in which every member develops communication, 
technological and leadership skills to foster self-confidence and personal growth. Emphasis 
is placed on challenging students to develop problem-solving and interpersonal skills to 
succeed in the 21" Century through Service-Learning, Linked Learning and Technology 
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Doorway Listing Offerings 

Summary 

Summa Chart: Avance's 2011-2014 Academic Performance Index API nd Ade u·ate'vearl Pro ress (AYP 

Disadvantaaed (Pl) 

!School Accountability Report) 

Integrated across subjects. Our learning environment provides quality educational programs 
within a small learning community, which targets educationally disadvantaged students. Our 
belief is, "It is not about getting kids into college. It's about getting them to succeed in 
college so they can advance in their life." 

UC Course and Avance Course 

The mission of Academia Avance is to provide and offer preparatory to all students 
for both college and a professional life. To this end, Academia Avance's graduates 
must expand on the minimum requi rements as set in Ed Code 51 225.3 for high school 
(which may change), by completing additional Life preparatory courses. The College 
preparatory curriculum is described here. Academia's Life preparatory curriculum, 
described in the next section, adds development in a professional setting to establish 
goals for each student during and after college. 

The Academia Avance College preparatory stage offers all the state high school 
course requirements. Avance Course table listed presents these requirements (as 
they exist at this time, including passing the CAHSEE) presented on page 92 through 
93 in the submitted charter renewal petition. The table allows for comparison to the 
University of California/California State University admissions requirements (A-G). 

Academia Avance strongly advises all students to complete the A-G requirements at 
the CSU level, and offers a course sequence that allows all students to meet the UC 
recommended levels. Students who complete the UC/CSU A-G requirements and all 
of Academia Avance Get SET program courses graduates our students with 
Academia Avance honors. Academia Avance's course sequence and graduation 
requirements allow for a strong transition into universities, colleges and career paths. 

of Academic Performance: 

The table below presents a summary of Avance's Academic Performance Index (API) and Adequate Yearly 
Progress (A YP) over the charter term. 

School Year Schoolwide 
Hispanic 
or Latino 

Growth API 

Socioeconomically English 
Learners 

Students with 
Disabilities 

State Ranks 

Statewide 
Similar 
Schools 

AYP 
Program 

Improvement 
Status 

2010-1 1  71 3 71 3 711 60 7 348 3 1 Year1 

2011 -1 2  711 712 711 578 367 3 1 Year2 

2012 -1 3  5g 4 5g 4 5g 4 603 408 3 1 Year 3 

201 3-1 4' 70 6 70 6 70 5 5g 5 381 nla nla Year 3 
'Three-year Weighted Average API scores provided for 201 3-1 4 due to suspension of the API; Pl status frozen. 

"n/a" COE did not release rankings for 201 3-14. 

Source: DataQuest API retrieved 12 -2g.1
4. 
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Program Improvement Goals and Strategies 

Program 
Improvement Strategies. 

Avance's Growth API declined in 2012 and 2013 as the school failed to meet its Growth Targets schoolwide 
and for all numerically significant student groups. Avance is currently in Program Improvement (PD Year 
31_ 

Data is based on CST testing in years prior to 201 3-201 4, no state testing took place 
during this timeframe schools were asked to internal field testing. 

This year 201 4-201 5  will be the first year Smarter Balanced will fully administer in 
California Schools. 

Academia Avance addressed this in the charter renewal petition Program Improvement 
Status on pages 80 through 88 of the submitted charter petition. Table A. 1 3  

3 Goals and 

On March 7, 2014, the U.S. Depa rtment of Education approved California's testing waiver 
for certain statutory and regulatory requirements of Title I, Part A of the ESEA of 1 965, as 
amended. Specifically, a one-year waiver was granted that allows flexibility in making AYP 
determinations for schools and LEAs participating in the Smarter Balanced assessment 
field test. 

The California Department of Education (CDE) did not produce a 201 4 AYP report for 
elementary, middle schools and high schools and unified school districts. Therefore, Pl 
status for these schools and districts did not change. Schools and districts will not enter or 
exit Pl. Academia Avance has been identified as a Pl 3 school. The Goals and Strategies 
are also embedded in our LCAP. 

The graph that follows presents a summary of the data showing Avance's Growth API from 2010-
11to 2012-13. Data from these years was used to calculate the school's Weighted 3-Year Average 

API, which Avance states qualifies the school to be eligible for renewal . I Due to the suspension of 
the A YP calculations, Avance's PI status remained the same (PI Year 3) for 2 014. source: DataQuestAPI (3-
Year Average API Report) retrieved 3-11-15. 
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LACOE staff retrieved API from DataQuest (3-Year Average API Report) 3-1 1 -15. 

COE did not reconfigure the data once English Learner data was corrected. It was an 
anomaly within the CALPAD system, one that COE acknowledged and attempted to 
resolve. While we are fully aware that CALPAD's timing in regards to making correction 
it is critical that LACOE understands that error were corrected and reports do show 
partial corrections. 

The use of statewide assessment Smarter Balance to replace CST was a decision 
made by the Department of Education. COE issued the bulletins and provisions to use 
internal measurers: As Elements A, B,  and C outl ines the use of in Academia Avance's 
submitted petition.  

Communication with LACOE staff did transpire to discuss English Learner issues and 
was discounted by LACOE staff as a school site issue. COE acknowledged this glitch 
impacted several schools in the state. Not only Avance experienced this 1 00+ negative 
decrease. Avance had discussions with COE recognizing internal issues and attempted 
to work with our school. CDE's recommendation was to move forward stating that they 
were not able to make corrections. 

Students Served the School: 

Avance is a site-based school, serving students in grades six (6) through 12. In 2013-14, the school's 
demographic composition was 98% Hispanic or Latino, 1 7% English Learners, 95% eligible for free or 
reduced price meals (Socioeconomically Disadvantaged) and 8% Students with Disabilities. 

Avance's current charter states an enrollment goal of 525; this goal was not achieved. Enrollment peaked 
in 2013-14 (492 students), and there was a slight decrease in 2014-15  (480 students). Enrollment by grade 
level over the past five years is shown in the chart that follows: 
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10 .-a. 
· 

B 4  

35 

40 5 

44B 

492 

Avance Enrollment 
. 

B 5  

rade Level 
· 

· 
. .·.Gradelevel .. 

Total1 21 1. 6Year . . . 
1 674 29442010- 11 73 
2B4173201 1- 12 B 3120 7330 
45 4706174201 2-13 10 2 43 B 2  6 3  
5B54201 3-1 4 BB 6 942 90 91 

20 14-1 5 B 9  607B B 674 4BO 5B 
Source: DataQuest Enrollment (School Enrollment by Grade) retrieved 3-1-15. 201 4-2015 Enrollment data was taken from Avance 
October201 4 Student Roster submission to LACOE. 

Since 2012-13, Avance's high school (grades 9-12) enrollment comprised a majority of the school's 
population. As a result, the school is designated as a "High School" for academic reporting purposes since 
that year. Prior to 2012-13, Avance was designated as a "Middle School" for reporting purposes. Grade 
level designation affect the school's assigned Similar Schools and the data used to calculate API and 
Adequate Yearly Progress (A YP). 

Refer to Section 1.2 Renewal Document 

Academia Avance's Charter Petition page 16 through 18 addresses Students 

Served by our Charter. 

The high of 492 enrollment was reached in 2013-2014, with a 3% decline for 2014-2015 
this decline mirrors the current trends in the transiency rates of local LAUSD schools. The 
school has maintained ADA rates at or above 97% for the last five years; which is higher 
than local LAUSD schools. The table below presents the enrollment and ADA counts for 
the last five years, followed by the projections for the new charter period. 

Enrollment 405 448 470 492 475 
(DataQuest) 

ADA Count (P-2) 396 434 456 483 467 (P-1) 

Attendance Rate 97.8% 96.9% 97.0% 98.2% 98.3% (P-1) 

Enrollment cde.ca.gov, ADA submitted P-2 Reposts 
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Beginning with the 201 5-2016  student recruitment cycles, Avance has partnered with the 
two Celerity Education Group schools in Northeast Los Angeles: Octavia and Troika. 
These are very high quality charter schools (201 4 API scores of 904 and 959, 
respectfully), and are K-8 span schools. The Troika school uses two sites, with a K-5 
operation co-located via Prop. 39 on the LAUSD campus of Luther Burbank Middle School 
on Figueroa, just 1 mile from the Avance's Main Campus. The Octavia School is located in 
the neighboring Glassel! Park community, 3 miles from the Avance Main campus. (See 
letter of collaboration from the Celerity Education Group in Appendix D.) 

The two Celerity schools have waiting lists of several hundred for families interested in 
enrolling. As K-8 schools (K-5 at the nearby Burbank MS), the Celerity school and 
families are anxious to find a continuing college-bound pathway beyond the 8th grade. 
To-date, the approximately 50 students promoted to the 9th grade have been directed to 
private high schools, many at a distance from Northeast Los Angeles. The success of the 
Avance Life Prep program in having students' progress to 4-year universities, with strong 
persistence rates has attracted a strong interest among the Celerity Northeast Los 
Angeles community, with Avance as a charter public school pathway an attractive option. 

The Celerity school leadership is now working with Avance to refer their wait-list families 
to Avance. Through this partnership Avance expects to modest and achievable gain in 
enrollment for 201 5-20 1 6  and beyond of approximately 40 additional students for the 6th 
grade, and 25 for the 9th grade. These referrals will allow for an expansion of the Avance 
middle school program to a full three class groups at an optimal size of 25 students each. 
Likewise, the Celerity referrals for the 9th grade will allow for an expansion of the Avance 
high school program to a full four class groups at an optimal size of 25 students each. The 
enrollment growth model for the third charter period is presented below, with an 
anticipation of reaching the full development enrollment of 625 for the 201 9-2020 
academic year. The projected revenues and expenses for this model are presented in 
Element Q and Appendix R in our submitted charter renewal. 

A detailed description with supporting data analysis for how Avance is eligible for 
renewal under Criteria 4 of the EC 4 7605b was presented in Section 1 .2 of the 
renewal submission package. This analysis was first presented on November 5, 
2014.  The contents of the analysis were reviewed during the subsequent 
November 6 meeting, as well via several conversations in January, and during the 
capacity interview on March 3, 20 1 5 ,  and again on March 23. It was not 
communicated to Avance that this information would be dismissed from the staff 
analysis. 
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47607(a)(2): 

47607(a)(3)(A): 

REQUIREMENTS OF CHARTER RENEWAL 

Charter renewal is governed by Education Code (EC) sections 47607 and 47605, the Charter Schools Act. 
The Los Angeles County Office of Education (LACOE) Charter School Review Team (Review Team) 
considered the petition according to the requirements of the EC and other pertinent laws, guidance 
established in 5 CCR, County Board Policy (BP) and Superintendent's Administrative Regulations (AR).2 

The following section provides the legal criteria for renewal consideration and an analysis of whether 
Avance meets those standards. 

EC Renewals ... of charters are governed by the standards and criteria in section 47605, and 
shall include, but not be limited to, a reasonably comprehensive description of any new requirement of 
charter schools enacted into law after the charter was originally granted or last renewed. The California 
Code of Regulations, Title 5 (5 CCR) section 1 1966.4 requires a renewal petition to provide a reasonably 
comprehensive description of how the charter school has met all new charter school requirements 
enacted into law after the charter was originally granted or last renewed. 

Analysis ofAvance's Performance Pursuant to EC 47607(a)(2) 

The Review Team determined whether each required element in the renewal petition complies with 
current legal requirements and whether the petitioners demonstrated familiarity with current legal (
requirements through the Capacity Interview. If the petition did not comply, or the petitioners were 
unfamiliar with current law, the Review Team noted the deficiency through the applicable Finding and 
identified the applicable statute. This information is provided under Findings 2 through 6 ofthis report. 

EC The authority that granted the charter shall consider increases in pupil academic 
achievement for all groups of pupils served by the charter school as the most important factor in 
determining whether to grant a charter renewal. 

Analysis ofAvance's Performance Pursuant to EC 47607(a)(3)(A) 

The Review Team's finding is that Avance failed to provide sufficient evidence that all groups of pupils 
served by the school have demonstrated increases in academic achievement during the school's current 
charter term. The facts in support of this finding are as follows: 

I. 	 Avance's schoolwide Growth API declined 18 points during the first three (3) years of the current 
charter term. Growth API is primarily based on standardized measures of the school's academic 
performance. Similarly, Avance did not demonstrate increases in academic performance for all groups 
of students served by the school during this same period. 

2. 	 Avance failed to document the academic performance of its students for the fourth year of its 
charter term (2013-14, the year prior to renewal). The Charter Schools Act requires that a charter 
petition (in Element 2) specify how the school will objectively and frequently measure student 
progress to allow the school to make necessary changes to the instructional program. Avance's current 
petition states the school will utilize internal interim measures of academic performance (benchmark 
assessments) for this purpose; benchmark data was not submitted. 
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Refer to Element A, B, C pages 89-117 in the submitted renewal petition. 

Also included in Element B are the following: 

LACOE Charter School Office staff was given access (log-in and password) 
for online viewing of the stream for NWEA Map results. They were directed 
to view the following: 

-Available results for Spring of 2013-3014 
-Available results for Fall and Winter of 2014-2015 

LACOE Charter School Office staff additionally had access to Data Director 
with testing results for the 2013-2014 and 2014-2015 school year. 
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plan 
voluntarily post-AB484. 

When 2012- 1 3  API calculations were released, Avance was informed that it would not qualify for 
renewal consideration based on its 201 1- 1 2  and 2012-13 performance. Therefore, it would need to 
provide benchmark data for 2013-14 to establish a case for renewal under EC 47607(b)(4). Although 
the Western Association of Schools and Colleges (W ASC) report indicates the school had benchmark 
assessments in place since 2012, Avance failed to submit benchmark data for 2013-14 either with its 
renewal petition or through its Annual Report to the County Board. 

Avance and the LACOE Charter School Office Staff anticipated to issues that 
arouse from the signing of AB 484 suspending the ST AR tests and the API 
determinations back in the Fall of 201 3. The changes that resulted, many with l ittle 
prior announcement made the task of preparing for renewal for both sides 
essentially impossible. The LACOE Charter School Office Staff was not able to 
present a list of specific requirements for how Criteria 4 could be met, and Avance 
was also not able to present to LAC OE prior to the submission of the renewal 
charter, actual data to meet the criteria. 

Avance in good faith communicated to the LACOE Charter School Office Staff in 
the Fall of 201 3  that it intended to use the CST aligned STAR test as a continuum 
of the achievement assessment data already collected. This resulted from the ( )
announcement that schools could issue the STAR test 

We recall from the Fall 201 3 conversations that the LACOE Charter School Office 
Staff deemed this approach acceptable, as it would make a multi-year analysis 
acceptable. Furthermore, this plan aligned with the Data Director benchmark 
procedures and data that Avance had been evolving si nce years prior (as 
described in the WASC report), which were still CST based, ie. not Common Core 
aligned. 

The specific problem of the 201 3-201 4  benchmarks stems from an announcement 
in February 2014 ,  ie. well into the Spring semester, that ETS would not deliver to 
Avance the STAR test need for our benchmark and renewal Criteria 4 analysis. 
Avance immediately switched to a year-end strategy to use NWEA MAPs 
assessments instead. But these tests proved to be far different from the prior 
benchmarks, making interpretation of the MAPs results incomprehensible, and 
completely misaligned to the prior benchmark data. 
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This critical context for why the 201 3-20 1 4  benchmark data was not provided. was 
not included in the LACOE Charter School Office staff analysis. 

Furthermore, we presented this issue to the LACOE Charter School Office Staff, 
and described how Avance would present student achievement benchmark data 
for the 201 4-2015 academic year to meet the Criteria. This data was also not 
included correctly in the renewal review. 
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Avance's 2013-14 Annual Report states Northwest Evaluation Associate's Measures of Academic 
Progress (NWEA MAP) assessments were administered; however, in spite of requests from LACOE, 
the data was not provided. The Annual Report states, " ... specific results of the MAP test do not 
present usable data. 

NWEA Data 

Priorities: the LACOE staff report does not properly account for the state shift in public 

school policy towards the Common Core/Smarter Balanced and pending API that 

emphasis college and career readiness, and have made obsolete the prior STAR/API 

based measures. That Avance is aligned with the new priorities AND has the outcomes 

providing evidence are the 2014 Silver Award from the US News & World Report High 

School rankings (among top 1 0% in the country), and the selection as a model school by 

the CSUDH College of Education. Furthermore, the Avance college acceptance and 

persistence outcome for our Latino students (98%) surpass those of statistics found for 

"top" high schools in the state, as reported by a 2013 USC statewide study. 

Electronic and hard copies of data was provided to LACOE staff and included in 
the attachments of the submitted Charter Renewal Petitions. The data retrieved 
from NWEA MAPs from LACOE staff was directly accessed from the Avance files, 
as they did not trust Avance internal reporting. 

Avance staff provided LACOE with passwords and support on data for a full review ) 
of NWEA MAPs findings. 

Data Director Response 
When API calculations were released in 201 3 and the State was transitioning its 
standardized measuring tool (Smarter Balance) at the same time, the district was 
required to obtain and administer its own benchmark data. 

In 201 0, Academia Avance proactively began researching and piloting Data Director for 
internal benchmarks and by 201 2 decided to utilize Data-Director as our official 
measurement tool. All sub-groups (student academic performance data) were tested and 
analyzed. State testing requirements kept changing. The correlation between Data
Director and the new Smarter Balance was weak along with technology constraints. 
These external factors caused inaccurate performance results. 

In spring 2014, Academia Avance had to abandon Data-Director student performance 
results and began fully implementing NWEA MAPs. After two years of implementing 
NWEA and upgrading bandwidth for accurate test administration, Avance has a 
benchmark tool that clearly aligns to the Smarter Balance assessment. Avance has 
improved technological capacity to provide equal and optimal testing environments as 
well. Most important, Academia Avance 201 4-201 5 NWEA MAPs results demonstrate 
sufficient growth in relation to the schools within the same geographic area. 
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The WASC Visiting Committee notes that implementation of benchmark assessments did not take 
place until "last year" (e.g., 2012). This means the school failed to implement a critical component of 
its charter for at least part of the first two (2) years of its charter term. LA COE, through its annual site 
visits, made the same observation and had the same concerns 

Refer to WASC letter as in 1 . 1 0  above. 

The curricu lum course list is represented at UC Doorways and continues to be 
updated, changed or new courses submitted as we progress to full inclusion of AP 
Courses. Our charter school has obtained approval of our curriculum course list by 
acquiring WASC "Full Accreditation through 201 9." (Six-year accreditation) 

The WASC process would not have given full authorization and would have given 
interim or not given accreditation to Avance if it was not deemed a sound educational 
program. 
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The burden falls on the charter school to show it made progress toward meeting the measurable pupil 
outcomes stated in the charter and that all student groups demonstrate increases in academic achievement. 
By failing to provide evidence that it administered the benchmark assessments required under its current 
charter, Avance fails to meet this burden. 

Data for the final year of the charter term (2014-15) is insufficient to show all groups of students 
served by the school have demonstrated increases in academic achievement. Avance provided 
NWEA MAP benchmark data for October and January of the current school year to support the 
position that its students have made academic progress; however, two (2) data points within a 
single year is insufficient to show a trend or improvement across the charter term. Additionally, 
Avance failed to code the data so it could be disaggregated by numerically significant student 
groups; therefore, the data does not provide sufficient evidence that there has been academic 
improvement for all groups of students served by the school as required under statute. 

The LACOE Charter School Office staff report seems to ignore the NWEA MAP data 
and summary analysis presented in Appendix B of the renewal submission package. 
This analysis specifically tabulated the MAP data achievements for the English 
Learner sub-group and for students with IEP (showing significant growth for both 
groups). The actual student MAP results showing the Start-of-Year and Mid-year 
results were presented in the Appendices (with names redacted). Furthermore, 
LACOE staff was given full access to the Avance NWEA MAP system. 

The LACOE Charter School Office staff report goes on to state: 

While the school's students demonstrated some improvement on the January 
administration of the MAP, the increases are not significant and show that Avance 
students continue to perform below grade level with one (1) exception (grade 11 
English-Language Arts). A Projected Proficiency Summary for the January 
administration is not available from NWEA. 

The Ed Code for renewal does not specify the students must be at grade level, 
merely that there be academic achievement, with the data shows there is, 
especially for those students that have been with Avance for two or more years. The 
staff report ignores the academic realities of the vast majority of students in 
Northeast LA, a reality that is well known. 
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An area of concern that warrants further attention is when the LACOE 
Charter School Office staff report choose to use a NWEA report that merely 
projected proficiency rates, showing the following results: 

• The report contradicts itself by criticizing the school for have a 
analysis with "two data points", i.e. the NWEA MAPs results from 
October and January, yet relies on a beginning of year projection, 
based mostly on the PRIOR year MAP results of May, and start of 
year results. 

• Given that the May 201 4  tests were hastily issued with students not 
prepared for the new on-line format, and with serious technical 
issues. 

• There is a reason why CDE has chosen not to use the Smarter 
Balanced results in it first two years of implementation. 

It seems more than just a difference in statistical interpretation for the 
LAC OE Charter School Office staff to not do the same for the first Avance 
MAPs implementations. 

The Projected Proficiency Summary Report for the October 2014 administration of MAP states: 

• 72% of high school students are projected not to pass (e.g., demonstrate A YP proficiency) on 
the California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) in Mathematics 

• 60% of high school students are projected not to pass (e.g., demonstrate AYP proficiency) on 
the CAHSEE in Reading 

• 	 80.7% of middle school students are project not to score proficient or above on STAR tests 
(e.g., California Standards Test (CST)) in Mathematics 

• 63% of middle school students are project not to score proficient or above on ST AR tests 
(e.g., CST) in Reading 

While the school's students demonstrated some improvement on the January administration of the 
MAP, the increases are not significant and show that Avance students continue to perform below grade 
level with one (I) exception (grade 11 English-Language Arts). A Projected Proficiency Summary for 
the January administration is not available from NWEA. 

Additional analysis regarding the school's MAP data is provided under the EC 47607(b )( 4) analysis on 
pages 19-20 of this report with additional data provided in Appendix 5. 
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Based on the CAHSEE results in past years the statements of "72% of high school students are 
projected not to pass (e.g .. demonstrated AYP proficiency) on the California High School Exit Exam 
(CAHSEE in Mathematics." or "60% of high school students are projected not to pass (e.g .. 
demonstrate A YP proficiency) on the CAHSEE in Reading." Results reflect the following: 

Avance submitted Charter Renewal page 93, 113 referenced throughout, Ed.Code 

California High School Exit Exam 

Education Code Section 60850a authorized the development of a high school exit examination in 
English Language Arts and Mathematics based on California content standards. It  is understood 
by the Academia Avance that all students must pass both the English Language Arts and 
Mathematics section of California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) to be eligible to receive a 
diploma from a public high school in California. Academia Avance will offer multiple opportunities 
to retake the exam. 

thTable B.2 10 Students CAHSEE 

2013-14 76% 80% 

2012-13 67% 62% 

2011-12 75% 76% 

2010-11 85% 95% 

2009-1 0  7 1 %  70% 

Data Source: Dataquest 

Data reflects that the 75% goal of 1 0th graders was met for 201 3-2014, 201 1 -2012, 2010-
2011 and not for 2012-2013 or 2009-201 0. 

The two following statements 80. 7% of middle school students are project not to score proficient or 
above on STAR tests (e.g., California Standard Test (CST) in mathematics." and 63% of middle 

school students are project not to score proficient or above on STAR tests (e.g., California 
Standard Test (CST) in Reading." Both of these statements are obsolete as the state of 
California will assess using Smarter Balanced. School year 2013-2014 launched field
testing where schools receive or have access to scores. This year with the administration 
of Smarter Balanced a baseline will be established. 
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47607{b) 

(+43%) 
significant 

EC provides the criteria for charter renewal. To be eligible, a charter school must meet one (1) 
of the following five (5) criteria: 

(I) Attained its Academic Performance Index (AP!) growth target in the prior year or in two of the last 
three years both school-wide and for all groups of pupils served by the charter school. 

(2) Ranked in deciles 4 to I0, inclusive, on the AP! in the prior year or in two of the last three years. 

(3)Ranked in deciles 4 to I0, inclusive, on the AP! for a demographically comparable school in the prior 
year or in two of the last three years. 

(4)(A) The entity that granted the charter determines that the academic performance of the charter school 
is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would 
otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the school 
district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population 
that is served at the charter school... 

(5) Qualified for an alternative accountability system pursuant to subdivision (h) of section 52052. 3 

Refer to Complete Document Attached 

Section 1.2 Renewal Criteria Fulfi l l ment 

This documents presents evidence in support of the renewal charter petition for 
Academia Avance to the Los Angeles County Board of Education. 

SUMMARY 

1. Favorable Comparison Under Ed Code 47607(b) Renewal Criteria 4 
For the eight schools for which 3% or more of Avance students would have 
attended as their LAUSD "assigned residential school" the following conclusions 
result from a comparison to Avance: 

1. 	 Avance held the highest 2014 API 3 year average among its "residential" 
comparison high schools. 

2. 	 The 2014 API 3 year average for Avance was on par among the comparison 
middle schools. 

3 .  	 The share of the Avance Latino, SES, and Special-Ed subgroups is similar 
to all the "residential" comparison schools, but the Avance EL count is 
higher. 

4 .  	 Avance was the only school that sustained an enrollment increase over 
the last five years. All of the residential comparison schools showed 
declines of between 20% to 49%. 
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47607(b)(2): 

I:·-:· 
. : .. . 

Taraets Met\ 

47607{b)(3): 

·1_ .· 

EC Attained its Academic Performance Index (AP!) growth target in the prior year or in two 
of the last three years both schoolwide and for all groups of pupils served by the school. 

Performance Index: Growth Targots 

Year Schoolwide · Socioe90- orniccl.lly-
-

Learners 
. Met . 

· Met . -• · Met . - - Met -
20 14 API Suspended. No Growth Targets Established. 

20 13  5 No (-18) 5 No (- 18) 5 No (-18) 1 1  Yes (+22) 

20 12 5 No (-4) 5 No (-3) 5 No (- 1) 10 No (-3 1 )  
Source: OataQuest Growth and Targets Met) retrieved 1-5- 15. 

Analysis: Due to the suspension of the API, Avance did not receive Growth Targets for 2014 (the year prior 
to renewal). Based on 2012 and 2013 data, Avance did not qualify for renewal under this criterion as it 
did not meet API Growth Targets schoolwide and for all numerically significant student groups for both of 
those years. 

EC Ranked in deciles 4 to JO, inclusive, on the AP! in the prior year or in two of the last three 
years. 

Academic Performance· Statewide Decile Rank _ _ · • . .. _c -_ . 
_.: . . -- _:_ _ ,'-·:. -- .. .· . : vear. - · · Statewide RanR 

20 14 API Suspended. Na ranks Issued. 

20 1 3  3 

20 12 3 
Source: DataQuest AP I API Growth and retrieved 1-5- 15. 

Analysis: Due to the suspension of the API, Avance did not receive a Statewide Rank for 2014 (the year 
prior to renewal). Based on 2012 and 2013 data, Avance did not qualify for renewal under this criterion as 
it did not rank in deciles 4 to 10 during both of those years. 

EC Ranked in deciles 4 to JO, inclusive, on the AP/for a demographically comparable school 
in the prior year or in two of the last three years. 

Academic Performance· Similar Schools Decile Rank 
- : kYear . Similar. SchoalsRan. . . 

2 014 API Suspended. Na ranks Issued. 

20 13  1 

20 12 1 
Source: DataQuestAPI (API Growth and Targets Met) retrieved 1-5- 15. 
*Avance requested data from COE under the Public Records Act to identify its similar schools 
that data identi6es Avance as a decile 1 school. 

Analysis: Due to the suspension of the API, schools did not receive a Similar Schools Rank for 2014 (the 
year prior to renewal). Based on 2012 and 2013 data, Avance did not qualify for renewal under this 
criterion as it did not rank in deciles 4 to 10 during both of those years. 
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47607(b)(4): 

As stated above, the document for Section 1 .2 of the renewal submission 
package provides a detail explanation, with a summary on the first page. We 
are unclear why the LACOE staff did not include this analysis in their review, 
nor seeded to refer on include this analysis in the communications to the 
Board of Education. 

EC 

(A) The entity that granted the charter determines that the academic performance of the charter school is 
at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would 
otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the 
school district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil 
population that is served at the charter school. (Emphasis added) 

(B) The determination made pursuant to this paragraph shall be based upon all of the following: (i) 
Documented and clear and convincing data. (ii) Pupil achievement data from assessments, including, but 
not limited to, the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program established by Article 4 (commencing 
with Section 60640) for demographically similar pupil populations in the comparison schools. (iii) 
Information submitted by the charter school. 

(CJ A chartering authority shall submit to the [State] Superintendent copies of supporting 
documentation and a written summary of the basis for any determination made pursuant to this 
paragraph. The Superintendent shall review the materials and make recommendations to the chartering 
authority based on that review. The review may be the basis for a recommendation made pursuant to 
Section 47604.5. 

(DJ A charter renewal may not be granted to a charter school prior to 30 days qfter that charter school 
submits materials pursuant to this paragraph. 

Since Avance does not qualify to be considered for renewal under the first three (3) criteria of EC 
47607(b), it is necessary to consider the school's performance under the fourth criterion. The remainder of 
this section provides the analysis under this criterion. 
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1 .  	Public Law: the LACOE Charter School Office Staff report finding on Ed Code 

47607(b)4 which establishes eligibility for renewal are based on opinion, not a 

factual interpretation of the law. They use specific measures that are NOT set in 

the law, thus biasing their analysis against Avance. 

2. 	 Priorities: the LACOE Charter School Office Staff report does not properly 

account for the state shift in public school policy towards the Common 

Core/Smarter Balanced and pending API that emphasis college and career 

readiness, and have made obsolete the prior STAR/API based measures. 

Additionally, on March 1 2, 2015, the State Board of Education Suspended the 

Academic Performance Index altogether for a second year. Avance has 

focused alignment with the new priorities AND has the outcomes providing 

evidence are the 201 4 Silver Award from the US News & World Report High 

School rankings (among top 1 0% in the country), and the selection as a model 

school by the CSUDH College of Education. Furthermore, the Avance college 

acceptance and persistence outcome for our Latino students (98%) surpass 

those of statistics found for "top" high schools in the state, as reported by a 201 3 

USC statewide study. 

3. 	 People: if LACOE does not renew the charter and Avance were not able to 

remain open, this would force 92% of the students to return to their LAUSD (
assigned school of residence where their 4 year university preparation outcomes 

are half that of Avance, as reported by LACOE. These are Franklin HS, Lincoln 

HS and Wilson HS (not Marshal HS). We do not have any students attending 
(yet) that reside in Los Feliz nor Silver Lake (as implied by LACOE). We do have 
have students from El Sereno, Boyle Heights and Compton because they do not 
feel they will be served by the school in those communities. We need to think of 

the Highland Park students first as they have been an after thought for far too 

long. 
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47607(b)(4) 

Options 

2. 

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE DATA PURSUANT TOEC 

Alternative Assessment 

In the absence of API calculations for 2013-14 (the year prior to renewal), the California Department of 
Education (CDE) gave schools multiple options for demonstrating that the academic performance of the 
charter school is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school 
pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic peiformance of the schools 
in the school district in which the charter school is located, which is the standard under EC 47607(b)(4). 
CDE provided the following options: 

I .  	 Carry forward its 20 1 3  Growth API and use the calculations as a means of comparing its 
academic performance to its resident and comparable district schools; 

Use its 3-Year Average API calculations as a means of comparing its academic performance to its 
resident and comparable district schools; and 

3 .  	 Utilize alternative assessment measures as a means of comparing its academic performance to its 
resident and comparable district schools. 

Avance submitted its case for renewal in Section 1.2 of the renewal petition and states it meets the 
requirements of EC 47607(b)(4) based on its Weighted 3-Year Average APL The Review Team compared 
Avance's performance to that of its resident and comparable district schools and found Avance does not 
qualify for renewal consideration based on this measure (See pages 9- 10). Avance did not consider 
performance for all student groups and was selective in its choice of comparable district schools. 

With the goal of providing a broader picture of how Avance compares to its resident and comparable 
district schools for all groups of pupils it serves, alternative assessment measures submitted by Avance 
and an array of other publicly available alternative measures were analyzed to determine if there is 
sufficient evidence that Avance meets the statutory requirement for renewal consideration. These 
measures are listed on page 9. 

To be eligible for renewal, Avance's academic achievement must be at least equal to the schools its 
students would otherwise be required to attend (resident schools) and comparable district schools. 

The methodology used for the LACOE analysis is not established in Ed Code. Thus, 
the dismissal of the data and analysis presented by Avance that shows how the 
school does meet Criteria 4 (as described above for the Avance Section 1 .2 
appendix) seems like an over-reach by the LACOE staff. 

Specifically, the LACOE staff report used a "median" test (Avance must surpass half 
of the comparison schools) is not stipulated in Ed Code, mere that the school be 
"eq ual". Given the freedom to present alternative measures, Avance presented a 
"range" test, ie. as long as Avance was within the minimum and maximum of the 
comparison schools, Avance meets the "equal" test. 
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Demographics: Comparison 

. .. 

I 

47.9 
6.5 74 

School Student Avance and Schools 

The tables below show Avance's demographic composition and that of its resident4 and comparable district 
schools 5 (collectively referred to as "comparisons schools"). 

Avance (6·12) 
Burbank Middle (6-8) 32.5 

Irving Middle (6-8) 
 1 9  


Nightingale Middle (6-8) 

614 85 822.3 

1 6823 71 27 892.3 
Franklin Sr. High (9-12) 1 31 ,520 90 8915 
Lincoln Sr. High (9-12) 1 ,342 20 1 285 
Marshall Sr. High (9-12) 2.7 10 
'Sourre: Eclllala (SchoolProlie) at: www.ed-data.k12.ca.us retrieved 12-16-14. 

2,542 60 14 79 

" Sourre:DafaQuest(2013-14 AJISchool Quafly Snapshot) retrieved 3-11· 

t 15. ofAv.mce erntJlmen\ are rourded to the nearest whole number. 


\ 

Port ofLos Angeles (9-12)' 8 
San Pedro Senior High (9-12) 12 
W.H. Taft Senior Charter High (9·12) 
Schools in shaded rows are Compadson Schools proposed by Avanoe 
;indicates direct funded charter school. 

Sourre: EcJ.Dala School Profile at www.ecl<lata.k12.ca.us retrieved 
ttSouroe: DataQuest (2013 Growth API Repo  School Derrog"IJhic 
All perrentages are rounded tothe nearest whole number. 

based on Public Records Request data supplied by COE to Avance. 

1 2-16-14. 
Characleristics) retrieved 12-16-14. 

1 1  
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Please refer to document Section 1 .2. 

The comparison to the LACOE staff selected schools does not compare to schools within 
our residential area. The compositions of these are not similar, i.e. New Designs (African 
American Population), PUC schools 4-51h generation immigrants and are home owners 
not apartment dwellers I n other words some of these schools are not comparable in 
terms of demographics. Avance is a high density urban center, city dwellers vs many 
other schools that are in the valley and in urban-suburban areas. Very different to 
parents working two jobs and not around to provide literacy and academic support to 
their children, as they are in survivor mode. Life experiences are extremely different
gangs vs no gangs, income vs no income, citizenship vs non-citizenship, education vs no 
education. 

Consideration of Alternative Measures of Academic Assessment 

The Review Team considered the following alternative measures of academic performance in evaluating 

whether Avance's performance is at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools as required 

by EC 47607(b)(4) and, where possible, whether Avance met that criteria schoolwide and for all 4 Resident 

schools contributing at least 2% of Avance enrollment as of October 2014, based on student enrollment 

report submitted by the school to LACOE. All schools are within LAUSD. 


5 Seven (7) of the LAUSD comparison schools were identified by CDE in 2012 (the last published Similar 
Schools list) and 1 1  others are proposed as similar by Avance based on its analysis of raw data provided to 
the school CDE. Avance asserts these schools would have been on its 201 3  Similar School list had a list 
been by CDE. Avance also asserts that 201 2  list is inaccurate because CDE used incorrect 

data for Avance. Data used by CDE is submitted by schools via CALPADS; it is the school's 
to correct errors within the correction window 

groups of pupils served by the school, as established by EC 47607(a)(3)(A). An asterisk indicates Avance 
proposed the measure. Comprehensive data for each measure is located in the corresponding appendix. 

3-Y ear Weighted Average API* Page 42 

Growth API (2013)  Page 43 

Statewide Rank (2013) Page 43 

Similar Schools Rank (2013) Page 43 


Graduation Rates• Page 46 

A-G Requirements: Completion Rate (2012-13)* Page 46 

Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT): Grade 1 2  Participation Rate* Pages 46, 47 

Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT): Percent Scoring At/Above 1 500 Pages 46, 47 

CAHSEE Proficiency Rates Pages 46, 48 

Advanced Placement (AP) Scores: Percent Scoring 3+ Pages 46, 49 
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enchmark 

Analysis by 

CST Proficiency Rates (20 12-13) Pages 5 1-54 

NWEA MAP Assessments (2014-15)* Pages 55-57 

Progress Toward Meeting Measurable Pupil Outcomes in Charter Pages 58-59 

*Measures proposed by Avance. 

The Review Team considered six (6) alternative measures of academic performance based on data from 
201 1-12 to 2013-14. Due to the suspension of CST administration for 2013-14, API and AYP calculations 
are not available for that ear and A an e r vided no inte 1 interim asses men! data as an 
alternative a ough its charter states the si!IY8Wl bitVW\l!imlh1Slll:13kuch assessments. 

Avance and Resident Schools 
15 

5 
The table pr vides a 
schools. It s ows v 

a 0 I S  es1 en 005. 
All Student 

Measure (Year) Schoolwide Grau s Schoolwide 
3-YearWeighted Average API (2011-2013) Yes No No 

Growth API (2013) 

Statewide Rank (2013) 

No 

Yes 
..,

c< 

No 

nla 
CJz
< 

No 

No 
..,
c< 

Similar Schools Rank (2013) No n/a No 

AYP Proficiency Rate: ELA (2013) No No No 

AYP Proficiency Rate: Math (2013) No No No 

Grou s 
No No 

No 

nla 

No 
No 

nla 

No 

No 

No 

No No 

Academic Measure 

Weighted 3-Y ear Average API* 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal consideration based on Weighted 3-Year 

Average API because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools 
schoolwide and for all student groups served by the school. Avance is outperformed by all resident 
schools for students with disabilities and by all comparable district schools both schoolwide and for all 
student groups. 

Additionally, when compared to its resident schools, Avance had an API decline of 18 points over the 3-
year period used to compute the Average API, while all resident schools had an increase (from 29 to 
124 points). The graph below compares API Growth for Avance and its resident schools from 20 1 1  to 
2013; data is provided in Appendix 2. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 
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Analvsis Eligibility Weighted Avera1 

Group Grouns 

Hisoanic 
Socioeconomicallv Disadvantaoed 

Enalish 

 

Group 

Hisoanic 
Socioeconomicallv Disadvantaaed 

Enalish 

comoarable arouos. 

 

 

e*of Renewal Based on 3·Year API 
# Schools # Schools Avance perfonns at Avance performs at least equal to#Schools

.!!! Higher than Equal to Lower than least equal to 50% of Resident Schools00 Schoolwide and forAll StudentAvanceStudent Avance Avance Schoolsu 3 0Schoolwide 3 Yes"' c 1 0 5 Yesor Latino 
03 3 Yes NO 

Learners 3.!! 0 3 Yes 
06Students with Disabilities 0 No 

1l:s .!!!
"' "Ie _guit "' E0u 

Student 

#Schools 
Higherthan 

Avance 

#Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% 

ofSchools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Comparable District Schools 

Schoolwide and for AH Student Groups 
Schoolwide 14 0 1 No 

NO
or Latino 11 0 4 No 

12 0 3 No 
Learners 14 1 0 No 

Students with Disabilities 12 0 0 No 
Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number ofstudents forall student groups; therefore, the number of 

schoolsmay be smallerfor some 

See analysis of Section 1 .2. Also consider that this is an over reliance on a 
measure that has been dis-credited by the CDE under AB 484. 

2013 Growth API 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal consideration based on 2013 Growth API, 
because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools schoolwide and 
for all groups ofstudents served by the school. 

87% of Avance students would attend a resident school with a higher schoolwide 2013 Growth API. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 

School provided in Appendix 2. 
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Elh:1ibilitv 

Groun Grouos 

Hispanic 
Socioeconomicallv Disadvantaaed 

Enalish 

Groun 

Hisnanic 
SocioeconomicaHv Disadvantaoed 

Enalish 

mav croups. 

Analvsis 

Comoarison Tvoe 

Comoarable 4 

Analysis 

Comoarison Tvoe Comoarison Comparable 

Comoarable 

 


Analvsis of Renewal Based on 2013 Growth API 
Avance performs at least equal to 

Higherthan 
# Schools # Schools # Schools Avance performs at 

Resident Schools Lower than Equal to least equal to 50% of 
0 
 Schoolwide andfor AH Student Avance Avance Avance SchoolsStudentu 0

1
1 NoSchoolwide 5"' 'E or Latino 0 No5m" 1 0 No5 NO


{;_

0 

4Learners 2 0 Yes 

Students with Disabilities 
 No6 0 0 

AND 

I Avance performs at least equal to 
Higher than 

# Schools #Schools Avance performs at # Schools 
Comparable District Schools Equal to Lower than least equal to 50% 

Schoolwide and for All Student GroupsAvance Avance of Schools AvanceStudentC .!! 
m o  0

1
Schoolwide No17 0:a _g 16 0 Noor Latino 

:!. "'
u 

116 0 No NOE0 710 0 Nolearnersu 
0Students with Disabilities No15 0 

Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number of students for all student groups; therefore, the number of 
comparable schools be smaller for some 

2013 Statewide and Similar Schools Ranks 

Under EC 47607(b)(2-3) a charter is eligible for renewal consideration if its Statewide or Similar Schools 
Rank is 4 or higher in the year prior to renewal. Since CDE allowed schools to carry forward 201 3  API 
calculations, the Review Team sought to determine if Avance might be eligible for renewal consideration 
based on comparing its 2013 Ranks to that of its resident and comparable district schools. 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on 2013 Statewide or Similar Schools 
Ranks, as it does not perform at least equal to resident and comparable district schools on either measure. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 

Based on 2013 Statewide Rank 
Avance's performance is at least # Schools # Schools # Schools Avance's Performance is at 

equal to its Resident andLower than least equal to 50% of Higher than Equal to 
Comparable District Schools AvanceAvance Comparison Schools Avance 

Resident Schools 2 13 Yes NODistrict Schools 13 0 No 

Based on 2013 Similar School Rank 
Avance's performance ls at least # Schools # Schools # Schools Avance's Performance is at 

equal to its Resident andLower than Higher than Equal to least equal to 50% of 
District Schools AvanceAvance Avance Schools 

Resident Schools 6 0 0 No NODistrict Schools 17 0 0 No 

2013 Adequate Yearly Progress (A YP) Proficiency Rates 

The Review Team considered Avance's renewal eligibility based on its AYP proficiency rate in English
Language Arts and Mathematics. The assessments used to calculate these proficiency rates are the CST 
(grades 6-8); California Modified Assessment (CMA) (grades 6-8); California Alternate Performance 
Assessment (CAPA) (grades 6-8 and JO); and CAHSEE (grade JO). 

It is important to note that CST scores for students in grades 9 and 1 1  are not factored into this proficiency 
rate. The Review Team used this measure in part because Avance states it was penalized in its API 
calculations because they included grade 9 scores for science. The school states it was unaware that if it did 
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English-Language (ELA) 

Analvsis Eliaibilitv Proficiencv Enalish·Lanauaae 

Group Grouos 

Hisoanic 
Socioeconomicallv Disadvantaoed 

Enalish 

 

Groun Groups 

Hisoanic 
Socioeconomicallv Disadvantaoed 

Ennlish 

Analysis Eliglbllltv Proficiency 

Grouo Grouos 

Hlsoanic 
Socioeconomicallv Disadvantaaed 

Enalish 

 

Grouo 

Hisoanic 
Socioeconomicallv Disadvantaaed 

Enalish 

comoarable mav arouos. 

 

·  

 

 

not administer this test to its ninth grade students, they would be assigned the lowest score as though they 
had taken the test. This penalty has been in effect since 2004-05. 

School A YP Arts 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on 2013 AYP Proficiency Rates for 
English-Language Arts because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district 
schools, schoolwide and for all groups of students served by the school. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 

Artsof Renewal Based on 2013 AYP Rates in 
# Schools # Schools # Schools Avance performs at Avance performs at least equal to 

Higher than Equal to Lower than least equal to 50% of Resident Schools 
0 Student Avance Avance Avance Schools Schoolwide and for All Student ""' Schoolwide 6 0 0 No= or Latino 6 0 0 Nom.,, 6 0 0 No NO&! Learners 5 0 1 No 


Students with Disabilities 6 0 0 No 


u'C:;Cl ... 

 _g" 
3-"' 
e00 

Student 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% 

of Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Comparable District Schools 

Schoolwide and for A11 Student 
Schoolwide 17 0 0 No 

NO
or Latino 17 0 0 No

17 0 0 No 
Learners 10 0 6 No 

Students with Disabilities 9 0 0 No 
Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number of students for all student groups; therefore, the number of comparable 

schools may be smaller for some groups. 


AYP Mathematics 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on 2013 AYP Proficiency Rates for 
Mathematics because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools, 
schoolwide and for all groups of students served by the school. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 2. 

of Renewal Rates in Mathematics Based on 2013AYP 
# Schools # Schools # Schools Avance performs at Avance performs at least equal to 
Higher than least equal to 50% of Resident Schools Equal to Lower than l Schools Schoolwide and for All Student Student Avance Avance Avance" Schoolwide 6 No"' 0 0

= or Latino 5 No0 1m ,. No6 0 0 NO 
Learners 5 No10 

NoStudents with Disabilities 6 0 0 

u:s.Cl ... 

 _g" m U>"' e00 

Student 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance performs at 
least equal to 50% 

of Schools 

Avance performs at least equal to 
Comparable District Schools 

Schoolwide and for All Student Groups 
Schoolwide 16 0 1 No 

NO
or Latino 16 0 1 No

16 0 1 No 
Learners 12 0 4 No 

Students with Disabilities 9 0 0 No 
Note: Not all comparable district schools have a numerically significant number of students for all student groups; therefore, the number of 

schools be smaller for some 
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by 

{2012-13l 

(2012-13) 

c z <( 

proposed by 

College and career preparedness measures vary greatly; there is no single formula or definition that 
guarantees readiness (CDE, Educational Policy Improvement, 2014). The following section analyzes data 
for some of the key indicators evaluated by researchers and considered by colleges. 

Indicators Avance. In its case for renewal (Section 1 .2), Avance proposed alternative 
measures and submitted data regarding college access and persistence. The Review Team considered the 
data that is verifiable and can be compared to Avance's resident and comparable district high schools. 
This data includes graduation rates, a-g course completion rates and grade 12 Scholastic Aptitude Test 
(SAT) participation rate. 

Information regarding college acceptance and persistence is not publicly available and cannot be 
compared to Avance's resident and comparable district schools; therefore, a case for renewal cannot be 
made based on the requirements of EC 47607(b)(4). Nonetheless, an analysis of Avance's data is 
presented at the end of this section. 

Additional indicators considered the Review Team. The Review Team expanded the review of College 
Readiness Indicators beyond those proposed by Avance to provide a more complete picture of the 
school's performance based on these alternative measures. Additional key indicators of college readiness 
considered by the Review Team are SAT scores, CAHSEE proficiency rates, Early Assessment Program 
(EAP) results and Advanced Placement (AP) data. 

Due to methods of reporting and small numbers of students in some categories, it is not possible to 
determine whether Avance met the criteria both schoolwide and for all of student groups for all indicators. 
Therefore, the Review Team considered whether Avance scored at least equal to its three (3) resident 
schools and 1 7  comparable district high schools schoolwide. 

Additionally, because these indicators are specific to high school, they do not represent the academic 
performance of Avance's current middle school students. 

Analysis of the College Readiness Indicators shows that Avance does not perform at least equal to its 
comparison schools on seven (7) of the nine (9) indicators. One of the measures on which Avance 
performs equal to its comparison schools is not a measure of academic performance (SAT 
participation). The fact that Avance does not perform equal to its comparison schools on multiple College 
Readiness Indicators is of particular importance because Avance's mission is to offer a college 
preparatory program. 

Avance's performance and that of its resident and comparable district high schools is provided below. 

Summacy Chart: Renewal Eligibility Based on College Readiness Indicators 
Did Avance score at Did Avance score at least Did Avance score at least equal 

Indicator (Year,...) 

Graduation Rate* 

least equal to half of its 
Resident High Schools? 

Yes 

equal to half of its Comparable 
District High Schools? 

No 

to half of its Resident and 
Comparable District Schools? 

No 
A-G Requirements: Completion Rate* Yes Yes Yes 

SAT: Grade 12 Participation Rate' (2012-13) 

SAT: Pe1tent Sconng AVAbove 1500 (2012-13) 

CAHSEE Proficiency Rates: ELA (2013-14) 

CAHSEE Proficiency Rates: Math (2013-14) 

AP Scores: Percent Scoring 3+ (2012-13) 

EAP (% Ready for College): ELA (2013-14) 

EAP (% Ready for College): Math (2013-14) 
h Data presented for the most recent year available. 
* Measures Avance. 

Yes 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

Yes 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

No 

Yes 

No 
No 
No 
No 
No 
No 
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Proficiency 
passage. 

The methodology used by the LACOE Charter School Office Staff is not 
established by the Ed Code, and again relies on a "at least half' test. 

A review of these nine College Readiness Indicators used by the LACOE 
Charter School Office Staff should consider the following for six of the nine 
measures, really four since the CAHSEE and EAP tests have two parts: ELA 
and Math. 

The LACOE Charter School Office Staff used the CDE published "SAT: 
Percent Scoring At/Above 1 500" indicator, primarily because this is the data 
point made available by the CDE to show how well student score. BUT the 
1 500 threshold is out context for this analysis because it is not qualified by 
the participation rate, ie much lower for the comparison schools than for 
Avance (by nearly half). More troubling is that 1 500 is NOT a requirement for 
the UC nor CSU systems. Where is this threshold established as the test? 

CAHSEE Proficiency Rates for ELA and Math: CAHSEE is not 
the requirement for graduation, merely And this can happen in the 
1 0th or 1 1 th or 1 2th grades. The better consideration is if the ELA and Math 
CAHSEE exams are PASSED so as to graduate. The high graduation rates 
(using the Senior year measure or the cohort measure) for Avance show we 
are beyond "equal". AND since one must be a graduate (i.e. passed 
CAHSEE) before one can enroll in a 4 year university, the more efficient 
college readiness indicator is ACTUAL college 
enrollment. Appendix ** uses the to 20 1 0  Cal ifornia Postsecondary 
Education Commission (CPEC) 201 0  data data as analyzed by USC 2 0 1 3  
study "Addressing Latino Outcomes a t  California's Hispanic-Serving 
Institutions" to show that Avance is way beyond "equal." Use if this indicator 
by LACOE is confusing the test required under EC 47405b4. 

AP Scores: there is ample and vast written that questions the Advance 
Placement scheme as a preparation for college, especially for the student 
demographic served by Avance. An academic measure that depends on the 
financial contributions of the student (in the form of fees for the tests) must 
be questioned. Avance has always been forthright and in good faith to 
declare that very few AP courses would be offered (e.g. AP US History and 
AP Calculus). The LACOE Charter School Office Staff did not inform Avance 
that the AP measures would be used for the high stakes Criteria 4 analysis, 
as it is not established in Ed Code, and has many detractors. Had we known, 
we would have presented a protest. 
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EAP ELA/Math : these test were only made a requirement for 20 1 3-20 1 4  to 
meet federal requirements in lieu of STAR, ie another result of AB484. Avance 
never stated they would use EAP as college readiness indicator. This can be 
understood given that many studies have shown that the vast majority (g reater 
than two thirds) of the Freshman in the CSU system have not placed out of the 
EAP ELA and or MATH requirements. To use EAP, then, is incongruent with 
the intent of the California legislature in merely making "equal" the test for 
Criteria 4, that is, NOT a measure that most of the public schools in the state 
would fail. 

This leaves three which should used in combination for a 
renewal consideration for these reasons: 

1 .  You cannot enroll in college, if you do not graduate. This measure, which 
was proposed by Avance, does shows that the school is at least "equal" for 
the District Comparison schools, and surpasses for the Residential schools. 

2. A student must complete - or nearly complete - the UC/CSU A-G 
Requirements in order to be considered for admission, but for sure for 
enrollment. Avance has demonstrated that "nearly" complete has allowed my 
struggling students - like the many (too many) from Northeast LA - CAN be 
accepted at many 4 year institutions, eg . under the CSU EOP programs. 
Regardless, Avance is at least "equal" in this measure to its District 
comparison schools, and surpasses (nearly doubles) the indicator for the 
Residential comparison schools. 

3. The CAHSEE, more than the score, it is the bi-nominal measure of did 
take the SAT that is the far more efficient indicator for college read iness. The 
far higher SAT participation rate TOGETHER with the graduation rate {which 
implicitly includes the CAHSEE PASSAGE rate) that is far simpler and 
effective indicator that Avance meets the EC 47605b4 "equal" test. 

Considered in this way, with out the mis-applied indicators, the tables of page 
46 actually show that Avance compares very favorably to the residential and 
district comparison schools. 
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It most be noted that the table of Appendix 6 on page 46, remove the API 
outcomes, which are instead presents in a table on page 42. Had they been 
included, Avance would be shown to be with range, thus should be 
considered as "equal" to the comparison school , and this found eligible. 

Consider the analysis of Appendice prepared for this response using a 
newer reference recently identified: the USC 2013 study "Addressing Latino 
Outcomes at California's Hispanic-Serving Institutions." The data of the USC 
study are a further indication of why the now retired API based school quality 
measures are NOT and efficient ind icator of college readiness. Avance 
surpasses the college attainment of the average for all "1 O" API ranked 
schools. It is no wonder that the COE is hard/fast at work to introduce a new 
API measure where 40% of the weight would stem from college and career 
readiness ind icators. The recent US News & World Report Silver Award to 
Avance does show that with different measures, Avance measures up - like 
in the top 1 0% of all high schools in the country. 

If Ed Code 47605b4 allows for alternative measures, than why only choose 
measure for which Avance looks bad? 

Lastly: the 9 measure College Readiness Indicators methodology was not 
d isclosed to Avance prior to issuance of the report. If it had, we would have 
immediately taken issue, and presented the critique above in protest. Why is 
Avance the only party labeled a "late" to act? 
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Analvsis Eliaibilitv 

Comparison Type 

Comoarable 
comoarable comoarison 

Graduation Rate• 

In its case for renewal (Section 1.2), Avance presents both its cohort and grade 12 graduation rates. It 
makes a case for renewal based its grade 12 graduation rate; however, this is not the standard set in 
Avance's current petition (Specific Measureable Outcomes) or the standard set by state and federal 
accountability measures. The standard measure is cohort graduation rate6• Avance states it used this rate 
because it could not obtain the cohort graduation rate for Franklin, its largest contributing resident high 
school. 

Renewal Eligibility based on Cohort Graduation Rates: The Review Team was able to access the cohort 
graduation rate for Franklin and all of Avance 's comparison high schools and determined Avance does 
not qualify for renewal based on this indicator because it did not perform at least equal to its resident 
and comparable district schools in 2012-13 .  

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3.  

of Renewal Based on 2012·13 Cohort Graduation Rate 
# Schools 
Hgher than 

# Schools 
Equal to 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance's Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 

Avance's performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Avance Avance Avance Comparison Schools Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 

District Schools 
Note: No data was listed for one 

0 
1 1  

0 3 
0 5 

district school; therefore, the number of 

Yes NONo 
schools is smaller for this indicator. 

Renewal Eligibility based on Grade 12 Graduation Rates: Avance states it is eligible for renewal based 
on its 2012-13 grade 12 graduation rate because it outperforms one (1)  of its three (3) resident high 
schools. This is an incomplete comparison under EC 47607(b)(4). Avance did not provide the data for all 
of its resident and comparable district schools. Therefore, the Review Team makes no determination 
whether Avance qualifies for renewal using this indicator. 

Avance further states its performance was equal to Franklin for 20 I0-1 1 .  A careful review of the data 
Avance provided shows that Franklin's rate was miscalculated. When calculations are corrected, Franklin 
outperformed Avance for 2010- 1 1 .  Based on the data for 2010- 1 1  through 2012-13,  Franklin 
outperformed Avance in two (2) of the three (3) years (2010- 1 1  and 201 1- 12). 
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Graduation 

Analvsls Eliaibilil Comoletion Reauirements 

Comoarison Tvoe Comoarison Comnarable 

Comoarable 
comoarable comoarison 

See response for 1 .21 . Avance Charter submitted Renewal page 96 


Table B Rate 

Avance Graduation Rates 

Year 
1 2g CBEDS 
Enrollment 

Graduates 
Graduates 

Rate 
Cohort 

Cohort 
Rate 

201 3-14 58 55* 94.8% - -

2012- 13  45 43 95.6% 51 84.3% 

201 1 -1 2  28 26 92.8% 31 83.9% 

201 0-1 1 1 6  1 5  93.8% 1 9  78.9% 

Data Source: CDE DataQuest 

• Avance data as CDE has not published the 201 3-201 4  data 

A-G Requirements Completion Rate* 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance could qualify for renewal consideration based on a-g completion rates 
because it performs at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided inAppendix 3.  

of Renewal Based on 2012·13 Of A·G 
# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools Avance's Performance is at 
Lower than least equal to 50% of 

Avance Schools 

Avance's performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

District Schools 
Resident Schools 

District Schools 
0 
6 

0 
0 

3 Yes 
10 Yes YES 

Note: No data was listed for one district school; therefore, the number of schools is smaller for this indicator. 

6 Cohort graduation rate as calculated by the CDE. The rate is calculated by dividing the number of students in the 4-year adjusted 
cohort who graduate in four years or less with either a traditional high school diploma, an adult education high school diploma, 
or have passed the California High School Proficiency Exam (CHSPE) by the number of students in the cohort who could have 
graduated. The cohort is defined as the number of first-time grade 9 students in year 1 (starting cohort) plus students who transfer 
in, minus students who transfer out, emigrate, or die during school years 1, 2, 3, and 4. 
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Analvsis Eligibili 11 Participation 

Comoarison Tvoe Comoarison Comoarable 

Comnarable 

\ 
I See response for 1 .2 1 .  

Avance's a-g completion rates reflect performs at least equal to its resident 
and comparable district schools. 

School SAT Grade 12 Participation Rates* 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance could qualify for renewal consideration based on SAT Grade 12 participation 
rates because it performs at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools. However, 
participation rate is not an indicator of academic performance; taking the SAT is not equivalent to 

obtaining an adequate score. When student performance on the SAT is considered, Avance is outperformed 
by its comparison schools (see SAT Percent of Students Scoring At/Above 1500, below). 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3.  

of Renewal Based on 2012-13 Grade 12 SAT Rates 
# Schools # Schools # Schools Avance's Performance is at Avance's performance is at least 

Higher than Equal to Lower than least equal to 50% of equal to its Resident and 
Avance Avance Avance Schools District Schools 

Resident Schools 0 0 3 Yes YESDistrict Schools 0 0 15 Yes 
Note: Two schools reported values that exceeded the number of enrolled 121" grade students; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller 
for this indicator. 
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collegeboard.org) 

See response for 1 .21 . 


Per LACOE staff Avance could qualify for renewal consideration based on SAT 
Grade 1 2  participation rates because it performs at least equal to its resident and 
comparable district schools. 

However, participation rate is not an indicator of academic performance; taking 
the SAT is not equivalent to obtaining an adequate score. When student performance 
on the SAT is considered, Avance is outperformed by its comparison schools (see 
SAT Percent of Students Scoring At/Above 1 500, below). 

SAT is not considered a part of API and AYP as of yet. Avance does believe that it 
will be included as part of College Readiness. We offer SAT Prep and support 
students to take the SAT Examination. 

The information on testing retrieved from the Princeton Review shares the following: 

The exam consists of three parts: Critical Reading, Mathematics and Writing. The scores from 
each section can range from 200 to 800, so the best possible total score is 2400. The average 
score for each section is roughly 500, so the average total score is about 1500. For the 1. 66 
million test-takers in 2013, the mean scores were 496 critical reading, 514 math, and 488 
writing. 

Very few students get a perfect S A T  score, even those at the country's top colleges. The list 
below shows the middle range of SAT scores for different schools. The middle 50% of 
admitted students fell within these numbers. Keep in mind that 25% of students who were 
admitted scored below the lower numbers listed. 

AT Percent of Students Scoring At/Above 1500 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on the percent of students scoring 
above 1 500 on the SAT because it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district 
schools. 

The SAT Benchmark score of 1550 is associated with a 65% probability of obtaining a first-year GPA of 
B- or higher at a four-year college. (Source: 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3.  

Analysis of Renewal Eligibilily Based on 2012-13 SAT Performance (% of Students Scoring At/Above 1500 
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Comoarison Tvoe Comoarison Comparable 

Comoarabte \ I 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance's Performance is al 
least equal to 50% of 

Schools 

Avance's performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

District Schools 
Resident Schools 3 0 0 No NODistrict Schools 16 0 0 No 

Note: One comparable district school had 10 or fewer valid test scores; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 

Additionally, Avance's mean SAT score for 2012-13 is 1 1 87. Avance is outperformed by all its resident 
high schools and all but one of its comparable district schools. Substantiating data is in Appendix 3. 

See response for 1 .21 . 

Scores for 201 3-2014 

Scores for 201 4-20 1 5  

SAT score along with college acceptance rates {This is part of the persistence data) 

Data gathered from College Confidential provides the following: 

The source is the ad missions office, now when trying to determine your chances, you 
can directly compare to your race group in order to have a more accurate guess. 

Average SAT Score of Applied (04-06) 

Asian Black Hisp White Total 
SAT SAT SAT SAT SAT 
1262 1 1 03 1 1 67 1239 1 2 1 6  
1262 1 093 1 1 86 1 253 1 229 
1 234 1 075 1 1 74 1234 1208 

Average SAT Score of Admitted (04-06) 

Asian Black Hisp White Total 
SAT SAT SAT SAT SAT 
1 326 1 1 90 1 254 1 3 1 5  1 296 
1 327 1 1 95 1266 1 322 1 306 
1 31 8  1 1 76 1 263 1 3 1 7  1 295 

College admission officers do take race into account when considering SAT scores. Our 
students are scoring within the acceptable ranges for acceptance into colleges and universities 
throughout the nation for Hispanic students, which is 97% of our population.. Further as 
evidence by our current college going rate of 90% of our alumni accepted by 4 year 
universities, with a 70% persistence measure, surpassing outcomes measured for Latinos 
statewide and nationally. Although we will continue to provide our students support to improve 
their scores on the SAT exams. The community that we are currently serving shows that we 

'" - - / 
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Eliaibilitv Proficiencv Enclish-Lam uaoe 

Comoarison Tvoe 

Comoarable 

Analvsis Eliaibilitv Proficiencv 

Comoarison Tvoe Comnarison Comnarable 

Comoarable 

Passing 

ELA 

cde.ca.gov 

I 

75% 

CAHSEE Proficiency Rates 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on CAHSEE proficiency rates as it does 
not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools in either English or Mathematics. 

The tables below show the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Anal sis of Renewal Based on 2013-14 CAHSEE Arts 

of Renewal Based on 2013-14 CAHSEE Mathematics 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance's Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance's performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 

District Schools 
3 
15 

0 
0 

0 
2 

No 
No NO 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance's Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 

Schools 

Avance's performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

District Schools 
Resident Schools 

District Schools 
2 
15 

1 
1 

0 
1 

No 
No NO 

See response for 1 .2 1 .  

Avance submitted Charter Renewal page 93, 113 referenced throughout, Ed. Code 

California High School Exit Exam 
Education Code Section 60850a authorized the development of a high school exit examination 
in English Language Arts and Mathematics based on California content standards. It is 
understood by the Academia Avance that all students must pass both the English Language Arts 
and Mathematics section of California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) to be eligible to receive 
a diploma from a public high school in Cal ifornia. Academia Avance will offer multiple 
opportunities to retake the exam. 

Table B.2 1 O th Grader Students CAHSEE 

Year Math 

2013-14 76% 80% 

2012-13 67% 62% 

201 1 -12 76% 

2010-1 1 85% 95% 

2009-1 0  7 1 %  70% 

Data Source: 

Advanced Placement (AP) Scores: Percent Scoring 3+ 
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Eliaibilitv Scores {% Scorlni:i 

Comoarison Tvoe Comoarison Comnarable 

comoarable comparison 

English-Language 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on AP Scores because it does not 
perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3 .  

Anal sis of Renewal Based on 2012 13 Advanced Placement 3+ 

Resident Schools 
Comparable District Schools 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 
3 
15 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

0 
0 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 
0 
0 

Avance's Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 

Schools 
No 
No 

Avance's performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

District Schools 

NO 
Note: No data was listed for two district schools; therefore, the number of schools is smaller for this indicator. 

See response for 1 .2 1 .  

Avance will increase the availability of AP Courses and continue with 
partnership with local community colleges and universities for College 
Level Courses. 

Early Assessment Program (EAP) : Percent Ready for College 

Arts 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on EAP English-Language Arts because 
it does not perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3. 

Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 2013·14 EAP Percent Ready for College: English-Language Arts 
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Comparison Tvoe 

Comoarable 

ah EliC1ibilitv Readv Colleae: 

Comparison Tvoe 

13 

# Schools 
Higher than 

Avance 

# Schools 
Equal to 
Avance 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance 

Avance's Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 
Comparison Schools 

Avance's performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Comparable District Schools 
Resident Schools 2 0 0 No NODistrict Schools 13 1 0 No 

Note: No data was listed for one resident school and three comparable district schools; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for 
this indicator. 

Mathematics 

Renewal Eligibility: Avance does not qualify for renewal based on EAP Mathematics because it does not 
perform at least equal to its resident and comparable district schools. 

The table below shows the number of comparison schools performing above, below and equal to Avance 
and whether Avance qualifies for renewal consideration based on those numbers. Substantiating data is 
provided in Appendix 3.  

An sis of Renewal Based on 2013-14 EAP Percent for Mathematics 
# Schools 
Higher than 

# Schools 
Equal to 

# Schools 
Lower than 

Avance's Performance is at 
least equal to 50% of 

Avance's performance is at least 
equal to its Resident and 

Avance Avance Avance Comparison Schools Comparable District Schools 
2 0 NoResident Schools 0

0 NOComparable District Schools 1 No 
Note: No data was listed for three comparable district schools; therefore, the number of comparison schools is smaller for this indicator. 

See response for 1 .21 . 

School Analysis of College Acceptance and Persistence Data Reported by Avance 
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College Acceptance. 

Under EC 47607(b)(4)(B), the determination as to whether the charter school's performance is at least 
equal to its schools of residence and comparable district schools must be based upon all of the following: 
(i) Documented and clear and convincing data. (ii) Pupil achievement data from assessments, including, 
but not limited to, the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program established by Article 4 (commencing 
with Section 60640) for demographically similar pupil populations in the comparison schools. (iii) 
Information submitted by the charter school. 

In the sections above, the Review Team provided a comprehensive analysis of publicly available data and 
verifiable data submitted by Avance that could be used to compare the school's performance to that of its 
resident and comparable district schools. 

That data that follows was submitted by Avance but is not publicly available and cannot be compared to 
A vance's resident and comparable district schools. 

As a part of its case for renewal (Section 1 .2 of the renewal petition), Avance 
reported a 90% college acceptance rate. The statement does not specify for which year(s) this rate applies. 
It also does not specify the number of students accepted to 4-year institutions and the number that entered 
2-year community college, Associate's degree or career-track programs. 

A review of data Avance provided to the Review Team specific to the class of 2014 (55 graduates) shows 
that 17 students (3 1 %) were accepted to and attended a CSU/UC; JO students (1 8%) were accepted to and 
attended a community college or career track-program; and 20 students (35%) were accepted to and 
attended private colleges. 

Of the 20 students who attended a private post-secondary program, the majority (I4) attended the 
University of the West (a 4-year university with a sole academic entrance requirement of a 2.0 high school 
GPA); three (3) attended Mt. Saint Mary's (it is unknown whether students were accepted to the 
Associate's or Bachelor's program); two (2) attended Notre Dame du Namur (a 4-year university with 
entrance requirements of a high school diploma and taking the SAT with no minimum score requirement); 
and one (1) attended Pacific Life College (a 4-year college with entrance requirements of a 2.25 high 
school GPA and minimum SAT score of700). 

Additionally, nine (9) graduates (16%) provisionally accepted to a CSU, did not complete the a-g 
requirements and subsequently did not attend post-secondary schooling. 

. \  ' 
) 
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See response for 1 .2 1  

The Appendix •• is presented i n  response to this section of the LACOE staff 
report. 

In addition, all of the 4 year institutions at which Avance Alumni are enrolled 
(73%) are accredited. Ignoring the bias and flaws of the LACOE comments on 
some of the schools that Avance alumni attend, this is not a requirement of the 
EC47605 Criteria 4.  

Using the National Student Clearinghouse data, the Avance alumni tracking was 
validated . ie the high enrollment and persistence data is corroborated. We do 
not accept the dismissal of these key indicators. 

By way of comparison, far beyond the residential and district comparison 
schools, to ALL high schools in the state , and then to the average for all the " 1 0" 
API ranked schools, Avance far exceeds for college enrollment. Yes, this is a 
comparison to data for 20 1 0  - because that is the most recent release of this 
data that is published only every five years. But even if the measure had 
increased by 50% since 201 0 - a generous suggestion - Avance would still be 
judged at least "equal" in a fair analysis under EC 47605b4. 
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Persistence. Avance also reported a 70% college persistence rate, which it defines as enrolling into 
a second year of college. The school included in this rate students who left a 4-year university to enroll in a 
community college for the second year. The school does not provide information regarding the number of 
students who changed schools or the reason for the change (e.g., financial issues, academic issues, family 
issues, etc.). The data cannot be verified as it is not publicly available information. 

The lack of verifiable data, coupled with a lack of comparison data for resident and comparable district 
schools, renders this data insufficient to determine whether Avance is eligible for renewal consideration. 

See 1 .25 and 1 .29. 


As Avance offers middle school grades (6-8) in addition to a high school program, the Review Team 
sought to provide an analysis of Avance's middle school performance when compared to resident and 
comparable district schools. However, since Avance is categorized as a high school by CDE, no 
comparable middle schools are identified through its Similar Schools list; therefore, no comparable 
district middle schools are available. Accordingly, the analysis below is limited to Avance and its three (3) 
resident middle schools .. 

The Review Team examined multiple years of middle school CST data (Appendix 4) in key subject areas: 
English-Language Arts, Math (general math, algebra 1, and geometry) and science (because data is 
available for 2014). 

For 2012-13, the data show that in English-Language Arts and Mathematics, Avance compares favorably 
to its resident schools at sixth grade; however, at seventh and eighth grades, Avance's schoolwide 
performance is below that of its resident schools. Avance was outperformed by resident schools on eighth 
grade Algebra 1 .  Additionally, Avance did not test any eighth grade students in geometry, providing further 
evidence that the school does not provide challenging curricular options to students performing above 
grade level. All of Avance 's resident schools offer geometry to its eighth grade students. 

In the two (2) prior years, Avance was outperformed by its resident schools in English-Language Arts at 
all grade levels. In math, the school's performance varied with respect to its resident schools. 
Substantiating data is provided in Appendix 4. 

The tables below show the number of resident schools performing above, below and equal to Avance for 
2012-13, the most recent tests for English-Language Arts and Mathematics available. Substantiating data 
is provided in Appendix 4. 
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Resident Schools Comparison: Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 
- 1s • es I", 1th and Bth ra e u en s 2012 13 CST E I' h l  Arts T t ResuIts for 6 G d St d 

Avance's Performance is at least 
# of Schools Higher #of Schools Equal # of Schools Lower equal to 50% of Resident 

than Avance to Avance than Avance Schools 
Grade 6 7 8 6 7 8 6 7 8 6 7 8 

Schoolwide 1 3 3 0 0 0 0 Yes No No 
or Latino 1 3 3 0 0 2 0 0 Yes No No 

1 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 Yes No No 
Learners 0 1 2 1 1 1 0 1 0 No No No 

Students with Disabilities Note: This was not a student for Avance at level. 
test scores for 61'1 grade English Learners; therefore, the number of schools for this comparison is smaller. Note: Two comparison schools had 10 orfewer valid 

*Source: Ed-Data at: retrieved 12-16-14 
"Source: CDE DataQuest (2013, 2012, and 2011 STAR Test retrieved 4-1-15. 

Resident Schools Comparison: Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on 
2012·13 CST Mathematics Test Results for Gt-' 7t11 and8th Grade Students 

Student 

# of Schools Higher # of School Equal to # of Schools Lower Avance's Performance is at least 
than Avance Avance than Avance equal to 50% of Resident Schools 

Math Al .1 Math Al .1 Math Al .1 Math Al .1 
6 7 6 7 8 6 7 8 

Schoolwide 1 2 3 0 0 2 1 0 Yes No No 
or Latino 1 1 3 0 1 0 2 1 0 Yes Yes No 

1 2 0 0 0 2 1 0 Yes No No 
Learners 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 No Yes No 

Students with Disabilities Note: This was not a s11.Jdent fbr Avance at level. 
Note: Three comparison schools had 10 or fewer valid test scores for elh grade and/or Blh grade English Learners; therefore, the number of schools for this 
comparison is smaller. 

*Source: Ed-Data at retrieved 12-16-14 
.. Source: CDE Dataquest (2013, 2012, and 2011 STAR Test retrieved 4-1-15 

In 2013-14, standardized test data was available was for eighth grade science. Avance was outperformed 
by all resident schools both school wide and for all student groups. For the period 2010- 1 1  through 201213, 
Avance's schoolwide performance was not equal to at least half of its resident schools. 

The table below shows the number of resident schools performing above, below and equal to Avance for 
2013-14 eighth grade science, the most recent available scores. Substantiating data for all years is provided 
in Appendix 4. 

Resident Schools of Renewal Based on 2013-14 CST Science Results for sth Grade Students 

Student 
# of Schools Higher 

than Avance 
# of School Equal to # of Schools Lower 

Avance than Avance 
Avance's Performance is at least 
equal to 50% of Resident Schools 

Schoolwide 3 0 0 No 
or Latino 3 0 0 No 

Disadvantaged 3 0 0 No 

Resident Schools of Renewal Based on 2013·14 CST Science Results for Bth Grade Students 
# of Schools Higher # of School Equal to # of Schools Lower Avance's Performance is at least 

Student than Avance Avance than Avance equal to 50% of Resident Schools 
Learners 3 0 0 No 

Students with Disabilities Note: This was not a student for Avance at level. 
*Source: Ed-Data at www.ed-data.k12.ca.us retrieved 12-16-
.. Souroe: CDE DalaQuesl (2013, 2012, and 2011 14 

Due to a lack of comparable district middle schools, the Review Team cannot make any renewal 
determination based on Avance's middle school performance. 
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NWEA MAP Data 

While internal interim (benchmark) data cannot be used to evaluate Avance's performance against its 
comparison schools, it can be used to predict how the school 's students would have performed on 
standardized tests that measure student progress (e.g., CAHSEE and STAR testing). The Review Team 
analyzed the NWEA MAP data submitted by Avance to provide the County Board another view of 
Avance' s academic performance. 

Avance reported data for two (2) administrations of MAP assessments: October 2014 and January 20 15 . 
While Avance reported that it administered the MAP assessments in May 2014, it did not report results. 

Overall, Avance's performance based on two (2) current year administrations of the MAP assessments 
indicates the school's students predominantly perform about two (2) years below grade level expectations. 
The January administration shows students made some progress in most (but not all) academic areas but 
continued to perform below grade level expectations. Students are expected to make a month of progress for 
each month they are in school; however, when students begin a school year far below the expected 
performance level, it is incumbent on the school to provide sufficient intervention to accelerate growth to 
achieve grade level expectations. The data does not show that this accelerated rate of growth is occurring. 

Given the documented and clear and convincing data, based on standardized tests, that Avance's 
performance for most student groups declined from 20 1 1  to 2013, there is a concern that the school's 
academic program is not providing the intervention necessary to reverse that trend. Without clear and 
convincing data for 2013-14 that shows the school's educational program resulted in improved results 
over 2012-13, Avance's lowest performance year of its charter term, the Review Team cannot conclude 
that the school's students are making gains in academic performance. 

A Projected Proficiency Summary Report is available for the October (Fall) administration of MAP 
assessments. This report predicts how Avance's students will likely perform on the CAHSEE (for high 
school grades) and the CST (for middle school grades). The data is reported below; the generated reports 
are provided in Appendix 5 

Avance NWEA Projected Proficiency Summary Report: Fall 2014·15, Aggregate by Grade 

This report shows students' projected performance on the state assessment(s) based on NWEA alignmenUlinking studies. Performance categories are defined 
by the state and are specific to each state. For any state that does not have an alignment/linking study, NWEA uses the 40th percentile from the norming study 
to forecast basic proficiency and the 7oth percentile to forecast proficient-plus. Proficiency is projected from MAP assessments administered in Fall 2014-2015 
to state test(s) administered in Spring 2014-2015. Source: Avance NWEA (Projected Proficiency Summary Report) 

generated 3-23-15. 
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Avance NWEA Projected Proficiency Summary Report: Fall 2014·15, Aggregate by Grade 

State Test Name: ST . CST 


8 87 7 8.00 22 22 25.30 5.70 
Total 195 21 10.80 37 58 29.70 13 6.70 

This report shows students' projected performance on the state assessment{s) based on NWEA alignment/linking studies. Performance categories are denned 
by the state and are specific to each state. For any state that does not have an alignment/linking study, NWEA uses the 4oth percentile from the norming study 
to forecast basic proficiency and the 70th percentile to forecast proficient-plus. Proficiency is projected from MAP assessments administered in Fall 2014-2015 
to state test(s) administered in Spring 2014-2015. 
Source: Avance NWEA (Projected Proficiency Summary Report) generated 3-23-15. 

Projected Proficiency Summary Reports are not generated by NWEA for the January (Winter) 
administration of the MAP assessments, therefore, the Review Team analyzed the school's Growth 
Summary Report for the January (Winter) MAP administration. The data, provided in Appendix 5, shows 
growth in all subject areas tested except sixth grade math and sixth and seventh grade language. However, 
at all grades and in all subjects, except eleventh grade reading, Avance students on average continue to 
perform at least two (2) grade levels below their grade placement. 

Due to the lack of data for resident and comparable district schools, the Review Team cannot make any 
determination as to Avance's eligibility for renewal consideration based on this data. However, had 
Avance provided Projected Proficiency Summary Reports for spring 2013-14, the Review Team could 
have determined whether the school demonstrated academic improvement from the prior year. 
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Assessment benchmarks are used to provide teacher, students, administrators 
and parents. Key is individual student scores, for individual goal setting, and their 
use to benefit student learning. 

In reference to NWEA MAPs it is an interim assessment administered used at 
different intervals between instruction. The intent is to guide instructionally useful 
information for teachers, students, principals, administrators and parents. 
Specifically, measure student achievement where students are starting-growth 
over time. Data is used to identify patterns in learning for individual students or 
groups of students. Also data is used to target additional resources for students 
and teachers, i.e. intervention, gifted or talented, or professional development for 
teachers in support of student academic achievement. 

Although results show levels that need to be addressed immediately, and as 
state officials have predicted declines in assessment scores on Smarter Balance 
(SBAC). The focus on SBAC is to measure growth that is aligned to the new 
Common Core State Standards. The current NWEA MAPs is in alignment with 
state official's predictions and indicate Avance students are learning and growing 
as teachers and student adjust to the new focus in curriculum and instructional 
practices. 
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In addition to the analysis provided above, the Review Team considered data Avance submitted with its 
charter petition with regard to meeting the Measurable Pupil Outcomes stated in its 2010-2015 charter. 

While Avance stated it met five (5) of its goals, the Review Team's analysis is that Avance only one (1) of 
the 10  outcomes stated in its charter (WASC accreditation; the school was given credit for this goal although 
it received accreditation a year later than its goal date). While some outcome measures were met in some 
years, none were met consistently. Avance failed to provide sufficient data to determine whether it met two 
(2) of its outcome measures; that data is not publicly available. Therefore, the Review Team considered 
alternative measures for those outcomes using publicly available data. 

The analysis and conclusions of the LACOE staff are necessarily dependent on 
the now obsolete STAR regimen. This stands at odds with the new: LCAP 
priorities of the state for public schools, especially since the new API will have a 
40% emphasis on non-academic measures such as college and career 
readiness. We ask the members of the Board of Education to consider the 
quandary of staff, i.e. LCAP priorities in the now obsolete pre AB 484 . . .  what Vice 
President Tom Saenz recently labeled as an example of "legislative malpractice" 
on February 1 7th. Do not penalize 500 families for this contradiction.  
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Performance Goals Measureable Outcomes 

Alternate Measure: At least 75% ofGrade 10 students will pass both parls of 

Outcome Met 

No 

the CAHSEE 2010· 11. 
NCLB Compliance Meet Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) goals as required by NCLB. No 

Academic Performance Index Meetthe annual API growth targe  achieve a minimum API score of 800. No 

Proficiency Rate (ELA) 
Increase combined number of students in grades 7 to 11 attaining the 

"proficienf' performance level in ELA by 10% or meet the COE established 
AMOs. 

No 

Proficiency Rate 
(Mathematics) 

Increase combined number of students in grades 7 to 11 attaining the 
"proficientw perfonnance level in math by 10% or meet the COE established 

AM Os. 
No 

English Leamer (EL) Maintain the EL reclassification rate by 15% annually. No 

Graduation Rate Achieve a COE calculated graduation rate of 90% by 2014. No 

Retention Rate 

Retention rate of students will be equal to or greater than resident schools 
(Franklin Sr. High and Burbank Middle). 

(Note: Continuous enrollment data from API School Demographic 
Characteristics was used; see 

No 

WASC Accreditation Be fully WASC accredited by 2012, Yes 

The table provides a summary of the school's performance toward meeting the measurable outcomes in its 
current charter. Analysis of Avance's performance data is provided in Appendix 6. 

Summ'atyJi:tiart: ress Toward Meeting the Measurable Outcom s· · "  

'Summaty Chart: Pro ress J!oward Meetin the Measurable Outcomes Stated in the 201 0-2015 Charter 

Perfonnance Goals Measureable Outcomes Outcome Met 

College Entrance Requirements {a 
) Completion 

Rates 

At least 90% of graduating Seniors enrolled at Avance since 91h grade will 
have successfully met UC/CSU a-g requirements. 

Alternate Measure: At least 90% of Seniors will 

Unknown 
Avance did not provide sufficient data to 
determine except for 2013-14; data not 

publicly available. Goal not met for 
2013·14. 

Alternate Measure Mat: No 
meet UC/CSU 

California High School Exit 
Exam (CAHSEE) Passage 

Rate 

At least 75% of 1 Ot• grade students enrolled at Avance since 611! grede will 
pass both parts of the CAHSEE beginning 2010-11. 

Unknown 
Avance did not provide data to 

determine; data not publicly available. 

Summary Analysis of Renewal Eligibility Based on Education Code 47607(b)(4) 

Based on the analysis of data presented above, the Review Team determined that there is not documented, 
clear and convincing data to show that Avance's academic performance is at least equal to the schools it 
students would otherwise attend and the schools in the school district in which the charter school is 
located, tak ing into account the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school. 
The Review Team considered data submitted by the school and publicly available data, including 
Standardized Testing and Reporting data for 201 1 , 2012 and 2013, 
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1 .  Ed Code Sec. 47607b(4) specifies a renewal criteria with pupil academic achievement that is 
"equal" for both residential AND similar demographic comparison schools. But, the law does 
NOT define the measures NOR clarify what EQUAL means. 

For residential comparison schools, Avance surpasses the 201 4 API (3 year ave) for all 

but one school (which should not have been included anyways). Also note that the staff 
report buries this data on Page 46 in am appendices. 

For similar schools, Avance is NOT the worst school based on 201 4 APL LACOE uses 
a "half of the group" (ie median) threshold . . .  this is NOT established in the ed code. 

2. The best data in support of Avance can be found in the same table on pg. 46: for a student 
to be ACCEPTED to a 4 year un iversity, an appl icant MUST have taken the SAT at least once 
(or ACT). Avance has a 95% SAT participation rate - almost DOUBLE all the comparison 
schools. Combined with the A-G completion rate, it is VERY clear that only half of the students 
at the other schools are even eligible to apply, let alone be accepted. The staff report 
obfuscates this fact by presenting data on the average number of students who scored 1 500 or 
above on the SAT. The table also presents data for the EAP test . . .  which we do NOT 
administer so of course we look bad. Lastly, the use CAHSEE "proficiency" data: again not a 
requirement, only a "passing" score. It would be easy to recognize this table as overly biased, 
and not aligned with the EC 4 7607 requirement. 

3. The LACOE staff finding that Avance does not meet 4 7607b4 is an OPINION, not an 
established fact. 

LA COE Review Process 

The Standard of Review is provided in Appendix I and is incorporated herein by reference. 
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Finding 

The staff findings of fact adhere to guidance established in the Education Code, California Code of 
Regulations, Title 5, LACOE Board Policy, Superintendent's Administrative Regulations and other 
requirements of law. Words in italicized text indicate a direct reference to the language in these 
documents. 

1 :  The charter school does not meet one (1) of  the five (5) academic performance criteria 
specified in EC 47607(b) necessary to be considered for renewal. 

