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	SUBJECT

Petition for the Establishment of a Charter School Under the Oversight of the State Board of Education: Hold a Public Hearing to Consider Rocketship Charter School, San Francisco, Which Was Denied by the San Francisco Unified School District Board of Education.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


SUMMARY OF THE ISSUES
On August 9, 2011, the San Francisco Unified School District Board of Education (SFUSD) voted to deny the Rocketship San Francisco (RSSF) charter petition by a vote of 6 to 0. A county appeal was not necessary, as SFUSD is also the county office.
Pursuant to Education Code (EC) Section 47605(j), petitioners for a charter school that has been denied at the local level may petition the State Board of Education (SBE) for approval of the charter, subject to certain conditions.

RECOMMENDATION
California Department of Education Recommendation

The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the SBE hold a public hearing to deny the petition to establish the RSSF charter school under the oversight of the SBE based on the CDE’s finding pursuant to EC Section 47605(b)(2) that the petitioners are unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition. 

Advisory Commission on Charter Schools Recommendation

The Advisory Commission on Charter Schools (ACCS) considered the RSSF petition at its November 30, 2011, meeting. By a vote of six to one, the ACCS voted to recommend that the SBE approve the RSSF petition.
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES
The RSSF charter petition proposes to serve pupils in the Bay View area of San Francisco. The targeted population reflects the ethnic, cultural, and economic diversity of the area where the school proposes to locate. 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)
The CDE staff reviewed the RSSF petition, and the RSSF budget and cash flow reports. 
The RSSF charter petition describes an educational program that provides many levels of support, resources, and interventions for students that are not performing at grade-

level. However, the CDE finds the following areas of deficiency within the petition:
· The relationship between Rocketship Education and the charter school and whether the charter management organization (CMO) would cover debts or liabilities in the event of school closure is not sufficiently described in the petition. Specifically, the RSSF petition states on page 99 that “On closure, the Charter School shall remain responsible for satisfaction of all liabilities arising from the operation of the Charter School.”
· Regarding local revenue in each year, grant award letters addressed to the Rocketship Education CMO from the Silicon Valley Community Foundation (Hastings/Quillen Fund) and the Charter School Growth Fund were provided as evidence of local grant funding; however, no details regarding the use of these funds for individual school sites were included. 

· Debt service payments for two loans (i.e., financing cash flow) are not included. The first is identified in the budget narrative as a $250,000 start up loan in Year 1 from Rocketship Education; no information was provided for the second financing source of $100,000 in Year 2. 

· Regarding the management fee totaling 15 percent of the school’s revenues, the petition does not sufficiently describe what services will be provided for this fee. Specifically, the petition states on page 365 that these fees will pay “for central office personnel to provide necessary operational and academic services to the school.” There is no further description of these services. It cannot be determined from the petition whether additional funds need to be budgeted for other purposes such as back office or administrative services.
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION
Currently, 32 charter schools operate under SBE authorization as follows:

· Three statewide benefit charters, operating a total of 13 schools

· One countywide benefit charter

· Eighteen charter schools, authorized on appeal after local or county denial

The SBE delegates oversight duties of these schools to the CDE.
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)
If approved, this school would receive apportionment funding under the charter school block grant funding model. Funding is based on the statewide average funding levels for 

each grade span (kindergarten through grade three, grades four through six, grades seven through eight, and grades nine through twelve). Calculations use revenue limits for unified, elementary, and high school districts.
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California Department of Education

Charter School Petition Review Form

Rocketship Education Rocketship San Francisco
	Table 1:  Key Information Regarding Rocketship Education Rocketship San Francisco

	Proposed Grade Span and Build-out Plan 
	In the 2013–14 school year, Rocketship San Francisco Charter School (RSSF) proposes to serve students in kindergarten through grade five (K–5) and possibly grade six, should there be parent demand for this grade level. In year one, RSSF will serve students in kindergarten through grade three (K–3). Each subsequent year it will add one grade level. The proposed enrollment and build out plan projections are displayed in Table 1. 

Table 1:  RSSF Grade Level and Enrollment Build Out Plan
K

1

2

3

4

5

6

Total

Year 1

120

112
92
92
0
0
0
416
Year 2

120
112
104
94
83
0
0
513
Year 3

120
112
104
94
83
42
0
555
Year 3 and Beyond

120
112
104
94
83
42
80
635


	Proposed Location
	Southeast corridor of San Francisco (Bay View neighborhood)

	Brief History
	On August 9, 2011, the San Francisco Unified School District Board of Education (SFUSD) voted to deny the RSSF Charter petition by a vote of 6 to 0. A county appeal was not necessary, as SFUSD is the county office. 

