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	SUBJECT

Overview of Process and Actions Taken by the California Department of Education to Ensure Accountability of Locally and State Board of Education-Authorized Charter Schools. 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) take action as deemed necessary and appropriate. No specific recommendation is requested at this time. 
	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


The SBE has delegated to the CDE responsibility for ongoing oversight of the schools it approves. The SBE approved its first charter school in 2000, and currently authorizes three statewide benefit charters with nine schools, thirteen charter schools, and eight all-charter districts. Throughout the term of each school’s charter, the SBE reviews performance data for each school, and takes action as appropriate.

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


Charter Schools Authorized by the SBE
The CDE takes an active role in ensuring that only high quality charter schools continue to operate after their initial charter term. 

As part of its oversight responsibilities, the CDE provides the SBE three reports each year regarding the academic performance of SBE-authorized charter schools. The reports allow the CDE and the SBE to track the progress of each SBE-authorized school, determine each school's ability to meet charter renewal criteria under California Education Code (EC) Section 47607(b), and consider recommendations for corrective action or commencement of the revocation process under EC Section 47607(c), if necessary.

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


1. At the SBE meeting following the release of the annual Growth Academic Performance Index (API) reports, the CDE reports on the academic performance of all SBE-authorized schools and identifies those schools that are required to submit a Student Achievement Plan (SAP). Under the terms of the Memorandum of Understanding between SBE-authorized schools and the SBE, a school is required to submit a SAP if the school has failed to meet its API growth targets in a given year, either school-wide or by numerically significant subgroups, or if the school has failed to make Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP). The SAP must include the school’s specific goals, how progress towards and achievement of each goal will be measured, data that will be collected, and the school's proposed expenditures. Upon submission of the SAP, the CDE reviews and approves the SAP and begins monitoring implementation of the SAP with the school.

2. At the SBE meeting following the due date for submission of a SAP, the CDE provides the Board with an item that includes a description of the plan and any recommendations the CDE is proposing. The Board takes action to approve the plan and may provide additional direction.
3. At the SBE meeting following the release of the Base API reports, the CDE reports on the academic performance and decile rankings of all SBE-authorized schools.

Locally-Authorized Charter Schools
District and county authorizers are required to submit documentation (i.e., board minutes) to the CDE when a charter is renewed pursuant to EC Section 47607(b). When notified of a charter renewal by a district or county, the Charter Schools Division (CSD) ensures that renewal was made in compliance with EC Section 47607(b). This section of the code requires that prior to consideration for renewal, a charter school must meet at least one of the following criteria:

1. Attained its API growth target in the prior year or in two of the last three years, or in the aggregate for the prior three years

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. 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 

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


pupil population that is served at the charter school. Such determination shall be based upon all of the following:

If a charter school is renewed by a district or county authorizer under the criteria of EC Section 47607(b)(4), the chartering authority is required under EC Section 47607(b)(4)(C) to submit supporting documentation and a written summary of the basis for renewal to the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI). Based 

on a review of these materials, the SSPI may make recommendations to the chartering authority. In addition, EC Section 47607(b)(4)(C) authorizes the SSPI to use this review as the basis to make a recommendation to the SBE to take action, including but not limited to revocation. 

SBE Authority Regarding Locally-Authorized Charter Schools

The SSPI may also make a recommendation to the SBE to take action, including revocation of charter, under EC Section 47604.5. This section states that the SBE may take appropriate action, based on the recommendation of the SSPI, including but not limited to revocation of a school’s charter when the SBE, even if it is not the chartering authority, finds any of the following:

1.
Gross financial mismanagement that jeopardizes the financial stability of the charter school
2. Illegal or substantially improper use of charter school funds for the personal benefit of any officer, director, or fiduciary of the charter school
3. Substantial and sustained departure from measurably successful practices such that continued departure would jeopardize the educational development of the school’s pupils
	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


N/A
	ATTACHMENT(S)


None.