The Review Team presented written findings of fact in this report with substantiating data in Appendixes 2-
6.  Based on that information, Avance does not meet the statutory criteria to be considered for renewal. 

The staff report provides additional evidence that Avance has not demonstrated increases in academic 
performance for all students served by the school: the school's Growth API declined from 20 1 1  to 2013, 
Avance provided no evidence of increases in academic performance for 2013-14, and evidence for 201415 
shows that at most grade levels, students perform below grade level expectations. Additionally, Avance did 
not demonstrate that it made progress toward meeting the Measurable Pupil Outcomes stated in its current 
charter, except for obtaining WASC accreditation. 

Finding 1 :  The charter school does not meet one (1 ) of the five (5) academic 

performance criteria specified in EC section 47607(b)(1 -5) necessary to be 

considered for renewal. 


Avance does meet Criteria 4 given that the 2014 API surpasses that of all but 

One "residential" comparison school, and is not the lowest among the "similar" 

comparison schools. The use by LACOE of a "median" methodology as a measure 

of the "equal'' threshold is not specified in the law. 


Academia Avance Charter School's Response to LACOE Charter School Office Staff Report Page 54 



Finding 

2: The petition provides an nnsound educational program for students to be enrolled in the 
school. [EC 47605(b)(l)] 

5 CCR 1 1967.5. l (b)(3) states an educational program shall be considered unsound if the petition is for 
renewal... and either the charter school has not met the standards for renewal... or the . . .  measurable pupil 
outcomes described in the charter. 

1 .  	 A s  documented above, Avance has not met tbe minimum academic standards for renewal under EC 
47607(b). 

2. 	 Avance only fully met one (I) of tbe JO Measurable Pupil Outcomes stated in its current charter (as 
described above and in Appendix 5). While Avance states it met five (5) of its outcomes, the data and 
analysis presented in Appendix 5, indicate otherwise. 

Based on the guidance in state regulations, which were adopted by tbe County Board through its Policies 
and the Superintendent's Administrative Regulations, tbe petition provides an unsound educational program 
for tbe students enrolled in the school. 

Finding 2:  The petition provides an unsound educational program for students to be 
enrolled in the school. [EC 47605(b){1 )] 

The major components of the Avance program were developed in partnership with 
LACOE staff in 201 1 .  That these are now deemed unsound does not align with our 
experience of the last four years, or the differences are not materials. This finding 
also stands in contrast to the recent US N&W report ranking and the selection of 
Avance as a model school among 30 pilot and charter schools in Los Angeles by the 
CSU Dominguez Hills College of Education. 

3: The petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program. [EC 
47605(b)(2)] 
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Compliance: 

Reporting Compliance: 

5 CCR l 1 966.5(c) states, when considering a petition for renewal, [the authorizing entity] shall consider 
the past performance of the school's academics, finances, and operation in evaluating the likelihood of 

fature success, along with fature plans for improvement, if any. 

Analysis of Past Performance: The following analysis provides an overview of the school's performance 
during its 2010-201 5  charter term along with any future plans provided by the school. 

Governance: Avance's Governing Board (Avance Executive Board or "AEB") is currently made up of six 
(6) members, including one of the AEB founding members and the school's former Principal. The Board is 
composed of community members with expertise in areas such as real estate, law, finance and education. 
An annual calendar is approved by the AEB; however the school has a history of cancelling or rescheduling 
multiple meetings throughout the year. The chart below provides a history of the AEB meetings indicating 
the number of meetings not held in accordance to the annual schedule submitted to LACOE and the number 
of times materials and/or audio recordings were not submitted per the requirements of the Charter School 
Agreement (CSA) between Avance and LACOE. 

ij 

Avance Board 2011 to 2014 

Year Cancelled or Rescheduled Materials/Audio not Submitted or Submitted Late 
201 1-12 6 of 8 6 of7 
2012-13 2 of4 O of 1 1  
2013-14 5 of 7' 1 3 of 16 

2014-15" 1 of 3  5 of 6 
The 2 regular meetings held in on the scheduled dates were changed to "Special Meetings" due to the late posting 

the agenda. "Through January 2015. 

Over the course of the current charter term, Avance received five (5) formal notices and multiple 
emails/phone calls regarding its failure to follow the Brown Act and/or comply with the CSA as it relates to 
Governing Board activities. 

There is no evidence the AEB received Brown Act training over the last two (2) years despite the fact that 
the school added four (4) new board members within that time. The CSA states that Brown Act training 
should be provided to all "governing board and administrative staff prior to the execution of any duties." 

At the Capacity Interview, members of the AEB demonstrated an understanding of the general mission of 
the school and stated they had reviewed the contents of the renewal petition. However, it was discovered 
that contrary to the signed "Required Certification" statement on the petition submission form, the AEB had 
not reviewed the Charter School Monitoring and Oversight Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) posted 
on LACOE's website. 

The Avance Executive Board has not conducted a formal evaluation of the Executive Director. This 
contradicts AEB 's statement that its main role is to "oversee the Executive Director." 

A lack of Board oversight of its Executive Director is a significant concern due to the school's longstanding 
fmancial issues (see below) and multiple notices the school received over the last four (4) years 
documenting a lack of compliance with reporting requirements, routinely late submissions of required 
reports, and failure to submit its 2012-13  Annual Report to the County Board. 

SELP A Avance is a part of the Los Angeles County Charter Special Education Local Plan 
Area (SELPA) and has increased its population of students with special needs from 35 to 49 since joining 
the SELPA. Annual CDE California Special Education Management Information System (CASEMIS) 
reports indicate the school meets compliance requirements for initial, annual and triennial Individual 
Education Plans (IBP) as well as demonstrating compliance with transition items. Special Education 
Expenditure Reports were submitted each year and the charter has met Maintenance of Effort (MOE). The 
current service delivery model is push in and pull out. The school has not had any CDE complaints or 
Office of Administrative Hearings (OAH) filings. 

Academic Performance and In addition to the schools' failure to meet its API 
and A YP goals, its API decline and its insufficient progress toward meeting the Measurable Pupil 
Outcomes in its current charter, Avance failed to implement and report academic progress using the interim 
assessments required under its current charter until this school year. Additionally, Avance received three (3) 
Notices of Concern Regarding Student Achievement during its current charter term. 
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The school's plan for future improvement lacks the focus and specificity necessary to effect improvement 
in student academic achievement. 

The favorable indicators described above demonstrate that Avance has 
successfully implemented its college and career preparatory mission as 
corroborated by: 

• The WASC six-year accreditation 
• The US News & World Report 20 1 4  Silver Award -

• The support of the California Charter School Association (CCSA) 
• Most importantly by the students and families of Northeast LA. Enrollment 

at Avance has risen over the last five years, while d ramatically fal l ing for 
the LAUSD middle and high schools. 

Do not take this viable option away. 

Accreditation. Avance received WASC accreditation in June 2013, nearly eight (8) years after it 
commenced operations. The Self-Study Visiting Committee, comprised of charter school administrators, 
made the following comments and recommendations in its report with regard to the school's use of interim 
(benchmark) assessments, data and preparedness to implement Common Core standards: 

. . .The visiting committee finds that the school has created benchmark assessments via Data Director 
for each class, even the non-core classes such as Mandarin. Implementation of these benchmarks 
is new, so should remain a continued area of focus. There is specifically room to develop the data 
analysis cycle schoolwide, as it is unclear how the results are used systematically to drive 
instruction or intervention .... 

. . .  The school is using benchmark assessments to measure progress towards expected state standards 
outcomes for each department. However, the school lacks foresight in planning for a transition 
to the Common Core Standards and Smarter Balanced Assessments. The school has ESLRs 
which are possibly outdated; these ESLRs may need to be re-examined to connect better to align to 
the school's unique purpose and/or to become more useable by staff and students, particularly as 
the school's program has been refined and state standards are changing .... 

...Centre and Data Director are used to collect student achievement data. Grade progress reports are 
shared with parents during Parent Conferences, with the addition of benchmark data from Data 
Director starting last year. Some teachers analyze Data Director reports quarterly; a thorough 
analysis of the use of this data to inform instruction is still needed. It is recommended that 
accountability in this area be increased, along with structured time and processes to ensure effective 
data analysis and planning occur systematically and schoolwide .... 
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The school has developed an action plan to improve specific test scores for specific students and to enhance 
professional development efforts. However, the action plan is narrow and not very specific or strategic in 
scope. There is a clear need for a longer-term strategic plan to drive professional development in the 
areas of assessment and instruction, especially as aligned to Common Core Standards and Smarter 
Balanced Assessments. The school should pick 2 or 3 specific areas of foci for professional development 
outcomes and should create a multi-year road map for rolling out specific initiatives which will drive more 
cohesive assessment and instruction practices schoolwide .... (Emphasis added) 

The findings of the WASC team corroborate observations and deficiencies identified by the Review Team 
stated in this report. It also provides an independent assessment of the observations and feedback provided 
to Avance during its current charter term through annual oversight visits. 

Finding 3: The petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the 
proposed educational program. [EC 47605(b)(2)] 

This finding stands in contrast to the actual performance of the last four years where 90% 
of our alumni to be accepted by 4 year universities, with a 70% persistence measure, 
surpassing outcomes measured for Latinos statewide and nationally. 
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Language 
Code Language Name 

Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade 
6 7 8 9 1 0  1 1  1 2  

Perce 
U n g raded Total of Tot 

! 1 1  I I Fluent-English· ! Students 
School : CDSCode ! Enrollment !  ; Proficient Students : Redesi nated FE 

I ' I I ! I I I 
7 ( 7.5 %) 

While the 201 3-20 14 information is not on the Consortium listing, as it is not in a consortium nor does legal 
regulations bind Academia Avance to participate in a Consortium, it is looking at being its own Consortium. 
The data for 201 2-201 3  is in the cde.ca.gov 

The information that you indicate that is not in the CELDT data is included in the 201 2-201 3 school at the 
cde.ca.gov Dataquest, and Student Demographics English Learners (submit), indicate Academia Avance, 
these are the following choices (reports for each school years are 

_Number of English Learners by language 
_Number of Fluent English Proficient (FEP) by language 
_Number and Percent of students Redesignated to FEP 
_Bilingual Para professions 
_Time Series-Number of English Learners 
_Language Group Data to Determine 1 5  percent and above 
_Translation Needs 

School, student demographics, English Learner (submit) 

,,Subgroup:All Students, Gender:All 

01 Spanish 14 28 23 14 1 7  8 6 0 1 1 0  98.21 '}  

02 Vietnamese 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0.89'} 

05 Filipino(PilipinoTagalog) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0.89% 

i 
' 

300 ( 63.8 %) Academia Avance Charter 19101990109926 4i0 1 12  ( 23.8 %) 

1 ,726 ( 18.9 %) 91 ( 3.3 %) 9, 1;5 2,624 ( 28.7 %) District Toti[ 

http:cde.ca.gov
http:cde.ca.gov


I 
County ! 

:8-fa_tefTotal_: I 

9,136 1 
1 ,564,205 1 

I I 

. . 

I I 
I % ) 1  

(21 .6%)J 1 ,339,566(21 ,5o/oj_J 

I 
%)1 

168.96o c12.2o/.>I 

CDSCode 
Academia Avance Charter 19101990109926 

District Total: 
Tot_al: 

470 

6,226,989 

1 1 2 ( 23.8 %) 300 ( 63.8 %) 
2,624 c 28.7 %) 1 .726 c 18.9 %) 

354,601 c 22.7 %) 464,956 ( 29.7 
1,346;33  . 
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Avance had several instances of state data reporting errors. While the petitioner describes these as "data 
anomalies," the responsibility for reporting lies with the school. Prior to the public release of data, schools 
are provided a window for identifying and reporting errors. If a school fails to identify an error within the 
window provided, the data stands and cannot be changed. California Longitudinal Pupil Achievement Data 
System (CALP ADS) provides training to schools on correct use of the data system and provides an "award" 
to schools that complete all the training modules. 

Academia Avance staff members have participated in CALPADS training the errors that 
have taken place are not internal error but problems with COE. As previously stated 
over 1 00 LAU SD schools experienced the same anomalies. 

EdSource Today reported that " . . .  the State Board of Education suspended the 
Academic Performance Index for a second year on Wednesday, March 12, 2015, 
moving one step closer to the 15-year-old accountability system's expected demise." 

Avance staff asked COE staff many program questions and held discussions with the 
Department of Education in regards CELDT, reclassification, and reporting on 
subgroups. The challenge is that reports that supported reporting were integrated into 
the CALPADS system were eliminated, i.e. R30. While CALPADS captures a great 
deal of data it has not been able to successfully process all data. Among the 
challenges is that those windows for identifying reporting errors do not always work, in 
that programmers have not been able to separate or run a section or specific school 
data without running the information for the entire state, which then creates other 
problems and misreporting of data. 
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approximately 
' Far 

Similarly, Avance failed to have its ninth grade students take the science CST for several years. This 
resulted in the school's scores being calculated as though the students performed Far Below Basic. The 
CST test administration manual informs schools of this outcome; it is incumbent on the school, which 
reports its test performance independent of LACOE, to be trained on all aspects oftest administration. 

Given the various difficulties Avance has experienced regarding test administration and data reporting, 
including the inaccurate reporting of its a-g completion rate for multiple years, the Review Team has 
concerns about the school's ability to accurately monitor and report the academic performance of its 
students. 

Additionally, Avance has not adequately monitored its staff for credentials and Tuberculosis (TB) 
clearance. LACOE has notified the school of these concerns. 

Academia Avance did not test ninth grade students in Earth Science CST, Avance 
did not order test booklets or test students in Earth Science. 

LACOE staff confirms that an automatic -200 points was added to Avance's API and 
A YP results as stated above. 

This data must also be viewed within the context that the 201 1 ,  2012 and 2013 API 
scores UNDERSTATE the Avance student outcomes as all 9th grade students 

1 9%/17%/17% respectfully) of the tested students were assigned a 
Below Basic" score for Science. This anomaly was not discovered and 

confirmed until September of 201 3. 

It is not an issue of reporting it is an issue of transitioning into CALPADS from the 
California of Education. While LACOE staff may believe that COE is not in direct 
commu nication with Avance it has been only through this communication that 
Avance has been able to resolve these miscalculations. 
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Facilities: In the first two (2) years of operation, Avance operated from the main campus and utilized 
various facilities before settling into its three (3) current sites. 

For the first two (2) years, the school did not provide a copy of the certificate of occupancy for each site 
quickly or consistently. After the material revision for facilities in June 2012 and June 2013, certificate of 
occupancy documents and leases were submitted and are currently on file. 

The school must verify the number of students/occupants allowed per school site according to the certificate 
of occupancy before assigning additional occupants. 

Over the past five (5) years, Avance has addressed facilities items identified in annual visits. Generally 
speaking, administrators take action. School staff maintains open and ongoing communication with LACOE 
Division of Facilities and Construction. 

Avance's submitted Renewal Petition pages 11, 58, 61, 145, 147, 149, 156, 

Element S: Charter School Facilities 205-205, LCAP, State Priority #1 Basic 

Services, Faci/ites Maintenance page 122 


Facilities Challenges 
Widely as one of the biggest challenges for charter schools operating in 
older populated urban communities, access to high quality education 
facilities is a issue. Clear evidence is present in the fact that all of the new 
LAUSD school and new charter schools in Northeast Los Angeles have 
been sited on the periphery of Highland Park. Avance is the only charter school 
serving grades 6-1 2  that is within the primary Northeast Los Angeles population node 
of Park, albeit via two satellite sites. Moving into 201 5-2016, will for an 

consecutive year use the Main Campus on Avenue 53. Avance will also use 
the same two satellite sites for a third year, thus providing a significant stabilization 
force to the school. 

Staff Capacity 
As an independent charter school, the Avance staff is very stretched (but which 
charter school The charter authorizer has the opinion that the ratio of 
administrative to instructional staff is high. Additionally, LACOE believes that in 
the near future Avance will be challenged to attract/retain top talent within a 
education labor market projecting rising salary levels. The last point is not unique to 
Avance. We counter that the needs of the students we serve, together with the 
facilities challenge (i.e. three sites) necessitates the current staffing model used . The 
four-year budget projections reflect a fiscal margin that support the Avance model. 
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Operations: 

(FY 2012-13). 

Fiscal and Business Avance has a history of selling its receivables resulting in a high level of 
interest payments (see Table 1), lack of maintaining a reserve and difficulty stabilizing its facilities. The 
school operated at a deficit for the first four (4) years of its current charter term (see Table 2). 

Table 1 illustrates that Avance has used $1,955,060 in State and Federal funds the last five (5) years to 
support its operations. Avance has paid these funds to Charter School Capital, LLC and Pan American Bank 
for discounts, fees and interest. 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 (Thru 2/2015) 

$175,499 

$210,047 

$227,359 

$255,449 

$207,669 

$77,730 

$19,744 

$99,138 

$137,081 

$148,009 

$194,096 

$203,239 

$195,243 

$309,185 

$364,440 

$403,458 

$401,765 

$280,967 

Total Payments $1,153,753 $801,307 $1,955,060 

Appears to be correct. 


Table 2 illustrates the last five (5) years of Avance's financial performance (2010 through 2014) through its 
Cash, Net Assets, Liabilities, Operating Results and Net Cash flow. 

2009-10Year (1) $ 1 16,084 $728,474 $1,610,549 $696,456 $(73,545) 

2010-1 1 Year (2) $97,601 $(22, 132) $2,514,432 $(672, 131) $(1 8,483) 

201 1-12 Year (3) $64,657 $(559,654) $2,609,058 $(537,522) $(32,944) 

2012-13 Year (4) $1 ,184 $(224,278) $2,590,502 $335,376 $(63,473) 

$284,858 $1 ,967,710 $509,136 $11 ,895 

Financial Stabilization Plan At a meeting with the school held January 1 5, 2013,  the LACOE 
Controller's Office requested that Avance submit a Financial Stabilization Plan for Fiscal Year (FY) 2012-
13 .  The plan submitted by Avance identified implementation of nine (9) corrective actions to restructure its 
current FY 2012-13 budget. Some of the actions stated in the plan were implemented. 

The plan included a 10% reduction of all salaries; however, FY 2012-13  Certificated Salaries increased by 
1 9.66% and Classified Salaries increased by 37.91 %. 
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Reporting Compliance. 

Capacitv Implement. 

Table 3 illustrates that FY 2012-13 personnel (salary) expenditures increased by $385,638. Therefore, the 
corrective action plan submitted to LACOE was not fully implemented. Avance ended FY 2012-20 1 3  with 
$216,936 in additional operating expenditures from its prior year, along with a negative ending balance of 
($224,278). 

Certificated Salaries 

Classified Salaries 

Total Personnel 

Total Operating 
Expenditures(increase) 

$1,103,160 

$445,072 

$1,548,232 

$3,989,671 

$1,320,057 

$613,813 

$1,933,870 

$4,206,607 

$216,897 

$1 68,741 

$385,638 

$216,936 

27 

9 

36 

28 

8 

36 

and While Avance currently submits timely and accurate monthly attendance 
reports and its 2014-15  bell schedule, calendar and instructional minutes meet the statutory requirements, its 
monthly financial reports are sometimes late. 

to Avance continues to demonstrate a lack of capacity with its fiscal planning for the 
future as described below: 

1. The petitioners have presented an unrealistic financial and operational plan for the proposed charter 
school. An unrealistic financial and operational plan is one to which there is evidence that any or all of the 
four (4) standards specified in state regulations are not met. Avance failed to meet three (3) of the 
standards as follows: 

A. 	 In the area of administrative services, the charter or supporting documents do not adequately 
describe the structure for providing administrative services . . .  that reflect an understanding of school 
business practices and expertise to carry out the necessary administrative services, or a reasonable 
plan and time/ine to develop and assemble such practices and expertise. 

The selection procedure lacks detail of the bidding, selection and approval process. 

A. 	 In the area of financial administration, the charter and supporting documents do not 
adequately: 

a. Include in the operational budget reasonable estimates of all anticipated revenues and 
expenditures necessary to operate the school, including, but not limited to, special education, 
based, when possible, on historical data from schools or school districts of similar type, size, 
and location. 
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The petitioner's budget does not sufficiently account for revenues, including revenues for Local Control 
Funding Formula (LCFF), and incorrectly includes Title III funding. The details are presented below. 

The comment above is an over simplification of the process of estimating 
revenues multiple years into the future without knowing exactly what rates and 
changes the State of California will approve. 

Specifically in regards the difference in LCFF funds forecasted , the following is a 
comparison between the FCMAT's forecasted revenue and the amounts 
included in the School's forecast: 

EST. 2014-15 EST. 2015-16 EST. 2016-17 

Forecasted LCFF per Budget 

(object codes 8011, 8012 and 8096) $ 3,846,696 $ 4,643,516 $ 5,302,199 

Forecasted LCFF per FCMAT Calculator 

version 15.3b2 $ 3,821,265 $ 4,616,636 $ 5,250,065 

Variance 
$ 25,431 $ 26,880 $ 52,134 

0.66% 0.58% 0.98% 

Total Operating Budget $ 4,394,671 $ 5,234,493 $ 5,655,477 

Variance as a %  of Budget 0.58% 0.51% 0.92% 

In taking into consideration the fact that all of these numbers and amounts are 
unknown, characterizing a difference in estimate of less than 1 %  ass "not 
sufficiently accounting for revenues" appears to be an exaggeration. 

In  terms of the Title I l l  funds included in the forecast, the School did in fact 
receive a preliminary estimate of entitlement and had the option to join a 
consortium to receive the funds. It was not until after the forecast was submitted 
that the School voluntarily elected to forego the Title I l l  funds. If the school so 
chooses, they may opt back into the Title I l l  program by joining a consortium. 
Considering that this is still an option for future years, the statement above 
indicating that the budget "incorrectly includes Title I l l  funding" is an over 
simplification which does not accurately describe the School's financial outlook 
and abi lity to budget revenues. 
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Budget 

b. Present a budget that in its totality appears viable and over a period of no less than two 
years of operations provides for the amassing of a reserve equivalent to that required by law 
for a school district of similar size to the proposed charter school. 

The petitioners presented a budget, without the amassing of a reserve. The Review Team projected the 
required reserve per LACOE's current MOU. The result was a negative cash position ending FY 2015-
2016. 

To be fiscally solvent, the Budget Plan requires that the school (1) meet its enrollment projections and (2) 
meet its Average Daily Attendance (ADA) projections each year. Avance did not meet the enrollment 
projections (525) in its current charter yet projects expansion to 625 students by 2020 of its proposed 
charter term. The petition does not provide an adequate plan that describes how the school intends to 
increase its enrollment. An analysis of the deficiencies of the Budget Plan is presented below. 

Plan Deficiencies: 

• Overstated LCFF revenues by approximately $441,512 over a 4 year period. 
• No reserves as required by State Regulations and Board Policy. 
• 	 The Line of Credit (LOC) debt of $738,024 will mature on September 15, 2016, and 

carries an interest of 6.73%. However, LACOE has not received any documents from Avance 
indicating that Pan American Bank has extended or will renew the LOC. 

• 	 Title III Funding is included in the budget as potential revenues for four (4) years; 
however, Avance is not participating in a consortium and has not provided evidence of 
membership for the future. Without being a member of a consortium, a charter school is not 
eligible for Title III Funding. 

• 	 Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 
• Each Fiscal Year Avance will have deficit spending in the first 5 months of operation, 

causing the school to sell future LCFF revenues (e.g., receivables). From July 1, 2014 to 
November 10, 2014, Avance completed eight (8) sales of its receivables through Charter 
School Capital, LLC. For fiscal year 2014-15, it sold receivables in the cumulative amount of 
$1,113,100. 
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Since the Review Team's projections have not been shared with the School, we can't 
respond to where this comment is coming from or how they came to this conclusion. 
With regards to the budget plan deficiencies: 

• The comment relating to overstated LCFF revenues is simply false. As 
shown above and confirmed by FCMAT, the differences each year are 
minor. It is also important to note that all of these numbers are 
estimates. Even the amounts projected by FCMAT are guaranteed. 

• While the school has the capacity to amass the required cash reserves, 
we believe it would be more prudent to use the cash on hand to reduce 
debt and therefore interest costs. As noted in the budget provided, the 
school will use its cash on hand and accumulated surpluses to 
eliminate debt over the next 2 fiscal years. After which, there is a clear 
ability to build cash reserves of upwards of 40% by the end of fiscal 
year 201 8-1 9. 

• The budget plan submitted as a response to the Review Team dated 
3/31 /1 5 clearly indicates the School's intentions to fully repay the line of 
credit. As such, there is no need for a renewal or extension. 

• As indicated above, the School is eligible for Title II funding and has 
voluntarily elected not to join a consortium. Although the budget plan 
submitted to the Review Team dated 3/31/15 removed the Title I l l  
funds in the interest of conservativeness, the School may opt back in 
and receive the funds in future years. 

• 	 The deficit spending noted at the beginning of each year is due to the 
delay in State revenue cash flow. For example, the school must begin 
paying teachers at the beginning of the school year althou h only 37% 
of the State Aide will be received in cash by December 316  each year. 
This delay in cash flow, which affects every public school in the State, 
is what has caused the need for borrowing. However as mentioned in 
the second bullet point above, the current budget plan will lead to 
reserves sufficient to cover the State's delay in funding by the third 
fiscal year after renewal. 

Table 4 provides a financial overview of Avance's Net Income Projections and Ending Cash Balance for 
the first three (3) fiscal years of the proposed charter term. The positive Ending Cash Balance for FY 2 is 
contingent upon selling of account receivables. The positive Ending Cash Balance for FY 3 is contingent 
upon achieving the targeted ADA of 570. 

Net Income Projections $450,144 $757,562 $911 ,957 

Ending Cash Balance (Before 3% reserve) $(180,164) $302,41 3  $1,129,561 

Cash Balance (3% reserve Included) $(336,472) $135,078 $950,523 
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Since the net income and cash balance projections above are not from the budget plan created by 
the School, nor were the shared with the School by the Review Team, we can't comment directly 
on these figures nor confirm their accuracy. 

However, the following amounts are taken directly from the School's budget plan dated 3/31 /1 5: 

Net Income Projections 

Ending Cash Balance 

2014-15
$ 621,582

$ 37, 764 

2015-16
$ 533,336

$ 28,971 

2016-17
$ 843,726

$ 309,688 

2017-18
$ 968,628

$ 1,393,506 

Cash as a % of Operating Expenses 0.86% 0.55% 5.48% 23.35% 

Line of Credit Balance at Year End $ 638,024 $ 338,024 $ $ 
As discussed previously and indicated above, the School will be using its cash on hand to 
eliminate debt. By the end of fiscal year 201 6-17,  the debt will be paid off and the reserve will 
exceed the 3% requirement. 

Table 5 illustrates interest fees of $701 ,579 resulting from the sale of receivables to be paid to Charter 
School Capital, LLC in FY 1 through FY 3. 

6.20% Loan Fee $310,318 $198,193 

Total Loan Fees (3) Year 
Amount taken from Monthly cash flow/Budget FY 2016-2017. 

Not provided on Cash 
Flow analysis 

$193,068 (included in 
Bud et Forecast 

$701,579 

The figures above, while taken from the budget plan, do not all relate to the sale of 
receivables for cash flow purposes. The total sale of receivables is correct, but the 
amounts referred to as "Loan Fees" are actually total interest costs including amounts 
payable on the outstanding line of credit. The loan fees paid to CSC would be 
$ 1 39, 1 90, $6,355 and $0, respectively. There will be no need for receivable sales in 
the 3rd year of renewal. 
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c. In the area of facilities, the charter and supporting documents do not adequately describe the types and 
potential location of facilities needed to operate the size and scope of educational program proposed in the 
charter. 

Neither the petition nor the supporting documents provide a facilities plan that will meet the needs of the 
school based on the projected enrollment that increases to 625 students by 2020. The school 's current 
facilities do not allow for that level of enrollment based on current certificates of occupancy. 

Avance will resubmit facilities plan. 


2. The petitioners personally lack the necessary background in finance and/or business management, 
areas that are critical to the school 's success. Additionally, the petitioners do not have a plan to 
secure the services of individuals who have the necessary background in these areas as follows: 

The petitioner has demonstrated a lack of capacity in the area of finance and/or business management. The 
Executive Director has not demonstrated sufficient expertise in the areas of revenue generation, charter 
school financing (i.e., selling of accounts receivables, managing the Line of Credit Balance) or cost cutting 
measures to successfully operate a charter school. 

The fiscal operations have been outsourced to an expert firm as clearly shown by the 
financial results of the school since the partnership began in 201 3. 
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3. Additional Financial and Operational Concerns 

Avance will have to sell its FY 2015-2016, first quarterly state apportionment to meet 
its current fiscal year (2014-15) cash needs. 

• Avance has been delinquent in making monthly lease payments to site 1 1 5  North Avenue 
53, Los Angeles, California, the school's main educational site. 

• There are concerns regarding the appropriate expenditure of funds as documented through 
the school's most recent Independent Audit Report (2013-14). Pertinent sections of the report are 
presented below in italicized text. 

See response below. 


Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia Avance Charter School 

The Auditor states the opinion expressed in the report was presented fairly. The Auditor reported no negative 
findings for the Fiscal Year ending June 30, 2014; however, he identified one (1) finding from Fiscal Year 
ending 201 1 that was not implemented (e.g., not corrected). 

AVANCE HAS THE FISCAL AND OPERATIONS CAPACITY 

The California public school policy transition comes on the heals of the state fiscal crisis 
that placed great stress on almost all schools in the state. Avance experienced steep 
financial hardship in the 201 1-201 2  academic year resulting from the expansion of the 
high school program to meet our college preparatory mission during the worst of the Great 
Recession. But the 201 3, audit report demonstrated the effective implementation of the 
Fiscal Mitigation Plan presented to LACOE that year, with the 2014 audit report showing a 
positive net asset position ,  and a significant reduction in debt. The February 201 5  financial 
statements filed with LACOE show that since 201 2  we have increased revenues by 42%, 
reduced debt by 56%, and project a net asset position for the JUN 201 5 to include the 5% 
budget reserve requirement ($250,000). The participation by the Avance Executive Board 
as one of eight charter schools nation-wide in the "Strengthening the Base" governance 
capacity development program will ensure that the school maintains progress on its path 
of continuous improvement. Our new partnership with the highly regarded K-8 Celerity 
Education Group schools in Northeast LA will provide a new level of synergy to expand 
our program in the new charter period. 
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\, I 

2011-01 City Terrace, LLC. Findings Category, 60000, Miscellaneous 

• 	 City Terrace, LLC accessed the Academia Avance Pan American Bank Line of Credit and used the 
Line of Credit to pay property taxes in the amount of$58, 519. 

The auditor's recommendation included having City Terrace, LLC acknowledge ownership of the Pan 
American Bank Line of Credit fonds owed and calculated interest on the $58,519. 

The report presents a positive Cash balance of $13,079 for the fiscal year 2013-14. It recorded Receivables of 
$293,494, against Payables of $1,967,710, and Net Current Asset of $284,858. 

16. Related Transactions 

• 	 The School rents a house located at 129 N. Avenue 53, Los Angeles, California, adjacent to the 
physical location of the school. The 129 N. Avenue 53 house is owned by Mr. Mario Ceballos who 
was the past Director of Administration for the School whose contract ended June 30, 2008. The 
school pays no more than the mortgage payment and operating expense of the location. The house 
leasing agreement began on June 1, 2007, represents a payment of $3,200 per month, and continues 
until such time that either party chooses to terminate the agreement; however, it is the position of the 
School's board, that at some time in the next two fiscal years, the house will be purchased by the 
School. 

The audit finding is for not record ing and recognizing revenue from City Terrace LLC. 
The School has chosen not to show this revenue because of the doubtful nature of 
collectability. This reduces the reported revenue and shows a more conservative 
fiscal outlook. 

The related party transaction is not an audit funding. It is a disclosure to increase 
transparency as required by GAAP. 

• 	 The School purchased 49% investment interest in City Terrace Limited Liability Company for $1.00 
on June 18, 2010, Mr. Alvaro Banegas is the sole 51% owner of City Terrance Limited Liability 
Company. The School is the beneficiary of a line of credit loan from Pan American Bank in the 
amount of $1,000,000. The line of credit with Pan American Bank was entered into by Mr. Alvaro 
Banegas on behalf of the School, and the assets of the City Terrace Limited Liability Company were 
pledged as collateral for the line of credit. The Pan American Bank loan identifies that the loan is 
exclusive for the use of the School. The School did not pledge any of its own assets as collateral for 
the line of credit. The loan was approved by the School's governing board. 
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17. Subsequent Eventi 

This is not an audit funding. It is a disclosure to increase transparency as required 
by GAAP. 

See additional attached information. 

• 	 The Avance Foundation was created on October 7, 2011 to support the educational outcomes of 
Avance Schools, doing business as Academia Avance ("the School"). On September 20, 2012, the 
Avance Foundation entered into an agreement with the Presbytery of San Gabriel to amend the 
facilities lease between the School and the Presbytery of San Gabriel. The Presbytery of San Gabriel 
has turned over management of the School 's leased property to Iglesias de la Comunidad, PC, and 
(USA) and has changed the name of the Lessor to Iglesias de la Comunidad, PC (USA). The Lease 
has also been amended from the School to the Avance Foundation. On September 20, 2012, the 
Avance Foundation entered into a lease with the School effective July I, 2012 through June 30, 2015. 
The lease payments from the School to the Avance Foundation are $20,000 per month and paid 
quarterly. 

This is not an audit funding. It is a disclosure to increase transparency as required by 
GAAP. 

See additional attached information. 

Events subsequent to June 30, 2014 have been evaluated by management through November I 0, 2014, 
the date at which Academia Avance Charter School's audited financial statements were available to be 
issued. 

• 	 Between July I, 2014 and November JO, 2014, the School completed eight receivables sales through 
Charter School Capital, LLC, of fiscal year 2014-2015 receivables in the cumulative amount of 
$1,113,100. (Emphasis added) 
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Finding 

This is not an audit finding, it is a required footnote to the financial statements. 
Subsequent events are identified for every company undergoing an audit as required 
by GAAP. 

See additional attached information. 

4: The petition does not contain an affirmation of all specified assurances. [EC 47605(b)(4); 
EC 47605(d)] 

1 .  	While the petition states all required assurances, there is evidence in supporting documents (Student 
Handbook) that the school is not complying with the requirement of EC 47605(d), which prohibits 
charter schools from charging tuition. The handbook states that parents are required to fulfill 
volunteer hours. This comprises a form of tuition and a violation of state law. Guidance provided by 
the California Code of Regulations, Title 5, which has been adopted by the County Board and 
LACOE as its standard of review, states that any indication a charter school may not be complying 
with the affirmations and assurances indicates a failure to specify the requirement. 

Staff, administrators, teachers, parents and legal counsel are revising the Student 
Handbook. Avance has not charged parents' tuition and is overstating that our parent 
participation is interpreted as charging tuition. Word "required" will be changed to 
"encouraged" with an addition of alternatives to at school volunteering, and encouraged 
to assist their child at home by providing an area to study, making sure that their children 
know school expectations and encouraging their children, our students. 

Refer to page 25 of Submitted Renewal Petition (Mandatory "required" is not in the 
submitted petition-language was in prior years) 

At Avance there is a mutual recognition that for students to advance, it is only through 
the coordinated efforts of the 3-member team: student, teacher and parent. In the home, 
the student-parent relationship evolves. The student-teacher relationship is established 
through the school curriculum. Often, teacher-parent relationship is neglected. At 
Avance the teacher-parent relationship is developed via the Avance House model -
creating small learning communities that support students through their entire time at 
our school, spanning grades and subjects. 

The stated vision is based on the critical need for educational alternatives for students 
in the community of Highland Park. Students in this area have historically 
underperformed on the standardized exams that assess academic performance and 
progress. Based on these exam results it is clear that students in this geographic region 
of Los Angeles are educationally disadvantaged, especially when compared to more 
affluent areas of Los Angeles. Despite the historical low performance of the students in 
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Finding 

the school's demographic area, Avance is fully committed to developing students to 
have the skills to succeed in college. To this effect, the school's philosophy is firmly 
grounded in the belief that all students can be successful high-achievers. 

Avance believes that when parents understand the structures and operations of schools 
they can become more involved in their students' education. Research shows that parent 
involvement at their child's school is positively correlated to increased achievement. 
(Keith, 1 993), Parent participation is focused on how best to support their children in the 
educational process. 

2. 	 The petition contains additional non-material deficiencies as follows: 

• 	 Assurance EC 47605(d)(2)(B) incorrectly states that the school will extend preference to students 
residing within LACOE. This statement needs to be revised to be compliant with law, which 
states the preference can be extended to pupils within the district in which the school is located 
(LAUSD). 

• 	 The petition does not spell out the requirements of EC 47605(d)(2)(B). Simply listing the EC is 
not adequate per state regulations adopted by LA COE. 

Finding 4: The petition does not contain an affirmation of all specified assurances. 
[EC 47605(b)(4); EC 47605(d)] 

The specificr·deficiencies identified do not preclude renewal, and can bei!remedied in 
partnership with LACOE staff as was the case in the current charter. 

5: The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive description of all required 

elements. [EC 47605(b)(5)(A)-(P)] 

The Review Team has determined that 10 of the 16 required elements are not reasonably 
comprehensive. Additionally, there are specific deficiencies and/or necessary technical adjustments needed 
in three (3) additional elements. 
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Finding 5: The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive description of all 
required elements. [EC 47605(b}(5)(A)-(P)] 

Element J - is attached as revised. 

The specific deficiencies identified do not preclude renewal , and can be remedied[iin 
partnership with LACOE staff as was the case in the current charter. 

Element 1 (A)7: Description of the Edncational Program. Not reasonably comprehensive 

I .  The petition does not provide a sufficient description of the specific educational interests, backgrounds, 
or challenges of all student populations the school proposes to serve. 

• 	 It fails to identify the interests, background and challenges of these specific students groups to be 
served by the school (e.g., English Learners, low income and students with disabilities). 

• 	 It does not identify or describe the needs of foster youth, a population that must be addressed 
under Local Control Accountability Plan (LCAP) requirements. Therefore, the petition indicates 
the petitioner is not familiar with current requirements of law. 

• 	 It does not differentiate the needs of long-term English Learners in the secondary setting. The 
petition fails to describe the structured English Language Development (ELD) curriculum 
referenced in the school's plan for future improvement. 
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The interest, background and challenges of these specific educational interests, 
backgrounds or challenges of all student populations the school proposes to serve is 
outline on pages 64 through 80 addresses the Support for Students in All Sub-groups, 
English Learners pp. 64-68 Gifted and Talented Student and Students Achieving 
Above Grade Level pp. 68-69, Students Achieving Below Grade Level pp.69-72, 
Students of Low Socioeconomic Status p. 72, Students with Disabilities pps. 72-7 4, 
Special Education Services p. 74, Students with Individual Educational Plans pp. 74, 
Charter Schoof Special Education Responsibility pp. 75-76, Foster Care (LCAP 
p.125). 

The specific deficiencies identified do not preclude renewal, and can be remedied in 
partnership with LACOE staff. 

Avance Goals Aligned to the Eight LCFF and LCAP Priorities 
Academia Avance acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with all applicable 
laws and regulations related to AB97 (Local Control Funding Formal), as they may 
be amended from time to time, which include the requirement that Academia 
Avance shall annually submit a Local Control and Accountability Plan (LCAP) or 
LCAP update (current LCAP in Appendix C), as appropriate, to the Charter Schools 
Division and the Los Angeles County Superintendent of Schools on or before July 1 .  
In accordance with Ed. Code sections 47604.33 and 47606.5, Charter School shall 
annually update its goals and annual actions to achieve those goals identified in the 
charter pursuant to Ed. Code section 47605(b)(5)(A)(ii), using the Local Control and 
Accountability Plan template adopted by the State Board of Education, as it may be 
changed from time to time. Academia Avance shall comply with all requirements of 
Ed. Code section 47606.5, including but not limited to the requirement that 
Academia Avance "shall consult with teachers, principals, administrators, other 
school personnel, parents, and pupils in developing the annual update." Ed. Code§ 
47606.5(e). 

A chart detailing the school's annual goals, for all pupils pursuant to California 
Education Code § 52052, for each of the eight (8) state priorities identified in 
California Education Code § 52060(d) can be found in Element C. The chart in that 
section also details the specific annual actions the school will take to achieve each of 
the identified annual goals. 

Foster Care, LCAP page 1 25 

ELD-Component 
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2. The petition does not adequately describe the curriculum ... that will enable the school's pupils to master 
the content standards for the four core curriculum areas. 

• 	 There is no mention of the social science curriculum to be implemented. The petition refers to the 
Common Core State Standards (CCSS) in Social Science, which do not exist at this time. The 
petition should be referencing CA State Standards for History-Social Science. 

• 	 The petition incorrectly states the school will purchase CCSS aligned science materials; materials 
should be aligned to Next Generation Science standards, not CCSS. 

Integrated model of literacy, CCSS p.2 
Although the Standards are divided into Reading, Writing, Speaking and Listening, and Language strands for 
conceptual clarity, the processes of communication are closely intertwined, as reflected throughout this 
document. For example, Writing standard 9 requires that students be able to write about what they read. 
Likewise, Speaking and Listening standard 4 sets the expectation that students will share findings from their 
research. 

As per Common Core State Standards Avance staff has been provided training and 
continues support using the following guides: 

• 	 Reading Standards 6-12, pp. 46-54 
• 	 College and Career Readiness Anchor p. 55 
• 	 Standards for Writing 6-12, pp. 55-65 
• 	 Speaking and Listening Standard 6-12, pp. 66-69 
• 	 College and Career Readiness Anchor for Language p. 70 
• 	 Language Standard 6-12, pp. 71-76 
• 	 Standard 10: Range, Quality, and Complexity of Student Reading 6-12, p. 77 
• 	 Text Illustrating the Complexity Quality and Range of Student Reading 6-12, 

p. 78 
• 	 Standard in History/Social Studies, Science and Technical Subject 6-12, pp. 

80-89 

Common Core State Standards Mathematics (Separate Document) 

As stated Michael W. Kirst, President California State Board of Education and Tom 

Torlakson, State Superintendent of Public Instruction, Common Core State Standards 

Mathematics page. 


Implementation of the CA CCSSM will take time and effort, but it also provides a new and exciting 
opportunity to ensure that California's students are held to the same high expectations in mathematics 
as their national and global peers. Although California educators have implemented standards before, 
the CA CCSSM require not only rigorous curriculum and instruction but also conceptual 
understanding, procedural skill and fluency, and the ability to apply mathematics. In short, the 
standards call for meeting the challenges of the twenty-first century through innovation. 
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(Separate) 

As per Common Core State Standards Avance teachers and staff have been provided 
training and continues support using the following guides: 


Reading Standards 6-1 2, pp. 46-54 

College and Career Readiness Anchor p. 55 

Standards for Writing 6-12, pp. 55-65 

Speaking and Listening Standard 6-12 , pp. 66-69 

College and Career Readiness Anchor for Language p. 70 

Language Standard 6-12, pp. 71 -76 

Standard 1 0: Range, Qual ity, and Complexity of Student Reading 6-12, p.77 

Text Illustrating the Complexity Qual ity and Range of Student Reading 6-1 2 ,  p.78 

Standard in History/Social Studies, Science and Technical Subject 6-12 , pp. 80-89 


Common Core State Standards Mathematics 
As stated Michael W. Kirst, President Cal ifornia State Board of Education and Tom 
Torlakson, State Superintendent of Public Instruction, Common Core State Standards 
Mathematics page V. 

K-8 Standards 

Grade 6, pp. 40-45 

Grade 7, pp. 46-51 

Grade 8, pp. 52-56 


Higher Mathematics Standards Courses Traditional Pathway 

Algebra I ,  pp. 60-68 

Geometry, pp. 

Calculus Standards pp.1 1 5-1 1 7  


69-76 

Algebra I I ,  pp. 77-84 


Higher Mathematics Standards by Conceptual Category, pp. 1 20-141 

Implementation of the CA CCSSM will take time and effort, but it also provides a new and 
exciting opportunity to ensure that California's students are held to the same high 
expectations in mathematics as their national and global peers. Although California 
educators have implemented standards before, the CA CCSSM require rigorous curriculum 
and instruction but also conceptual understanding, procedural skill and fluency, and the 
ability to apply mathematics. In short, the standards call for meeting the challenges of the 
twenty-first century through innovation. CCSS Mathematics, p. V. 
On January 8, 2003, the California State Board of Education approved the modified Criteria 
for Evaluating Instructional Materials in History-Socia/ Science, Kindergarten Through Grade 
Eight. 

When the History-Social Science Framework for California Public Schools, Kindergarten 
Through Grade Twelve, 2001 Updated Edition with Content Standards was adopted by the 
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California State Board of Education on October 9, 2000. The 2001 framework was developed 
by the Curriculum Development and Supplemental Materials Commission. 
The framework was published by the California Department of Education, 1430 N Street, 
Sacramento, California 95814-5901. It was printed by the Office of State Publishing and r 
distributed under the provisions of the Library Distribution Act and Government Code Section 
11096. © 2005 by the California Department of Education All rights reserved, ISBN 0-801 1-
1 598-1, Content includes the following: 

Introduction to the Framework Goals and Curriculum Strands, p. 9 

Goal of Knowledge and Cultural Understanding, p. 1 2  

Historical Literacy , p .  1 2  

Ethical Literacy, p .  1 4  

Cultural Literacy, p . 1 5  

Geographic Literacy, p .  1 6  

Economic Literacy, p.  1 7  

Sociopolitical Literacy, p .  1 9  

Goal of Democratic Understanding and Civic Values, p.  20 

National Identity, p. 20 

Constitutional Heritage, p. 22 

Civic Values, Rights, and Responsibilities, p.23 

Goal of Skills Attainment and Social Participation, p.  24 

Participation Skills, p. 24 

Critical Thinking Skills, p .  25 

Basic Study Skills, p.  26 

Course Descriptions, p. 27 

The United States and World History Courses, p. 29 

The Middle Grades Curriculum, Grades Four Through Eight, p.54 
Grade Six-World History and Geography: Ancient Civilizations, p. 76 

·Grade Seven-World History and Geography: Medieval and Early Modern Times, p. 
86 

Grade Eight-United States History and Geography: Growth and Conflict, p.  1 00 

The Secondary Curriculum, Grades Nine Through Twelve, p. 1 1 6 

Grade Nine-Elective Courses in History-Social Science . 1 1 8 

Grade Ten-World History, Culture, and Geography: The Modern World, p. 1 25 

·Grade Eleven-United States History and Geography: Continuity and Change in the 

Twentieth Century, p. 140 

Grade Twelve-Principles of American Democracy (One Semester), p. 158 

Grade Twelve-Economics (One Semester), p. 1 69 

Criteria for Evaluating Instructional Materials, p. 1 79 

Appendixes, p. 1 91 

Introduction to the Appendixes, p. 1 92 

Appendix A: Nationalism, Free Markets, and Democracy in the Contemporary World, 

p. 1 94 Appendix B: U.S. History and Geography, p. 204 

Appendix C: Religion and the Teaching of History-Social Science, p. 207 

Appendix D: The World History Sequence at Grades Six, Seven, and Ten: Content, 
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Breadth/Depth, and Coverage Issues with Some Local Options, p. 212  
Appendix E :  Examples of Careers in History-Social Science, p .  2 15  

\ Appendix F: Using Primary Sources in the Study of History, p. 217 
! Appendix G: Bowling Alone: America's Declining Social Capital , p. 221 

Appendix H: History-Social Science and Service-Learning., p. 233 

Publication-A Look at Sixth Grade in California Public Schools and the Common Sore 
State Standards, published by Curriculum Frameworks And Instructional Resources 
Division, Instruction And Learning Support Branch California Department of Education, 
October 201 1 Edition. This publication includes all core subjects and for History-Social 
Science Avance references the section below. While Avance acknowledges that the 
Common Core State Standards for History-Social Science they are being developed History
Social Science is embedded in CCSS. 
History-Social Science, p. 6.37 

Overview, p. 6.37 
What Sixth -Grade Students Should Know, p. 6.37 
What Students Learn in Sixth Grade, p. 6.38 
Early Humankind and the Development of Human Societies, p. 6.38 
The Early Civilization of Mesopotamia, Egypt, and Kush, p. 6.39 
The Ancient Israelites (Hebrews ) 6.40 Ancient Greece., p. 6.41 
The Early Civilizations of India 6.42 The Early Civilizations of China, p. 6.44 

The Development of Rome, p. 6.45 
The Education and the Environment Initiative, p. 6.46 
Support for English Learners, p. 6.47 

( The Standards, p. 6.48 
\ 201 4-2015 History-Social Framework Chapters, The Instructional Quality Commission 

approved the Draft History-Social Science Framework for California Public Schools 
for field review on September 1 9, 2014. 

Chapter 1: Introduction to the Framework (DOC) 
Chapter 2: Goals and Curriculum Strands (DOC) 
Chapter 3: Course Descriptions for Kindergarten through Grade Five (DOC) (Not Applicable
used as a resource) 
Chapter 4: Course Descriptions for Grades Six through Eight (DOC) 
Chapter 5: Course Descriptions for Grades Nine through Twelve (DOC) 
Chapter 6: Assessment of Proficiency in History-Social Science (DOC) 
Chapter 7: Universal Access to the History-Social Science Curriculum (DOC) 
Chapter 8: Instructional Strategies and Professional Development in History-Social Science 
(DOC) 
Chapter 9: Criteria for Evaluating Instructional Materials: Kindergarten through Grade Eight 
(DOC) 
Appendixes (DOC) 
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History-Social 

Historv-Social 
Frameworkhttp://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/hs/cfihssfwforfieldreview.asp 

Committeehttp://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/hs/cf/hsscfccmemberslist.asp 

itteehttp://www.cde.ca. gov cfihsscfccguidelines.asp 

Updatehttp://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/hs/cf/hssdrafttimeline.asp 

Historv-Social 

Curriculum Frameworkshttp://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/cr/cf/allfwks.asp 

Sciencehtto://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/ngssintrod.asp 

Schools, 
Sciencehttp://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/ngssstandards .asp 

Frequently Sciencehttp://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/ngssfaq.asp 

(NGSS) Systems Implementation 
Californiahttp://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/documents/scienceimplementationplan072414draft.pdf 
search=NEXT%20Generation&view=FitH&pagemode=none 

Curriculum Frameworks 
Guidelines for implementing the content standards adopted by the Cal ifornia State Board of 
Education that are developed by the Instructional Quality Commission. (cde.ca.gov, common 
core state standards-history) 

Science

201 4-2015 History-Social Science Framework Update 


Draft Science 

The Instructional Quality Commission approved the Draft History-Social Science 
Framework for California Public Schools for field review on September 1 8, 2014. 

Members of the Curriculum Framework and Evaluation Criteria 

Appointed by the State Board of Education on November 5, 2008. 
Guidelines for the Curriculum Framework and Evaluation Criteria 

Comm Ici/hs/ 
Approved by the State Board of Education on November 5,  2008, updated on 

September 3, 2014. 
Timeline for Framework 
Updated by the State Board of Education on September 3 ,  2014. 
Content Standards (PDF) 
Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve, adopted by the State Board of Education and 

are the basis for the curriculum framework . 
2005 Science Framework (PDF; 3MB) 
For Cal ifornia Public Schools, Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve 
Grade Level Curriculum The grade-level curricu lum documents are organized by 

individual grade levels and include information about the Common Core State Standards. 
All 

NEXT Generation Science, cde.ca.gov NEXT Generation 
NEXT Generation-Hyperl inks 

Next Generation Science Standards -
Latest information on the Conceptual Framework and implementation of the Next NEXT 
Generation Science Standards. 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/ngssintrod.asp 
NGSS for Cal ifornia Public K-1 2  -

Aug 20, 2014 ,,, On September 4,  2013, the State Board of Education (SBE) adopted the 
Next Generation Science Standards for California Public Schools, 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/ngssstandards.asp 
NGSS Asked Questions -
Aug 5, 2014 ••. Answers to frequently asked questions (FAQ) about the Next Generation 
Science Standards (NGSS) for California. 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/ngssfaq.asp 
[PDF] Plan for 

-

Jul 25, 2014 .•• California Next Generation Science Standards Implementation Timeline 
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Adopts 201 3ht!J:)://www.cde.ca.gov/nr/ne/yr13/yrl3rel82.as11 

English 
Learnershtm://www.cde.ca.gov/s11/el/er/documents/westednextgen.Qdf-
search=NEXT%20Generation&view=FitH&Qagemode=none 

English Language Development Standards -
Resourceshtm://www.cde.ca.gov/sQ/el/er/eldstandards.as11 

Systems Implementation 
iahtm .cde.ca.gov l11d/ca/sc/documents/scienceim11lementation11lanI02714.Qdf 

search=NEXT%20Generation&view=FitH&11agemode=none 

Sciencehtm://www.cde.ca.gov/11d/ca/sc/documents/ngsswbnrlOl6!3.11df 
search=NEXT%20Generation&view=FitH&Qagemode=none 

Update 
Sciencehtt11://www.cde.ca. gov /Qd/ sc/ngssuQdateO .asQ 

Proposed 
201 3ht!J:)://www.cde.ca.gov/nr/ne/yrl 3/yrl3rel68.asQ 

Proficiency 
Descriptorshtm://www.cde.ca.gov/s11/el/er/documents/sbeoverviewQld.11df 
search=NEXT%20Generation&view=FitH&Qagemode=none 

INTRODUCTION . 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/documents/scienceimplementationplan072414draft. pdf#sea 
rch=NEXT%20Generation&view=FitH&pagemode=none 
State NGSS - Year 
Sep 4, 201 3  ... State Schools Chief Tom Torlakson Announces State Adopts Next 
Generation Science Standards. 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/nr/ne/yr1 3/yr13rel82.asp 
[PDF] California's Next Generation ELD Standards -

California's Next-Generation English. Language Development Standards. Examining the 

ELA-ELD Correspondence and a. "Walk Through" of the Standards . . .  

http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/el/er/documents/westednextgen.pdf#search=NEXT%20Generatio 

n&view=FitH&pagemode=none 


. . .  the California Common Core State Standards for Mathematics, and correspondence 

between the 201 2  CA ELD Standards and the California Next Generation . . .  

http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/el/er/eldstandards.asp 

[PDF] NGSS Plan for 

Ca liforn ://www -

Next Generation Science Standards. Systems Implementation Plan for Cal ifornia. 

November 2014. California Department of Education. Next Generation Science . . .  

http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/documents/scienceimplementationplan 1 02714.pdf#search= 

NEXT%20Generation&view=FitH&pagemode=none 

[PDF] NGSS Webinar - Next Generation Science Standards-

-

Oct 16, 201 3  . • •  CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION. Tom Torlakson, State 
Superintendent of Public Instruction. Next Generation Science Standards . . .  
http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/documents/ngsswbnr1 01 61 3.pdf#search=NEXT%20Genera 
tion&view=FitH&pagemode=none 
Next Generation Science Standards -

ca/ 5 13  
This is an Accessible Alternative Version or AAV of the Next Generation Science 
Standards Update presentation slides. The original presentation slides (PPT) is . . .  
http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/ngssupdate051 3 .asp 
1 1 . Next Generation Science Standards - Year 

Jun 28, 201 3 ... State Schools Chief Tom Torlakson Proposes Next Generation Science 
Standards Focused on Deep Understanding of Science and . . .  
http://www.cde.ca.gov/nr/ne/yr1 3/yr1 3rel68.asp 
1 2. [PDF] ELD Overview and Level 

-

Oct 1 9, 2012  ... These next generation standards, along with the Common Core State . . .  
Mathematics and the Next Generation Science Standards, are part of a . . .  
http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/el/er/documents/sbeoverviewpld.pdf#search=NEXT%20Generatio 
n&view=FitH&pagemode=none 
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Avance's renewal petition uses letters that correlate to the sections of Education Code rather than numbers. Both 
number and letter references are included. 

• 	 The petition does not include a description of the ninth grade science course, Robotics. It is 
unclear if this course will be continued or what will be offered in its place. 

The Robotics course will be submitted for approval through A-G- UC Doorways. There are 
other electives for students to select from. 
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3. The petition provides an inadequate description of how the school will identify and respond to the needs 
of pupils who are not achieving at or above expected levels. 

• 	 It does not describe if or how interim assessments will be utilized to support and modify 
instruction for students. This is of particular concern given Avance's history of academic 
performance and Program Improvement status. 

While Avance has written several Student Achievement Plans to address its failure to meet state and/or 
federal goals, the plans have not resulted in increased student academic achievement as demonstrated by the 
school's API decline. 

Further, its own reporting of NWEA MAPs results for 2014-15 indicate students at most grade levels are 
performing two (2) years below grade level. The purpose of an interim assessment system is to identify 
deficiencies so remediation plans can be put into effect. The petition fails to describe how Avance will use 
its interim assessment system to meet the needs of students who are not achieving at grade level. 

Answered above. 
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Explicit (EDI) 

Explicit English 

• 	 The description of Response to Intervention (RTI) does not provide for immediate interventions 
within the school day. It indicates Level 2 support is based primarily on after school tutoring and 
repetition of courses (through Acellus online courses) after a student has failed. Relegating 
services to an after school program is not an appropriate delivery model as it does not guarantee 
that all student will have access. Further, waiting until a student fails a course before providing 
intervention is not timely. 

Additionally, the petition describes Level 3 support as special education services; levels 1-3 of RTI are not 
special education functions. 

Academia Avance's Direct Instruction 
The EDI approach to teaching covers all Response to Intervention Tiers within the 
daily lessons. Academia Avance's RTI collection of research-based EDI strategies 
integrate Common Core such as text-based lessons, text-based answers, academic 
and content vocabulary, strong concepts as well as skills, and real-world 
connections. Academia Avance's RTI lessons include more expository text, more 
application problems, Common Core-based learning objectives, and Access 
Common Core q uestions that utilize the new types of assessments. Common Core 
is the destination that Academia Avance aiming for, and, as we describe below is an 
effective vehicle to thoroughly integrate differentiated instruction within daily 
lessons. Avance integ rates researched-based teacher-centered , direct 
instruction . The strategies are more effective and efficient, especially for struggling 
EL, low socio-economic, and special ed. students. 

Explicit Direct Instruction (EDI) is a strategic collection of RTI instructional practices 
that allow AVANCE teachers to del iver well-crafted lessons that explicitly teach 
grade-level content to all students at their learning level. Lessons are based on the 
teacher-centered, direct instruction phi losophy. EDI is an RTI approach allowing 
improvement of learning for all Academia Avance students and especially for low
performing students. 

Through EDI strategies, teachers build language skills at the same time they teach 
new content. Academia Avance teachers are implementing the step by step guide 

Direct Instruction and EDI for Learners (2009, Hollingsworth & 
Ybarra). Academia Avance teachers combine the best of ed ucational theory, brain 

research, EL research, and data analysis to provide a proven method for creating 
and delivering lessons that help every student, especially Els, learn more and learn 
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faster. 

Academia Avance EL, special ed, and low socio-economic students have been 
improving gradually in language use and content knowledge due to teachers 
focusing on how they use language in the classroom. 

Instructional strategies for English Learners: 
•Vocabulary Development: Teaching English Learners new words in every lesson 
•Language Objectives: Teaching English Learners listening, speaking, reading , and 
writing English in every lesson 
•Content Access Strategies: Make English easier to understand for struggling 
readers (EL, Special Ed. ,  Low Socio-Economic). 

Academia Avance's EDI lesson includes specific lesson design components and 
lesson delivery strategies. It includes continuous Checking for Understanding to 
verify that AVANCE students are learning during the lesson. Wel l-crafted lessons 
have a goal of 80% of Academia Avance students achieving 80% correct answers 
during Independent Practice. 

Teachers are provided feedback quarterly from both the Instructional Leadership 
Team (IL T) and Cal State Dominguez Hills Instructional Leadership professors. 
Because Academia Avance students are experiencing 1 00% school wide 
implementation of RTI strategies using EDI instruction, Academia Avance teaching 
staff is committed to receiving four years of professional development through Cal 
State Dominguez Hill and the research of Dr. Syliva Ybarra and John 
Hollingsworth. Dr. Sylvia personally requested CSDH to invite our teaching staff to 
participate in this specialized education because the students and staff are so 
receptive to implementing the best Response to Intervention Strategies. Academia 
Avance's instruction combined with the professional development the teachers are 
receiving; thoroughly al lows for successful Implementation State required Response 
to Intervention instruction and assessment (i .e. Common Core State Standards and 
Smarter-Balance Testing). See Academia Avance's RTI Three-Tiered diagram for 
visual reference. 

Students who need to be more challenged are encouraged to take additional Advance 
Placement courses to increase college readiness before, during (blended-learning) or 
afterschool. 
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• 	 The petition states the use of Acellus is key to the school's blended learning and intervention 
programs and that the funding is based upon a grant; however, there is no indication as to the 
length of the grant or how the school intends to fund the program when the grant ends. 

Acellus courses are developed by the International Academy of Science - a not
for-profit, 501 c3 organization. Through grants and other funding sources, the 
International Academy of Science is able use master teachers, who are experts 
in their field of knowledge, to develop the Acellus courses. These grants also 
cover most of the costs that are associated with creating and maintaining the 
courseware. This allows the Academy to provide Acellus courses to Academia 
Avance students at a fraction of the cost that most online courseware providers 
charge. As long as Academia Avance is willing to participate in research and 
development, the students can benefit from the ongoing 50% coverage of annual 
on-line fees and any additional hardware needed to improve bandwidth (Acellus 
servers). On an average, The International Academy of Science will cover 
approximately $2,000 a year and Academia Avance will cover $2,000 a year (not 
including additional professional development). The research and educational 
program has been in existence for over a decade. 
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regarding program 

4. The petition lacks an adequate description of how the charter school will meet the needs of Students 
with Disabilities, English learners, students achieving substantially above or below grade level 
expectations, and other special student populations. 

Deficiencies the educational for students with disabilities: 

The following deficiencies are significant due to the school's failure to demonstrate academic achievement 
for its Students with Disabilities during its current charter term. In 2013, Avance's Growth API for Students 
with Disabilities was 408, lower than all of its resident and comparable district schools, below those of 
other student populations served by Avance, and far below the state's minimum goal of 800. 

• 	 The description of the special education program is limited to providing services through a 
Resource Specialist Program (RSP). The petition fails to describe how the needs of students who 
qualify for other placements will be met. The school must ensure that students can access a full 
range of placement options. 

• 	 The petition incorrectly states that Students with Disabilities who do not pass the CAHSEE are 
only eligible to receive a Certificate of Completion. Current laws state that students with an 
Individualized Education Plan (IEP) who take, but do not pass, the CAHSEE are eligible for a 
High School Diploma. 

This will be reviewed. See responses below. 
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regarding program English Deficiencies the educational for Learners: 

The following deficiencies are significant due to the decline in A YP proficiency rates in English-Language 
Arts for this population. In 2010, English Learners demonstrated a 3 1 .9% proficiency rate; in 201 3 , the 
proficiency rate was 10.8%. (Source: DataQuest Adequate Yearly Progress Report retrieved 4-2-15) 

• 	 The petition and supporting documents do not describe how the school will ensure that English 
Learners receive targeted ELD instruction. All students are assigned the same Language Arts 
course based on grade level; there is no evidence of a separate ELD course for English learners at 
the high school as described in the Avance English Learner Master Plan. 

• 	 It does not provide for ELD instruction during the school day for grades 9-12. The petition states 
English Learner level I and 2 students may receive additional support after school; relegating 
services to an after school program is not an appropriate delivery model as it does not guarantee 
that the students will receive ELD. 

• 	 There is no monitoring system to track reclassified English Learners. A YP proficiency rate data 
for English-Language Arts for English Learners shows growth has declined. 

There is a monitoring system for English Learners through CENTRE and CELDT 
results, Teacher Grades and NWEA MAPs results, also indicating reading levels for 
teachers to individualize student needs. Teachers include ELD strategies in lesson 
plans and can identify levels of proficiency. The Table below indicated the decrease 
number of English Learners as they are Redesignated, and monitored for student 
academic achievement and provided support. 
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per pages through As submitted Charter Renewal 64 68 

Support for Students in All Sub-groups 
Avance is committed to the ideals of academic excellence, democratic leadership and 
personal growth for all students. Our mission includes full inclusion of all students 
across the range of academic and language achievement from educationally 
disadvantaged to gifted and talented. Specific special populations served include 
English Language Learners, academically gifted students, academically low-achieving 
students, students of low socioeconomic status and students with Individualized 
Educational Plans (IEPs). 

English Language Learners 
Academia Avance is required to timely identify potential English Learners (Els) and 
provide them with an effective English language acquisition program that affords 
meaningful access to the school's academic Common Core State Standards 
curriculum. Instructional plans for English Learners must be ( 1 )  researched-based, 
sound educational theory; (2) adequately supported with trained teachers and 
appropriate materials and resources; and (3) periodically evaluated to make sure the 
program is successful and modified when the program is not successful. 

In the event a student enters Avance without records and/or prior assessment 
and there is a family request or an apparent need for English language 
enrichment, a Home Language Survey will be completed. If language other than 
English is indicated on the survey, appropriate testing and ELD level will be 
utilized to maximize the student's capacity for English language acquisition. 

Academia Avance implements its own EL plan. Our plan includes, but is not limited to, 
the following: 

• 	 How English Learners' needs will be identified 

• 	 What services will be offered 

• 	 How, where, and by whom the services will be provided 
• 	 How the school will evaluate its EL program each year, and how the results of 

this evaluation will be used to improve the program, including the provision of 
EL services 

Academia Avance administers the CELDT/ELPAC annually in accordance with 
federal and state requirements. 

Academia Avance reclassifies English Learners in accordance with federal and state 
requirements. Academia Avance continues to monitor students who have been 
reclassified for the required three-years (as RFEP). Intervention is provided to students 
who are classified below proficient on the Smarter-Balance assessment. 
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Academia Avance ensures parent outreach services and meaningfully inform parents 
with limited English proficiency of important information regarding school matters to the 
same extent as other parents. 

The Academia Avance English language support program will consist of five steps: 
1 )  Identification, 2) Assessment, 3) Support Services, 4) Transition, and 5) 
Monitoring. 

Identification: A home language survey (HLS) will be distributed to every student as part 
of the enrollment process. The purpose of the HLS is to identify students who come 
from homes where a language other than English is spoken. The survey will be 
equitable, comprehensive and not based on prior assumptions. 

Assessment: Standardized tests such as the California English Language Development 
Test (CELDT) will be given to each incoming EL to determine each student's home 
language and English language proficiency level. The CE LDT will be administered to all 
new students with a home language other than English (as indicated on their HLS) and 
to all English learners annually to determine students' individual proficiency level for 
reclassifying if necessary. 

Support Services: Appropriate language support services will be provided to all 
students that require them. English as a Second language (ESL) teachers will work 
closely with the interdisciplinary teaching teams to provide teaching strategies and 
support for classes containing EL students. Teachers will monitor Els through daily 
reading, writing, and discussion activities to determine each student's literacy habits 
and skills. Based on these observations, plans to address the needs will be developed (
and implemented into the curriculum. Teachers will be encouraged to use the 
Cognitive Academic Language Learning Approach. This three-pronged approach 
integrates language learning, academic content, and learning strategies. Language is 
learned within the context of a lesson. Learning strategies such as prediction, 
organizing information, and note-taking are taught explicitly and help all students 
become more effective learners. The EL programs will utilize the same educational 
content as the regular school programs. 

Transition: Once a student gains proficiency in English, Avance staff will be 
responsible for transferring the student out of the EL program and into the regular 
school program. Transfers will be based on pre-determined criteria established by 
staff at the school. 

Monitoring: Students exiting an EL program to a regular program will be continuously 
monitored for academic progress. Staff will determine if the regular program is 
adequately addressing student needs or if further language development is required. 
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English 

Instruction for Avance students identified as El's will integrate the CA Common Core 
State Standards, NEXT Generation and Appendices. Academia Avance will seek to 
recruit teachers that hold either a BCLAD or CLAD credential and can use their bi
cultural training to better serve our Els. Teachers will be well-versed in Specially 
Designed Academic Instruction In English (SDAIE) and English Language Development 
(ELD) techniques. If necessary, after-school supplemental programs or summer 
classes will be available to support EL development. 

Academia Avance will follow the state guidelines for the reclassification of 
English learners. Reclassification will use these criteria: 

• 	 Performance level on the Fall CELDT 

• 	 Performance level in Language Arts on the Smarter-Balance 

• 	 Performance in the Fall and/or Spring semester in Language Arts 

• 	 Teacher observations 

Academia Avance has incorporated an English Language Development (ELD) 
program that will target students who are struggling with the development of their 
English language skills that will include: 

• 	 Ongoing measurement of each English Learner student's progress toward 
English language proficiency, through the use of ELD portfolios. 

• 	 Use of Dataworks, and Acellus to assist EL students. 

• 	 Ongoing professional development in the area of sheltered instruction 

for all subject area teachers, primarily using the SIOP model. 


• 	 Using explicit Direct Instructions that provides vocabulary and language 
acquisition, reading comprehension and skills need for learning English. 

• 	 Opportunities for ELD level 1 and 2 students to receive additional 
instructional support after school. 

Title I l l  funding from the federal government to help English learners to speak, read, 
and write in English and to achieve in reading and mathematics. Academia Avance will 
receive Title I l l  funds that are reviewed each year, as required under the No Child Left 
Behind (NCLB) Act of 200 1 ,  to see if they meet the three Annual Measurable 
Achievement Objectives (AMAOs) for our students who are identified as English 
learners: 

Table A.22 AMOS for Learners 
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Measurable 

( 

Goal  

Progress in learning 
English Increase one 
proficiency level 

Early Advanced and 
Advanced must reach 
English Proficient level 
bringing all skills to 
Intermediate 

Administer the CELDT to ascertain 
the level of proficiency. 

Conduct analysis of El's using ELSSA. 

Identify factors that contribute to meeting or 
not meeting AMAO's. 

Level. Use Ava nce English Learner Plan - will be 
visited yearly and/or on an ongoing basis. 

English Proficient levels are 
expected to maintain that Work with teachers, parents and 
level. staff to provide services. 

Progress in the percentage Increase English Learner reclassification 
of students who become ratio yearly. Continue to Monitor students 
proficient in English who have been reclassified and work with 

students at each level .  

Academic targets in 
English-language arts and 
mathematics 

AYP-

Participation Rate 

Percentage Proficient or 
Above 

Monitor and assist that EL meet 
academic targets in English Language 
Arts of 56.0%, and 56.4% in 
Mathematics (Increasing yearly) 
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Hold quarterly meetings with parents to discuss each student's progress toward 
English language proficiency. ELAC provides leadership for our EL students. 

English Learners will achieve and sustain high levels of academic, linguistic and 
cultural competency. The goals are: 

• 	 The English Learner Master Plan programs will be developed and fully 

implemented. 


• 	 ALL English Learners will master the English language as efficiently and 

effectively as possible. 


• 	 ALL English Learners will achieve academic success. 

• 	 There will be a substantial increase and optimization of EL and RFEP 
participation in GATE, and other classes. Els and RFEPs will have 
representation in success with college entrance exams and enrollments in 
colleges and universities consistent with their size of the entire student 
enrollment. 

• 	 Els and RFEPs will continue traditions of responsibility and positive 
relationships within their families and home community and will be prepared 
to develop the ability to live and work productively in various cultural 
settings throughout the wider society 

• 	 Els and English Only students enrolled in programs where they will master 
listening, speaking, reading, and writing in Spanish as well as English. 

• 	 Parents of Els and RFEPs will be engaged and represented in their 

children's education consistent with the proportion of the students 

enrolled. 


English Learners will develop the skills necessary to be successful citizens. These skills 
include: 

• Academic preparation 
• 	 Information literacy 
• Fluency in technology 
• Cross-Cultural sensitivity 
• 	 Interpersonal communication 
• Community and civic participation 
• Social and environmental responsibility. 
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Learning Environment 

English Learners at Academia Avance will be provided a safe, non-threatening and 
affi rming learning environment in which it is the norm for them to: 

• 	 Interact, collaborate, communicate, and negotiate with their peers. 

• 	 Experience an education that is rich and challenging, which will prepare our 
student to be college and career ready. 

• 	 Use and fully develop their language and culture. 

• 	 Have their voices heard and reflected throughout the school community. 

• 	 Share equitably in the allocation of access and resources. 

Pedagogy 

English Learners will have access to culturally and linguistically responsive teaching 
strategies that are focused on their experiences, interests, and needs. This includes: 

• 	 Complex, hands-on learning experiences. 

• 	 Opportunities for active processing, deep and critical thinking, and reflection. 

• 	 Connections between new and prior knowledge. 

• 	 Examining issues of social justice which have daily impact on students' 
families and their communities. 

In the event a student enters Academia Avance without records and/or prior 
assessment and there is a family request or an apparent need for English language 
enrichment, a Home Language Survey will be completed. If language other than 
English is indicated on the survey, appropriate testing and ELD level as identified by the 
California Department of Education will be utilized to maximize the student's capacity 
for English language acquisition. 

Teachers will be prepared to provide additional challenges for these students with 
these components. Portfolios and exhibitions will be used in assuring that students are 
accountable for working up to their potential by customizing expectations to the 
learner. Students working at different paces will sometimes be paired so that students 
excelling in a particular subject help students struggling with material that is more 
challenging. Research shows that people deepen understanding through the process 
of teaching others. 
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Some students will enter the school better prepared or be naturally endowed to learn at 
a faster pace than the majority. Avance will use the student cumulative files to 
determine which students have been identified as gifted students. The mission of 
Academia Avance includes assuring that all students' educational experience is 
rigorous and research-based. This will be accomplished via the educational program 
components described below: 

• Project-based Learning 

• Grade-level Houses 

• Block Scheduling with Electives 

• Integrated art curriculum 

• Explicit Direct Instruction 

Teachers are prepared to provide additional academic challenges for these students 
with these components. Portfolios and exhibitions will be used in assuring that students 
are accountable for working up to their potential by customizing expectations to the 
learner. Students working at different paces will sometimes be paired so that students 
who excel in a particular subject can help students who are struggling with that subject. 
Research shows that people deepen understanding through the process of teaching 
others. 
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regarding program achieving grade Deficiencies the educational for students above level: 

There is no description of how the school will meet the needs of students achieving above grade level. 

• 	 There is no description of how the school will identify and meet the needs of students achieving 
above grade level. The petition lists several programs, such as Project-based learning and 
integrated curriculum, but it does not adequately describe how these programs are designed to 
specifically meet the needs of high achieving students. These programs can be used with all 
student groups. 

This is addressed on pages 68 through 69 as follows: 

Gifted and Talented Students and Student Achieving Above Grade Level 
Some students will enter the school better prepared or be able to learn at a faster pace than the 
majority. Academia Avance will use the student cumulative files to determine which students have been 
identified as gifted students. The mission of Academia Avance includes assuring that all students' 
educational experience is rigorous. This will be accomplished via the educational program components 
described above: 

• 	 Linked Learning 

• 	 Project-based Learning 

• 	 Grade-level Advisory 

• 	 Block Scheduling with Electives 

• 	 Integrated curriculum 

Teachers will be prepared to provide additional challenges for these students with these components. 
Portfolios and exhibitions will be used in assuring that students are accountable for working up to their 
potential by customizing expectations to the learner. Students working at different paces will sometimes 
be paired so that students excelling in a particular subject help students struggling with material that is 
more challenging. Research shows that people deepen understanding through the process of teaching 
others. 

Some students will enter the school better prepared or be naturally endowed to learn at a faster pace 
than the majority. Avance will use the student cumulative files to determine which students have been 
identified as gifted students. The mission of Academia Avance includes assuring that all students' 
educational experience is rigorous and research-based. This will be accomplished via the educational 
program components described below: 

• Project-based Learning 

• Grade-level Houses 

• Block Scheduling with Electives 

• Integrated art curriculum 

• Explicit Direct Instruction 

Teachers are prepared to provide additional academic challenges for these students with these 

components. Portfolios and exhibitions will be used in assuring that students are accountable for 
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http://apcourseaudit.epiconline.org/ledger/schoo l.php 

working up to their potential by customizing expectations to the learner. Students working at different 
paces will sometimes be paired so that students who excel in a particular subject can help students who 
are struggling with that subject. Research shows that people deepen understanding through the process 
of teaching others. 

• Avance has no AP courses authorized by the College Board for 2012-13, 2013-14 or 2014-15. 
This penalizes Avance students when GPAs are calculated, because passing a College Board 
approved AP course carries a higher GPA value to the student. 1n comparison, Avance's resident 
high schools have between 7 and 22 College Board approved courses (Source: 

retrieved 4/1/15). 

Courses approved for UC Doorways as AP Courses must be approved by the 
College Board 

AP United States History 
AP Calculus AB 
Honors American Literature and Composition 
Honors P re-Calculus 

Avance teachers will be attending training for AP English Literature and Composition 
and AP Comparative Government and Polices. 

http://www.collegeboard.com/student/testing/ap/about.html 

All schools wishing to label a course "AP" must submit the subject-specific AP 
Course Audit form and the course syllabus for each teacher of that AP course. 

Update annual AP Course Renewals beginning in August of each academic year. 
Avance will update online all AP Courses. New Submissions training on the AP 
process in June 2015. New courses to be offered will also be submitted to UC 
Doorways. The AP Courses listed above "AP Course Syllabus have been approved. 
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deficiencies: 

( 

• 	 The list of a-g courses on UC Doorways indicates a limited number of options for students to 
meet this college entrance requirement. Only two (2) honors and two (2) AP courses have been 
approved by the University of California. The lack of rigorous coursework and enrichment 
opportunities was noted in the WASC report as a critical area for follow-up by the school. 

Response is addressed above. 

. 

Additional 

• 	 There is no description of how the school will meet the needs of Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged Students (SED) or Foster Youth. 

The petition states that data indicates Avance has been meeting the needs of SED students; however, a 
review of Growth API data shows a decline in academic achievement for this student group. Additionally, 
Avance's 2013 AYP proficiency rate for this student group was 36.5%, which is well b.elow established 
targets and lower than all of Avance's resident schools. 

Referenced on pages 69-80 on submitted Renewal Petition.  

Students Achieving Below Grade Level 
The progress of all Academia Avance students will be reviewed throughout the year, 

with progress and concerns recorded in each students Individual Learning Plan (ILP). 

Every year at the end of the first quarter, the fall benchmark assessments are 

comparing to the outcomes of the previous ST AR tests to set the academic goals for 

the year. Academia Avance will use of the Smarter Balanced Assessments to measure 

student academic achievement. The ILP goals for each subject are compared to the 

goals of the previous year's ILP (if a returning student), and aligned to the school-wide 

achievement plans. 


Academia Avance identifies students' performing below grade level through the results 

of ILP and student work products. Faculty identifies students struggling to stay at grade 
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level throughout the year by on-going assessments and monitoring their ILP. The 
students assigned Avance Advisory Instructor is in the lead role to ensure that the ILP 
is up-to-date, and to interpret the latest information. The Administrators support the 
Advisory I nstructor in this continuous review. 

The support provided by Avance to all students falls within a range of intervention 
strategies, presented according to need. If a student is not progressing toward the 
standards and is between 1 .9 and 2.0 grade levels below proficiency, the student will 
automatically move to Level 2 of support strategies. 
These services fall along the "Response To Intervention" (RTI) scale, 
according to need: Level 1 Support Strategies for All Students 

• 	 Additional instructional time 

• 	 Differentiated instruction 

• 	 Flexible groupings 

• 	 Additional exposure to the information and language being 
presented in the lesson 

• 	 Progress reports to parents/guardians 

• 	 Planner checks 

• 	 Paraprofessional support 

• 	 Focus on accelerating student progress and meeting student 
needs 

Level 2 Support Strategies for Low-Achieving Students 

• 	 Extended day program for tutoring 

• 	 Teacher assistance 

• 	 Counseling and parent meetings 

• 	 One-on-One I nstruction by teachers, paraprofessionals or the 
Inclusion Specialist 

• 	 Peer tutoring 

• 	 Additional Focused assignments 

Level 3 Support Strategies for Low-Achieving Students 

Formal Avance Advisory meeting held to determine need for formal 
assessment for Special 

o 	 Education 
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• 	 Special education classes provid ing academic support and learning 
strategies 

• 	 Special education/general education collaboration for instruction and 
assignments 
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Academia Avance recognizes that there are students who may need additional support 
within the classroom both academically and behaviorally. The school requires that the 
teacher make the best use of their resources in the general education classroom before 
referring a student for consideration of Special Education Services. All Avance staff will 
be offered training in the signs of common learning disorders to increase the likelihood 
that these needs will be identified. Instruction activities will vary to accommodate 
different learning styles to draw out students' various strengths. Students' simply 
needing additional assistance in particular subjects or skill areas may get additional 
help from peers, staff, and volunteer tutors. Students who are not achieving because of 
distracting issues in their personal lives will have a forum for identifying and discussing 
issues during their Advisory sessions (described in an earlier section of this element) or 
one-on-one with staff. When additional interventions are needed, the staff will be 
proactive in coordinating support services. 

Academia Avance Charter School's Response to LACOE Charter School Office Staff Report Page 102 



In core and non-core academic areas, the central goal for all Avance students will 
continue to be for all students to demonstrate academic proficiency in all of the core 
academic areas. "Proficiency" will be defined as a score of proficient or above on the 
Common Core State Standards Test/ Smarter Balance, and "Satisfactory" evaluations 
on ILP goals, projects, or presentations. "Proficiency" for students with special needs 
and students designated as English Language Learners is defined appropriately 
according to their Individual Education Plans and English proficiency levels, 
respectively. Performance standards and assessments for students with special needs 
are adapted as appropriate to their Individualized 

Education Plans as well. Additionally, performance standards and assessments for 
English Language Learner students are in accordance with the state-adopted 
English Language Development standards and CELDT. 

Students arriving with standard scores below grade level in reading and math will be 
enrolled in supplemental programs such as Acellus, Dataworks, and NWEA MAP. 
Avance is uniquely positioned to use computer-assisted intervention programs that 
assess students and adapt to their needs in real time. All students will receive reading 
instruction at their level of proficiency through the Acellus, Dataworks, and NWEA 
MAP. Students struggling with math computation receive support during and after 
school via Acellus, Dataworks, and NWEA MAP. Identified students are enrolled in 
after-school tutoring sessions to supplement regular instruction. 

Regular progress monitoring is also an essential component of the academic support 
structure. Student reading and math proficiency are regularly assessed, and the data 
are used to identify appropriate placements, modify instruction, and identify student 
needs 

The progress of all Avance students will be reviewed throughout the year, with 
progress and concerns recorded in each student's Individualized Learning Plan 
(ILP) 

Students of Low Socioeconomic Status. 
Academia Avance is committed to meeting the needs of all students who enroll in the 
school. The school serves a neighborhood where the vast majority of residents are of a 
low socioeconomic status. Enrollment patterns in the first and second charter resulted 
in a demographic that was at least 90 percent FRPM students, which is why socio
economically disadvantaged students are identified by the COE as a significant 
subgroup for Avance. The academic performance of the school in the first and second 
charter demonstrates that the needs of this subgroup are being met by the Academia 
Avance curriculum. 
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Students with Disabilities 
The Avance staff will continue to monitor students to assure that they receive 
appropriate support services, including special education and/or related services for 
students with exceptional needs. An important objective of professional development is 
to assure that teachers and administrators are aware of the breadth of student needs 
and the ways they are manifested in the classroom. Teachers who skillfully target 
students' diverse needs through appropriate instruction can do a lot to reduce the need 
for additional supplemental services. We are committed to create a su pportive 
environment for students with demonstrated needs, and to provide services for those 
students who have Individual ized Education Plans (IEPs). 

Families enrolling with documented special needs students participate in discussions 
with qualified, certificated staff to identify and assign the specific special needs services 
and/or programs. Based on data gathered from existing documentation and the Avance 
inscription documents, the staff of Avance will assign available services for students' 
projected needs. Requests, conferences and assessments will be documented and 
kept in students' files. 

The progress of all Avance students will be reviewed throughout the year, with 
progress and concerns recorded in each student's Individual Learning Plan (ILP). A 
description of the ILP is presented in the last section of Element C with a timeline for 
how it is used. In summary, every year at the end of the first quarter, the Fall 
benchmark assessments are compared to the outcomes of the previous STAR tests to 
set the academic goals for the year. The ILP goals for each subject are compared to 
the goals of the previous year's ILP (if a returning student) and aligned to the school
wide achievement plans. 

Academia Avance identifies students' performing below grade level through the results 
of their Individualized Learning Plan (ILP) folders that include: Smarter Balance 
assessment, progress monitoring and diagnostic assessments, authentic assessments 
and student work products. Faculty identifies students' struggling to stay at grade level 
throughout the year by on-going assessments and monitoring their Individualized 
Learning Plan (ILP). The students assigned Avance House Instructor is in the lead role 
to ensure that the ILP is up-to-date and to interpret the latest information. The House 
Instructor is supported in this continuous review by the Principal. 

The support provided by Academia Avance to all students falls within a range of 
intervention strategies, presented according to need. If a student is not progressing 
toward the standards and is between 1 .9 and 2.0 grade levels below proficiency, the 
student will automatically move to Level 2 of support strategies. 
These services fall along a RTI scale, according to need (similar to that 
outlined above): Level 1 Support Strategies for All Students 
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• 	 Additional instructional time 

• 	 Differentiated instruction 

• 	 Flexible groupings 

• 	 Additional exposure to the information and language being presented in the 
lesson 

• 	 Progress reports to parents/guardians 

• 	 Planner checks 

• 	 Paraprofessional support 

• 	 Focus on accelerating student progress and meeting student needs 

Level 2 Support Strategies for Low-Achieving Students 

• 	 Extended day program for tutoring 

• 	 Teacher assistance 

• 	 Counseling and parent meetings 

• 	 One-on-One Instruction by teachers, paraprofessionals or the Inclusion Specialist 

• 	 Peer tutoring 

• 	 Additional Focused assignments 

Level 3 Support Strategies for Low-Achieving Students 

• 	 Formal Avance House meeting held to determine need of formal 

assessment for Special Education 


• 	 Special education classes providing academic support and learning strategies 

• 	 Special education/general education collaboration for instruction and assignments 

Academia Avance recognizes that there are students who may need additional support 
within the classroom both academically and behaviorally. The school requires that the 
teacher make the best use of their resources in the general education classroom before 
referring a student for consideration of Special Education Services. All Avance faculty 
will be trained in the signs of common learning disorders to increase the likelihood that 
these needs will be identified. Instruction activities will vary to accommodate different 
learning styles to draw out students' various strengths. Students' simply needing 
additional assistance in particular subjects or skill areas may get additional help from 
peers, staff and volunteer tutors. Students who are not achieving because of distracting 
issues in their personal lives will have a forum for identifying and discussing issues 
during their House advisory sessions (described in an earlier section of this element) or 
one-on-one with staff. When additional interventions are needed , the staff will be 
proactive in coordinating support services. 

The interventions for students who do not have an Individual Education Plan, but for 

whom special education services the school leadership determines may be needed, 

are described later in this element with procedures for developing an IEP. Efforts will 

be made to assist the student in a general education setting before seeking S pecial 

Education services. 
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In core and non-core academic areas, the central goal for all Avance students 
continues to be for all students to demonstrate academic proficiency in all of the core 
academic areas. "Proficiency" will be defined as a score of proficient or above on the 
Common Core State Standards Test, and "Satisfactory" evaluations on individual 
student ILP goals, projects or presentations. "Proficiency" for students with special 
needs and students designated as English Language Learners is defined appropriately 
according to their Individual Education Plans and English proficiency levels, 
respectively. Performance standards and assessments for students with special needs 
are adapted as appropriate to their Individual ized Education Plans as well. Additionally, 
performance standards and assessments for English Language Learner students are 
in accordance with the state-adopted English Language Development standards and 
CE LDT. 

Special Education Services 
Academia Avance reasserts its commitment as a public school to serve all students 
enrolled. The share of students with an IEP for Academia Avance during the first 
charter has been within the range of 8% to 1 0%, reflecting the share of the LAUSD. 
This proportion is expected to remain in the same range for the second charter. 

Academia Avance has developed a hybrid model for the provisioning of special 
education services, with one credentialed RSP instructor on staff and the balance of 
services contracted via a state registered provider. Collectively, the staff providing 
special education services brings a rich set of experience to the school and meets all 
certification requirements. Academia Avance plans to maintain the hybrid model, 
projecting the hiring of an additional RSP instructor to accommodate enrollment 
growth. 

Academia Avance reached its goal in 201 0-201 1 ,  witnessing their first class of 
Academia Avance students graduating to pursue college degree. This class, like those 
that have followed, have includes several students with IEPs that have been accepted 
to universities, and are now forwarding their college career. Avance works with these 
students to find the resources and supports on their campus to continue receiving 
academic supports as they deem needed. 

Students with Individualized Educational Plans. 
The Avance staff will monitor all students to assure that they receive appropriate 
support services, including special education and/or related services for students with 
exceptional needs. A key objective of Avance's professional development is to assure 
that teachers and administrators are provided in-service on effective instructional 
strategies to provide for student needs and the ways they are or can be manifested in 
the classroom. Avance is committed to creating a supportive environment for students 
who have Individualized Education Plans {IEPs), 504 plans or other identified services. 
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Charter School Special Education Responsibilities 

Avance asserts its commitment to the following, in concert with the SELPA for which it is 
a member: 

• 	 Academia Avance will adhere to the provisions of the Individuals with Disabilities 
Education Act (IDEA) and state special education laws and regulations to assure 
that all its students with disabilities have a free, appropriate public education 
(FAPE). Academia Avance also ensures that no student otherwise eligible to 
enroll in his or her charter school is denied enrollment. 

• 	 Academia Avance will comply with Section 504 of the Federal Rehabi litation 
Act, the Americans with Disabilities Act, and all Office of Civil Rights mandates 
for its students. 

• 	 Academia Avance will adhere to all SELPA policies and procedures regarding 
special education, including submission of documents and information, 
participation in reviews, and attendance at informational sessions and meetings. 

• 	 Academia Avance will use SELPA forms to develop, maintain, and review 
assessments and IEPs in the format required by the SELPA, including 
assessment and IEP data into the SELPA data system in accordance with 
SELPA policies and procedures. Academia Avance will maintain copies of 
assessments and IEP materials for review by the SELPA. Academia Avance will 
submit to the SELPA and COE all required reports, in a timely manner as 
necessary to comply with state and federal laws. Academia Avance will develop 
Individual Transition Plans to help a student with disabilities, age 14 and older, in 
transitioning to adult living. 

• 	 Academia Avance will participate in the state's quality assurance process for 
special education (i .e. , verification reviews, coordinated compliance self
reviews, complaints mon itoring, procedural safeguards and the local plan). 
Academia Avance will participate in internal validation review. 

• 	 Academia Avance in conjunction with the SELPA will be responsible for the 
management of its special education budgets, personnel, programs, and 
services. Academia Avance ensures that its special education personnel will be 
appropriately credentialed, licensed, or on waiver consistent with California laws 
and regulations. 

• 	 Academia Avance will implement the programs and services, including providing 
related services, required by a student's IEP. Academia Avance may request 
related services (e.g . ,  Speech, Occupational Therapy, Adapted P.E., Nursing, 
and Transportation) from the SELPA, subject to SELPA approval and availability. 
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Academia Avance may also provide related services by hiring credentialed or 
licensed providers through private agencies or independent contractors. 

All IEPs will be maintained in accordance with state and federal student confidential ity 

laws. Service providers from other agencies, who provide instruction or a related 

service off the school site, will also be provided a copy of the IEP. 


When a student transfers to Academia Avance from another school, Academia 

Avance will hold an Administrative Placement meeting. Academia Avance will 

provide related services required by the student's IEP upon the student's enrollment 

regardless of the type of service provider (school, NPA or private). A review by the 

IEP team for such a student will be held within 30 days of the student's enrollment in 

accordance with state and federal law. When requested by Academia Avance, a 

representative from the SELPA or district of residence may attend a student's first 

IEP meeting at Academia Avance to assist with transition issues. The referral 

process includes Student Success Team (SST) meetings to review prior 

interventions, accommodations, and modifications, and to recommend further 

interventions as appropriate. Academia Avance will identify and refer students who 

demonstrate early signs of academic, social, or behavioral difficulty that may require 

assessment for special education eligibil ity and placement in a special education 

program. 


Although we have an SST process in place, the House teacher and a designated SST 

Coordinator will help improve the SST process and follow up meetings. It was evident 

that 20% of the student population attended the 2014 summer school due to not 

passing a class. Half of those students had more than 1 A-G class to make up due to 

not passing with a C or better. These students (approximately 1 0% of the student 

population) should have SST plans in order to proactively support increased academic 

growth, attendance, or improved learning behavior. 


Academia Avance will be responsible for the development of assessment plans for 

students with suspected disabilities or appropriate written notices to parents when 

denying a request for assessment. Academia Avance will make decisions regarding 

eligibility, goals, program, placement and exit from special education by consensus of 

the student's IEP team. 


If Academia Avance cannot provide an appropriate placement or services for a student 

with special needs, Academia Avance will contact the SELPA to discuss placement 

and service alternatives. Academia Avance will request participation of a SELPA 

special education representative and/or a representative of the student's district of 

residence at an IEP team meeting whenever special education programs outside of 

Academia Avance are anticipated, including but not limited to placement at another 

school within the SELPA or at a non-public or private school. If an IEP team that 

includes Academia Avance personnel places a student in a special education program 

provided by another entity without SELPA representation on the IEP team, then 

Academia Avance will be fully responsible for the quality of the program, for any costs 

incurred for such a placement, and for monitoring progress towards the student's IEP 

goals. 
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Academia Avance will promote movement of students with disabilities into less 

restrictive environments as well as increased interactions of students with disabilities 

with non-disabled students. Academia Avance will use assessment and standardized 

testing procedures, including guidelines for accommodations, modifications and 

adaptations, to monitor student progress. 


Academia Avance will provide planned staff development activities whereby school 

personnel participate in appropriate SELPA trainings to support access by students 

with disabilities to the general education classroom. Academia Avance ensures that 

the teachers and other persons who provide services to a student with disabilities will 

be knowledgeable of the content of the student's IEP. 


Academia Avance ensures that student discipline and procedures for suspension and 

expulsion of students with disabilities will be in compliance with state and federal law. 

Discipline procedures include positive behavioral interventions. In accordance with 

the Modified Consent Decree, Academia Avance collects data pertaining to the 

number of special education students suspended or expelled. 


All students will be given equal access to the school regardless of disabilities, and 
Academia Avance will not discriminate against any student based on his/ her 
disabilities. All students with disabilities will be accorded a Free, Appropriate Public 

Education. 


Avance Child Find Procedures 
For all newly enrolled students, Avance will follow these steps to as a due diligence 
measure to determine any special needs: 

• 	 The Avance student inscription package has as part of the main appl ication 
form a self-reporting statement of prior use of special education service, and a 
request for a copy of any existing IEP. 

• 	 Avance staff will review the cumulative file, when received. 

• 	 Avance faculty completes an observation of all students in the first 30 days of 
instruction, at the start of the year or upon enrollment. Special needs services 
will be offered ifthe need is identified up to the period when an IEP can be 
established. 

• 	 A review of all known IEPs is completed in the first 30 days to set initial services 

An Avance House meeting (Avance equivalent of an initial SST} is held for all 
students that may be in need of specialized services for which there is no IEP, so as 
to determine intervention strategies for the semester, with input from the parent and 
the student's teachers. 

Inclusion Model and General Education Program Modifications 
Academia Avance implements a modified full-inclusion instruction model for students 

with special needs, with a hybrid model for staff that includes a directly employed RSP 

and contracted specialists. The goal is for the student to have as much access to 

General Education population/curriculum as possible within the student's Least 
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Restrictive Environment (LRE). The on-staff full-time Academia Avance Resource 

Specialist provides daily services to students with an IEP with a combination of push-in 

services (by going into the classrooms as extra support for the students and teachers), 

and pull-out services (pulling small groups for about 45 minutes for additional 

instruction outside of the classroom). The amount of services for each student is 

determined by the number of minutes indicated on their IEP. 


The Academia Avance RSP is also responsible for providing the General Education 

teachers a list of the accommodations and modifications stated in each child's IEP. 

He/she monitors to make sure the General Education teachers are implementing said 

accommodations and modifications in the classrooms. Periodic meetings between the 

Specialist and General Ed Teachers are conducted to share successes and concerns 

regarding strategies implemented, and the Specialist assists the General Ed teacher in 

finding new accommodations/modifications if necessary. 


Any needed additional services are delivered via the contracted service provider, which 

would include: 


• Speech and Language therapy 

• Adaptive Physical Education 

• Occupational/Physical therapy 

• Counseling 

• Sign Language Interpreting 

Referral Process (
The need for special education service can be in itiated by the Academia Avance 

General Education teachers, or the parent. The process is initiated via a referral form 

submitted to the Principal. The teacher must state what the student's strengths are, 

areas for concern, and what accommodations/modifications/strategies he/she have 

already tried with the student and the rate of success or failure. The form triggers the 

scheduling of an Avance House Meeting -- the Avance equivalent of a Student Success 

Team, which is set up by the House teacher and consists of all of the student's 

teachers, parent(s), student, and administrators). 


During the House Meeting the information from the referral form is discussed together 

with behavioral issues (if any), attendance issues (if any), and grades. The 

administrator and/or House teacher will also 


look at the student's cum to research history, and review prior the academic 

performance record and Smarter Balance scores. The team also gets input from the 

parents on what is going on at home to see if there are any connections, which may be 

affecting the student's performance. The team comes up with an action plan that is 

implemented for a certain period of time (usually one grading period) to give the 

student a chance to show improvement. 


The team reconvenes to review new information (such as new grades, teacher reports, 

etc.) at the completion of the designated time. If there is no significant improvement, 

and if there is a concern that the student may have a disability, the parent is instructed 

to submit a formal letter requesting an assessment of their son/daughter for Special 
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Education services, to which Avance has fifteen ( 15) days to respond. The RSP 
teacher notifies the contracted School Psychologist of pending assessment, sends out 
an Assessment Plan to the parent, and the IEP team has 60 days from the date the 
Assessment Plan is signed by the parent to complete the assessment and hold the IEP 
meeting to discuss findings and next steps. All IEP meeting will be held with the 
required team members present. 

Special Needs Assessment Services Available 
The Academia Avance employed Resource Specialist is responsible for 
administering the academic assessments. The Specialist uses the Woodcock 
Johnson I l l  Tests of Achievement (WJll l). 

The contracted credentialed School Psychologist provides these assessments: 

• 	 Behavioral, Cognitive, Social-Emotional, Visual and Auditory Perception, 
Psychomotor using these tools: 

• 	 Cognitive: Matrix Analogies Test (MAT) 

• 	 Visual Perception:  Tests of Visual Perceptual Skills (TVPS - 3) 

• 	 Auditory Perception:  Tests of Auditory Perceptual Skills (TAPS -3) 

• 	 Psychomotor: Beery - Burktencia Visual Motor Integration (Beery VMI) 

• 	 Social-Emotional and Behavioral: Youth Self Report (YSR) 

The contracted credentialed Speech/Language and Hard of Hearing Therapist uses 
these assessments based on the nature of the child's disorder: 

• 	 Articulation: Templin-Darley Test of Articulation 

• 	 Language: Clinical Evaluation of Language Fundamentals (CELF-4), Language 
Sample. 

• 	 Expressive Language: Expressive One Word Picture Vocabulary Test, Utah 
Test of Language Development (UTLD-4) 

• 	 Receptive Language: One Word Picture Vocabulary Test 

• Fluency: Fluency Scales 

Assessment and Service needs identified for the student that are not listed above 
can be contacted via the service partners available to Academia Avance. It is also 
anticipated the service needs can be coordinated with the new arrangement with the 
Los Angeles County SELPA. 

Development and Implementation of an IEP 
After a student has been assessed, an IEP meeting is held at a time and place 
convenient for the parent, the school, and any invited district representative. At the 
meeting, the IEP team discusses the assessment results to determine whether the 
student is eligible for special education services, based upon state and federal criteria. 
In the case that the student is eligible, IEP's are developed at the meeting. 
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If Academia Avance places a student in a special education program provided by 
another entity, the charter school shall be fully responsible and accountable for the 
quality of the program and for any costs it incurs from such a placement. 

Members of the IEP team include a parent or guardian, a Academia Avance 
administrator/RSP Teacher, a general education teacher, a representative from 

LACOE if applicable, other persons, such as the student, whom the parent or 

Academia Avance wishes to invite. 

The IEP team may include special education representation from the student's district 
of residence, when service is considered within least restrictive environments other 
than Academia Avance; and the team develops an Individual Transition Plan for 
services to help students 14 and older, meet goals for a successful transition to adult 
living. 

After the IEP has been finished, the parent reviews and requests revisions of the 
plan. The IEP to be implemented by Academia Avance and all IEP team members, 
will contain: 

• The services that the student will receive. 

• How these services will be delivered. 

• The instructional program(s) where these services will be delivered . 

• The rationale for placement decisions. 

• 	 Annual goals, benchmarks, and short-term objectives focusing on the 
student's current level of performance. 

• How the student's progress will be measured. 

• 	 Conduct assessment and standardized testing of students with disabilities 
using state and district guidelines for modifications and adaptations; 

• Transition goals for work-related skills. 

• EL goals, as necessary. 

The IEP team delivers, in the least restrictive environment, the Special Education 
Strategies for Instruction and Services agreed upon at IEP meetings. Special 

Education students are educated with their non-disabled peers to the maximum 

extent appropriate. 
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All IEPs will be reviewed annually or: 

• 	 When a student in an IEP is faced with a suspension for more than 1 0  days, or 
an expulsion, the IEP team meets to determine whether the student's 
misconduct is a manifestation of his or her disability. 

• 	 Ensure that its student discipline and procedures for suspension and 
expulsion comply with federal and state laws and regulations, and include 
positive behavioral interventions; 

• When a parent or teacher requests a meeting to develop, review, or revise an I EP. 

• 	 When a parent or teacher feels that the student has demonstrated significant 
growth or a Jack of anticipated growth. 

• 	 After a student has received a formal assessment or reassessment. 
Designation of SELPA for Academia Avance 
For the purposes of Special Education, Academia Avance is considered as a Local 

Education Agency (LEA) within the Los Angeles County Special Education Local 

Plan Area (LAC-SELPA). 


Special Education Due Process and Procedural Safeguards 
Jn accordance with the IDEA, parents or guardians of a student with an IEP at 
Academia Avance must give written consent for the evaluation and placement of 
their child, be included in the decision-making process when change in placement is 

under consideration, and be invited, along with teachers, to conferences and 

meetings to develop their child's IEP. 


Any concerns or disagreements raised by parents will be acknowledged by Academia 
Avance within five days, after which a meeting between the parent and school will be 
scheduled to seek resolution of the disagreement. If a disagreement or concern 
persists, parents or guardians have the right to initiate a due process hearing to 
challenge a decision regarding the identification, evaluation, or educational placement 
of their child. 

Academia Avance will provide the parent with all notices of procedural safeguards as 
well the information on the procedure to initiate both formal and informal dispute 

resolutions. This will include: 


The policies and procedures of the Academia Avance Uniform Complaint Procedures 
(UCP). 

The complaint resolution process available to them via the California Department of 
Education Procedural Safeguards Referral Service, and of the Office of Administrative 
Hearings. 

Parents have the right to initiate a due process hearing to challenge a decision 

regarding the identification, evaluation, or educational placement of their child. If this 

occurs, Academia Avance and the SELPA of which it is a member shall be named 
respondents and shall work together to defend the case. 
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Parents have the right to file a complaint if they believe that the school has violated 
federal or state laws or regulations governing special education. If this occurs, 
Academia Avance will address and respond to the complaint according the Academia 
Avance UCP. 

5. The petition does not adequately describe the school's special education plan; this is of particular concern 
considering the school's low academic performance for this student population during the current charter 
term. 

• 	 The petition states Child Find responsibilities are limited to new students. This is not compliant 
with state and federal law. The Child Find responsibility is applicable to all students, regardless of 
the tenn of enrollment. 

• 	 It incorrectly states that if an IEP is conducted without SELPA representation, the charter will be 
responsible for quality and costs of the program. Avance is a member of Los Angeles County 
(LAC) Charter SELPA; therefore, it operates as its own Local Educational Agency (LEA). As its 
own LEA, the school is responsible for providing a free and appropriate public education 
irrespective of the SELPA's participation in the IEP. 

The additional required language will be added: The Child Find responsibil ity is 
applicable to all students, regardless of the term of enrollment. 

6. The petition provides an inadequate description of annual goals. for all pupils and for each subgroup 
of pupils identified pursuant to Section 52052, to be achieved in the state priorities, as described in 
subdivision (d) of Section 52060, that apply for the grade levels served, or the nature of the program 
operated, by the charter school, and specific annual actions to achieve those goals. 

• 	 It fails to describe annual goals for pupils and for each subgroup of pupils. There is no mention of 
Foster Youth, indicating a lack of familiarity with laws implemented since the charter was last 
authorized. 

• 	 The stated goals for student achievement (e.g., proficiency in Language Arts and Mathematics) 
and strategies to achieve these goals all relate staff actions, not to the achievement of students. 

Staff actions such as ordering materials and professional development cannot be used to 
measure student proficiency in English -Language Arts and Mathematics. Also, in several 
areas, listed strategies do no align with information in the "timeline/evidence" section. 
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Reference attachment and detailed in Renewal Petition Element C pages 
1 20 through 1 37. 

7. The bell schedule. proposed school calendar, and the instructional minutes by grade level do not meet 
minimum standards required by law. 

• 	 The schedule for grade 12 does not meet the minimum instructional minute requirement of 
64,800; it is short by 1,095 minutes. The petition states the reduced instructional minutes are 
allowable under EC 4620 1.2; however, this law becomes inoperative July 1, 20 15. Since the 
petition is for a charter term commencing July 1 ,  2015, the petition should have been written in 
accordance with laws in effect for 201 5-16 and beyond. The lack of familiarity with this area of 
law is of particular concern since Avance was previously required to provide compensatory 
instructional minutes in lieu of returning apportiomnent due to a shortfall in instructional minutes. 

This is correct as per Local Control Funding Formula Instructional Time Requirement 
Table, attached for 9-1 2  is at 64,800. 

Per Charter School reference. 

Charter 170 Kschools 34,971
1-3 48,960
4-8 52,457
9-12 62,949 

175 
 K 
36,000
1-3 
50,400
4-8 
54,000
9-12 
64,800 

Product of total 
apportionment 
for affected 
students 
multiplied by 
percentage of 
instructional 
time the school 
failed to offer. 

Not Applicable 
proportionately 
reduced for each 
school day less than 

Apportionment 

175. 
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• 	 There is a discrepancy on the total Work Experience Education (WEE) program minutes listed in 
Petition Appendix G. It states 10,290 WEE minutes per student for 49 days on page 1, while on 
page 4 it states 5,145 minutes. 

This is being reviewed. 
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• 	 The narrative and bell schedule for Avance House period for grades 6 and 7 is not consistent. On 
page 57 it states Avance House takes place during the first 20 minutes of the day and 37 minutes 
at the last period (total of 57 minutes); on page 60 it states 40 minutes; and the bell schedule has 
42 minutes. 

• 	 Passing times presented on the bell schedules for grades 8 through 12 are not equal. The first 
passing time is 10 minutes and the rest of the day the passing time is 5 minutes for grades 8 to 12. 
By law, passing times must be of equal duration and no greater than 10 minutes each. 

This will be corrected. 
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Rigor Goals. 

Element 2 (B): Measurable Pupil Outcomes. Not reasonably comprehensive 

I .  The petition does not adequately specify skills, knowledge, and attitudes that reflect the school's 
educational objectives and can be assessed, at a minimum, by objective means that are frequent and 
sufficiently detailed enough to determine whether pupils are making satisfactory progress. 

• 	 The petition does not commit to measurable and objective subject matter goals; therefore, there is 
no way to determine whether the goals are met. Subject matter competencies are listed as 
"Examples" or "Suggested." The criteria used to redesignate English Learners are not specified, 
and there are no benchmarks to reflect annual growth. The goal remains 15% throughout the term 
of the charter; the same goal as in the previous charter. 

Element B pages 89-1 1 7, clearly outlines measurable and objective subject matter goals. 

Content-Specific Performance Outcomes 

Both classroom assessments and standardized test scores help to measure subject specific 

outcomes related to the Common Core State Standards. The chart below demonstrates what 

each student will master in each core subject. 

Refer to Table B.1 3  Academic and the Common Core State Standards pp. 99-

1 01 The term Example can be eliminate. 

Refer Measuring Pupil Outcomes, Summative Assessment Performance Targets pp. 109-1 1 0. 

Refer Other Performance Targets, pp. 1 1 0-1 17. 

The target SMO as set without the full understanding of the CAASP/ Smarter Balanced 
scheme still under development. The SMO will be re-evaluated when this context is published, 
and via the LCAP process. 

The criteria used to redesignate English Learners are specified on pages 1 02-106, reference 
to English Learner Plan, AMO's and Specific Criteria. 

English Learners 

/
\ 
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Students will master English language skills to fully access all educational, social, cultural and 

employment opportunities of mainstream society. 

Measurable Outcome 

English Learners will increase individual CELDT/ELPAC scores for the majority of the years covered by 

this renewal petition and will continue to be assessed annually. 

Review of EL data shows major fluctuations in data. The data for Growth Target includes the following: 

As indicated in the chart below In 2009-2010 was a base year for Academia Avance. In 21 0-201 1 1 1 9  
students were identified as English Learners earned a -79 point growth of 606 In 201 1 -2012 the English 
Learners identified 1 69 students an increase of 50 EL students. Decreases of -79 growth points were 
realized and API was not met. During 201 2-2013 the English Learner population grew an additional 39 
points and -31 was realized from 581 to 603 a positive growth of +22 was realized. Initially, the English 
Learner population was identified in the hundreds, as CALPADS formats changed and the reports 
collected data it we realized that a glitch was occurring, as our reclassification levels were taking place. 
In our system of reporting we had failed to indicate follow-up of English Learners who had been 
reclassified and the area of monitoring had not been checked. Further, the new English Learner 
reporting system has a section that indicates information that the R-30 contained. It is through this 
process that Academia Avance will capture that English Learners are provided with academic support 
and language acquisition. 

The specific criteria for redesignation was fully described in Element A, can be add to this 

Element B as well. 

I\ 
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Passing 

ELA 

( 

• 	 Goals for grade 10 CAHSEE pass rates are below tbe school's current performance levels and do 
not show on-going efforts to improve student achievement. This is a significant deficiency given 
tbe school's failure to demonstrate adequate A YP performance (which relies on CAHSEE 
performance) during its current charter term. 

Table B.2 101h Grader Students CAHSEE 

Year Math 

2013-14 76% 

2012-1 3  67% 

201 1- 12 75% 

201 0- 1 1  85% 

2009-10 71% 

80% 

62% 

76% 

'95% 

70% 

Data Source: cde.ca.gov Dataquest 

Data reflects tbat tbe 75% goal of lOtb graders was met for 2013-2014, 201 1 -2012, 2010-20 1 1  and not for 
2012-2013 or 2009-20 10. 
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• It does not explain how the school will "monitor and assist that EL meet academic targets." It is 
unclear what will be monitored, how often it will take place or who is responsible. 

Please refer to responses above. EL are monitored and assisted by each discipline 
teacher on a daily basis during instruction; and conduct assessments to measure 
student growth on an on-going basis. In addition, teachers monitoring students within 
their discipline; every student has a House Teacher who guides the students as they 
set their progress monitoring goals. Teachers collaboratively work to ensure student 
academic achievement (Professional Development, Data Analysis, Identification of 
Student Needs). Together the Principal and Director of Instruction will collectively 
monitor and take responsibility for student reaching their EL academic targets. 
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There is no information regarding how the success of the Life Prep and Test Prep courses will be assessed. 

Specific student achievement for the Life Prep and Test Pre are measured using 
multiple measurements to evaluate student progress. Life Prep's technologically 
based curriculum includes a variety of multiple measures. The multiple measure 
include public speaking, research, planning (both academically and life prep). web
design, portfolios, internships, networking, and community projects. 

2. The petition does not adequately specify how it is intended that the frequency of objective means of 
measuring pupil outcomes will occur in all subject areas and for all student groups. 

Please refer to Element C. 
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It states that Special Education students will be monitored every quarter; this does not allow for timely 
interventions. This is of particular concern due to the underperformance of this student group durin g  the 
current charter term. 

Avance's goal is also to improve academic achievement for Special Education 
Students who are monitored and provided services based on their individual IEPs. 
Teachers provide differentiated instruction and support for student academic 
achievement. Special Education students are monitored on an ongoing basis. The 
"monitored every q uarter" will be corrected to include all measurements. 

3. 	 Several measureable outcomes are written in such a manner that they cannot be verified by the 
authorizing entity and do not align with the way data is presented on the SARC. For example, the 
qualifier on CAHSEE passage rates of "students who have been enrolled at Avance since 6th grade" is 
not aligned to how data is reported in CDE's DataQuest. Avance has this outcome in its current 
charter and has not provided any data to demonstrate whether the school has met the goal. Goals must 
be objective, observable and measurable to be reasonably comprehensive; this goal is not. 

Previously d iscussed in Element C. 


Academia Avance Charter School's Response to LA COE Charter School Office Staff Report Page 123 



( 
' 

\ ' 

4. 	 Pupil outcomes do not align with the state priorities, as described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060, 
that apply for the grade levels served, or the nature of the program operated, by the charter school. 

The petition fails to meet LCAP requirements ' in several ways: 

• 	 It does not include growth goals in several areas: graduation rate, middle school drop-out rate, 
chronic absenteeism and high school drop-out rate. 

Avance included growth goals in Element C , starting on page 1 1 9  of submitted renewal 
petition. 

LACOE approved the LCAP, working directly with Avance's staff. 
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• Goals for parent involvement do not include "decision-making" roles for parents as required. 
They focus on parent attendance at conferences, workshops or trainings. 

PAC meetings are held on a monthly basis. An official decision making body for 
Federal compliance will take place where parents vote for parents, and teachers vote 
for teachers. Election will take place immediately. At Avance parent "decision
making" is key in all that we do. Parents have represented Avance at COE on 
Common Core State Standards, attended and participated in the National Council of 
La Raza Institute, Reviewing and approving Avance's LCAP, Review of LEA Plan, and 
annual stakeholders meetings. Sub-committees are ongoing. Monthly parent coffees 
is a form for parents to voice their concerns, and ideas. In  addition, our PAC 
Coordinator relies on parent involvement, participation, planning, organizing, and 
facilitating. The various special events throughout the year are all parent engagement. 

Element 3 (C): Method for Measuring Pupil Progress. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1 .  The petition does not describe assessment tools that are appropriate to the skills, knowledge, or attitudes 
being assessed, including, at minimum, tools that employ objective means of assessment consistent with the 
measurable pupil outcomes. 

• 	 It fails to describe how several of the assessment tools listed (e.g., the Diagnostic Online Reading 
Assessment) will be used to differentiate instruction or evaluate the school's instructional 
program. 

• 	 It does not describe how the school will measure progress towards achieving its "life-long 
learning" and "interpersonal skills" goals. 
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Avance regards this Element C as a  critical component of our program. 


2. The method for measuring student progress does not include the annual assessment results from required 
statewide testing. 

8 Neither the authuri;t;ing entity nor the County Office of Education has the authority to evaluate a charter school's LCAP. However, (
the authorizing entity does have the authority to ensure that the charter petition, which mirrors the LCAP in content, is compliant \, 
with law. Avance's renewal petition fails in this regard. 

The petition incorrectly states that API and A YP goals are not applicable. While the tests used to measure 
performance have been changed. API goals remain applicable to all California public schools and A YP 
applies to all schools accepting federal funds. 

Described in Elements A, B, C. While Avance acknowledges that API and AYP will 
remain the titles will change to include Accountabil ity. It is part of the redrafting of 
measurements and indicators at this time at both the California Department of 
Education and our federal government. 
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3 .  	 The petition fails to establish baseline of performance for its goals. Given the school i s  currently in 
operation, goals should be based on current levels of performance with an aspiration for future 
improvement or maintenance. The school failed to specify its current level of performance; therefore, 
it will not be possible to determine whether growth is made over the term of the charter. 

Baselines are include in Element C, LCAP pages 1 20-1 37, Baselines have been set 
for 201 5-2016, due to the extension of the full implementation of Smarter Balanced 
may change. 

LACOE is correct in that our current performance levels must improve. 

4. 	 Theplan for . . .  reporting data on pupil achievement to . . .  pupi/s 'parents and guardians is not sufficient. 

The petition states that progress reports and report cards are issued twice a year. This is not adequate notice 
to parents regarding progress at the secondary level. Parents must be provided ample notice that a student is 
in danger of failing prior to the issuance of a final grade. 

This is correct progress reports are provided quarterly and semester grades twice a year. 
Avance holds individual parent conferences at each quarter and semester period. In total 
6 times a year and two schoolwide parent conferences. Individual parent meeting are 
held with teachers as needed. When students need more support a student study team 
meeting is scheduled so that the educational team can develop academic and or behavior 
support plans. 

Academia Avance Charter School's Response to LACOE Charter School Office Staff Report Page 127 



ca 

! 
J 

2. 	 monitoring of those policies. 

It states that the Board will have final and full legal and fiduciary responsibility for Avance but such 
statements are vague and generic. Specific evidence of internal controls is not present in the governance 
structure. 

Academia Avance addresses its status and refers to By-Laws (Pages1 47-1 51). 
As required by the Fair Political Practices Commission, Academia Avance's 
Board of Trustees annually completes and signs the statement of economic 
interest (Form 700). Government Code Section 87200. 

The petition does not ensure there will be active and effective representation of interested parties, 
including ... parents. 

• 	 The function of the Avance Advisory Board is unclear. The petition does not provide a clear 
description of this entity's role in decision making. 

Avance's fully supports that parents, community members, stakeholders are critical to 
its institutional viability. The arrow has been corrected from Advisory Board to the 
Executive Director. 

Our group of stakeholders are an integral part of daily operations at Avance. They 
assist with coordinating parent volunteers and serve as liaison between the school 
staff and its community. 
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• 	 The school does not have a School Site Council (SSC) which is a requirement for receiving 
federal funding. The school states that the Avance Parent Advisory Committee serves this 
purpose; however, this parent committee does not have the required composition to function as a 
SSC. Additionally, the Avance Parent Advisory Committee is not a decision making body, but 
rather a receiver of information from the school. A SSC is a decision-making body with regard to 
the expenditure of federal funds. It is clear the school does not have an adequate understanding of 
the current requirements of law regarding the composition and function of the SSC, leaving the 
school at risk under Federal Program Monitoring requirements. 

All steps to correct this issue is being addressed immediately. The SSC/ PAC is 
being formalized. 

• 	 The organizational chart indicates the Parent Advisory Committee is under the Advisory Board, 
not the Executive Board. This configuration does not provide parents with access to the Executive 
Board to provide input. 

All Avance parents, community members staff and administrators have access to 
Board Members at scheduled Board Meeting, emails, and other communication as 
needed. Avance holds an open door policy that is supported by the Uniform Complaint 
Procedures, and has access to all persons at Avance. 

Board member regularly participate in school functions making themselves available to 
staff, parents and school community. 
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Element 5 (E): Employee Qualifications. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1 .  The petition fails to include an organizational chart in which the categories of employees and described 
reporting structures are accurately reflected. 

• 	 It does not define which employees are included in "Auxiliary academic staff' or "Administrative 
and operations staff." 

• 	 There is a job description for a "Counselor," but the position is not identified in Avance's 
Organizational Chart. 

The Counselor position will be added to the Organizational Chart. Labeling of all 
positions will be addressed . 
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2. It does not identify those positions that the charter school regards as key in each category and specify 
the additional qualifications expected of individuals assigned to those positions. 

The petition does not include job descriptions for many positions listed in the school's Organizational chart. 
Key administrative positions (including Director of lnstruction, Support and Student Achievement, Director 
of Student Affairs, Dean and Student Services Coordinator) are not included in the petition. 

Avance is in the process of revising job descriptions as we align it to the 
LCAP criteria. 

3 .  	 The petition does not specify that all requirements for employment set forth in applicable provisions 
of/aw will be met, including, but not limited to credentials as necessary. 

• 	 It does not specify which · teaching positions will require credentials from the California 
Commission on Teacher Credentialing. This deficiency is significant because Avance has had a 
history of failing to provide adequate on-going monitoring of teacher credentialing. 

Avance staff is striving to improve their monitoring practices in regards to Teacher 
Credentials in each subject area; as well as, English Learner provisions. 
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• There is no indication that the school will require English Learner authorizations for its teaching 
staff. 

This will be added to the petition. All job posting clearly define proper credentials 
in each teaching position as required by the California Commission on Teacher 
Credential ing. 

• 	 The job description for Counselor does not comply with EC 49406. It states the individual must 
pass a TB test "within 4 years of employment and if deemed necessary by the school, every 4 
years after that" (emphasis added). EC requires the initial TB test to have been given within 60 
days of employment (prior to) and every four (4) years thereafter. The school does not have 
discretion regarding the necessity to retest. This deficiency is significant because Avance has a 
history of inadequate monitoring of its employees with regard to TB testing. 

Avance adheres to EC that requires the initial TB test to have been given within 60 days 
of employment (prior to) and every four (4) years thereafter. This will be added to the 
petition. 

Internal spreadsheets and controls are in place. 
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Academia Avance's Submitted Renewal Petition page 155. 
Credentials and Credential Monitoring 
Avance will conform to the legal requirements that all charter school teachers shall hold a 
Commission on Teacher Credentialing certificate, permit, or other document equivalent to that 
which a teacher in other public schools would be required to hold. The Director of Operations 
shall be responsible for Employee documentation compliance. The Principal and Executive 
Director will monitor the compliance. The Principal or designee will ensure that credentials are 
in accordance with requirements as set forth by the Commission for Teacher Credentialing and 
the State's interpretation of Highly Qual ified for the purposes of compliance with No Child Left 
Behind. Teacher contracts will have a provision that holds the contract valid only upon 
successful presentation of documentation for full compliance. Non-core teachers are not 
required to hold credentials but must demonstrate subject expertise, meet Avance employment 
preconditions, and have the ability to communicate and work well with students. 

Avance credentialed positions are subject to other requirements, depending on need and 
availability. Positions might or might not require graduate degrees. 

The credential documents will be securely maintained at the school. The school will provide 
a report of the teacher credentials upon request. 

The charter school may also employ or retain qualified non-certificated instructional support 
staff to serve in an instructional support capacity. Those employees will have an appropriate 
mix of subject matter expertise, professional experience, and a demonstrated capacity to work 
successfully in the role of instructional support. 

Immu nizations and Tuberculosis Testing 
All staff and volunteers will provide records documenting immunizations against appropriate diseases, and 
Tuberculosis (Mantoux) clearance, as required by Education Code Section 49406. All students enrolled 
and Avance will provide records documenting immunizations against appropriate diseases as is required at 
public schools pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 1 20325-120375, and Title 17, California Code 
of Regulations Section 6000-6075. 

All job descriptions include: (The language provided by LACOE can be added) 

Must be examined and pass a Tuberculosis (TB) test within 4 years of 

employment and if deemed necessary by school, every 4 years after that. 
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I .  	 attendance to the same extent as would apply if the pupils attended a non-charter public school (5 
CCR 1 1967.5.! (f)(6)(C)). 

2. 	 The petition fails to meet the TB testing requirement of EC 49406 as it does not state that employees 
shall be required to undergo TB testing at least once each four years. 

Required language will be added to renewal petition. Which includes: 

EC requires the initial TB test to have been given within 60 days of employment 
(prior to) and every four (4) years thereafter. 

Element 7 (G): Means to Achieve a Reflective Racial and Ethnic Balance. Not reasonably 
comprehensive 

I .  The racial and ethnic demographic information provided in the petition does not reflect the racial and 
ethnic composition of the general population residing within the territorial jurisdiction of the school district 
in which the charter will be located. 

Racial and ethnic demographic information is provided only for the community surrounding the school 
(northeast Los Angeles) and northeast Los Angeles Area High Schools (Franklin, Wilson and 
Lincoln), which is not broad enough to determine whether Avance reflects the district as a whole. 

Additionally, the petition does not provide benchmarks that measure whether the applicant pool is 
reflective of the district. 

The following chart, compiled by the Review Team, compares the demographic composition of students 
enrolled in LAUSD (grades 6-12) and Avance (grades 6-12) in 20 13-14 using the demographic categories 
and data utilized by the CALP ADS as reported by DataQuest. 
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http://dg.cde.ca.gov/dataguest 
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0 
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5,368 

Two or More Races, Not Hispanic 554 

0.38 
3.71 
0.35 
2.44 
1.57 
0.16 

0 
0 
0 

9 1.8 
0 

His anic or Latino of an Race 73.67251,281 98.2 
100492Totals 341,068 100 

Source: CALPADS as reported by COE, Educational Demographics Unit, DataQuest; Data as of 3-24-2014. Retrieved 3-
17-15 from 


Percent of emollment at Avance is higher than LAUSD for Hispanic or Latino students of any Race and 
lower than LAUSD for all other ethnic groups. While the charter petition states the school will work 
towards achieving a racial and ethnic balance reflective of the general population residing within LAUSD, 
it has not provided any specific plans to meet the requirements of EC 47605(b)(S)(G). 

Avance is not clear as to LACOE's selection of LAUSD information. A listing of 
schools representing this racial balance should identified. The three high school 
listed in the petition were recommended by LACOE. 
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Element 8 (JI): Admission Requirements. Reasonably comprehensive with specific deficiencies 

I. 	 The stated preferences are not compliant with EC 47605(d)(2)(B). No preference is given for students 
residing within the district. The preference for students residing in the same household is not well 
defined and may not be in compliance with the law which allows for siblings to receive preference. 

The process for conducting the lottery is not clearly defined and observable. It is unclear who will 
conduct the drawing, where it will be held or how parents will be notified of their selection through 
the lottery process. 

3. 	 The signature requirement on the "Lottery Inscription Form" may prevent some students from 
accessing emollment at Avance; the form requires parents to sign that they must meet inscription 
requirements. However, the requirements are not stated on the form. 

4. 	 The petition states that interested students and parents/guardians "are expected to attend information 
session" as a part of the application process. This requirement may be discriminatory towards students 
who are unable to attend themselves (or with their parents/guardians). 

Under review with Legal Counsel. 
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Element 9 (1): Annual Independent Financial Audits. Not reasonably comprehensive 

The petition does not contain specific information necessary to be considered reasonable comprehensive as 
it fails to include the following required statements: 

• 	 The audit will be conducted by an auditor from the list of approved by the State Controller's 
Office. 

• 	 The auditor/firm shall be hired by the Avance Board. 

• 	 How financial reporting to the chartering agency would be carried out under the requirements of 
EC 47604.33. 

Avance was informed of the requirements prior to submitting its renewal petition. 

1t 

Avance does not recall discussions on this matter. These items will be adhered 
to and added to the petition. 

Element 10 (J): Suspension and Expulsion Procedures. Not reasonably comprehensive 

1 .  The petition's preliminary list . .. of the offenses for which students must ... or may ... be suspended or 
expelled in non-charter public schools contains the following deficiencies: 

• 	 The list of suspendable offenses does not indicate which offenses result in mandatory suspensions 
and which are discretionary. 

• 	 It lists mandatory expellable offenses, but does not provide separate lists for discretionary 
expellable offenses. 

• 	 It does not address bullying or cyber-bullying. A policy regarding bullying and the process for 
reporting and investigating occurrences is required under Assembly Bill 9. Failure to address this 
requirement indicates the school is not familiar with current requirements oflaw. 
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Element J Revised for LACOE's approval. To be added to the petition. -

2. The procedures by which pupils can be suspended or expelled are inadequate and may lead to violations 
of student's due process rights. 

• 	 No timeline is provided for parent notification under the suspension appeals process. 

• 	 It is not specified whether parents and/or administrators are able to address the Avance Executive 
Board directly in suspension appeals. 

• 	 The petition states suspension appeals and expulsion hearings are heard by the "Avance Advisory 
Board." However, there is no information regarding who sits on this Board and what type of 
training or experience they have in relation to student discipline matters. It was stated at the 
Capacity Interview that parents are a part of this Board, which may result in a Federal Education 
Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) violation for students whose conduct is in question. 

• 	 There is no process for appealing an expulsion. 

• 	 No information is provided regarding the placement of an expelled student. The responsibility 
appears to be placed on the student and parent/guardian to find placement within their district or 
county of residence. 
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Included in Element J (Revised) for LACOE's approval. 


3. The petition lacks evidence that in preparing the lists of offenses ... the petitioners reviewed the lists of 
offenses that apply to students attending a non-charter school. 

• 	 The lists provided are not aligned with current education codes, indicating the school is not 
familiar with the current requirements of law. 

• 	 No information is provided regarding the procedures that must be followed in dealing with an 
expulsion regarding Homeless or Foster Youth. 

Included in Element J (Revised) for LACOE's approval. 
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4. The petition fails to outline how detailed policies and procedures regarding suspension and expulsion 
will be developed and periodically reviewed. 

Included in Element J (Revised} for LACOE's approval. 


Element 11 (K): STRS, PERS, and Social Security. Not reasonably comprehensive 

The petition does not clearly identify the retirement system to be used by certificated staff. It states full time 

certificated staff will participate in STRS, but makes no definitive statement regarding part-time certificated 

staff. The petition must make a definitive statement for all members of each category of employee to meet 

the criteria LACOE established with STRS. If the school participates in STRS for its full-time certificated 

employees, its part-time certificated employees must be similarly covered. 


Additionally, the statement "Staff at Avance will participate in the federal social security system" is not 

sufficiently clear as "staff" can refer to certificated or non-certificated staff. 

Avance was apprised of the standard of review prior to submitting its renewal petition. 
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Per CalSTRS 

"Benefits for Part-Time Educators As a part-time educator, you have access to all the 
benefits CalSTRS offers and may have a choice of retirement plans. Your employer 
must offer the Defined Benefit Program, and may also offer an alternative retirement 
plan such as the Cash Balance Benefit Program or Social Security. Contact your 
employer to determine your plan eligibility. Retirement Plans and Options If you are in 
a certificated position in a public school and your time base is less than half time, your 
employer must offer you either Social Security or another retirement program as an 
alternative to Social Security, in addition to the Defined Benefit Program. The 
CalSTRS Cash Balance Benefit Program is an alternative program to Social Security. 
Contact your employer for details about the programs it offers. In addition, offering the 
Cash Balance program may be bargained. Contact your d istrict, county 
superintendent of schools or union representative to find out if the Cash Balance 
program is available to you. Defined Benefit Program If you choose to be a member 
of the Defined Benefit Program, your retirement benefit calculation uses the same 
components as a member who works full time: your retirement benefit = service credit 
x age factor x final compensation Your final compensation and service credit depend 
on the amount you would have earned if you were working full time at your pay rate in 
your position. This amount of work is called full-time equivalent, and the amount of 
compensation for the full-time equivalent is called compensation earnable." 

There are no part time certificated employees. All full time certificated employees 
currently participated in STRS. In the event that the school employees part time 
certificated employees Avance will adhere to all state and federal laws regarding 
charter school. 
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Element 12 (L ): Public School Attendance Alternatives. Reasonably comprehensive 
Element 13 (M): Post-Employment Rights of Employees. Reasonably comprehensive 
Element 14 (N): Dispute Resolution Procedures. Not reasonably comprehensive 

I .  The dispute resolution process does not state that this process will be used for "any dispute." It is 
limited to disputes arising out of or relating to the charter agreement, or the breach thereof. 

Element N :  Dispute Resolution pages 1 89-196 
"The procedures to be followed by the charter school and the entity granting the charter to 
resolve disputes relating to provisions of the charter." Ed. Code § 47605 (b)(S)(N) 

The intent of these dispute resolution processes are to: 

Minimize the oversight burden on LACOE. 

Ensure a fair and timely resolution to disputes. 

Resolve disputes within Academia Avance pursuant to the school's policies. 

Provide a uniform complaint process to address all complaints which 
allege that Academia Avance has violated federal or state laws or regulations 
governing educational programs. 

The Avance Executive Board and the staff of Avance agree to attempt to resolve all disputes 
regarding this charter pursuant to the terms of this section. All will refrain from public 
commentary regarding any d isputes until the matter has progressed through the dispute 
resolution process. 

Element N includes all disputes with the granting entity Page 1 90. Including Disputes Internal to 
Academia Avance, Procedures, Unifonn Complaint Policy and Procedures (UCP), Appeals to the 
California Department of Education, Direct CDE Interventions, Civil Law Remedies ..  
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2. The petition fails to state that any time that LACOE believes the dispute relates to an issue that could 
lead to revocation of the charter school, both parties will no longer be subject to this process (LACOE AR 
0420.4). 

3. It does not include the following statement, as required by LA COE. 

The County Board may proceed immediately with the revocation procedures as set forth in law and 
stated below if it believes the charter school: 

(a) Committed a material violation of any of the conditions, standards, or procedures 
set forth in the charter. 

(b) Failed to meet or pursue any of the pupil outcomes identified in the charter. 

(c) 	 Failed to meet generally accepted accounting principles, or engaged in fiscal 
mismanagement. 

(d) Violated any provision of law. 

Avance was informed of this requirement prior to submitting its renewal petition. 
5. 	 There is a conflict in the timeline for initiating mediation. Page 190 states both "Mediation 

proceedings shall commence within 60 days from the date of the Issue Conference." and 
"Mediation proceedings shall commence within 60 days from the date the Written Notification was 
tendered." This discrepancy may lead to due process violations. 

Avance will include the following "LA COE believes the dispute relates to an issue that could lead to 
revocation of the charter school, both parties will no longer be subject to this process (LACOE AR 
0420.4)." 

The County Board may proceed immediately with the revocation procedures as set forth in 
law and stated below if it believes the charter school: 

(e) Committed a material violation of any of the conditions, standards, or 

(j)
(g) 

procedures set forth in the charter. 
Failed to meet or pursue any of the pupil outcomes identified in the charter. 
Failed to meet generally accepted accounting principles, or engaged in 

fiscal mismanagement. 
(h) Violated any provision of law. 

Avance will revise all due process components necessary to stay in compliance. 
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Element 15 (0): Exclnsive Pnblic Employer. Reasonably comprehensive 

Element 16 (P): Closnre Procedures. Not reasonably comprehensive 

The petition fails to include an adequate description of the specific procedures required under EC 
47605(b)(5)(P) and 5 CCR 1 1962. 

1 .  	It does not ensure students will be able to obtain records necessary to transfer to other 
schools/colleges and/or document their residence, because it ( 1 )  does not specify the information to be 
included in the closure notification required under 5 CCR l l 962(b) or the manner in which parents 
(guardians) may obtain copies of pupil records, including specific information on completed courses 
and credits that meet graduation requirements; and (2) closure procedures do not address how the 
school will handle the transfer and maintenance of state assessment results, any special education 
records orpersonnel records in accordance with applicable law as required by law. 

Revisions to Element P, as per LACOE Recommendation. 


The Board will ensure that the notification to the parents and students of the Charter School of the 


closure provides information to assist parents and students in locating suitable alternative programs. 


This notice will be provided promptly following the Board's decision to close the Charter School. 


The Board will also develop a list of pupils in each grade level and the classes they have completed, 


together with infonmation on the pupils' districts of residence, which they will provide to the entity 


responsible for closure-related activities. 


As applicable, the Charter School will provide parents, students and the County with copies of all 


appropriate student records and will otherwise assist students in transferring to their next school. All 


transfers of student records will be made in compliance with the Family Educational Rights and 


Privacy Act ("FERPA"), 20 U.S.C. § 1232g. The Charter School will ask the County to store original 


records of Charter School students. All student records of the Charter School shall be transferred to 


the County upon Charter School closure. If the County will not or cannot store the records, the 


Charter School shall work with the County Office of Education to detenmine a suitable alternative 


location for storage. 


All state assessment results, special education records, and personnel records will be transferred to 


and maintained by the entity responsible for closure-related activities in accordance with applicable 


law. 
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2. It could result in financial concerns for the school and/or authorizer because (1) the description of the 
final audit fails to address the specific requirements of the audit and presents a timeline that is not 
aligned to the regulations; (2) the disposal of net assets does not address the return of any grant fonds 
or donated items; and (3) it fails to provide a description regarding the completion and filing of any 
annual reports required pursuant to Education Code section 47604.33. 

Avance will revise and add the following to Element P: 

As soon as reasonably practical, the Charter School will prepare final financial records. 
The Charter School will also have an independent audit completed within six months after 
closure. The Charter School will pay for the final audit. The audit will be prepared by a 
qual ified Certified Public Accountant selected by the Charter School and will be provided to 
the County promptly upon its completion. The final audit will include an accounting of all 
financial assets, including cash and accounts receivable and an inventory of property, 
equipment, and other items of material value, an accounting of the liabilities, including 
accounts payable and any reduction in apportionments as a result of audit findings or other 
investigations, loans, and unpaid staff compensation,  and an assessment of the disposition 
of any restricted funds received by or due to the Charter School. 

The Charter School will complete and file any annual reports required pursuant to 
Education Code section 47604.33. 

On closure of the Charter School, all assets of the Charter School , including but not limited 
to all leaseholds, personal property, intellectual property and all ADA apportionments and 
other revenues generated by students attending the Charter School, remain the sole 
property of the Charter School and, upon the dissolution of the non-profit public benefit 
corporation, shall be distributed in accordance with the Articles of Incorporation. Any 
assets acquired from the County or County property will be promptly returned upon Charter 
School closure to the County. The distribution shall include return of any grant fu nds and 
restricted categorical funds to their source in accordance with the terms of the grant or 
state and federal law, as appropriate, which may include submission of final expenditure 
reports for entitlement grants and the filing of any required Final Expenditure Reports and 
Final Performance Reports, as well as the return of any donated materials and property in 
accordance with any conditions established when the donation of such materials or 
property was accepted. 

On closure, the Charter School shall remain solely responsible for all liabilities arising from 
the operation of the Charter School. 

As the Charter School is operated as a non-profit public benefit corporation, should the 
corporation dissolve with the closure of the Charter School, the Board will follow the 
procedures set forth in the California Corporations Code for the dissolution of a non-profit 
public benefit corporation and file all necessary filings with the appropriate state and 
federal agencies. 

Academia Avance Charter School's Response to LACOE Charter School Office Staff Report Page 145 

http:47604.33
http:47604.33


Finding 
3. 	 Failure of the petition to specify explicit requirements of law can also result in a dispute between the 

school and the authorizer thereby hindering orderly closure regardless of the reason 6: The 
petition satisfies all of the Required Assurances of Education Code section 47605(c), (e) through (j), 
(1), and (m). 

Standards, Assessments and Parent Consultation. Meets the condition 

Employment is Voluntary. Not applicable; not a conversion charter 

Pupil Attendance is Voluntary. Not applicable; not a conversion charter 

Effect on the Authorizer and Financial Projections. Does not provide the necessary evidence 

The petition does not provide the necessary evidence in the area of facilities, fiscal and business operations. 

1 .  	 It does not provide the manner in which the administrative services of the school are to be provided. 

The petition does not identify or provide a copy of contracts and/or Memorandum of Understanding with 
Charter School Capital, LLC or City Terrace, LLC, both of which provide funds to Avance. 

See attachments. 
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During the Capacity Interview, the petitioner was asked to provide copies of the specific agreements or 
contracts. As of April 8, 2015, LACOE had not received the following: 

• Financial reports for City Terrace, LLC. 

See attachments. 


• 	 The repayment schedule for the $738,024 Line of Credit with Pan American Bank was submitted; 
however, no supporting documentation was submitted from Pan American Bank acknow !edging 
that the Debt Modification Agreement will be extended passed September 2016. 

See attachments. 

• The lease agreement between Iglesias de la Comunidad, PC (USA) and The Avance Foundation. 

See attachments. 
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2. The petitioners shall also provide financial statements that include a proposed first-year operational 
budget, including startup costs, and cash-flow and financial projections for the first three years of 
operation. 

The necessary financial statements were included but are deficient as identified in Finding 2. 

See attachments. 


3. 	 The petition does not provide the necessary evidence in the area of potential civil liabilities that could 

affect the authorizer. 


The numerous deficiencies identified in this report create potential civil liability for the County Board. The 
County Board is on notice that the school does not demonstrate adequate academic performance, does not 
have a strong financial position, and the petition does not fully comply with the requirements of law. This (I 
will impact the County Board's oversight and monitoring obligations. 

This is an opinion Avance 

At any given time and place public citizens have the right to file a lawsuit 
against any entity. Neither LACOE nor the school has control over those 
matters or choices. However carries all the liability insurance coverage as 
specified by the LACOE MOU, with LACOE as a named insured party. 

Preference to Academically Low Performing Students. Not applicable to a renewal petition. 
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Teacher Credentialing Requirement. Does not meet the condition See Element 5 (E). 

Submitted Charter Renewal Petition page 154 states: 

Credentials and Credential Monitoring 
Avance will conform to the legal requirements that all charter school teachers shall hold 
a Commission on Teacher Credentialing certificate, permit, or other document 
equivalent to that which a teacher in other public schools would be required to hold. 
The Director of Operations shall be responsible for Employee documentation 
compliance. The Principal and Executive Director will monitor the compliance. The 
Principal or designee will ensure that credentials are in accordance with requirements 
as set forth by the Commission for Teacher Credentialing and the State's interpretation 
of Highly Qualified for the purposes of compliance with No Child Left Behind. Teacher 
contracts will have a provision that holds the contract valid only upon successful 
presentation of documentation for full compliance. Non-core teachers are not required 
to hold credentials but must demonstrate subject expertise, meet Avance employment 
preconditions, and have the ability to communicate and work well with students. 

Avance credentialed positions are subject to other requirements, depending on 
need and availability. Positions might or might not require graduate degrees. 

The credential documents will be securely maintained at the school. The school will 
provide a report of the teacher credentials upon request. 

The charter school may also employ or retain qualified non-certificated instructional 
support staff to serve in an instructional support capacity. Those employees will have 
an appropriate mix of subject matter expertise, professional experience, and a 
demonstrated capacity to work successfully in the role of instructional support. 

Transmission of Audit Report. Meets the condition 
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Academia Avance 


Summary of Responses to 

LACOE Staff Report of Apri l 1 0 , 20 1 5  


For Charter Renewal Petition 




Framework for I ssues with LACO E 

Staff Report 


. 1 ,  Over-reach relative to Cal iforn ia Education Code and 
reg ulations pertain ing to renewal co nsideration :  fai l u re 
to use al l  the i nformation provided by Avance,  and use 
of a methodology not prescribed in  the EC. 

2" Fai l u re of fair  due process for consideration of re newal 
preparations: report released on Friday for a vote on 
Tuesday, with sign ificant components not previsously 
d isclosed to Avance.  

3. I mpact of suspended school assessments, and the yet 
to be defi ned new AP I with 40°/o co llege and career 
readi ness i ndicators. 



Ed ucation  Code Over-reach 


• 	 EC 4 7605 wh ich prescri bes the framework for how a 
charter school shall  be considered for renewal sti pulates: 

• 	 The most sign ificant factor shall be education ach ievement 

• 	 11a l l  data" submitted by the school school shall be 
considered 

• That the student academic achievement of the charter 
school shall  be at least "eq ual" to that of the residential 
and district comparison schools, BUT does NOT establ ish 
a 	methodology for how "equal" shal l  be determined . The 
use by LACOE of a "median" based comparison is not 
establ ished in ed code. 



U nfai r  Due P rocess 


• 	 The LACOE staff report was release on Friday Apri l 1 0 , 201 5 for 
action on Ap ri l 1 4th . This timing al lows for only one busi ness day 
before the action to prepare for the high stakes action . 

• 	 While many components of the report were shared by the staff, 
the critical determination u nder EC 4 7605b was not, despite at 
least three requests prior. 

• 	 The school was not informed that the col lege attainment data 
presented by Avance would not be used , nor was the 
methodology and measu res that were used for this key ind icator 
of "past performance". 

- - - --------- - -  - ------------------ -------·- -- -----



Confl icti ng Leg is lation 

• 	 AB 484, signed into law in OCT 201 3 , suspended STAR and the AP! determ inations, rendering 

obsolete three of the four renewal criteria* under EC 47605b for charter schools under review 
this year (and next year). 

• 	 This situation was labeled by LA Co. Board of Education Vice President Tom Saenz as an 
example of "ieg isiative malpractice" on February 1 7, 201 5, given the conflicting iegislative 
stipulations. 

0 	 The lACOE staff must use the existing EC 47605b structure, desp ite the challenges of 
suspended state data for the years under review. 

• 	 Criteria 4 under EC 47605b does not provide specificity for the thresholds stipulated other than 
that the charter school must have academic achievement "equal to" those of the residential and 
district comparison schools. 

• 	 The new eight state education priorities that took effect on July 1 ,  20 1 4  under the Local Control 
Funding Formula structure, and as presented by Avance in the req uired 201 4-20 1 5  local 
Control Accountability Plan (LCAP) emphasizing college and career readiness. Avance is 
aligned with the new priorities. 

@ 	 CDE has announced that the new API for all public schools will have 40°/o as non-academic 
measures such as college and career readiness, and parent participation  ind icators for which 
Avance has c!ear and positive outcomes. 

* The fifth criteria option under EC 47605b is not applicable to Avance. 



Avance Col lege Attain ment Indicators 


1 .  	Avance alumni  col lege enrollments surpass the 
observed historical trends for Lati nos statewide, 
including from the "top" ranked high schools. 

2. 	Avance alumni  persistence indicators surpass the 
observed historical trends for Latinos from the LAU SD 
residential comparison schools in Northeast Los 
Angeles. 

3. 	Avance 4 year un iversity enrol lments for Engl ish 
Learners surpass the 20 1 0  al l  student g rad uate cou nt of 
the the LAU SD residential comparison schools. 

4.  	Avance col lege enrollment outcomes for students with 
I EPs match those of the non- I E P  students. 



 

Avance Outcomes S urpass Statewide 

Lati no Trends 

Avance College Outcomes vs. Statewide 


Latino Outcomes 201 0 


- Cal St::ite Univ 
Community C.0He1ge 

0% 

10 HS 
IJMMARY 

72% of all the Alumni in their second or greater year after graduation remain enrolled in college, with 51 % within a 4 year 
degree program (20% within CSU/UC), and 2 1 %  within the California community college system (ie. not private). 

8% of the alumni hold a job that will lead to an independent sustainable living wage, or are in a service vocation (military 
or religious). The jobs are in a professional setting, with a management track, or resulting from a skill certificate/degree 
program. Retail sales positions not counted. 

20% of the alumni are not enrolled in post-secondary institution, nor hold a career-track job. 
SOURCE: Avance alumni tracking with validation using the National Student Clearinghouse data for April 16, 2015, compared to 2010 California Postsecondary 
Education Commission 2010 data data as analyzed by USC 2013 study: Addressing Latino Outcomes at California's Hispanic-Serving lnstituffons 



Avance Al u m n i  Persistence Towards 

Col lege/Career Goall:s 


Avance Alumni 2+ Years After Graduation 

Im 2-Private 
- 4-Private 
• uc 
• csu 
M 2-Public 

SERV GE 
- GTE 

NCC 
5i1% 

C!ass 2fH2 C!aS3- 201!3 ALUMNI 2+ YEARS 

UM MARY 

72% of all the Alumni that are in their second or greater year after graduation remain enrolled in college, with 51 % within a 4 
year degree program (20% within CSU/UC), and 2 1 %  within the California community college system (ie. not private). 

8% of the alumni hold a job that will lead to an independent sustainable living wage, or are in a service vocation (military or 
religious). The jobs are in a professional setting, with a management track, or resulting from a skill certificate/degree 
program. Retail sales positions not counted. 

20% of the alumni are not enrolled in post-secondary institution, nor hold a career-track job. 

SOURCE: Avance alumni tracking with validation using the National Student Clearinghouse data for April 16, 2015 



Indicators for Lovv Persistence for 
Lati nos i n  Northeast Los Angeles -

201 0  

700 

Marshall HS 
600 

500 

Franklin HS Lincoln HS 
• UC 400 
lil CSU 

- CA Community College 

• Total-Public College 
300 

• Prior Spring Graduates 

200 

100 

0 
Sophomores Sophomores Sophomores Sophomores 


Freshmen Freshmen Freshmen Freshmen 


SUMMARY 

Public System Emollment Constant: roughly equal distribution to the UC, CSU and Community College systems al 

5%/20%175% respectfully. (Freshmen counts inflated with "second year Freshmen" (less than 30 semester credits) 


Persistence is low for CSU and Community College: high numbers of students are nol progressing to Sophomore level 
(over 30 semester credits or equiv.). 

!Evidence for low Private School Enrollment: Public College enrollment for all 3 systems is higher than the prior year 
graduation counts, thus few enrolling outside of UC/CSU/CCC AND high counts of "second year Freshmen". 

SOURCES: California Postsecondary Education Commission 2010 data report for Enrollment by High School Origin, COE DataQuest Graduates by Ethnicity 2009-2010 
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Col lege Outcomes for Al u m n i  by 

Engl is h  Learner Des ig nation 


201 1 201 2  201 3  201 4  All Alumni 
100% 

90% 

80% /( :{,,-'" " 

70% / College 

60% Enrollment 

50% 	 11 2-Private 
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40"A. 
11 4-Public 

30% ·c:
E 	 2-Public 
::; 

Not Enrolled 20% <i:
0

10% z 

SUMMARY 

English Learners 1 1 :  64% (7) enrolled in college after graduation; 36% (4) did not. Of those that did not enroll, 3 did receive an 
acceptance to a 4 year institution; 3 were not continuously enrolled at Avance since the 9th grade; 1 EL Senior did not graduate. 

Reclassified FE!> 97: 89% (86) enrolled i n  college after graduation; 11 % (11 ) did not. Of those lhal did not enroll, 5 did receive an 
acceptance lo a 4 year institution; 1 gained employment with a career-track position. 2 RFEP Seniors did not graduate. 

initial FEP 13: 1 00% enrolled in college after graduation. 

English Only 1 9: 95% (18) enrolled in college after graduation; 5% (1) did not. 

SOURCE: Avance alumni tracking with validation using the National Student Clearinghouse data for April 16, 2015 



Col lege Outcomes for Al u m n i  with IEP 


201 1  201 2  201 3  2014 All Alumni 
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General IEP
General IEP General IEP General IEP 

SUMMARY 
• 	 !EP Alumni outcomes dosely match those of the non-IEP alumni. 

• 	 Alumni with IEP 8: 87% (7) enrolled in ooliege after graduation; 1 3% ( 1 )  did not. A  Seniors with EP 

graduated. 


• 	 General Education Alumni 1 32: 87% (1 1 5) enrolled in college after graduation; 1 3% (1 7) did not Of those 
that did not enroll, 5 did receive an acceptance to a 4 year institution; 1 gained employment with a career-track 
position. 

SOURCE: Avance alumni tracking with validation using the National Student Clearinghouse data for April 16, 2015 



Academia Avance 

Section 1 .2  

Renewal Criteria Fulfi l l ment 


This documents presents evidence in support of the renewal charter petition for 

Academia Avance to the Los Angeles County Board of Education. 


SUMMARY 

l "  	Favorable Comparison Under Ed Code 47607(b) Renewal Criteria 4 
For the eight schools for which 3% or more of Avance students would have attended as their 
LAUSD "assigned residential school" the following conclusions result from a comparison to 
Avance: 

1 .  	Avance held the highest 2014 API 3 year average among its "residential" comparison 
high schools. 

2. 	 The 2014 API 3 year average for Avance was on par a mong the comparison middle 
schools. 

3. 	 The share of the Avance Latino, SES, and Special-Ed subgroups is similar to all the 
"residential" comparison schools, but the Avance EL count is higher. 

4.  	 Avance was the only school that sustained an enrollment increase (+43%) over the last 
five years. All of the residential comparison schools showed significant declines of 
between 20% to 49%. 

2. Evidence of Pupil Academic Achievement per Ed Code 
47607(a) (3)(A) 

Ed Code 47607(a)(3)(A) states: 
The authority that granted the cha rter shall consider inc reases in pupil 
academic achievement for all groups of pupils se rved by the charter school 
as 	 the most impo rtant fact o r  in determining whet her t o  grant a cha rter 
renewal . 

The elimi nation of the CST tests created a challenge to Avance (among many schools) to 
present longitudinal and norm based data. Last Spring Avance implemented the NWEA MAP 
system. 

The outcomes for the current academic year show a significant and clear increase from the 
'beginning-of-year" to the "mid-year" MAP assessment in Reading, Language Usage, 
Mathematics and Science, across all grades and all sub-groups. 

3. A vance Outcomes for College Bound Graduates Meets or 
Surpasses State and National Statistics 

The rate of Senior Graduates at Academia Avance surpasses that for Franklin HS for the last 
year for w h ich data is available; 2012-2013.  

Additionally, data to compare Avance to the residential schools for college-bound statistics is 
not available. But the Avance measures for acceptance to 4 year un iversities, and for 
persistance to a 2"' year in collage met or surpass compara ble statistics at a state and national 
level. 

Academia Avance 	 Section 1.2 
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2014 API 3 year Average 

PRESENTATION Of DATA 
l. Data for Ed Code 47601(bJ Renewal Criteria 4 
For renewal, Avance does NOT meet Criteria 1-3 of Education Cocle Section 47607(b). These are 
basecl on the API scores and rankings of 2013 and prior. 

But Avance does meet the dual components of Criteria 4, namely that (emphasis adcled) :  
1 .  " , . .  the academic performance of the charter school i s  at ieast equal to the academic 

performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would otherwise have 
been required to attend, ... " ... ie. the "IRIESIDIENTIAl schools" comparison. 

2.  	AND that " ... the academic performance of the schools in the school district in which the 
charter school is located [LAUSD], takirng into accotmt tlhe composition of the p11pii 
population that is served at the charter school . "  . . .  ie. the "SIMILAR. schools" 
comparison. 

Below are tables and charts that presents the ana lysis of the RESIDENTIAL schools for renewal 

comparison: school where at least 3% of the Avance students have as their LAUSD "Assigned 

Residential School." 


" Residentia l "  Schools - Academ ic Outcomes 

BOO High Schools 	 Middle Schools 
750 

700 

650 

600 

550 

nklin HS Wiison HS Burbank MS Irving MS 
Lincoln HS LEMA HS Nightingale MS El Sereno MS 

North East Zone of Choice 

The analysis uses the 2014 COE published 3 year API average for 2011-2013 due to the 

suspension of API determinations for 2014. 
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The LAUSD North East Zone of Choice includes Lincoln HS, Wilson HS, and the Leadership in  
Entertainment and Media Arts (LEMA) co-located at Lincoln HS which opened in Fall 2012. 

Avance is  a 6-12 Span school, identified by the CDE as a "high school" for data reporting given 
that the majority of students are in grades 9-12. 

" Residential" Schools - Demographic Comparisons 

Percent High Schools 	 Middle Schools 
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Comparison of "Graduates" and "Cohort" rates with Main 
Residential Comparison School 

The Avance "Graduates" and "Cohort" rate show an upward trend. The later is determined by 
CDE for all students in the state in the 12'" grade that were enrolled at Avance for their 9th 
grade. (The CDE cohort data for Franklin HS was not available at the time of compiling this 
charter petition.) The Avance "Graduates" rate compares favorably to that of Franklin HS, the 
LASUD school for which 86% of Avance high school students have as their "assigned residential 
school ." There is an anomaly for the 2011-2012 "Graduates" rate for Franklin HS. as a greater 
number of graduates are reported than the number of Seniors reported as enrolled at the 
school. 

Avance Graduation Rates 

12g CBEDS Graduate CohortYear Graduates Cohort 
Enrollment sRate Rate 

2013-14 58 55* 94.8% 

2 0 1 2-13 45 95.6% 51 84.3% 

2 0 1 1-12 28 26 92.8% 31 83.9% 

2010-11 16 15 93.8% 78 .9% 

Data Source: CDE DataQuest 
* Avance data as CDE has not published the 2 0 1 3-2014 data 
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franklin HS Graduation Rates 

Year l2g CBEDS 
Gradu ates 

G raduate 
Cohort+ 

Cohort 
Enrollment sRate Rate 

2013-14 272 - - - -

2012-13 376 321 85 .4% - -
2011-12 293 313* 106.8% - -

2010-11 388 370 93.8% - -

Data Source: COE DataQuest 
COE has not publ ished the 2013-2014 data 
* DataQuest reports more g raduates than the number of enrolled 
Seniors 
+ DataQuest produces an error on request of the Franklin HS Cohort 
data 

Residential Schools Comparison Conclusions: 


1 .  Avance held the highest 2014 API 3 year average among its "residential" comparison 

2. Avance was on par among the middle schools. 
high schools. 

3. 	The share of the Avance Latino, SES, and Special-Ed subgroups is similar to all the 
"residential" comparison schools, while the EL count is double. 

4. Avance was the only school that sustained an enrollment increase ( +43%) over the last 
five years. All of the comparison schools showed a significant decline. 

5.  	The "Graduates" and "Cohort" rates for Avance match or exceed those of the main 
residential comparison school, Franklin HS (which is the LAUSD "assigned residential 
school" for 86% of the Avance high school students). 

2. Similar School Comparison 

There is a need to review the CDE published data for Academia Avance for data anomalies 
related to data collection and reporting errors within CALPADS, and the resulting derivative data 
used for the 20ll, 2012 a nd 2013 CDE statistics. Evidence of the error can be readily 
recognized given the abrupt change in the published API Similar Schools Rank (SSR) for 
Academia Avance. For 2008, through 2010 the SSR were 9,7,7 respectfully. The SSR dropped to 
3 in 2011, than 1 in 2012.  The 2013 SSR was not published. Data reviews with CDE i n  OCT of 
2013 revealed that the CALPADS counts in 2011,  2012 and early 2013 for RFEPS were zero, thus 
the EL counts used for APl/AYP determinations for these year were significantly understated 
(only 22% i n  early 2013, vs, the 2013 correct count of 45%). 

On SEP 25, 2014, the CDE presented previously unpubl ished state-wide School Characteristic 
Index (SCI) data that was clerivecl from processes that used corrected counts for the Avance EL 
cohort. 
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1 .  
2 .  

The next page presents a comparison of the published uncorrected data, and the later released 
corrected statistics. The charts show the fo l lowing: 

TOP - API statistics for Avance and the schools deemed "Similar" from the CDE School 
Characteristic lnclex, that are within the LAUSD boundary (closer reg ional correlation), as 
l isted in the last COE published l ist of "similar" schools for Avance from 2 0 1 2 .  
BOTIOM - AP! statistics for Avance a n d  the schools cleemed "Similar" from the later 
released COE School Characteristic I ndex data, that includes the corrected EL counts for 
Avance, and that a re within the LAUSD boundary. 

The comparison charts use the more recent "2014 API" to rank the schools. This API is the 
weighted average of the prior tl1ree year API scores. As such it reflects a longitudinal trencl. 

This preliminary analysis of with the corrected Avance SCI suggest the following: 
L The CDE 2013 SCI with corrected EL counts for Academia Avance result in a 2013 SSR 

determination for Academia Avance that DOES NOT PRESENT EVIDENCE O f  
ELIGIBILITY F O R  RENEWAL under EC 47607 Criteria 3.  The new SSR data presents 
Avance with a 2 0 13 SSR of l. (EC 47607 Criteria 3 stipu lates an SSR of 4 or above.) 

2 .  The CDE does show the sensitivity of the SCI input variables. The 2014 SCI with the 
corrected 2013 EL count (45% instead of 22%1 results in a 64% point reduction 
of the gap between the 2014 API for Avance compared to the median for the 
LAU SD "similar schools". The variance of the resulting LAU SD SSR group median API 
was 64 points, with a 28 point gap for the corrected SSR vs. a 92 point gap for the 
uncorrected 2012 data. 

This data must also be viewed within the context that the 2011, 2012 and 2013 API scores 
UNDERSTATE the Avance student outcomes as a l l  9th grade students (approximately 
19%/17%/17% respectful ly) of the tested students were assigned a "Far Below Basic" score for 
Science. This anomaly was not discovered and confirmed until SEP 2013.  

Thus, i t  is suggested that the 2012 CDE published API and derived SSR data for Academia 
Ava nce harbor statistically significant errors that bias the outcome indices negatively. 
Conclusions based on this data are thus subject to question. As such, Academia Avance merits 
renewal consideration based on an analysis of the available data that recognizes the bias errors. 
The SARC supplemental data was not presented in the 2013-2014 academic year given these 
flaws. 

As presented in the above charts, the new 2013 CDE SCI data completely changes the schools 
within Ava nce's CDE "Similar Schools" l ist of 100. The charts list only those high schools that 
are within the LAUSD boundaries. A comparison of the these major demographic statistics for 
each school revea ls that even with the short l ists, there is a wide variance: 

Percentage of a l l  students that are Black/African American 
Percentage of a l l  students that are Asian 

3. Percentage of all students that are Latino 
4. Percentage of al l  students that are White 
5.  Percentage of all students that categorized as socio-economically disadvantaged 
6.  Percentage of all students that English Learners 
7. Percentage of all students with disabil ities 

One school to note is the Math Science ancl Technology (MST). This school is a magnet school, 
thus uses academic criteria for enrollment, thus is not comparable to Avance, a charter public 
school of choice. Additionally, the percentage of all students with disabilities is far lower. 

Academia Avance Section 1.2 
201 5-2020 Charter Petition Page 6 of14 



imi lar" Schools AP I 
The COE uncarected COE ms 

SC  The 
PP.AR 

20114 API Published LAUSD Schools 
UNCORRECTED Avance 

?"Sffi 

= 

2014 for 
with 

-

m.#;,'ished fist of Similar Schools for Academia .41111!100. diire.  m 2012 a11d is IJased cm 
an Sdlool C/'18rac!elistic Index (SCI} fu< l\,anre. since <:!l!rocled the 
A¥ance cm' has 11ot publillhed a new Simila<· Sdlools fi'S!!. d:a<a .fie.re results fmm SEP .2 5 
lif# 4 COE released data 

for Similar 
with SCI 

-

PJi  E;m Fr;D t POl.A 

APl lAUSD Similar Schools 
CORRECTED Avance SCI 

Academia Avance Section 1.2 
201 5-2020 Charter Petition Page 7 of14 



3. 	College Access and Persistence 

These three outcomes that are a direct match to our college preparatory mission: 
1. 	 over 90% of all Avance a l umni have been accepted to a 4 year post-secondary 

institution, far surpassing the average for al l  traditional high schools in Los Angeles, and 
even the average for al l  cha rter schools in Los Angeles. 

2. 	 over the last four years, 80% of all Avance alumni are enrollee\ in a post-secondary 
institution, or are employee\ in a career-track position , fa r surpassing the national 
statistic for education achievement for a l l  demographic groups, especial ly for Latinos. 

3. 	 over 73% of all Avance alumni have persisted to their second year of enrollment in a 
post-secondary institution, surpassing the national index, matching the state index for all 
demographic groups, and nearly matching the national Latino index - but far surpassing 
with 4 year institutions. 

These outcomes align with the Avance college and career preparatory mission. The Avance 
charter specifies the mission of the school as two-fold : preparation for college and for a 
professional career. These are accomplished via the Avance high school course schedule 
prescribed for all students that is al igned to the UC/CSU A-G eligibility requirements, and with 
the Avance Life Prep program. The later is a sequence of courses beginning in the 10th grade 
that guides each student to explores and define their career interests. The develop an college 
degree atta inment plan in the 10th and 11th grades, then prepare for all stages of the college 
application process in the 11th and 12th grades. In their Senior year they participate in a series 
of individual and team projects that provide a real-world context within which they can apply 
and expand their understanding. The experiences include an off-campus workplace education 
experience via an on-site internship in a professional setting for a minimum of 80 hours. 

The Avance Life Prep program is now in its fifth year of implementation, and has graduated four 
classes. The Class of 2011 had 15 graduates, growing to 25 for 2012, then 43 for 2013. Last 
June Avance graduated 55 Seniors. The net overal l  gradation rate (senior year calculation, not 
cohort calculation) for all classes has been 96%. For a l l  classes, Avance has achieved a 91 % 
rate of acceptance for graduates to post-secondary institutions for a four year baccalaureate 
program. This statistic is aligned with the highest outcomes of the CCSA 2014 report: A Promise 
Fulfilled: How Los Angeles Charter Schools Answer the College Readiness Chal lenge. 

The table below presents statistics for the graduates of each Avance alumni class with the 
following statistics: 

1. 	 Total students i n  each Senior class, and the number that received an Avance diploma, 
having met all the requirements. 

2 .  	The count of students that received an acceptance to at least one post-secondary 

institution for a four year baccalaureate program for the subsequent Fall term. 


3 .  	The count of students that went on to enroll in a 4 year institutions within two years of 
graduating. 

4. 	 The persistence count - students that continued past the first year of college into the 
second (counts all for both 4 year and 2 year progra ms) 

5 .  	 The count of students that have entered the work force in a management-track and or 
certificated career position. 

6. 	 The combination count of persistence and career track employed alumni. 
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The _data presented is a summary of the tracking data surveyed from each alumnus, col lected 
every Fa ll and Spring semester via email and telephone calls with the alumni, with fo llow-up 
verification interviews and calls to their parents and school colleagues. 

Avance has also launched the collection of images for each Class of 2014 alumnnus fo r their Fal l  
2014 college schedule. These schedules proved specific details of the institution they actually 
enrolled at, their course load, and the ranges of subject they registered for. In addition to 
supporting the alumni tracking goal, the detailed schedule data will help inform lesson planning 
for the Avance Life Prep program, as well as the academic core courses. The latter by shedding 
light on which Avance course have the biggest impact on the early years in college (good and/or 
bad). 

At the time of this analysis, the resonse rate is just under 80%. The col lected data exactly 
verifies the survery tracking information,  thus lending credibil ity to the survey tallies. The 
collection has been shared with our LACOE coordi nator. 

This collection is being extended to the Class 2011,  2012 and 2013 alumni, and will be repeated 
for Fal l  2015, and subsequent years. 

Continuation to Post-Secondary Institutions 

The net statistic for al l  Avance classes, and the counts for each class of graduates enrolling in 
college is i n-line with national trends, especially for Latinos. 

There has been a steady increase in the number of Latino high school graduates attending 
post-secondary institutions, increasing nationally to 69% in 2012 from 49% in 2000, as reported 
in 2013 by the Pew Research Center's Hispanic Trends Project. {Hispanic High School Graduates 
Pass Whites in Rate of College Enrollment: High School Drop-out Rate at Record Low, Richard 
Fry And Paul Taylor, Pew Research Center's Hispanic Trends Project, May 9, 2013.)  But, the 
report also points to other key higher education measures that severely limits the positive 
impacts of this trend. Namely, that young Latino college students, compared to their white 
counterparts, are 

1. less l ikely to enroll in a four-year college (56% versus 72%) 
2 .  are less l ikely to attend a selective college 
3 .  less likely to be enrolled in college full-time (78% versus 85%) 

half as l ikely to finish a four-year college degree (11 % versus 2 2%) 

These factors add up to a picture where low-income Latino students confront an evermore 
unreachable dream to attain a higher education given the costs, their migration and/or poverty 
status, and the strong trends to help support their family financially at a young age. 

Academia Avance Sectiol!! 1.2 
201 5-2020 Charter Petition Page 10 of 14 
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Data to demonstrate a record of sustainable results for overal l  education and career attainment 
for Academia Avance is sti l l  several years away. The very first Ava nce baccalaureate degree 
recipients are on track to graduate at the end o·f the current academic year. But there are two 
specifics sets of statistics that provide evidence that Avance alumni wil l  surpass regional ,  state 
and national education attainment trends: 

First- to Second-Year Retention Rates 
Continuous Enrollment 

Statistics for these dimensions are present below, dis-aggregated by institution type, as there 
a re significant d ifferences between the outcomes of students in four year baccalaureate 
programs, as compared to two year associate degree or ski l l  certification progra ms. Also, the 
research in this area differentiates between public and private i nstitutions. 

It must be noted that there is an important difference between measures of A-G course 
requirement completion, and actual 4 year institution acceptance. The later is far more 
complex and comprehensive related to the overal l  college admissions process. SAT scores, 
demographics, immigration status and financial factors weigh heavily (and oven unpredictably) 
on actual acceptance, as well as individual student and family pressures. These factors are 
highly correlated to the obstacles and outcomes identified by the Pew Resea rch Center's 
Hispanic Trends Project. 

Avance has built a relationship with the admissions staff at several baccala ureate degree 
programs committed to addressing these obstacles, and to narrowing the gap experienced by 
Latinos. Over the last four years Avance students have succeeded in gaining acceptance to 
several selective baccalaureate programs, including these: 

California State University at Northridge, via the Equal Opportuity Program (EOP) 
San Jose State University, via the Equal  Opportuity Program (EOP) 
Mt. Saint Mary's College 
University of the West 

Several of the students accepted would not met a l l  the A-G requirements in a simple review. 
But the retention and continuous enrollment data presented below demonstrate that a simple 
A-G completion statistic is not an accurate predictor of college atta inment. 

First- to SecondmYear Retention Rates 

The outcomes for the Ava nce alumni are aligned with the observed state and national rates. The 
National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) of the Institute of Education Sciences at the U.S. 
Department of Education identifies the "Freshman to Sophomore Retention Rate" as an 
im portant measure, presenting: 

... the rate at which entering f reshmen in a faH semester enroll the 
fol l  owi ng fall semester . . .  [ fo r ]  students who begin full - time in 
and baccal au reate prog rams . 
( http : //nces . ed . gov/programs/digest/dl3/tables/dtl3_326 . 30 . as p )  

NCES describes the policy implications of the data of this measure, explaining that: 
Students a re mo re l i kely to d rop out of postsecondary education du ring 
fi r st year than any othe r  time . . .  [ t hus , fo r i n s t i t utions and] policies 
that help to inc rease retention rates either within institutions o r  
t h rough t ransfe r ,  t he likelihood o·f st ud ent s pe rsist ing t o  g raduation 
f a r  g reate r .  (htt p :  //nces . ed . gov/programs/digest/dl3/tables/dt13_326 . 30 .  asp) 

However, as presented in /Vlinority Student Retention: Resources for Practitioners by Alan 
Seidman (New Directions for I nstitutional Research, no. 125, Spring 2005) research shows that: 

Although minority students a re entering college at a higher rate than 
previous year s ,  t hey continue to leave at a higher rate than 
nonmino rities . [ Citing 2002 data f rom The Consortium for Student 

Academia Avance 
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1 67.6% 73.3% 73.4%1 75.7% 

Data Exchange ( CSRDE) at The University of Oklahoma . ]  
(11ttp://www. dso. iastate. edu/sites/defau1.t/files/fi1es/success/rninority- retention- seidman . pdf) 

The table below presents the following F irst- to Second-Year Retention Rates by Institutional 
Type statistics for comparison: 

1 .  	Overa l l  Avance outcomes for Classes 2011 to 2013 
2 .  	State information from the NCHEMS I nformation Center: http://www.higheredinfo.org 
3. 	 Statistics from the 2014 National Collegiate Retention and Persistence to Degree Rates 

report, published by ACT (American College Testing). 
(http://www.act.org/research/policyma kers/pdf/retain_2014.pcl'f) 

4 .  	 National demographics statistics from analsis of the Consortium for Student Retention 
Data Exchange (CSRDE) from 2002, as presented in Minority Student Retention: 
Resources for Practitioners by Alan Seidman (New Directions for Institutional Research, 
no. 125, Spring 2005) 

First- to Second-Year Retention 

Post-Secondal)' 	 Persisted to StartedInstitution Type 	 Second Year 

Two year Private 100.0% 73.9% 64.2% 
Two year Public 18 8&9% 52.1% 54.9%

30 76.7o/o 79.5% 69.8%
57.7o/o 85.?o/o 

Four Year Private 

Four Year Public 
 26

75 
64.3%

All TYPES 80.3% 74.7% 86.9'! \ 

Continuous Enrollment 

The report Latino Youth and the Pathway to College by Dr. Watson Scott Swai l ,  Dr. Alberto F. 
Cabrera , and Mr. Chui Lee published by the Educational Policy Institute (EPI) in 2004 describes 
a second index that can be used to describe the Avance outcomes for Classes 2011 to 2013. 

Another predictor of academic success and completion is continuous en rollment 
(Adel ma n ,  1999)  . A student is considered continuously en rolled if they attend 
successive semesters and do not stop-out of studies f o r  more than fou r months 
at one time . O u r  analysis found that Latinos a re much less likely to maintain 
continuous en rollment than other st udents .  

The EPI report found that on average 43% of Latinos maintained continuous enrollment in 
postsecondary education, vs. 67% of White students, and 62 .9% for a l l  students in the analysis. 
The table below presents these comparison data. Avance outcomes exceed the 2004 reported 
national trends, thus probably still above recent gains, as can be extrapolated from the more 
recent 2013 Pew Research Center's Hispanic Trends Project. 

A cademia Avance 	 Section 1.2 
201 5-2020 Charter Petition 	 Page 12 o f 1 4  
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Contirn.101.1s Enrollment 


Post-Secondary Continuous\started
Institution Type Enrollment 

I - - - ·  - -

Two year P rivate 

Two year P!llblic 
Four Year Private 
four Year Public 
All TYPES 

'I 100.0% 

1 8  88.9% 
30 73.3% 
26 69.2% 

63% 67% 43%75 76.0% 

Comparison to School of Residence 

Data for the above ind ices for the high schools of residence for our students is not published. 
Over 80% percent of our high school students have as their high school of residence Benjamin 
Franklin Senior School. One simple comparison point that has published information, h owever, 
provides a stark contrast: the percentage of students that take the SAT college entrance exam. 
Not taking the SAT is a major impediment to being eligible, and thus to eventual acceptance 
and enrol lment, at a 4 year post-secondary institution. Data from the CDE DataQuest SAT 
Report is presented below. It shows that the Franklin rate for taking the SAT, while above the 
rate for al l  schools in the LAUSD, the county and the state, are well below the just shy of 100% 
of all Avance students that have taken this critical entrance exam. 

Academia Avance Section 1.2 
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Percentage of Seniors Who Have Tak.en the 
SAT College Entrance Exam 
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Academia Avance 	 Section 1.2 
201 5-2020 Charter Petition 	 Page 1 4  of 1 4  



- .  

I 

I 

/ 

I 
(Sycamo.re/iMjCi) lllllllllllllil 

1111 

\ 
\ 

\ 
Iii 

---·-·-----!--------------·---------------·---- ---------·-·--"----

I L_. -· 

large Group 

,;r�j=�.:�:��� , 

\ 

LEGEND 

)-5 yr. implementation 

I n d  i c a t o rs / M  ea s u r e m  e nts 

S t r a t e g i e s  / C u rric u l u m  

ELEMENT B 

'Authentic Assessments-Ongoing 
'Text/Curriculum-Ongoing 

'Special Ed. Evaluations 
'Psychological Evaluations 

·-----·..__ 

""The solution is here with 11s, 

RTI 
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/ \ ELEMENT C 
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• After School Tutoring 


'Math Intervention ( Teacher)
'504 Plans (Medical Conditions} 
'Mental Health support/Family Counseling 

\
\ 
\\ 	 • Morning & After School Tutoring 

(Sycamore/Main Campus) 
'Math Intervention 

( Teacher) 

'Additional Parent conferences 
'SST-Student Success Teams 
'504 Plans (Medical conditions) 
'Mental Health support/Family 
Counseling 

T I E R  1 
& Small lnstructDon 

House Teachers-Academic and social 
support A-G completionfCollege ready. 

;;��Bips, 11 

*Homework Support 
*After School Homework Support {YPI) 
'Summar School/- and lllll(AP 

HIGH/AVG 	 Classes, front load math & ELA courses, or 
intervention)HIGH 

··------

*504 Plans (Medical Conditions) 
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4/24/2015 University of California A G Course List 

UC/CSU - Approved Course List 

Academia Avance 
Location: Los Angeles, CA 

Website: academiaavance.com 

(http://academiaavance.com) 

Course List Manager: Adriaan St Claire 

Course List Manager Phone: (61 9) 578-3834 

Course list for 201 5-1 6 

History I Social Science ("a") 

Printed on: 04-24-201 5 02:07 PM 

College Board Code: 
054247 
School Governance: Public 

School Type: Comprehensive High School 

School Subtype(s): Site-Based/Traditional, 

Charter School 

Note: New School 201 O 

School accredited through 201 9 

Updated as of Sep 1 6th, 2014 

2 years required ( ) 
Two units (equivalent to two years) of history/social science required, including: one year of world 

history, cu ltures and historical geography and one year of U.S. history; or one-half year of U.S. 

history and one-half year of civics or American government. 

Title 

American Government 

AP United States History 

Modern World History 

United States History 

Transcript 

Abbreviation(s) 

American 

Goverment 

American 

Government 

AP United States 

History 

AP US History A/B 

Modern World 

History A/B 

United States 

History 

United States 

Honors Course 

Discipline Type 

Civics I American 

Government 

U.S. History AP 

World History I 
Cultures I Historical 

Geography 

U.S. History 

Notes 

Semester 

https://hs-articulation.ucop.edu/agcourselist#/list/details/327/19 1/5 

https://hs-articulation.ucop.edu/agcourselist#/list/details/327/19
http:http://academiaavance.com
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4/2412015 	 University of California A-G Course List 

History A/B 

English ("b"} 4 years required 

Four units (equivalent to four years) of college preparatory English composition and literature 

required, integrating extensive reading, frequent writing, and practice listening and speaking with 

different audiences. Students may only use 1 year of ESUELD English. 

Transcript Honors Course 

Title Abbreviation(s) Discipline Type Notes 

American Literature 	 American Literature English 


1A/1 B 


American Literature 


IA/IB 


British Literature 	 British Literature A/B English 

Composition and World 	 Composition and English 

Literature I 	 World Literature 

1A/1 B 

Composition and 

World Literature IA/IB 

Composition and World Composition and English 


Literature II World Literature 


llA/llB 


Honors American Literature Honors American English Honors 

and Composition Literature 

Mathematics ("c"} 3 years required, 4 years recommended 

Three units (equivalent to three years) of college-preparatory mathematics (four units are strongly 

recommended), including or integrating topics covered in elementary algebra, advanced algebra, and 

two-and three-dimensional geometry. 

Transcript Honors Course 

Title Abbreviation(s) Discipline Type Notes 

.6..lnc.hr!';:I I .6../i:t l:ilnc.hr!:!. I 

https://hs-articulation.ucop.edu/agcourselist#/list/details/327/19 215 

https://hs-articulation.ucop.edu/agcourselist#/list/details/327/19
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University of California A-G Course List 4/2412015 

Algebra II 

AP Calculus AB 

Geometry 

Honors Pre-Calculus 

Pre-Calculus 

"'l::f'"'Lll U. I rv L.I 

Algebra llA/11 B 

AP Calc AB 

Geometry A/B 

Pre-Calculus (H) A/B 

Pre-Calculus A/B 

Algebra I I  

Advanced 

Mathematics 

Geometry 

Advanced 

Mathematics 

Advanced 

Mathematics 

AP 

Honors 

Laboratory Science ("d") 2 years required, 3 years recom mended 

Two units (equivalent to two years) of laboratory science are required (three units are strongly 

recommended), providing fundamental knowledge in two of the following: biology, chemistry, or 

physics. Interdisciplinary science courses can also fulfill all or part of this requirement. 

\( 
Transcript Honors Course 

Title Abbreviation(s) Discipline Type Notes 
'" "'"- - -·-- - --  

Biology Biology Biology I Life 


Sciences 


Chemistry Chemistry A/B Chemistry 


Physics Physics A/B Physics 


Language Other than English ("e") 2 years required, 3 years recommended 

Two units (equivalent to two years, or through the second level of high school instruction) of the same 

language other than English (three units recommended). 

Transcript Honors Course 

Title Abbreviation(s) Discipline Type Notes 

Mandarin I 	 Mandarin IA/2A LOTE Level 1 

Mandaring I A/B 

https://hs-articulation.ucop.edu/agcourselist#/list/details/327/19 3/5 
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412412015 	 University of Califomia A-G Course List 

Mandarin II 	 Mandarin llA/118 LOTE Level 2 
\
I 

Mandarin I l l  	 Mandarin ll lA/1118 LOTE Level 3 

Visual & Performing Arts ("f") 1 year required 

One unit (equivalent to one year) required, chosen from one of the following categories: dance, 

music, theater, or visual arts (e.g., painting, web/graphic design, film/video, inter/multimedia arts). 

Transcript Honors Course 

Title Abbreviation(s) Discipline Type Notes 

Art Appreciation 	 Art Appreciation A/8 Visual Arts 

Art I 	 Art 1 A/8 Visual Arts 

Art I A/8 

College-Preparatory Elective ("g") 1 year required 

One unit (equivalent to one year) chosen from the "a-f" courses beyond those used to satisfy the 

requirements of the "a-f" subjects, or courses that have been approved solely in the elective area. 

Transcript Honors Course 

Title Abbreviation(s) Discipline Type Notes 

Computer Science Computer Science Mathematics 

A/8 

Earth Science Earth Science A/8 Laboratory Science 

- Physical Scien ces 

Economics Econ History I Social Semester 

economics Science 

Website Programming Web Programming Mathematics 

Languages Languages 

https://hs-articulation.ucop.edu/agcourselist#/list/details/327/ 19 415 
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Suggestions and Opportunities for LEAs 
2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 

• Subscribe to COE i • Monitor COE Smarter • Utilize Smarter I • Administer 
Smarter Balanced e-mail Bala nced Web page Ba la need Practice operational 
list to remain apprised for opportunities to Tests to gain summative 
of the latest participate in pilot ' experience with the assessment 
developments and testing , new assessments 
resources for • Utilize Smarter : • Identify field i 
professional learning i Balanced i window 
regarding the new : Items and ' • Ad minister the 
assessment system. Performance Tasks to Smarter Balanced 

become familiar with 2014 Field 
new assessments , Test 

• Compare/contrast CCSS i • Revise existing quizzes, j • Revise existing t • Utilize Smarter 
:with current content unit exams, and end- i q uizzes, unit exams, l Balanced interim 

' standards and begin to of-course exams to and end-of-course , assessments 

incorporate new skills in assess higher-level exams to assess 
 1 
the CCSS into thinking, constructed higher-level 

instructional planning responses, and thinking, 


collaboration as constructed 


l indicated in the CCSS responses, and 

1 collaboration as 


indicated in the 
ccss

l • Utilize formative 
tools and practices 
from the Smarter 
Bala need 

to assess 
student learning 
and enhance day-
to-day instruction -

• Visit COE California High , • Revisit end-of-chapter/unit questions and quizzes in existing materials 
School Exit Exam and elevate them to higher level thinking. For example, a question 
(CAHSEE) and may ask, "What tone does the author use in the article?" Elevate the 
Sta ndardized Testing question to, "Which words or phrases set the tone of this article?" or, 
and Reporting (STAR) "Replace words or phrases to change the tone of this article from 
Web sites for released impersonal to friendly." For mathematics, utilize word problems to 
test questions and provide students with opportunities to apply mathematical thinking to 
constructed responses. real-world challenges. 
Mirror the format into 
q uiz/test questions and 
weekly writing prompts 
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Suggestions and Opportunities for LEAs 

2011-12 

• Participate in public 
meetings rega rding 
development of 
assessment transition 
plan 

• Utilize on line 
readiness tool to 
evaluate current 
technology and 
infrastructure 

I 2012-13 2013--14 2014-15 
• Review the assessment i • Promote awareness of the assessment 

transition transition plan, Smarter Balanced 
recommendations assessments, and purposes of assessment 

with parents, school board members, and 
additional local implementation partners 

1 • Use information from ! 
tool to identify 
technology gaps and 
develop a plan that 
identifies strategies to 
update technology 

• Provide opportunities for professional learning to 
develop understa nding of various elements of an 
assessment system (e.g., formative practices and 
tools, interim and summative assessments) 

• Update information 
in the 
readiness tool to 
identify inform 
technology 
purchases 

• Install secure 
browsers on 
computers

• Verify and update 
student 
demographic 
information in 
CALPADS 

• 	 Update student 
test settings for 
Smarter Balanced 
Field Test 

• Utilize the COE 
Assessment 

module to 
learn more about 
the elements of the 
new assessment 
system 

• Install secure 
browsers on 
computers

• Verify and update 
student 
demographic 
information in 
CALPADS

• U pdate student 
test settings for 
Smarter Balanced 
operational test 

• Review Smarter 
Balanced formative 
resources and tools 
available online 



llAvance 

EXPLICIT DI RECT INSTRUCTION 

KEY ELEMENTS 

Explicit Direct Instruction (EDI) , is a strategic collection of instructional practices combined 
together to design and deliver well crafted lessons that explicitly teach content, to all students. 

It always includes specific design components and lesson delivery strategies. It includes 
continuous checking for understanding to verify student mastery of material taught. EDI lessons 

is targeting 80% mastery by students on independent practice including the "EXIT TICKET." 

Design Components: 

Component Explanation 

Learning Objective 

contains: 
Main Idea 
Skill (Measurable 
Behavior) 
Context 

• What will student be able to apply at the end of the 
lesson 

• Must match independent practice 
• Must match your "EXIT TICKET" 
• It must be clearly stated to the students 

You read the objective 
Students read the objective 
Use TAPP LE to check if students can describe the learning 
objective. 
Explain and define vocabulary in the learning objective. 

Activate Prior Knowledge • Retrieval of pertinent information from student's long 
term memory that will make mastering new content 
easier. 

• It can be done in 2 ways - universal experience or sub 
- skill review 

Universal experience - activating from the students schema, 
that which is related to new content 

• Sub-skill review - you reteach a sub-skill that is 
needed in the new lesson 

• Activating prior knowledge should not take more than 5 
minutes 

Reminder: 
.. Activate, do not assess 

Remember: Contact time time is sacred time, and most of the 
time allocated to the lesson must be spent on teaching the new 
material. 

* Do not use new vocabulary to activate prior knowledge 
* it must work for all students 

Remember: 

Adapted by St. Claire Adriaan from: Explicit Direct Instruction, John Hollingswoth & Silvia Ybarra. 2009 
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Link All students S hort 
Concept Development Teach students the concepts contained in the learning 

objective. 
• Teach the BIG IDEA of the lesson 
• Deductive: State the definition then give examples and 

non-examples 

Skill Development Teach students the steps or processes used to execute the 
skills in the learning objective. Teach students how to do it! 

• teach students how to solve problems associated with 
the concept 

• RULE OF TWO: Provide two problems of the same 
type/variation: teacher does the first problem. 

• Sentence Starter: I will do the first problem and explain 
step by step, when I am done, you will do the next 
problems following the same steps. 

Lesson Importance Teach students why the content of the lesson is important for 
them to learn. 

Guided Practice Working problems with students at the same time step by step. 
Check if the execute the steps correctly. 
Great place to use whiteboards. 
Math Teachers: 

• You do a problem 
• Students do a problem 
• Pair-share their answers 
• Make sure each step is executed correctly . 

.. slowly start releasing the students 
.. check each step at a time 
.. RULE OF TWO: Provide two problems of the same 

type/variation: teacher does the first problem. 
Reminder: GP is not where the teacher walks around while 
student work on problems - work with students 

Lesson Closure Have students work out problems or answer questions that 
show that they have mastered the skills and concepts in the 
learning objective before they are given Independent practice to 
do by themselves. 

Independent Practice Have students practice exactly what they have been taught 
(If you have read this far and is the first one to email one 
thing you will be implementing in your class based on this 
EDI hand-out, you will receive a $25 gift card.) 

Reminder: 

Adapted by St. Claire Adriaan from: Explicit Direct Instruction, John Hol/ingswoth & Silvia Ybarra. 2009 2 



No more teaching here, you are checking for mastery. 

(. \
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Adapted by St. Claire Adriaan from: Explicit Direct Instruction, John Hollingswoth & Silvia Ybarra. 2009 
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Agenda for Data Overview 

November 5, 2014 


Presenter: St. Claire Adriaan 


Introduction • Go over why we use MAP 
5 minutes 0 Comprehensive analysis of students' abilities in reading, math 

and science 
• 	 Hard Facts about data (Schoolwide} 

0 Data gives us a starting place. 
0 Sometimes can be harsh. 

• 	 These are all of our kids . 
0 	 Not just my class, but we own all of these students and how 

they do is dependent on all of us. 
Learning the Tracker • How do we use the Cfass Breakdown by RIT Report? 
5 minutes 	 0 Overall Score Boxes (20 intervals) 

0 	 What is your Norm L 
0 	 Grade Level Mean RIT (Highlight it on your data) 

Rightof it =above grade level at this given point in the 
\J 

. 

year (will change over the course of the year) 
• 	 Middle =on target at this given point in the year (will 

change over the course of the year) 
• 	 Left =a little below grade level at this point in the year 
• Far Left =far below grade level at this point in the year 

0 Student Identification 
• Green=SPED 
. Light Pink=New this year 
• 	 Yellow=English Learner 

Independent Time 
with the Tracker 
And Discussion 
30 minutes 

• 	 Spend 10 minutes looking over the data for your grade level. 
• 	 Use the attached handout to help you walk through the data . 
• 	 Share out what you wrote about on the handout. 
• 	 The reality of our students for this year . 

0 Where are we? 
0 Where do we need to go? 
0 What do we need to do to there? 

"This is where I am" • Discuss what is going through your mind regarding data 
10 minutes 

Last 1 0  minutes: 
• 	 Brainstorm solutions to improve student achievement 
• 	 Set Goal for winter testing 

rnneorinnc.onoC"  	 A -.&.! - --
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Date: 
POST-CONFERENCE SURVEY 

Far parents ta complete with help from student 

/ \)
.. dentName. 	 Parent Name: 

1. ACADEMIC MEASURES STRATEGIESfar improvi g the course GRADESthat I will implement as a parent: 

the course grades compare to MAP PERFORMANCE LEVEIS of last week? 

ZndMAP/ Q3. 1st MAP/ Q4 Target Trend/or Do grades Explanation for the 
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History 

z. LEARNING FACTORS (check) 

My child's WRITING SKILLS are: 

_Above average 

0verage 

_ Below Average 

3. MYCHILD'S INTERESTS 

My child uses THINKING MAPS: 
_Extensively 
_Often 

The language status for my child is: 
_English Learner 
_English On(y 
_ IFEP 
Vf?.FEP 

My child's interests/hobbies are [not related to school): I need to have another meeting to discuss these things: 
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Ihave these comments about the conference: 
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Teacher: 

1. Overall Performance: Goal Area (Page 2 of Class Report) 

Rate the strands 1·4 (3)/ 1 = Highest % of student at and. above grade level 

Math 

Operations and Algebraic Thinking 

% ELA 

Literature 

% 
. . . 

Informational Text The Real and Complex Number Systems I 
Vocabulary Acquisition and UseGeometry . 

Statistics and Probability . . •  

Language Usage % Science 

Writing: Plan, Organize, Develop, Revise Physical Sciences 

Language: Understand, Editor Grammar, Life Sciences 
Usage ' .·· 

Language: Understand, Edit Mechanics ·. 
•.• 

Earth Sciences 
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time? Administration to change this/ How will you teach 

it differently? 
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2. 	Where should your students be starting the year? 

'E>0.2.
/ What level are most of your students In your classroom at? What percentage of them are 

below level? At level? Above level? 

(\ 

4. 	 What level are most of your students in your grade level at? What percentage of them are 
below level? At level? Above level? 

€\0.,,. '.C)1 '/. 	 t;S:I t� < c \\iii:hrn '.l-11- 2.. W ( 4 - B-OY lP ) 
1% :  2.9 °/. 	 2Zi - :Z30 (MV'(w - E'»f !:'>) 

AbJv , I Y  v/o 
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(SPRINGRIT SCORE) ? (Backwards plan for your students!) 
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so that I am an effective catalyst for maximizing talent in ALL my students? 
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Description 

Responsibilities 

Requirements 

llAvanC:e 

Career and Guidance Counselor 

Job 

The Career and Guidance Counselor provides guidance counseling, career services 
and employment assistance to students, graduates, and alumni of the Early Career 
Academy by providing career counseling and building relationships with local corporate, 
non-profit and government employers. 

•Serves as the primary student counselor and advisor by conducting enrollment 
interviews with prospective students and parents, reviews student transcripts and 
develops an individual learning plan. Administers school-wide assessments and the 
State Testing Plan and assists with marketing and recruiting for the Early Career 
Academy. 

•Builds effective relationships with local and regional corporations, non-profit and 
government organizations and community partners to identify employment opportunities 

and to promote the school's qualified students, graduates, and alumni. 
•Provides career coaching, including seminars and workshops, in interviewing 
techniques and other job search skills training to students and alumni. 

•Develops and maintains systems for identifying employment opportunities in the 
community, including soliciting job leads and opportunities for graduates by phone and 
personal contacts with employers. 
•Conducts professional presentations to employers regarding hiring relationships as 

dictated by policies and standards. 
•Ensures the up-to-date maintenance of the Career Services database, documentation, 
reports and student records in accordance with company policies. Tracks and reports 

activities that measure departmenfs effectiveness. employers regarding hiring 
relationships as dictated by corporate policies and procedures. 
•Ensures compliance with corporate policies and procedures, ethical practices, and the 
guidelines of government and accrediting organizations. 
•Participates in public relations activities promoting the school. 

Test Administrator and Presenter: 
• 	 Keeps current in all State and Federal assessment requirements. 
• 	 Provides in-services and trainings on proper Smarter-Balanced, CELDT, and 

NWEA/MAP assessments. 
• 	 Gathers, analyzes, and reports assessment findings to the Executive Director, 

Principal, Director of Curriculum and Instruction, staff, parent meetings, and 
school board . 
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• 	 Graduate or Bachelor's degree from an institution accredited by an accrediting 

agency recognized by the US Department of Education. 
• 	 Valid CA Pupil Personnel Services Credential (PPS). 
• 	 DOJ fingerprinting clearance 
• 	 TB clearance 
• 	 At least one year counseling experience in a secondary education setting. 

Experience in executive search, employment staffing, outplacement services, 
career services, employment assistance, or sales experience in the corporate 

sector preferred. 
•Ability to respond effectively to the most sensitive inquiries or complaints in writing . 
Ability to organize and write reports and presentations in original or innovative 

techniques or style on controversial or complex topics to top management. 
•Proactively and proficiently able to diagnose problems and identify solutions. Proven 
educational or administrative experience in solving complex problems for individuals. 
Experience with analyzing and identifying the strengths and weaknesses of options and 
exercising critical thinking, problem solving, and judgment skills. Ability to analyze risks 
and identify ways to mitigate those risks. 
•Strong creative project management skills with proven track record of successful 
project completions. 
•Apply and maintain a broad knowledge of principles, practices, procedures, laws and 
regulations. 
•Able to provide examples of situations needing rule interpretation and application. 
Proven experience in performing inductive and deductive reasoning to combine pieces 
of information to form general rules or conclusions and then apply those rules to specific 
problems to produce answers. 

•Able to work independently with minimal supervision while maintaining high level, 

quality work and output. Proven ability to work in a fast-paced, dynamic, results

oriented environment. 
•Proven track record of project completions on time and within budget or other 
constraints. Past history of quality attention to detail. 
•Interacts in a cooperative and professional manner with others. Able to work effectively 

in a team environment. Past history of developing constructive and cooperative working 
relationships with others and maintaining them over time. 

•Possess excellent interpersonal, influencing and collaboration skills. Able to present 
results to all levels of management and public. Able to work with a variety of disciplines 
and levels inside and outside of the organization. 
•Efficiently utilize a personal computer and related software including Microsoft Office, 
departmental specific software and Internet proficiencies. 

02/201 5  
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Experience: 

Specific Training/Skills: 

Scope Authority (If Applicable): 

DIRECTOR OF CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION 

Job Description 

Position Summary 
The Director of Curriculum coordinates district curriculum writing to facilitate \integration 

of curriculum. This position will assist in maintaining a unified curriculum in the district 
schools, makes suggestions for ongoing improvements and enhancements to 
Curriculum & Instruction department. Supervises and coordinates the activities of 
coordinators, resource teachers, facilitators, and coaches. This would include 
organizing a system that clearly defines the role of the curriculum specialists, schedule 
and assign staff accordingly, and demonstrate how Curriculum and Instruction will 
support schools. 

Qualifications/Job Requirements 

Education: 


• 	 Master's degree 
• 	 CA Teaching Credential 

( • DOJ Fingerprinting 
' • 	 TB Test 

Minimum five years of verifiable experience as a successful classroom teacher and/or 
administrator in a K-12 school district. 

• 	 Strong organizational, communication, and interpersonal skills. 
• 	 ·Ability to complete assignments and reports, along with preparing presentations 

for the public. 
• 	 Ability to balance several job functions at one time and work under a heavy work 

load. 
• 	 Ability to work in and contribute to creating .a performance culture and highly 

collaborative environment. 
• 	 ·Ability to analyze statistical data for trends and standard performance in various 

programs and to develop strategies for improvement. 
• 	 Extensive knowledge of elementary & secondary curriculum and graduation 

requirements. 

of 
• 	 Work with Principal to supervise and evaluate instructional leaders and teaching 

staff. 
• 	 Financial Responsibility (Such as budgetary responsibility, cash management, 

and purchasing): 
• 	 Participates in a group plan and/or budget development. 
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Responsibilities: 

Implementation of Technology 

Duties and 
• Participate in ongoing review of proposed programs to assess their affectiveness 

and alignment with current district initiatives and the Common core State 
Standards. 

• 	 Facilitates curriculum development centered on the district school improvement 
initiatives. 

• 	 Facilitates curriculum mapping and the development of a viable curriculum for 
61h-12th college preparatory education. A-G required courses regularly submitted 
and evaluated. 

• 	 Facilitate the selection of CCSS textbooks and resource materials. 
• 	 Responsible for the preparation of Middle and High School Courses of Study 


and various reports as needed. Submit courses on UC Doorways. 

• 	 Report to the Board A-G submissions and revisions twice a year. 
• 	 Uses organizational strategy to build a coherent plan for school improvement. 
• 	 Analyze NWEA, Data Director, Smarter-Balanced and other required MAP data 

to evaluate the effectiveness of curriculum and teaching methods. Ensure that 
the school curriculum is aligned with the LCAP goals, Common Core State 
Standards, and the SPSA. Monitor progress quarterly. 

• 	 Develop, implement, and evaluate curriculum for improvement of instruction and 
student achievement. 

• 	 Exhibits a knowledgeable, passionate, and enthusiastic commitment to 
continuous student improvement with a focus on the district's instructional 
priorities. 

• 	 ·Attend all instructional committee meetings and Board meetings. 
• 	 Plan and organize regular meetings with principals and asst. principals to 


coordinate a unified curriculum. 

• 	 Report to the Principal, Executive Director and Board regarding benchmarks, 

instructional management data & progress toward meeting API and beyond. 
• 	 Coordinate the recommendation, development, implementation, and evaluation 

of all instructional school improvement, curriculum, & instruction. Respond to 
public inquiries about curriculum and instruction. 

• 	 Perform other duties or services as required. 

• 	 Train teachers on how to use technology tools for statewide and MAP 
assessments. 

• 	 Work with the principal and executive director to proactively stay abreast of 
technology upgrades. Fiscally plan and earmark hardware and software 
upgrades. 

Fall 2014 

• Work with districts IT to ensure efficient bandwidth for on-line assessment. 
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Element J:  Suspension and Expulsion Procedures 

"The procedures by which pupils can be suspended or expelled." Ed. Code § 47605(b){5)(J). 

School-Wide Positive Behavior Intervention, Support and Alternatives to Suspensions 

Academia Avance is committed to providing a rigorous educational program, which prepares 
students to be college ready, active citizens, and lifelong learners. Our school culture will focus 

on creating a safe and respectful environment for all of our community members 

(stakeholders) and support our faculty, staff, and students and family to be responsible 
participants in our school community. Our school climate will be welcoming and supportive of 
continuous personal growth and academic achievement. In this effort, Academia Avance will 
implement and continue to develop a school-wide positive behavior intervention and support 
that will foster a culture of discipline grounded in positive behavior intervention so students can 
succeed both socially and academically. 

The student leadership (ASB) and the Parent Advisory Committee (PAC) participate in 
providing feedback of Academia Avance's positive behavior plan. Analysis of the referral, 
suspension, expulsion, and attendance process are provided through constructive criticism 

from ASB, PAC/Site Council meetings, Parent Coffee meetings and survey data in order to 

make recommendations to administration on how to improve the program. 

Academia Avance's positive behavior plan is used to address the needs of our students. Tier 
one will focus on universal strategies that encourage all students to be safe, respectful, and 

responsible. Tier one strategies will include but not be limited to the following efforts: praise of 

positive behavior, a reward system, student activities during nutrition and lunch clubs, incentive 
trips, service activities, a rich advisory program, a competitive sports program, an academic 

support and enrichment program outside of school hours, assemblies, and workshops for 
students and parents. 

Tier Two and Tier Three will provide more intensive and targeted services for students and 
families that need greater support from the school community. Services will include Student 
Success Team (SST) meetings, Family Support Team, counseling services on site and in the 

community, individualized incentive plans, behavior contracts, social skills training, and 

referrals to community based programs, parent conferences, and student and parent 
workshops. 

Academia Avance will build upon a school wide classroom management plan that will ensure 
an equitable disciplinary system across classrooms, and clearly articulated and explicitly 
taught behavioral expectations for all common areas of the school. 

Academia Avance's three-tiered approach will be the foundation that will be used to reduce 

suspensions and expulsion. Other alternatives to suspension will include: 
• In-school suspension 
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· • Parent supervision 
• Make-up time (before or after school) 

• Loss of privileges during lunch, recess, social time, etc. 

• Mentoring (with a teacher, counselor, or other staff member before or after school) 

When other means of corrective action are not feasible or have repeatedly failed to bring about 
proper conduct the following actions will be considered: 

• In school suspension 
• Out of school suspension 

• Expulsion 

Grounds for Suspension and Expulsion 

This Pupil Suspension and Expulsion Policy has been established in order to promote learning 

and protect the safety and well being of all students at Academia Avance. In creating this 
policy, Academia Avance has reviewed Education Code Section 48900 et seq. which 
describes the non-charter schools' list of offenses and procedures to establish its list of 
offenses and procedures for suspensions and expulsions. The language that follows closely 

mirrors the language of Education Code Section 48900 et seq. The Academia Avance is 

committed to annual review of policies and procedures surrounding suspensions and 

expulsions and, as necessary, modification of the lists of offenses for which students are 
subject to suspension or expulsion. 

When the Policy is violated, it may be necessary to suspend or expel a student from regular 
classroom instruction.  This policy shall serve as Academia Avance's policy and procedures for 
student suspension and expulsion and it may be amended from time to time without the need 
to amend the charter so long as the amendments comport with legal requirements. The staff 
shall enforce disciplinary rules and procedures fairly and consistently among all students. This 

Policy and its Procedures will be printed and distributed as part of the Student Handbook and 
will clearly describe discipline expectations. Corporal punishment shall not be used as a 

disciplinary measure against any student. Corporal punishment includes the willful infliction of 
or willfully causing the infliction of physical pain on a student. For purposes of the Policy, 
corporal punishment does not include an  employee's use of force that is reasonable and 
necessary to protect the employee, students, staff or other persons or to prevent damage to 

school property. 

Academia Avance administration shall ensure that students and their parents/guardians are 
notified in writing upon enrollment of all discipline policies and procedures. The notice shall 

state that this Policy and Procedures are available on request at the district 

office. 

Suspended or expelled students shall be excluded from all school and school-related activities 

unless otherwise agreed during the period of suspension or expulsion. 

A student identified as an individual with disabilities or for whom Academia Avance has a basis 

of knowledge of a suspected disability pursuant to the Individuals with Disabilities Education 
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Improvement Act of 2004 ("IDEIA") or who is qualified for services under Section 504 of the 

Rehabilitation Act of 1973 ("Section 504") is subject to the same grounds for suspension and 

expulsion and is accorded the same due process procedures applicable to general education 
students except when federal and state law mandates additional or different procedures. 

Academia Avance will follow all applicable federal and state laws including but not limited to 

the California Education Code, when imposing any form of discipline on a student identified as 
an individual with disabilities or for whom Academia Avance has a basis of knowledge of a 

suspected disability or who is otherwise qualified for such services or protections in according 
due process to such students. 

A. Grounds for Suspension and Expulsion of Students 

A student may be suspended or expelled for prohibited misconduct ifthe act is related to 
school activity or school attendance occurring at any time including but not limited to: a) while 

on school grounds; b) while going to or coming from school; c) during the lunch period, 
whether on or off the school campus; d) during, going to, or coming from a school-sponsored 

activity. 

B. Enumerated Offenses 

1 .  Discretionary Suspension Offenses. Students may be suspended for any of the following 
acts when it is determined the pupil: 

a) Caused, attempted to cause, or threatened to cause physical injury to another person. 
b) Willfully used force or violence upon the person of another, except self-defense. 

c) Unlawfully possessed , used, sold or otherwise furnished, or was under the influence of any 
controlled substance, as defined in Health and Safety Code 1 1  053-1 1 058, alcoholic beverage, 

or intoxicant of any kind. 

d) Unlawfully offered, arranged, or negotiated to sell any controlled substance as defined in 

Health and Safety Code Sections 1 1  053-1 1 058, alcoholic beverage or intoxicant of any kind, 

and then sold, delivered or otherwise furnished to any person another liquid substance or 

material and represented same as controlled substance, alcoholic beverage or intoxicant. 

e) Committed or attempted to commit robbery or extortion. 

f) Caused or attempted to cause damage to school property or private property. 

g) Stole or attempted to steal school property or private property. 

h) Possessed or used tobacco or products containing tobacco or nicotine products, including 
but not limited to cigars, cigarettes, min iature cigars, clove cigarettes, smokeless tobacco, 

snuff, chew packets and betel. This section does not prohibit the use of his or her own 
prescription products by a pupil. 

i) Committed an obscene act or engaged in habitual profanity or vulgarity. 
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j) U nlawfully possessed or unlawfully offered, arranged, or negotiated to sell any drug 

paraphernalia, as defined in Health and Safety Code Section 1 1 014.5. 

k) Disrupted school activities or otherwise willfully defied the valid authority of supervisors, 

teachers, admin istrators, other school officials, or other school personnel engaged in the 
performance of their duties. 

I) Knowingly received stolen school property or private property. 

m) Possessed an imitation firearm, i.e.: a replica of a firearm that is so substantially similar in 
physical properties to an existing firearm as to lead a reasonable person to conclude that the 

replica is a firearm. 

n) Committed or attempted to commit a sexual assault as defined in Penal Code Sections 261 , 
266c, 286, 288, 288a or 289, or committed a sexual battery as defined in Penal Code Section 

243.4. 

o) Harassed, threatened, or intimidated a student who is a complaining witness or witness in a 
school disciplinary proceeding for the purpose of preventing that student from being a witness 

and/or retaliating against that student for being a witness. 

p) Unlawfully offered, arranged to sell, negotiated to sell, or sold the prescription drug Soma. 

q) Engaged in, or attempted to engage in hazing. For the purposes of this subdivision, "hazing" 

means a method of initiation or pre-initiation into a pupil organization or body, whether or not 

the organization or body is officially recognized by an educational institution, which is likely to . 

cause serious bodily injury or personal degradation or disgrace resulting in physical or mental 
harm to a former, cu rrent, or prospective pupil. For purposes of this section, "hazing" does not 

include athletic events or school-sanctioned events. 

r) Made terroristic threats against school officials and/or school property. For purposes of this 

section, "terroristic threat" shall include any statement, whether written or oral, by a person 

who willfully threatens to commit a crime which will result in death, great bodily injury to 

another person, or property damage in excess of one thousand dollars ($1 ,000), with the 

specific intent that the statement is to be taken as a threat, even if there is no intent of actually 
carrying it out, which, on its face and under the circumstances in which it is made, is so 

unequivocal, unconditional, immediate, and specific as to convey to the person threatened, a 

gravity of purpose and an immediate prospect of execution of the threat, and thereby causes 
that person reasonably to be in sustained fear for his or her own safety or for his or her 

immediate family's safety, or for the protection of school property, or the personal property of 

the person threatened or his or her immediate family. 

s) Committed sexual harassment, as defined in Education Code Section 21 2.5. For the 

pu rposes of this section, the conduct described in Section 21 2.5 must be considered by a 
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reasonable person of the same gender as the victim to be sufficiently severe or pervasive to 
have a negative impact upon the individual's academic performance or to create an 
intimidating, hostile, or offensive educational environment. This section shall apply to pupils in 

any of grades 4 to 12, inclusive. 

t) Caused, attempted to cause, threatened to cause or participated in an act of hate violence, 

as defined in subdivision (e) of Section 233 of the Education Code. This section shall apply to 

pupils in any of grades 4 to 12, inclusive. 

u) Intentionally harassed, threatened or intimidated a student or group of students to the extent 
of having the actual and reasonably expected effect of materially disrupting class work, 
creating substantial disorder and invading student rights by creating an intimidating or hostile 
educational environment. This section shall apply to pupils in any of grades 4 to 12 ,  inclusive. 

v) Engaged in an act of bullying, including, but not limited to, bullying committed by means of 

an electronic act. 

1 )  "Bullying" means any severe or pervasive physical or verbal act or conduct, including 
communications made in writing or by means of an electronic act, and including one or more 
acts committed by a student or group of students which would be deemed hate violence or 

harassment, threats, or intimidation, which are directed toward one or more students that has 

or can be reasonably predicted to have the effect of one or more of the following: 

i. Placing a reasonable student (defined as a student, including, but is not limited to, a student 
with exceptional needs, Who exercises average care, skill, and judgment in conduct for a 

person of his or her age, or for a person of his or her age with exceptional needs) or students 

in fear of harm to that student's or those students' person or property. 

ii. Causing a reasonable student to experience a substantially detrimental effect on his or her 
physical or mental health. 
iii. Causing a reasonable student to experience substantial interference with his or her 

academic performance. 
iv. Causing a reasonable student to experience substantial interference with his or her ability to 

participate in or benefit from the services, activities, or privileges provided by Academia 

Avance. 

2) "Electronic Act" means the creation and transmission originated on or off the school-site, by 

means of an electronic device, including, but not limited to, a telephone, wireless telephone, or 

other wireless communication device, computer, or pager, of a communication, including, but 
not limited to, any of the following: 

i. A message, text, sound, or image. 
ii. A post on a social network Internet Web site including, but not limited to: 

(a) Posting to or creating a burn page. A "burn page" means an I nternet Web site created for 
the purpose of having one or more of the effects as listed in subparagraph ( 1 )  above. 
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(b) Creating a credible impersonation of another actual pupil for the purpose of having one or 

/ -- \ more of the effects listed in subparagraph (1) above. "Credible impersonation" means to 
J knowingly and without consent impersonate a pupil for the pu rpose of bullying the pupil and 

such that another pupil would reasonably believe, or has reasonably believed, that the pupil 

was or is the pupil who was impersonated. 

(c) Creating a false profile for the purpose of having one or more of the effects listed in 
subparagraph (1) above. "False profile" means a profile of a fictitious pupil or a profile using 
the likeness or attributes of an actual pupil other than the pupil who created the false profile. 
iii. Notwithstanding subparagraphs (1) and (2) above, an electronic act shall not constitute 

pervasive conduct solely on the basis that it has been transmitted on the Internet or is currently 

posted on the Internet. 

w) A pupil who aids or abets, as defined in Section 31 of the Penal Code, the infliction or 

attempted infliction of physical injury to another person may be subject to suspension, but not 
expulsion, except that a pupil who has been adjudged by a juvenile court to have committed, 
as an aider and abettor, a crime of physical violence in which the victim suffered great bodily 

injury or serious bodily injury shall be subject to discipline pursuant to subdivision (1 ). 

x) Possessed, sold, or otherwise furnished any knife unless, in the case of possession of any 
object of this type, the student had obtained written permission to possess the item from a 
certificated school employee, with the administrator or designee's concurrence. 

2. Non-Discretionary Suspension Offenses: Students must be suspended and 
recommended for expulsion for any of the following acts when it is determined the pupil: 

a) Possessed, sold, or otherwise furnished any firearm, explosive, or other dangerous 

object unless, in the case of possession of any object of this type, the students had 

obtained written permission to possess the item from a certificated school employee, 
with the admin istrator or designee's concurrence. 

3. Discretionary Expellable Offenses: Students may be recommended for expulsion for any 

of the following acts when it is determined the pupil: 

a) Caused, attempted to cause, or threatened to cause physical injury to another person. 

b) Willfully used force or violence upon the person of another, except self-defense. 

c) Unlawfully possessed, used, sold or otherwise furnished, or was under the influence of any 
controlled substance, as defined in Health and Safety Code Sections 1 1 053-1 1 058, alcoholic 

beverage, or intoxicant of any kind. 

d) Unlawfully offered , arranged, or negotiated to sell any controlled substance as defined in 
Health and Safety Code Sections 1 1 053-1 1 058, alcoholic beverage or intoxicant of any kind, 

and then sold, delivered or otherwise furnished to any person another liquid substance or 
material and represented same as controlled substance, alcoholic beverage or intoxicant. 
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e) Committed or attempted to commit robbery or extortion. 

f) Caused . or attempted to cause damage to school property or private property. 

g) Stole or attempted to steal school property or private property. 

h) Possessed or used tobacco or products containing tobacco or nicotine products, including 

but not limited to cigars, cigarettes, min iature cigars, clove cigarettes, smokeless tobacco, 

sn uff, chew packets and betel. This section does not prohibit the use of his or her own 
prescription products by a pupil. 

i) Committed an obscene act or engaged in habitual profanity or vulgarity. 

j) Unlawfully possessed or unlawfully offered, arranged, or negotiated to sell any drug 
paraphernalia, as defined in Health and Safety Code Section 1 1 014.5. 

k) Disrupted school activities or otherwise willfully defied the valid authority of supervisors, 
teachers, administrators, other school officials, or other school personnel engaged in the 
performance of their duties. 

I) Knowingly received stolen school property or private property. 

m) Possessed an imitation firearm, i.e. :  a replica of a firearm that is so substantially similar in 

physical properties to an existing firearm as to lead a reasonable person to conclude that the 

replica is a firearm. 

n) Committed or attempted to commit a sexual assault as defined in Penal Code Sections 261 , 
266c, 286, 288, 288a or 289, or committed a sexual battery as defined in Penal Code Section 

243.4. 

o) Harassed, threatened, or intimidated a student who is a complaining witness or witness in a 
school disciplinary proceeding for the purpose of preventing that student from being a witness 
and/or retaliating against that student for being a witness. 

p) Unlawfully offered, arranged to sell, negotiated to sell, or sold the prescription drug Soma. 

q) Engaged in, or attempted to engage in hazing. For the purposes of this subdivision, 

"hazing" means a method of initiation or prein itiation into a pupil organization or body, whether 
or not the organization or body is officially recognized by an educational institution, which is 

likely to cause serious bodily injury or personal degradation or disgrace resulting in physical or 

mental harm to a former, cu rrent, or prospective pupil. For pu rposes of this section,  "hazing" 

does not include athletic events or school-sanctioned events. 
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r) Made terroristic threats against school officials and/or school property. For purposes of this 

section, "terroristic threat" shall include any statement, whether written or oral, by a person 
who willfully threatens to commit a crime which will result in death, great bodily injury to 
another person,  or property damage in excess of one thousand dollars ($1 ,000), with the 

specific intent that the statement is to be taken as a threat, even if there is no intent of actually 

carrying it out, which, on its face and under the circumstances in which it is made, is so 

unequivocal, unconditional, immediate, and specific as to convey to the person threatened, a 

gravity of purpose and an immediate prospect of execution of the threat, and thereby causes 
that person reasonably to be in sustained fear for his or her own safety or for his or her 

immediate family's safety, or for the protection of school property, or the personal property of 
the person threatened or his or her immediate family. 

s) Committed sexual harassment, as defined in Education Code Section 21 2.5. For the 

purposes of this section, the conduct described in Section 21 2.5 must be considered by a 
reasonable person of the same gender as the victim to be sufficiently severe or pervasive to 

have a negative impact upon the individual's academic performance or to create an 
intimidating, hostile, or offensive educational environment. This section shall apply to pupils in 
any of grades 4 to 12, inclusive. 

t) Caused, attempted to cause, threatened to cause or participated in an act of hate violence, 

as defined in subdivision (e) of Section 233 of the Education Code. This section shall apply to 

pupils in any of grades 4 to 12, inclusive. 

u) Intentionally harassed , threatened or intimidated a student or group of students to the extent 
of having the actual and reasonably expected effect of materially disrupting class work, 

creating substantial disorder and invading student rights by creating an intimidating or hostile 
educational environment. This section shall apply to pupils in any of grades 4 to 12, inclusive. 

v) Engaged in an act of bullying, including, but not limited to, bullying committed by means of 

an electronic act. 

1 )  "Bullying" means any severe or pervasive physical or verbal act or conduct, including 
communications made in writing or by means of an electronic act, and including one or more 
acts committed by a student or group of students which would be deemed hate violence or 
harassment, th reats, or intimidation ,  which are directed toward one or more students that has 
or can be reasonably predicted to have the effect of one or more of the following: 

i. Placing a reasonable student (defined as a student, including, but is not limited to, a student 
with exceptional needs, who exercises average care, skill, and judgment in conduct for a 

person of his or her age, or for a person of his or her age with exceptional needs) or students 
in fear of harm to that student's or those students' person or property. 
ii. Causing a reasonable student to experience a substantially detrimental effect on his or her 
physical or mental health. 

iii. Causing a reasonable student to experience substantial interference with his or her 

academic performance. 
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iv. Causing a reasonable student to experience substantial interference with his or her ability to 
participate in or benefit from the services, activities, or privileges provided by Academia 

Avance. 

2) "Electronic Act" means the creation and transmission originated on or off the school-site, by 
means of an electronic device, including, but not limited to, a telephone, wireless telephone, or 

other wireless communication device, computer, or pager, of a communication, including, but 

not limited to, any of the following: 

i. A message, text, sound, or image. 
ii. A post on a social network Internet Web site including, but not limited to: 

(a) Posting to or creating a burn page. A "burn page" means an Internet Web site created for 
the purpose of having one or more of the effects as listed in subparagraph (1 ) above. 

(b) Creating a credible impersonation of another actual pupil for the purpose of having one or 
more of the effects listed in subparagraph (1) above. "Credible impersonation" means to 
knowingly and without consent impersonate a pupil for the purpose of bullying the pupil and 
such that another pupil would reasonably believe, or has reasonably believed, that the pupil 

was or is the pupil who was impersonated. 
(c) Creating a false profile for the purpose of having one or more of the effects listed in 
subparagraph (1 ) above. "False profile" means a profi le of a fictitious pupil or a profi le using 

the likeness or attributes of an actual pupil other than the pupil who created the false profile. 

iii. Notwithstanding subparagraphs (1) and (2) above, an electronic act shall not constitute 
pervasive conduct solely on the basis that it has been transmitted on the Internet or is currently 

posted on the I nternet. 

w) A pupil who aids or abets, as defined in Section 31 of the Penal Code, the infliction or 
attempted infliction of physical injury to another person may be subject to suspension,  but not 
expulsion, except that a pupil who has been adjudged by a juvenile court to have committed, 

as an aider and abettor, a crime of physical violence in which the victim suffered great bodily 
injury or serious bodily injury shall be subject to discipline pursuant to subdivision ( 1 ) .  

x) Possessed, sold, or otherwise furnished any knife unless, in  the case of possession of any 
object of this type, the student had obtained written permission to possess the item from a 
certificated school employee, with the admistrator or designee's concurrence. 

4. Non-Discretionary Expellable Offenses: Students must be recommended for expulsion for 
any of the following acts when it is determined pursuant to the procedures below that the pupil: 

a) Possessed , sold, or otherwise furnished any firearm, explosive, or other dangerous object 
unless, in the case of possession of any object of this type, the students had obtained written 

permission to possess the item from a certificated school employee, with the administrator or 

designee's concurrence. 

If it is determined by the Board of Directors that a student has brought a fire arm or destructive 
device, as defined in Section 921 of Title 1 8  of the United States Code, on to campus or to 



have possessed a firearm or dangerous device on campus, the student shall be expelled for 

one year, pursuant to the Federal Gun Free Schools Act of 1 994. 

The term "firearm" means (A) any weapon (including a starter gun) which will or is designed to 
or may readily be converted to expel a projectile by the action of an explosive; (B) the frame or 

receiver of any such weapon; (C) any firearm muffler or firearm silencer; or (D) any destructive 

device. Such term does not include an antique firearm. 

The term "destructive device" means (A) any explosive, incendiary, or poison gas, including 
but not limited to: (i) bomb, (ii) grenade, (iii) rocket having a propellant charge of more than 

four ounces, (iv) missile having an explosive or incendiary charge of more than one-quarter 
ounce, (v) mine, or (vi) device similar to any of the devices described in the preceding clauses. 

C. Suspension Procedures 

Suspensions shall be initiated according to the following procedures: 


1 . Conference 

Suspension shall be preceded, if possible, by a conference conducted by the administrator or 

designee with the student and his or her parent and, whenever practical, the teacher, 

supervisor or Charter School employee who referred the student to the administrator or 

designee. 


The conference may be omitted if the administrator or designee determines that an emergency 

situation exists. An "emergency situation" involves a clear and present danger to the lives, 
safety or health of students or Charter School personnel. If a student is suspended without this 
conference, both the parent/guardian and student shall be notified of the student's right to 
return to school for the purpose ofa conference. 

At the conference, the pupil shall be informed of the reason for the disciplinary action and the 
evidence against him or her and shall be given the opportunity to present his or her version 
and evidence in his or her defense. This conference shall be held within two school days, 

unless the pupil waives this right or is physically unable to attend for any reason including, but 

not limited to, incarceration or hospitalization. No penalties may be imposed on a pupil for 
failure of the pupil's parent or guardian to attend a conference with Charter School officials. 

Reinstatement of the suspended pupil shall not be contingent upon attendance by the pupil's 

parent or guardian at the conference. 

2. Notice to Parents/Guardians 

At the time of the suspension, an administrator or designee shall make a reasonable effort to 
contact the parent/guardian by telephone or in person. Whenever a student is suspended, the 
parent/guardian shall be notified in writing of the suspension and the date of return following 
suspension. This notice shall state the specific offense committed by the student. In addition, 

the notice may also state the date and time when the student may return to school. If Charter 
School officials wish to ask the parent/guardian to confer regarding matters pertinent to the 



suspension, the notice may request that the parent/guardian respond to such requests without 
delay. 

3. Suspension Time Limits/Recommendation for Expulsion 

Suspensions, when not including a recommendation for expulsion, shall not exceed five (5) 

consecutive school days per suspension. Upon a recommendation of expulsion by the 
administrator or designee, the pupil and the pupil's guardian or representative will be invited to 
a conference to determine if the suspension for the pupil should be extended pending an 
expulsion hearing. This determination will be made by the administrator or designee upon 
either of the following: 1) the pupil's presence will be disruptive to the education process; or 2) 
the pupil poses a threat or danger to others. Upon either determination, the pupil's suspension 

will be extended pending the results of an expulsion hearing. 

D. Authority to Expel 
A student may be expelled either by Academia Avance Board of Trustees following a hearing 

before it or by Academia Avance upon the recommendation of an Administrative Panel to be 
assigned by the Board as needed. The Administrative Panel should consist of at least three 
members who are certificated and neither a teacher of the pupil or a Board member of 
Academia Avance's governing board. The Administrative Panel may recommend expulsion of 

any student found to have committed an expellable offense. 

E. Expulsion Procedures 
Students recommended for expulsion are entitled to a hearing to determine whether the 

student should be expelled. Unless postponed for good cause, the hearing shall be held within 
thirty (30) school days after the administrator or designee determines that the pupil has 

committed an expellable offense. 

In the event an Administrative Panel hears the case, it will make a recommendation to the 
Board for a final decision whether to expel. The hearing shall be held in closed session 

(complying with all pupil confidentiality rules under FERPA) unless the pupil makes a written 

request for a public hearing three (3) days prior to the hearing. 

Written notice of the hearing shall be forwarded to the student and the student's 
parent/guardian at least ten (10) calendar days before the date of the hearing. Upon mailing 

the notice, it shall be deemed served upon the pupil. The notice shall include: 

1 .  The date and place of the expulsion hearing ; 

2. A statement of the specific facts, charges and offenses upon which the proposed expulsion 

is based; 

3 .  A copy of Academia Avance's disciplinary rules, which relate to the alleged violation; 

4. Notification of the student's or parent/guardian's obligation to provide information about the 
student's status at Academia Avance to any other school district or school to which the student 

seeks enrollment; 
5.The opportunity for the student or the student's parent/guardian to appear in person or to 

employ and be represented by counsel or a non-attorney advisor; 



6. The right to inspect and obtain copies of all documents to be used at the hearing; 
/ ' 7. The opportunity to confront and question all witnesses who testify at the hearing; 

8. The opportunity to question all evidence presented and to present oral and documentary 

evidence on the student's behalf including witnesses. 

F. Special Procedures for Expulsion Hearings Involving Sexual Assault or Battery Offenses 

Academia Avance may, upon a finding of good cause, determine that the disclosure of either 
the identity of the witness or the testimony of that witness at the hearing, or both, would subject 
the witness to an unreasonable risk of psychological or physical harm. Upon this 

determination, the testimony of the witness may be presented at the hearing in the form of 
sworn declarations that shall be examined only by Academia Avance or the hearing officer. 
Copies of these sworn declarations, edited to delete the name and identity of the witness, shall 

be made available to the pupil. 

1 .  The complaining witness in any sexual assault or battery case must be provided with a copy 
of the applicable disciplinary rules and advised of his/her right to (a) receive five-day notice of 

his/her scheduled testimony, (b) have up to two (2) adult support persons of his/her choosing 
present in the hearing at the time he/she testifies, which may include a parent, guardian, or 
legal counsel, and (c) elect to have the hearing closed while testifying. 

2. Academia Avance must also provide the victim a room separate from the hearing room for 
the complaining witness' use prior to and during breaks in testimony. 

3. At the discretion of the entity conducting the expulsion hearing, the complaining witness 
shall be allowed periods of relief from examination and cross-examination during which he or 

she may leave the hearing room. 

4. The entity conducting the expulsion hearing may also arrange the seating within the hearing 

room to facilitate a less intimidating environment for the complaining witness. 

5. The entity conducting the expulsion hearing may also limit time for taking the testimony of 
the complaining witness to the hours he/she is normally in school, if there is no good cause to 

take the testimony during other hours. 

6. Prior to a complaining witness testifying, the support persons must be admonished that the 
hearing is confidential. Nothing in the law precludes the person presiding over the hearing from 
removing a support person whom the presiding person finds is disrupting the hearing. The 

entity conducting the hearing may permit any one of the support persons for the complaining 

witness to accompany him or her to the witness stand. 

7. If one or both of the support persons is also a witness, Academia Avance must present 

evidence that the witness' presence is both desired by the witness and will be helpful to 

Academia Avance. The person presiding over the hearing shall permit the witness to stay 
unless it is established that there is a substantial risk that the testimony of the complaining 
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witness would be influenced by the support person, in which case the presiding official shall 

admonish the support person or persons not to prompt, sway, or influence the witness in any 
way. Nothing shall preclude the presiding officer from exercising his or her discretion to 
remove a person from the hearing whom he or she believes is prompting, swaying, or 
influencing the witness. 

B. The testimony of the support person shall be presented before the testimony of the 

complaining witness and the complaining witness shall be excluded from the courtroom during 
that testimony. 

9. Especially for charges involving sexual assault or battery, ifthe hearing is to be conducted in 
public at the request of the pupil being expelled, the complaining witness shall have the right to 
have his/her testimony heard in a closed session when testifying at a public meeting would 
threaten serious psychological harm to the complaining witness and there are no alternative 

procedures to avoid the threatened harm. The alternative procedures may include videotaped 
depositions or contemporaneous examination in another place communicated to the hearing 
room by means of closed-circuit television. 

10. Evidence of specific instances of a complaining witness' prior sexual conduct is presumed 
inadmissible and shall not be heard absent a determination by the person conducting the 

hearing that extraordinary circumstances exist requiring the evidence be heard. Before such a 
determination regarding extraordinary circumstance can be made, the witness shall be 
provided notice and an opportunity to present opposition to the introduction of the evidence. In 
the hearing on the admissibility of the evidence, the complaining witness shall be entitled to be 

represented by a parent, legal counsel, or other support person. Reputation or opinion 
evidence regarding the sexual behavior of the complaining witness is not admissible for any 
purpose. 

G. Record of Hearing 

A record of the hearing shall be made and may be maintained by any means, including 
electronic recording, as long as a reasonably accurate and complete written transcription of the 

proceedings can be made. 

H. Presentation of Evidence 

While technical rules of evidence do not apply to expulsion hearings, evidence may be 

admitted and used as proof only if it is the kind of evidence on which reasonable persons can 
rely in the conduct of serious affairs. A recommendation by the Administrative Panel to expel 

must be supported by substantial evidence that the student committed an expellable offense. 
Findings of fact shall be based solely on the evidence at the hearing. While hearsay evidence 
is admissible, no decision to expel shall be based solely on hearsay. Sworn declarations may 

be admitted as testimony from witnesses of whom the Board or Administrative Panel 
determines that disclosure of their identity or testimony at the hearing may subject them to an 

unreasonable risk of physical or psychological harm. 
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If, due to a written request by the expelled pupil, the hearing is held at a public meeting, and 
the charge is committing or attempting to commit a sexual assault or committing a sexual 

battery as defined in Education Code Section 48900, a complaining witness shall have the 

right to have his or her testimony heard in a session closed to the public. 

The decision of the Administrative Panel shall be in the form of written findings of fact and a 

written recommendation to the Board who will make a final determination regarding the 

expulsion. The final decision by the Board shall be made within ten (10) school days following 
the conclusion of the hearing. The decision of the Board is final. 

If the Administrative Panel decides not to recommend expulsion, the pupil shall immediately be 
returned to his/her educational program. 

I. Written Notice to Expel 
The administrator or designee, following a decision of the Board to expel, shall send written 
notice of the decision to expel, including the Board's adopted findings of fact, to the student or 
parent/guardian. This notice shall also include the following: (a) Notice of the specific offense 

committed by the student; and (b) Notice of the studenfs or parent/guardian's obligation to 
inform any new district in which the student seeks to enroll of the student's status with 
Academia Avance. 

The administrator or designee shall send a copy of the written notice of the decision to expel to 
the authorizer. This notice shall include the following: (a) The student's name; and (b) The 

specific expellable offense committed by the student. 

J .  Disciplinary Records 
Academia Avance shall maintain records of all student suspensions and expulsions at 
Academia Avance. Such records shall be made available to the authorizer upon request. 

K. Expulsions Appeals 

Pupils who are expelled by Academia Avance governing board may appeal that expulsion to 
the Los Angeles County Board of Education pursuant to the current Los Angeles County Board 

f'roc:eidures within th irty {301 calendar days after Academia Avance 

decision to expel the pupil. The Appeal may be filed by the pupil/parent/or guardian. 
----- -- ----- --------------

L. Expelled Pupi ls/Alternative Education 
Pupils who are expelled shall be responsible for seeking alternative education programs 
including, but not limited to, programs within the County or their school district of residence. 

Academia Avance shall work cooperatively with parents/g uardians as requested by 
parents/guardians or by the school district of residence to assist with locating alternative 

placements during expulsion. 

M. Rehabilitation Plans 
Students who are expelled from Academia Avance shall be given a rehabilitation plan upon 

expulsion as developed by the Board at the time of the expulsion order, which may include, but 



is not limited to, periodic review as well as assessment at the time of review for readmission. 

The rehabilitation plan should include a date not later than one year from the date of expulsion 
when the pupil may reapply to Academia Avance for readmission. 

N. Readmission 

The decision to readmit a pupil or to admit a previously expelled pupil from another school 
district or charter school shall be in the sole discretion of the Board following a meeting with 

the administrator or designee and the pupil and guardian or representative to determine 

whether the pupil has successfully completed the rehabilitation plan and to determine whether 
the pupil poses a th reat to others or will be disruptive to the school environment. The 

administrator or designee shall make a recommendation to the Board following the meeting 
regarding his or her determination. The pupil's readmission is also contingent upon Academia 

Avance's capacity at the time the student seeks readmission. 

0. Special Procedures for the Consideration of Suspension and Expulsion of Students with 

Disabilities 

1 .  Notification of SELPA 
Academia Avance shall immediately notify the SELPA and coord inate the procedures in this 
policy with the SELPA of the discipline of any student with a disability or student who 

Academia Avance or SELPA would be deemed to have knowledge that the student had a 

disability. 

2. Services During Suspension 
Students suspended for more than ten (10) school days in a school year shall continue to 

receive services so as to enable the student to continue to participate in the general education 
cu rricu lum, although in another setting, and to progress toward meeting the goals set out in the 
child's IEP/504 Plan; and receive, as appropriate, a functional behavioral assessment and 
behavioral intervention services and modifications, that are designed to address the behavior 

violation so that it does not recur. These services may be provided in an interim alterative 

educational setting. 

3. Procedural Safeguards/Manifestation Determination 

With in ten ( 10) school days of a recommendation for expulsion or any decision to change the 
placement of a child with a disability because of a violation of a code of student conduct, 
Academia Avance, the parent, and relevant members of the IEP/504 Team shall review all 
relevant information in the student's file, including the child's IEP/504 Plan, any teacher 
observations, and any relevant information provided by the parents to determine: 

a. If the conduct in question was caused by, or had a direct and substantial relationship to, the 

child's disability; or 
b. If the conduct in question was the direct result of the local educational agency's failure to 

implement the IEP/504 Plan. 



If Academia Avance, the parent, and relevant members of the I EP/504 Team determine that 
either of the above is applicable for the child, the conduct shall be determined to be a 
manifestation of the child's disability. 

If Academia Avance, the parent, and relevant members of the IEP/504 Team make the 

determination that the conduct was a manifestation of the child's disability, the IEP/504 Team 

shall: 

a. Conduct a functional behavioral assessment and implement a behavioral intervention plan 
for such child, provided that Academia Avance had not conducted such assessment prior to 

such determination before the behavior that resulted in a change in placement; 
b. If a behavioral intervention plan has been developed, review the behavioral intervention plan 

if the child already has such a behavioral intervention plan, and modify it, as necessary, to 

address the behavior; and 
c. Return the child to the placement from which the child was removed , unless the parent and 

Academia Avance agree to a change of placement as part of the modification of the behavioral 
intervention plan. 

If Academia Avance, the parent, and relevant members of the IEP/504 Team determine that 
the behavior was not a manifestation of the student's disability and that the conduct in question 

was not a result of the failure to implement the I EP/504 Plan, then Academia Avance may 

apply the relevant disciplinary procedures to children with disabilities in the same manner and 

for the same duration as the procedures would be applied to students without disabilities. 

Due Process Appeals 
The parent of a child with a disability who disagrees with any decision regarding placement, or 

the manifestation determination, or Academia Avance believes that maintaining the cu rrent 

placement of the child is substantially likely to result in injury to the child or to others, may 
request an expedited administrative hearing through the Special Education Unit of the Office of 
Admin istrative Hearings or by utilizing the dispute provisions of the 504 Policy and Procedures. 

When an appeal relating to the placement of the student or the manifestation determination 

has been requested by either the parent or Academia Avance, the student shall remain in the 

interim alternative educational setting pending the decision of the hearing officer or until the 
expiration of the forty-five (45) day time period provided for in an interim alternative educational 
setting, whichever occurs first, unless the parent and Academia Avance agree otherwise. 

Special Circumstances 

Academia Avance personnel may consider any unique circumstances on a case-by-case basis 

when determining whether to order a change in placement for a child with a disabil ity who 
violates a code of student conduct. 

The administrator or designee may remove a student to an interim alternative educational 
setting for not more than forty-five (45) days without regard to whether the behavior is 
determined to be a manifestation of the student's disability in cases where a student: 
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a. Carries or possesses a weapon, as defined in 18  USC 930, to or at school, on school 

premises, or to or at a school function; \
) b. Knowingly possesses or uses illegal drugs, or sells or solicits the sale of a controlled 

substance, while at school, on school premises, or at a school function; or 

c. Has inflicted serious bodily injury, as defined by 20 USC 141 5(k)(7)(D), upon a person while 

at school, on school premises, or at a school function. 

6. Interim Alternative Educational Setting 

The student's interim alternative educational setting shall be determined by the student's 

IEP/504 Team. 

7. Procedures for Students Not Yet Eligible for Special Education Services 

A student who has not been identified as an individual with disabilities pursuant to IDEIA and 

who has violated Academia Avance's disciplinary procedures may assert the procedural 

safeguards granted under this administrative regulation only if Academia Avance had 
knowledge that the student was disabled before the behavior occurred. 

Academia Avance shall be deemed to have knowledge that the student had a disability if one 

of the following conditions exists: 

a. The parent/guardian has expressed concern in writing, or orally if the parent/guardian does 

not know how to write or has a disability that prevents a written statement, to Charter School 
supervisory or administrative personnel, or to one of the child's teachers, that the student is in 

need of special education or related services. 

b. The parent has requested an evaluation of the child. 
c. The child's teacher, or other Charter School personnel, has expressed specific concerns 

about a pattern of behavior demonstrated by the child, directly to the administrator or to the 
Executive Director. 

If Academia Avance knew or should have known the student had a disability under any of the 

three (3) circumstances described above, the student may assert any of the protections 

available to IDEIA-eligible children with disabilities, including the right to stay-put. 

If Academia Avance had no basis for knowledge of the student's disability, it shall proceed with 
the proposed discipline. Academia Avance shall conduct an expedited evaluation if requested 

by the parents; however the student shall remain in the education placement determined by 

Academia Avance pending the results of the evaluation. 

Academia Avance shall not be deemed to have knowledge that the student had a disability if 
the parent has not allowed an evaluation, refused services, or if the student has been 

evaluated and determined to not be eligible. 
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it. If the download will not work, try breaking up the report into smaller segments or use the e-mail address above for assistance. Be sure to include the description of 
your report. 

The year in the data refers to different time frames depending on the data: 

.. :>> Unless othelWise specified, all enrollment, full-time equivalent enrollment, and transfer numbers are Fall-term data. 

:>> For enrollment, full-time equivalent enrollment, and Fall-term transfer numbers, the data is for the Fall term of the year shown. (e.g. 2000 refe1S to Fall 2000 data) 

··  For full-year transfer numbe1S, the data is for the academic year ending in the year shown. (e.g. 2000 refe1S to Academic Year 1999-2000 data) 

·-!:-> For high school graduation, K-12 enrollment, and degree and completion numbe1S, the data is for the academic year ending in the year shown. (e.g. 2000 refers to 
Academic Year 1999-2000 data) 

To download this data, select a format: 

Download Data ® Comma Delimited 0 Tab Delimited 0 Semicolon Delimited 

D Include RON Totals in Downloaded Data 


D Include Column Totals in Downloaded Data 


0 Don't Crosstab Downloaded Data, Put Each Ethnicity on a Separate Line 

(Use this option if you need greater flexibility for manipulating the data.) 
0 For more information about the downloaded data file, please refer to Data.
0 Be sure to review the for any known problems with the data displayed below. 


The totals shown include only the data you selected.
[:J Hiylrnr High High 
Educalion School School Seim 


System Region Cour!ly D1str1 


http ://www . cpec.ca. gov /OnlineData/GenerateReport. ASP 

I 

1/3 

http:www.cpec.ca


D 

D 
D 

D 

4 

D 
D 

4/24/2015 

75 

39 

39 75 

121 

2/3 

California Postsecondary Education Commission - Custom Data Report 

U!_JLl.JLLJLl!JLJ.J 

Senior

/ High, Los
1. 75 0 121 

39 1 

39 75 0 121 

39 75 0 

75 

System 
Total 
(University 
of 
California) 0 

21 

21 

21 

21 

21 

Public 
High
Schools
{Grades 9-
12
inciusive) 1964733193304 19 

http://www. cpec. ca. gov /OnlineData/Ge nerateReport. ASP 

121 

121 

http://www


Where 

Reproduce Pre-Configured Report 

Terms of l Jse 

Oqa!ity@cpec.ca.qov Comments 

Ca lifornia Postsecondary Education Com mission - Custom Data Report 4/24/2015 

High 
School 
Region 
Total 
(Los 
Angeles) 

1 9  806 

loking for other Commission data? 

... 1sit to Find Data for quick links sorted by the type of data. 

Want to reproduce a pre-configured data report? 

Visit for available instructions. 

How to Cite this Information 

See Citing lnfomiation on the page for some suggestions. 

See something weird? 

Known problems and notes about the data are documented on the  page. Please let us know if you notice something that is not included. Send an e-mail to 
Data or fill out the form. 

Copyright © 2011 State of California 
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=OO• 

" 

" 

OAVIO 

CRYSTAL 

:-

" 

Compllollon"'lll 

Nallon•I SIL.odon\ CloaringllousOol• 
 AlurmiT<aoklfl!)

lorAPR 16W15 

DATA_Noto 	 AVANCE_,CURRENT YEARl Y<>11rUnlqueF1rstName Name Suffix AVANCE_CReoord FouSoardl DatC<>ilogo Co<College Name Collego St2·yoar/ 4-yoar Publlc/Pri,.te Enrollmont BoglEnrollmont End Emollmen• SCloss Level Enrollment P..EnrollmentC 
' MARIA DEL CARMEN 2011 N 
' MARIA DEL CARMEN 	 Non CaroerlCoU•,,.; ' ISMAEL 
' ISMAEL 201100ll4 NonCoroerlCoUe,,. 
' 	 YVONNE 20110604001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 	 4Priva!E 2011oa22 201112GaF
' 	 YVONNE 
' YVONNE M• 

20110604001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 	 4Privol< 20120102 20120503 F 
20110604001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 4Priva!E 2012oa20 20121206 F 

' YVONNE 	 2011_ 2011 00ll4 001i4:J.-OO MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 4Pllvai< 20130107 20130502F
' YVONNE 2011_ 	 20110004001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 4Privale 20130026 20131212F
' YVONNE 2011_ 	 2011 00ll400124:J.-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 4Pllvale 20140113 20140509 F 
' YVONNE 	 2011_ 2011 0004001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 4Pllvole 20140025 20141211 F 
' YVONNE 	 " 2011 0004 001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 4Pnvoie 201501 12 201S0507F 

OVERLAP ENROL Y 	 YVONNE 20110004001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 4 DEP 
CHRISTIAN 2011 00ll400115:J.-00 CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY- NORTH RIDGE CA 4Publio--CSU 20111223F 
CHRISTIAN 20110604001153 -00 CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY· NORTH RIDGE CA 4 P'11llic-CSU 20120123 20120525F 
CHRISTIAN 201106040012Be-00 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE c.A 2Public 2012001a 20120626 
CHRISTIAN 2011 00040012eS-00 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE CA 2Public 2012Ga27 20121216 
CHRISTIAN 201100040012aS-Oo SANTA MONICA COLLEGE CA 2Public 20130211 20130611 
CHRISTIAN 2011080<! 0012e6-00 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE CA 2Public 20130017 20130625 
CHRISTIAN 201108040012eS-OO SANTA MONICA COLLEGE CA 2Public 201300:16 20131119 
CHRISTIAN 201100040012eS-00 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE CA 2Public 20140217 20140617 
CHRISTIAN 20110604 0012ll6-ll0 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE CA 2Public 20140901 20141223 
CHRISTIAN 2011080<!0012eS-00 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 
DANIELA 2011080<! 
DANIELA Non Coreer!Colloge 
DANIELA [GLENDALE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 2Public-TransD 
DANIELA 001<l61-00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE 2Public-T;.ins0 

001261-00 PASAD ENA CITY COLLEGE 2Publio-TransD 
2011 0004041271-00 UNIVERSITY DF CALIFORNIA · MERCED 451001 
2011 000404127Hl0 UNIVERSITY OF c.ALIFORN IA ·MERCED 4Publio--UC 201201 17 201 205 1 1 F  451001 
2011 0004041271--00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA. MERCED 4Publlo-UC 20120623 20121214F POLITICAi. 451001 

BRIAN 	 20110604041271-00 UNIVERSITY OF c.ALIFORNIA ·MERCED 4Publio-UC 20130122 20130517F POUTICAL 451001 
BRIAN 	 2011 0004041271·00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORN IA· MER CED 4Publio-lJC 201308:29 20131220F 451001 

20110004041271·00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORN IA· MERCED 4Public-UC POLITICAi. 
2011 0004041271--00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFOR NIA· MERCED 4Publoo-UC POLITICAi. 

BRIAN " 2011 0004041271--00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA. MERCED CA 4Public-UC 20150120 2D150515F 
RUBY 2011_ 2011 0004001141-00 CAl.IFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY · DOMINGUEZ HllCA 4Publio-CSU 2011oa21 20111220F

" 2011 0004001141·00 CAl.IFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY · DOMINGUEZ HllCA 4Publio-CSU 

2011_ 2011 0004001141--00 CALIFORNIAST A TE UNIVERSITY · DOMINGUEZ HllCA 4Publio-CSU 
' RUBY " 2011 0004 001141-00 CALIFORNIA ST A TE UNIVERSITY • DOMINGUEZ HllCA 4Publio-CSU 20130119 20130522 F 
' RUBY " 201106041l22280-00 EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE CA 2Public 20130026 20131229 

OVERLAP ENROL Y RUBY " 20110604001141--00 CAl.IFORNIASTATE UNIVERSITY · DOMINGUEZ lillCA 4DEP 20140118 20140522H 
' RUBY " 2011 0004022260 --00 EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE CA 2Public 20141l210 20140609 PSYCHOLOGY FOR TRJ> 
' RUBY " 201106041l222GO-OO EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE CA 2Publ1c 20140016 201•Ga31 PSYCHOLOGY FOR TR.O
' RUBY 2011_ 20110604 t!2i260 -00 EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE 2Publlc 2014Cl001 20141221 PSYCHO LOGY FOR TRP 

RUBY " 201t0604 ll222e0-00 EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE CA 2PWlio-Tran•D 201502[]9 20150607 PSYCHOLOGY FOR TRJt 
PERl..A " 20110Go-<001<lll1·DC PMADEN/\ OITYCOLL CC CA 20110027 2011oe20 SOCIOLOGY 
PERLA " 20110004 0012eHl0 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE CA 2Public 20110029 2011121a SOCIOLOGY 
PERLA " 201100rl40012151-00 PASADE NA CITY COLLEGE CA 2Publlc 20120109 20121)216 SOCIOLOGY 
PERL.A " 2011000<!001281-00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE CA 2Public 20121l220 201 20017 SOCIOLOGY 
PERLA 2011_ 2011000<! 022:!130--00 EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE CA 2Public 20120027 20121230 UNDECIDED 
PERLA " 2011()60<! 022:!130-00 T LOS ANGELES COLLEGE CA 2Public 201302[]4 201 30003 CHILD DEVELOPMENT 1 
PERLA 

2011_ 

UNIVERSITY OF THE \l\IEST CA 4 Pri,.te-TranoU 

20110604 001315-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORN IA. RIVERSIDE CA 4Publio-UC 20111209F SOCIOLDG"IFATIMA 

FATIMA 
451101 

2011Cil:l0<! 001316-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFOR NIA · RIVERSIDE 4Publio-UC 2012011!9 20120323F SOCIOLOG\ 451101 
2011_ 20110604 00131 5-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA · RIVERSIDE 4Public-UC 2012Cl402 50CIOLOG"I 

FATIMA 20110GO<l00131S-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA· RIVERSIDE 4Pubr.o-Uc 20120027 SOCIOLOG\ 451101 
FATIMA 
FATIMA 

20110604001316-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFOR NIA- RIVERSIDE 
2011 Cll:l0<! 001316-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA · RIVERSIDE 

" 
" 

4Publlo-lJC 

4Publio-UC 

20130107 
20130401 

201303Zl F 
201J0614F 

UNDECLARI 
UNDECLARI 

309999 
-

FATIMA 2011 0004 00131 6-0ll UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA. RIVERSIDE " 4Publto-UC 20130824 
FATIMA 2011_ 2011 00ll400131 6-0ll UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA· RIVERSIDE " 4Publio-UC 20131213F 302001 
FATIMA 

FATIMA " 
20110604001316-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA· RIVERSIDE 

2011000400131 6-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA · RIVERSIDE 
" 
" 

4PWlio-lJC 

4Publio-UC 

20140321 F 

GLOBAl STL 302001 
FATIMA 

FATIMA 

2011_
" 

2011000400131 5-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA · RIVERSIDE 

20110604001316-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA. RIVERSIDE 
" 
" 

4 Publio-UC 
4 P'11llic·UC 20150105 

20141219F 

201S0320F 
GL06AL STI 
GLOBAL ST• 

2011_ 
"-

2011 00ll4001321--00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ 

20110004001321--00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ 
" 4Publio-UC 

4Publio-UC 

2011(1917 

2011 20110004001321-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ " 4 P'11llic-UC 
JONATHAN 2011_ 20110604001321-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ " 4Publlc-UC 20121213F 
JONATHAN 2011_ 20110604001321-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ 20131J322F 

20110604001321-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ " 4Publ1c-UC 20131J613F 
JONATHAN 2011_ 20110604 001321 -00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ " 4Public-UC 20131212F 
JONATHAN 20110604001321-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ 20140321 F 

201 10604 001321-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ " 4 PubllC·UC 20140612F 
JONATl-JAN 20110604001321-00 UNIVERSITY OF CAl.IFORNIA·SANTA CRUZ " 4Publ1c-UC 
JOWi.THAN 20110604001321-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA C RUZ 4PubUc-UC 20141216F 
JONATHAN 20110604001321-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ 20150105 201S0320 F 

201 10604001321-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ 20150330 
20110604 

OAVIO 201 !0604 UNIVERSAL TECHNICAi. INSTITUTE " 

OAVIO 201 \0604 CAREER-TRACK EMPLOYMENT " 

JORGE 20110604 

JORGE MEDICAL SCIENCE CENTER " 

JORGE CAREER-TRACK EMPLOYMENT " "' 

CRYSTAL 
CRYSTAL Non Career/College 
CRYSTAL PASADENA CITY COLLEGE " 2Public 

001261-00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE " 2Public 
MANUEL 201 1060400801ltl-00 EVEREST COLLEGE · ALHAMBRA " 2Pnvato 20120614 20120012F 
MANUEL 201 10604008090-00 EVEREST COLLEG E · ALHAMBRA " 2Private 20120913 20120925W 
MANUEL Non CoreedCollogo " 
ANOREW 20110604 001261-00 PASADEWI CITY COLLEGE " 20110629 20111216 ENGLISH 
ANDREW 20110604001261-00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE " 20120220 20120617 ENGLISH 

http:Publlc/Pri,.te




" 

n 

" 

<!013_ 

21)13_ 

<!013_ 

Comp1lollon..tlh 
'" "°""l";':A  1 1g o"" Dal.o AILimiT,.<t;lng 

JOHN 
JOHN 

JOHN 

2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_ 

20120609001314-00 UNIVERSln' OF CALIFORNIA · IRVINE 

20120609001314-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA- IRVINe 

20120609001314-CIO UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA · IRVINE 

" 
" 

4 Publl<AJC 
4 Publlo-UC 

4 Publlo-UC 

2014W26 
20140623 
20140029 20141219f 

2012_ 20120609001314-00 UNIVER Sln' OF CALIFORNIA - IRVINE 4Publio-UC 20150102 20150020F 
JOHN 2012_ 20120609001314-00 UNIVERSln' Of CALIFORNIA - IRVINE 4Publio-UC 
ADRIAN 2012_ 20120609 

' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 

NO ENROLLMENlY 
NO ENROLLMENlY 

' 
' 
' 
' 

$2015 

" 

" 

" 
" 
" 

" 

" 

" 
" 

AORIAN 

KEVIN 

KEVIN 
CRISTIAN 

CRISTIAN 

CRISTIAN 

CRISTIAN 
CRISTIAN 
CRISTIAN 
CRISTIAN 
CRISTIAN 

CRISTIAN 
CRISTIAN 
ELIAS 
ELtAS 
ELIAS 
ELIAS 
VALERIE 
VALERIE 
VALERIE 

VALERIE 

JOSELIN 
JOSE LIN 

JOSE LIN 
SEBASTIAN 
SEBASTIAN 
SEBASTIAN 
MONSERRAT 
MONSERRAT 
MONSERRAT 

MONSERRAT 
MONSERRAT 
MONSERRAT 
RAUL 
RAUL 

2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_

,,
2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_ 
M' 
2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_ 
2012_

" 
2012_ 
2013_

" 
201 ( 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 

NonCamor/College 

Non Graduato 
201206090011613-C>J CITRUS COLLEGE 
20120609001286-00 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 

20120609001286-00 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 
201206090012ll6-00 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 

201206C90012ll6-0J SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 
20120009001286-00 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 
20120609001286-00 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 
20Wl6!l9001286-00 SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 
201206000012llS-OO SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 
20120609001286..Ql SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 
20120609 

UNIVERSln' OF THE \NEST 
UNIVERSITY OF THE \NEST 
UNIVERSITY OF TKE \NEST 

UNIVERSITY OF THE \NEST 

UNIVERSln' OF THE \NEST 

UNIVERSln' Of THE WEST 

UNIVERSln' Of THE \NEST 
UNIVERSln' Of THE WEST 

20130008001151-0J SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY 
20130608001273-0J SAN DIEGO Cln' COLLEGE 

UNIVERSln' OF THE WEST 
20130008001227-W LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 
20130008001227-CIO LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 

20130008001227·00 LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 

201300080017l7·00 LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 

201300080017<?7·00 LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 
20130608001227-00 LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 
20130608 

CAREER·TRACK EMPLOYMENT 

" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 

" 
" 
" 

" 
" 

" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 

2Publ1c 
2Public 
2 Public 
2Pllbllc 
2 Publ1c 
2Publle 
2Publlc 
2Publie 
2Publ1c 
2Public 

4Prival.o 
4Privalo 
4Private 

4Private 
4Pnvoto 
4Private 

4Privalo 
4Pnvato 
4DEP 
2DEP 
4Pnvote 
2Publio 
2Publlc 
2DEP 

2Publ1c 
2Public 
2Publlo 

20120024 
20130211 
20130617 
201300<!6 
20140105 
20140217 
20140023 
20140601 
20150105 
20150216 

20130Q2 
20130610 

2013'J610 
2C131l826 
2013'J626 
20140210 
:10140616 
20140901 

2012121SL 
20130611 
20130000 
20131217 
20140213 
20140500 
20140015 
2014122:) 
2015(1;!(1;! 
20150016 

2013Cle15 
2013CleCl3 

2013Cle18 
20131229 
20140209 
20140609 
20140831 
20141221 

BUSINESS ADMINISTRA 

NURSING SCIENCE LVN 
NURSING SCIENCE LVN 
NURSING SCIENCE LVN 

NURSING SCIENCE LVN 
NURSING SCIENCE LVN 

NURSING, REGISTEREC 

OARWN 2013_ 20130008001 149-00 HUMBOLDT STATE UNIVERSITY 

<013_ 20130608001149·00 HUMBOLDT STATE UNIVERSITY " 
DARWN 2013_ 20130608001149-00 HUMBOLDT STATE UNIVERSITY " 

' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 

NO ENROLLMENlY 
NO ENRDLLMENlY 

' 
' 
' 
' 
' 

" 

" 
" 

DARWN 

JOSIE 
JOSIE 

ERIC 
ERIC 

LUIS 
LUIS 
LUIS 
ANDREA 

AN OREA 
ANOREA 
ANDREA 
ENRIQUE 
ENRIQUE
ENRIQUE 
AXCELY 
AXCHY 

AXCELY 
AXCELY 

APRIL 

2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013  
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
<!013_ 

N<>11Careor/Colle90 

CAREER· TRACK EMPLOYMENT 
20130006022260-00 EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE 

Nonr.;araer/Collogo 

UNIVERSln' OF TKE \NEST 
Nonca ... or/C<l ege 

2013.0606001227-00 LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 
201306080Cle090-00 EVEREST COLLEGE -ALHAMBRA 
20130608001227-00 LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 
2013060802Zl60-00 EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE 
20130606001227-00 LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 
201300060012'.27-00 LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 

Non Career/College 
20130606001262-00 SAN JOSE CITY COLLEGE 

20130608012452·00 EVERGREEN VALLEY COLLEGE 

201 lllS00004400-00 DE ANZA COLLEGE 
2013'J006004480·00 DE ANZA COLLEGE 

20130608001149-00 HUMBOLDT STATE UNIVERSln' 

" 

" 

" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 
" 

2Pul>l1c 
2Private 
2Puhl1e 
2 Publlc 
20EP 
20EP 

2Public 
2DEP 
2Public 
2Pul>llo 
4Publio-CSU 

2C131l610 
2013o0729 
20130826 
201!;0209 
20130610 
20130!!26 

20140102 
20140102 
20140922 
20150105 
201300<!6 

2C13M18 
201300ZlF 
20131020 
2015Cle07 
20130018 
20130029 

2C140523F 
2014052:1F 
20141212H 
201503Z7L 

NURSING SCIENCE LVN 
51Cle01 

NURSING SCIENCE LVN 
PHYSICAL EDUCATION 

UNDECIDED 

AUTO & RELATED MEm 

CHILD DEV! 190706 
CHILD DEVE 190700 

' 
' 

NO ENROLLMENlY 

APRIL 
APRIL 
YEYMY 

2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 

20130608001149-00 HLJMSOLDT STATE UNIVERSln' 
NonC3reerlColl.o9" 

20130608 001151-00 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSln' 

" 
" 
" 4DEP 

20H0121 

20130522 2013Cle15 CKILO DEVELOPMENT 
NO ENROLLMENlY YEYMY 2013_ 20130608001273-00 SAN DIEGO CITY COLLEGE " 2DEP 20130010 2013CleW 

' 	 YEYMY NonCamor/Collogo " 
NO ENROLLMENlY IT2EL SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITY " 4DEP2013_ 20130608 001155-0il 201306[)3 2013CleOOL 
NO ENROLLMENlY ITZEL 	 2013_ 20130608007993--00 CALIFORNIASTA TE UNIVERSITY - BAKERSFIELD CA 4DEP 20140015 20141000W 

' 52015 	 ITZEL 2013_ UNIVERSln' OF THE WEST " 4Priwt. 
SKIOMARA 2013_ 20130008 0012'31-00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE " 2 Public 2013Cle26 20131215 
SHIOMARA 2013_ 20130008 0012'31-00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE " 2 Publio 20140113 20140511 
SHIOMARA 2013_ 20130608 0012'31--00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE " 2Publio 2014Cle25 20140929 SOCIOLOG\ 451101 
SHIOMARA 2013_ 20130008001281--00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE " 2 Publlo 201501 12 20150510 SOCIOLOG\ 451101 
HENRY 2013_ 20130008 
HENRY 2013_ Non CareorlCollo!I" 
OALILA 2013_ 

" OALILA 	 2013_ UNIVERSITY OF THE WEST " •P<ivo,. 
DALILA UNIVERSITY OF TKE \NEST " 4Privote 

4 Publio-CSUJOSE 	 2013_ 20130608 001155--0  SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITY 

JOSE 2013_ 20130608 001155--0  SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITY 4 Pul>lic-CSU 
JOSE 2013_ 20130008001155-0il SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITY •Pul>lic-CSU 20141210F 
JOSE 2013_ 20130008001155-0il SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITY 20150513F 
HAZEL 

S2015 HAZEL 2013_ NonCareer/Collogo " "' 

' KEIRY '- 201 lll806001243--00 MOUNT SPJNT MARY'S UNIVERSITY " 20130826 20131212F 

' " KEIRY 2013_ 201300Cle 00124:i.--OO MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 4Privatrl 20140113 20140508F
' KEIRY 2013_ 20130608001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY " •Privale 201 Cle25 20141211 F
' KEIRY 2013_ 201306C800ti43-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UN IVERSln' " • Private 20150112 20150507f
OVERLAP ENROL Y GENESIS 2013_ 20130608001151·00 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY " 4DEP 20130522 2013Cle15 POLITICAL SCIENCE OVERLAP ENROL Y GENESIS 2013_ 20130008001173-00 SAN DIEGO CITY COLLEGE 2DEP 20130010 2013CleW 

OVERLAP ENROLY GENESIS 2013_ 20130008 001173 --00 SAN DIEGO CITY COLlEGE " 20EP 20130019 
GENESIS 2013_ 20130608001151-00 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY " 4 PW1oc-CSU POLITICAL SCIENCE 
GENESIS 2013_ 20130608001151-00 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY 4 Put>loo..CSU POLITICAL SCIENCE 

Po • Joie 



" 

" 

" 

::; 
" 

' ' 
' 	 ' ' 

:!013_ 

2Cri3_ 451101 

' ' 
' ' 

Compllallon,.;111 

N•IJIJ""ISW<lonlCl""nn hO<Js D>"' 
 AlumnlTraoidng

fo<APR 182015 

OVERIAP ENROLY GENESIS 2013_ 2013060e001273-00 SAN OIEGO Cr['i COLLEGE 20140127
' GENESIS 2013_ 2013060e001151-00 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY 4Publlo-CSU 20140625 20141217 POLITICAL SCIENCE" GENESIS 2013_ 201:30606001151·00 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY 4PYblic-CSU 20150614 POLITICAL SCIENCE

BRYAN 2013_ 201:io6oe 
BRYAN 2013_ 001149-00 HUMBOLDT STATE UNIVERSITY 4Publ1e·CSU 

" BRYAN 2013_ 001149-00 HUMBOLDT STATE UNIVERSITY " 4 Publio·CSU 
JUAN 20130606 001261-00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE " 2 Publio 20130626 20131215 

"JUAN 	 2013_ 20130609 001261-00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE 2Put>io 20140113 20140511 
JUAN 20130606001261·00 PASADENA CITY COLLrnE " 2Publio 20140625 20141214

" JUAN 	 ='- 201:30600001261-00 PASADENA CIT'>'COLLEGE 2Publio 20150510 	 451101 
GUILL!'.RMO-CRUZ 	 201:30606='-
GUILLERMO-CRUZ 2013_ MISSION 

LIONEL 2013_ 20130606001261..iJO PASADENA CITi COLLEGE " 
 2Publ10 20140625 20141214 MATHEMAT 210101

" LIONEL 	 ='- 201:30600001251-00 PASADENA CIT!' COLLEGE " 2Publio 20150112 20150510 MATHEMAT 270101
" MARIO 	 2(113_ 201:30800041271-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - MERCEO 4Pub,o-UC 

MARIO 	 2013_ 201:30806041271 -00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA . MERCED " 4 Public-UC 20140626 UNOECLAAI 'rn  
MARIO 2013_ 201:30606041271-00 UNIVERSln' OF CALIFORNIA - MERCED " 4Publle-UC 20150120 20150515F UNDECLAAI 'rn  
DENISE W13_ 201:30608007600-00 EVEREST COLLEGE · LOS ANGELES " 2 Privaie 20131024 20131120F 510713 
DENISE 2013_ 201:l060B007600-00 EVEREST COLLEGE · LOS ANGELES " 2Private 20131121 20131VOF 510713 
DENISE ='- 20130600007006-IJO EVEREST COLLEGE · LOS ANGELES " 2 Priva!ll 20140106 20140204 F 510713 
DENISE 2013_ 201306000076CJ6.00 EVEREST COLLEGE · LOS ANGELES " 2Pll•ole 20140200 20140307F 510713 
DENISE 2013_ <0130606007600-00 EVEREST COLLEGE . LOS ANGELES " 2Privall> 2014()310 20140404 F 510713 
DENISE 2013_ :.l0130600007606-00 EVERESTCOLLEGE · LOS ANGELES " 2 Plktato 20140400 20140505F 510713 
DENISE E" 20130606007006-00 EVEREST COLLEGE - LOS ANGELES " 2Plktole 20141)507 20140604F 510713 
DENISE 2013= 20130600007606-00 EVEREST COLLEGE · LOS ANGELES " 2 Privalo 20140606 20140710F 510713 
DENISE 2013_ CAREER-TRACK EMPLOYMENT 
LUIS 2013_ 
LUIS 2013_ nCareedCollege
' ' 2013_ 20130600 001144-00 CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC 4PubNo.CSU 201309213 20131213F 
EDIMN 2013_ 20130600001144-00 CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC 4 Publie-CSU 20140106 20140 1 F

' EDIMN ='- 20130600 001144-00 CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC " 4PubOo·CSU 20140401 20140613F 
OVERLAP ENROLY EDIMN 2013_ 20130600001203-CO GLENDALE COMMUNITY COLLEGE " 2DEP 20140023 20140731

' 	 2013_ 20130800001144-00 CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC 4 Pl.'blio.CSU 20141212F 

2013_ 20130600001144-00 CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC 20150105 

2013_ 20130600001136-IJO CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY - EAST BAY 4 Publio-CSU 2013()925 20131215F 


ELIZABETH 	 2013_ 201 30000 0011 3!1-00 CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY • EAST BAY " 20140106 20140323F 
" 	 ELIZABETH 2013_ 20130008 001138-0IJ CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY -EAST BAY 4Publlo-CSU 201404()1 

ELIZABETH 2013_ 20130B0000113a.-00 CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY . EAST BAY 4 Publio-CSU 20141214F 
ELIZABETH 2013_ 2013000000113!1-00 CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY -EAST BAY " 4 Publlo-CSU 20150105 20150:l22F 
ELIZABETH 2013_ 2013000!!001136-IJO CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY · EAST BAY " 4 Publlo-CSU 20150330

' ,,_ 2013_ 20130008 
" ' "  2013_ Non Gladu.le 
MIS OENTIFIED ' JESUS 2013_ 2013000!!010387--00 EL PASO COMMUNITY COLLEGE " 2DEP 20130ll25 20131214H ASSOCIATE 240101 
MIS OENTIFIED ' JESUS 2013_ 201300l801CXJ87--00 EL PASO COMMUNITY COLLEGE " 2DEP 201401 19 2014tl517L ASSOCIATE 240101 
MIS DENTIFIEO ' JESUS 2013_ 20130000010387--00 EL PASOCOMMUNITY COLLEGE " 2DEP 20150118 20150516H ASSOCIATE 240101

' JESUS 	 2013_ UNIVERSITY OF THE Wi':ST " 4Privalo 

2013_ 201 30000 001157-00 CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY -STANISLAUS 4 P.iilio.CSU 

2013_ 201306M 0011 $7-00 CALlrORNIA CTATC: UNIV RSITY -STANISLAUS 4Pul.lio.CSU 201401Z7 20140523F 


BLANCA 	 2013_ 201308000011S7-00 CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY - STANISLAUS 4 Public-CSU 20140021 20141217F 
BLANCA 2013_ 20130800001157-00 CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY - STANISLAUS 4 Publio-CSU 
JONATHAN 2013_ 20130600 
JONATHAN 2013_ UNIVERSITY OF THE WEST " 4 Privole

" 	 JONATHAN 2013_ UNIVERSITY OF THE Wi':ST " 4PrivalE 
2013_ 20130600001155-00 SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITY " 4 Publio-CSU 20131209F 
2013_ 20130000001155-00 SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITI' 4 Publio-CSU 20140123 2014051 3 F  
2013_ 20130600 001155-00 SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITY 	 4 Publio-CSLI 20140025 20141210F 
2013_ 20130800 001155-00 SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITI' " 4 Publio-CSU 20150122 20150513F

' 	 CHRISTOPHER 2013_ 20130000001227-00 LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL " 2 Publ1c 201soo2e 20131229 UNDECIDED 
OVERLAP ENROLY 

' 
' " 

CHRISTOPHER 
CHRISTOPHER 

CHRISTOPHER 

2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 

20130800001227-00 LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 
2013060B001321--00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ 

20130600001224--00 LOS ANGELES HAABOR COLLEGE 

" 
" 
" 

20EP 20130026 
2013()921 
2014(1210 

20140209 
20131030W 
20140609 

ELECTRONICS ENGINE! 

ELECTRONIC TECHNICI 

' 
' 

" 
CHRISTOPHER 
CHRISTOPHER 

DIANA 

2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 

20130800001224-00 LOS ANGELES HARBOR COLI.EGE 
20130800001T.l7-00 LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 

20130600001151-00 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITi 

" 
" 

2Publio-TransD 

4 Public.CSU 

2014(1901 
20150209 
201Jtl5<2 

20140914 
20150607 
20130815 

ENGINEERING TECHNO 
ELECTRONICS ENGINE! 

BIOLOGY 
OVERLAP ENROLY DIANA 2013_ <0130600001273-00 SAN DIEGO CITY COLLEGE " 2 DEP 20130010 20130803 
OVERLAP ENROLY DIANA 2013_ 20130606001273-00 SAN DIEGDCITY COLLEGE " 2DEP 20130019 20131216 

' DIANA 2013_ 
E" 

20130600 001151-00 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITI' 

20130600 001151-00 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITI' 
" 
" 

4 Pub0o-CSU 

4 Publio-CSU 

20130026 
201401<2 

20131<?18 
20140515 

NURSING PREMAJOR 

NURSING PREMAJOR 
OVERLAP ENROLY 2013= 20130608001203-00 GLENDALE COMMUNITY COLLEGE " 2Dl'.P 201400Zl 20140731 

2013_ 201:30606 001151-00 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY 20140025 20141217 NURSING PREMAJOR 
DIANA 2013_ 20130606 00115Hl0 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY " 4 Publm-CSU 20150121 20150514 NURSING PREMAJOR 
HAYLEY 2013_ 201:30600001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY " 4 Private 20130500 201:lOB 1 1 L  
HAYLEY 2013_ <01:30606001243·00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY " 4Pllvo"" 2013062e 20131212F 
HAYLEY 2013_ 2013060B001243-00 MOUNT SAJNT MARY'S UNIVERSITY " 4Privato 20140113 2014050B F 
HAYLEY 2013_ 20130806001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY " 4Pnvate 20140625 2014121 1 F 
HAYLEY 2013_ 201:30806001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY " 4Pnva\e 201501 12 20150507 F 
RICHARD =·- 201:30606 
RICHARD 2013_ UNIV!'.RSITY OF THE WEST 

RICHARD 2013_ 001261-00 PASADENA CIT!' COLLEGE 
EDUARDO 2013_ W130S06 001144-00 CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC 

EDUAAOO 2013_ 201:lOSOB001144-00 CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC " 4PYb11c-CSU 

" EDUAROO 2013_ 20130606001144-00 CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC " 4 P\Jblio-CSU 
EDUARDO 2013_ 201:30006001144-00 CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC " 4Publ1c-CSU 

' 
' 

EDUARDO 
ERICK 

2013_
E" 

201:30908 001144-00 CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC 
20130006 

" 4 Publle·CSU 

' 
' 
' 
' 

OVERLAP ENROLY 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 

ERICK 
ERICK 
JAMES 
JAMES 
JAMES 
JAMES 

JAMES 
JAMES 
MARGARITA 
MARGARITA 

201( 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 

UNIVERSrT'I OF THE Wi':ST 
UNIVERSITI' OF THE WE.ST 

20130606001261·00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE 
W1:l060B001261-00 PASADENA CIT!' COLLEGE 
20130606 001261-00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE 
20130606001281--00 PASADENA CITi COLLEGE 
20130606 001261-00 PASADENA CIT!' COLLEGE 
20130606001261 -00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE 
20130606003467-00 PRESENTATION COLLEGE 
20130600003.467-00 PRESENTATION COLLEGE 

" 
" 
" 
" 

" 
'° 
'° 

4Privale 

4 Pnva1e 

2Public 
2 Publio 
WEP 
2Publlo 
2Publio 
2Publio 
4 Private 
4 Private 

20130626 
20140113 
2014051S 
2014051S 
20140625 
20150112 
20130627 
20140107 

20131215 
2014051 1 
20140523 
<0140523 
20141214 
20150510 
20131 217F 
20140508 H 

ENGNRNG ( 
ENGNRNG [ 
PRE BS IN :0 
PRE BS IN i; 

150000 
150000 
440701 
440701 

Pogo <olS 

http:Gladu.le
http:201306000076CJ6.00


" 

; 

' 

2014_ 

Comr>l•ilon"1V. 
NaliD,,.ISlu""nl ci..!ln houoOalo 

JorAPR162015 
Alumni Tracking 

n 

MARGARITA
MCC 
MCC 
MCC 

2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 
2013_ 

UNIVERSITY OF THE WEST 

0011ss-oo SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITY 
001155-00 SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITY 

" 
" 

IAAURICIO 2013_ 20130006001312-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA- BERKELEY " 4Publ1c-UC 20130526 
MAURICIO 2013_ 20130606001:312·00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - BERKELEY " 4Publlc-UC 20130619 

' 
IAAURICIO 
!AAURICIO 

2013_ 
2013_ 

20130606001312-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA- BERKELEY 
20130606001312-CIO UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA· BERKElEY " 

4Publlc-UC 
4Public-UC 20140615 20141219 

OVERLAP ENROL Y IAAURICIO 2013_ 20130806001312 0 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA· BERKELEY " 4DEP 20140621 20141219 
2013_ 20130806001312-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA· BERKELEY " 20150515 
2014_ 20140806001140-00 CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY· LOS ANGELES CA 

LORENZO 2014_ 20140806001140-00 CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY· LOS ANGELES CA 

" 
JAVIER 
JAVIER 

2014_ 
2014_ 

20140006 
LE CORDON 6LEU COLLEGE OF CULINARY ARTS ICA 

KARLA 2014_ 
MRLA 2014_ 001312·00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA · BERKELEY 
ALLISON 2014 20140006 

' 
OVERLAP ENROL Y 

' 
' 

OVERLAP ENROL Y 

" ALLISON 
FELICITAS 
FELICITAS 
FELICITAS 
FEUCITAS 
FELICITAS 

2014= 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 

UNIVERSITY OF THE I/I/EST 
20140506001317-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SAN DIEGO 
20140906001275-00 SAN DIEGO MESA COLLEGE 
20140606 001317-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SAN DIEGO 
<0140606001317-(IO UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SAN DIEGO 
20140906001275-00 SAN DIEGO MESA COLLEGE 

" 
" 
" 

" 
" 

4Public-UC 
20EP 

4Public·UC 
2DEP 

20140616 
2014oe1e 
20141002 
20150105 
20150126 

201409;l7F 
20141216 

20150321 F 
20150523 

KUMAN 610 
KUIAAN BIO 

F!;:LICITAS 
MICHELLE 

2014 
201 ( 

20140006001317-(IO UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SAN DIEGO 
20140906 

20150330 

MICHELLE 2014_ Non Career/College 
GIOVANNI 2014_ 
GIOVANNI 2014_ NonCoreerlCollege 
JONATKAN 2014_ 

n JONATHAN UNIVERSITY OF THE WEST 
DAAIELLE 2014_ 20140606 

' 
' 

DANIELLE 
BRIGETTE 
BRIGETTE 

2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 

20130009001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY"S UNIVERSITY 
20140600 001315-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-LOS ANGELES 
'<0140600 001315-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-LOS ANGELES 

" 

 

4PriYa!D 
4Pubic-UC 
4Pul>5c-UC 20140029 

2014091 2 F  
20141219F 

SUMMER SI 240102 
PRE POLITIC 461001 

OVERLAP ENROLY BRIGETTE 2014_ 20140600001315-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-LOS ANGELES " 40EP 20141002 20141219F 

' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 

OVERLAP ENROL Y 

" 
BRIGETTE 
BRIGETTE 
JESUS 

JESUS 
TANIA 
TANIA 
JORGE 

JORGE 
JORGE 

2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 

20140600 001315-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-LOS ANGELES 
20140609 001315 0 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-LOS ANGELES 
20140606 

001153-00 CALIF ORN ti\ STATE UNIVERSITY- NORTHRIDGE 
20140905 

NonGroduato 
20140606 001315-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-LOS ANGELES 
20140006 001315-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-LOS ANGELES 
20140600 001315-00 UNIVERSITY OF CAllFORNIA·LOS ANGELES  

4Pubk-CSU 

4Pul>ic-UC 
4DEP 

20150105 
2015():330 

20140029 
20141002 

20150J20Q 
20150612F 

20141219F 
20141219F 

JORGE 2014_ 20140606 00131 5-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-LOS ANGELES 20150320F 
2014_ 20140609 001315-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-LOS ANGELES 20150030 20150612 F  

OVERLAP ENROL Y 
' 
' 
' " 

DIANA 
ELIZABETH 
ELIZASHK 
JOVANY 
JOVANY 

W1•_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 
2014_ 

01'080S001t55-00 SAN J061i STATli UNIV&RSITV 
20140606001 1 -00 SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITY 
20140606009917-00 WY TECH COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
20140605001243-00 MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 
20140006 

LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

" 
" 
" 

1Publ,o-CSU 
4Publio·CSU 
2DEP 

20140925 
20150122 
20140625 

201412\0F 
20150513 F  
20141220K 

PHILLIP 2014_ 
" PHILLIP 2014_ UNIVERSITY OF THE WEST 

RICAROO 2014_ 
RICARDO 2014_ NonCaroor/College 
ANDRES 2014_ 
ANDRES 2014_ UNIVERSITY OF THE WEST 
CONSUELO 2014_ 20140606 
CONSUELO 2014 0012ro.oo GLENDALE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
MIRIMI 201 ( 20140806 
MIRIMI 2014_ LIFE PACIFIC COLLEGE 
XIOMARA 2014_ 
XIOMARA 2014_ Non Career/College 
ADRIANA 2014_ 
ADRIANA 
ALEJANDRO 

2014_ 
2014_ 

Non Career/College 
201400060012Be·OO SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 

" 
" 2PYbllo 20140801 201412'23 

" ALEJANDRO 
MARIA DEL CARMEN 

2014_ 
2014_ 

20140l50600126Hl0 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE 
20140506022200-00 EAST LOS ANGHES COLLEGE 

" 
 

2Public 
2PYblio 

20150112 
20140001 

20150204 
20141221 

POUTICALi 451001 
GENERAL STUDIES: SO 

IAARIA DEL CARMEN 2014_ 20140606022<60-00 EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE " 2PYblio 20150209 20150007 UNDECIDED 
LUISCARLOS 2014_ 20140606 

" LUISCARLOS
' '
' ' 

2014_ 
2014_ 
'2014_ 

UNIV!'.RSITY OF THE WEST 
20140606 
20140606001<61·00 PASADENA CITY COLLEGE 

ALBERTO 2014_ 20140606 
ALBERTO 2014_ NonCoreor/CoUege 
GIOVANNIE 2014_ 
GIOVANNIE 2014_ UNIV!;:RSITY OF THE WEST 
CINDY 2014_ 
CINDY 2014 
MARIANA 2014 
MARIANA 2014_ 001312-00 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA- BERKELEY 

TIFFANY 2014_ 20140506 
TIFFANY 21l14_ UNIVERSITY OF me WEST 
ERIC 2014_ 

" ERIC 2014_ NonCareor/College " "' 
FIDEL 
FIDEL 
ALEXANDER 

2014_
"-
" 

201 40006 00115MO CALIFORNIA ST A TE UNIVERSITY· NORTKRIDGE 
20140006 

ALEXANDER 
"' 
'" 

21)1•= 
" 

2014= 

201400060011751-00 NOTRE DAME DE NAMUR UNIVERSITY 
20140606 

022200-00 EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE 
MIGUEL 
MIGUEL 
"' 

2014_ 

:-
20140606 
2014060600115:J..00 CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY· NORn-IRIDGE 
20140606 

l'!gc5o!8 
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96% 
45 98% 

96% 

201 1  1 5  1 5 


26 27
2012-

44 


N y Grand Total 
1 00% 

2 0 1 3- 1 

2014 2 55 57 


97%
_ 


Grand Total 4 1 40 144 




V'.M E RICAN 

Total 

ENA 

Record Found Y/N - multiple -

Public I Private - multiple -

College Name 

MOUNT SAINT MARY'S UNIVERSITY 

CALIFORNIA STATE UN IVERSITY- NORTHRIDGE 

SANTA MONICA COLLEGE 

GLENDALE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

PASADENA CITY COLLEGE 

UN IVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - MERCED 

CALIFORNIA STATE UN IVERSITY - DOMINGUEZ HILLS 

EAST LOS ANGELES COLLEGE 

UNIVERSITY OF THE WEST 

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - RIVERSIDE 

U NIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-SANTA CRUZ 

U N  IVERSAL TECHNICAL INSTITUTE 

M E DICAL SCIENCE CENTER 

EVEREST COLLEGE - ALHAMBRA 

CITY OF CHICAGO - HAROLD WASHINGTON COLLEGE 

SAN JOSE STATE UNIVERSITY 

LOS ANGELES TRADE TECHNICAL 

HUMBOLDT STATE UNIVERSITY 

LOS ANGELES OCCUPATIONAL CENTER 

UNIVERS ITY OF CALIFORNIA - IRVINE 

CITRUS COLLEGE 

SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY 

SAN JOSE CITY COLLEGE 

DE ANZA COLLEGE 

EVEREST COLLEGE - LOS ANGELES 

CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC 

CALIFORNIA STATE U NIVERSITY - EAST BAY 

CALIFORNIA STATE UN IVERSITY - STANISLAUS 

LOS ANGELES HARBOR COLLEGE 

PRES ENTATION COLLEGE 

UN IVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA - BERKELEY 

CALIFORNIA STATE UN IVERSITY - LOS ANGELES 

LE CORDON BLEU COLLEGE OF CULINARY ARTS IN PASAD 

UNIVERS ITY OF CALIFORNIA-SAN DIEGO 

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-LOS ANGELES 

LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LIFE PACIFIC COLLEGE 

NOTRE DAME DE NAMUR UNIVERSITY 

HARTNELL COLLEGE 

CAREER COLLEGE 

Result 



:;:]' . . /7Z,1.-l-b 
;.::'./' Grk.d 

/t/ uJJ. 4  

Faith United Presbyterian Church
In Highl1111d Purk on the cdt·11e1· ol'Flgueron und A venue 53
1 15 N<>tih Avenue 53 
Lo  Angolo•, C:olifornlo 90042.4005 
Offi<e: (3?.3) ?.56-41 7 1  
Fox: {323) 256-41 72 

April 6. 2009 

Mr. Mati Jaime, 'President 
Avancc Executive Board 
l l 5 North Avenue 53 
Los Angeles. CA 90042 

Deur M;11.1, 

Thi  k:llor sorvos us ru1 atta-.hmont to lhc len.qe of April l. 2()()6, betwe<:n Paith United and 
Acadcmii1 Avance and supersedes any and sll otber attachment to thul tense with the following 
provisions: 

l .  The terms of Exhibit A anJ Exhibit B of the original lca c rem.,in unchanged; 
2. The new expiration date is .lune 30, 2010; and 

:t . Th<  11p1ioo to extend the lease for another 60 months (point 27) remains valid. 


As se have <liscu sed in cite pas1, the Administrative Commission is committ d 10 working "'ith 
Academia Avance to rctaitl them as a long-term termnt. 

Sincerely, 

R. Wils<)l'I, Tn;asmer 
l°or th  Sm1 Gabriel Presbytery Administrntive Commi sion 
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(> Administrative Commission µj

"' f) of San Gabriel Presbytery fw ihe church & Property 


1n Highland Park on the wmer ofltigi1eroa and Avenue 53 
r v s  "'' 	 1 1 5  North Avenue 53 


LO$ Angeles, CofifOrnia 90042-4005 

Office: (323) 256-41 71 Fox; (323/ 256-4 l Tl 


May 20, 2010 

Ricardo Min:le.<;., Executive Director 
Academia Avance 
PO Box 42095 
Los Angck:s, CA 90042 

Ooor Mr. Mir<:fos, 

On bolmlf of the Administrative Commission of Sru1 GlibriGI Presbytery, we are reconfirming ·Jur 
previous verbal and wrttl:en commitmentto Academia Avance. 

San ("'mbriet Presbyti:Jcy is the sole owner of the proplif!Y at 1 1 5  Nonh Avenue 53 where the 
chnrOOI' school Academia Avanoo is located. On behalf of th  Presbytery, the Administrative 
Comrniasion is respunslble fur the IUl\lre ofihe property, its tonrom ood nil lease agreement s. 

Upon the renewal of your charter, we look forward tp finalizing a five-year fo11se with your 
school thll:t wiU include, but not he limited to, the use of the cilUlsrooms in the basement of the 

·Akron Building. 

In this interim period if we may bc1 of further assistance, p1¢<i e let us know, We remain 
cntlm,iastic supporters of the high quality education off'<:ired to the Hlgbfand Park community 
through Academia Avance nnd your uT!Wllvering leadership, 

Faithfolly yours, 

Martha M, Campbell 

Cc·Cllair 




PREMISES. 

TERM. 
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LEASE AGREEMENT 
between 

Avance Schools, Inc. 

and 


B'aitb United Presbyterian Church 


This Lease, made and entered i.nto this 3rd day of April, 2006, by and between Acadcn1iv 
Avance Ch arter School, hereinafter designated as "Lessee", and the Faith United
Presbyterian Church of Los Angeles, California, herei nafter designated "Le.ssor" , is as
fol lows: 

Lessor catain premises subj ect to the terms and conditions as follows: 

Lessee hereby leases from Lessor the space within 

the facilities located on parcels identified by the Los Angeles

County Assessor Parcel Numbers : 5468020015, 546802002, 

5468020023, 5468020025, and identified as the addresses 115 & 
129 N A venue 53, Los Angeles, Californ ia. 

1 .  

2. The spaces to be l eased, as identified in the Exhibit A, are 

herein after "the Premises". 

through June 30, 2008. 

4. USE OF PREMISES. The Premises shall be used by Lessee 

sole.ly for the operation of a charter scbool, as authorized by the 
Educati.on Code of the State of California. 

5 .  RENT. For consideration for entering into thi  Lease, Lessee 

3 .  The term of this Lease shall be from January l, 2006 

agrees to pay the sum as stipulated in the schedule presented in 

Lease Agreement· between Avance Schools. Inc. rinll Failh Un.itcd Prc,bytcrinri Chi.1rch 

Lessee, for the. considera1:ion herei nafter set fortl1, does hereby leare from 

Pnr,r. .)f \6 



CARE, MAINTENANCE 

LESSOR. 
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· -. 

.Exhibit B upon execution of this agreement. Rent for subsequent: 

lease years sha.11 be due on the first day of the c2lendar y .ar 

quarter. 

6 .  t shall 

7. 

Lessor's agents, representatives or employees to enter said

Premises during the regular school hours maintained hy Lessee and 

with reasonable notice of not less than one day for the purpose of 

inspecting said Premises to determine whether Lessee is comply(ng 

with the terms of this Lease and for the purpose of doing other 

lawful acts tha.t may be necessary to protect Lessor's interest in 
said Premises onder this Lease or to perform Lessor's duties under

this Lease. 

AND REPAIR. Lessee at its cos

provide usual and customary care to the Premises including 

custodial and maintenance. Lessee shall be re.5ponsible for a.nd 
shal l pay for a.ny repairs or replacements which are occasioned or

made necessary by reason of the use of said Premises by Lessee or 
its agents or emp loyees. Lessee shall not be respon sible for 

damage r.hereto by earthqu ake, act of God or the elements. 

As a condi tion of this Lease, Lessee shall participate in Les8ors 

Main tenance Plan . Lessee shal l identify projects to he included in 
the plan and fi le the plan with the Lessor. Lessee shall pay its pro 
rata share of related expenses os specified in the said M.ai ntenancc 

Plan. Lessee may undertake projects outside of the Lessor's 

Maintenance Plan with the prior wri tten consent of the LessQ(. 

Lessee shall pay for all such expense  as determined by the 

fraction or the total llsab\e area leased and occupied by Lessee. The 
Lessor's Maintenance Plan shall be reviewed and agreed to by both 

parties in writing accordin g to a set schedule which shall have a 

frequen cy of not less than twice a year. 

INSPECTION BY Lessee shall permit Lessor or 

Least Ar,i: c-.rn.ci:l1: b ;wcr.n Av::i.i:icc Si;;hoo13, !nc. and faith Uni ti;.d Presbyecrian Cluirch P'a e 2 of 16 



_ALTERATIONS. 

UTIU:T.IES. 
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8. 	 No alterations may be made by Lessee without 

written consent of Lessor, which shall not be unreasonably 

withheld. Lessee must submit a change of facilities form to the 

Lessor and receive appro val before beginning any alteration. 

Lessor shall be responsible for and shall pay for any inspections, 

permits or fees required, including, but not limited to, any fees 
charged by the Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety. 
Any alterations, additions or improvements Lessee has made to the 
Premises shall become the property of Lessor at the end of this or 
any subsequent Lease term. 

9. 	 Lessee shall pay its pro rata share of all utilities at\cl 
services, inclttcling garbage, gas, electricity and water and 

telephone. Lessee shall ma.kc all such payments against l:lie 

prc.sentation of a final invoice for the actllal charges incurred by 

and in the. name of the Lessee. For the use of utilities and services 

which are not invoiced in the name of the Lessee, Lessor shall 

present an in voice of Lessee'.• pro rata share of Slich Cl<.penses 

determined by the fraction of the total usable a.rea !eased and 
occupied by Lessee. Lessor shall pwvidc detai ls of el<.penses

actually incurred as evinced in an audi table record. Lessee shall 

make all such el<.pense reimbursements together with the 
subsequent rent pnyrne11t accordin g  to the agreed rent schedule cif
Exhibit B .  

10. COMMON AREA EXPENSES. Lessee agrees to pay its pm-rat:a

share of maintenance for the common area as dctcm1ined by the 

fraction of the total usable area leased and occupied by Lessee and 

against the presen tation of an invoice by Le8.5or providing details

of expenses actually incurred as evinced in an auditablc record. 

Lessee shall rnake all such expense reimbursements together with
the st1bscqu.em rent payment according t.o the agreed rent schedule. 
of Exhibit B . 

J...c se Agreement h Cween A vritic.e Sc:!hools, Tnc. and Pat th United Presbyt!":rinn Chtirch 

http:st1bscqu.em
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l l .  ASSIGNMENT AND SUBLETTING. Lessee shall not assign 

this lease or sublet any portion of the premises without prior

written consent of the Lessor, which shall not be unreasonably 
withheld. Any such assignment or su bletting without consent shall 

be void and, at the option of the Lessor, may terminate this I.ease. 

12. HOLD HARMLESS. Lessee shall hold harmless, dcfond and 
indemnify Lessor, its officers, agents and employees, from a.nd 
against any liability, claim, action, cost, dama.ge or l oss, including 

reasonable costs and attorneys' fees, for injui:y, including death, to 

Bny person or damage to any property ari sing out of Lessee's 

acti vil:les under this Lease, but excluding l iability due to the sole 

negiigence or willful misconduct of Lessor. This obligation shall 

continue beyond the term of !:his Lease as to any act or omission 

which occurred during or under this Lease. This indemnification 

obligation is not limi ted in an y way by any I.imitation on the 
amount or type of damages or compensation payable. to or for

Lessee or its employees or agents under workers' compensation 

acts, disability be.nefit acts, or other employee benefit acts. 

13. INSURANCE. 

A. Lessee.: With respect to this Lease, Lessee shall maintain 

insurance as descri be.cl below: 

1 .  	 Workers' compensation insurance with -limits of 

$ 1  ,000,000 for each claim with an insurance carrier 
in accordance with the Act of the Legislature of the 
State of Cali fornia, known a  the "Workers' 
Compensation Insurance and Safety Act" originally 

approved May 26, 19 13 , and all Act amendments 

and supplements thereto. S id policy shall be 

endorsed with the following speci fie  language: 

"This policy shall not be canceled or ma terially 

Le.are Ag(ccmE.1nt ticl:Wcf:!n A vanc:.r, Schools. Inc, and Fa.itb Uni ted Presbyterian Church 
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changed without first giving thirty (30) days prior
written notice to Lessor. In l:he event Lessee is self
insured, it shall furnish a certificate of permission to 
self-insure, sign .d by the Departme11t of Industrial 
Relations Administration of Self-insurance, 

11Sacrame.nto  California. 

2. 	 Conunercial or Comprchensive General Liabi lity 

insurance covering bodily injury and property

damage utilizing an occunence policy form, i.n a.n 
amount. no less than $5,000,000 combined single 

Ii.m i l  for each occurrence. Said insurance sha.11 
include, hut not be limi ted to: premises and 

operations liability, independent. contractors 

liabi l  i and personal injury liability.ty , 

3. 	 Each said comprehen sive or commercial general 

liability insurance policy ,, hall be endorsed with the 
fo l lowing specific language: 

(a) Lessor, its officers and employee, is named as 

addi.lional insured for all liability arising out of the 

operati ons by or oo behalf of the name insured in 
the pe1formance of this Lease" 

(h) The inclusion. of more than one insured shall not 
operate to impair the rights of one insured against 
another insured, and the coverage afforded sha,11 
apply as though separate policies had been i ssued to 
each insured, but the inclusion of more than. one 
i nsured shall not operate to increase the limits of the 
company's liability. 	 ·j
(c) The insurance provide herein is p1imary
coverage to Lessor with rJspect to 2.ny insurance or 

Lease Agteernen.r bC',tw c[l Avi;1.ncc Schools, T11c. and Ftiith Utiitr:tl "Presbyterian Church PElgr.: 5 l)f 16 



Lessor.

, 

(3bJ 

S .  Policy Obligations 
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The following clocumentat on shall be submitted to 
Lessor: 

(a) Properly executed Certtficates of Insurance 

clearly evi dencing all covdrage, l.imits , and 

endorsements required abJve. Said certificates shall 
be submi tted prior r.o the ekecution of this Lease. 

sel f-insurance prngtams m intaincd by Lessor and 

no in urance held or owneJ by D;ssor shall be 
called upon to contribute td a loss, except for the 
sole negligence of 

(d) This policy shall not b canceled or materially 

changed without first givi g thirty (30) days prior 
written notice to Lessor. 

4. Documentation 

(b) Signed copies of the Jecified endorsements for 

each policy. Said end01:se e.nt copies shall be 
submitted within thitty (3 ) dayi of execution of 

this Lease. l 

(c) Upon Lessor's written equest, certified copies

of insurance policies. Said policy copies shall be 
days of Le.ssor's 

er ohligati.ons shall not 

be li mited by the. foregoing insurance requirements. 

submitted within thitty 
reque t. 

Lessee's i ndemnity and ot 

Le.ase Agr£"..c.m.ont bctv..reen A v.11.ncc: SchooL'!, Inc. And Faith U11itdd Pr byJ:l3riim Church Pll[tc 6 of 16 
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LESSOR'S REMEDIES 
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6. Materia.1 Er.each 

If Lessee, for any re.ason, fails to maintain insurance 

coverage which is required pursuan t to this

Agreement, the same shall be deemed a material 

hteach of Lease. 

B. Fire Insurance. In the event of a loss which is not due to the 

fault of ei.tber party (i.e. Act of God), each party shall cany 
adequate fire insurance on their respective property. 

14. DESTRUCTION OF PREMISES. Jn the event of desrruction of 
the leased Premises, Lcsse . shaJI be entitled, at its election, to 
terminate the Lease and all li ability of Lessee for rent: accruing 
subsequent to the date of dest11.1ction shall cease. 

l5. EJ\1INENT DOMAIN. lf the premises or any part thereof or any

estate thNein, or any other part of the building materially affecting 
Le.sscc.'s llSC of the premises, shall be taken by eminent domain, 
this lease shall terminate on the date when title vests pursuant to 

such tak\ng. The rent., and any additional rent, shall be apportioned 

as of t.hc termination date, and any rent paid for any period beyond
that date shall be repaid to Lessee. Lessee shall not be entitled to 
any part of the award for such taking or any payment in lieu 

thereof, hut Lessee may file a claim for any taking of fixtures and
improvements owned by Lessee, and for moving e.x:penses 

1 6 .  ABANDONMENT BY LESSEE. Should Lessee breach this 

Lease and abandon Premises prior to the natural expiration of the 

tern.1 of this Lease, Lessor may tenninatc this Lease. 

17. ON DEFAULT. If Le. see defaults in 
the payment of rent, or any additional rent, or defaults in the 

Lr..asc Agrc mGnt between A vam c Schools. lnc. Rnd Fri.ith United Prl!sbyterian ·church 
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perfonnance of any of the other covenants or conditions of this 
agreement, Lessor may give Lessee notice of such default and if 

Lessee does not cure any default within thirty (30) days, aft.er the 
giving of such notice, or if such default is of such nature th J it 

cannot be completely cured within such period, i.f Lessee does not 

comrnence such curing within such thirty (30) days and thereafter 

proceed with reasonable dili gence and in good faith to cure such 

default:, then Lessor may terminate this Lease on not less than 
fifteen (15) days' notice to Lessee . On the date specified in the 
notice, the term of this Lease shall terminate and Lessee shall then 

quit and surrender the Premises to Lessor, but Lessee shall remain 

liable as provided be.low. ff this Lease shall have been so 

terminated by Lessor, L.essor may al: any tin1e !:hereafter resume 
possession of the Premises by any lawful m.eans  and remove 

Lessee or other occupants and their effects, 

18 .  LESSOR'S REJVillOIES IN 	 OF BREACH. In the even t 

of any breach of this Lease, Lessor, .in addition to the other rights 

or remedies Lessor may have, shall have the immedi ate right of 

reentry and may remove all persons and propeity from the 
Premises. The property may be removed and stored in a.ny place in 
the building where the demised Premises are located, or in any
other place, for the account of, and at the expense and risk of 

Lessee. Lessee waives all claims for dam.uges which may be 
caused by the reentry of Lessor and the taking of possession of the
demised Premises or removal or storage of the furniture and 

property as herein provided. Lessee will save Lessor harm.less 
from any loss, costs or damages caused by Lessor and no such 
entry will b - considered or constmed to be a forcible entry. Should

Lessor elect. to reenter, a,g provided in this agreement, or should 
Lessor ta,ke possession pursuant to legal prnceedings or pursuant to 

any notice provided fM by Jaw, this Lease shall terminate, effective 

tli.e date that Lessor takes possession. 

PAGE 08 
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QUIET ENJOYMENT 
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Lessee shall deposit with Les or withirt1.9. 

thirty (30) days from the signing of this lease the sum of six 
thousand Dollars ($6,000) as security for the performance of 

Lessee's obligations under this lease, inchiding wi thout I.imitation 

the surrender of possession of the premi ses to Lessor as herein 

provided. If Lessor applies any part of the deposi.t to cure any 
default of Lessee, Lessee shall on demand deposit with Lessor the 
amount so applied so that Lessor sh all have the full deposit on 

hand at: all times during 1:he term of this lease. 

20. AND PERMITTED USE. L .ssor 

warrants that Lessee, so long a.s no event of Defaul t has occurred 
and is then continuing under this Lease , shall have peaceful 
possession and quiet enjoyment of the Premises duri ng the tenn of 

this Lease and that Lessee may use the same for a ch arter 8chool or
for an.y related purposes. Lessee' s use of the Premises shall not 
violate any ordi nance, l aw or regulations of any Govennnental 

Authority. Except as provided otherwise herein, alt si gns and the 

location thereof shall be furnished at the sole cost and expense of
Lessee, and shall be subject to the prio1· approval of Lessor, such 
approval not to be unreasonably withheld or unduly delayed, 

21 .  COMPLIANCE WITH. RUL.ES AND REGULATIONS. The 
rules and regulati ons contained in this Lease, as well a.s such rules 

and regulations as may b e  aclopte.d in the future by Lessor for the 

safety, care, and cl eanliness of the Premises and the preservation of 

good order on the Premises, arc expressly made. a part of thfa 

Lease, a.nd Lessee agrees to obey all such rules aud regulations. 
With the ex ception of safety rules and regulations, Le.ssee shall be 

given thirty (30) clays written notice prior to Lessor' s adoption of 

any change in the wles and regul ations regardi ng tl1c Premises. 

22. COMPLIANCE WITH. LAW. Lessee shall not use the Premises 
or permit anything to he clone i n  or about the Premises which wi.H 

in nny way co11flict with any law, statL1te, ordinance or 

J....e.<i_<.::  Agrccmont between Avanc:e Sahools, [nc, and Fail:h Unllcd Presbyterian Church Page I or 1 6  



NQTICE. 

governmental rule or regulation now in force or which may 

hereafter be enacted or promulgated. Lessee shall participate in the 
cost and expense and promptly comply with all laws, Wil:utes, 

ordinances and governmental rules, regulations or requirements 

now in force or which may hereafter be in force, and with the 
requirements of any board of fire insurance underwriters or other 

similar bodies now or hereafter constituted, relating to, or affecti ng
the condition, use or occupancy of the Premises. 

23. SEVERABILITY, The invalidity or i llegality of any provision 

shall not affect the remainder of the Lease. 

24. 

Faith Unit
Notice t.o Lessor: ll 5 N A venue 53 

Los Angeles, CA 90042 

25. SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST. The provisions and conditions of 

02/04/2008 20 : 04 1 21 35520994 AVl'NCE PAGE 10 

As used in this Lease, notice includes but is not limited 
to the communication of notice, request, demand, a.pproval, 

sta1:cmcnt, repo1t, acceptance, consent, waiver and. appointment.

All notices must be in writing. Notice is considered given either (a) 
when deli vered in person to the recipient named as below, or (b) 

when deposited in the United States mail in a sealed envelope or 

container, posra.gc and postal charges prepaid, addressed by name

ancl address to the party or person intended as follows: 

Notice to Lessee: A vance Schools, Inc. 
P.O. Box 42095 

Los Angeles, CA 90042 

ed Presbyterian Church 

this Lease shall extend to and. bi.nd the assignees or tran. ferees 

under said Lease., and shall also ex.tend to end bind heirs, 

l...c sc Agreeme.11(· between A vancc Schoo ls. Inc. and Fait II Unil,ed Pre.sbytcl"ian Church P<1gc l O of l(i 
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hereto. 

executors, administrators and successors in interest of the parties 

26. HOLDING OVER. If Lessee, with Lessor's consent, remains in 

possession of the Premises after ex:pit:ation or tennination of the 

t.erm, or after the date in any notice given by Lessor to Lessee 

termin ating this Lease, snch possession by Lessee shall be deemed 

to be a month-to-month tenancy te<minable on 30 days' notice 

given at any time by either party. All provisions of this Lease, 

except those pertaining to term and option to extend sl1nll. apply to 

the month-to-month ten ancy. 

27 . TO RENEW. Provided that Lessee i s  not in default in 
the ped"ormance of this lease, Les ee shall have the option to 

renew the lease. for a n  addi tional term of sixty (60) months 

commencing at the expiration. of the initial lease tei:i.11, All of th , 

term  and conditions of the lease shall appl y during the renewal 

term except that the rent shall be set according to rnutua.1 
agreement based on the prevailing median commercial rents along 

the N. Figueroa SI:. corridor in Highland park. The option shall be 

e.xercised by written notice given to Lessor not less than ninety 

(90) days prior to the expiration of the initial lease term. T.f notice 

is not given in the manner provided herein within the time 

specified, this option shal.l expire. 

28. OPTION TO EXPAND. 	 Provided that Lr.ssec is not in default in 
the pe1formm1ce of this lease, Lessee shall have the option to rent 

space adjacent to or in the vi cinity of the leased Premises. The 

option sh a.11 be exercised by written notice given to Lessor not less 

than ninety (90) days following the Lessor' s initial notice of the 
availabiHty of space adjacent to or in the vi cinity of the leased 

Premi ses. All of the tcm;s and conditions of the .lease shall apply to 
any adjacent. or additional .space leased except tl1at any rent for the 
additional space shall be agreed upon at such time as the option is 

Lr.::i.sc Agreernc:n! hr.tw i;:n Av;mce Schools, [nc. Rnd Faith Unfl!XI Pre hyl:erinn Church Page I I  1Jf l 6  
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exercised. Lessee ha. the option but not obligati.on to take 

specified space during some specified window of time. 

Lessee. was not in compliance with the Americans with 

Disabilities Act (" ADA"). Lessee is responsible for compliance 

with the ADA, its suppo1ting regulations, and all simi l ar Federal, 

state or local laws, regulations and ordinances relating to removal 
of barriers within the workplac10, i.e. arrangement of interior 

furnishings and access within the Premises, and any improvements 

installed by Lessee. If Lessor's con sent would be required for 
al terations ro bri ng the Premises into cornpliance, l.£.ssor agrees 
not to unreasonably withhold its consent:. 

29. DISABILITlES lt is 

•cknowledged that Premises, at time of original occupancy by 

:  of 1.6 Leai>e Ag1ecnlcn  hclwcco Avaot.a S hoot'l. Inc. and Fa1tll United Pr't"-8byter'inn Chirrch Pn c 1 
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MATERIALS ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

ENVIRONMENT6,_L REPRESENIA.TION 

QO;NDITION TERMINATION. 

.. ... · 

30. HAZARDOUS 

and LIABILITY 

RELEASE. Lessee acknowledges that va1ious materi als utilized in 
the construction of the Premises may contain materials that havB 

heen or may in tl1e future he determined to be toxi.c, ha.zardous or 
undesirable and may need to be special ly treated, specially handled 
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and/or removed from the Premises. Such substances may be above 
and below ground on the Premises or may be present in soils, 

water, building components or other portions of the Premises in 

areas th•t may or may not be accessible or noticeable. Lessee shall 

use and operate all Premises, at alt times during the term hereof, 

under and i n  compliance with the laws of the State of California

and in compliance with all applicable envirCJnrnen!:al legal 

rnquirements. For any contamination to Premises due to Lessee's 

1sc, Lessee a8Sumes full responsibility for the clean-up of such

toxic hazardous or undesirable materials as required by current and 
further federal, state and local laws and regulations. Lessee 

acknowledges that toxic wastee, hazardous materials and 

undesirable substances problem.s can be extremely costly to correct

and Lessee relieves Lessor from all liability related thereto due to 
Lessee's use. Lessee therefore agrees that Lessee shall indemnify

and defend and hold Lessor harmless from any claim, liability, 

damage, cost or expense, including but not limited to court costs 

and attorney's fees, arising out of or in any way related to toKic 

wHStc, hazardous matc1ial and/or undesirable substance affecti ng

the Premises related to and/or ca1.ised by Lessee's use. 

During the term of this 

clean and safe condition. Upon the expiration of the term of this 

Lease and any renewals th.ereof or upon the sooner termination 
thereof, Lessee sh".ll surrender to D;ssor possession of the 
Premises . Lessee shall leave the Premises i.n as good order and 

condition as said Premises were in at the beginning of the term of 

this Lease, ordinary wear and tear thereof and darnage by the 

3 1 .  AT 
Lease, Lessee shall at all times maintain the Premi.5es in a good, 

Lease 1\�reerncnt bctwc:i=n J\ vance School$, hu::. and Fairh United Pm. bytcrian Chur.ch Page 1 3  '.)r H i  
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elements, fire, earthquake, flood, act of God, or public calamity 

ex.cepted. 

32. ENTIRE 	 The foregoing cons titutes the entire 
agreement between the parties and may be modified only by 

writing si gned by both parties. The following Exhibits, if any, 

have been made a part of this lease before the parties' execution 

hereof: 

Exh ibit A: Leased Premises 

Exhibit B :  Rent Schedule 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Lease to 
be executed the day and year first above written. 

FAlTH UNITED PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 

Lea$r. Agr r..rncnt between Avance ;:;Jchools, lac. and Fi:lith Uni.te<l Prcshytelian Church Par-;r. J r.. o f  1 6  
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Akron 

Office 

600 

681 

616 

240 

1 "  

2007 
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to Lease Agreement 
A Leased Premises 

-2ooa
3 

Academic YEAR 2005_2006 2006_2007
Operating Year 1 2 

Cla•srooms Needed 
Ttiiiit<ili' 

4 6 g
' '1 i1li1.· ' _::_;,. .  •• 

· : :q ijj
BUILDING FLOOR 

3r1IAkron 

Akron 3• 

2nd 

SPACE 

Scr:rver room 20,204 204 

?.04 20 20•1 

745 745 741 . 

614 61 4 6 1 ·! 

Akron Class Room 1 
2"d Class Room 2 Akron 

2"11Akron Class Roon1 3 600 60(1
(I

Akron Class Room 4 6812n
68 1 

Akron 2"' 
Bathroom 1 (boys) 160 1 60 

1 60 

1 32 

W:J 

1 6 ]
6'1 fl 
13:  

2°' 
Bathroom 2 (girls)

'" Office 
160 

1 616 
132 

Akron 

Mail RoomAkron 1 •  
Akron 1 "  240 240 
Akron Basem nt 

Akron Basement 


Bath room (pair) 
Class Room 1


Class Room 2 

82 7
914

Class Room 3 Akron Basement 907 
Akron Basom nt Class Room 4 958 
Akron Basement Class Room 5 

90'.'
951l 

_ 44:1 
Akron Basem<";nt Lunch room 1 , 240 1 ,Nil Akron Basement M\Jlli-purpose room 2 , 1 00 2, 100 2, 1 [il) 
Akron Basemeflt Bathroom (pair) 500 500 5(11) 

2'" \N0strninster Rooms 1 ,000 1 ,000 1 .0(11) 
Gym 2,400 2,400 2,4(11)"1Westminster 

WestfTJ inster Bathroom 1 (boys) 1 35 1.35 1 :.1 J 

Avancm Schools, lt1c. Lea.a Agreement with Faith United Presbyterian Church 
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EXHlBIT B 

ADDENDUM TO LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN FAI1'H UNITED 

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH AND AVANCE SCHOOLS, INC. 

SCHEDULE OF RENT DUE 

The parties agree !liot Lessee shall pay the sum corresponding to the schedule 
below on a qu arterly basis: 

January l ,  2006 to.lune 30, 2006: $12,000.00 per month 

J11ly l ,  2006 Lo June 30, 2007: $ 14,000.00 peT month 

.My l ,  2007 l:o .lune 30, 2008: $ 16,000.00 per month 

tease Agrecmenr; bctwc.r.n A vancc School , lnc. and F'n.itb United Pre byterifl.n Church Pa.8£'. 1.6 (If 16 

http:16,000.00
http:14,000.00
http:12,000.00
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(' Administrative Con1rnission 
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.;1:.i  
 orSan Gabriel Presbytery for the c1mrch & pmper\r 
#- .;· ..  	 In Highl aml Park on tlic comer nfI'iguema. and A venm: 53 


1 1  5 1\lorth A\Jenua 53 

Lo:;: Angele!;, Coiifornfo 90042 4005 

Office : {32 ) 25l 417i r ax: {323} 256..-4 1 72 


Mew lease A 1memen! ba4wee-n Adminilltrolive Commi lon or Son \Pabrte! Presbyt(>ty 

Anci


Academia Avarice 

This d(1c1unent servc:;s as rur attaciuneat to the le.asc of April \ 1006 bet\\' OOH fiaith United 
P-ri shy1{;"1'ian Church and A.cadeiti n : .·,-i1nct1:, and s:upcr cdes u11y· und ail other anacJnrienlt: ru that 
iease and :represeni.:i the nev.' agret-111ent b"tVi.•i; t;!l b )th pattic-s relative to thr: property at tht  c:.:.in1e;r
ofN Fi:g11e:roa St n:d N .4.·venue 53 in Los rccognize-d. by the- address. tif 1 1 5 1\� .i\.v enue 
53 (AknJH 8:1 ilding_)  n:ud 1 2$ N ./".venue 53 (Westtninstei· BuildinRL (Note that- tJ1t orig-in.al 2006 
leas  docu111en1. jnco11·ect1y ideuti"fi.c  the latrcr a�; 29 N vcnJJC 5'.5.J 
This. .nev-.; a._gr ::1neu1 foH0¥..1S flu  tenns. (ifthe \)riginal lease  but r;;'f11·es.ents u1uh1a1 agreei:ner.1 of 
rc--visions  1ts pres-c11.t1.: l here. l oth pnrties agree !!,) aHo\v H.1r revis.it.)nS i;u the !ea} t:- 11..i an'/ tirn.e:
duri.ng tht:: ica;.-.:o tern1. µro··.dde-d they ari:. presentt;:d in v.triting, J1<l "r,.·iih 3l1 dtJys prior notice. 

'fl1i . nc.':'ih' ttgrcon1eJ.1t s :t  the lca.."'l¢ expiration to June 30  2015 to align with the- curn;:n1 cha:tcr 
authorizatinn und-er the Los l\ngc.le.s County f3oard, ofEdth'; ti:on an<l. 1.s rerr()activ-e i:o .hdy 1 "  
20100 This ext 1sltin r, lkr\.V$ fro1r. the origina! lease: It.an 27; ()PTJOJ'l TO H.RNE\\' of the 1ea:c.e 
fcrn1 ihr 60 u1unths. ·Not - tha · th£!:i 6(J nionth rencv;:al is !tl1hsegnent to !11e previoQ  appHcatton of
item 26 HOLDJNG OVER, whel-e by pre.vious nrnttml. ag;retmimis the orll>>:inal k B  1<m!J end 
dtl.te \V!lS nv.rvetl to June 3:0  2009  then to June- 30  2010  o as: ·t0 lJ.C co-1.e.rn1 nus \vjth the scho·oPR. 
origi1rnl c.liru:ter term under the Los i\Jlgeles Unified $ebool District 

_\ttached to this docuni.ont is Exhibit t\! the schech..:J:;; -ofle-:: sed. prtm1ise0 for the ne\Y at-,'TecnJen11. 
and E· bihi\ B. pre.. eni.ing: tbe. schet! ulc nf rent due. 'J'he&c re.place ·Ex11ibit /\_ a.nd E)-;:hihit B of the: 
ori.g.in 1l ie-i Se-. 
11"-ds nc;v agrecnJent a.bides i..vith lten1 25. SUCC E.SS.OllS LN ll\!'fEREST k.eep±n.g the lease lcn11s 
.intact, evt:n \V1th t.ht. transference of 1.itlc of the j.H'operly fl:on1 thi:.::- Fai01 lJn_i te.d Presbyterian 
CDurch corigregatir)lJ in Hi!ih1<i11d. Park  to he- San Gabriel Presbyte!'y. 'fhc li.dlninlstrativt· 
Comn:iissiDn is reBponsible for d1e :n1ru1ng01nent of thjs propcriy- on bct1a!fof th1,  San ()abrid 
Presbytery_ 

. .-''l /'),,., / / '  ·/· . ffj,/ 	 ( ....
•01 ,<-.,._.._ ,_f..d..d.,,-...-,.-, Y--	 ..·'F'ried R \/Hs<;rl H.:icard .... 1 !vfireles 
Co-MPc:ien1hrt and 'f'reu.s:uTer Executive Director
/\dn1Jni-K:,r ltiV{! ( oin1nissio1t f\Jt ihe ProtJettv / cadcn -iti .1\ vanc.e .r I ·Date: ,,_)-f N.:;t.<.J!\ ..,"--L£:::,, .". QJ, J 
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Arlldlemhim to Lease Agireerne111t Between 


San Gabriel Presbytery and! Academia Aval!'lce 


lExhibit A: Schedule of Leased Premises 


The paiiies agree that Lessee shall occupy the space located within the property, on the schedule 
and within the spaces identified below for the lease term of July 1, 20 1 0  to June 30, 20 1 5 :  

INTERIOR SP ACES 

1 .  	Within the "Akron Building", as primary tenants: 


all rooms of the "Basement Floor" 


the student restrooms on the "Basement Floor" 


the 2 rooms on the "3rd Floor" 

Within the "Akron Building", with shared use: 

the large meeting room "Library" on the "First Floor" 

the adult restrooms on the "First Floor" 
Within the "Westminster Building", as primary tenants: 

all rooms northeast of the "Gym" for the school "Front Office" 

the adult restroom within the "Front Office" 

the storage room next to the "Gym" restrooms 

the small enclosed office on the "2nd Floor" on the southwest side of the building 
Within the "Westminster Building", with shared use: 


the "Gym" 


the restrooms connected to the "Gym" 


the meeting rooms facing Avenue 53 on the "I st Floor" 


the kitchen between the " ] st Floor" meeting room and the "Gym" 


the meeting rooms facing Avenue 53 on the "2nd Floor" 


EXTERIOR SP ACES 

1 .  The "Courtyard" to the northwest of the "Westminster Building" 
2. The parking spaces on the lot facing N Figueroa 
3 .  The vacant lot to the n011h of Gractia Pl 

/J 
Co-Chair 
San Gabriel Presbytery 
Administrative Commission 
Date ]{) I/ 

Ricardo Mireles 
Executive Director 
Academia Avance 

Date June 1 5. 20 1 1  
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Addendum to Lease Agreement Between 


San Gabriel Presbytery and Academia Avance 


Exhibit B: Schedule of Rent Due 


The parties agree that Lessee shall pay the sum corresponding to the schedule below for the life 
of the lease agreement for the lease term of July l ,  2010 to June 3 0, 20 1 5 :  

$20,000 per month paid quarterly 

Wilson Ricardo Mireles 
Co-Chair Executive Director 
San Gabriel Presbytery Academia Avance 
Administrative Commission 

Date June 1 5  20 1 1  



ANiENDMENT TO LEASE 

THIS AMENDMENT TO LEASE ("Amendment") is made as of the date written below, 
by and between AVANCE SCHOOLS, INC., a California corporation ("Lessee"), and 
FAITH UNITED PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, ("Lessor"). 

RECITALS 

A. Lessee and Lessor are parries to that certain Lease Agreement dated April 3, 2006, and 
as previously amended and extended in term to Jtme 30, 20 1 5 .  Pw:suant to the Lease 
Agreement, Lessee leases from Lessor those certain buildings and property on the parcels 
identified as 1 1 5  and 121 N Av enue 53, Los Angeles. California, i dentified with Assessor 
Parcel Numbers 546-802-00 13. 546-802-0 0 1 5, 546-802-0023. 546-802-0025 
("Premises"). 

B. In recognition of the fact that: 
1 .  	 The Faith United Presbyterian Church, a member church of the Presbytery of San 

Gab1iel, "'as dissolved on April 1 9, 2009. 
2. 	 Titic of the Premises was reassigned to the Presbytery of San Gabriel. 
3. 	 Management of the Premises was assigned by the Presbytery of San Gabriel to the 

Admil1istrative Commission for the Propei1y of I-Iigh!and Park of the Presbytery 
of San Gab1iel, to act as the Lessor. 

4. 	 The Iglesia de la Comnnidad, PC(USA), a new member church of the Presbytery 
of San Gabriel. is to assun1e management of the Premises. 

). 	 The Avance Foundation, a California public benefit c011Joration, was incorporated 
in October of 20 1 1  v,:ith the mission of Sl.lpporting the ed ucation outco1nes of 
Avance Schools, Inc. DBA AcademiaAvance. 

C. The original Lessee and I.essor of the Lease no\V desire to the cbange the nmned 
parties ofthe lease as follows: 

1 .  	 the Lessor will now become Iglesia de la Comnnidad, PC(USA), a member 
church of the Presbytery of San Gab1iel 


2- the Lessee will nov.' become the Avance Foundation 




,/) /:/ ,./:.--.... A./ ------..__ 

•i . i , J  I -----,.,. ,.  
acqtie,ine 

�L-2A--&-

· 
B-y: __ - :''_,,.,.,,.......1,  

B, , 1. I i  ./l1: , - J ·  /1 / J  . 1  l• ---

IN \\1ThESS \\11-IEREOE the parties hereto have executed this Amendment as of the 
date written below. 

Pre,ious "Lessee": AVANCE SCHOOLS, Ne\v -Lessee ': .!-\vance 1Fou11dation 
I/" 

J 

INC, /• ,  

'Loza. Pre ident 
-----:;
-


Ricardo lVlireles, Executive Director l1J 

New "Lessor'': lgksia de la Comunidad, 
PC(CSA) 

E Martha Zakari, Clerk of Session 
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PAN AMERICAN BANK 
P.O. BOX 227000 : -- LOS ANGELES, CA. 90022--0700 

AVANCE SCHOOLS INC 

P . O .  BOX 4 2 0 9 5  
LOS ANGELES , CA 9 0 0 4 2  

0 0 0 0 0  

LOAN STATEMENT 

ACCOUNT NUMBER 

PAYMENT DUE DATE 

PRINCIPAL DUE 

INTEREST DUE 

ES CROW/OTHER CHGS 

TOTAL CURRENT DUE 

PAS T DUE AMOUNT 

LATE CHARGES DUE 

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE 

4 2 0  0 1 6 8  
7 / 1 5 / 1 4  

1 ,  7 7 3  . 5  9 
4 , 642 . 8  1 
1 , 74 2  . 0  0 
8 , 15 8  . 4  0 
8 , 15 8  . 4 0  
1 , 5  3 9 . 9  2 

1 7 ,  8 5 6  . 72 

··············--··-···-- ·····························--·-········ '.. . - - - - _!9!.'.. o '?. . :.. !. !. ENT WITHYf?. - - .'..! .'.. - - - ! N _BANK 

\
/ 

STATEMENT DATE 

ACCOUNT NUMBER 

CURRENT BALANCE 

INTEREST RATE 

INTEREST PAID YTD 

MATURITY DATE 

6 / 2 7 / 14 

4 2 0 0 1 6 8  
8 3  9 , 63 6 . 2  7 

6 . 7  3 0 0 %  
3 1 ,  1 6 5  . 8  4 

9 / 1 5 / 1 6  

DATE DESCRIPTION OF TRANSACTIONS 

6 / 0 2 / 1 4  
6 / 0 2 / 14 
6 / 0 2 / 1 4  

BEGINNING BALANCE 

ES CROW #1 BALANCE INCREASE 

INTEREST PAYMENT SPLIT OUT 

PRINCIPAL PAYMENT S PLIT OUT 

Send Payments To: 

PAN AMERICAN BANK 
P.O. BOX 227000 LOS ANGELES, CA 90022-0700 

Payments received at this address prior to 3 p.m. each banking day 
will be credited as of ihat date. 
If you have questions in regard to your account, please call (323) 264-3310 

PAYMENT DUE DATE 

PRINCIPAL DUE 

INTEREST DUE 

ES CROW/OTHER CHGS 

TOTAL CURRENT DUE 

PAST DUE AMOUNT 
LATE CHARGES DUE 

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE 

AMOUNT 

1 ,  7 4 2  . 0  0 
5 ,  7 2 9  . 0  9 

6 8 7  . 3  1 

PAGE 1 

7 / 1 5 / 1 4  
1 , 7  7 3  . 5 9  
4 , 64 2  . 8  1 
1 ,  74 2  . 0  0 
8 , 15 8  . 4  0 

8 , 15 8  . 4  0 
1 , 5  3 9  . 92 

1 7 ,  8 5 6  . 7  2 

BALANCE 

8 4  0 ,  3 2 3  . 5  8 
8 4  0 ,  3 2 3  . 5 8  
8 4  0 ,  3 2 3  . 5  8 
8 3 9  , 6  3 6 . 2  7 

MEMBER FDIC 
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Amendment to Vacant Land p,,,-cbase :md
Escrnw Instructions 

Tl1is An1endn1ent to Vacant Land Purchase .A.L":rccn1cnt and Join! r:scrO\V Instruc.tions is 
made as of this �day of May, 20 1 4  (this "Amendm-;!lt"), by and hetween Clearwater· 

Con11-nunities LLC ('Buyer:'.) and ( iry rc1race. LI ,C  CCScHcr''). >.vit.h reference to the fo!lo\vi ng: 

Whereas. Buyer and Seller entered into that certain \/acant Land Purchase 1\green1enl .

and Joint I�scro\V Instructions dated March 1 1   20-1 4, \\; Ith an addendun1 thereto (together  the
·
".:\grcemcnt' ), for the purchase of <:crlain real property lo cated at 2520-2608 N. Eastern. 2647 

Lornbardy, Los :-\ngek.:s,, c:alifornia {lhe · 1?ropCiH[y' ). 


: OW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto agree lo amend the Agreement 2S foilows: 

' 
' ·rhc Purchase Price set f(1rtb in Section 3F shall be revised lo b:..: .?;4JJ00,000.00. 

' Subject to the pro·vislons of this ,A.n1endnicnt.0 i-3. uycr confinns thJt it has v,:aived ils 
inspection revie\VS and contingencies. f{ovlevcr  Bu}er'  earnest nJont:>y deposit sha.H continue 

to be fully refundable to Buyer <:.md shall be returned to Buyer on den1and unless Buyer n1akcs 
rhe addirionai deposit described in paragraph 3 beio\V, on or prior t0 June 1 J. 20 1 4. 

3. 1n addition to the $25 000 Initial [)eposi.t . .Buyer shall have ih'.  right to rnake an 
aciditi.unal deposit in the a1n0Hnt o�f$725<000c thereby 1naking the total carnesl rnoncy d(;pO it 
a1noun1 $750,000 (the •Vrotal lJeposit")- If Buyer rriakes such additional Jcpn."iif. the 'fotal 
Deposit shall become non-refundable ln the event of a Jet[tult by l3uyer �.vhich prevents the ?lose 
of c:scro'-'V, and the 1'otal l)eposit shall b  released to S8ller out<::ide of cscro'lV, on or befbrc J une 

pron1ptl : !·1 n and. recor(1l : g j
Y fl:>lh_'"ving and condilioncd n ·he :<o,y!cdgn1i.:: : _ - -11 a 01 Purchase _1\green1ent  o1 nttachl".d ncrcto. anc 1 1 ;  a 

-f)ced of'rrust, securing the return of the rutal f)cposir if under the _:\green1cnt Buyer is e1ui led
to a return of the i··ata! Depo:.;it, in 1he fc1m1 of att3ched hereto. j
4. 'l'he Closing [)ate shall be revised to he- Dcccn1bcr 1 3, :?.0 1 5 .  or such eariler date as uyc r 
designates. Buyer has revieYved the PrelirniJ1ary Report 10r the subjec-i propeI1)'; dated tv1ar  h 1 1  
20 1 4, issued by Fidelity National Title Company c·TC"), order no. 008-23 044254- A-PP:' 
·'TZeportH). Other than ::is described in paragraph 3 abC\.'Cc Seller shall not nll o\Y any additior 81
title exceptions to be recorded agalr:st title to lht: subject properr:y, Sel !e·.t shall satis1 ,. all of' 'C·· :.;; 
re4uiren1c nts regarding • the ov.'n r d1e property :.<c_' Ihut TC: can is.suL' ils o\vncr's policy 

- _ _ insur u1c  f.ree of i.::xccptions fo r _. nr ci airns (,if third parties. and Sl;!le;: shall pay off 
s nisf)' all monetary liens and en{;Uinbraoces and lo in docurncnts, and :::il l  citatil1ns. affeciinf tit !el
t:o the property on ;.J r  bef .:1rc rhc closing. IC13uycr pa 'S any an1ounts in _ relation to uch iicns or _encumbrdflces, Buyer shaB have tht:: right to offset ail  an1ounru so paiJ aguiust U1  purchase "Jricc. 

I 

http:4JJ00,000.00
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above. 

BUYER: 
CLL RWATER COMMUNITIES, LLC 

Sl LLElt: 
CITY TERRA CL LLC 

_,.. -
- -

8v: / /... · {  
.' 1 

its _ r L\la+j-'-LJ'f-i.\ •-t J-,, 

5. ln the event that Buyer does not close escrow by June 13,  201 5, Buyer shall reimburse 
Selkr at the closing for the interest component of Seller's non-delinquent loan payments (for the 
period bcnveen June l 3, 201 5 1md the dosing date) under that certain loan agreement between 
Seller and Preferred Bank, dated September 7. 2005 (rhe "Loan"). Seller shall not moc.lify the 
Loan oT take any additional adv<tnces vvith regard to or otherv¥lse increase the balance of the
Loan. Buyer's interest component payment amounts rcimbursec.l to Seller shall not be applicab.le 
t o  tl1e Purchase Price. 

6. If Seller extends the maturity date of its Loan, Buyer shall pay lhe loan extension foes. 
not to exceed 1% of the then principal balance of the Loan. Buyer's payment of such loan 
extension fees shall not be applicable to the Purchase Price. Seller shall use its best effo11s to 

n1inin1ize lhe loCJn extension tees. 

7. [fBuycr has not received Yvritten approval for its requested zone change and tentative 

map approval (\\ith no appeals filed) with regard to its project by the City of Lo.g Angeles urn! ·the Los /\ngeies \\tfayor's office by Dece1nber 1 3  . 20 l 5, the closing date shall be extended to 
June 13  20 1 6  or such earlier date as Buyer shall designate: provided, h<J\-vever  lha1 such 
extension of the Closing Date is conditioned upon Buyer0s additional deposit of$250 000 (the

"'.i:\dditional Dep-0sit") into escroiv on or prior lo Decen1bcr 1 3  201 5. "If n1ade. the .L\dditional 
I.Jeposit shall becon1e part of the 1'otai Deposit. -rhc ,-\dditional Dcposil shali be relcaseU to
ScBer outside of cscrov.' and the l otal I)cposit shaU be ap_piic3bie lo the Pnrcha<:;c Price. 

8. Except as set fOrth aboi,•e, the 1\greement shaJl continue: in fuJl force and c:ffcct in 
accordance \vi th its tern1s. 
1N W!TNESS WHEREOF, I.his Amerrdment has been cxcccited as o ftho date first set forth 

http:applicab.le
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LOS ANGELES - HEADQUARTERS 
601 S .  FIGUEROA ST . 2 9TH FLOOR 
LOS ANGELES ,  CA 90017 

PHONE : 213- 8 9 1 - 11 8 8  

BANCOMER CONST & DEV INC 
CITY TERRACE LLC 
2 1 6 8  S ATLANTIC BLVD PMB 2 0 6  
MONTEREY PARK CA 91754 LOAN : 2 0 3 5 03 

AS OF : 07/22/14 

* L 0 A N P A Y M E N T * PAGE 

LOAN TYPE : REAL ESTATE MATDRITY DATE : 0 5 / 06/15 
PRINCIPAL BALANCE : 1 ,  3 74 ,  4 7 1 . 0 5  ORIGINAL LOAN DATE : 0 9 / 0 7 / 0 5  
CURRENT RATE : 5 . 5 0 0 0  TOTAL ADVANCES : 1 , 4 5 0 , 000 . 0 0 
INTEREST THRU 07/22 /14 : 3 , 5 6 9 . 5 7 INTEREST PAID 2 0 14 : 5 1 , 010 . 2 5 
ONE DAY ' S  INTEREST : 2 0 9 . 9 8 DATE OF LAST PAYJl'IENT : 0 7 / 03 / 1 4  
AMOUNT PAST DUE : 4 7 1 . 0 5 LAST PAYMENT AMOUNT : 6 , 9 0 1 . 9 1--
LATE CHARGE BALANCE : 1 1 , 9 0 3 . 3 7 

DATE PAYMENT DUE : 0 8 / 0 6 /14 

PRINCIPAL DUE : 1 , 471 . 05 
 ·70 00 ,lf(,, 
INTEREST DUE : 

LATE CHARGES DUE : 11 , 9 03 . 3 7  


* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  


TOTAL AMOUNT DUE : * 1 9 ,  883 . 83 * 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  


ADD ADDITIONAL LATE CHARGE OF 3 7 5  . 4 7  I F  NO PAYMENT IS RECEIVED BY 0.8/1  6 / 14 

* * PLEASE RETURN THIS PORTION WITH YOUR PAYMENT * * 

L 0 A N  P A Y M E N T N 0 T I C E 

SCHEDULED PAYMENT DUE : 7 , 9 8 0 . 4 6  
LATE CHARGES DUE : 11 , 9 03 . 3 7  
TOTAL AMOUNT DUE : 19 , 8 83 . 8 3 

BANCOMER CONST & DEV INC ADDITIONAL PRINCI PAL : 

CITY TERRACE LLC ADDI TIONAL PAYMENT : 

2168 S ATLl'.NTIC BLVD PMB 2 0 6  

MONTEREY PARK CA 9 1 7 5 4  


Al OUNT ENCLOSED : 

DATE PAYMENT DUE : 0 8 / 0 6 /14 
LOAN TYPE : REAL ESTATE PREFERRED BANK 


: LOAN NUMBER : 2 0 3 5 0 3 6 0 1  S .  FIGUEROA ST.  , 29TH FLOOR 

REGULAR PAYMENT T/C : 3 2 * LOS ANGELES , CA 9 0 0 1 7  


1 

http:19,883.83
http:11,903.37
http:7,980.46
http:11,903.37
http:11,903.37
http:6,901.91
http:51,010.25
http:3,569.57
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Re: Documents fo:r the membership interest iin City 
Terrace LLC by Avance Schools, Inc. 
lnbox x 

1 1 / Ricardo Mireles <ricardo.mireles@academiaavance.com> 
7/1 

4 

to Spencer, Michael, me 

Spencer, 
Below in this thread is the accounting we have used for the last bunch of 
years to su pport the valuation of the Avance partnership with City Terrace 
LLC (CTLLC). I n  this message, I present the figures that establish the J U N  
3 0  2 0 1 4  valuation for the 201 3-20 1 4  FY. These documents support this 
valuation: 

1 .  	Escrow agreement of JUN 2 0 1 4 ,  that sets the sales price 
for the Eastern/Lombardy property. 

2. 	 Zillow report for 37 1 6  City Terrace Dr. , a home that is 
identical in structure to the four un its held by CTLLC. The 
371 6  home abuts the four CTLLC property to the West 
located at 3700, 3704, 3708 and 371 2 on said street. For 
the 201 3 audit, an appraisal report was filed for the four 
units which set the value for each at $385,040. The 371 6  
property sold in JUL 2 0 1 3  for $390,000, thus providing 
strong supporting evidence for the appraisal value. At th is 
time, Zi l low estimates the value of 371 6  at $41 3,000. For 
the audit we are using a valuation of $400,000 for each of 
the four un its owned by CTLLC. 

3. 	 The statements from the three banks holding loans on the 
the CTLLC properties. 

These documents can be accessed via this DropBox folder: 
rHTisl BN 1\104 fU N u  P 

M9va?dl=O 

These are the components of the valuation: 

· J,><mount · · 	 Jtefn 

$4,000,000.00 Value of Eastern Property (per May 16, 201 4  escrow agreement) 

http:4,000,000.00
mailto:ricardo.mireles@academiaavance.com


$ 1  ,600,000.00 Value Estimation of 4 Other CTLLC Properties (4x$400,000) 

-$1,37 4,471 .05 Lien on Eastern Property held by Preferred Bank 

-$397,750.87 Lien on Other CTLLC Properties held by American Plus Bank 

-$839,636.27 Balance due on Line of Credit at PanAmerican Bank 

$2,988, 1 4 1  .81 Net Equity Value of CTTLC 

$1 ,464, 1 89.49 Valuation Of 49% I nterest of CTLLC on Jun 30 2 0 1 4  

$1 ,200,974.81 Valuation Of 49% I nterest of CTLLC o n  Jun 30 2 0 1 3  

$263,214.67 Year-to-Year change 

http:263,214.67
http:200,974.81
http:839,636.27
http:397,750.87
http:600,000.00


j 
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7. 
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State of Cal ifornia 
Secretary of State 

Statement of Information 
(Domestic Nonprofit, Credit Union and Consumer Cooperative Corporations} 

Filing Fee: $20.00. If this is an amendment, see instructions. 

IMPORTANT - READ INSTRUCTIONS BEFORE COMPLETING THIS FORM 


1. 	 CORPOJ<A TE NAME 

AVANCE FOUNDATION 


2. CALIFORNIA CORPORATE NUMBER 
C3421 308 This Space for Filing Use Only 

Complete Principal Office Address (Do not abbreviate the name of the city. Item 3 cannot be a P.O. Box.) 
3. STREET-ADDRESS OF PRINCIPAL OFFICE IN CALIFORNIA. JF ANY 	 CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

CA700 N. CENTRAL AVE. , #570 	 GLENDALE 91 203 
4. MAILING ADDRESS OF THE CORPORATION 	 CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

700 N. CENTRAL AVE. , #570 	 GLENDALE CA 91203 

Names arltl Complete Addresses of the Following Officers (The corporation must list these three officers. A comparable title for the-specific 
officer may e added; however, the preprinted titles on this form must·not be altered.) 

5. CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER/ AODRESS 	 CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

CAJACQUELINE LOZA 700 N. CENTRAL AVE., #570 GLENDALE 	 91203 
6. SECRETARY ADDRESS 	 CITY ST ATE ZIP CODE 

ALEJANDRO MARTINEZ 700 N. CENTRAL AVE., #570 GLENDALE CA 91203 
CHIEF F[NANCIAL OFFICER/ ADDRESS 	 CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

ALEJANDRO MARTINEZ 700 N. CENTRAL AVE., #570 GLENDALE CA 91203 
Agent for Service of Process If the ag·ent is an individual. the agent must reside in California and Item 9 must be completed.with a California street 
address, a P.O. Box address is not acceptable. If the agent is another corporation, the agent must have .on me with the California Secretary of State a 
certificate pursuant to California Corporations Code section 1505 and Item 9 must be left blank. 

· 

8. NAME OF AGENT FOR SERVICE OF PROCESS 

RICARDO MIRELESS 
9. STREET ADDRESS OF AGENT FOR SERVICE OF PROCESS !N CALIFORNIA, IF AN INDIVIDUAL CITY 	 STATE ZIP CODE 

700 N. CENTRAL AVE., #570 	 GLENDALE 91203 CA 

Common Interest Developments 

10. 0 Che;j::k here if the corporation is an as ociation formed to manage a comm n interest develop_ ent under the Da" i _St/tiing Common _Interest 
Dev'elopment Act, (California Civil Code section 4000, et seq.) or under the Commercial and iJndustrial Common lriterest Development Act, 
(Ca)ifornia Clvil Code section 6500, et seq.). The corporation must file a Statement by Common Interest Development Association (Form SI-CID) as 
reqYlred by Califo nia Civil Code sections 5405(a) and 6760(a). Please see instructions on the reverse side of this form. 

1 1  THE !NF0RMATION CONTAINED HEREIN IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 

4/25/2015 RICARDO MIRELESS 	 EXEClJTlVE DIRECTlE! . 

DATE TYPE/PRINT NAME OF PERSON COMPLETING FORM TITLE 	 SIGNATURE 

Sl-100 (REV 01/2014) 	 APPROVED BY SECRETARY OF STATE 
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Form 1 1 20 
Department ofthe Treasury 
Internal Revenue Service 

A Check if: 
1a 

2 

Consolidated return 
(attach Form 851)

b Life/nonlife 
ooooolid•tM C'tcm 

3 
Personal holding co. 
(attach Sch. PH) 
Personal servlc.a corp. 
(see instructions) 

4 Sch. M·3 attached 

 U.S. Corporation Income Tax Return 
For calendar year 2012 or tax year beginning Jul O 1 , 2012, end.Jun 

1> Information about Form 1 120 and its instructions is a 

Name Number, street, room/suite no. City/town, state, & ZIP code 
Use 

· · · IRS
label.· · Other
wise, 

or 

AVANCE FOUNDATION 

700 N CENTRAL AVE STE 5 7 0  


GLENDALE CA 9 1 2 0 3  


. . . 2 2 3 ,  2 4 6 .  
1a Gross receipts or sales . . . . . . .  . .  . 

b Returns and allowances 1b 

Check if: (1) Initial return (2) Final return (3) 
 Name change (4) Address change 


c Balance. Subtract line 1b from line 1 a 
2 Cost of goods sold (attach Form 1 125-A) 
3 Gross profit. Subtract line 2 from line 1c 
4 Dividends (Schedule C, line 19) 
5 Interest 
6 Gross rents . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 


7 Gross royalties . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
8 Capital gain net income (attach Schedule D {Fann 1 120)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . .  . . .  . 

. 

9 Net gain or (loss) from Form 4797, Part I I , line 17 (attach Form 4797) . 
. . . . .  

1 0  Other income (see instructions - attach statement) 
1 1  Total income. Add fines 3 through 10  . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  ..... 
12 Compensation of officers (see instructions - attach Form 1 1 25-E) 

. .  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ..... 
0 13  Salaries and wages (less employment credits) . c 

14 Repairs and maintenance . 
'Cm 1 5  Bad debts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 
'C 
c 16  Rents0

 17 Taxes and licenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  .


0 18 Interest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

19 Charitable contributions . .  
Jj 20 Depreciation from Form 4562 not claimed o n  Fann 1 125-A or elsewhere on return {attach Form 4562) . . .  
2 1  Depletion

1ii 22 Advertising ·= 23 Pension, profit-sharing, etc., plans
 24 Employee benefit programs 

 25 Domestic production activities deduction (attach Form 8903) c.Qu 26 Other deductions (attach statement) 
 27 Total deductions. Add lines 12 through 26 
'C . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .....
m 

28 Taxable income before net operating loss deduction and special deductions. Subtract line 27 from line 1 1  . 
Cl 
29a Net operating loss deduction (see instructions) . . . . .  . . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . 2sa 

b Special deductions (Schedule C, line 20) . . 
c Add lines 29a and 29b 

. . 

30 Taxable income. Subtract line 29c from line 28 (see instructions) 
31 Total tax (Schedule J, Part I, line 1 1 )  
32 Total payments and refundable credits {Schedule J ,  Part II, line 21) 
33 Estimated tax penalty (see instructions). Check if Form 2220 is attached . . .  . . . . . . . . . . .   D
34 Amount owed. If line 32 is smaller than the total of lines 31 and 33, enter amount owed 

OMB No. 1545-0123 

3 O ' 20 .!]._ 
 201 2 
ov/form1120. 

B Employer identification number 
8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 31 


C Date incorporated 
1 0 / 0 7  / 2 0 1 1  

D Total assets {see instructions) 
$ 5 ,  0 4 4 .  

1c 2 2 3 ,  2 4 6 .  


2 

3 2 2 3 ,  2 4 6 .  


4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  2 23 , 2 4 6 .  

12  

13 

14 

15 

16 1 9 5 ,  1 92 .  


17  

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 2 3 ,  0 1 0  . 


27 2 1 8 ,  2 0 2  . 


28 5 ,  0 4  4 .  

29c 
30 5 ,  0 4 4  . 

31 7 5 7  . 


32 

33 


. . . .  

35 Overpayment. If line 32 is larger than the total of lines 31 and 33, enter amount overpaid . .  ·
36 Enter amount from line 35 you want Credited to 2013 estimated tax II>- ·f  II>- 36 


Under penalties of I declare that I have examined this return, induding schedules and statements, and to the best of my knowledge and belief, 
it is true, correct, and Declaration of preparer (other! taxpayer) 1s on all of which preparer has any knowledge. 

Sign Secretary 

Here  Signature of officer Date Tille Yes 
CheckPrintfType preparer's name Preparer's signature Date if PTIN 

Campos self-employed P 0 1 5 9 8 2 3 8Paid
Preparer Firm's name II>- Campos CPAEmilio Firm's EIN  
Use Only Firm's P.. 2 8 07 North Broadway Phone no. 

address LOS ANGELES CA 9 0 0 3 1 - 6 2 6 - 5 7  6 - 4 6 0 0  


BCA US1120$1For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see Instructions. Fomn 1 1 20 (2012) 



I 
I 

. ·  
! • 

Form 1 120 (2012) FOUNDATION 8 0 -077 1 6 3 1  Page 2 AVANCE 

Form 1 1 20 (2012) 

- . - Dividends and Special Deductions (a) Dividends 
(see instructions) received 

(b) % {c) Special deductions 
(a) x (b) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10  

1 1  

12  

13 

14 

15 

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

19 

20 

Dividends from tess-than-20%-owned domestic corporations {other than 
debt-financed stock) . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . .  . . .  . . . . . . . . .  
Dividends from 20°/o-or-more-owned domestic corporations (other than 
debt-financed stock) . . .  . . . . . . 

Dividends on debt-financed stock of domestic and foreign corporations . . . . . . 

Dividends on certain preferred stock of less-than-20°/o-owned public utilities 

Dividends on certain preferred stock of 20%-or-more-owned public utilities 

Dividends from less-than-20%)-owned foreign corporations and certain FSCs 

Dividends from 20%-or-more-owned foreign corporations and certain FSCs 

Dividends from wholly owned foreign subsidiaries . . 
Total. Add lines 1 through 8. See instructions for limitation . . . . . .  . . . . .  . . . . . . . .
Dividends from domestic corporations received by  a small business investment 
company operating under the Small Business Investment Act of 1958 

Dividends from affiliated group members . . .  

Divip _nds from certain FSCs . . .  . . . . 

Dividends from foreign corporations not included on lines 3, 6, 7 ,  8, 1 1 ,  or 12 . .  . . 

Income from controlled foreign corporations under subpart F (attach Fonn(s) 5471) 

Foreign dividend gross-up . .  · · · · · ·  . . .  

IC-DISC and former DISC dividends not included on lines 1 ,  2 ,  or 3 .  

Other dividends . ·. 
Deduction for dividends paid on certain preferred stock of public utilities · · · · ·  

Total dividends. Add lines 1 through 17. Enter here and on page 1 ,  line 4 . . ..  

Total special deductions. Add lines 9, 10, 1 1 ,  12, and 18. Enter here and on page 1, line 29b. 

7 0  

8 0  

see instr. 

4 2  

4 8  

7 0  

8 0  

1 0 0  

1 0 0  

1 0 0  

1 0 0. ·  

. 

. . . . .. 

- ·. 

BCA US1120$2 



�jifMM'!I Computation Payment 

I 

' 

. .  . 
a  LJ LJ 

.  1 
2 
3 
4 

c 

. . . .  
. . .  

. . . . 

. . 

. . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . 

. . . . . . .
. . .

. 

. . . . . 

14 
13 . . . . 

. .  . . . .  . . . . . 

. . . . . . 

. . . . . . . 

. . . . 

14 

17 

7 5 7  . 

Form 1 1 20 (2012) AVANCE FOUNDAT ION 	 8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  Page 3 
Tax and (see instructions)

Part IRTax Computation
Check if the corporation is a member of a controlled group (attach Schedule 0 (Form 1 120))

Income tax. Check if a qualified personal service corporation (see instructions) . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  fll-

Alternative minimum tax (attach Form 4626) 


· . 
2
3 

Add lines 2 and 3 . .  . . . .  . . 
. . . . . . . . .. . . .  . . 

4 7 57 . 

6 
7 7 5 7  . 

. . . .  . .  . . . . . .  . .  
5a
5 a  	Foreign tax credit (attach Form 1 1 1 8)

Credits from Form 8834, line 30 (attach Form 8834)
General business credit (attach Form 3800)
Credit for prior year minimum tax {attach Form 8827) 

· · · · · ·  . . . . .  . 
Sb
b 


. . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Sc 

Sd
d 


e Bond credits from Form 8912 

. . . . . . . . . . .  . 

. . . . . . .  . . . .  . .  . .  . . . . . . . Se 


9a 


6 Total credits. Add lines 5a through 5e 
Subtract line 6 from line 4 

. . .  . . . . . 
7 


8
8 Personal holding company tax (attach Schedule PH (Form 1 1 20)}. .  
9a  
Recapture of investment credit (attach Form 4255)
b Recapture of low-income housing credit (attach Form 8611) 9b 


9c
Interest due under the look-back method-completed long-term contracts (attach Fann 8697)

d Interest due under the look-back method-income forecast method (attach Form 8866) 

c 

9d 
9e

. . .
91. . . .  

e Alternative tax on qualifying shipping activities (attach Form 8902)
Other (see instructions-attach statement)

10 Total. Add lines 9a through 9f 
Total tax. Add lines 7 through 1 0 .  Enter here and on  page 1 ,  line 31 . 

f 

10  

1 11 1  
 7 57 .. . . . . . .  . . 


15 


12  
13 

1S 
16 


18 


20 

21 


Part II-Payments and Refundable Credits 
12 20 1 1  overpayment credited to 2012 

2012 estimated tax payments
2012 refund applied for on Form4466 . .  
Combine lines 12, 13, and 14 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

· · · ·  · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  

. . . .  . . . .  . . . .  . 

19a 

. .  . . . .  . 

. . . . . . . . .  . 

19b 
19c 
1 9d 

. .  . . 

. .  
( I 

Form 1 1  20 (2012) 

. . .  . .  . 
16
17
18 
19 


Tax deposited with Form 7004 

Withholding (see instructions) 


. . . . .  

Total payments. Add lines 15, 1 6  and 1 7  
Refundable credits from: 

a Fann 2439 	 . .  . .  . . .  . . . . . 
b Form 4 1 36 	 . . .  
c Form 8827, line Be 
d Other (attach schedule-see instructions) . 

Total credits. Add lines 19a through 19d 
Total payments and credits. Add lines 18 and 20. Enter here and on page 1 ,  line 32 . 

(see instructions) 

20 

21 


Other Information 
Check accounting method: 

See the instructions and enter the: 

Business activity code no. "" 

Business activity "" Support


Product or service "" Enhance 


At the end of the tax year: 

1 
2 
a
b 
c

3 

4 

BCA 

Cash b Accrual c Other (specify) "" 

8 1 3 0 0 0  

Academia cs 
Educat i on / P r  

I ofScheduleG (Form 1 1  20) (attach Schedule G) . . .  

Is the corporation a subsidiary in an affiliated group or a parent-subsidiary controlled group? 
er name and EIN of the parent corporation If "Yes," ent

a Did any foreign or domestic corporation, partnership (including any entity treated as a partnership), trust, or tax-exempt
organization own directly 20% or more, or own, directly or indirectly, 50% ormore of the total voting power of all classes 
of the corporation's stock entitled to vote? If "Yes," complete Part 

b Did any individual or estate own directly 20% or more, or own, directly or indirectly, 50°/o or more of the total voting power of al! 
classes ofthe corporation'sstock entitled to vote? If "Yes," complete Part II of Schedule G (Form 1 120) (attach Schedule G) . 

Yes No 

x 

x 

x 

US1 120$3 



. .  . (see instructions) 

' .  ·. 

. 

ownership, complete (i) throuqh (iv) 

I 

I 

. 

5 
x 

13 

. . . . .  . . . . . 

. . .  . . . .  

Form 1120 (2012) 	 Page 4 AVANCE FOUNDATION 	 8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  

Other Information continued 
Yes No

At the end of the tax year, did the corporation: 
a 	 Own directly 20% or more, or own, directly or indirectly, 50°/o or more of the total voting power of all classes of stock entitled to 

vote of any foreign or domestic corporation not included on Form 851, Affiliations Schedule? 
For rules of constructive ownership, see instructions. If "Yes," complete (i) through (iv) below. 

(ii) Employer
(i) Name of Corporation Identification Number 

(if any) 

(iii) Country of (iv) Percentage 
Owned in 

Voting Stock 
Incorporation 

0 .  0 0 0  

0 .  0 0 0  

0 . 0 0 0  

b 	 Own directly an interest of 20°/o or more, or own, directly or indirectly, an interest of SO°!o or more in any foreign or domestic 
partnership (including an entity treated as a partnership) or in the beneficial interest of a trust? 
For rules of constructive see instructions. If "Yes," below. . 

(iv} Maximum(ii) Employer (iii) Country of Percentage Ownad 
Identification Number (i} Name of Entity Organization in Profit, Loss, or 

(if any) 

6 	 During this tax year, did the corporation pay dividends (other than stock dividends and distributions in exchange for stock) 

in excess of the corporation's current and accumulated earnings and profits? (See sections 301 and 316.) . 

If "Yes," file Form 5452, Corporate Report of Nondividend Distributions. 

If this is a consolidated return, answer here for the parent corporation and on Form 851 for each subsidiary. 


7 	 At any time during the tax year, did one foreign person own, directly or indirectly, at least 25% of (a) the total voting power of all 
classes of the corporation's stock entitled to vote or (b) the total value of all classes of the corporation's stock?. · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  · · · ·  

For rules of attribution, see section 318. If "Yes," enter: 
0 . 0 0 0  (i) Percentage owned """ and (ii) Owner's country """ 

(c) The corporation may have to file Form 5472, Information Return of a 25°/o Foreign-Owned U.S. Corporation or a Foreign 
Corporation Engaged in a U.S. Trade or Business. Enter the number of Fonns 5472 attached""" 

8 Check this box if the corporation issued publicly offered debt instruments with original issue discount . . .. D
If checked, the corporation may have to file Form 8281, Info. Return for Publicly Offered Original Issue Discount Instruments. 


9 Enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or accrued during the tax year .. $ 

.10 	 Enter the number of shareholders at the end of the tax year (if 100 or fewer) . 

11 	 If the corporation has an NOL for the tax year and is electing to forego the canyback period, check here . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  ... D
If the corporation is filing a consolidated return, the statement required by Regulations section 1 . 1 502-21 (b)(3) must be 
attached or the election will not be valid. 

1 2  	 Enter the available NOL carryover from prior tax years (do not reduce it by any deduction on line 29a.) 
.. $ 

Capital 

0 .  0 0 0  

0 .  0 0 0  

0 .  0 0 0  

. . 

Are the corporation's total receipts (line 1 c plus lines 4 through 10  on page 1) for the tax year and its total assets 
at the end of the tax year less than $250,000? x
If "Yes," the corporation is not required to complete Schedules L, M-1, and M-2 on page 5. Instead, enter the total amount 
of cash distributions and the book value of property distributions (other than cash) 

· · · · · · · · · ·made during the tax year. . .  . . .  . . .  . . . .  . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . . .  . . . . . . .  	 .. $ 

14 Is the corporation required to file Schedule UTP (Form 1 120), Uncertain Tax Position Statement (see instructions)? 
If "Yes, " complete and attach Schedule UTP. 

15a Did the corporation make any payments i n  2012 that would require it to file Form(s) 1099? 
b If "Yes," did or will the corporation file required Form(s) 1099? 

16  During this tax year, did the corporation have an 80% o r  more change in ownership, including a change due to redemption o f  its 
own stock? 

17  	During o r  subsequent to this tax year, but before the filing of this return, did the corporation dispose of more than 65% (by value) 
of its assets in a taxable, non-taxable, or tax deferred transaction? . . . .  

Did the corporation receive assets in a section 35 1  transfer in which any of the transferred assets had a fair market basis o r  fair 
market value of more than $1 million? 
 . . .  . .  . . .  . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . .  . 


US1120$4 Form 1 1 20 (2012)BCA 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

18  
x 
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Form 1 120 (2012) AVANCE FOUNDATION 8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  Page 5 

Balance Sheets per Books Beginning of tax year End o f  tax year 

Assets (a) (b) (c) (d)
1 Cash 
2a Trade notes and accounts receivable 
b Less allowance for bad debts 

3 Inventories . . . .  
4 U.S. government obligations . 
5 Tax-exempt securities (see instructions) . 
6 Other current assets (attach statement) 
7 Loans to shareholders . .  
8 Mortgage and real estate loans 
9 Other investments (attach statement) 

10a Buildings and other depreciable assets 

5, 0 4 4  . 

b Less accumulated depreciation . . . .  . . . .  . . .  . . 
1 1 a  Depletable assets . 

b Less accumulated depletion . 
12 Land (net of any amortization) 
13a Intangible assets (amortizable only) 

b Less accumulated amortization . .  

14 Other assets (attach statement) . .  
15  Total assets 

Liabilities and Shareholders' Equity
16 Accounts payable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 
17 a

;
,
; '. - . - '.  .

i
.

18 Other current liabilities {attach statement) 
19 Loans from shareholders . . . . . . . . .  . 
20 Mortgages, notes, bonds payable in 

1 year or more · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·

21 Other liabilities (attach statement) 
22 Capital stock: a Preferred stock 

b Common stock 
23 Additional paid-in capital 
24 Retained earnings-Appropriated 

(attach statement) . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 
25 Retained .
26 Adjustments to equity 

(attach statement). 
27 Less cost of treasury stock. 

0 .  

28 Total liabilities and shareholders' e uit 0 .  

Reconciliation of Income (Loss) per Books With Income per Return 

. 

5 , 0  4 4 .  

5 ,  0 4 4  . 

5 ,  0 4 4  . 

Note· Schedule M-3 required instead of Schedule M-1 if total assets are $10 million or more - see instructions 
7 Income recorded on books this year not 

included on this return (itemize): 1 Net income (loss) per books . 

2 Federal income tax per books . .  . . . .  . . . . . . .  . .
9
3 Excess of capital losses over capital gains . 


5 , 0 4 4 .. . . . . . . .  . . 
. Tax-exempt interest $ 

4 Income subject to tax not recorded on books this year 

(itemize): 

5 Expenses recorded on books this year not deducted 
on this return (itemize): 

a Depreciation . . . . . . . .  $

b Charitable . . 

contributions . . . . . . . . $ 
C Travel and 

entertainment . $  

8 Deductions on this return not charged 
against book income this year (itemize): 

a Depreciation . . . .  $
bCharitable 

contributions . . . . .  $ 

9 Add fines 7 and 8 . 
10 Income (page 1 ,  line 28)-line 6 less line 96 Add lines 1 5 
 . .  . . . . . . . .  5 , 0 4 4 .  5 ,  0 4 4  . 

. 
1 Balance at beginning of year 

2 Net income (loss) per books 

3 Other increases (itemize): 


Analysis of Unappropriated Retained Earnings per Books (Line 25, Sched ule 
5 Distributions: a Cash. .  . . .  

5 , 0 4 4 .  b Stock. . . . . . . . . . .  . . . .  

Propertyc · · · · · · · ·  

6 Other decreases (itemize): 

7 Add lines 5 and 6 


8 Balance at end of year {line 4 less line 7} 
4 Add lines 1, 2, and 3 
BCA 

· · · · · · · · · ·  5 ,  0 4 4 .  5 , 0 4 4 .  

Form 1 1  20 (2012)US1120$5 
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us 1 1 20 State Information and 2012  Estimated Tax 201 2 
Name: AVANCE FOUNDATION EIN: 8 0  - 0 7 7 1  6 3 1  

State return Overpayment First quarter Second quarter Third quarter Fourth quarter 
credited from 201 O 1 0 / 1 5 / 2 0 1 2  1 2 / 1 5 / 2 0 1 2  0 3 / 1 5 / 2 0 1 3 0 6 / 1 5 / 2 0 1 3  Totalis needed 

Federal Not 
Alabama 
Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 
California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
DC 
Florida 
Georgia
Hawaii 
Idaho 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland
Massachusetts 
Michigan
Minnesota 
Mississippi
Missouri 
Montana 
Nebraska 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota 
Ohio 
Oklahoma 
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Utah 
Vermont 
Virginia
West Virginia 
Wisconsin

© 2012 CCH Small Firm Services. All rights reserved. USCSTINF 



Page 1 ,  us 1 1  20 Line 26 - Other Deductions 201 2  

© 2012 CCH Small Firm Services. All rights reserved. 

Name: AVANCE FOUNDAT I ON EIN: 8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  

Type:
Accounting.
Amortization . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 
Answering service. 
Auto and truck expenses. . 
Bank charges 
Commissions . 
Computer expense 
Delivery and freight . 
Dues and subscriptions . 
Entertainment and promotion . 
Gifts 
Insurance . .  
Janitorial 
Laundry and cleaning . 
Legal and professional fees . . .  
Licenses and permits 
Meals: 

Miscellaneous. 
Office expense 
Outside service . 
Parking fees and tolls . 
Postage.
Printing . .  
Sales expense . 
Security . .  
Supplies
Telephone . 
Temporary help . 
Tools . 
Trade show expense . 
Training and seminars. 
Travel. . 
Uniforms 
Utilities . 
T r avel sponsored China 
Fundr a i s  i n g  Expenses 

Total . 

at 50o/o 

at 80°/o - DOT hours of service 
at 100% - See instructions. 

t r i p .  1 1  

1 0  . 

2 0 ,  0 0 0 .  
3 ,  0 0 0 .  

2 3 ,  0 1 0  . 
USWCA$$1 
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5 
copy 

I I 

_____________________ 
_ 

1@1111 

__
_

______
_________________

____ _ 

Form 8879-C 

Department of the Treasury 

Internal Revenue Service 

for Form 1 1 20 
For calendar year 2012, or tax year begining Jul 0 1  , 2012, ending Jun 3 0  ' 20_!2 

.. See instructions. Do not send to the IRS. Keep for your records . 
.. Information about Form 8879-C and its instructions is at www.irs.gov/form1120 . 

OMS No. 1545-1864 

201 2 

IRS e-file Signature Authorization 

Name of corporation Employer identification number 
AVANCE FOUNDAT I ON 8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  

. Tax Return Information (Whole dollars only) 
1 
2 
3 
4 

Total income (Form 1 120, line 11 )  . . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . . 

Taxable income (Form 1 120, line 30) . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . .  . . 
Total tax (Form 1 120, line 31) . . . . . . . .  . . .  . .  . . . 

Amount owed (Form 1 120, line 34) 
Overpayment (Form 1 1 20, line 35) . . .  . . .  . .  . . .  . . 

1 2 2 3 ,  2 4 6 .  
2 5 , 0  4 4 .  
3 7 5 7  . 
4 
5 

7 5 7  . 

. Declaration and Signature Authorization of Officer (Be sure to get a of the corporation's return) 

Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I am an officer of the above corporation and that I have examined a copy of the corporation's 2012 electronic 
income tax return and accompanying schedules and statements and to the best of my knowledge and belief, it is true, correct, and complete. I further 
declare that the amounts in Part I above are the amounts shown on the copy of the corporation's electronic income tax return. I consent to allow my 
electronic return originator (ERO), transmitter, or intermediate service provider to send the corporation's return to the IRS and to receive from the IRS 
(a) an acknowledgment of receipt or reason for rejection of the transmission, (b) the reason for any delay in processing the return or refund, and 
(c} the date of any refund. If applicable, J authorize the U.S. Treasury and its designated Financial Agent to initiate an electronic funds withdrawal 
(direct debit) entry to the financial institution account indicated in the tax preparation software for payment of the corporation's 
federal taxes owed on this return, and the financial institution to debit the entry to this account. To revoke a payment, I must contact the U.S. 
Treasury Financial Agent at 1-888-353-4537 no later than 2 business days prior to the payment (settlement) date. I also authorize the financial institu
tions involved in the processing of the electronic payment of taxes to receive confidential information necessary to answer inquiries and resolve issues 
related to the payment. I have selected a personal identification number {PIN) as my signature for the corporation's electronic income tax return and, 
if applicable, the corporation's consent to electronic funds withdrawal. 

Officer's PIN: check one box only 

 ! authorize Emi l i o  Campos CPA 
ERO firm name 

to enter my PIN 5 5 5 5  5 as my 
do not enter all zeros 

signature on the corporation's 2012 electronically filed income tax return. 

D As an officer of the corporation, I will enter my PIN as my signature on the corporation's 2012 electronically filed income tax return. 

Officer's 
signature ..- Date  0 4 / 2 7 / 2 0 1 5  Title  S e cr e t a r y  

Certification and Authentication 

ERO's EFIN/PIN. Enter your six-digit EFIN followed by your five-digit self-selected PIN. 9 5 7 0 2 6 5 5 5 5 5  
do not enter all zeros 

I certify that the above numeric entry is my PIN, which is my signature on the 2012 electronically filed income tax return for the corporation indicated 
above. I confirm that I am submitting this return in accordance with the requirements of Pub. 3112, IRS e-file Application and Participation, and 
Pub. 4163, Modernized e-File {MeF) Information for Authorized IRS e-file Providers for Business Returns. 

ER O's 
signature Date I> 0 4 / 2 7 / 2 0 1 5  ti>-

ERO Must Retain This Form - See Instructions 

Do Not Submit This Form to the IRS U nless Requested To Do So 


For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see instructions. Fomi 8879-C (2012) 
BCA 

US8879C1 



Emilio Campos CPA 
2807 North Broadway 
Los Angeles CA 90031 

626-576-4600 

April 27, 201 5 

Alejandro Martinez 
A VANCE FOUNDATION 
700 N CENTRAL A VE STE 570 
GLENDALE, CA 9 1  203 

Enclosed is the 20 1 2  Federal l 1 20C tax rehrrn for AVANCE FOUNDATION. 

Your Federal tax return has been filed electronically. Please keep a copy of the return with 
your records. 

Include your payment of $757.00 with your return. 
Include your payment of $.00 with your return. 
Include your payment of $.00 with your return. 
Include your payment of $. 00 with your return. 
Include your payment of $.00 with your rehrrn. 
Include your payment of $.00 with your return. 
Include your payment of $.00 with your return. 
Include your payment of $.00 with your return. 
Include your payment of $.00 with your return. 
Include your payment of $.00 with your return. 

If you have any questions, please call us. We appreciate the opportunity to serve you. 

Sincerely, 

Emilio Campos 
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23 

32 

35 

•TAXABLE YEAR FORMCalifornia Corporation 
2012 Franchise or Income Tax Return 1 00 

For calendar year 2012 or fiscal year beginning month Jul day 0 1  year2 0 1 2 ,  and ending month Jun day 3 0  year2 0 1 3 .  

19 
20 

u.= 21 

Net income (loss) for state purposes. Complete Sch. R if apportioning income. See instructions . . .  
• 20 

Corporation name 
FOUN DAT I ON 

Address (suite, room, or PMB no.) 
7 0 0  N CENTRAL AVE STE 5 7 0  

City State Code 
DALE CA 

S chedule Q Questions (continued on Side 2) 81 .  ls income included in  a combined report of  a 
A FINAL RETURN? • D Dissolved D Surrendered (withdrawn) unitary group? . .  . . . . . .  . . . .  .D Merged/Reorganized D IRC Section 338 sale D QSub election 2. If "Yes," indicate: wholly within CA (R&TC 25101 .15) 

Enter date • within and outside of CA 8

3. Is there a change in the members listed in Schedule 

R-7 from the prior year? . .  . . . .  • 0 Yes  No 
4. Enter the number of members (including parent or key corporation) 

listed in the Schedule R-7, Part I, Section A, subject to income 
or franchise tax • 

5. Isform FTB 3544 and/or3544 A attached to the return? 

1 Net income (loss) before state adjustments. See instructions . • 1 5 ,  0 4 4  0 0
2 Amount deducted for foreign or domestic tax based on income or profits from Schedule A . 2 0 0
3 Amount deducted for tax under the provisions of the Corporation Tax Law from Schedule A . • 3 0 0  
4 Interest on government obligations. • 4 0 0  
5 Net California capital gain from Side 5, Schedule D, line 11 . • 5 0 0
6 Depreciation and amortization in excess of amount allowed under CA law. Attach form FTB 3885. • 6 0 0
7 Net income from corporations not included in federal consolidated return. See instructions . . . . .  . . . • 7 0 0
8 Other additions. Attach schedule(s) . . .  . . . . .  . . .  . . .  . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . . .  . . . . .  • 8 0 0
9 Total. Add line 1 through line 8. · · · · · · · ·  . .  . . . . .  . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . .  . . .  • 9 5 '  0 4  4 0 0

10 lntercompany dividend deduction. Attach Schedule H (100) · · · · · · · · · · ·10• 
11 Dividends received deduction. Attach Schedule H (100) • 1 1  

· .... ·>12 12Additional depreciation allowed under CA law Attach form FT8 3885 . .· ·
13 Capital gain from federal Form 1 1 20, line 8. • 13 

•14 Contributions 14 
15 EZ, LAMBRA, or TI A business expense and EZ net interest deduction • 15  0 0  

.16 Other deductions. Attach schedule(s) • 16  0 0  ·.· 

17 Total. Add line 10 through line 1 6  . . . .  . . . .  • 17 0 0
18 Net income (loss) after state adjustments. Subtract line 17 from line 9 · · · · · ·  18• 5 ,  0 4 4  0 0  

• 19 5 ,  0 4 4  0 0  

California corporation number 
3 4 2 1 3 0 8  

FEIN 
8 0 - 0 7 7 1  6 3 1  
Secretary of State file number 

• 0 Yes  No 

w 

'C
-.:

"'.l'l.l!l 

w 
E0 Net operating loss (NOL) carryover deduction. See instructions 0 0  .• 

' Pierce s disease, EZ, LARZ, TTA, or LAMBRA NOL carryover 
• 21 0 0  

• 23 
..0 0  · . 
;

5 ,  0 4 4  0 0  

26a 
26b
27 

.• 28 
Balance. Subtract line 28 from line 24 (not less than minimum franchise tax, if applicable). 29 8 0 0  0 0

. . . . . . . 30 

32 
31 

• 36 

w deduction. See instructions z 
22 , > Disaster loss carryover deduction. See instructions. • 2 2-.:u 

.

Net income for tax purposes. Combine line 20 through line 22. Then, subtract from line 1 9  . .  

24 o/o x line 23 (not less than minimum franchise tax, if applicable). See instr. 
25 New jobs credit a) amount generated • b) amount daimed . • 25b 

• 24Tax. 8 . 8 4 8 0 0  0 0  
0 0

. . .. ·..·26a 
 . .  ·code no. . ,.Credit name amount 
• 

" b Credit name code no. amount  0 0  
·· · ··· .. . 

·.
·. ·•·.·

. ..27 

.

•w To claim more than two credits, see instructions 0 0  
...

w 
28 
 Add line 25b through line 27 

30
29 


31 


• 

Alternative minimum tax. Attach Schedule P (100). See instructions. 
•Total tax. Add line 29 and line 30 8 0 0  0 0. . .  . . . .. .  

• 
33 


Overpayment from prior year allowed as a credit . .l'l 
© 0 

0 ••2012 Estimated tax payments. See instructions. 33 
• 3434 2012 Withholding (Form 592-B and/or 593). See instructions .E,.,ro • 35 . ·  . ·. . . . . . ..· 

36 

Amount paid with extension of time to file tax return 0 0a. 
Total payments. Add line 32 through line 35 

CA100$$1 3 6 0 1 1 2 4  Form 100 C1 20120 9 8  Side 1 

0 0  

0 0  

0 0  
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filing taxpayer's 
instructions.) group, of 

o"f D D LJ LJ 
any report 

SMLLC or_generate/claim credits n n SMLLC? 
scheduies ana ana tne or 

infannat lion I f

(oryours,,._Emi lio 
ANGELES 

' Check 
!XI 

I I I I 
• • 

Camp o s  C PA irm's
l -

name: :; ! yed) 

AVANCE FOUNDAT ION 	 8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  

• 
37 Franchise or income tax due. If line 31 is more than line 36, subtract line 36 from line 3 1 .  Go to line 40 

ID 38 Overpayment. If line 36 is more than line 31 ,  subtract line 31 from line 36. •" 0 	 39 Amount of line 38 to be credited to 2013 estimated tax . • 
40 Use tax. This is not a total line. See instructions . . . . e
41 Refund. If the sum of line 39 and line 40 is less than line 38, then subtract the result from line 38 . • O 

See instructions to have the refund directly deposited. a Routing number • 41a 

b Type: Checking •D Savings • D c Account number •


42 a Penalties and interest • 
 42a 1 1 0 0 
b • D Check if estimate penalty computed using Exception B or C. See instructions. 


43 Total amount due. Add line 37, line 39, line 40, and line 42a. Then, subtract line 38 from the result . . . . . . . . . . . . 
 8 1 143 O O 
Schedule Q Questions (cont inued from Side 1) 3. 	 Of this and one or more other corporations owned or controlled, If the corporation filed on a water's-edge basis pursuant to R& TC C 	

Sections 251 1 o and 251 13 in previous years, enter the 
date the water's-edge election ended • 

D 	 Was the corporation's income included in a 
consolidated federal return? . . . .  . . . . . .  • D Yes D No 

E 	 Principal business activity code. 
(Do not leave blank); . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  • 8 1 3  0 0 0 

Business activity Support Academia 
Product or service Enhance Edu c a t i o n  

Where: • State Country 
G 	 Date business began in CA or date income was first derived from CA 

sources• 
H 	 First return?• Yes No If "Yes" and this corporation is a 

successor to a previously existing business, check the appropriate box. 
• <1) 	 sole proprietorship (2) D partnership (3) D joint venture 

(4) corporation (5) D other 

(attach statement showing name, address, and FEIN/SSN/ITIN 

of previous business) 


I 	 "Doing business as" name. See instructions:• 

J 1 .  	During this taxable year, did anotller person or legal entity acquire 
control or majority ownership (mare than a 50% interest) of this corp 
or any of its subsidranes that owned CA real property {i.e., land, build-

Sign 
Here 

Paid 
Preparer's 
Use Only 

directly or indirectly, by the same interests? . . . .• D Yes D No 
If 1 or 3  is "Yes," enter the country of the ultimate parent 
•
If 1, 2, or 3 is "Yes," furnish a statement of ownership indicating 

names, addresses, and percentages of stock owned. 
the owner(s) is an individual, provide the SSN/ITIN. 

L 	Has the corporation included a reportable transaction or listad 
· · • · · ·• D yes D NOtransaction within this return? (See instructions for definitions) 

If "Yes," com plate and attach federal Form 8886 for each transaction. 
M ls tllis corporation apportioning income to California using 

Sdledule R? · • • · · • • · • • · • · • • • • • · • • • · • • · • • • • • • · • .  • · . . .  . .• D Yes D No 
N 	 How many a filiates in the combined report are claiming immunity 

from taxation in Cali ornia under Public Law 86-272? 
• 

O 
(2) D Outside of CA, within the U.S. (3) D Outside of the U.S. 

P Location of principal acct. records 

Q 	 Accounting method: • (1) Cash (2) Accrual (3) Other 
R Does this corporation or any of its subsidiaries have a Deferred Inter-

company Stock Account (DISA)? • D Yes D No 
If "Yes," enter the total balance Of all DISAs • $ 

s Is this corporation or any of its subsidiaries a RIC? • Yes No 
T Is this corp. treated as a REMIC for CA purposes? • Yes No 
U Is this corporation a REIT for California purposes? • Yes No

ings), leased such property for a term of 35 yrs. or more,
or leased such property !ram a government agency for any term? •D Yes D No V Is this corporation an LLC or limited partnership electing 

2. During this taxable year, did tllis corporation or any of its subsidiaries acquire to be taxed as a corporation for federal purposes? • a Yes a No
control or majonty ownership (more than a 50% interest) rn another legal entity 
that awned California real property (1 e land, bu1ld1ngs), leased such property for W Is this corporation to be treated as a credit union? • Yes No 
a term of 35 years or more, or leased such property from a govern-
men! agency for any term? 	 . . . .  • D Yes D No X Is the corporation under audit by the IRS or has it been 

3. During this taxable year, has more than 50% of the voting stock of this audited by the JRS in a prior year? . . . . . . . . . • D Yes D Nocorporation cumulatively transferred 1n one or more transactions after an 
interest in CA real property (i.e., land, buildings) was transferred to 1\ that was Y Have all required information returns (e.g. federal Forms 1099, 5471, 
excluded frum pruperty tax reassessment under R&TC Section 	 5472, 8300, 8865, etc.) been filed with the 
62(a)(2) and it was not reported on a previous year's tax return? •D Yes D No Franchise Tax Board? . . . . . . . . . . . . DN/A D Yes D No
{Yes equires. of statement, penalties may apply Z Does the taxpayer (or any corporation of the 
- see 	 combined if applicable) own 80% or more K 	 At any time during taxable year, was more than 50°/o of the voting stock: the stock an insurance company? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . D Yes D No 

1. 	 Of the corporation owned by any single interest? . . • Yes No AA Did the corporation file the federal Schedule UTP 
2. 	 Of another corporation owned by this corporation? . . • Yes No (Form 1 120)? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • D Yes D No

BB 	 Does member of the combined 
own an 	 that are 
attributable to an . . . 	 9 Yes No. . _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  


Under penarnes of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return, including accompanying statements, to best my knowledge and 
belief, it is true. correct, and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than taxpayer) is based on all ofwhich preparer has any knowledge. 

_Signature Title Date • Telephone 

of o ficer .,. Se cretary 

Officer's email address (optional) 

Prepare r's Date if self
 • PTIN 
signature 1> employed  P 0 1 5 9 8 2 3 8  

• FEIN 
• To"phooo62 6 - 5 7 6 - 4 6 0 0  LOS CA 9 0 0 3 1 -

May the FTB discuss this return with the preparer shown above? See instructions • Yes No 

Side 2 	 Form 100 C1 2012 0 9 8  3 6 0 2 1 2 4  For Privacy Notice, get form FTB 1131. 
CA100$$2 
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22 

24 
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29 

AVANCE FOUNDAT I ON 8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  • 
Schedule A Taxes Deducted Use additional sheet(s) if necessary 

(a) 
Nature of tax Taxing authority 

Total. Enter total of column (c) on Sch. F, line 17, and total of column (d) on Side 1 ,  line 2 or line 3. 

If the corporation uses California computation method to compute the net income, see instructions. 

(c) 
Total amount 

(d) 
Nondeductible amount 

0 0  
0 0  

0 0  
Computation of Net Income. See instructions. 

1 a) Gross receipts or gross sales 2 2  3 , 2  4 6  
b) Less returns and allowance 

2 Cost of goods sold. Attach federal Form 1 1  25-A (California Schedule V). .  

3 Gross profit. Subtract line 2 from line 1c . . . .  . 

c) Balance . . . . . .  • 
•. 

•. . .  

•4 Total dividends. Attach federal Schedule C, California Schedule H (100) . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  

s 
mE0 

6u£ 
7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

14 

1S 

16 

1 7  

1 8  

19 

a) Interest on obligations of the United States and U.S. instrumentalities . . .  . . . . . .

b} Other interest. Attach schedule . .  . .  . . . .  . 
. . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . .  

• 
• 
•Gross rents . . . .  . . .  . .  . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  . . · · · · · ·  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . .  · · · · ·  

Gross royalties . . .

Capital gain net income. Attach federal Schedule D (California Schedule D) . 

Ordinary gain (loss). Attach federal Form 4797 (California Schedule D-1) . 

Other income (loss). Attach schedule 

Total income. Add line 3 through line 1 o. .  

Compensation of officers. Attach federal Form 1 1  25-E or equivalent schedule • 

Salaries and wages (not deducted elsewhere) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  . 

Repairs . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  . .  
Bad debts 

Rents 
Taxes (California Schedule A). See instructions 
Interest. Attach schedule 
Contributions. Attach schedule . .  

. . . . . . . . . . .  . . . 

. .  . . . .  . . .  
. .  . . . .  . . . .  . . . .  

. .  

. . .  . .

. . . . . . . .

. . .  

• 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

. . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 
• 
•. . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . .  . . . . .  

•. . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

•. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . .  

12 0 0  
13 0 0  
14 0 0  
1S 0 0  
16 1 9 5 ,  1 9 2  
17 

1 8  

19 0 0  
. 

1c  2 2  3 ,  2 4 6  0 0  
2 0 0  
3 2 2  3 ,  2 4 6  0 0  
4 0 0  

Sa 0 0  
Sb 0 0  
6 0 0  
7 0 0  
8 0 0  
9 0 0  

10 0 0  
1 1  2 2  3 ,  2 4 6  0 0  

. •· 

· . • 
. 

20 Depreciation. Attach federal > . ,. · 
. 

w . 
c ·.. · 

.0 Form 4562 and FTB 3885 . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  20 .
 21 Less depreciation claimed elsewhere on 

'O 
return • 0 0m . . .

Cl 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  • 

. . . . . . . . .  

. . . • 

• 

30 Net income before state adjustments. Subtract line 29 from line 1 1 .  Enter here and on Side 1 ,  line 1 . . .  . .  . . .  • 

Schedule J Add-On Taxes and Recapture of Tax Credits See Instructions 

.·. 

0 0Depletion. Attach schedule 22. . . 

23 0 023 Advertising . .  . . . 
0 0Pension, profit-sharing plans, etc. 24 

0 0Employee benefit plans 2S2S 

26 a) Total travel and entertainment 
...

0 0b) Deductible amounts . . . . 

• 27 2 3 ,  0 1 0  0 0  
28 Specific deduction for organizations under R& TC 

Section 23701r or 237011. See instructions. 

27 Other deductions. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  


28 0 0  
2 1 8 ,  2 0 2  0 029 Total deductions. Add line 1 2  through line 28 . 

30 5 ,  0 4 4  0 0  

1 0 0  
2 0 0  

3a 0 0  
3b 0 0  
4 0 0  
s 0 0  

6 0 0  

•. . . . . .  . . . .  

Interest computed under the took back method for completed long-tenn contracts (Attach form FTB 3834) . . . . . . . . • 

a Sales of certain timeshares and residential lots. . . .  

LIFO recapture due to S corporation election, IRC Sec. 1363{d) deferral: $ 

b Method for nondea!er installment obligations . 
Interest on tax attributable to installment: 

•. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  


•
IRC Section 197(f)(9)(B)(ii) election . 

s Credit recapture name: 
Combine line 1 through line 5, revise Side 2, line 37 or line 38, whichever applies, by this amount. Write 

"Schedule J" to the left of line 37 or line 38 . . . . . .  . . .  

CA100$$3 3 6 0 3 1 2 4  Form 100 C1 2012 Side 30 9 8  
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AVANCE FOUNDAT ION 8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  

• 
Schedule V Cost of Goods Sold 

Inventory at beginning of year . 0 0
2 Purchases 2 0 0  
3 Cost of labor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  • 

4 a Additional !RC Section 263A costs. Attach schedule . . . . . . .  . . .  . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  . . . .  • 


b Other costs. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  • 
5 Total. Add line 1 through line 4b 
6 Inventory at end of year . 6 0 0  
7 Cost of goods sold. Subtract line 6 from line 5. Enter here and on Side 3, Schedule F, line 2 7 0 0  

Method of inventory valuation (Ii> COST 


!f "Yes," attach an explanation. 


Enter California seller's permit number, if any (Ii> 

Check if the UFO inventory method was adopted this taxable year f r any goods. If checked, attach federal Form 970 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . .  O 

If the LIFO inventory method was used f r this taxable year, enter the amount of closing inventory under LIFO 

Do the rules of IRC Section 263A (with respect to property produced or ac uired for resale) apply to the corporation? . . . . .  . .  . . .  . . . . . .  Yes No 
The corporation may not be required to complete Schedules L M-1 and M-2 See Schedule M-1 instructions for reporting requirements ' 

Balance Sheet 

a Trade notes and accounts receivable. . .  

Schedule L Beginning of taxable year End of taxable year 
Assets (a) 

. 
(b) (c) (d)

•1 

·· :. .· · . •· 

...Cash 5 ,  0 4 4  
. 

. . 
. . . . . . 

2 
 • . 
b Less allowance for bad debts . .  . . 

3 
 ·. ·Inventories . . . ·. . .
4 
 •Federal and state government obligations 

.·· . ·  
. .•. 

5 Other current assets. Attach schedule(s) . 
6 •Loans to stockholders/off cers. Attach schedule 

7 

8 

9 


Mortgage and real estate loans • 
Other investments. Attach schedule(s) . . .  . ' •.. · .. a Buildings and other fixed depreciable assets . .. . ··•• · ' .• • '..•· . 

b Less accumulated depreciation 
10 .• 

a Depletable assets . . 
. 

' . , ·'1 1  
b Less accumulated depletion . 
Land (net of any amortization) . 

. . .  . . . .  . 
'. · 

. .. 
. ·• . • 

1 2  a Intangible assets (amortizable only) • .· 
. · 

. 

b Less accumulated amortization 
13  Other assets. Attach schedule(s). . . . . . . . . . . 

Total assets . . .  . .  . . . . .  . . 

.. 

Liabilities and Stockholders' Equity 
14  

.. . 

. 

· 
• · 

• 
• 5 ,  0 4 4  

. 

1 5  
 •.Accounts payable . .  .

1 6  
 •Mortgages, notes, bonds payable in less than 1 year 

17 

18 


Other current liabilities. Attach schedule(s) . 
•Loans from stockholders Attach schedule(s) .

19 

20 


•Mortgages, notes, bonds payable in 1 year o r  more 

. · ·Other liabilities. Attach schedule(s) . .  . .. .. . .

21 
 .Capital stock: a Preferred stock • . . 

b Common stock • • 
. ·.· .22 Paid-in or capital surplus. Attach reconciliation 

Retained earnings - Appropriated. Attach schedule 

24 Retained earnings - Unappropriated 5 ,  0 4 4  
Adjustments to shareholders' equity. Attach schedule 

26 Less cost of treasury stock. . 

27 Total liabilities and stockholders' equity. .. .  . · · . 5 ,  0 4 4  

Side 4 Form 100 Ci 2012 0 9 8  3 6 0 4 1 2 4  CA100$$4 
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(I) 

• • 

AVANCE FOUNDATION 8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  

• 
Schedule M-1 Reconciliation of Income (Loss) per Books With Income (Loss) per Return. 

!fthe corporation completed federal Schedule M-3 (Form 1120/11 20-F}, see instructions. 

1 Net income per books . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  • 5 1 0 4 4 
2 Federal income tax . . . . . . . . . . . .  e 
3 Excess of capital losses over capital gains 

4 Taxable income not recorded on books this year 

(itemize) 

5 Expenses recorded on books this year not 

• 

7 Income recorded on books this year not 

included in this return (itemize) 

a Tax-exempt 
interest $ 

b Other . . . . . . . .  $ 

c Total. Add line 7a and line 7b 
8 Deductions in this return not charged 

deducted in this return (itemize) against book income this year (itemize) 


a Depreciation $ a Depreciation $ 

b State taxes $ b State tax refunds $ 


c Travel and c Other . 


entertainment d Total. Add line Sa through line Be . . . . . .  

d Other 9 Total. Add line 7c and line 8d . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 
e Total. Add line 5a through line 5d . . . . . .  . • 10 Net income per return. 
6 Total. Add line 1 through line 5e 5 1 0 4 4 Subtract line 9 from !ine 6 . 5 ,  0 4 4  

Schedule M-2 Analysis of Unappropriated Retained Earnings per Books {Side 4, Schedule L, line 24) 

1 Balance at beginning of year. 

2 Net income per books . 

3 Other increases 

(itemize) . .  

. • 

. • 

5 Distributions: a Cash 

b Stock . 
c Property. 

6 Other decreases {itemize) 

. . . .  . . . . . . . . .  • 
. • 

. . . 

• 

• 
7 Total. Add line 5 and line 6 . .  

8 Balance at end of year . 

Subtract line 7 from line 4 5 '  04 4 4 Total. Add line 1 through line 3 . . . .  5 ,  0 4 4  
Gains and Losses 

Part I Short-Term Capital Gains and Losses - Assets Held One Year or Less Use additional sheet(s) if necessary 

1 

(a) 
Kind of property and description 

(Example, 100 shares of Z Co.) 

(b) 
Date acqu·1red 
(mo., day, yr.) 

(c) 
Date sold 

(mo., day, yr.) 

(d) 
Gross sales 

price 

(e) 
Cost or other 

basis plus 
of sale 

Gain (loss) 

(d) less (e) 

0 0  
0 0  
0 0  
0 0  

2 
3 
4 

Short-term capital gain from installment sales from form FTB 3805E, line 26 or line 37. 

Unused capital Joss carryover from 2011 . . . .  . · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  

Net short-term capital gain {loss). Combine line 1 through line 3 . . . . . . .  

2
3 
4 

0 0  
0 0  
0 0  
0 0  

Part II Long-Term Capital Gains and Losses - Assets Held More Than One Year Use additional sheet{s) if necessary 

5 

6 Enter gain from Schedule D-1, line 9 and/or any capital gain distributions . . . . . . 6 
7 Long-term capital gain from installment sales from form FTB 3805E, line 26 or line 37 . 7 

B Net long-term capital gain (loss). Combine line 5 through line 7 . .  . . . . .  • 8 

9 Enter excess of net short-term capital gain (line 4) over net long-term capital loss (line 8) . . . . . .  9 
10 Net capital gain. Enter excess of net long-term capital gain (line 8) over net short-term capital Joss (line 4) . .  1 0  
11 Total lines 9 and 10. Enter here and on Form 100, Side 1 ,  line 5. 

If losses exceed gains, carry forward losses to 2013 . . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . .  . . . .  . .  . 1 1  

0 0  
0 0  
0 0  
0 0  
0 0  
0 0  
0 0  
0 0  
0 0  
0 0  

0 0  

CA100$$5 0 9 8  3 6 0 5 1 2 4  Form 100 C1 2012 Side 5 



Ju I u I year2012 ' jun 3 0 2 a 13 

(a) 

> 

! 
0 6 / 1 5 / 2 0 1 3 

· . . 

I 

• • 

1 . . .  . . . . 

. .  . . . . . . . . . 
. 

. 

. . . . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . .  .

. . . .  . . . . .  

. . . . . . . .  . . 

.. . . . . . 

TAXABLE YEAR Underpayment o f  Estimated Tax 
• 

CALIFORNIA FORM 

201 2  by Corporations 5806 
For calendar year 2012 or fiscal year beginning month day and ending month day year 
Corporation name California corporation number 

AVANCE FOUNDAT I ON 3 4 2 1 3 0 8  
Part I Figure the Underpayment 

Current year's tax. See instructions. . . . .  . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
1 8 0 0  . 
(b) (c) (d) 

2 Installment due dates. See instructions 
3 Percentage required . See instructions 
4 Amount due. See instructions . . .  . . . . . .  . . .  

s a Amount paid or credited foreach installment 
b Overpayment from previous installment. 

See instructions 

6 Add line 5a and line 5b 

7 Underpayment (subtract line 6 from 
line 4). See instructions. 
Overpayment (subtract line 4 from line 6).
(If line 7 shows an underpayment for any 
installment, go to Part IV, Exceptions
Worksheets.) . . . . .  . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . 

Part II Exceptions to the Penalty 

2 
3 
4 
Sa 
Sb 
6 

7 

1 0 / 1 5 / 2 0 1 2  
30% (not less than min.) 

2 4 0 .  

..', .. . . .· 

2 4 0  . 

1 2 / 1 5 / 2 0 1 2  
70% less 1st 

3 2 0 .  

3 2 0 .  

If Exception A line 8a is met for all four installments do not attach this form to the return 

0 3 / 1 5 / 2 0 1 3  
1 00°/o less prior70% less prior 

2 4 0 .  

2 4 0 .  

Ba 
8b 

Yes No Yes No Yes 

. 

No Yes 

· .. . 

No 

· .. · . 
9 
1 0  

(check the applicable boxes) 
8 a Exception A - Regular Corporations, line 26 

b Exception A - Large Corporations. 
See instructions 

Figure the Penalty If line 7 shows an underpayment for any installment and one of the three exceptions was not met, figure the penalty for 
that installment by completing line 1 1  through line 22 

. . .  . . . . . ..
 .
9 Exception B (line 42) met? . . 

10 Exception C (line 64) met? 

Part Ill 

11 Enter the earlier ofthe payment date, 
or the 15th day of the 3rd month after the 
close of the taxable year. Form 109 filers, 
see instructions . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . 1 1  

Numberofdays from date shown on line 2 lo12 12  

13  
3 3 5  2 7 4  1 8 4  92 

14 77 1 6  
1S  1 8 1  1 8 1  1 0 7  1 5  
16  7 7  7 7  7 7  7 7  

. . . . . . . .  

date shown on line 1 1  

13  Number of days on line 1 2  before 7/01/12 
Number ofdays on line 12 after6/30/12 and 


Number of days on line 12 after12131/12 and 


Number of days o n  line 1 2  after 6/30/13 and 


14 before 1/01/13 

x 4%) x line 7 

1S 

Number of deys on line 1 2  after 12/31113 and 

before 07/01/13 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . 


16  before 01101/14_ See instructions 

1 7  1 7before2/15/14 . . . 

18 Number of days on line 13 

1 8Number ofdays in taxableyear 

1 9  Number of days on line 1 4  
x 3 %  x fine 7 2 .Number of days in taxable year 1 9  

20 Number of days on Jine 15 
x 3% x line 7 

Number ofdays in taxable year 20 4 .  5 .  

21 Number of days on line 16 x 0/o (see instr. 
Number of days in taxable year x line 7 21 

22 Number of days on line 17 x % (see instr. 
Number ofdays in taxable year x line 7 22 

22a Add amounts for each column from 

line 1 8  through line 22 22a 6 .  5 .  
22b Total estimated penalty due. Add line 22a, column (a) through column (d). Enter here and on Fann 100, 

line 42a; Form 1 00W, line 41a; Form 1 00S, line 41a; or Form 109, line 25 . . . . . .  22b 1 1 .  

CA5806$1 0 9 8  7 6 9 1 1 2 4  FTB 5806 2011 Side 1 
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Fomi 1 1 20 U.S. Corporation Income Tax Return OMB No. 1545-0123 
For calendar year 2012 or tax year beginning Jul 0 1  , 2012, end.Jun 3 0  ' 20 .!:..3.. 

2 0 1 2Department of the Treasury 
JI>. Information about Form 1120 and its instructions is a 

Employer identification number 
8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  

c Date incorporated 
1 0 / 0 7  / 2 0 1 1  

Total assets (see instructions) 

Address change
. 

5 ,  0 4 4 . 

ov/form1120. 
A Check if: 
Internal Revenue Service 

Name Number, street, room/suite no. City/town, state, & ZIP code 
1a Consolidated return Use

(attach Form 851) IRS AVANCE FOUNDATION 

b Life/nonlife · · label.
consolidated return . .  Other-

2 Personal holding co. wise, 7 0 0  N CENTRAL AVE STE 5 7 0(attach Sdt PH} fyint or3 Personal service corp. GLENDALE CA 9 1 2 0 3{see instructions) pe. 
4 Sch. M-3 attached 

Check it (1) Initial return (2) Final return (3) Name change !4l 

•E0u.= 

1a  Gross receipts o r  sales · · · ·  · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  . . . . .  

b Returns and allowances . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  
1a 22 3 , 2 4 6 .  

1b 
c Balance. Subtract line 1b from line 1 a . . . . . . . . . .  . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . .

2 
3 
4 

5 

Cost of goods sold (attach Form 1 1  25-A) · ·  · · · · · · · ·  · · · · · · ·  Gross profit. Subtract line 2 from line 1c 
Dividends (Schedule C, line 19) 
Interest . . . . .  . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . 

1c 
2 
3 
4 
5 

2 2 3 ,  2 4 6 .  

2 2  3 , 2 4 6 .  

6 
7 

8 

9 
10  
1 1  

Gross rents . .  . . .  · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  . .  . . . . . .  . . . 
Gross royalties . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  
Capital gain net income (attach Schedule D (Form 1 1  20)) . .  . .

.

. . .  

Net gain or (loss) from Form 4797, Part I I ,  line 1 7  (attach Form 4797} . 
Other income (see instructions - attach statement) 
Total income. Add lines 3 through 1 O . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . .   

6 
7 

8 

9 
10 
11 2 2 3 ,  2 4 6 .  

c0.,u
" 

12  
13  
14 

Compensation of offi cers (see instructions - attach Form 1 1 25-E) 
Salaries and wages (less employment credits) . 
Repairs and maintenance . 

. .   12 
13 
14

•" 15 Bad debts . .  . . . . . .  . . .  . . .  15  
c0•c.Q
 

16 
17 
1 8  

Rents . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . .  . .  
Taxes and licenses 
Interest . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . 

. .  . . .  . . . . . .

. . . . . .  . . . .  
. . . .  . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . 

. . . . .  . . . .  . . . . . . 16  
1 7  
1 8  

. . . . 1 95 ,  1 9  2 .  

,g 19 
20 
21 

Charitable contributions . . . . . . . .  . . .  . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . 

Depreciation from Form 4562 not claimed on Form 1 1  25-A or elsewhere on return (attach Form 4562) 
Depletion . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  

. .  
1 9  
20 
21 ....• 

.5
••!!!.•c0 
" •c 

22 
23 
24 
25 
26 

27 

28 

Advertising · · · · · ·  · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  Pension, profit-sharing, etc., plans 
Employee benefit programs 

. . . 

Domestic production activities deduction (attach Form 8903) . 
Other deductions (attach statement) . .  . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . .  . . . . .  . . . . 

Total deductions. Add lines 1 2  through 26 . . . . • . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .   
Taxable income before net operating loss deduction and special deductions. Subtract line 27 from line 1 1 .  

22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 

28 

2 3 ,  0 1 0 .  

2 1  8 ,  2 0 2  , 

5 , 0  4 4 .  

29a 
b 

Net operating loss deduction (see instn;ctions) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29a 
Special deductions (Schedule C, line 20) 29b 

c Add lines 29a and 29b . . .  . . 29c 

..

E.J!l .2 
• c

.

-

30 Taxable income. Subtract line 29c from line 28 (see instructions) . . .  . . . . .  . 

31 Total tax (Schedule J, Part I, line 1 1 }  . . .  . . . . . . . . 
32 Total payments and refundable credits (Schedule J, Part II, line 21) 
33 Estimated tax penalty (see instructions). Check if Form 2220 is attached . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . .  .,.. 
34 Amount owed. If line 32 is smaller than the total of lines 31 and 33, enter amount owed 
35 Overpayment. If line 32 is larger than the total of lines 31 and 33, enter amount overpaid . .  . . . . . ·f  36 Enter amount from line 35 you want: Credited to 2013 estimated tax fllo-

30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 

5 ,  0 4 4  . 

7 5 7  . 

7 57 . 

Sign 
Here 

iYPsdt% :gg 5t,°!RJig ple 8 1 r \i aitP r re( m::r n°takn qsa6ig cfg n g g &en5oln h i' 1re t1era st 1 5 '1  knowledge and belief, 
with the preparer Secretary M_aythelRS discuss

. . shown belowr Signature of officer Date r Title 

this return 

Yes 
Print!Type preparer's name Preparer's signature Date Chock if PTIN 

Paid Campos self-employed P 0 1 5  9 8 2 3 8


Preparer Firm's name I> Emi l i o  Campos CPA Firm's EINit> 

Use Only Firm's 2 8 0 7  North Broadway Phone no. 


address LOS ANGELES CA 9 0 0 3 1 - 62 6 - 5 7  6 - 4 60 0

BCA For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see Instructions. US1120$1 Fomi 1 1 20 (2012) 



7 0  

Form 1 120 (2012) AVANCE FOUNDAT ION 8 0 -0 7 7 1 6 3 1  Page 2 
(c) Special deductions (a.) DividendsDividends and Special Deductions 

(b) % 
received(see instructions} (a) x (b) 

Dividends from less-than-20%-owned domestic corporations (other than 

debt-financed stock) 7 0  
Dividends from 20%-or-more-owned domestic corporations (other than 

debt-financed stock) 
2 

8 0  

see instr. 3 Dividends on debt-financed stock of domestic and foreign corporations . 

4 2Dividends on certain preferred stock of less-than-20o/o-owned public utilities 4 

4 85 Dividends on certain preferred stock of 20%1-or-more-owned public utilities 

6 Dividends from less-than-20%-owned foreign corporations and certain FSCs 

8 07 Dividends from 20%-or-more-owned foreign corporations and certain FSCs 

8 Dividends from wholly owned foreign subsidiaries 

9 Total. Add lines 1 through 8. See instructions for limitation 

10 Dividends from domestic corporations received by a small business investment 

company operating under the Small Business Investment Act of 1958 1 0 0  

1 1  Dividends from affiliated group members 1 0 0  

12 Dividends from certain FSCs 1 0 0  

1 3  Dividends from foreign corporations not included o n  lines 3, 6 ,  7, 8 ,  1 1 ,  or 12 . 

14 Income from controlled foreign corporations under subpart F (attach Form(sJ 5471) 

15 Foreign dividend gross-up . 

16  IC-DISC and former DISC dividends not included o n  lines 1 ,  2 ,  o r  3 .  

17  Other dividends . 

18  Deduction for dividends paid on certain preferred stock of public utilities 

19 Total dividends. Add lines 1 through 17.  Enter here and on page 1 ,  line 4 . . ,... 

20 Total special deductions. Add lines 9, 10, 1 1 ,  12, and 18. Enter here and on page 1, line 29b . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ,.. 


Form 1 1 20 (2012) 

BCA US1120$2 



f.j@Mtjl Payment 

 

a  LJ LJ 

. 

7 

x 

1 

2 
. . . . . . . . . .   

3 . . .  

4 

. . . .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . 

. . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . .  . 
. 

. . . . . . . .  
. . .  

. . . .  . . . 

7 57 . 

AVANCE FOUNDATION 80-077 1 631 Page 3Form 1 120 (2012) 

Tax Computation and (see instructions) 

• • • • • • • • • • •  !Ot> 

Part I-Tax Computation 
Check if the corporation is a member of a controlled group (attach Schedule 0 (Form 1 1  20)) 

2 7 5 7  . 

3 
7 5 7  . 4 

Income tax. Check if a qualified persona! service corporation (see instructions) 

. . .  . . .  . . . . .  . . .  . . . .  . . . . . . .  . .  . . . . . .  . .  . . . . . . .  
Alternative minimum tax (attach Form 4626) . 
Add lines 2 and 3 . 

. . .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . .  . .
S a  SaForeign tax credit (attach Form 1 1 18) 
. .. • 

. • ... ·b 5bCredits from Form 8834, line 30 (attach Form 8834} 

5c

.

Sd 
Se 

c General business credit (attach Form 3800) 

d Credit for prior year minimum tax (attach Form 8827) 
.. 

e Bond credits from Form 8912 . . . . .  . . . . .  . . .· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  

6 Total credits. Add lines 5a through 5e 6. .  . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . .  
7 Subtract line 6 from line 4 . . . . .  . . .  . . . 
8 Personal holding company tax (attach Schedule PH (Form 1 1 20)) . .  8 
9 a  9a 

9b 
9c 
9d 

Recapture of investment credit {attach Form 4255) 

· · · · · · · · ·  
b Recapture of low-income housing credit (attach Fann 861 1)  
c Interest due under the look-back method-completed long-term contracts (attach Fann 8697) 

d Interest due under the look-back method-income forecast method (attach Fann 8866) 

· .9e 

. . . .

e Alternative tax on qualifying shipping activities (attach Form 8902) 
f 91Other (see instructions-attach statement) 

10  Total. Add lines 9a through 9f 10 
1 1  Total tax. Add lines 7 through 10. Enter here and on page 1, line 31 11 7 57 .. . . . . . . . . .  


Part II-Payments and Refundable Credits 
12  2011 overpayment credited to 2012 
13  2012 estimated tax payments 
14 2012 refund applied for on Form 4466 . . . . .  

1S Combine lines 12, 13 ,  and 14  

. . .  . . . .  . . . . . 
. .  . .

. . . .  . . . .  . .

. .
. . . .  

. .  . . . . . . . . .  . . . .. 

12 
13 
14 

1S 
16 

( ) 

. . 
17 

. . . . . . . .. .  . . . . . . . .  
. .

. . . . . . . . . .  18  

19a 

20 

19b 
19c 
19d 

21 

. . . . .  . . . .  . . .  . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . 

. . . . . . .  . .  . . . . . .  . . . .  . . .  . . . 

1 6  Tax deposited with Form 7004 
1 7  Withholding (see instructions) 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . 


. . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . .  . . . . . . . .  . 

18  Total payments. Add lines 15, 16 and 17 · · · · · · ·  

19  Refundable credits from: 
a Form 2439 
b Form 4136 

c Form 8827, line Be . .  . .  . 


. . . . .  

. . . .  
. .  . . .d Other (attach schedule-see instructions) . . .  

20 Total credits. Add lines 19a through 19d 

21 Total payments and credits. Add lines 18 and 20. Enter here and on page 1 ,  line 32 . 


- . - Other Information (see instructions) 

Check accounting method: 


See the instructions and enter the: 

Business activity code no . .,. 

Business activity .,. Support 

Product or service 


At the end of the tax year: 

Cash 

813000  

b Accrual 

Academia cs 
,... Enhance Education/Pr 

c Other (specify) .,. 

Is the corporation a subsidiary in an affiliated group or a parent-subsidiary controlled group? 

Yes No 

x 
..er name and E!N of the parent corporation 

ign or domestic corporation, partnership (including any entity treated as a partnership), trust, or tax-exempt 
organization own directly 20% or more, or own, directly or indirectly, 50% or more of the total voting power of all classes 

of the corporation's stock entitled to vote? If "Yes," complete Part I of Schedule G (Form 1 1 20) (attach Schedule G) 

If "Yes," ent

a Did any fore

b Did any individual or estate own directly 20°/o or more, or own, directly or indirectly, 50% or more of the total voting power of al! 
classes of the corporation's stock entitled to vote? If "Yes," complete Part I I  of Schedule G (Form 1 1 20) (attach Schedule G) . 

. 

x 

1 
2 
a 
b 
c 

3 

4 

SCA Form 1 1 20 (2012) 

US1120$3 



- - instructions) 

ownership, complete (i) throuqh (iv) 

Form 1 1 20 (2012) AVANCE FOUNDATION 8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  Page 4 
. Other Information continued (see 

Yes No 
5 At the end of the tax year, did the corporation: ·:.'··. :·. a Own directly 20% or more, or own, directly or indirectly, 50% or more of the total voting power of all classes of stock entitled to 

xvote of any foreign or domestic corporation not included on Form 851, Affiliations Schedule? 
For rules of constructive ownership, see instructions. If "Yes," complete (i) through (iv) below. 

BCA US1120$4 Form 1 1 20 (2012) 

(i} Name of Corporation 
{ii) Employer (iii) Country of (iv) Percentage 

Identification Number Incorporation Owned in 
(if any) Voting Stock 

0 . 0  0 0  

0 . 0  0 0  

0 . 0  0 0  

b Own directly an interest of 20°/o or more, or own, directly or indirectly, an interest of 50% or more in any foreign or domestic 
partnership (including an entity treated as a partnership) or in the beneficial interest of a trust? x 

For rules of constructive see instructions. If "Yes," below. . 

(ii) Employer (iii) Country of 
(iv) Maximum 

(i) Name of Entity Identification Number 
Percentage Owned Organimtion in Profit, Loss. or 

(if any) 
Capital 

0 . 0  0 0  

0 . 0  0 0  

0 .  0 0 0  

6 During this tax year, did the corporation pay dividends (other than stock dividends and distributions in exchange for stock) 

in excess of the corporation's current and accumulated earnings and profits? (See sections 301 and 316.) . x 

If "Yes," file Form 5452, Corporate Report of Nondividend Distributions. 
If this is a consolidated return, answer here for the parent corporation and on Form 851 for each subsidiary. 

7 At any time during the tax year, did one foreign person own, directly or indirectly, at least 25% of (a) the total voting power of all 

classes of the corporation's stock entitled to vote or (b) the total value of all classes of the corporation's stock? . . . . . .  . . x 

For rules of attribution, see section 318. If "Yes," enter: 
(i) Percentage owned "'" 0 . 0  0 0  and (ii) Owner's country "'" 

(c} The corporation may have to file Form 5472, lnfonnation Return of a 25% Foreign-Owned U.S. Corporation or a Foreign 

Corporation Engaged in a U.S. Trade or Business. Enter the number of Forms 5472 attached"'" 
B Check this box if the corporation issued publicly offered debt instruments with original issue discount . . D 

If checked, the corporation may have to file Form 8281, Info. Return for Publicly Offered Original Issue Discount Instruments . 

9 Enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or accrued during the tax year • $ 
10 Enter the number of shareholders at the end of the tax year (if 100 or fewer) .. 
11 I f  the corporation has an NOL for the tax year and is electing to forego the carry back period, check here . . . .  .... D 

If the corporation is filing a consolidated return, the statement required by Regulations section 1 . 1  502-2 1 (b)(3) must be 

attached or the election will not be valid. 
12 Enter the available NOL carryover from prior tax years (do not reduce it  by any deduction on line 29a.) 

• $ .
13 Are the corporation's total receipts (line 1 c plus lines 4 through 1 0  on page 1 )  for the tax year and its total assets 

at the end of the tax year less than $250,000? . x 
lf "Yes," the corporation is not required to complete Schedules L, M-1, and M-2 on page 5. Instead, enter the total amount 
of cash distributions and the book value of property distributions (other than cash) 
made during the tax year. . . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  I> $  

14 Is the corporation required to file Schedule UTP (Form 1 1 20), Uncertain Tax Position Statement (see instructions)? x 

lf"Yes, " complete and attach Schedule UTP. 

1 5 a  Did the corporation make any payments in 2012 that would require it to  file Form(s) 1099? x 

b If "Yes," did or wil! the corporation file required Form(s) 1099? 
16 During this tax year, did the corporation have an 80% or more change in ownership, including a change due to redemption of its 

own stock? · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  x 

17 During or subsequent to this tax year, but before the filing of this return, did the corporation dispose of more than 65% (by value) 

of its assets in a taxable, non-taxable, or tax deferred transaction? . . . . . . . . . . . . x 

1 8  Did the corporation receive assets in  a section 351 transfer in  which any of the transferred assets had a fair market basis or fair 

market value of more than $1 million? . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . · · · · · · ·  · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  · · · · · · · ·  · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  x 
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earnings-UnapJ?ropriated 
Shareholders' 

I 

6 throuQh 
- - Analysis 

1 

. . . .  $ 

. . . . . 
. . . . 

Form 1 1 20 (2012) AVANCE FOUNDATION 80-0771631  Page 5 
Balance Sheets per Books Beginning of tax year End of tax year 

Assets (c) (d)

1 Cash 

2a Trade notes and accounts receivable 

b Less allowance for bad debts 

3 Inventories 
4 U.S. government obligations . 

5 Tax exempt securities (see instructions) 

6 Other current assets (attach statement) 
7 Loans to shareholders 

B Mortgage and real estate loans 

9 Other investments (attach statement) 
1 Oa Buildings and other depreciable assets 

5, 0 4  4 .  

b Less accumulated depreciation . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
11a Depletable assets . 

b Less accumulated depletion . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
12 Land (net of any amortization) 
13a Intangible assets (amortizable only) 

b Less accumulated amortization . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

14 Other assets (attach statement) 
15  Total assets 

Liabilities and Shareholders' Equity 
16 Accounts payable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 
17 U,aa9r{ ·;e 

o
'. - - - '.  .i  . .  

1 B Other current liabilities (attach statement) 

19  Loans from shareholders . . . . . . . . . . .  . 
20 Mortgages, notes, bonds payable in 

1 year or more · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·

21 Other liabilities {attach statement) 

22 Capital stock: a Preferred stock 
b Common stock 

23 Additional paid-in capital 
24 Retained earnings-Appropriated 

(attach statement) . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 
25 Retained . 
26 Adjustments to equity 

(attach statement). 
27 Less cost of treasury stock . .  

0 .  

28 Total liabilities and shareholders' e uit O .  

5 ,  04 4  . 

5 , 04 4  . 

5 , 044 . 
Reconciliation of Income (Loss) per Books With Income per Return 
Note· Schedule M-3 required instead of Schedule M-1 if total assets are $10 million or more - see instructions 

1 Net income (loss) per books . 


2 Federal income tax per books . 


3 Excess of capital losses over capital gains . 

4 Income subject to tax not recorded on books this year 


(itemize)· 

5 ,  044  . 7 Income recorded on books this year not 
included on this return (itemize): 
Tax-exempt interest $ 

a Deductions on this return not charged 

against book income this year (itemize): 
5 Expenses recorded on books this year not deducted a Depreciation

on this return (itemize): b Charitable a Depredation . . . . . . .  $b Charitable 
contributions . . .  . . . .  $ 

c Travel and 
entertainment . . . . . .  . .  $ 

Add lines 1 5 5 ,  0 4 4 .  

contributions . . .  $ 

9 Add lines 7 and B . . . .  . .  . . 
10 Income (page 1, line 28)-line B lass line 9 . . . . .  . . . .  5 , 04 4  . 

. of Unappropriated Retained Earnings per Books (Line 25, Schedule L) 
Balance at beginning of year . . . . . . .  5 Distributions: • Cash . 

2 Net income (loss) per books 5,  044  . b Stock 

3 Other increases (itemize): Property 
6 Other decreases (itemize): 

8 Balance at end of year (line 4 less line 7) 

c 

BCA 

Add lines 1 ,  2, and 3 . . . . . . . . . . .  . . 
 5, 04 4 .  
7 Add lines 5 and 6 

5, 0 4 4 . 
US1120$5 Form 1 1 20 (2012) 

4 



Page 1 ,  

������������������ 

us 1 1 20 Line 26 - Otlhier Dech.!lctions 201 2 

Name: AVANCE FOUN DAT ION EIN: 8 0 - 0 7 7 1 6 3 1  

Type: 
Accounting. 

Amortization . .  

Answering service. 

Auto and truck expenses. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Bank charges . . . . .  . 
Commissions . 
Computer expense 

Delivery and freight . 

Dues and subscriptions . 
Entertainment and promotion . 

Gifts 
Insurance . 
Janitorial 

Laundry and cleaning . 

Legal and professional fees . .  
Licenses and pennits 

Meals: 

Miscellaneous. 

Office expense 
Outside service 

Parking fees and tolls . 
Postage . .  
Printing . 
Sales expense . 

Security . . .  
Supplies 

Telephone . .  
Temporary help . .  

Tools . 

Trade show expense . .  

Training and seminars. 
Travel. . .  . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Uniforms 
Utilities . 
Travel sponsored China 
Fundr a i s  ing Expe n s e s  

Total . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

at 50o/o 

at 80%1 - DOT hours of service 

at 100'% - See instructions. 

trip . .  1 1 .  

. . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

1 0 .  

2 0 ,  0 0 0 .  
3 ,  0 0 0  . 

2 3  , 0  1 0 .  

© 2012 CCH Small Firm Services. All rights mserved. USWCA$$1 



_s ___ -� 

-

,a,:"'° " "'F'" 
[ 

I 

EAD 

ACADEMIA AVANCE CHARTER SCHOOL 
Note for Long Term Debt 

l'f'.·i fJO PF-!lll/HI
( ) "' Decrease- Mr. Kel Faith 

Teramoto United 
Loan landlord Rant 

The fu1m-c maturities of Long Term· Debt arc 
as folloo.»'S: c c . 1 0  ;

_ 1f-' <.l Du  J\ 111 Agrtl menl 

2014 14<1,000 144 ,000 s 
2015 
2016 
2017 
2018 
Thereafter 

Total s 144,000 14-4.000 

Less Current Por!i 11\<1 ,000 1<14,000 

Long-Term Deb! 

2014 20 ·13 Book B<ilancc @OIJ0/ 14 165,000 ({' -i(/i ; ,:: 
Tile Administrative GO'" ission of San Gabriel Prr.sby1ery Amorhza!ion Schedule @G/301 14-
a.greed lo res\rnct\,JfQ S115.000 of tile School's outstanding BooK vs. Arnort. Sched. Difference 
lezse rent payobJe as of juoe 30, 2014 a.t zero percent Book./Amort. Differenc£  21 ,000 c. 

/, ,/rnteres!, matu n'g No. ,emben5:·201-4· ..·'fhe restruc1i:i'ii Loan 13illing Slmts @  approx. G/30 1<14,000.
n  /ag;e1unent-is;_wo-SS5,000 p ymen.ls on . Seplembi:nJ.5, , Dir!: Loan Slmts and Books 21,000 

a014, October 15, 2 d onepeyrne-nTOIS34 .ooo on lmma1erial lmmate fa; lmma!eria! 
Novembe l5;-20'14 s 14.\,000 95.000 

Teramoto loan, unsecured, da1ed 12131 !2007 in the original Interest Expense 71111 3 .  6130114 s I
!
I 

_amount of $75,000. Interns! accrues al 5.75% 5,994 1.'),D0·1) SEf cc.:, 

Tol<l.I 144,000 101 ,994 I::' '.L:::: :·:::::,::',',:'.:n ,, ''i""" toe '"' dittemnoo to 
Less CLtrrent Port1cn (144 ,000) agree to 1he ending June 30. 2014- balance determined. 

Long-Term Debt Statement of Cash Flows Issues: }
Note· Ldans Payable are reasonably stated, 

The future maturities o1 long.term dcti1 are as follO",vs· I MWA 1i/1012014 
Repayment of Kel Teramoto Loan 5.f!:J  :-.ii.}/, MWA 1 112512014 

201 5 144,000 Nole: $5,9\J4 paid in full selllemenl ot 

2010 Kei Temmolo loan willlout any interest 
2017 accrual. Loa.n settled June 2014 No.
2018 Interest lo be accrued this fiscal year. 
2019 Adjus\ment of C!10rch Loan. Payable 
Thereafter To balance Statement of Cash Flows 

Tolal 144,000 Total 
En ()ring into l3::ir.k Lo.ans 
Re-restrncluring of Cl1urch loan 48.000 

Total 4a.oao 
Net Ellect 63.000 

http:p�ymen.ls


S>:: ::: :_, 
···  

FO\JJlfl_'l!ion 

. I "\. 

any)/ 
The balance owed of $144,006 relec!s an adjystmentsl[rom the agreement 
dated June 30, 2014 reducing the amount owed from $ 65,000 to $150,000. 
and the application of $6.Q!l_fLRrevious!y paid on APR 7. but not credited to 
the reajructure rent due balance. {Soo attached worksheet) 

// Li ,1 {1.AU,c/(.A_ ?-/ --71;/i 

- ·  

Signature: ; {�:t:�-c:.;,;-y  
Title: {,ld.t-i _ /lJ,11'_,t_,}u ,j;.;,,(j0,Date 

/' ,( C- i , / - 1 1  
: /" · 

..

( \_>"., ! . . ·· 
c a  d e rn i  a 
van ce 

A Life Preparatory 
Charter Public School in 
Highland Pork 

Main Campus (GS-10) 
115 N Avenue 53 
Highland Park, CA 

2635 N 
Boys & Glrls Site (G6-7) 

Pasadena Av 
Los Angeles, CA 

Sycamore Site (Gll-12) 
161 S Avenu e 49 
Los Angeles, CA 

Mailing Address 
P.O. Box 42095 
Los Angeles, CA 90042 

Telephone
323-230-7270 
Fax
21 3-652-0994 
Email 
info@AcademiaA vance.org 
Vil eb Site 

"W AcademfaAvance.org.

Executive Director 
Ricardo Mireles 

Principal 
jaenelfe Lampp 

Avance Executive Board 

President 
Matthew Jaime 

Treasurer/Secretary 
Mario Hernandez 

Directors 
Barbara Maxwefl 

Gui/lerrno Gutierrez 

Carolyn Harris

Sara f4agafia-Withers 
J.ohr; A. Torres 
Francisco Flores 

AUDITORS CONFIRll'IATlON OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 
Funds Owed by ACADEMIA AVANCE to Your Organization 

as of JUNE 30, 2014 

November 10, 2014 

Noelia Martf-Col6n 
Elder, Administrati on & Finance 
Iglesia de fa Comunidad 
1 1 5  N. Avenue 53 
Los Angeles, CA 90042-4005 

Re: Academia Avance Charter School Accounts Payable at June 30, 2014. 

Our auditor, Michael W. Ammerman, CPA, CFE is conducting an audit of our financial 
statements for the year ended June 30, 2014. The audit includes confinmation of account 
payable balances (funds owed by Avance) as of June 30, 2014. 

Pf ease confirm the balance t11at Academia Avance Charter School owed to your 
organization at June 30, 2014, which is shown on our records as 
Restructured Rent- Loan Payable = $144,000.00 ····  .. C.r - -·L--
Owed to your organization by Avance is the following: 

Unpaid Rent for April, May, June2D14.
due at June 30, 2014 = $ 60,000.00 

Unpaid Utilities at June 30, 2014 = $ 66,434.22 .:cc · i 
Please indicate in the space provided beloi:�h ;h�r this inf �:tion is in agreement with 
your records. If there are differences, please provide any infonmation you have that will 
assist our auditors in reconciling the difference. 

After signing and dating your reply below, please mail or fax this coniinmation page 
directly to the address below. 

Sincerely, 0L 

Ricardo Mireles, Executive Director 

To: Michael W. Ammermon, CPA 
30100 Crown Valley Pkwy., Ste. 35E 
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677 
E-Mail: mwacpa@me.com 
Fax: (877) 667-1536 
Phone: (949) 364-2486 

, .•. , 

__. .,_ Ir
The balance owed to you by Academia Avans;e·Charter School s described on page one 
as of June 30, 2014 is correct with the following exceptions (if 

The solution is here with us, 

i i /I0// f 
La solud6n esta aqul con nosotros. 

http:66,434.22
http:60,000.00
http:144,000.00
http:AcademfaAvance.org
http:vance.org
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Iglesia De La Comunidad 

Past D111e Rent Payment Agreement 

Iglesia de la Comunidad, PC(USA) ("IDLC") and Avance Schools, Inc. ("Avance") ,, .,A�f(. /.co \ \  .\-/\., 

hereby agree as follows: 

'�/\:;--' · ' "2;-
'·.-'\( ::;;- (X..l .  Avance owes IDLC the amount of $ 1 65,000 in past due rent. 

2': Said amount will be paid by Avance to !DLC in three installments of$55,000 

each payable on September 1 5 ,  2014, October 1 5, 20 1 4  and November 1 5 ,  201 4. 

3. This agreement will settle al l  past rent debt owed to IDLC exclusively by 

Avance as of this date. 

The persons signing this agreement have the legal authority to commit their 

organizations to the terms agreed upon. 

Dated: June 30. 2014 

By:  

Iglesia de la Comunidad 
By: Noelia Marti-Colon, Elder 

Administration & Finance 
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$ 5,044 

$ 5,044 

$ 5,044 

AVANCE FOUNDATION 

(A California Public Benefit Corporation) 

Interim Statement of Financial Position 

March 31, 2015 

ASSETS 2015 

CURRENT ASSETS: 

Cash and Cash Equivalents 

Total Current Assets 

TOTAL ASSETS 

LIABILITIES AND NET ASSESTS 

CURRENT LIABILITIES 

Accounts Payable and Accrued Liabilities 

Total Current Liabilites 

TOTAL LIABILITIES 

NET ASSETS: 

Unrestricted net assets: 

Operating 

Total Unrestricted Net Assets 

TOTAL N ET ASSETS 

TOTAL LIABILITIES AND NET ASSETS 



$ 226,479 

$ 180,000 

$ 46,479 

$ 226,479 

$ 

$ 5,044 

$ 5,044 

AVANCE FOUNDATION 

(A Californ ia Public Benefit Corporation) 

Interim Statement of Activities 

For the Nine Months Ended March 31, 2015 

REVENUES A N D  SUPPORT 2015 

Revenues and Support: 

Rental Income $ 226,479 

TOTAL REVENUES AND SUPPORT 

EXPENSES 

Rent Expense 


Utility Expense 


Total Expenses 

INCREASE IN UN RESTRICTED NET ASSETS 

NET ASSETS AT BEGINNING O F  YEAR 

NET ASSETS MARCH 31, 2015 
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593.75 

Academia Avance 
MultinYear Forecast 

1 Revised 1/30/15 
2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2.018-19 
Forecast Forecast FO'recas  . fore·c!lst:· :: ,F 

Revenue COLA n/a 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 
2.00%n/a

467.82 
Expense COLA 1.00% 2.00% 2.00% 

ADA 508.25 546.25 570.00 Revenues 

Private grants and contributions 

8980 Contributions, Unrestricted 4,000 4,346 4,671 4,874 5,077 

8699 School Fundraising 21,569 23,433 25,185 26,280 27,375 

Total private grants and contributions 25,569 27,779 29,856 31,1S4 32,452 

Federal revenue 

8220 Federal Child Nutrition 122,416 132,995 131,569 127,738 127,517 

8290 Title I, Part A - Basic Low Income 

8291 Title 11, Part A -Teacher Quality 

194,514 

4,000 

211,324 

4,346 

227,124 

4,671 

236,999 

4,874 
246,874 

5,077 

8293 Title Ill - Limited English 8,547 

8296 Other Federal Revenue 2,779 3,019 3,245 3,386 3,527 

Total federal revenue 362,798 351,685 366,608 372,997 382,995 

State revenue 

8011 LCFF/General Purpose 2,554,079 3,187,980 3,682,017 3,977,004 4,280,961 

8012 EPA Funding 593,511 696,011 803,871 868,274 934,635 

8311 Special Ed Instructional Entitlement 231,605 251,621 270,434 282,192 293,950 

8520 Child Nutrition 11,498 12,492 13,426 14,009 14,593 

8545 School Facilities Apportlonment (SB740) 325,800 353,956 380,420 396,960 413,500 

8550 Mandate Cost Reimbursement 43,248 46,986 50,499 52,694 54,890 

8560 State Lottery 

Total state revenue 

73,448 

3,928,780 

79,796 

4,628,842 

85,762 

5,286,428 

89,490 

5,680,623 

93,219 

6,085,747 

Local revenue 

8096 In Lieu of Property Taxes 699,106 759,524 816,311 851,803 887,295 

Total local revenue 699,106 759,524 816,311 851,803 887,29S 

Total Revenue $ 5,016,253 $ 5,767,829 $ 6,499,203 $ 6,936,577 $ 7,388,488 

Expenses 

Certificated Salaries 

1100 Certificated Teachers' Salaries 1,225,605 1,533,101 1, 726,679 1,884,788 2,050,587 

1170 Certificated Teachers' Substitute Hours 7,150 7,846 8,601 9,154 9,726 

1175 Certificated Teachers' Extra Duty/Stipends 13,300 14,594 15,999 17,028 18,092 

1300 Certificated Administrators' Salaries 277,280 304,256 333,544 355,007 377,194 

1,523,335 1,859,796 2,084,823 2,265,977 2,455,600 

Classified Salaries 

2300 Classified Administrators' Salaries 

2400 Clerical and Office Staff Salaries 

162,501 

273,446 

178,310 

300,049 

195,475 

328,932 

208,053 

350,098 

221,056 

371,979 

2900 Other Classified Salaries 130,755 143,476 157,287 167,408 177,871 

566,702 621,834 681,693 725,559 770,906 

Benefits 

3101 STRS 134,351 199,556 262,271 326,980 399,772 

3301 OASDI 34,568 41,045 45,757 49,478 53,365 

3311 Medicare 29,989 35,608 39,69S 42,924 46,296 

3401 Health and Welfare 154,000 182,854 203,845 220,425 237,738 

3501 State Unem ployment 6,286 7,464 8,321 8,997 9,704 

3601 Workers' Compensation 41,394 49,150 54,792 59,249 63,902 

3901 Other Benefits 242 287 320 346 374 

400,830 515,963 615,001 708,400 811,150 

( 
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68,397 

56,971 

Academia Avance 
Multi-Year Forecast 
Revised 1/30/15 

2014-15Forecast Foreca t Foreca-st_ 

2017-18 

For caSt i:;orec�s_t-
Books and supplies 

4100 Textbooks and Core Curricula Materials 9,406 40,321 44,202 47,047 49,987 

4200 Books and Other Reference Materials 543 10,000 10,963 11,668 12,397 

4302 School Supplies 16,110 37,677 41,304 43,962 46,710 

4303 Special Activities/Field Trips 61,032 106,970 117,267 124,813 132,613 

4304 Uniforms S,384 11,908 13,054 13,894 14,762 

4305 Software 17,285 37,967 41,621 44,300 47,068 

4400 Noncapitalized Equipment 11,810 32,959 36,132 38,457 40,860 

4700 Food Services 162,246 178,030 195,168 207,726 220,709 

283,816 455,832 499,711 531,866 565,108 

Subagreement services 

5102 Special Education 82,781 100,834 110,541 117,654 125,007 

5103 Substitute Teacher 21,377 23,457 25,715 27,369 29,080 

5104 Transportation 23,074 25,319 27, 756 29,542 31,388 

5105 Security 426 467 512 545 580 

5106 Other Educational Consultants 84,459 85,304 87,010 88,750 90,525 

212,116 235,381 251,534 263,861 276,580 

Professional/consulting services 

5801 IT 10,370 10,474 10,683 10,897 11,115 

5802 Audit & Taxes 11,000 11,110 11,332 11,559 11,790 

5803 Legal 42,728 43,155 44,018 44,899 45,797 

5804 Professional Development 34,488 64,833 66,130 67,452 68,801 

5805 General Consulting 34,212 34,554 35,245 35,950 36,669 

5810 Payroll Service Fee 5,186 5,238 5,343 5,558 

5811 Management Fee 56,398 62,038 65,140 71,817 

5812 Oversight Fee 38,467 46,435 53,022 61,029 

5813 LACOE Fees 5,448 5,502 5,613 S,725 5,839 

5814 SELPA Fees 1,209 1,209 1,209 1,209 1,209 

239,506 284,548 297,734 308,507 319,624 

Facilities, repairs and other leases 

5601 Rent 494,700 594,700 606,594 618,726 631,100 

5603 Equipment Leases 5,310 5,363 S,470 5,580 5,691 

5604 Other Leases 5,955 6,015 6,135 6,258 6,383 

5610 Repairs and Maintenance 28,183 28,465 29,034 29,615 30,207 

534,148 634,542 647,233 660,178 673,382 

Operations and housekeeping 

5201 Auto and Travel 4,994 5,044 5,145 5,248 5,353 

5202 Conference Fees 3,685 3,722 3,796 3,872 3,950 

5203 Business Meals 570 576 587 599 611 

5300 Dues & Memberships 19,384 19,578 19,969 20,369 20,776 

5400 Insurance 37,597 41,255 45,226 48,136 51,145 

5501 Utilities 57,798 58,376 59,543 60,734 61,949 

5502 Janitorial/Trash Removal 10,525 11,549 12,661 13,475 14,318 

5510 Office Expense 11,134 11,245 11,470 11,700 11,934 

5511 Postage and Shipping 3,284 3,317 3,383 3,451 3,520 

5512 Printing 3,349 3,382 3,450 3,519 3,590 

5513 Other taxes and fees 1,925 1,944 1,983 2,023 2,063 

5514 Bank Charges 313 316 322 329 335 

5515 Public Relations 1,808 1,826 1,863 1,900 1,938 

5530 School Fundraising Expense 4,225 4,267 4,353 4,440 4,528 

5900 Communications 16,885 17,054 17,395 17,743 18,098 

177,475 183,451 191,147 197,537 204,106 
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Academia Avance 	 .ch r impac Multi-Year Forecast 
Revised 1/30/15 

2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 

Forecast Fa.recast Forecast ··foi'ecast Fore aSt 
Depreciation 

6900 	 Depreciation Expense 107,533 108,608 110,780 112,996 115,256 

Total depreciation 107,533 108,608 110,780 112,996 115,256 

Interest 

Interest Expense 349,209 334,539 275,823 193,068 193,068 

Total interest 349,209 334,539 275,823 193,068 193,068 

Total Expenses 	 $ 4,394,671 $ 5,234,493 $ 5,655,477 $ 5,967,949 $ 6,384,780 

Surplus (Deficit) 	 $ 621,582 $ 533,336 $ 843,726 $ 968,628 $ 1,003,708 

Net Position, Beginning of Year 284,585 906,167 1,439,503 2,283,229 3,251,857 
Net Position, End of Year $ 906,167 $ 1,439,503 $ 2,283,229 $ 3,251,857 $ 4,255,565 

of Net Position: 

5% Reserve for Uncertainties 219,734 261,725 282,774 298,397 319,239 
Unrestricted Net Position 686,433 1,177,779 2,000,455 2,953,460 3,936,326

$ 906,167 $ 1,439,503 $ 2,283,229 $ 3,251,857 $ 4,255,565 

Cash Flow Statement 
Surplus (Deficit) 	 621,582 533,336 843,726 968,628 1,003, 708 

Cash flows from operating activities 

Depreciation/amortization 107,533 108,608 110,780 112,996 115,256 

Public funding receivables (145,272) {318,389) (87,961) 

Accounts payable (4,799) 17,653 2,194 2,194 2,194 

Accrued expenses (112,102) (300,000) 

Other Liabilities (130,900) 250,000 (250,000) 

Cash flows from financing activities 


Proceeds from (payments on) debt (294,000) (300,000) (338,024) 


Total Change in Cash 	 35,417 (8,793) 280,717 1,083,818 1,121,158 

Cash, Beginning of Year 	 2,347 37,764 28,971 309,688 1,393,506 

Cash, End of Vear 	 $ 37,764 $ 28,971 $ 309,688 $ 1,393,506 $ 2,514,664 
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Academia Avance 
Monthly Cash Flow/Budget FY 15-16 
Revised 1/30/15 

Ju1·15 Aug-15 Jan-16 

Re11enues 

Private grants and contributions 
8980 Contributions, Unrestricted 4,346 4,346

23,4338699 School Fundraising 1,255 112 7 5,531 7,421 4,677 
Total private grants and contributions 1,255 112 4,3S2 5,531 4,432 7,421 4,677 27,779 

Federal revenue 
8220 Federal Child Nutrition 19,903 14,136 14,136 14,136 14,136 14,136 132,995
8290 Title I, Part A- Basic Low Income 52,832 53,040 63,188 211,324
8291 Title II, Part.I'\ - Teacher Quality 1,738 4,346 
8293 Title Ill - Limited English 
8296 Other Federal Revenue 2,921 

Total federal revenue 52,832 2,921 73,041 14,136 14,136 79,062 14,136 14,136 
State revenue 

8011 LCFF 140,930 140,930 253,674 253,674 253,674 253,674 253,674 327,550 327,550 327,SSO 
8012 EPA Funding 148,378 148,378 225,253 
8311 Special Ed lrstructional Entitlement 11,537 11,537 20,767 20,767 20,767 20,767 41,571 20,785 20,78S 
8520 Child Nutrition 1,459 l,37S 1,379 1,379 1,379 1,379 
8545 School Facilities Apportionment (58740) 132,734 132,734 
8550 Mandate Cost Reimbursement 46,986 
8560 State Lotterv 39,898 

Total state revenue 152,467 152,467 422,819 274,441 322,887 424,198 408,554 410,397 574,967 482,448 
Local revenue 

8096 In Lieu of Property Taxes 47,014 94,028 62,685 62,685 62,685 62,685 62,685 101,685 50,842 50,842 
Total local revenue 47,014 94,028 62,685 62,685 62,685 62,685 62,685 101,685 50,842 50,842 

Total Revenue 1,255 199,593 299,327 486,241 340,048 462,966 506,551 489,807 598,565 644,623 547,427 

Expenses 
Certificated Salaries 

1100 Certificated Teachers' Salaries 

1170 Certificated Teachers' Substitute Hours 

117S Certificated Teachers' Extra 
1300 Certificated Administrators' Salaries 

8,530 

26,117 

137,972 

1,097 
17,078 

143,000 

20,370 

138,006 
2,897 

23,662 

138,005 
2,414 

23,662 

138,006 
2,535 

13,497 
23,662 

138,263 138,263 138,263 138,263 138,263 

28,284 28,284 28,284 28,284 28,284 
34,646 156,148 163,370 164,565 164,082 177,699 166,548 166,548 156,548 166,548 166,548 

Classified Salaries 
2300 Classified Administrators' Salaries 10,059 10,059 10,059 16,459 16,459 16,459 16,459 16,459 16,459 16,459 16,459 

2400 Clerical and Office Staff Salaries 27,523 30,772 33,922 24,415 24,159 24,292 22,494 22,494 22,494 22,494 22,494 

2900 Other Classified Salaries 6,428 13,066 10,050 16,216 14,626 19,418 10,612 10,612 10,612 10,612 10,612 
44,010 53,898 54,030 57,090 55,244 60,169 49,566 49,566 49,566 49,566 49,566 

Benefits 
3101 STRS 16,726 17,386 17,410 17,396 19,018 17,929 17,929 17,929 17,929 

i43i4i6; 
621,835 

i99,s5G 
3301 OASDI 3,036 3,629 3,910 4,006 3,849 3,871 3,124 3,124 3,124 3,124 4 ·9:4? 

3,067 3,057 3,067 3,057 3s; ,os 
3401 Health and Welfare 

3501 State Unemployment 

3601 Workers' Compensation 


3901 Other Benefits 


Books and supplies 
4100 Textbooks and Core Curricula Materials 
4200 Books and Other Reference Materials 
4302 School Supplies 
4303 Special Acti•·ities/Field Trips 
4304 Uniforms 
4305 Software 
4400 Noncapitalized Equipment 
4700 Food Services 

3311 Medicate 1,236 3,029 3,180 3,206 3,169 3,386 3,067 
14,773 12,491 15,221 13,998 14,081 20,032 15,376 15,376 15,376 15,376 15,376 ,'182;8 .! 

101 118 110 109 109 4,453 1,800 " '79 7,464 
9,967 3,562 3,562 3,552 3,S62 3,S62 3,562 3,562 3,562 3,562 3,562 

" 272 
33,071 39,538 43,376 42,564 42,167 49,979 47,512 44,859 43,154 43,154 43,438 

18,647 2,778 
7,716 

1,836 7,042 2,584 
46 16,829 

4,300 
874 2,702 

3,855 4,155 

18,895 
2,284 
2,191 

934 

22,002 
17,682 
12,544 

2,524 2,364 3,189 3,189 

20,116 7,004 26,290 
1,106 1,106 

659 747 1,830 1,830 
7,256 

37,216 30,309 16,327 16,327 

3,189 3,189 3,189 

26,290 9,461 
1,106 1,106 1,106 

1,830 1,830 1,830 

16,327 16,327 16,327 
7,055 37,271 29,049 76,534 48,653 22,452 48,743 48,743 31,913 22,452 
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Academia Avance 
Monthly Cash Flow/Budget FY 15-16 
Revised 1/30/15 

Subagreement services 

5102 Special Education 

5103 Substitute Teacher 

5104 Transportat.on 

5105 Security 

5105 Other Educ tional Consultants 

Professiona!/consultlng services 
5801 IT 

5802 Audit & Taxes 
5803 Legal 

5804 Professional Development 

5805 General Consulting 

5810 Payroll Service fee 

5811 Management Fee 

5812 District Oversight Fee 

5813 LACOE Fees 

5814 SELPA Fees 

Prior Year P2 and PEN SEC Estimates 

Jul·15 Aug-15 Sep-15 Oct-15 

SS 

SS 

3,247 

347 

4,538 

1,263 

6,332 

7,252 

13,584 

12,356 

26,732 

3,292 

400 

5,328 

1,879 

10,454 

4,729 

429 3,364 3,708 

171 SS SS 
10,402 9,314 

600 29,004 24,448 

11,110 

889 21,147 

38,101 

3,935 10,497 303 

S07 481 477 

5,328 3,703 4,538 

2,350 4,647 3,164 

1,715 

1,209 

4,840 

S12 

132 

9,470 

14,954 

2,885 

S42 

4,503 

3,164 

1,829 

8,144 

25,456 

1,683 

1,010 

2,755 

404 

6,600 

4,647 

1,829 

8,144 

25,456 

1,683 

1,010 

2,755 

404 

5,500 

3,164 

2,195 

1,829 

8,144 

25,456 

1,683 

2,755 

404 

5,500 

4,292 

1,263 

1,829 

8,144 

25,456 

1,683 

2,755 

404 

5,500 

6,036 

2,195 

1,829 

8,144 

25,456 

1,683 

2,755 

404 

5,500 

3,784 

9,395 50,047 52,319 51,585 11,181 11,094 17,099 14,515 15,897 16,378 14,126 
Facilities, repairs and other leases 

5601 Rent 23,802 17,551 23,802 95,931 24,764 20,436 100,800 28,671 28,671 100,800 28,671 
5603 Equipment Leases 261 970 1'4 '57 '57 '57 6S7 
5604 Other Leases 616 "' 1,086 "' "' "' 616 616 

5610 Repairs and Mainte nance 2,372 2,372 2,372 2,372 2,372 2,372 2,372 2,372 2,372 2,372 2,372 
26,791 20,800 26,174 99,273 27,136 24,088 104,444 32,316 32,316 104,444 32,316 

Operations and housekeeping 

5201 Auto and Tr vel 1,261 1,261 1,261 1,261 
5202 Conference Fees "' 459 459 459 
5203 Business Meals S76 

5300 Dues & Memberships 8,595 171 2,696 1,383 1,122 1,122 1,122 1,122 1,122 
5400 Insurance 4,326 4,326 5,856 6,023 6,023 2,100 2,100 2,100 2,100 2,100 2,100 
5501 Utilities 2,492 2,108 2,103 12,120 4,536 5,003 5,003 5,003 5,003 5,003 5,003 
5502 Janitorial/Trash Removal 174 229 1,420 2,822 793 99' 998 998 998 
5510 Office EKpense S74 142 139 2,827 977 1,077 918 918 918 918 918 
5511 Postage ano Shipping 49 lOS SS 34 86 2,563 71 71 71 
5512 Printing 30 2,928 71 71 71 

5513 Other laKes and fees 266 81 143 242 242 242 242 
5514 Bank Charges 3 51 Sl Sl Sl 
5515 Public Relations 303 303 303 

5530 School Fundraising Expense 1,237 sos sos sos 505 

5900 Communications 1,461 132 3,177 1,614 1,834 249 1,431 1,431 1,431 1,431 

17,967 7,296 14,004 26,984 16,945 15,573 14,534 14,534 14,534 14,534 13,273 
Depredation 

6900 Deprnciatlon Expense 10,766 10,192 9,541 9,617 9,641 8,407 8,407 8,407 8,407 8,407 8,407 
Total depreciation 10,766 10,192 9,541 9,617 9,641 8,407 8,407 8,407 8,407 8,407 8,407 

Interest 


7438 Interest EKpense 20,339 26,089 30,325 30,325 37,002 31,116 35,405 28,162 31,225 19,873 28,589 


Total interest 20,339 26,089 30,325 30,325 37,002 31,116 35,405 28,162 31,225 19,873 28,589 


Tota! Expenses 

Monthly Surplus {Deficit) 

Unrestricted Net Position 

.. --

http:Transportat.on


B/107 

(386,311) 

9 789 

Academia Avance 
Monthly Cash Flow/Budget FY 15·16 
Revised 1/30/15 

Ju1·15 Aug-15 Sep-15 Oct-15 

Cash Flow Adjustments 
Monthly Surplus (Defl:it) (202,839) (215,270) (123,452) (101,299) (108,311) 21,233 15,128 56.702 
Cash flows from oper.iting activities 

Depreciation/amortization 10,756 10,192 9,541 9,617 9,541 8,407 8,407 8,407 8,407 8,407 
Public funding receivables 437,394 

Sales of Receivables 85,000 200,000 284,724 284,724 418,264 300,542 385,311 241,458 302,714 75,678 

Repayment of AR Sales {85,000) (200,000) (284,724) (284,724) (418,254) (300,542) (241,458) (302,714) 
Accounts palable (50,000) 17,653• 
Accrued expenses {300,000) 1�9; 1
Other Liabilities 250,000 _250,00Q 

Cash flows from financing activities 
Proceeds frcm (payments on) debt (75,000) (75,000) (75,000) (75,000J �it.� {300,0Q_O) 

Total Change in Cash (29,579) (5,078) 10,803 (6,958) 34,870 (29,542) (8,417) 5,025 12,531 5,978 98,950 (99,276) 

Cash, Beginning of Month 37,754 8,084 3,007 13,810 5,852 41,722 12,180 3,763 9,789 22,320 29,298 128,248 

Cash, End of Month 8 084 3 007 13 810 6 852 41722 12180 3 753 22 320 29 298 128 248 28 972 
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Acailemia Avance 
Monthly Cash Flow/Budget FY 16-17 
Revised 1/30/15 

Jul-16 

Re11enues 
Private grants and contributions 

8980 Contributions, Unrestricted 4,671 
8699 School Fundraising 1,349 120 4,763 7,976 5,026 

Total private grants and contributions 1,349 120 4,67B 5,945 4,763 7,976 5,026 

Federal revenue 
8220 Federal Child Nutrition 19,690 13,985 13,985 13,985 13,98S 13,985 
8290 Title I, Part A - Basic Low Income S6,782 57,006 67,912 
8291 Title II, Part A -Teacher Quality 792 1,868 
8296 Other Federal Revenue 3,140 105 

Total federal l'>'Venue 56,782 792 3,140 76,801 13,985 13,985 83,765 13,985 13,985 

State revenue 
8011 LCFF 165,658 165,658 298,185 298,185 298,185 298,185 298,185 371,955 371,955 371,955 
8012 EPA Funding 174,003 174,003 254,898 
8311 Special Ed Instructional Entitlement 12,399 12,399 22,320 22,320 22,321 22,320 22,320 44,679 22,339 22,339 
8520 Child Nutrition 1,568 1,482 1,482 1,482 1,482 1,482 
8545 
8550 
8560 

School Facilities Apportionment (58740) 
Mandate Cost Reimbursement 
State lottery 

50,499 
142,658 

42,881 

142,658 

Total state revenue 178,058 178,058 494,508 320,505 372,573 495,990 464,64S 460,996 650,674 538,434 

Local revenue 

8096 In Lieu of Property Taxes 50,529 101,058 67,372 67,372 67,372 67,372 67,372 109,287 54,644 54,644 
Total local revenue 50,529 101,058 67,372 67,372 67,372 67,372 67,372 109,287 54,644 

Total Revenue 

Expenses 
Certificated Salaries 

1100 Certifo:ated Teachers' Salaries 
1170 Certificated Teachers' Substitute Hours 
117S Certilicated Teachers' Extra Duty/Stipends 
1300 Certificated Administrators' Salaries 

1,349 228,707 335,898 562,672 391,017 521.423 583.291 550,765 662,024 724,329 607,063 

9,607 155,393 161,056 155,432 155,432 155,432 155,721 155,721 155,721 155,721 155,721 
3,176 2,646 2,779 

1,203 14,796 
28,631 18,722 22,331 25,940 25,940 25,940 31,007 31,007 31,007 31,007 31,007 

Classified Salaries 
38,237 175,319 183,386 184,547 184,018 198,946 186,728 186,728 186,728 186,728 186,728 

2300 Class·fied Administrato
2400 Clerical  and Office Staf
2900 Other Classified Salarie

Benefits 

rs' Salaries 
f Salaries 
s 

11,027 
30,173 

7,047 
48,246 

11,027 
33,734 
14,324 
59,086 

11,027 
37,187 
11,017 
59,231 

18,044 
26,765 
17,777 
62,585 

18,044 
26,485 
16,034 
60,562 

18,044 
26,630 
21,287 
65,961 

18,044 
24,660 
11,634 
54,337 

18,044 
24,660 
11,634 
54,337 

18,044 
24,660 
11,634 
54,337 

18,044 
24,660 
11,634 
54,337 

18,044 
24,660 
11,634 
54,337 

3101 STRS 
3202 PERS 
3301 OASDI 
3311 Medicare 
3401 Health and Welfare 
3501 State Unemployment 
3601 Workers' Compensation 

5,314 

3,385 
1,378 

16,469 

11,111 

21,983 

4,045 
3,377 

13,925 

3,971 

22,850 

4,359 
3,545 

16,968 

3,971 

22,881 

4,466 
3,574 

15,605 
m 

3,971
'°' 

22,863 

4,291 
3,533 

15,697 
122 

3,971 

24,995 

4,315 
3,775 

22,332 
122 

3,971 

23,564 

3,483 
3,419 

17,142 
4,96S 
3,971 

23,564 

3,483 
3,419 

17,142 
2,007 
3,971 

23,564 

3,483 

3,419 
17,142 

100 
3,971 

23,564 

3,483 

3,419 
17,142 

3,971 

23,564 

3,483 

3,419 
17,142 

3,971 
3901 Othe- Benefits 

37,673 47,413 51,823 50,923 50,478 59,510 56,543 53,585 51,684 51,684 52,001 

Books and supplie  
4100 Textbooks and Core Curricula Materials 20,442 3,045 20,715 
4200 Books and Other Reference Materials 8,459 2,503 
4301 College Prep 
4302 School Supplies 2,013 7,720 2,833 2,402 2,766 2,592 3,496 3,496 3,496 3,496 3,496 
4303 Special Activities/Field Trips 50 18,449 1,024 22,052 7,678 28,821 28,821 10,372 117,261,_
4304 Uniforms 4,713 1,067 1,212 1,212 1,212 1,212 1,212 13,654 
4305 Sofh•1are ''' 2,962 24,120 722 "' 2,007 2,007 2,007 2,007 2,007 41,621 
4400 Nonc•pitalized Equipment 4,237 4,555 19,384 36,132 
4700 Food Services 13,752 40,798 33,227 17,899 17,899 17,899 17,899 17,899 195,168 

40,859 31,845 83,901 66,339 53,337 24,614 53,43S 53,435 34,985 24,614 499,710 



Components Ending 

.cln.u,.: +<-r i illJ!'1('t 

2.283 

1,557 

490 

987 

35 

9,834 

72 

52 

515 

1,459 

1,145 

5,103 

1,094 
937 

309 

515 

1,459 

72 
72 

1,459 

72 
247 

309 
515 

Academia Avance 
Monthly Cash Flow/Budget FY 16-17 
Revised 1/30/15 

Subagreement services 
5101 Nursing 

5102 Special Education 11,450 11,676 14,567 14,567 14,567 14,567 14,567 
5103 Substitute Teacher S,185 "' 5,306 2,406 2,406 2,406 2,406 2,406 
5104 Transportation 6,942 470 3,688 4,065 562 2,005 2,00S 2,005 2,00S 2,00S 

5105 Security 188 144 
5105 Othe· Educational Consultants 7,397 10,610 9,501 9,659 8,307 8,307 8,307 8,307 8,307 

60 14,339 658 31,003 26,091 15,671 27,285 27,285 27,285 27,285 27,285 
Professional/consulting servJces 

5801 IT 381 1,717 1,717 1,717 1,717 1,717 
5802 Audit & Taxes 11,332 

5803 Legal 3,312 12,603 907 21,570 623 2,942 1,030 1,030 

5804 Professional Development 27,266 38,863 

5805 General Consulting 3,357 4,014 10,707 309 2,810 2,810 2,810 2,810 2,810 

5810 Payroll Service Fee 354 469 517 553 412 412 "'486 

5811 Management Fee 
5812 District Oversight Fee 
5813 LACOE Fees 
5814 SELPA Fees 

Facilities, repairs and other leases 

5601 Rent 
5503 Equipment Leases 
5504 Other Leases 
5610 Repa;rs and Maintenance 

Operations and housekeeping 
5201 Auto and Traval 
5202 Conference Fees 

4,764 5,595 

2,162 
1,288 

S,S9S 

2,667 

1,209 

3,888 
S,396 

4,764 

3,656 

1,749 

4,729 6,930 S,77S 
3,656 S,396 3,656 

S,77S 
4,812 

1,288 

S,775 S,77S 

6,81S 4,266 

9,719 Sl,453 53,772 53,383 11,969 11,880 18,295 15,399 16,814 17,529 14,980 

24,278 17,902 24,278 97,850 25,259 20,845 102,816 29,245 29,245 102,816 29,245 

266 989 198 670 670 670 670 670 

628 628 1,107 "' 628 628 628 628 

2,420 2,420 2,420 2,420 2,420 2,420 2,420 2,420 2,420 2,420 2,420 

27,326 21,216 26,698 101,258 27,679 24,570 106,533 32,962 32,962 106,533 32,962 

1,286 1,286 1,286 1,286 
468 488 468 468 468 

5203 Business Meals 587 

5300 Dues& Memberships 8,767 174 2,750 1,410 1,14S 1,14S 1,145 1,14S 

5400 Insurance 4,742 4,742 6,420 6,603 6,603 2,302 2,302 2,302 2,302 

72 

2,302 2,302 

5501 Utilities 2,S42 2,lSO 2,145 12,362 4,627 S,103S,103 S,103S,103 S,103 

5502 Janitorial/Trash Removal 191 "' 

"' 
3,094 870 1,0941'6 1,094 1,094

"' 
1,094

"'5510 Offic• Expense 585 145 2,884 998 1,098 937937 

5511 Postage and Shipping 50 107 56 88 2,61S 72 7272 
5512 Printing 31 2,987 72 72 

5513 Other taxes and fa es m 82 146 '47 247 

5514 Bank Charges 2 3 52 5252 52 
3095515 Public Relations 309 309 

5530 School Fundrnising Expense l,262 515515 

5900 Communications 1,491 135 3,241 1,646 1,4591,871 254 1,459 
18,670 7,789 14,839 28,198 17,803 16,054 lS,051 15,061 15,061 15,061 13,775 

Depreciation 
6900 Depreciation Expense 10,981 10,396 9,732 9,810 8,575 8,575 8,575 8,575 8,575 8,575 

Total depredation 10,981 10,395 9,732 9,810 9,834 8,S75 8,575 8, 575 8,575 8,575 8,575 

Interest 
7438 Interest Expense 16,089 18,787 34,367 21,572 40,369 17,917 37,745 16,089 24,621 16,089 16,089 

Total interest 16,089 18,787 34,367 21,572 40,369 17,917 37,745 16,089 24,621 16,089 16,089 

Total Expenses 

Monthly Surplus (Deficit) 

214,737 

213 388 

446,556 

217 949 

466,352 

130 454 

627,180 

64 S09 

495,141 

104124 

472,420 

49 003 

535,716 

47 575 

463,457 

87 307 

471,502 

190 522 
518,807 

205 22 
431,346 

175 717 

Net Positjon, Beginning of Year 
Net Position, End of Year 

of Net Position: 

5% Reserve for Uncertainties 
Unrestricted Net Posjtion 

282,774 
2,000,455 

229 



i  

27,327 232.§55 
101,099 

(365,557) (36,556) 

{338,024} 

Academia Avance 
Monthly Cash Flow/Budget FY 16-17 
Revised 1/30/15 

Cash Flow Adjustments 
Monthly Surplus (Deficit) 
Cilsh flows from operating activities 

Depredation/amortization 10,981 10,396 9,732 9,810 9,834 8,575 8,575 8,575 8,575 8,575 8,575 
Public funding receivables 755,784 
Sales of Receivables 53,956 365,557 109,667 485,604 36,556 433,118 170,639 

(109,667)Repayment of AR Sales (53,956) (485,604] (433,118) {170,639) 
Accounts payable (77,653) 4,526 3,654 (8,180) 
Other Liabilities (250,000) 

Cash flows from financing activities 
Proceeds from (payments on) debt 
Proceeds from (payments on) capital leases (338,024) 

Total Change in Cash 225,724 (153,597) (93,188) 5,538 29,411 (15,533) 3,665 51,147 (63,381) 214,097 13,653 63,180 

Cash, Beginning of Month 28,972 254,696 7,911 13,449 42,860 27,327 30,991 82,139 18,757 232,855 246,508 

Cash, End of Month 254 696 101099 7 911 13 449 112 860 30 991 82139 18 757 246 508 309 688 



A-1 Accounting and Tax Services 

8562 Florence Ave Ste B 

Down ey, CA 90240-4015


562-869-0609 


December 16, 2014 

CONFIDENTIAL 

CTIY TERRACE, LLC 
2168 S. ATLANTIC BL VD STE 206 
MONTEREY PARK, CA 9 1 754 

Dear Al & Claudia: 

We have prepared the enclosed extension forms from information provided by you without 
verification or audit. We suggest that you examine these extens ion fom1s carefully to fully 
acquaint yourself with all items contained therein to ensure that there are no omissions or 
misstatements. Attached are instrnctions for filing each extension foim. Please follow those 
instrnctions carefully. 

In order that we may properly advise you of tax considerations, please keep ns infonned of any 
significant changes in yonr fmancial affairs or of any COlTespondeuce received from taxing 
authorities. 

Ifyou have any questions, or if we can be of assistance in any way, please call. 

Sincerely, 

A-1 Accounting and Tax Services 



Filing Instructions 

CITY TERRACE, LLC 

Form 7004 - Application for Automatic Extension 
of Time To File Certain Business Income Tax, 

Information and Other Returns 

Taxable Year Ended September 30, 2014 

Date Due: 	 December 15, 2014 

Remittance: 	 None is required. 

]\fail To: 	 Depaiiment of the Treasmy 
Internal Revenue Service Center 
Ogden, UT 84201-0045 

Other: 	 Initial and date the copy, and retain it for your records . The federal extension is 
valid until June 15, 20 1 5 ;  therefore, your completed Form 1 120 must be filed on 
or before this date. We will be contacting you in advance of this date with the 
completed return. 
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Fo  7004 
(Rev . December 2012) 
Department cf the Treasury 
'1tamal Revenue Service 

Application for Automatic Extension of Time To File Certain 
Business Income Tax, Information, and Other Returns OMB No. 1545-0233 

,.._ File a separate application for each return. 
Information about Fonn 7004 and its instructions is at www.irs.gov/form 7004. 

Identifying number Name 

CITY TERRACE , LLC 
2 0- 1 02 5 0 6 8  

Print Number, street, and room or su e no. {If P.O. box, see instructions.} 

or 
Type 2 1 68 s .  ATLANTIC BLVD STE 2 0 6  

City, town, state, and ZIP code (lf a foreign addrass, enter city, province or stale, and cmmtry {follow the country's practice for ente ring postal code)). 

MONTEREY PARK CA 9 1 7 54 

Note. File request for extension by the due date of the return for which the extension is gra nted. See instructions before completing this fonn. 
I Automatic 5-Month Extension 

1 a  Enter the form code for the return that this application is for below) . 
Application Form Application Form 
Is For: Code Is For: Code 
Form 1 065 09 ·t -
F-0rm l>804 .. ... ..· .. Farm 1041 05
Part II 

b Enter the form code for the return that this is for 
, Automatic 6-Month Extension 

Application 
Is For: 
Form 

' --'-:' ' · . 
Form 1 041 estate 

Form 1 041-QFT 

/arm 1065-B 
.. . 

Form 1 1  20 

Form 1 1  20-F 
. · .· 

.. 

Form 
_ _  

Code 
01 

. . 

02 
03 

07 
. 

1 0  . . 

1 2  
. . . 

15  

Application Form 

Is For: Code 


Farm 1 1 20-PC 21 · . 
- Farm 1 1 20-REIT 23 

· 1120-Rl,G 
Form 1 1 20s 25 

Form 3520-A 27 

Form 8613 29 

F<Jtm 8725 
Form 8831 32 

.?iLForm 1 1  20-H · · . Form 8924 35. 
1 9Form 1 1 20-ND 

If the organization is a foreign corporation that does not have an office or place of business in the United States, 
check here ... D 
If the organization is a corporation and is the common parent of a group thatintends to tile a consolidated return, 

check here ... D 

!f checked, attach a statement, listing the name, address, and Employer Identification Number (EIN) for each member 

covered b this a Jication. 


7004 (Rev. 12-2012) 

All Filers Must Complete This Part 

If the organization is a corporation or partn ership that qualifies under Regulations section 1.6081 -5, check h ere 
4. 

5a The application is for calendar year 20 1 3  , or lax year beginning JO/ 01 / 1 3  , and ending 0 9 / 3.0 / 1  . 

b Short tax year. If this tax year is less than 12 months, check the reason: Initial return D Final return 0 Change in accounting period D Consolidated return to be filed (see instru ctions-attach explanation ) 

6 Tentative total tax 6 0 

'7 Total paym ents and credits (see instructions) 7 0 

8 Balance due. Subtract line 7 from line 6 (see instructions) . 8 0 
For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see separate Instructions. Form 

OAA 

www.irs.gov/form
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4 6 6 . 16 9  

4 

·22 

52 , 172 

-30 , 605 

... o 

I. 
I preparer J IXl . n 

SERVI 
 Accounting 

Downev, CA 

I 

I I if I 
  

Under penalties of perjury, l declare that I have exanined this re!um, including accompanying schedules and sfaterrents, and 1o ihe best of my knov..tedge Way the IRS discuss this return Wlh lhe 
and belief, it IS true correct and complete Oeclara on of preparer (other than taxpayer) IS based on all information of v.tm;h prepmer has any knm.Jedge _Sign shov.n below {see instructions)? X Yes NoHere President 

U.S. Corporation Income Tax Return OMB No. 1545-0123
'"  1 1  20 Forcalendaryear2D12 or tax y6arbeginning 1 0 / 0 1  /12 , ending 0 9 / 3 0 / 1 3  
Department ofthe Treasury 91>- Information about Fonn 1120 ·anti" its· Sej;aratEdrlStrtidi.OOS·is at www,ir.S.QOV1f0ml11i0." · · · · 201 2 Internal Revenue Service 
A

- i.a 

2 
J 
4 

w 
E0uE 

c0
ti
"O 
c0 
0c0
·1 

c0

.,;
 

0 
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w

0 

t-  

<> -.2! !ii ii
-

cz
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Check ff: Name 
Consolidated return D CITY TERRACE , LLC
(attoch Forrn851)
Life/nonlife conso!i- D TYPE
dated return OR Number, street. and room or suite no. If a P.O. box, see instructions. City or town, state, and Z!P code 
Personal holding co PRINT 2 1 6 8  s . ATLANT IC BLVD STE 2 0 6(a!loch Sch. PH}
Personal ser.lice corp MONTEREY PARK CA 91754 {see instructions) . . . .  
Schedule M-3 attached . E Check if: {1) Initial return (2} Final return (3) Narre change {4) Address change 

1a Gross receipts or sales 1 a 
b Returns and allowances 1b 
c Balance. Subtract line 1 b from line 1 a 

2 Cost of goods sold (attach Form 1 1  25-A) 
3 Gross profit. Subtract line 2 from line 1 c  
4 Dividends (Schedule C, line 19) 
5 Interest
6 Gross rents 

14 Repairs and maintenance 
15  Bad debts 
16  Rents 
17 Taxes and licenses 
18  Interest 

7 Gross royalties 
8 Capital gain net income (attach Schedule O (Form 1 1  20)) 
9 Net gain or {loss) from Form 4797, Part I I ,  line 17 (attach Form 4797) 

10 Other income {see instructions-attach statement) 
1 1  Total income. Add lines 3 through 1 0  
1 2 Compensation of officers (see instructions-attach Form 1 1  25-E) 

... 

13 Salaries and wages {less employment credits) 

19 Charitable contributions See S tmt 
20 Depreciation from Form 4562 not claimed.on Form 1 1 25-A or elsewhere on ;return (attach ForrTi 4562). ·
21 DepJeiion 
22 Advertising . .  . . . . . . . .,, . 
23 Pension, profit-s haring, 'etc .. plans 

Employee benefit programs 
25 Domestic production activities deduction (attach Form 8903) 
26 Other deductions (attach statement) See S tmt 
27 Total deductions. Add lines 12 through 26 
28 Taxable income before net operating loss deduction and special deductions . Subtract line 27 from line 1 1  
29a Net operating loss deduction (see instructions) 29. 

b Special deductions (Schedule C, line 20) . 29b 
c Add lines 29a and 29b . . . . . . . 30 Taxable income. Subtract line 29c from line 28 (see instructions) 

31 Total tax (Schedule J, Part I, line 1 1 )  

32 Total payments and refundable credits (Schedule J, Part II, line 2 1 )  
33 Estimated tax penalty (see instructions). Check if Form 2220 is attached . 
34 Amount owed. If line 32 is smaller than the total of lines 31 and 33, enter amount owed 
35 Overpayment If line 32 is larger than the total of lines 31 and 33, enter amount overpaid 

B 

D 

Employer Identification number 

$ 

1 

2 

2 0 - 1  0 2 5 0 6 8  
Dale incorporated 

0 1 / 3 0 / 2  0 0 4  
Total assets {see instructions) 

4 

1 c  

2 
3 

5 
6 7 9 ,  6 9 1  
7 
8 
9 
10 
1 1  7 9 ,  691 

... 

... 

12 

13
14 
15 

16  
17  
1 8  
1 9  
20 
'21 . .  

23 
24 

25
26 
27 
28 

......29c 
30 
31 
32 

1 1 ,  969  

8 , 1  0 0  
32 , 839 

0 

. · 
· ... 

5 ,  2 1 6  
1 10 , 2  9 6  

-30 , 605 
0 

33 
34 
35 

36 Enter amount from line 35 you want: Credited to 2013 estimated tax  Refunded ... 36 

Printffype preparal's name Praparal's sign ature 

Paid 
;eparer Firm's narre A- 1 and Tax Services 

PTIN 
A-1 ACCOUNTING & TAX 

,se Only Firm's address I>- 8 5 62 Florence Ave 

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see separate Instructions. 

DAA 

Ste B 

Dote 

0 6 / 1  0/14 
Check 

self-employed 

Firm's EIN .,.. 

Phone no. 

P01 4 4 8 9 5 l  

9 0 2 4 0 - 4 0 1 5  5 6 2 -8 6 9- 0 6 0 9  

Signature of officer Alvaro Banegas Da!e Title 

Form 1 120 (2012) 



Form 1 120 (2012) CITY TERRACE LLC 2 0 - 10 2 5 0 6 8  Page 2 
Dividends and Special Deductions (see instructions) 

' 
(a) Dividends 

rnceP/ed (b) % (c) Spacial deductilns 

(a}x {b) 

-1 Dividends from !ess-than-20o/o-owned domestic corporations (other than debt-iinanced 
stock) . 

2 Dividends from 20%1-or-more-owned domestic corporations (other than debt-financed 
stock) . 

3 Dividends on debt-financed stock of domestic and foreign corporations 

4 Dividends on certain preferred stock ofless-than-20%-owned public utilities 

5 Dividends on certain preferred stock of20%-or-more-owned public utilities . 

6 Dividends from less-than-20%-owned foreign corporations and certain FSCs 

7 Dividends from 20%-or-more-owned foreign corporations and certain FSCs 

8 Dividends from wholly owned foreign subsidiaries 

9 Total. Add lines 1 through 8. See instructions for limitation 
1 0  Dividends from domestic corporations received b y  a small business investment 

company operating under the Small Business Investment Act of 1958 . 

1 1  Dividends from affiliated group members 

12 Dividends from certain FSCs 

1 3  

\ 

. 4 
Dividends from foreign corporations notincluded on lines 3, 6, 7, 8, 1 1 ,  or 12 

Income from coritrolled_. foreig_11 c.orporations l!.il  · er · ·su_bpan F (attach Form(s) 54.71) . 

15  Foreign dividend gross u·p . 

16 IC-DISC and former DISC dividends not included on lines 1 ,  2,  or 3 

1 7  Other dividends 

18 Deduction for dividends paid on certain preferred stock of public utilities 

19  Total dividends. Add lines 1 through 17.  Enter here a n d  on page 1 .  line 4 . 

70 

80 
"' insln.cLions 

42 

48 

70 

80 

100 

100 

100 

20 Total s eciaf deductions. Add lines 9, 10,  1 1 ,  12,  and 18. Enter here and on page 1, line 29b . 
Form 1120{2012) 

DAA 



Form 1 1 20 (2012) CITY TERRACE , LLC 2 0 - 1 025068 
,Ii$.el'feliiill'iiil''"" Tax Computation and Payment (see instructions) 
Part I-Tax Com utation 

Check if the corporation is a member of a controlled group (attach Schedule 0 {Form 11 20}) 
Income tax. Check if a qualified personal service corporation (see instructions) 

3 Alternative minimum tax (attach Form 4626) . 4 Add lines 2 and 3 . 
5a Foreign tax credit (attach Form 1 1 1 8 )  
b Credit from Form 8834, line 30 (attach Form 8834) . 
c Gen eral business credit (attach Form 3800) _ 
d Credit for prior year minimum tax (attach Form 8827) . 
e Bond credits from Form 8912 

6 Total credits. Add lines Sa through 5e _ 

7 Subtract line 6 from line 4 . 
8 Personal holding company tax (attach Schedule PH (Form 1 1 20)) 
9a Recapture of investment credit (attach Form 4255) _ 
b Recapture of low-income housing credit (attach Form 861 1 )  
c Interest due under the look-back method-completed long-term contracts (attach 

Form 8697) 
d Interest due under the look-back method-income forecast method (attach Farm 

8866) . 
e Alternative tax on qualifying shipping activities (attach Form 8902) 

Other (see lnstrucUons-attach statement) 

5a 
5b 
5c 
5d 
5e 

9a 
9b 

9c 

9d 
9e 
91 

6 

7 
8 

1 0  Total. Add lines 9 a  through 9f 1 0  

1 1  Total tax. Add lines 7, 8, and 10. Enter here and on a e 1 , !in e 31 1 1  

Part II-Pa ments and Refundable Credits 
12 201 1 overpayment credited to 2012 
13 2012 estimated tax payments _ .  
1 4  2012 refund applied for on Form 4466 . 
'� Combine lin�.s _12, 1 3, and 14 
,0 Tax depoS,ited With Form 7004 . 
17 Withholdi�g (see.iri�iruction

_
�) _·_· --:- - - . 

18  Total pay!lient.S� Add-liri-es·15; 1 6 ,  fi�d 1 7  
19 Refundable credits from: 

a Form 2439 _ 
b Form 4136 
c Form 8827, line Sc . 
d Other (attach statement-see instruction s) 

12 
13 
14 

19a 
19b 
19c 
19d 

20 Total credits. Add lines 19a through 19d _ 20 

2 
a 
b 
c 

Check accounting method: a 
See the instructions and enter the: 
Business activity code no . ..,_ . .  2.-'.?. ���9 . .  
Business activity � . REAL ESTATE 
Product or service ..,_ 

. REAL 
. .  

ES.TATE 

Accrual c Other (specify) � .  

3 Is the corporation a subsidiary in an affiliated group or a parent-subsidiary controlled group? 
lf "Yes," enter name and EIN of the parent corporation ..,_ 

4 At the end of the tax year: 
a Did any foreign or domestic corporation, partnership (including any entity treated as a partnership), trust, or tax-exempt 

organization own directly 20°/o or more, or own, directly or in directly, 50°/o or more of the total voting power of all classes of the 
corporation's stock entitled to vote? lf"Yes," complete Part I of Schedule G (Form 1 120) (attach Schedule G) 

21 

b Did any individual or estate own directly 20% or more, or own, directly or indirectly, 50o/o or more of the total voting power ofa!I 
classes of the car oration's stock entitled to vote? If "Yes," complete Part II of Schedule G Form 1 1 20) attach Schedule G) 

Page 3 

0 

0 

0 

Yes No 

x 

x 
Form 1 120(2012) 

OAA 



' ·· sn.hew1e1�;;. ' Other Information continued (see instructions) 
Form 1 120 (2012\ CITY TERRACE 2 0-1025068 LLC Page 4 

5 At the end of the tax year, did the corporation : � ;[] a Own directly 20% or more, or own, directly or indirectly, 50°/o or more of the total voting power of a!! classes of stock entitled to vote of 2:.. ' 

I any foreign or domestic corporation not included on Form 851, Affiliations Schedule? For rules of constructive ownership, see instructions. x 

b 

6 

7 

' 

8 

9 
1 0  
1 1  

1 2  
13  

14 

15a 
b 

16  

17 

18 

l f "Yes," complete (!) through (iv) below. 
{ii} Employer 

(iii} Country of (i) Name of Corporation Identification Number 
(ifanv) Incorporation 

Own directly an interest of 20°/o or more, or own, directly or indirectly, an interest of 50o/o or more in any foreign or domestic partnership 
(including an entity treated as a partnership) or in the beneficial interest of a trust? For rules of constructive ownership, see instructions 
lf "Yes," complete (D through (iv) below . 

{ii) Employer 
{iii) Countryof (I) Name or Entity ldenlilica!Km NumDer Organ!zatkir1 

{if any) 

During this tax year, did the corporation pay dividends (oth er than stock dividends and distributions in exchange for stock) in 
excess of the corporation's current and accumulated earnings and profits? (See sections 301 and 316.) 
!f "Yes," file Form 5452, Corporate Report of Nondividend Distributions. 
If this is a consolidated return. answer here for the parent corporation and on Form 851 for each subsidiary. 
At any time during the tax year, did one foreign person own, directly or indirectly, at least 25% of (a) the total votin g power of aU 
classes of the corporation's stock entitled to vote or (b} the total value of all classes of the corporation's stock? 
For rules of attribution, see section 318. If "Yes," enter: 
(i) Percentage owned ,.._ and (ii) Owner's cpuntry .,_ 
(c) The c.9rpo

·
r8tion .111.�Y have to file Fo1T11 5472, l.nformation Re.turn ofa 25%1:F or�ig n-9-V".n:ed U.S.:C?rpO

.
ratio.Q·,Q.r <;i':i:;oreigr1 

Corporatid.n Engag'Eid in\� LJ·:·s. Trad.e or Buslr)ess. Eriteithe nu�ber of Forms 5472 att0che(f ,.._ 
. . 

· · · - - . . 

Check thiS box if the
· 

torPor�tion issued publicly offered debt-instruments with origii1 al isst.ie'.discount 
If checked, the corporation may have to file Form 8281, Information Return for Publicly Offered Original Issue Discount Instruments. 
Enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or accrued during the tax year .,_ $ 0 
Enter tile number of shareholders at the end of the tax year (if 100 or fewer) .,_ 
If the corporation has an NOL for the tax year and is electing to forego the canyback period, check here 
If the corporation is filing a consolidated return, the statement required by Regulations section 1 .1502-21 (b)(3} must be attached 
or the election will not be va!id. 
Enter the available NOL carryover from prior tax years (do not reduce it by any deduction on line 29a.} ,.._ $ 9 1 ,  848 
Are the corporation's total rec.eipts (line 1 c  plus lines 4 through 10 on page 1 )  for the tax year and its total assets at the end of 
the lax year less than $250,000? 
If ''Yes," the corporation is not required to o::implete Schedules L, M-1, and M-2 on page 5. Instead, enter the total amount of cash 
distributions and !he book value of property distributions (other than cash) made during the tax year ,.._ $ 
Is the corporation required to file Schedule UTP (Form 1 1 20), Uncertain Tax Position Statement (see instructions)? 
l f ''Yes." complete and attach Schedule UTP. 
Did the corporation make any payments in 2012 that would require it to file Form(s) 1 099? . 
If "Yes," did or will the corporation file all required Forms 1 099? 
During this tax year, did the corporation have an 80% or more change in ownership, including a change due to redemption of its 
own stock? 
During or subsequent to this tax year, but before the filing of this return, did the corporation dispose of more than 65°/o (by value) 
of its assets in a taxable, non-taxable, or tax deferred transaction? 
Did the corporatlon receive assets in a section 351 transfer in which any of the transferred assets had a fair market basis or fair 
market value of more than $1 million? 

�; -
T 

.
. .  

(!v} Percentage 
C\vrledinVoting 

Stoci< 

-� 
(Iv) 1Vlaxirrum 

Percentage Ov�ed in 
Profit. Loss, or Caoita! 

., ... ····�• ,b 
� D 

x 
>--c-' � 

· · ····· 

. ' 

.
· . . .  

x r- ---,-, 

, . .... 
. 

I 
· ..

• 

.·.· .·
• 

. . 
... 

... 
. 

·. 

. 
•·. 

. 
x 

- -

. .. . . 
x 

-r.-.. 

' 
x -r--

-r--

-r--

-r--
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CITY TERRACE LLC 
Balance Sheets per Books 

Assets 

- J Cash 
Ja Trade notes and accounts receivable 

b Less allowance for bad debts 
3 Inventories 
4 U.S. government obligations _ 
5 Tax-exempt securities (see instructions) . 
6 Other current assets {att. stmt.) _ 
7 Loans to shareholders 
8 Mortgage and real estate loans _ 
9 Other investments (attach stmt.) Stm t 3 

2 0- 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  
Beginning of tax year End of tax year 

(b) (c) 

1 Oa Buildings and other depreciable assets 1 1 434 7 2 3  
b Less accumulated depreciation _ 

11a Depletable assets 
b Less accu mulated depletion 

12 Land (net of any amortization) 
13a Intangible assets (amortizable only) . 

b Less accumulated amortization 
14 Other assets (attach stmt.) 
1 5  Total assets 

Liabilities and Shareholders' Equity 
1 6  Accounts payable 
17 Mortgages, notes, bonds payable in less than 1 year 
1 8  Other current liabilities (att. stml.) S tmt 4 

19 Loans from shareholders 
20 Mori.gages, notes, bonds payable in 1 year or more 
21 Other liabilities (attach staterrent) 

Capital stock: a Preferred stock 
. ·· :. b Common stock 

23 Additionai:'..paid-in c�p�ta·I 
24 Retained ear���gs.::.::p;[ipr�P·

rlateCi·(�tt �1�·-l 
25 Retained earnings-Unappropriated . 
26 Adjus!Jrents lo SH equi!y(atl s!ITT.) 
27 Less cost of treasury stock 

8 , 34 9  

6 6 9 , 9 3 5  

2 8 08 4 0 0  

28 Tota! liabllitiesand shareholders' e ult 4 5 0 7  4 5 8  

$Pl:l<>4!l,1!'1 M-1 Reconciliation of Income (Loss) per Books With Income per Return 

1 9 8 , 2 4 9  

Note: Schedule M-3 required instead of Schedule M-1 if total assets are $10  million or more - see instructions 
Net income (loss) per books - 3 0  6 0 5  7 Income recorded on books this year 

2 Federal lncome tax per books . not included on this return (itemize): 
3 Excess of capital losses over capita! gains 
4 Income subject to tax not recorded on books 

this year (itemize}: 

5 Expenses recorded on books this year not 
deducted on this return (itemize): 

a Depreciation $ 
b ���g�t�ns $ 
c !����f:�enl $ 

6 Add lines 1 throu h 5 . 

Balance at beginning of year . 
?. Net income (loss) per books 

Tax-exempt 1nte1Sst $ 

Deductions on this return not charged 
against book income this year (itemize): 

a Depreciation 

b Charitable 
contributions 

$ 
$ 

f-----����cl 9 Add lines 7 and 8 
- 3 0  6 0 5 10 Income a e 1 , Hn e 28 -line 6 1ess l!n e 9 

- 7 5 92 4 5 Distributions: a Cash 
- 3 0 , 6 0 5  b Stock . .. 

Other increases (itemize): c Property 

4 Add lines 1 2 and 3 

DAA 

6 Other decreases (itemize): 
7 Add lines 5 and 6 

- 1 0 6  5 2 9  8 Balance atend of ear line 4 1ess Hne 7 

Pa e 5 

(d) 

3 8 7 0  

1 , 2 3 6 , 4 74 

2 , 2 3 4 , 522 

4 4 6 6  1 6 9  

557 
6 7 9 , 34 8  

2 7 9 6  095 

- 1 0 6 , 52 9  

4 4 6 6  1 6 9  

- 3 0  6 0 5  

- 10 6 , 52 9  

Form 1 1 20 (2012) 



Form 4562 
Department of the Tressury 

-lJ:ltemal Revenue Seivice 

j'me(s)shown on return 

(99) 

Depreciation and Amortization 

(Including Information on Listed Property) 

� See se arate instructions. � Attach to our tax return. 

Identifying number 

OMB No. 1545-0172 

20 1 2  
Attachment 
Sequence No. 179 

CITY TERRACE LLC 2 0 - 1 025 0 68 
Business or activity to which lhiS fonn rala!es 

5 SFR BUILDING 
Election To Expense Certain P roperty Under Section 179 
Note: If vou have anv listed orooertv comolete Part V before vou comolete Part I .  

1 Maximum amount (see instructions) 1 
2 Total cost of section 179 property placed in service (see instructions) 2 
3 Threshold cost of section 179 property before reduction in limitation (see instructions) 3 
4 Reduction in limitation. Subtract line 3 from line 2. If zero or Jess, enter .Q. 4 
5 Dollar limitation for tax vear. Subtract line 4 from line 1 !f zero or less, enter -0-. lf married filinq separately, see instructions . 5 

6 (a} Descnption of property {b} Cost {bus iness use only} {c} Elected cost 

7 Listed property. Enter the amount from line 29 I 1 
8 Total elected cost of section 179 property. Add amounts in column (c), lines 6 and 7 8 
9 Tentative deduction. Enter the smaller of line 5 or line 8 9 

10 Carryover of disallowed deduction from line 13 of your 2011 Form 4562 10 
11  Business income limitation. Enter the smaller of business income (not less than zero) or line 5 (see instructions) 1 1  
1 2  Section 179 expense deduction. Add lines 9 a n d  1 0 ,  but d o  not enter more than line 1 1  12 
13 Carrvover of disallowed deduction to 2013. Add lines 9 and 10, less line 1 2  � I 1 3 
Note: Do not use Part I! or Part l!I below for listed property. Instead, use Part V. 

Ratfll Soecial Deoreciation Allowance and Other Deoreciation !Do not include listed orooe• ".l 
14 Special depreciation allowance for qualified property {other than listed property) placed in  service 

during the tax year (see instructions) 
··� Property suQj�ct to section 1 68{f)(1) election ' 

Other deof��{�tiOn Oncludina,ACRSI . , .. . . . . .
. - · . . ·•· . .  

.J . . . . . •  · . . . . . : . . . . . . . -; . .  ·: �" . . . .  � . - -PartJU .. · !cMACR:S Depreciation (Do.not include J1stedwopertv.l (Seectmstructions) 

1 7  MAC RS deductions for assets placed i n  service in tax years beginnfrig before 2012 
1 8  If you a re  electin to grou any as.sets- placed 111 s-ervice cl win the tax e r  into one or mora eneral esset accounts , check here 

14 
15 
16  

1 7  

Section 8-Assets Placed in Service During 2012 Tax Year Using the General Depreciation System 

(b) Month and year (c) Besis for depreciation {d) Recovery {a} Classificat1on of property placed in (bu sines sruw estm ent use 
period (e) Conven!Km {f) Method 

service onlv-see instructions) 

19a 3-year property 
b 5-year prooertv 
c 7-vear prooertv 
d 1 0-year property 
e 1 5-vear orooertv 
f 20-vear nronertv 
a 25-vear property 25 yrs. SIL 
h Residential rental 27.5 vrs. MM S/L 

property 27.5 yrs. MM S/L 
i Nonresidential real 39 yrs. MM SIL 

property MM S/L 

500 , 00 0  

2 , 00 0 , 0 0 0  

. 

! 

See instructions\ 

52 . 1 7 2  

0 

{g) Deprecialion deductJOn 

Section C-Assets Placed 1n Service Dunng 2012 Tax Year Using the Alternative Deprec1at1on System 

20a Class life S/L 
b 1 2-vear 12 vrs. S/L 
c 40-vear 40 vrs. MM S/L 
PatttV·· Summary (See instructions.) 

21 Listed property. Enter amount from line 28 21 
) Total. Add amounts from line 12, lines 1 4 th rough 17, lines 19 and 20 ln column (g), and line 21 . Enter here 

and on the appropriate tines of your retu rn. Partflersh!ps and S corporations-see instructions . 22 52 , 17 2  
23 For assets shown above and placed in service during the current year, enter the 

oortion of the basis attributable to section 263A costs 
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see separate instructions. 

DAA 

23 1 

. . 
\ .. .. ; 

Form 4562 (2012) 
There are no amounts for Page 2 



Charitable Contribution Carryover Worksheet 

0 9/30/13 I I 2012 Form 1 1 20 
1 0 / 0 1/12 For calendar vear 2012 or tax vear beainnina , endina 

- "(•me 
I 

Employer Identification Number 

CITY TERRACE . LLC 20-10 2 5 0 6 8 

Regular Tax Calculations 

Prior Year Current Year 

Preceding Excess Utilized Or Reclassed to NOL Carryovers 
Tax Year Contributions Reclassed to NOL Carrvover Reg.Sec. 1 .170A-1 1 (c)(2)) Utilized 

th 0 9 /30/08 
th 0 9/ 3 0 / 0 9  
"' 0 9/30/10 
od 0 9/30/11 
" 0 9/30/12 2 5 0  2 50 

Charitable Contribution Carrvover To Current Year - Renular 2 5 0  
Current Year 0 - _

--

Charitable Contribution Carryover Available To Next Year 

Alternative Minimum Tax Calculations 

Prior Year 

Preceding 
Tax Year 

. 
. , o9/3o/os 
,( 0 9/30/;ff9 

'"' 0 9/30/'..1 0  
'"' 0 9/30/11' 
,,t 0 9/30/12 

Excess 
Contributions 

---
.... 

- . 
- . 

1 - ---- - --

2 50 

Utilized Or 
Reclassed to NOL 

· - - ---

- t _ 

AMT Charitable Contribution Carryover To Current Year 
Current Year 0 

- . 

AMT Charitable Contribution Carrvover Available To Next Year 

• -

Current Year 

Reclassed to NOL Carryovers 
Carrvover Reg.Sec. 1 .171lA-1 1(c)(2)) Utilized 

- -- : - - -- t -
·/ --. --- ''t . --
. -:-

-·  .. ,· 
. 

2 5 0  
2 5 0  -

-__ 

Next Year 

ca�·over --

Next Year 

Carrvover 

2 5 0  

0 
2 5 0  

2 5 0  

0 
250 



1 120/ I 
Rent and Royalty Worksheet 

Form 
1 1 20s For calendar vear 2012 or tax vear beqinnino 1 0 / 0 1 / 1 2  

Name ,, 

1 CITY TERRACE , LLC 

Property Description 

5 SFR BUILDING 
CITY TERRACE DRIVE 
LOS ANGELES 

Income 

Gross rents 
Gross royalties 

CA 90063 

Income and Expenses 

Income from sale of property reported on Form 4797, line 17 {S Corporation) 
Other income 

Total Income 

Expenses 

Advertising 
Auto and travel 
Cleaning and maintenance . 
Commissions 
lnsuranc�·: 
Legal and·�rofessio�al . ;. 
Interest 
Repairs _ 

Taxes 
Utilities 
Wages and salaries 
Depreciation . _ 

Depletion (C Corporation) 
Other expenses 

Total expenses 

Net income (loss) from this property . 

, endinQ I 201 2 
0 9/ 3 0 / 1 3  

Employer Identification Number 

2 0 - 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  

Type of Activity 

Rental Real Estate � Other Rental Property 

Royalty Property 

7 9 , 6 9 1  

7 9 , 6 91 

7 , 9 05 

52 1 7 2  

9 7 , 2 64 

-17 573 



Form 1 1 20 I 
Net Operating Loss Carryover Worksheet - Regular Tax 

I 2012 
For calendar vear 2012 or tax vear beainnina 

_ Name 
\ 
1 CITY TERRACE . LLC 

Preceding 

Taxable Year 

1 5th 
0 9 / 3 0 / 9 8  

1 4th 
0 9 / 3 0 / 9 9  

1 3th 
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 0  

1 2th 
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 1  

1 1 th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 02 
1 oth 

0 9 / 30/03 
9th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 0 4  
�th 

0 9 / 30/05 
7th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 0 6  
�th 
1 0 9 / 3 0 / 0.ik 

5th 
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 8  � ', ' 

4th 
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 9  

3rd 
0 9 / 3 0 / 1 0  

2nd 
0 9/ 3 0 / 1 1  

1st 
0 9/ 3 0 / 12 

Adj. To NOL 

lncllLossl After Adi. 

. 
. · 

" 

. · . 

-90 ;393 
•. 

-59 , 0 6 9  

6 , 663 

59 , 654 

-8 , 703 

NOL Carrvover Available To Current Year 
0 

Current Year -30 , 6 05 

NOL Carryover Available To Next Year 

Prior Year 

NOL Utilized 

llncome Offset\ 

'>, . · .·
·· . 

< ' : -'.-' 
6 6 1 3 1 7  

- 6 , 6 63 

- 5 9 , 654 

1 0/ 0 1 / 1 2  endino 0 9/30/13 
Employer Identification Number 

2 0 - 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  

Current Year Next Year 

I ncome Offset By 
NOL Carry back/ 

Carryover 
Carrvovers NOL Utilized Carruover 

. · . 

, . 
2 4 . 0 7 6  2 4 . 0 7 6  

5 9 , 0 6 9  5 9 , 0 6 9  

8 , 7 03 8 , 7 0 3  
·.·. 

9 1 , 8 4 8  . ..· 

3 0 , 605 

122 , 453 



1 120 I 
Net Operating Loss Carryover Worksheet - AMT 

I 201 2  Form 
For calendar vear 2012 or tax vear beoinnina 

Name . . 
j 

CITY TERRACE , LLC 

Preceding 

Taxable Year 

1 5th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 98 
1 4th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 9 9  
1 3th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 00 
1 2th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 01 
1 1 th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 02 
1 oth 

0 9 / 3 0 / 03 
9th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 0 4  
�th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 0 5  
7th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 0 6  
5th 

) 09/30/ 0ll 
5th 

0 9 / 3 0 ; 68 
4th 

0 9 / 3 0 / 0 9  
3rd 

09/30/10 
2nd 

0 9 / 3 0 / 11 
1st 

0 9 / 3 0 / 1 2  

AdJ To NOL 

lnc/{Loss) After Adi. 

. .-- .. , ;,, . ,  .• 
V' .,, .. ,. . , :.�· .;,_ t: '�1-,_,./ . ·.· - 90;0; 3 9'3 
•. .. . 

-59 , 0 6 9  

5 , 9 97 

53 , 68 9  

-8 , 70 3  

NOL Carryover Available To Current Year 
0 

Current Year -30 , 60 5  

NOL Carryover Available To Next Year 

Prior Year 

NOL Utilized 

{Income Offset) 

· . .. 
Y. 

. . 5 9 , 6 8 6  

- 5 3 , 68 9  

1 0 / 0 1 / 1 2  

Carrvovers 

3 0 , 7 0 7  . 

5 9 , 0 6 9  

8 . 7 0 3  

9 8  ' 4  7 9 

endina 09/30/13 
Employer Identification Number 

2 0 - 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  

Current Year 

Income Offset By 
NOL Carryback/ 

Carryover 
NOL Utilized 

: I , . 
. .: 

Next Year 

Carrvover 

. ·-·- .. : !: / • 3'3 0 , 707 

5 9 , 0 69 

. · · 
8 , 7 03 .· . 

30 , 605 

129 . 084 



20-1 025068 Federal Statements 

Statement 1 - Form 1 1 20, Page 1 .  Lin e  1 9  - Charitable Contributions 

Description 
Carryover From Prior Years 

Total Contributions Available 
Less Contributions Di sallowed 
L e s s  QCC Contributions D i s a l l  

T o t a l  Deduction Allowed 

Amount 
$ _____ 2_5_0 

2 5 0  
2 5 0  

0 

Statement 2 - Form 1 1 20, Page 1 ,  Line 2 6  - Other Deductions 

Description 
AUTOMOBILE EXPENSES 
BANK SERVICE CHARGES 
DUES AND SUBSCRIPTION 
OFF I CE EXPENSES 
POSTAGE AND DELIVERY 
PROFESSIONAL FEES 

Total 

$ 
Amount 

2 , 5 1 8  
4 9 9  
3 8 9  
5 3 5  

5 0  
1 , 2 2 5  

$ 5 , 2 1 6  
----=== 

1 -2 



( ' 

20-1 025068 Federa l  Statements 

Statement 3 - Form 1 1 20, Page 5, Schedule L, Lin e  9 - Other investments 

Description 
NOTE RECEVIABLES 

Total 

Beginning 
of Year 

$ ___ 9_9_1�,_3_0_3 

$ 9 9 1 , 3 0 3  
===�=� 

End 
of Year 

$ ___ 9_9_1�,_3_0_3 

$ 9 9 1 , 3 0 3  
===�=� 

Statement 4 - Form 1 1 20, Page 5, Schedule L Line 1 8  - Other Current Liabilities 

Description 
AMERICAN EXPRE S S  

Total 

Beginning 
of Year 

$ ____ 8�,_3_4_9 

$ 8 , 3 4 9 
---�-

End 
of Year 

$ _____ 5_5_7 

$ 557 
===== 

3-4 



( 

• 
TA>O\BLE YEAR California Corporation 

F ra nchise or I n come Tax Return 

$ c • 
E ,. 
� 

2 0 1 2  1 00 
For calendar vear 201 2 or fiscal vear beainninq month 1 0  day 0 1  year 2 012 , a n d  ending month 9 day 3 0  year 2 0 1 3 . 
Corpomiion name CITY TERRACE , LLC 

Address (suite, room, o r  PMB no.) 

2 1 68 s .  ATLANTIC BLVD STE 2 0 6  
City 

MONTEREY PARK 
Schedule Q Questions (continued on Side 2) 
A FINAL RETURN? • D Dissolved D Surrendered ('Nithdrawn) 0 Merged/Reorganized D !RC Section 338 sale 0 QSub election 

Enter date • 

I 
B 

California corpornti:m number 

3 5 1 0 1 2 9  
FE1N 

2 0- 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  
State ! ZIP Code canfomia secretary of State fda number 

CA 91754 2 0 0 4 0 3 5 1 0 12 9 
1 .  Is incorre included in a comtined report of a unitary group? • D Yes 
2. !f"Yes," indicate: D whollywithin CA {R&TC 251 01.15) 

D within and outside of CA 
3. Is there a change in the members listed in 

Schedule R-7 from the prior year? • D Yes 
4. Enter the number of members Qncluding parent 

or key corp:lration) listed in the Schedule R-7, Part I ,  
Section A,  subject to income or franchise tax . . . • 

5. Is fmm FTB 3544 and/or 3544A attached to the return? . • D Yes 

� 

D 

� 

No 

No 

No 

1 Net income (loss) before state adjustments. See instructions • 1 - 30 , 605 
2 Amount deducted for foreign or domestic tax based on income or profits from Schedule A • 2 
3 Amount deducted for tax under the provisions of the Corporation Tax Law tom Schedule A • 3 
4 Interest on government obligations • 4 
5 Net California capital gain from Side 5, Schedule D, line 1 1  • 5 

6 Depreciation and amortization in excess of amount allow-ed under California law. Attach form FTB 3885 • 6 
7 Net income from corporations not included in federal consolidated return . See instructions • 7 
8 Other additions. Attach schedule(s) • 8 
9 9 

00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

Total. Add line 1 through line 8 . - 3 0 , 6 0 5  • 00 '5' 1 0  lntercompany dividend deduction. Attach Schedule H (100) 10 00 <( • 

B 1 1  Di�.i,�end .. � received deduction. Attach S_9hedule H (100) . . . . _ 9;.t> ., .1 1 . .  00 " ... 1 <n 1 2  A�fitional"deprecia,ti,on.;�to�d::�nde,r CA law. AttactiJorm FTB 3.885 _ •;:. 12;: .. ; ,. ,'·,\ :96.Ji ;oo: " 
'· /. . . .. ·.• I •  13 capital galri:.from\'.fed�ra1·;FOfn:), 1 1 20, nne a "'' 1 3 •  00 : :  . . 

14 Co�:tl-ih�tionS •
'" ;: 'fif · · •>' 00 " if( -m 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . ..... 
15 EZ, LAMBRA, or TIA business "expense and EZ net interest deduction • 15 00 
1 6  Other deductions. Attach schedule(s) • 1 6  00 
1 7  Total. Add line 1 0  through line 16 • 1 7  966 00 
1 8  Net income (loss) after state adiustments. Subtract lfne 17 from line 9 . • 1 8  - 3 1 , 5 7 1  00 

• 1 9  Net income Qoss) for state purposes. Complete Schedule R if apportioning income. See instructions • 1 9  - 31 , 57 1  00 
E 20 Net operating loss (NOL) carryover deduction. See instructions • 20 00 0 u 21 Pierce's disease, EZ, lARZ, TTA, or LAMBRA NOL carryover .: 
a; z deduction. See instructions • 21 00 
<( 22 Disaster loss carryover deduction. See instructions • 22 00 ' 
0 23 Net income for tax ourooses. Combine line 20 throuoh !ine 22. Then, subtract from line 1 9  • 23 -31 , 57 1  00 

24 TaK 8 . 8 4 0 o/o x line 23 (not less than minimum franchise lax, if applicable). See instructions • 24 8 0 0  00 
25 New jobs credit a) amount generated • b) amount claimed • 25b 00 
26a Credit name code no. amount � 26a 00 ---

b Credit name code no. amount � 26b 00 ---• • 27 To claim more than two credits, see instructions • 27 00 x • 28 Add line 25b through line 27 • 28 0 00 .... 
29 Balance. Subtract line 28 from line 24 {not less than minimum franchise tax, if applicable) • 29 8 0 0  00 
30 Alternative minimum tax. Attach Schedule P (1 00). See instructions • 30 0 00 
31 Total tax. Add line 29 and line 30 . • 31 8 0 0  00 
32 Overpayment from prior year allowed as a credit 32 

' ' ' 
<II 00 $ 33 2012 Estimated tax payments. See instructions 33 00 c .. • 

E 34 2012 Wlthholding (Form 592-8 and/or 593). See instructions ;>, .. 34 00 
• 35 Amount paid with extension of time to file tax return ll. • 35 00 ·.· 

36 Total oa,,,.,.,ents. Add line 32 throuoh line 35 _ . . . . . . - - . . . . • 36 00 

• 0 3 4  3 6 0 1 1 2 4  Form 1 00 c1 2012 Side 1 • 



CITY TERRACE , LLC 

• = D 
E = 0 
E <( 
� 

"C 0 
'$ "' 

3510129 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 

42 

43 

Franchise or income tax due. If line 31 is nnre than line 36, subtract fine 36 from!ine 31. Go to fme 40 
Overpayment If line 36 is more than line 31, subtract line 3i from line 36 . 
Amount of line 38 to be credited to 2013 estimated tax 
Use tax. This is not a total line. See instructions .. 1 4D I 
Refund. If the sum of tine 39 and line 40 is less than line 38, then subtract the result from line 38 

See instructions to have the refund directly deposited. a Routing number 
b 

a 
b 

Type: Checking • 0 Savings • D c Account number 
Penalties & Interest UP 
• D Check if

.
�stim

.
�t� ����·11; ·

c����te
.
d �si�g Exce�tio� B 

-�r c_· s��-
i�-�tr�-

cti���.
· 

Total amount due. Add line 37, line 39, line 40, and line 42a. Then, subtract line 38 from the result 

• 
• 37 
.. 38 
• 39 

loo . . . 

• 41 
e I 41a 
e I 41c 
22 • 42a 

43 
Schedule Q Questions (continued from Side 1} 3. Of !his and one or more other corpa-a5orrs o'Mled or con!rolled, 
C If the corporation filed on a water's-edge basis pursuant to R&TC 

Sections 25110 and 251 13  in previous years, enter the 
direcHyor indireclly, by !he same interests? 

1f 1 or 3 is "Yes,' enter lhe country of the ulfirmlc parent 

800 DO 
DO 
OD . . . . 

, 
.• ' 

DO 

22 00 

822 OD 
e 0 Yes � No 

date the water's-edge election ended e ·--------------------
D Was the corprration's iricorre included in a corisof1daled federal return? 
E Principal business activity code. 

e 0 Yes � No 

• 23 6110  

F 

(Do not leave blank): 
Business activity 
Product or service 

Date incorporated: 

REAL ESTATE 
REAL ESTATE 

01/30/2004 
Where: • State CA Country 

G Date business began in California or date income was first derived 

H 

from California sources • 01/30/2004 
First return? e D Yes I!] No !f "Yes" and this corporation is a 
successor to a previously existing business, check the appropriate box. 
e (1) D sole proprietorship {2} D partnership (3) D joint venture 

(4) D corporation (5) D other 
{attach st.ateJl1.ent  showing name,  address, and FEIN/SSN/ITfN,of 
previous·'.bUSine-ss). · 
"Doing ��sines� a_�" n a�e·:·See:instru ctions·:; •---�--�---
C ITY' TERRACE, LLC 

J 1. During this taxable year, did en other per:mri or legal entity acquire control 
or majority ownersl1ip {more thari a 50% interest) of this corvoratiori 

or any of its subsi.:liaries Iha! owned California rea! property U.e , larid, bufldirigs}, 

leased such property for a tenn of 35 years or more, or le!lsed 

sucn property from a govemmerit agericy for any term? e 0 Yes � No 
Duririg this taxable year, did this corporatiori or any of its subsidiaries acquire control 
or m<1jorily owner&11p (1mre then a 50% interest) in ario!her Jega! en My !hat owned 
Carilomia real property (i.e., land, buildin�). !eased such property for a term of 35 
��e����' �� l�a�ed

.
s��h .pr��r

.
I� from� g���m��t ageric: for• D Yes 

3. Duling this taxable year. has more than 50% of the voting stock of this corporation 

cumulatWely trarisferred iri orie or more trarisactions after an interest m California 

reel property {i.e .. land, buildirigs) was transfem:!d to it that was e�cluded 

� No 

from property tax reassessmerit under R&TC Seel ion 62(eX2) end rt was not 
reported ori a previous year's tax mtum? . . . . . . . . . . . e D Yes l!J No 

(Yes requires filing of statement, penalties may apply · see instructions.) 
K M any lime during the la>:able year, was more than 50% of !he voting stock: 

1 .  Of the corporation owned by any single interest? • D Yes [!] No 
2. Ofanother corporation owned by this corporafion? e D Yes � No 

L 

M 

N 

1f 1, 2, or 3 is 'Yes,' furnish a statement of ownership irid1c.t1tirig 
pertirienl narres, addresses, arid percentages of stock O"MJed 
tf the owner{s) is Em indMdua!, pro\.ide the SSNl!T!N 

Has the corporation included a reportable transaction 
or listed transaction within this return? O {See instructions for definitions) • Yes l!J No 
If  "Yes," complete and attach federal Fann 8886 for each transaction. 
Is this corporation apportioning income to California 
using Schedule R? . e D Yes � No 
How many affiliates in  the combined report are daiming 
immunity from taxation in California under 
Public Law 86-272? •-----------

0 Corporation headquarters are: e (1) I!] Within California 
(2) 0 Outside of California, v.ithin the U.S. (3) 0 Outside of the U.S. 

P Location of principal accounti ng records See Stmt 1 

(2)'0- Accrual (3) O other 
have a !': -"' 

. ,. 
e Oves � No 

s 
T 

!f"Yes.' enter lhe tolal balance of all DISAs •$----��--��
Is this corporation or any of its subsidiaries a RIC? e D Yes I!] No 

u 

fs this corporaHon lreated as a REMC for B �X California purposes? • Yes 
Is this corporation a REIT for California purposes? e Yes 

No 
No 

V Is this corporaHori an LLC or limited partriership 
elecling to be taxed as a corporabon foc fed era! 
purposes? 

W Is this corporation to be treated as a credit union? : a�:: � No 
� N o  

x Is !he corporation urider audit by the IRS or has it 
beeri audited by the JRS iri a prior year? e O Yes � N o  

y HaYe all required inforrralion retwns (e_g_ federal 
Form; 1099. 5471, 5472, 8300, 8865, etc) been 
filed 'loi!h the Frarichise Tax Board? � NIA Z Does !he taxpayer {or any corp. of lhe taxpayer's cornbiried group, rt 
applicable) O'Ml 80% or more of the stock of ari insurance company? 

AA Did the corpornliori fi!e lhe federal 
Schedule lffP (Form 1120)? 

BB Does ariy rrerrtier of the corrtiiried report O'Ml ari SMLLC or 
generate/claim credits !hat are attributable to an SM.LC? 

0 Yes D No 

0Yes � No 

0 Yes � No 

0Yes � No 

Sign 
Here 

��;[;E;�,ti!�g����el g�����Jg�1�rp
a
��i��{o���r���1�;�83�)ui�����������f5��i i�����ii����ok�o;feEJri�f ITTf knoWedge and belief. it is 

Sigriature Tlt!a Date 9 Telephone 

oromcer lJI.- President 
Officers email 

-----;���"re='
,
�':�::�

,
�:�'�''�"�''�----------------------.-o�.

�,�,
-------.-�C�h.�c7k�tf�,,�.�,_--; fi PT1N 

'""''"" b> 06/ 10/14 em to .. X P01448951 Paid 
Preparer's 
Use Only Firm's name (or you!!;. 

If self-employed ) 

arid addrn� 

.. !��
2
A��������gA�:d

s
�:x

B
Services 

Downey, CA 9 0 240-4015 
May the FTB discuss this return with the preparer shown above? See instructions 

• Side 2 Form iOO c1 2012 0 3 4  3 60 2 1 2 4  

fi FEIN 
ti\ Telephorie 

For Privacy Notice, get form FTB 1131. • 



( 

CITY TERRACE , LLC 
3 5 1 0 1 2 9  

Schedule A Taxes Deducted. Use additional sheet(s) if necessary 
(a) (b) 

Nature of tax Taxing authority 
See Statement 2 

Total. Enter total of column (c) on Schedule F, line 17, and total of column (cl) on Side 1, line 2 or line 3. 

• 

(c) 
Total amount 

If the corooralion uses California comoutation methcd to comoute !he net income, see instructions. 8 , 1 00 
Schedule F Com utation of Net I ncome. See instructions. 

• " 0 '!; " "ll D 

1 a) Gross receipts or gross sales 
b} Less returns and allowance c) Balance . 

2 Cost of goods sold. Attach federal Form 1 1 25-A (California Schedule V) .  
3 Gross profit. Subtract line 2 from line 1 c  
4 Total dividends. Attach federal Schedule C, California Schedule H (100} . 
5 a) Interest on obligations of the United States and U.S. instrumentalities 

b) Other interest. Attach schedule . 

6 Gross rents 
7 Gross royalties 
8 Capital gain net income. Attach federal Schedule D (California Schedule D) 
9 Ordinary gain (!ass). Attach federal Form 4797 (California Schedule D-1) . 

10 Other income (loss). Attach schedule 
1 1  Total income. Add line 3 through line 1 0  
12 Compensation of officers. Attach federal Form 1 1 25-E or 

equivalent schedule 
13 Salaries and wages (not deducted elsewhere) . 
14 Repairs 
15 Bad debts 
16 Rents 
1 7  Ta�es (California Schedule A). S�e in.�tru�tib�·; 
18 Interest. Attach schedule 

• 12  

• 13  

14 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

00 

11 969 

19 c��trib-uti
.
ons, Att�c

-
h -sCh�d·

u
·
I�· : · ;-. ���S�e�···�e�·�·�s�tm�· ·�·�:t,.,·,.,· p��'t--":"+-cc_-,-�---.,.-,"T' 

20 Depreciation. Attach federal 
Form 4562 and FTB 3885 1-'2�0'->------��---+--"-r--�--�----+-< 

21 Less depreciation claimed 
52 1 7 2  elsewhere on return �21_•�---------�•"+-2_1_b-+------�--+� 

22 Depletion. Attach schedule
.

. • 22 

23 Advertising _ 23 

24 Pension , profit·sharing plans, etc. 24 

25 Employee benefit plans 25 

26 a) Total travel and entertainment 
b} Deductible amounts • 26b 

27 Other deductions. Attach schedule See S tmt 4 • 27 

28 Specific deduction for organizations under R&TC 
Section 23701r or23701t . See instructions • 28 

5 2 1 6  00 , 

00 

1c 

2 

3 
4 

Sa 
Sb 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10  

1 1  

29 Total deductions. Add line 12 through line 28 . • 29 

30 Net income before state ad·uslmenls. Subtract line 29 from line 1 1 . Enter here and on Side 1, Ii ne 1 . • 30 

S h d f J A  c e u e  dd-On Taxes and Recaoture of Tax Credits. See instructions. 
1 UFO recapture due to S corporation election, JRC Sec. 1363(d) deferral: $ .. 1 

2 Interest computed under the look-back melhcd for completed long-term contracts (Attach form FTB 3834) • 2 

3 Interest on tax attributable to installment: a Sales of certain timeshares and residential lots .. 3a 
b Method for n ondealer installment obligations • 3b 

4 JRC Section 1 97(�(9)(B)(ii) election • 4 

5 Credit recapture name: • 5 

6 Combine line 1 through line 5, revise Side 2, line 37 or line 38, whichever applies, by th is amount. 
Write "Schedule J" to the left of line 37 or line 38 . • 6 

(d) 
Non deductible amount 

00 
00 

00 

0 00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

7 9 '  6 91 00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

7 9 , 691 00 

1 1 0 '  2 9 6  00 
- 30 ' 605 00 

00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

00 

• 0 3 4  3 6 0 3 1 2 4  Form 1 0 0 c1 2012 Side 3 • 



CITY TERRACE , LLC 
3 5 1 0 1 2 9  

Schedule V Cost of Goods Sold 

1 Inventory at beginning of year 
2 Purchases 
3 Cost of labor 
4 a Additional IRC Section 263A costs. Attach schedule 

b Other costs. Attach schedule 
5 TotaL Add line 1 through line 4b 

6 Inventory at end of year 
7 Cost of goods sold. Subtract line 6 from line 5. Enter here and on Side 3, Schedule F, line 2 
Method of inventory valuation 111-
Was there any change in determining quantities. costs of valuations between opening and closing inventory? . 
Jf "Yes," attach an explanation. 
Enter California seller's perm it number, if any 111-

• 

411 

411 
El> 

Check if the LIFO inventory method was adopted this taxable year for any goods. If checked, attach federal Form 970 _ 
If the LIFO inventory method was used for this taxable year, enter the amount of closing inventory under UFO 
Do the rules of !RC Section 263A (with respect to property produced or acquired for resale) apply to the corporation? . 

1 00 

2 00 

3 00 

4a 00 

4b 00 

5 00 

6 00 

7 00 

D Yes D No 

D 
D Yes D No 

The corporation may not be required to complete Schedules L, M-1, and M-2 See Schedule M-1 instructions for reporting requirements 
Schedule L Balance Sheet 

Assets 
1 Cash 
2 a Trade notes and accounts receivable 

b Less allowance for bad debts 

3 Inventories 
4 Federal and state government obligations 

5 Other current assets. 

6 Loans to stoc.kholderslOfficers 

7 Mortgage and real estate loans 

8 Other investments. Stmt 5 
9 a Building_s and other �x.ed depre<:i11b!e assets 

b Less acc·umu1aied deprecici!fon · · 
1 0 a Depletable assets 

b Less accumulated depletion 
1 1  Land (net of any amortization) 
1 2  a Intangible assets (amortlzable only} 

b Less accumulated amortization 
1 3  Other assets. 

14 Total assets. 
Liabilities and Stockholders' Equity 
15 Accounts payable 
16 M:lrlflages, notes, bonds payable in less than 1 year 

1 7  Other current liabilities. S tmt 6 
1 8  Loans from stockholders S tm t 7 
1 9  Mxlgeges, notes, bonds payable in 1 year or rmre 

20 Other liabilities. 
21 Capital stock: a Preferred stock. 

b Common stock 
22 Paid-in or capital surplus. Atlnch reconaliation 
23 Retained earnings -

Apprupriated . 
24 Retained earnings - Unapprupriated 
25 Adjustments to shareholders' 

equity . .  
26 Less cost of treasury stock 
27 Total liabilities and stockholders' equity . 

• Side 4 Form 100 c1 2012 

( . 

( 

Beginning of taxable year End of taxable year 
(a) 

.· 
. 

) .. 

. . . · 

. 

1 , 0 9 6 , 6 9 8  

I f  

(b) (c) (d) 
- 1 .  82 9 < .· 3 , 870 . • 

. . ·.·.· . . • 
•( • . . . .  · .· • 

' • 

' : . . . . · . · /�: ·: ,,· .. 

' 
1 ,  937 ' 0 6 4  .·. 

. 
... . ... • 

4 , 5 07 , 45 8  

8 , 34 9  
6 6 9 , 93 5  

2 . 8 0 8 . 40 0  
. 

• 
1 , 0 96 , 69 8  • 

- 7 5 , 92 4  

4 , 5 0 7  , 45 8  . 

. ,  .. . : .•:, :: 
' " ' 

. . . 

1 , 0 9 6 , 6 9 8  
. 

. ··• . .. · 

• 2 , 2 34 , 522 

• 
• 4 , 4 66 , 169 

• 
• 

• 
. . 

• 

• 
• 

( 

2 

1 

557 
6 7 9 , 34 8  
7 96 . 095 

. 
·. 

0 96 , 698 

- 1 0 6 , 52 9  

4 , 4 66 , 169 
) 

0 3 4  3 6 0 4 1 2 4  • 



CITY TERRACE , LLC 
3 5 1 0 1 2 9  

• 
Schedule M-1 Reconciliation of Income (Loss) per Books With Income (Loss) per Return. 

ff the corporation completed federal Schedule M-3 {Form 1 120/1120-F}, see instructions. 
Net income per books . .., -30 6 0 5  7 Income recorded on books this year not 

2 Federal income tax 
3 Excess of capital losses over capital gains _ 

• 1---------; @,_ _______ _, 
included in this return (itemize) 

a Tax-exempt 
4 Taxable income not recorded on books this year 

(itemize} 
interest $ ________ _ 

$ _______ _ 

c Total. Adcitine 708iid 
b Other 

5 Expenses recorded on books this year not deducted in this return Qtemize) 
8 

line 7b . 
Deductions in th is return not charged 
against book income this year (itemize) 

a Depreciation $ ________ _ 

b State taxes $ ________ 
_ 

a Depreciation $ 9 6 6 
b Slate tax refunds $ ---------

c Travel and c Other $ 
en!erlaimrenl $ ________ _ 

d Total.AdcilineBa -
---------

d Other 
e T otaL Ad((rlne -5a 

through line 5d 

$ ________ _ 

6 Total. Add line 1 throu h line 5e . 

1 Balance at beginning of year 
2 Net income per books . 
3 Other increases (itemize) 

9 
through fine Sc 

Total .  .Add line 7c and line 8d . 
Net income per return. 
Subtract line 9 from line 6 . 

e - 7 5 9 2 4 5 Distributions: a Cash 

• - 3 0 , 60 5  b Stock 
c Property . 

6 Other decreases (itemize) 

7 Total. Add line 5 and line 6 
8 Balance at end of year. 

4 Total. Add line 1 throu h line 3  - 1 0 6  5 2 9  Subtract line 7 from line 4 . _ 
Schedule D California Capital Gains and Losses 
Part I Short:-Terri'i ·capita.I Gains and Losses_.::;2'AsS'e;ts H.�ld. Orie,.'Year; .. or L��s. \:JSe ad,dition at sh'e"et(s) if ne.cessarY. 

(a) '.• .·• ';'.(b) ) . Kind of property and descripli.o'n . Oate -��q u ired 
(Example, 100 shares of Z Co.) . (mo."day, yr.) 

1 

•;; �c) ;; � ·: 
; . /_ :·bat_� so)� 

, 

(mo., Clay, yr.) ·-: 
/ 

'.� \U/ ('.'. .. 

Gr��-5.;siilleS'· pnce 

2 Short-term capital gain from installment sales from form FTB 3805E, line 26 or line 37 
3 Unused capital loss carryover from 2011 
4 Net short-term canital aain (Joss). Combine line 1 throuah line 3 . 

' (e) •. 

c·ost Or other 
basis piCis 

exnense of sale 

• 
2 
3 
4 

P rt ll L a onq- erm ap1 a1ns an C '!al G . d L  asses - 550 e ore an ne A ts H ld M  Th 0 Y ear. u se a ddT I h t( ) 'f 1 1ona s ee s 1 necessary. 

5 

6 Enter gain from Schedule D-1,  line 9 and/or any capita! gain distributions 6 
7 Long-term capital gain from installment sales from form FTB 3805E, tine 26 or line 37 7 

8 Ne! long-term capital gain (loss). Combine fine 5 through line 7 • 8 
9 Enter excess of net short-term capital gain (line 4) over net long-term capital loss (line 8) 9 

1 0 Net capital gain. Enter excess of net long-term capital gain Qine 8) over net short-term capital loss (line 4) . 10 
1 1  Total lines 9 and 10. Enter here and on Form 100, Side 1 ,  l in e 5. 

If losses exceed oains, carrv fmward losses to 2013 _ . _ . _ · - · - · ·  1 1  

• ,__ ____ 9_6_6 
966 

-31 571 

• r-------• r-------• 1-------�-

. 

- 1 0 6  529 

' . .  
• ; {tJ Gain (lps�) 

(d) less (e) 

00 

00 
00 
00 
00 

00 

00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

00 

• 0 3 4  3 6 0 5 1 2 4  Form 1 00 c1 2012 Side 5 • 



TAXABLE YEAR Net Operating Loss ( NOL) Computation and 
2 0 1 2  NOL and Disaster Loss Limitations - Corporations 

Attach to Form 1 00 Form 1 00W, Form 1008 or Form 109. 

Corporation name 
CITY TERRACE LLC 

During the taxable year the corporation incurred the NOL the corporation was a(n): [!] C corporation 
D S corporation 0 Exempt organization D Limited Liability Company (electing to be taxed as a oorporation) 

• CALIFORNIA FORM 

3805Q 
California corporation number 

3 5 1 0 1 2 9  
FEIN 

20-10250 6 8  
Jf the corporation previously filed California tax returns under another corporate name, enter the corporation name and California corp:iralion number: 

If the corporation is included in a combined report of a unitary group, see instructions, General Information C, Combined Reporting. 

Part I Current year NOL. If the corporation does not have a current year NOL, go to Part I I .  

Net loss from Form 100, line 19; Form 1 00W, line 1 9; Form 100S, line 16; or Form 109, line 2. 

Enter as a positive number . 

2 2 0 1 2  disaster loss included in line 1 .  Enter as a positive number 

3 Subtract line 2 from line 1 .  If zero or less, enter -0- and see instructions 

4 a Enter the amount of the loss incurred by a new business included in line 3 . 4a 
b Enter the amount of the loss incurred by an eligible small business included in line 3 . 4b 
c Add line 4a and line 4b 

5 Gen eral NOL. Subtract line 4c from line 3 

6 2012 NOL carryover. Add line 2, line 4c, end line 5. See instructions 

Part I I  NOL carrvover and disaster loss canvover limitations_ See I nstructions. 

1 Net income (loss) - En!erthe amount from Form 100, line 19; Form 100W, line 19; Form 100S, line 16 less 

line 17 (but not less than -0-); or Form 109, line 2. S_ee . Works_heet 
Prior Year NOLs 

(•) (b) (o) (d) (•) (ij 
Year of Code - See instructions Type of NOL - Initial loss Carryover Amount used 

loss See below 
. 

from 2011 in 2012 

f . · 
. . · . 

\ ,  •i : . . 
2 : . 

. .. :, .. . .. · . . . '::._; 

Current Year NOLs 

3 2012 DIS 

4 2012 

2012 

2012 

2012 

*Type of NOL: General (GEN), New Business (NB), Eligible Smell Business (ESB), or Disaster (DIS). 

Part 111 2012 NOL deduction 
Total the amounts in Part 1 1 ,  line 2, column (f) 

2 Enter the total amount from line 1 that represents disaster loss carryover deduction here and on Form 100, line 22; 
Form 100W, line 22; or Form 1 OOS. line 20. Form 109 filers enter-0· 

3 Subtract line 2 from line 1. Enter the result here and on Form 100, line 20; Form 100W, line 20; Form 1005, line 18; 
or Form 109, line 7 

• 0 3 4  7 5 2 1 12 4  

· .. ·' : 

. 

. . 

I 

31 , 57 1  DO 

2 DO 
3 3 1 , 57 1  DO 

I�� 
4c DO 

5 3 1  5 7 1  DO 
6 31 , 57 1  DO 

�) 
Available batance 

(h) 
C<myover to 2013 

col. (e) -col. (f) 

. 

: ;;• .- J .. .. • ... . .  : 

. 
COL (d) - col. (f) 

. 

·. 

·. 

00 

2 00 

3 OD 

FTB 3805Q 2012 • 



Form 3805Q I 
CA Net Operati ng Loss and Disaster Loss Carryover Worksheet - Page 1 

I 201 2  
For calendar year 2012 or fisca l  year beginning 1 0 / 0 1 / 12 , and ending 0 9 / 3 0 / 1 3  

Name California Corporation Number Employer Identification Number 

CITY TERRACE , LLC 3 5 1 0 1 2 9  

PART ll Net operating loss carryover and disaster loss carryover lim itations 

Net income (loss} - Enter the remaining available balance from CA NOL and 

Disaster Loss Carryover Worksheet, page 2, column (g) 

(a) Year (b) 
of Loss Code 

0 9/ 3 0 / 05 
0 9 / 30 / 05 ' . 

0 9/ 3 0 / 0 6  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 6  ' ' 

0 9/ 3 0 / 0 7  
0 9 / 3 0 / 07 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 8  
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 8  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 9  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 9  
0 9/ 3 0 / 1 0  
0 9/ 3 0 / 1 0  . . . 

0 9 / 3 0 / 1 1  
0 9/ 3 0 / 1 1  
0 9 / 3 0 / 12 
0 9 / 3 0 / 12 I' 

Current Year: 

Disaster Loss 

General NOL . . .  

Carryover Available to Next Year . 

(c) NOL 

Type* 

D I S  
GEN 
DIS 
GEN 
D I S  
GEN 
.DIS 
'GEN 
D I S  
GEN 
D I S  
GEN 
DIS 
GEN 
D I S  
GEN 

. . . 

Total 201 2  Deduction 

. 

· - ·  . .  · - . .  

.·. ' 

(d) Initial Loss 

. 

90 , 3 93 

5 9 , 0 6 9  

7 . 85 4  

31 , 5 7 1  

. . . . 

(e) Carryover (f) Amount used 

from 2011 in 2012 

, ... -� , 

•' - -- - · -- 22 , 3 6 8  ... 

. 
·

.·. 

.· . 
. 

. .. 

··· 59 , 0 6 9  

7 . 8 5 4  

. . . 

Total 2012 Disaster Loss Deduction 

2 0 - 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  

(g) Available Balance 

- 3 1 , 5 7 1  

.•. : • < :fr .  ·<'' ... ' 

. .' . .. \ ..... . ·.······· '  

, . ... . .  

<· · . 
. 

·. ' 

• 
. . . 

. - _._. ';' ,,_ ,·_-· 

. . . 

.. 

.. . . , . . . .  , _, 
.. 

. � 
(h) Carryover 

to 2013 

2 2 , 3 6 8  

5 9 , 0 6 9  

7 , 8 5 4  

3 1 . 5 7 1  

1 2 0 , 8 6 2  

* NOL Type: General (GEN), New Business (NB), Eligible Small Business {ESB}, or Disaster (DIS) 



Form 3805Q I 
CA Net Operating Loss and Disaster Loss Carryover Worksheet - Page 2 

I 2012 
For calendar year 2012 or fiscal year beginning 1 0 / 0 1 / 1 2  

Name 

CITY TERRACE , LLC 

PART ll N L O carrvover an d d" 1saster oss carryover limitations 

Netincome (loss) - Enter the amount from Form 100/1 DOW, line 19; Form 109, line 2; or Fann 1 ODS, line 16 less line 17 

(a) Year (b) (c) NOL 

of Loss Code Type "' 

0 9/ 30 / 98 D I S  
0 9/ 3 0 / 9 9  NB 
0 9/ 3 0 / 99 D I S  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 0  NB 
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 0  D I S  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 1  NB 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 1  ESB 
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 1  D I S  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 1  . GEN 
0 9/ 3 0 / 02 ··Na. 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 2 < E SB · 

0 9/ 3 0 / 0 2  ···· D.IS ·:. 
0 9/ 3 0 / 02 GEN 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 3 NB 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 3 ESB 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 3 D I S  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 3 

.. 
GEN 

0 9 / 3 0 / 0 4  NB 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 4 ESB 
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 4 D I S  
0 9/ 3 0 / 04 GEN 

{d) Initial Loss 

. . .. 
·. . . .  

{e) Carryover 

from 201 1  

; 

: :_--; . .. ', :_- -: •. 
... .·· · .·• · ·:. ·· . 

. · 
• .  

--·--- -

. · · .. 

· .. 

, and ending 0 9 / 3 0 / 1 3  
California Corporation Number Employer Identification Number 

3 5 1 0 12 9  2 0 - 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  

(g) Ava�able Balance 
. 

� - 3 1 , 5 7 1  . . . . / ·  
·. · -; ;·- ' :_- .. 

(f) Amount Used (h) Carryover 

in 2012 . .  to 2013 

. .  . . 
• 

· .. · .·•. 
• .  

. .·· .. .. . .. ........ ., ce· < ,,. - -. ' .:-' - '� --
. . : · ·· "  

* NOL Type: General {GEN), New Business (NB), 8igible Smalt Business (ESB), or Disaster (DIS} 



TAAABLE YEAR 

2012 
Corporation Depreciation and Amortization 

Attach to Form 100 or Form 100W. 

• CALIFORNIA. FORM 

3885 
Corporation name Ca!tfomla CO/jloration number 

C I TY TERRACE LLC 
Part I Election To Exnense Certain Pronernr Under I RC Section 179 

1 Maximum deduction under IRC Section 179 for California 
2 Total cost of IRC Section 179 property placed in service 
3 Threshold cost of IRC Section 179 property before reduction in limitation 
4 Reduction in limitation. Subtract line 3 from line 2. If zero or less, enter -0-
5 Dollar limitation for taxable vear. Subtract line 4 from line 1 .  If zero or fess, enter -0- . 

35 1 0 1 2 9  

2 
3 

4 

5 

����������������������������������-<��������__,I
7 Listed property (elected IRC Section 179 cost) I 7 

:.:
· 
.. 8 Total elected cost of IRC Section 179 property. Add amounts in column (c), line 6 and line 7 8 

9 Tentative deduction. Enter the smaller of line 5 or line 8 9 

1 0  Carryover of disallowed deduction from prior taxable years 1 0  
1 1  Business income limitation. Enter the smaller of business income (notless than zero) o r  line 5 1 1  

2 5 , 00 0  

2 0 0 , 000 

12 IRC Section 179 expense deduction. Add line 9 and line 1 0, but d o  not enter more than line 1
r
1�-'--'��������-1�2'-+----------

13 Carrvover of disallowed deduction to 2013. Add line 9 and line 10, less line 1 2  I 13 
Part II Deoreciation and Election of Additional First Year Expense Deduction Under R&TC Section 24356 

(•) (b) (o) {d) (•) (f) (g) 

Descrip
tion of 

property 

Date acquired Cost or other basiS Oeprec1a!lln 

allowed or aUowable 

Depreciation 

method 
life or 

rate 

Depreciation for 

this year 

14 5 SFR BLDG 
1 0 / 0 1/ 0 6  1 , 4 3 4 , 723 

in earlier years 

1 4 6 , 07 7  

· . 

S / L  2 7 . 0  53 , 1 3 8  

· .. 

' 
.
· ·.·· 

' . •· 

15 Add the amounts in column (g) and column (h). The total of column {h) may not exceed $2.000. 
See instructions for line 14, column (h) 

Part I l l  Summarv 
16 Total: lfth e c orporation is electing: 

!RC Section 179 expense, add the amount on line 12 and line 15, column (g) or 
Additional first year depreciation under R& TC Section 24356, add the amounts on line 15, oolumns {g) and (h} or 
Depreciation (if no election is made), enter the amount from line 15, column (g) 

1 7  Total depreciation claimed for federal purposes from federal Form 4562, line 22 
1 8  Depreciation adjustment. If line 17 is greater than line 16, enter the difference here and on Fclrin "fci6 o.r.FOrrii

.
100W: Side· 1." · 

line 6. If line 17 is less than line 16, enter the difference here and on Form 100 or Form 100W, Side 1, line 12. (If California 
depreciation amounts are used to determine net income before state adjustments on Form 100 or Form 100W, no 
adjustment is necessarv.) 

Part IV Amortization 
(•) (b) (o) (d) (•) 

Description of property Date acquired Cost or other bE1sis Ammt1za!un allowed or R&TC sect10n 

allowable in earlier years (see instructions) 

19 

20 Total. Add the amounts in  column (g) 
,21 Tota! amortization claimed for federal purposes from federal Form 4562, line 44 
22 Amortization adjustment. !f line 21 is greater than line 20, enter the difference here and on Fo� .frri or.FOnTI 100W, 

Side 1 ,  line 6. lf line 21 is less than line 20, enter the difference here and on Form 100 or Form 100W, Side 1, line 12 . .  

• 0 3 4  7 62 1 1 2 4  

5 3 , 1 38 

16 
17 

1 8  

(f) 
Period or 

percentage 

20 
21 

22 

(h) 

Addttionel llrs! 

year depreciation 

.. 
·· 

53 , 13 8  
52 ' 1 7 2  

9 6 6  

(g) 
Amort1zatlor> for thts year 

0 

FTB 3885 201 2 • 

, 



TAXABLE YEAR 

2012 
Underpayment of Estimated Tax 
by Corporations 

month day year month day year 

For calendar year 2012 or fiscal year beginning 1 0  / 0 1  /12 , and ending 0 9 / 3 0 / 1 3  

• CAL!FORNlA FORM 

5806 

Corporation name CaHlomia corporation number 

CITY TERRACE LLC 3 5 1 0 1 2 9  
Part I Figure the Underpayment 

1 Current year's tax. See instructions I 1 800 
(a) (b) (cl (d) 

2 Installment due dates. See instructions 2 0 1 / 1 5 / 1 3  0 3 / 1 5 / 1 3  0 6 / 1 5 / 1 3  0 9 / 1 5 / 1 3  
3 Percentage required. See instructions 3 30% (not less than min.) 70% Jess 1st 70% less plior 100% less prier 

4 Amount due. See instructions 4 8 0 0  
5 a Amount paid or credited for each Installment 5a 

b Overpaymmt from prBliious inst8"menl. See instr 5b 
6 Add line 5a and line 5b 6 
7 Underpayment (subtract line 6 from line 4). See instrue-

Lions. Owrpayrren! {Sllblrncl line 4 from line 6) 

(H' line 7 sho'AIS an underpa)'1TEnl for any instaf!men� 8 0 0  
i:io to Part N, Exceptions Worksheets.) 7 

Part II Exceptions to the Penalty 
If Exceotion A, line Ba is met for all fou r installments do not attach this form to the return. 

(check the applicable boxes) Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes No 
8 a Exception A - Regular Corporations, line 26 Sa x x x x 

b Exception A- Large Corporations. See instructions Sb x x 
9 Exception 8 {line 42) met? 9 x x x x 

1 0  Exception c (line 64) met? 1 0  x x x x 
Part Ill Figure the Penalty If line 7 shows an underpayment for any installment and one of the three exceptions was not met, figure the penalty for that 

installment by completing line 1 1  through line 22. 
11 Enter the earU.er. of  the payment date, or the 15th 1 · " ·· \ day of the;?fd.mOnth afterJhe.c!ose of-the tax- •. 

.... . . 

. 

able yea/{fonn 109!�1ers, ·�ell"��t�ctiOns 1 1  See WorkshE et . •  r . .· .· 

12 Number of dayS'from date shOvfflOri line.2 .. ·. ·' · . . . 
to date shoVolll on line 11  12 

13 Number of days on line 12 before 7/01/12 1 3  
1 4  Number o f  days on line 1 2  after 6/30/12 

and before 1/01/13 14 
15 Number of days on line 1 2 after 12/31112 

and before 07/01/13 15 
16 Number of days on line 12 after 6/30/13 

and before 01/01/14. See instr. 1 6  
1 7  Number of days on line 12 after 12/31/13 

and before 2/15/14 17 
18  Number of days on line 1 3  

Number of days in taxable year x 4% x  line 7 18 
19 Number of days on line 14 

Number of days in taxable year x 3%> x line 7 1 9  
20 Number of days on line 15 

Number of days in taxable year x 3°/Q x line 7 20 
21 Number of days on line 16 

Number of days in taxable year 
x % {see 
inslructioos) x line 7 21 

22 Number of days on line 17 
Number of days in taxable year 

x o/o(see 
22 ins!ructions) x line 7 

22a Add amounts for each column from 
line 18 through line 22 22a 

22b Total estimated penalty due. Add llne 22a, column (a) through column (d). Enter here and on Form 100, tine 42a; I 22b Fann 100W, line 41a; Form 100S, !ine41a; or Form 109, line 25 22 

• 0 3 4  7 6 9 1 1 2 4  FTB 5806 2012 Side 1 • 

. 



3 5 1 0 1 2 9  • CITY TERRACE , LLC 

Part IV Exceptions Worksheets Even if line 7 shows an underpayment for any installment, the Franchise Tax Board (FTB) will not assess a penalty if timely 
payments were made and they equal or exceed the amount determined under any of the ihree exceptions for the same installment period. 

Exception A - P rior Year's Tax - Regular C orporations 
23 Prior year's tax (the return must have been for a full 1 2  months) . I 23 

la\ lb\ le\ d) 

30o/o (not less than min,) 70% 70% 1 00%1 
24 Enter line 23 x the percentage shown 24 
25 Armun! paid by the installrrent due date (currula!i�) 25 
26 If line 25 is greater than line 24, the exception was met 

Check 'Yes• here and check lhe applicable "Yes' box in 
Part 11, tine Ba_ If rine 24 is greater than line 25, !he 
exception \lv<IS not rrel Check 'No" here and check 
the applicable "/\lo" box in Par! J!, fine Ba . 26 Yes No 

Exception A - Prior Year's Tax - Large Corporations 
Use this exception only if prior year tax is less than current year tax. 
27 Current year's tax . 

x Yes No x Yes No x Yes No 

I 27 
1 st Installment 2nd Installment 

28 a Installment due. Enter line 23 x 30% 
b Installment due. Enter fine 27 x 70% 

29 Amount paid by the installment due date (cumulative) 
30 Compare the amount on line 28 with the amount on fine 29. If line 28 is greater than line 29, 

the exception was not met Check "Yes" or "No" and check applicable boxes on line Sb. 
To meet this exception you must check "Yes" for both installments 

See instructions regarding amounts to use for installment 3 and inSt'cinnierit 4 
Exception B -Tax on Annualized (a) 

Current Year lncom e 
Enter number of months for each period. See 
instructions ,,_ 
31 Enter taxable.income for each 

annuali�tiOn P�rio,�k- 31 ' . 
· 

32 Annuahzati�·ii.armun.� � insli-uctjcins 32 . ' • 

33 a Annu·a·nzid' taX8tlfe in�ome. 
.... 

Multiply line 31 by line 32 33a 
b R&TC Section 23802(e) 

deduction (S corporations only) 33b 
c Net income. Subtract line 

33b from line 33a 33c 
34 Tax. Multiply line 33c by the 

current tax rate 34 
35 Tax credits for each payment period 35 
36 Subtract line 35 from line 34 36 
37 Other taxes* 37 
38 Total tax. Add line 36 and line 37 38 
39 Applicable percentage. For short 

period returns (taxable year of 
less than 1 2  months), see the 
instructions for Part !, line 3 39 30% 

40 Installment due. Multiply line 38 (not less than min.) 
by line 39 40 

41 Amount paid by the installment 
due date (cumulative) 41 

42 If line 41 is greater than line 40, the 
exception was met. Check "Yes" here 
and check the applicable "Yef{ box in 
Part H, line 9. If line 40 is greater than 
line 41, the exception was not met. 
Check "No" here and check the 
applicable "No" box in Part II, llne 9. 42 Yes No x Yes 

28a 
28b . · 
29 

30 Yes 

(b) 

. .... ' ,i;, 
. ' . l i  ·· · ·' . ,  .. , 

70o/o 

No x Yes 

I No 

(c) 

. . 
. · .. . 

70% 

No 

x Yes 

' 

x Yes 
*Include alternative minimum tax, S corporation taxes from Schedule D (1005) and from the excess net passive income, the QSub annual tax, installment 
ammmt credit recapture, and the minimum franchise tax. 

• Side 2 FTB 5806 2012 0 3 4  7 6 9 2 1 2 4  

I No 

(d) 

. 

1 OQO/o 

No x 

x 

' 

x 

• 



Form 5806 I 
CA Underpayment of Estimated Tax Worksheet Page 2 

0 9/ 3 0 / 13 I 2012 
For calendar vear 2012 or fiscal vear beainninQ 

Name 

j 
CITY TERRACE , 

Due date of estimated payment 
Amount of underpayment 
Withholding 

Date of payment 
Amount of payment 

LLC 

1st Pymt 

1st Qtr. 
0 1 / 1 5 / 1 3  

800 

2 n d  Pymt 

1 0 / 0 1 / 12 , and endinn 
California Corporation Number 

3510129 
2nd Otr. 

0 3 / 1 5 / 1 3  

3rd Pymt 

3rd Qtr. 
0 6/ 1 5 / 1 3  

4th Pym! 

Employer Identification Number 

2 0 - 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  
4th Qtr. 

0 9 / 15/1 3 

5th Pymt 

Qtr From To Underpayment Days Rate Penal ty 

1 1 / 1 5 / 1 3  12/ 1 5 / 1 3  8 0 0  334 3 . 0 0 22 

Total Penalty 22 
============ 



Form 1 00/ 1 CA Contribution Carryover Worksheet 

0 9 /  3 0 / 1 3  I 2012 1 00S/100W 
For calendar vear 2012 or fiscal vear beainninn 

Name 

J 
CITY TERRACE , LLC 

Charitable Contributions Prior Year 

Preceding Excess Carryover 
Tax Year Contributions Utilized 

5th 0 9 / 3 0 / 0 8  
<th 0 9 /3 0 / 0 9 
hm 0 9 / 3 0 / 1 0  
ted 0 9 / 3 0 / 1 1  
t>t 0 9 /3 0 / 1 2  2 5 0  

Charitable Contribution Carrvover To Current Year 
Current Year 0 ··. 
Charitable Contribution Carrvover Available To Next Year 

AMT Charitable Contributions Prior Year 

Preceding AMT Excess Carryover 
Tax Year Contributions Utilized 

th 0 9 / 3 0 / 0 8  
th 0 9 / 3 0 / 0 9  
"' 0 9 / 3 0 / 1 0  
"' 0 9 / 3 0 / 1 1  

t>I 0 9 /3 0 / 1 2  2 5 0  
, AMT Charitable Contribution Carrvover To Current Year 
) Current Year ,._·,' 

, 
.0 ·1r % .. , . ' fo/ 'W. -oK,'f.<'.;i'>',, 

AMT Charitable Contril:fUtrorl�Caf�yoVer'·f\va'ilable �To NexkYear 
. •  

. . . · .. .•. . ··· .. 

1 0 / 0 1 / 12 and endino 

ft 
.: 

California Corporation Number Employer Identification Number 

3 5 1 0 1 2 9  

Carrvover 

2 5 0  
2 5 0  

Carrvover 

2 5 0  
2 5 0  

'1 .�.: }j1 '-
<: ·<.'- ' .·.· .· , 

' 
•.< ,• .· . 

2 0 - 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  

Current Year 

Carryover 
Utilized 

Current Year 

Carryover 
Utilized 

. 

. 

' . .. 

Next Year 

Carrvover 

2 5 0  
. 

0 
2 5 0  

Next Year 
AMT Contributions 

Carrvover 

2 5 0  

.·· 
0 

-. · .• ,, .:- , 2 5 0  



Forrn 3805Q I 
CA AMT Net Operating Loss and Disaster Loss Carryover Worksheet - Page 1 

I 2012 
For calendar year 2012 or fiscal year beginning 1 0 / 0 1 / 12 , and ending 0 9 / 3 0 / 1 3  

Name California Corporation Number Employer I dentification Number 

CITY TERRACE , LLC 

PART II Net operatirig loss carryover and disaster loss carryover limitations 

Net income (loss) " Enter the remaining available balance from CA AMT NOL and 

Disaster Loss Carryover V\'orksheet, page 2. column (g) 

(a) Year (b) 

of Loss Code 

0 9/ 3 0 / 0 5  
0 9/ 30 / 05 
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 6  
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 6  
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 7  
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 7  

.· · 
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 8  
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 8  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 9  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 9  I 
0 9/ 3 0 / 1 0  
0 9/ 3 0 / 1 0  
0 9/ 3 0 / 1 1  
0 9/ 3 0 / 1 1 
0 9/ 3 0 / 1 2 
0 9/ 3 0 / 12 
Current Year: 

Disaster Loss 

General NOL 

Carryover Available to Next Year . .  

(c) NOL 

Type • 

D I S  
GEN 
D I S  
GEN 
D I S  
GEN 
DIS 
.GEN 
J:l.IS 
GEN 
D I S  
GEN 
D I S  
GEN 
D I S  
GEN 

·.·.· .. 

... ·'•. 

. . . . . . .  

Total 2012 Deduction 

. 
·•• 

. . 
·. 

. 

. .  . 

. 

. 

{d) In itial Loss 

. 

. 

. . . 

9 0 , 3 93 

. 
• 59 , 0 6 9  

7 , 8 5 4  

31 . 5 7 1  

. . . 

. . 

. 

. . 

{e) Carryover 

from 2011 

. 
2 8 , 333 

. 

.· 59 , 0 6 9  

7 , 8 5 4  

.•. . 

·

. 

3 5 1 0 1 2 9  

(f) Amount Used 

. . 

in 2012 

··. 

. 

..

. 

. 
·.· 

.

· 

Total 2012 Disaster Loss Deduction 

2 0 - 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  

(g) Available Balance . ·· 

- 2 8 , 4 1 4  
.. .  . 

· .. .... . . · ··• · · 

.
. 

. 
••  

(h} Carryover 

" to2013 . . 
. . . · . 

· .. . . . . .· . 
. : · :c.: . .:.- .. :-�--· 2 8 , 33 3  

.. . 
59 , 0 6 9  

7 . 8 5 4  

· . .· . .. .· 3 1 , 5 7 1  .· 

1 2 6 , 8 2 7  

• NOL Type: General (GEN), New Business (NB), Eligible Small Business (ESB), or Disaster (DIS) 



Form 3805Q I 
CA AMT Net Operating Loss and Disaster Loss Carryover Worksheet - Page 2 

I 201 2 
For calendar year 2012 or fiscal year beginning 1 0 / 0 1 / 12 

Name 

CITY TERRACE , LLC 

PART ll NOL carrvover an d d' 1saster loss carrvover limitations 

Alternative minimum taxable net income/(loss) - Enter 90% of the amount from Schedule P, line 6 

(a) Year (b) (c) NOL (d) Initial Loss {e) Carryover 

of Loss Code Type * from 2011 

0 9/ 3 0 / 9 8  D I S  
0 9/ 3 0 / 9 9  NB 
0 9 / 3 0 / 9 9  D I S  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 0  NB 
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 0  D I S  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 1  NB 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 1  ESB 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 1  D I S  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 1  GEN 
0 9/ 3 0 / 02 NB. 

. 

0 9 / 3 0 / 02 ESB . • 

0 9/ 3 0 / 0 2 D I S  
·
, . 

0 9 / 3 0 / 0 2  GEN 
0 9 / 3 0 / 0 3 NB 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 3 ESB 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 3  D I S  
0 9 / 3 0 / 03 GEN 
0 9 / 3 0 / 04 NB 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 4  ESB 
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 4 D I S  
0 9/ 3 0 / 0 4  GEN 

, and ending 0 9 / 3 0 / 1 3  
California Corporation Number Employer Identification Number 

3 5 1 0 1 2 9  2 0 - 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  

{g) Available Balance I� r ·• r
.

··· 

(f) Amount Used 

in 2012 

· . 

. 
. 

. .  • '  

- 2 8 . 4 1 4 . _,_ ---,: ,
·
:' - -__ ,--: 

< . L .... 

. .
· · 

. , . 
'- _- . ! " 

" . 

: , . . .. 

·\• . + .• . . 

., 
.. > . 

(h) Carryover 

to 2013 

, ,, " . 
-> :,,.,,,-_-

* NOL Type: General {GEN), New Business (NB), Eligible Small Business (ESB), or Disaster (DIS) 



Form 1 00/ CA Rent and Royalty Worksheet 

0 9 / 3 0 / 1 3  I 2012 1 00S/1 00W 
For calendar vear 2012 or fiscal vear beoinnino 1 0 / 0 1 / 12 and endina 

Name California Corporation Number Employer Identification Number \ 
! 

CITY TERRACE , LLC 3 5 1 0 12 9  

P roperty Description 

5 SFR BUILDING 
CITY TERRACE DRIVE 
LOS ANGELES CA 9 0 0 6 3  

Income and Expenses 

Income 

Gross rents 
Gross royalties . 
Income from sale of property reported on Schedule D-1. line 17 . 
Other income 

Total gross income 

Expense 

Advertising 
Auto and Tra��l · · 
Cleanin·g and rf!B_i_hten�_nc.� _ 

Commis
.
sionS _. 

Insurance 
Legal and professional 
Interest 
Repairs . 
Taxes 
Utilities 
Wages and salaries 
Depreciation . 
Other expenses 

Total expenses 

Net income or loss from this property _ 

2 0 - 1 0 2 5 0 6 8  

Type of Property 

Rental Real Estate � Other Rental Property 

Royalty Property 

State ID 

7 9 , 6 9 1  .· · . 

7 9 , 6 9 1  

• · 

f, . ·· 

. ·.· 

2 5 . 2 1 8  
1 1 , 9 6 9  

7 , 90 5  

5 3 , 1 3 8  

9 8 , 2 30 

- 1 8 , 5 39 

1 



20-1 025068 Cal ifornia Statements 

Statement 1 - Form 1 00, Side 2, Question P - Location of Principal Accounting Records 

Address 

2 1 6 8  S .  ATLANT IC BLVD STE 2 0 6  

____ C_it�tv ____ State Zip Code 
MONTEREY PARK CA 9 1 7 5 4 

Country 



20-1 025068 California Statements 

Statement 2 - Form 1 00, Side 3, Schedule A - Taxes Deducted 

Nature Taxing Total Other Inc CA Income Nondeduct Tax After 
of Tax Authority Amount Taxes Taxes Amount Adjust 

LICENSES & PERMI TS $ 1 9 5 $ $ $ $ 1 9 5  
PROPERTY TAX 
STATE TAX 
Rent & Royalty Taxes 7 , 9 0 5  7 , 9 0 5  

Total $ 8 , 1 0 0  $ 0 $ 0 $ 0 $ 8 , 1 0 0  

2 



20-1 025068 Cal ifornia Statements 

Statement 3 - Form 1 00, Side 3, Schedu le F, Line 1 9  - Contributions 

Description 
Carryover From Prior Years 

Total Contributions Availab l e  
Less Contributions Disal l owed 

Total Deduction Allowed 

Amount 
$ _____ 2_5_0 

2 5 0  
2 5 0  

$
====;;;;

0 

Statement 4 - Form 1 00, Side 3, Schedule F, Line 27 - Other Deductions 

Description 
AUTOMOB ILE EXPENSES 
BANK S E RVICE CHARGES 
DUES AND SUBSCRIPTION 
OFFICE EXPENSES 
POSTAGE AND DELIVERY 
PROFE S S I ONAL FEES 

Total 

$ 
Amount 

2 , 51 8  
4 9 9  
3 8 9  
5 3 5  

5 0  
1 , 2 2 5  

$-===
5='

=
2
=

1
=

6 

3-4 



20-1 025068 Cal ifornia Statements 

Statement 5 - Form 1 0 0, Side 4, Schedule L, Line 8 - Other Investments 

Description 
NOTE RECEVIABLES 

Total 

Beginning 
of Year 

$ 9 9 1 , 3 0 3  
---�--

$ 9 91 , 3 0 3  ========= 

End 
of Year 

$ 9 9 1 , 3 0 3  
---�--

$ 9 9 1 , 3 0 3  -======== 

Statement 6 - Form 1 00, Side 4, Schedule L, Line 1 7  - Other Current Liabilities 

Description 
AMERICAN EXPRESS 

Total 

Beginning 
of Year 

$ ____ 8�,_3_4_9 

$ 8 , 3 4 9  --===== 

End 
of Year 

$ _____ 5_5_7 

$ 5 5 7  
-===== 

Statement 7 - Form 1 00, Side 4, Schedule L, Line 18 - Loans from Stockholders 

Description 
Loans From Sharehol de r s  

Total 

Beginning 
of Year 

$ ___ 6_6_9�,_9_3_5 

$-==6=6=9""'=9=3=5 

End 
of Year 

$ ___ 6_7_9�, _3_4_8 

$ -==6=7=9-'=, =3=4 =8 

5-7 



Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 
 

 
Item VII. Consent Calendar Recommendations 
 
  A. Approval for Disposal of Surplus Personal Property  
  

The Superintendent recommends that the County Board approve 
the  disposal of public personal property. Surplus assets will be 
disposed of through e-waste.   

 
Education Code Section 17545 authorizes the governing board to 
sell or dispose of surplus personal property.  Any personal property 
not required for school purposes, unsuitable or unsatisfactory for 
school use or to be disposed of due to replacement, may be 
disposed in this manner. 

 
 E-Waste property to be disposed of may include unusable: 

 
  Equipment – Projectors, Typewriters, Fax Machines, Computers,  

 Monitors, Printers,  Camcorders, VCRs, Bulbs, and Old/Obsolete 
 items, etc. 

 
   



SURPLUS LIST 20 W/O COST

DT REC'D ITEM DESCRIPTION TAG # SERIAL # ACQUIRED DATE

Jan‐15 Motorola Walkie Talkie 672TZSQ939

Jan‐15 Motorola Walkie Talkie 672TZSX017

Jan‐15 Motorola Walkie Talkie 672TZSP637

Jan‐15 Motorola Walkie Talkie 672TZSP653

Jan‐15 Motorola Walkie Talkie 672TZSP650

Jan‐15 Motorola Walkie Talkie 672TZSX?96

Jan‐15 Motorola Walkie Talkie 672TZSP300

Jan‐15 Gateway Laptop EK39625 38665666 01/24/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Laptop EK42570 39427473 08/10/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Laptop EK35307 36421652 02/10/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Laptop EK35308 36421651 02/10/06

Jan‐15 Dell Laptop EK45892 82VGMJ1 03/31/09

Jan‐15 Apple Ipad EK63228 SDMPHP290DNQV 05/19/12

Jan‐15 Vertex 2Way Radio 5M100424

Jan‐15 Vertex 2Way Radio 9L033185

Jan‐15 Vertex 2Way Radio 9L033190

Jan‐15 Vertex 2Way Radio 9L033183

Jan‐15 Vertex 2Way Radio 11030164

Jan‐15 Vertex 2Way Radio 0K170299

Jan‐15 HP 4100 Printer EK21571 USJNG15980 03/27/02

Jan‐15 HP 4100 Printer EK21569

Jan‐15 MPC AIO EK45834 SZSL93DA082700292 08/12/08

Jan‐15 Gateway Profile EK44696 4540164 05/01/08

Jan‐15 Gateway Profile EK37677 36794064 06/26/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Profile EK35346 36457491 02/28/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Profile EK35343 36457495 02/28/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Profile EK35347

Jan‐15 Gateway Profile EK34706 36072809 11/08/05

Jan‐15 Gateway Profile EK34692 36072795 11/08/05

Jan‐15 Gateway Profile EK35348 36457498 02/28/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK42507

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK42506

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK42504

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor CN0H265R6418004T01LL

Jan‐15 Dell Tower DFMQQJ1

Jan‐15 Sony Store Station EK42432

Jan‐15 Infocus Projectors EK49280 AZNB95001301 02/08/10

Jan‐15 Infocus Projectors EK49276 1SAZNB95001307 02/08/10

Jan‐15 Infocus Projectors EK43975 1SAULC73801482 05/01/08

Jan‐15 Epson Projectors EK13767 B9Z0020217C 03/31/00

Jan‐15 Infocus Projectors EK44478 AZNB80800864 04/15/08

Jan‐15 Sharp Projectors EK39584 610914098 12/28/06

Jan‐15 Mitsubishi Projectors EK29243 1003128 06/16/04

Jan‐15 Sharp Calculator 4D045373

Jan‐15 Sharp Calculator 6D069369

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43211 40424175 10/11/07
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SURPLUS LIST 20 W/O COST

DT REC'D ITEM DESCRIPTION TAG # SERIAL # ACQ. DATE

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43203 40424165 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43198 40424198 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43202 40424183 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43206 40424179 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK35714 3657933 04/18/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43190 40424188 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43199 40424168 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43217 40424161 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40718

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43207 40424169 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43194 40424182 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43189 40424181 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43197 40424177 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43201 40424185 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43209 40424170 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43204 40424186 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40706 39125676 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40739 39125658 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40715 39125683 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40723 39125654 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40719 39125645 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK44376 M1381B0N02732 04/22/08

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK44380 M1381B0N03424 04/22/08

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK44381 M1381B0N03429 04/22/08

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK44378 M1381B0N02735 04/22/08

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK44382 M1381B0N03426 04/22/08

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor MWT76B0H07169

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK43245 MWT76B0H06360 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43208 40424159 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43214 40424166 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43193 40424167 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43213 40424162 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43196 40424196 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43212 40424176 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43191 40424187 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43210 40424171 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43192 40424163 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43216 40424180 10/11/07

Jan‐15 HP Printer EK34406 JPKAC41925 06/30/05

Jan‐15 Samsung TV 3CDH302843

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor CN09M5566418031N00TE

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK40813 MXH73D0N04002 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK40784 MLR7450H08402 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor MWT76B0H07159

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK40397 MQ17350N03799 05/03/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK40766 MLR7450H08474 05/09/07
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SURPLUS LIST 20 W/O COST

DT REC'D ITEM DESCRIPTION TAG # SERIAL # ACQ. DATE

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40731 39125664 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43195 40424184 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43215 40424178 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43205 40424164 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43188 40424160 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40700 39125675 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43200 40424172 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK46936 2691KG1 04/08/09

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK46933 2693KG1 04/08/09

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK46934 2682JG1 04/08/09

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK26103 05/27/03

Jan‐15 Maxim Eyes O1A08410708

Jan‐15 Telesensory System Inc. ER8902‐003

Jan‐15 Mansight Camera/Stand 500134

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK40782 MLR7450H08411 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK44383 M1381B0N03052 04/22/08

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK40773 MLR7450H08000 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor MW868B0H04052

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK43233 MWT76B0H06353 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK40806 MQ17250N01146 05/24/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK40759 MLR7450H08386 05/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK43227 MWT76B0H06367 10/11/07

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK48106 CN0C553H7444594RAAZY 06/10/09

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK48102 CN0C553H7444594RAAUL 06/10/09

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK48107 CN0C553H7444594RAAZH 06/10/09

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK48109 CN0C553H7444594RAAZP 06/10/09

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK46939 CN0C553H744438BKA217 04/08/09

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK48101 CN0C553H7444594RAAUA 06/10/09

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK46942 CN0C553H744438BKA215 04/08/09

Jan‐15 Envision Monitor 9737CA001818

Jan‐15 Infocus Projector EK20520 7KW13801086 10/23/01

Jan‐15 Infocus Projector EK23215 7KN23790413 10/16/02

Jan‐15 Infocus Projector EK23216 7KN23690538 10/16/02

Jan‐15 Hitachi Projector  EK28492 RT4E002449 06/15/04

Jan‐15 Hitachi Projector  EK28491 RT4E002443 06/15/04

Jan‐15 Hitachi Projector  EK24827 G3D008341 04/03/03

Jan‐15 Sanyo Projector EK44097 G75049378 06/30/07

Jan‐15 Epson Projector EK48043 JHZF930590L 06/04/09

Jan‐15 Smart Unifi 35 Projector UF35‐41098

Jan‐15 HP 4100 Printer EK23613 USLNG33678 10/28/02

Jan‐15 HP 4200 Printer EK27491 27851USGNP 04/16/04

Jan‐15 HP AIO Printer MY64RC4242

Jan‐15 IBM Typewriter EK2984 11YT540 02/20/98

Jan‐15 Brother Fax EK26233 U6028E3J401389 06/24/03

Jan‐15 HP 4200 Printer EK24544 USBNL18966 05/23/03

Jan‐15 HP 4200 Printer USEF150729

3



SURPLUS LIST 20 W/O COST

DT REC'D ITEM DESCRIPTION TAG # SERIAL # ACQ. DATE

Jan‐15 Dell 5230 Printer 794F585

Jan‐15 Data Video 3000 EK29336 90213 06/17/04

Jan‐15 CD Recorder EK25136

Jan‐15 Sony VCR

Jan‐15 Toshiba DVD Player EK36511 06/08/06

Jan‐15 Cisco Continent 507 EK50239 05/07/08

Jan‐15 Asante Ethernet Hub 0708R07080052

Jan‐15 DirecTV DVR D12BF0TB811032

Jan‐15 HP Deskjet Printer EK21280 SMYOCC1120S 03/04/02

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK49345 8KVBPL1 03/15/10

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK49346 8KQGPL1 03/15/10

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK47625 CCN1WJ1 05/11/09

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK48520 5C3WBK1 06/30/09

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK48522 4C3WBK1 06/30/09

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK49340 8KPGPL1 03/15/10

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42627 39319095 08/09/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42363 38336366 07/26/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK35513 36533713 03/23/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower 33941409

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower 33941403

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower 33941419

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK33514 05/31/05

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK29492 05/13/04

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42309 39336361 07/26/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42318 39336348 07/26/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42319 39336347 07/26/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42312 39336353 07/26/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42315 39336358 07/26/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42313 39336359 07/26/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42320 39336354 07/26/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK32075 35027942 03/23/05

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK42376 MLR7550N03930 07/14/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK33218

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK42350 MWT74B0H09736 07/26/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK35507 ME35B90L06268 03/23/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK45096 MGM7C70P15753 05/15/08

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK42604 MW675B0N02430 08/10/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK25833‐01 MUL5016E0077003 06/20/03

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor MUL5016E0076934

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK25763‐01 MUL5016E0076837 06/19/03

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK33939‐01 ME55590L00927 05/31/05

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK37283 MW664BOC09824 06/15/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK37270 MW664BOC09893 06/15/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK42121 MGM7270P07882 06/30/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK42353 MWT74B0H09759 07/26/07

Jan‐15 Hanns G 036SJ3BY01054
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SURPLUS LIST 20 W/O COST

DT REC'D ITEM DESCRIPTION TAG # SERIAL # ACQ. DATE

Jan‐15 Viewsonic EK27677

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK45090 4571735 05/15/08

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower 33941401

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42369 39198221 07/14/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK36765

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK32084 35027960 03/23/05

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK33936 35472244 05/26/05

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK36334 NONE 06/26/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42366 38336368 07/26/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK32076 35027953 03/23/05

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK32091 35027956 03/23/05

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK49336 8KVFPL1 03/15/10

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK49337 8KSDPL1 03/15/10

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK48517 GB3WBK1 06/30/09

Jan‐15 HP 4250 Printer EK41347 SCNRXK63286 06/30/07

Jan‐15 HP 2100 Printer EK17317 02/05/01

Jan‐15 Smart Sympodium DT770R110703

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK42372 MLR7550N03928 07/14/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK42374 MLR7550N03958 07/14/07

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK54822

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK48530 CNOW160G728729621FE1 06/30/09

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK59135 1820UDM 09/28/11

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK54847

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK59137 1820UNM 09/28/11

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK54851

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK54839

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK48527 CNOW160G728729621E51 06/30/09

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK54853

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor MUL5016E0076938

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK45094 MGM7CU0P15733 05/15/08

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK40037 CN0CC2996418071U1N1L 03/28/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK29606‐01 TL819A410019245 05/14/04

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK24774‐01 MUL8007C0023322 06/13/03

Jan‐15 Toshiba TV EK40388 BAC617015668 05/07/07

Jan‐15 Toshiba TV EK40387 BAC617012716 05/07/07

Jan‐15 Toshiba TV 92698415A

Jan‐15 HP Printer EK33956 SJPFKF17660 05/20/05

Jan‐15 Fellowes Shredder

Jan‐15 Wilson Jones EK2402 A080623 07/15/97

Jan‐15 Fellowes Shredder EK52091 CRC38250 06/07/10

Jan‐15 Fellowes Shredder EK53615 09/17/10

Jan‐15 Panasonic TV EH8958 PV‐M2023 02/03/94

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK37005 MP16350002719 05/30/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK37303

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor MR14B50099021

Jan‐15 Sony Video Monitor EH4639 2001075 10/07/92
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Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK39202 37208706 10/17/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40286 39011292 04/24/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK39307 37149635 09/26/06

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40047 38951898 03/28/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK42582

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK31804 3562802 04/21/05

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK30814 10/06/04

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK34308 35632894 08/22/05

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40380 39091896 04/30/07

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK40045 38951897 03/28/07

Jan‐15 LG TV EK48111 905RMAQ009480

Jan‐15 Emerson TV EJ8688

Jan‐15 Panasonic TV EH8941 L3AA10354

Jan‐15 Phillips TV DD1A0623131382

Jan‐15 Panasonic TV E4AA48895

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43117 40293372 9/12/2007

Jan‐15 Apple YM55006YUUY

Jan‐15 Dell EK48859 3LL8TK1 8/19/2009

Jan‐15 HP EK46014 SMXL90310XX 2/27/2009

Jan‐15 Fridgedaire Microwave KG74120701

Jan‐15 Brother Fax EK44927 U60283B8J776607 5/6/2008

Jan‐15 JVC  DVD/VHS HR‐XVC17SU11151687

Jan‐15 3M Overhead Projector 181559138

Jan‐15 HP 1300N Printer CNBJD32385

Jan‐15 Canon Printer EK34592 XAFD45480

Jan‐15 HP ScanJet EK47365 SCN929A704G 5/4/2009

Jan‐15 Porta‐Vox ED8689‐00

Jan‐15 IBM Typewriter EK20271 11PFZ09 3/15/2002

Jan‐15 IBM Typewriter EJ8777 11YG198

Jan‐15 Martin Yale 6200 72597

Jan‐15 Martin Yale P7200 109498

Jan‐15 Martin Yale AutoFolder 12197

Jan‐15 HP Photosmart MY5BA333BP

Jan‐15 Clear One Max EK43494 104060704 8/3/2007

Jan‐15 Clear One Max 54630719

Jan‐15 Sony Camera EK31674 553550 8/10/2004

Jan‐15 Brother Label Writer M9S712966

Jan‐15 HP 1022N Printer CNBC62P0RR

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK31770‐01 4L16106069B 3/13/2005

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK29107‐01 MUL7007A0123504 6/17/2004

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK35318 MPT5C50N04681 2/9/2006

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK25066‐01 TL719A318000495 6/4/2003

Jan‐15 Gateway Monitor EK32933‐01 MUL7007K006454 5/6/2005

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK22737‐01

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK54821

Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK47384 CN0Y858D7287293G020S 4/28/2009
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Jan‐15 Dell Monitor EK67454 CN0X6M0J7287227VDCAL 12/21/2012

Jan‐15 Compac EK35354 MSN6250N00840 3/2/2006

Jan‐15 Apple Printer CK5440FP4SZ

Jan‐15 Dell Laptop EK61709 3HQRQS1 2/21/2012

Jan‐15 Gateway Laptop EK32443 35194089 4/19/2005

Jan‐15 HP All in one Copy EK44904 2SMY83R11096 5/27/2008

Jan‐15 HP All in one Copy EK26422 8/29/2003

Jan‐15 HP CP1215 Printer EK49998 SCNB1307122 6/18/2010

Jan‐15 3M Overhead Projector 170083657

Jan‐15 ELMO Overhead Projector 120700

Jan‐15 Dell Tower EK21845 J32BL11

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK35320 36434517 2/9/2006

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK43622 40527943 12/26/2007

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK41419 39211429 6/14/2007

Jan‐15 GBC Electric Hole Punch WL15444H

Jan‐15 HP Printer EK05770 CN7ADIK13S

Jan‐15 HP Printer MX0BF131XS

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK35663 36557346 4/6/2006

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK35662 36557351 4/6/2006

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK45796 4582856 6/30/2008

Jan‐15 Gateway Tower EK35659 36557353 4/6/2006

Jan‐15 Califone DVD/VHS Combo JB0828

Jan‐15 Apple Tower EK21507

Jan‐15 GBC Binding Machine KC42199

Jan‐15 HP Vivera Printer EK40541 MY6BF4Z078 4/5/2007

Jan‐15 HP Vivera Printer EK40543 MY6BH4Z0B8 4/5/2007

Jan‐15 HP Vivera Printer MY6BG4Z15G

Jan‐15 HP Vivera Printer MY6BH4Z0VF

Jan‐15 HP Vivera Printer EK40549 MY6CE4Z32S 4/5/2007

Jan‐15 HP Vivera Printer EK40533 MY6BF4Z0BG 4/5/2007

Jan‐15 HP C8111 Printer EK26616 SG36921927

Jan‐15 Dell Laptop EK45869 CN0C4708486435334566 9/24/2008

Jan‐15 Gateway Laptop EK42643 40290015 8/22/2007

Jan‐15 Gateway Laptop EK34971 36287510 12/14/2005

Jan‐15 Gateway Laptop EK44449 4529591 4/14/2008

Jan‐15 Dell Laptop EK48177 8HLK9K1 6/15/2009

Jan‐15 HP Laptop EK53648 SCND03615RL 10/11/2010

Jan‐15 HP Laptop EK53651 SCND0351GCP 10/11/2010

Jan‐15 ARRAID EJ6645 A456782 12/29/1995

Jan‐15 ARRAID EJ6645‐1

Jan‐15 Smart Label Printer EK07576 A940778407

Jan‐15 Toshiba TV EK50018 A22163M07108A1 6/14/2010

Jan‐15 GE Refrigerator TM701678

Jan‐15 GE Refrigerator EJ0588 2045YQZB

Jan‐15 8 dr File Cabinet (cards)

Jan‐15 Storage Cabinets (2)
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Jan‐15 Grey Book Shelves (2)

Jan‐15 6 dr Lat File Cabinet

Jan‐15 Book Shelf 

Jan‐15 Brown Storage Cabinet

Jan‐15 Book Shelf 

Jan‐15 Metal Hutch

Jan‐15 4 dr File Cabinet

Jan‐15 Book Shelves (2)

Jan‐15 Small Bookshelf

Jan‐15 Refrigerator (white) ED6723 1173118412 1/27/1988

Jan‐15 Small Bookshelves (3)

Jan‐15 2 dr File Cabinet

Jan‐15 Book Shelves (2)

Jan‐15 4 dr File Cabinet AD7081

Jan‐15 4 dr File Cabinet
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Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 
 
 
Item VII. Consent Calendar Recommendations 
 

B. Approval of Los Angeles County Board of Education Institutional 
Memberships for the 2015-16 Fiscal Year  

 
 The Superintendent recommends that the County Board approve the 

list of organizations on the following page as the institutional 
memberships for the Board of Education for the 2015-16 Fiscal Year. 



LOS ANGELES COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION 
INSTITUTIONAL MEMBERSHIP FOR 2015-16 FISCAL YEAR 

 
 
 

Initiator Organization Division Corridor Cost 

Board California County Boards Board A / I  
of Education (CCBE)  $5,670 
  

Board California School Boards Board A / I  
Association (CSBA)  $15,100 
  

Board National School Boards Board A / I  
 Association (NSBA),  $4,165 
 Direct Affiliates 

 
 Total:    $24,935 

 
 



Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 

Item VIII.  Recommendations  

 A. Approve the Superintendent’s Recommendation to deny Renewal of 
the Charter for Academia Avance Charter School, Grades 6-12 
Pursuant to Education Code Sections 47607 and 47605 

The Superintendent recommends that the Los Angeles County Board 
of Education (County Board) adopt the written findings of fact stated 
below and take action to deny the renewal petition for Academia 
Avance Charter School (Avance). 

Los Angeles County Board of Education Findings 

The County Board evaluated Avance’s past performance and renewal 
petition according to the criteria and procedures established in EC 
47605(b), 47607(b), and California Code of Regulations Title 5 
section 11966.5, and made the following findings of fact for denial: 

Finding 1: The charter school does not meet one (1) of the five (5) 
academic performance criteria specified in EC section 47607(b)(1-5) 
necessary to be considered for renewal. 

Finding 2: The petition provides an unsound educational program for 
students to be enrolled in the school. [EC 47605(b)(1)]  

Finding 3: The petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully 
implement the proposed educational program. [EC 47605(b)(2)] 

Finding 4: The petition does not contain an affirmation of all specified 
assurances. [EC 47605(b)(4); EC 47605(d)]  

Finding 5: The petition does not contain a reasonably comprehensive 
description of all required elements. [EC 47605(b)(5)(A)-(P)] 

Pursuant to EC 47607(a)(3)(A), the County Board considered 
increases in academic performance for all groups of pupils served by 
the charter school as the most important factor in determining whether 
to grant renewal.   

The recommendation for denial is based on the written staff findings 
contained in the complete report on the Academia Avance Charter 
School renewal petition, which is attached to the Report Item dated 
May 12, 2015. 



Item VIII. Recommendations 
 

  B. Approval of Position Recommendation Report (PRR), May 2015  
 The Superintendent recommends that the Board approve the position 
 recommendations made by Governmental Relations for the following 
 bills: 

 

Bill No. Author Topic Position 

AB 288 Holden  Public schools: College and Career Support 
Access Pathways partnerships. 

AB 709 Gipson  Charter schools. Support 

AB 710 Brown Youth on probation: local control Support 
funding formula: local control and 
accountability plans. 

AB 854 Weber Educational services: pupils in foster Support 
care. 

AB 907 Burke Career training: adult students. Support 

SB 148 McGuire Career technical education: Career Support 
and Job Skills Education Act. 

SB 425 Hernandez Career training: adult students. Support 

SB 451 Lara Pupil instruction and services: Support 
educational counseling. 

 
 
AB 288 (Holden) Public schools: College and Career Access Pathways 
partnerships. 
[As Amended: 4/22/2015] 
 
Recommended Position:  Support 
 
Background Information: California law authorizes the governing board of a 
school district to allow pupils whom the district has determined would 
benefit from advanced scholastic or vocational work to attend community 
college as special part-time or full-time students, subject to parental 
permission. Existing law requires credit to be awarded to these pupils 
authorizes a school principal to recommend a pupil for community college 
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summer session if the pupil meets specified criteria, and prohibits the 
principal from recommending more than five percent of the total number of 
pupils from any particular grade level who completed that grade 
immediately before the time of recommendation for summer session 
attendance. 
 
This bill would authorize the governing board of a community college 
district to enter into a College and Career Access Pathways partnership with 
the governing board of a school district with the goal of developing 
seamless pathways from high school to community college for career 
technical education or preparation for transfer, improving high school 
graduation rates, or helping high school pupils achieve college and career 
readiness. The bill would require the partnership agreement to outline the 
terms of the partnership and to establish protocols for information sharing, 
joint facilities use, and parental consent for high school pupils to enroll in 
community college courses.   
 
The bill would authorize specified high school pupils to enroll in up to 15 
units per term if those units are required for these pupils' partnership 
programs and specified conditions are satisfied, and would authorize a 
community college district to exempt special part-time and full-time 
students taking up to a maximum of 15 units per term from specified fee 
requirements. The bill would prohibit a district from receiving a state 
allowance or apportionment for an instructional activity for which the 
partnering district has been, or will be, paid an allowance or apportionment 
under a concurrent enrollment partnership agreement. The bill would 
require, for each partnership agreement entered into under the bill, the 
affected community college district and school district to provide an annual 
report, containing specified data, to the office of the Chancellor of the 
California Community Colleges.   
 
The CCAP partnership agreement shall specify both of the following:  
 
(1) Which participating district will be the employer of record for purposes 

of  
assignment monitoring and reporting to the county office of education.  

 
(2) Which participating district will assume reporting responsibilities 

pursuant  
to applicable federal teacher quality mandates. 

 
Justification: A concurrent enrollment study by the James Irvine Foundation 
concluded that these programs effectively help low achieving students 
integrate into a college environment, increase the likelihood a degree 
program will be completed, decrease the length of time to complete a degree 
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program, and stimulate interest in higher education among high school 
students.  
 
The College Promise Partnership Act was signed into law in 2011. This act 
authorizes Long Beach Unified School District (LBUSD) and Long Beach 
Community College District to form partnership agreements that expand the 
scope of concurrent enrollment. The legislation expanded the law on 
concurrent enrollment to grant districts flexibility: 
 

 To remove barriers that disincentivize historically underserved 
students from enrolling in dual enrollment programs. 
 

 To grant priority enrollment to high school students participating in a 
career pathway. 

 
 To allow high school students who are not seniors to concurrently 

enroll in college coursework. 
 

According to the Long Beach College Promise study, Long Beach City 
College has seen a 500 percent increase in students from LBUSD that have 
completed college level English and a 200 percent increase in students from 
the LBUSD completing college level math and those students did not 
require remediation once they started classes at Long Beach City College.  
 
Recent reports from the California Community College system reveal a 74 
percent remediation rate with new, incoming freshman for English and 
Math. Data also shows that there is only a 43.6 percent chance that students 
needing remedial English will actually move on to college level English. For 
college level math that statistic lowers considerably to 30.6 percent. 
 
AB 228, also known as the College and Career Access Pathways Act, seeks 
to build upon existing concurrent enrollment efforts, the career pathways 
trust, and the Long Beach College Promise to better prepare high school 
students for college and career success attaining the following goals:  
 

 Expand access to concurrent enrollment programs for students by 
specifically authorizing college courses to be offered on a high 
school campus exclusively to high school students. 
 

 Increase exposure to college coursework and environments for 
underserved students by specifically authorizing community college 
districts that have formed a Career Access Pathways partnership to 
grant limited priority enrollment to those students. 

 
 Accelerate learning for students by creating a framework that allows 



Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 
Approval of Position Recommendation Report (PRR), May 2015 
Page 4 
 

students who demonstrate competency to take up to 15 units of 
community college coursework instead of 11 units. 

 
 Build pathways that fill projected labor market needs and uniquely 

customized to the student populations to be served.  
 

 Promote accountability for student learning by granting school 
districts more authority to monitor a student’s progress and obtain 
student academic records from the participating community college. 

 
 Increase transparency by requiring Career Access Pathway 

partnerships to be adopted at a public, regularly scheduled meeting 
of each respective governing board to ensure that members of the 
public have an opportunity to weigh in. 

 
 Gather data that is more consistent and reliable from school and 

community college districts to allow for better analyses of 
concurrent enrollment programs and to ensure that school districts 
are not displacing high school teachers by inviting community 
college courses.   

 
For these reasons, we recommend a support position. 

 
Organizations in Support: 
American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees 
Los Angeles Community College District 
San Diego Unified School District 
Community College League of California 
California Catholic Conference 
San Bernardino Community College District 
Long Beach Community College District 
EdVoice 
Yuba Community College District 
Kern Community College District 
Los Angeles College Faculty Guild 
Los Rios Community College District 
Mt. San Jacinto Community College District 
Peralta Community College District 
West Kern Community College District 
Oakland Unified School District 
Cerritos Community College District 
College of the Sequoias 
San Diego Community College District 
Grossmont Union High School District 
Compton Unified School District 
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Santa Monica College 
Coast Community College District 
Hemet Unified School District 
Riverside Community College District 
Tri-Valley Haven 
Castro Valley Unified School District 
Fremont Union High School District 
Moreno Valley Unified School District 
Santa Rosa Junior College 
Shasta-Tehama-Trinity Joint Community College District 
North Orange County Community College District 
Saddleback College 
William S. Hart Union High School District 
Paloma Valley High School 
Porterville Unified School District 
Foothill De Anza Community College District 
City of Temecula 
South Orange County Community College District 
Porterville College 
Feather River Community College District 
Chaffey Joint Union High School District 
Murieta Valley Unified School District 
Pasadena Community College District 
Alameda Unified School District 
Alameda Science and Technology Institute 
Banning High School 
California Community Colleges (Sponsor) 
College of the Siskiyous 
Design Science Early College High School Boosters Club 
Gateway to College at Laney College 
Gentrain Society of Monterey Peninsula College 
Hemet High School 
Irvine Valley College 
Kings Canyon Unified 
Mountain View Los Altos High School District 
North Valley Military Institute College Preparatory Academy 
Sacramento City College, Davis Center 
San Diego Metropolitan Regional Career & Technical High School 
San Francisco Community College District 
San Jacinto Valley Academy 
Santa Rosa Academy 
Valley Regional Occupational Program 
 
Opposition: None on record. 
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Status:  The bill is in the Assembly Committee on Appropriations.   
 
AB 709 (Gipson) Charter schools.  
[As Amended: 2/25/2015] 
 
Recommended Position: Support 
 
Background Information: This bill would expressly state that a charter 
school is subject to the Ralph M. Brown Act, unless it is operated by an 
entity governed by the Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act, in which case the 
charter school would be subject to the Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act. 
This bill would also expressly state that a charter school is subject to the 
California Public Records Act and the Political Reform Act of 1974. 
 
Current law prohibits certain public officials, including, but not limited to, 
state, county, or district officers or employees, from being financially 
interested in any contract made by them in their official capacity, or by any 
body or board of which they are members. This bill would expressly state 
that a charter school is subject to these provisions, except that the bill would 
provide that an employee of a charter school is not disqualified from serving 
as such a member of the governing body of the charter school because of 
that employment status.  
 
The bill also would require such a member of the governing body of a 
charter school to abstain from voting on, or influencing or attempting to 
influence another member of that body regarding, any matter affecting his or 
her own employment. 
 
Justification:   Charter govering boards, though they may be formally 
organized as nonprofit corporations, must operate as public bodies 
representing the communities served by the school. While charter schools, 
as public bodies,  should be subject to the Brown Act, the provision in the 
bill that allows charter school employees to sit on the board allows 
executive directors too much influence that can result in a conflict of 
interest.  
 
For these reasons, we recommend a watch position. 
 
Organizations in Support:   
California Teachers Association (Sponsor) 
 
Organizations in Opposition:  None on record. 
 
Status: The bill is scheduled to be heard in the Assembly Committee on 
Education on May 13, 2015. 
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AB 710 (Brown) Youth on probation: local control funding formula: 
local control and accountability plans. 
[As Amended: 4/14/2015] 
 
Recommended Position: Support 
 
Background Information: Current law requires funding pursuant to the local 
control funding formula to include, in addition to a base grant, supplemental 
and concentration grant add-ons that are based on the percentage of certain 
categories of pupils, known as unduplicated pupils, served by the county 
superintendent of schools, school district, or charter school. Current law 
includes among unduplicated pupils, a pupil who is classified as an English 
learner, eligible for a free or reduced-price meal, or a foster youth and 
requires county superintendents of schools, school districts, and charter 
schools to submit and report data relating to these pupils. This bill would, 
commencing with the 2016-17 fiscal year, include a youth who is on 
probation as an unduplicated pupil. 
 
According to the author’s fact sheet on the bill, the original Local Control 
Funding Formula (LCFF) language, signed into law in July of 2013, defined 
foster youth as a foster child who has been removed from his or her home 
and is the subject of a petition filed under Section 300 or 602 of the Welfare 
and Institutions Code. This inclusive language ensured that all youth 
involved in the State’s child welfare or juvenile justice systems were 
included in the funding and accountability framework in the State.  AB 710 
would re-include youth involved in the juvenile justice system in the Local 
Control Funding Formula.  
 
Justification: California collects very limited data about the educational 
outcomes for the estimated 40,000 or fewer youth involved in the juvenile 
justice system. Unfortunately, the data that is available paints a bleak 
picture, one which is further reinforced by national studies.  Under AB 710, 
districts will provide the relevant information regarding juvenile justice 
involvement status already in their possession under Welfare and 
Institutions Code Section 827 to the California Department of Education 
utilizing the state’s existing data collection system and such youth would be 
re-included as a high needs unduplicated student group in the LCFF.   
 
For these reasons, we recommend a support position. 

 
Organizations in Support:  
Public Counsel 
National Center for Youth Law 
Youth Law Center 
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Organizations in Opposition: None on record. 
 
Status: The bill is pending a vote on the Assembly Floor. 
 
AB 854 (Weber) Educational services: pupils in foster care.  
[As Amended: 5/4/2015] 
 
Recommended Position: Support 
 
Background Information: Current law requires six specified foster children 
services program sites to receive a certain allowance that is required to be 
used exclusively for foster children services. Current law also authorizes any 
county office of education, or consortium of county offices of education, to 
apply to the Superintendent of Public Instruction for grant funding, to the 
extent the funds are available, to operate an education-based foster youth 
services program to provide educational and support services for foster 
children who reside in a licensed foster home or county-operated juvenile 
detention facility.  
 
This bill would instead authorize a county office of education, or consortium 
of county offices of education, in addition to the six specified program sites, 
to apply to the Superintendent for grant funding, to the extent funds are 
available, to operate an education-based foster youth services program to 
provide educational support for pupils in foster care. The bill also would 
provide, commencing with the 2016-17 fiscal year, that each of the six 
specified program sites shall receive, in addition to their local control 
funding formula apportionment, an allowance equal to the amount the 
school district spent on foster children service programs in the 2014-15 
fiscal year. 
 
Justification: This bill takes an important step in aligning definitions of 
foster youth. In order to support districts, it will be important to align the 
definition of foster youth in FYS to match the definition of foster youth in 
LCFF. Until the FYS program is aligned with LCFF, an estimated two-
thirds of school-age foster children will not receive the educational supports 
they need. Foster children and youth should not be denied services and 
supports because he or she is living with a relative caregiver or guardian. 
 
This bill is requesting an increase in FYS funding by $20-30 million to serve 
all the youth LCFF intended to serve. The current FYS budget is 
approximately $15 million. This supports about 33 percent of California’s 
foster youth.   
 
Counties will require the financial resources they need to support the youth 
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wherever they are placed. 
 

For these reasons, we recommend a support position on the bill. 
 
Organizations in Support: 
California School Boards Association 
Public Counsel 
Youth Law Center 
Equality California (EQCA) 
Legal Services for Children 
Legal Advocates for Children and Youth 
John Burton Foundation for Children without Homes 
Several individuals 
Community Coalition 
PolicyLink 
California Alliance of Child and Family Services 
American Civil Liberties Union of California 
Court Appointed Special Advocates (CASA) 
Reading and Beyond 
Hillsides 
Superior Court of California, County of Santa Cruz 
Santa Cruz County Office of Education 
Glenn County Office of Education 
National Center for Youth Law (Sponsor) 
Alameda County CASA 
California Peace Alliance 
CASA of Los Angeles 
CASA of Santa Cruz County 
East Bay Asian Youth Center 
Greater New Beginnings 
Humboldt County Office of Education Foster Youth Education Services    
  Program 
 
Organizations in Opposition:  None on record. 
 
Status: The bill is in the Assembly Committee on Appropriations.   
 
AB 907 (Burke) Career training: adult students. 
[As Amended: 4/30/2015] 
 
Recommended Position: Support 
 
Background Information: AB 907 would authorize the Superintendent of 
Public Instruction to certify, by name, any regional occupational center or 
program, county office of education, or adult education program, that 
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provides a program of training to prepare adult students for gainful 
employment in a recognized occupation, to legally authorize the center, 
program, or office to provide an educational program beyond secondary 
education.  The bill is an urgency measure and would take effect 
immediately upon signature by the Governor. 
 
The Superintendent shall adopt regulations that authorize any person to file 
a complaint under the Uniform Complaint Procedures, as set forth in Title 5 
of the California Code of Regulations, regarding an alleged violation by a 
county office of education of federal or state law or regulations governing to 
county office’s participation in any student financial assistance program 
authorized by Title IV of the federal Higher Education Act of 1965, as 
amended, including allegations of unlawful discrimination, harassment, 
intimidation, or bullying. 
 
The bill makes the following findings and declarations:  
 

 Career training for adults is an important part of workforce and 
economic development in California.  
 

 Many of California’s neediest adult students require financial aid to 
support their career training. 

 
 Historically, those adult students have had access to federal financial 

aid under Title IV of the federal Higher Education Act of 1965. 
 

 Recent revisions in federal regulations to improve integrity of the 
programs authorized under Title IV of the federal Higher Education 
Act established new institutional eligibility requirements for 
financial aid for adult students in many of California’s career 
training programs operated by local educational agencies, even 
though adults in those programs have been historically eligible 
agencies. 

 
Justification:  The passage of AB 907 will grant high school students and 
graduates the opportunity to receive free to low-cost postsecondary career 
technical certification training from ROC/Ps, county offices of education, 
adult schools and evening high schools. If AB 907 does not become law 
before July 1, 2015, these public entities run the risk of becoming ineligible 
to participate in Title IV financial aid, negatively impacting thousands of 
students in their access to this career pathway and opportunities for 
advancement. 
 
For these reasons, we recommend a support position. 
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Organizations in Support: 
Association of California School Administrators 
California Federation of Teachers 
California Manufacturers and Technology Association 
San Joaquin County Office of Education 
Riverside County Superintendent of Schools 
Metropolitan Education District 
Compton Unified School District 
North Orange County Regional Occupational Program 
Southern California Regional Occupational Center 
Baldy View Regional Occupational Program 
Butte County Regional Occupational Program 
Colton Redlands Yucaipa Regional Occupational Program 
East San Gabriel Valley Regional Occupational Program 
 
Organizations in Opposition:  None on record. 
 
Status:  The bill is currently in the Assembly Committee on Appropriations. 

 
SB 148 (McGuire) Career technical education: Career and Job Skills 
Education Act. 
[As Introduced: 4/7/2015] 
 
Recommended Position: Support 
 
Background Information: This bill would establish the Career and Job Skills 
Education Act, which would authorize the governing board of one or more 
school districts, county offices of education, direct-funded charter schools, 
and regional occupational centers or programs (ROC/P) operated by joint 
powers authorities with the written consent from each participating local 
education agency, that operate any state-approved career technical education 
sequence of courses, to apply to the Superintendent for a grant for the 
development and enhancement of high-quality career technical education 
programs.  
 
The bill would require each grant recipient to adopt certain policies and 
procedures and establish a career technical education program that satisfies 
specified criteria:  
 

(a) The program shall provide a series of career technical education 
courses aligned with the California Career Technical Education Model 
Curriculum Standards adopted by the state board, and offer a coherent 
sequence of career technical education courses leading to specific 
competencies that will enable pupils to transition to postsecondary 
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education on a career pathway or attain entry level employment in 
business or industry upon their graduation from high school. 

 
(b) The program shall include plans, developed and implemented by 
the 
grant recipient for articulation of career technical education courses 
with community colleges or apprenticeship programs in the geographic 
area of the grant recipient to continue the sequence of career technical 
education courses through grades 13 and 14 and for the acquisition of 
high-quality industry certifications, credentials, and licenses. 
  
 (c) The program shall include assessments of local business and 
industry needs to ensure that the program provides pupils with the 
competency, knowledge, and skills necessary to pursue employment 
opportunities.  
 
(d) The program shall provide counseling and guidance services to 
pupils to help them satisfy all of the requirements for high school 
graduation and make informed career preparation choices. Counseling 
and guidance services provided for purposes of this subdivision may 
include counseling for pupils in grades 6 to 12, inclusive.  
 
(e) The program shall involve business and industry in cooperative 
projects with schools in the school district geographic area of the grant 
recipient to provide internships for pupils, externships for teachers, 
paid or nonpaid work experience, job-shadowing or mentoring 
opportunities, instructors from business and industry, assistance with 
needs assessments and program evaluations, and access to business 
and industry employment placement services to help graduating pupils 
obtain employment.  
 
 (f) The program shall include a system for data collection to be 
reported annually that shall comply with the requirements established 
by the Superintendent in terms of all of the following:  
 

(1) Number of pupils enrolled in career technical education 
courses.  
 

  (2) Number of pupils completing high school.  
 

(3) Pupils earning industry recognized certifications, 
credentials, or licenses as determined by a list approved by the 
Superintendent, or who passed third-party career technical 
education pathway specific assessments. 
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(4) Pupils securing employment, particularly in jobs related to 
the area of their career technical preparation in high school.  
 
(5) Pupils proceeding to advanced education or training at the 
postsecondary educational level. 
 
(6) Pupils proceeding to advanced education or training at the 
postsecondary educational level in the same career pathway as 
their career technical preparation in high school. 
 
(7) Number and types of career technical courses offered and 
the number of those courses that qualify as alternative means to 
complete the prescribed course of study requirements as 
described in subdivision (b) of Section 51225.3. 

 
The bill would establish the Career and Job Skills Education Fund in the 
State Treasury, and would also require the Superintendent to, among other 
things, administer the fund and distribute awards through an annual 
application process to applicants that meet certain requirements. The bill 
would further require the Superintendent and the State Board of Education 
to incorporate appropriate metrics into state-adopted accountability 
measures to determine career readiness of California's high school pupils. 
 
The bill would appropriate $600,000,000 from the General Fund to the 
Superintendent, for deposit in the Career and Job Skills Education Fund, for 
purposes of the Career and Job Skills Education Act, and would express the 
intent of the Legislature that additional funds be appropriated from the 
General Fund, as necessary, for those purposes in the 2017-18 and 2018-19 
fiscal years. 
(2) Funds appropriated by the bill for purposes of funding this act would be 
applied toward the minimum funding requirements for school districts and 
community college districts imposed by Section 8 of Article XVI of the 
California Constitution. 
 
Would establish the Career and Job Skills Education Act, which would 
authorize the governing board of one or more school districts, county offices 
of education, direct-funded charter schools, and ROC/Ps operated by joint 
powers authorities with the written consent from each participating local 
education agency, that operate any state-approved career technical education 
sequence of courses, to apply to the Superintendent for a $600 million 
incentive grant for the development and enhancement of high-quality career 
technical education programs.   
 
Salary expenditures for career technical education staff shall be capped at 50 
percent of the annual amount apportioned to the recipient. 
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Justification: While the Governor’s 2015-16 State Budget proposes a career 
technical education (CTE) incentive grant program funded at $250 million 
per year for 2015-16, 2016-17 and 2017-18, SB 148 proposes a second grant 
opportunity funded at $600 million, and establishes the Career and Job 
Skills Educational Act. Both proposals would require a one-on-one 
state/local funding match. 
 
For this reason, we recommend a support position. 
 
Organizations in Support:  
California Farm Bureau Federation 
State Building and Construction Trades Council of California 
California Association of Sheet Metal and Air Conditioning Contractors'    
     National Association 
Contractors' National Association 
California Manufacturers and Technology Association 
California Hospital Association 
California School Employees Association 
Kelseyville Unified School District 
Southern California Regional Occupational Center (SCROC) 
 
Organizations in Opposition: None on record. 
 
Status: The bill is currently on the Assembly Committee on Appropriations’ 
suspense file pending a hearing.   
 
SB 425 (Hernandez) Career training: adult students. 
[As amended 4/21/2015] 
 
Recommended Position:  Support 
 
Background Information:  SB 425 would authorize the Superintendent of 
Public Instruction (SPI) to certify by name, any regional occupational center 
or program (ROC/P), county office of education, or adult education 
program, that provides a program of training to prepare adult students for 
gainful employment in a recognized occupation to legally authorize the 
center, program, or office to provide an educational program beyond 
secondary education, including an education program that leads to a degree 
or certificate. 
 
SB 425 would also extend the authority mentioned above exclusively for the 
purpose of participation in Title IV authorized federal student financial 
assistance programs and would require a ROC/P, county office of education, 
or adult education program applying for certification to comply with both of 
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the following: 
 

 Satisfy all applicable eligibility requirements specified in federal 
rulemaking pursuant to specified federal regulations. 
 

 Apply in writing to the SPI as an individual entity to be considered 
for certification. 

 
SB 425 would authorize any person to file a complaint under the Uniform 
Complaint Procedures (UCPs) regarding an alleged violation by a local 
agency of federal or state law governing adult education programs or 
ROC/Ps, including allegations of unlawful discrimination, harassment, 
intimidation, or bullying, and requires the SPI to adopt regulations to 
implement this authorization.  
 
The bill would also authorize the SPI to decertify a ROC/P, county office of 
education, or adult education program, for purposes of participation in Title 
IV authorized federal student financial assistance programs, upon a 
determination that the entity is no longer in compliance with the specified 
federal regulations.  
 
Justification: The passage of SB 425 will grant high school students and 
graduates the opportunity to receive free to low-cost postsecondary career 
technical certification training from ROC/Ps, county offices of education, 
adult schools and evening high schools. If SB 425 does not become law 
before July 1, 2015, these public entities run the risk of becoming ineligible 
to participate in Title IV financial aid, negatively impacting thousands of 
students in their access to this career pathway and opportunities for 
advancement. 
 
For these reasons, we recommend a support position on the bill. 
 
Organizations in Support: 
East San Gabriel Valley Regional Occupational Program/Technical Center 
La Puente Valley Regional Occupational Program 
Riverside County Superintendent of Schools 
ROP North Orange County 
 
Organizations in Opposition: None on file. 
 
Status:  The bill is in the Assembly Committee on Appropriations. 

 
SB 451 (Lara) Pupil instruction and services: educational counseling.  
[As Introduced: 4/29/2015] 
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Recommended Position: Support 
 
Background Information: SB 451 authorizes school districts that choose to 
provide a comprehensive educational counseling program to: 
 

A. Provide specific academic counseling services such as 
reviewing student records, meeting with students and parents to 
discuss a student’s records, educational goals, and academic 
progress, providing course work information, assisting students 
having difficulty passing the high school exit exam or its 
successor, and other services specified.  

 
B. Provide career and vocational counseling services such as those 

that help pupils identify personal interests, skills, and abilities, 
understand the relationship between academic achievement and 
career success, and understand the value of participating in 
career technical education and work-based learning activities, 
among other things as specified.  

 
The bill also states legislative intent that school counselors perform 
specified functions and services including:  
 

A. Monitor and improve pupil behavior, collaborate and 
coordinate with school and community resources, engage in 
professional development opportunities, use research-based 
strategies to reduce stigma and conflict and improve student 
well-being. 

 
B. Provide counseling intervention and support services, promote 

and maintain a safe learning environment by providing 
restorative justice strategies, intervene to address school-
related problems, including issues related to chronic absences, 
implement programs to promote the academic, career, personal, 
and social development of all students. 

 
SB 451 would also require ongoing professional development related to 
career and vocational counseling to include strategies for pupils pursuing 
postsecondary, career technical education, multiple pathway, college, and 
global career opportunities. 
 
Justification: SB 451 would provide professional development for 
counselors related to career and vocational counseling which is aligned to 
the Common Core state curriculum. LACOE’s student population, both in 
juvenile court schools and county community schools, can benefit greatly 
from vocational counseling which is critical to their ability to access 
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different college and career pathways. 
 
For these reasons, we recommend a support position. 
 
Organizations in Support: 
California Association of School Counselors 
California Teachers Association 
 
Organizations in Opposition:  None on file. 
 
Status:  The bill is currently in the Assembly pending referral to committee. 

 
 



Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 
 
 
Item IX. Informational Items 

 
A. Governmental Relations 

 
Dr. Delgado will provide an update on Governmental Relations. 
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Item IX. Informational Items 

 
B. Board Committee / Liaison Reports 

 
Board members serving as Committee/Liaison representatives will 
report on their activities.  
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Item IX. Informational Items 

 
C. Los Angeles County Board of Education Meeting Schedule, 

Establishment of Meeting Times, Future Agenda Items, Follow up 
 

Board meetings scheduled for 2014-2015 are listed on the following 
pages.  The calendar is presented for discussion, to establish meeting 
times, and to receive Board members' requests for future agenda items. 
 
This process will facilitate planning for Board meetings. 



 
05/12/2015 

 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY  
BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 MEETING CALENDAR 

 
May 12, 2015 – June 30, 2015 

 
 

 



MAY 12                                                                          2015 
2:00 Board Meeting 
Study Session: Overview and Discussion of the Process for 
Considering the Appeal of a Petition to Establish or Renew 
a Charter School 
Study Session:  Attorney-Client Privilege and Closed 
Session under Brown Act 
Presentation: Recognition of Classified School Employees 
Week 
Rpt: Staff Findings on the Renewal Petition for Academia 
Avance Charter School, Grades 6-1, Pursuant to Education 
Code Sections 47607 and 47605 
Consent Rec: Approval for Disposal of Surplus Personal 
Property 
Consent Rec:  Approval of Los Angeles County Board of 
Education Institutional Memberships for the 2015-16 Fiscal 
Year 
Rec: Approve the Superintendent’s Recommendation to 
deny Renewal of the Charter for Academia Avance Charter 
School, Grades 6-12, Pursuant to Education Code Sections 
47607 and 47605 
Rec:  Approval of  Position Recommendation Report 
(PRR), May 2015 
Interdistrict Attendance Appeals 
1. Jimmy B.C. v. Montebello USD (Spanish Interpreter) 
2. Roman P. v. Los Angeles USD * 
3. Ricky P. v. Los Angeles USD * 
4. Riley P. v. Los Angeles USD * 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
*Pending Appeal Hearing 
#1000 Schools List 
AB – AB2444 

5/12/15 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MAY 19                                                                      2015 
2:00 Board Curriculum, Instruction and Assessment 
Committee Meeting 
3:00 Board Meeting 
Presentation:  South Pasadena High School Academic 
Decathlon Team 
Public Hearing:  (Time Certain: 3:35 p.m.) Annual 
Budget and Service Plans for the Los Angeles County 
Office of Education, Special Education Local Plan Area 
(LACOE SELPA) 
Rpt:  Technology Master Plan Update / BEST Project 
Update 
Rpt: Report on the Prepa Tec Los Angeles High School, 
Grades 9-12: Appeal of a Petition previously denied by 
Los Angeles Unified School District Board of Education 
Rec:  Approval of the Annual Budget and Service Plans 
for the Los Angeles County Office of Education, Special 
Education Local Plan Area (LACOE SELPA) 
Rec: Approval/Denial of the Superintendent’s 
Recommendation for the Prepa Tec Los Angeles High 
School, Grades 9-12: Initial Petition on appeal denied by 
Los Angeles Unified School District Board of Education 
Interdistrict Attendance Appeals 
1. Rebecca M. v. Los Angeles USD  
2. Nathan B. v. Los Angeles USD  
3. Elijah H. v. Los Angeles USD * 
4. Josue H. v. Los Angeles USD  
5. Alana A. v. Los Angeles USD  
6. Eric C. v. Los Angeles USD  
7. Joshua C. v. Los Angeles USD * 
8. Miles M. v. Los Angeles USD * 
9. Tyler H. v. Los Angeles USD  
10. Kilei P. B. v. Los Angeles USD 
11. Monica K. v. Whittier City SD * 
12. Carlos M. v. Los Nietos SD * 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



JUNE 2                                                    2015 
2:00 Board Finance Committee Meeting 
3:00 Board Meeting 
Presentation: History Day Awards 2015 
Public Hearing:  (Time Certain: 3:00 p.m.) Annual Budget 
and Service Plans for the Los Angeles County Office of 
Education, Special Education Local Plan Area (LACOE 
SELPA) 
Consent Rec: Approval of Annual Distribution of United 
States Forest Reserve Funds 
Rpt: Head Start Self-Assessment and Program 
Improvement Plan   
Rec: Approval of Head Start Self –Assessment and Program 
Improvement Plan 
Rec: Adoption of Board Resolution No.17: Short Term 
Cash Loans to School Districts in Los Angeles County 
Rec: Approval of the Los Angeles County Board of 
Education Schedule, 2015-2016, Establishment of meeting 
times, future agenda items, follow up 
Rec:  Approval of the Annual Budget and Service Plans for 
the Los Angeles County Office of Education, Special 
Education Local Plan Area (LACOE SELPA) 
Interdistrict Attendance Appeals 
1. Kenia A. v. Compton USD * (Spanish Interpreter) 
2. Jorge A. v. Compton USD * (Spanish Interpreter) 
3. Natalie C. v. Compton USD * (Spanish Interpreter) 
4. Kierra L. v. Lawndale SD * 
5. Gilmar A. v. Alhambra USD * 
6. Pepper L. v. Los Angeles USD * 
7. Sloan C. v. Los Angeles USD * 
8. Kira P. v. Los Angeles USD * 
9. Jada V. v. Los Angeles USD * 
10. Holly B. v. Los Angeles USD * 
11. David N. v. Los Angeles USD * 
12. Mia H. v. Los Angeles USD * 
13. Michael H. v. Los Angeles USD * 
14. Ricardo C. v. Los Angeles USD * 
15. Melissa B. v. Los Angeles USD * 
16. Hailey H. v. Los Angeles USD * 
17. Artashes S. v. Los Angeles USD * 
18. Madisoon P. v. Los Angeles USD * 
19. Sameh D. v. Las Virgenes USD * 
20. Anthony D. v. Las Virgenes USD * 
 
 

5/12/15 

JUNE 9                                                                       2015 
2:00 Board Policy Committee Meeting 
3:00 Board Meeting 
Presentation:  Annual Service Awards 
Public Hearing: Local Control Accountability Plan 
(LCAP) 
Public Hearing: Adoption of 2015-16 Proposed Budget 
Rpt: Proposed 2015-16 Budget First Reading 
Rec:  Adoption of Resolution No. 18: Education 
Protection Act 
 
JUNE 16                                                                         
2:00 Board Curriculum, Instruction and Assessment 
Committee Meeting 
3:00 Board Meeting 
Presentation: Juvenile Court Schools 2015 Academic 
Bowl 
Rec: Adoption of Local Control Accountability Plan 
(LCAP) 
Rec: Adoption of 2015-16 Proposed Budget 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
*Pending Appeal Hearing 
#1000 Schools List 
AB – AB2444 



Board Meeting – May 12, 2015 
 
 
Item X.   Interdistrict and Expulsion Appeal Hearings 
 
 A. Los Angeles County Board of Education’s Decision on Interdistrict 
  Attendance Appeals (Enclosures) 

 
Final decisions on Interdistrict Attendance Appeals 

 
On April 27, 2015, the Administrative Hearing Consultant heard the 
appeal(s). The consultant’s findings and recommendations were sent to 
the County Board of Education, along with the hearing folder, for 
review. 
 
The Superintendent will provide legal counsel from the County Office 
of Education. 
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Interdistrict 
Attendance Permit Appeal(s) 

 
       
       
Student’s Name Hearing Consultant Grade Represented by Resident District   District Representative  Desired District 

Mr. Jose Benitez and 
1. Jimmy B. Vicente Bravo 9 Montebello USD Dr. Angel Gallardo  Alhambra USD 

Ms. Soledad Cortez 

 