	Lead Petitioner 
	John Danner, Co-Founder and Chief Executive Officer of Rocketship Education


	Table 2:  Summary of Required Charter Elements Pursuant to

California Education Code Section 47605(b)

	
	Charter Elements Required Pursuant to California Education Code (EC) Section 47605(b)
	Meets Requirements

	
	Sound Educational Practice
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	Ability to Successfully Implement the Intended Program
	No

	
	Required Number of Signatures
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	Affirmation of Specified Conditions
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	1
	Description of Educational Program
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	2
	Measureable Pupil Outcomes
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	3
	Method for Measuring Pupil Progress
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	4
	Governance Structure
	Yes

	5
	Employee Qualifications
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	6
	Health and Safety Procedures
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	7
	Racial and Ethnic Balance
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	8
	Admission Requirements
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	9
	Annual Independent Financial Audits
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	10
	Suspension and Expulsion Procedures
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	11
	Retirement Coverage
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	12
	Public School Attendance Alternatives
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	13
	Post-employment Rights of Employees
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	14
	Dispute Resolution Procedures
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	15
	Exclusive Public School Employer
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	16
	Closure Procedures
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	Standards, Assessments, and Parent Consultation
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	Employment is Voluntary
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	Pupil Attendance is Voluntary
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	Effect on Authorizer and Financial Projections
	No

	
	Academically Low Achieving Pupils
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	Teacher Credentialing
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	Transmission of Audit Report
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Summary of California Department of Education Evaluation

The RSSF charter petition describes an educational program that provides many levels of support, resources, and interventions for students that are not performing at grade-level. 
In considering the RSSF charter petition, the CDE reviewed the following:

· The RSSF petition

· RSSF budget information

· RSSF educational and demographic data of the schools where pupils would otherwise be required to attend

· Board agendas, minutes, and findings from SFUSD regarding the denial of the RSSF petition, along with the petitioners’ responses

Details regarding the CDE analysis are provided in this report. In addition, the CDE reviewed the statutory requirements for charter petitions. 

Requirements for State Board of Education-Authorized Charter Schools

	Sound Educational Practice
	California EC Section 47605(b)

 5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(a) and (b)

	Evaluation Criteria

For purposes of EC Section 47605(b), a charter petition shall be “consistent with sound educational practice” if, in the SBE’s judgment, 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 by the SBE.

For purposes of EC Section 47605(b)(1), a charter petition shall be “an unsound educational program” if it is either of the following:

(1) A program that involves activities that the SBE determines would present the likelihood of physical, educational, or psychological harm to the affected pupils.

(2) A program that the SBE determines not likely to be of educational benefit to the pupils who attend.



	Is the charter petition “consistent with sound educational practice?” 
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:
The RSSF charter petition proposes to serve pupils in the Bay View area of San Francisco. The targeted population reflects the ethnic, cultural, and economic diversity of the area where the school is located, as shown in Table 4. 

The RSSF charter petition proposes an educational program that provides many levels of support, resources, and interventions for students that are not performing at grade-level. For example, the focus of the educational program for RSSF is based on a schoolwide implementation of the Response to Intervention framework (Rtl). In this framework, key components require that students be regularly assessed and instruction be immediately modified based on assessment results. The RSSF petition will contract with Rocketship Education, a non-profit organization that will provide many of the services that a traditional district provides to its public schools. 
Academic Performance Index (API) and Adequately Yearly Progress (AYP) data for the surrounding schools where pupils would otherwise be required to attend are contained in Tables 3–9.
	Table 3: 2011 Demographic Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Bret Harte Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	George Washington Carver Elementary

	CDS Code
	38684786040760
	38684786040950
	38684786093496

	Student Enrollment
	240
	296
	280

	% Black or African American
	40.8
	33.1
	70.7

	% American Indian or Alaska Native
	1.7
	0.7
	1.8

	% Asian
	0
	11.5
	0.7

	% Filipino
	2.1
	6.8
	1.1

	% Hispanic or Latino
	32.9
	30.1
	5.7

	% Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	15.8
	5.7
	13.6

	% White
	0.8
	4.4
	0.4

	% Two or More Races
	2.9
	4.4
	2.9

	% Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	93.3
	75.7
	88.2

	% English Learners
	34.6
	30.7
	8.6

	% Students with Disabilities
	15
	9.5
	7.5

	Data source used "DMDSQL1.EDdemo2.vwSSIDenroll"


	Table 4: 2011 Truancy, Suspension, and Expulsion Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Bret Harte Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	George Washington Carver Elementary

	CDS Code
	38684786040760
	38684786040950
	38684786093496

	Enrollment
	240
	296
	280

	Truancy Number (Rate)
	116(48.3)
	204(68.9)
	174(62.1)

	Suspension Number (Rate)
	0(0)
	26(8.8)
	1(0.4)

	Expulsion Number (Rate)
	0(0)
	0(0)
	0(0)

	Data source was a provided spreadsheet "umirs1011.xls"


	Table 5. Academic Performance Index (API) Growth for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Bret Harte Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	George Washington Carver Elementary

	CDS Code
	38684786040760
	38684786040950
	38684786093496

	API Growth for 2010–11  
	23
	-16
	0

	API Growth for 2009–10
	14
	24
	34

	API Growth for 2008–09
	-10
	-30
	-11

	API Growth for 2007–08
	-128
	-19
	23

	Data source used "API08gdb.dbf, API09gdb.dbf, API10gdb.dbf, API11gdb.dbf"


	Table 6:  2011 Growth Academic Performance Index (API) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Bret Harte Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	George Washington Carver Elementary

	CDS Code
	38684786040760
	38684786040950
	38684786093496

	Valid Scores Schoolwide
	137
	177
	165

	Schoolwide
	650(23)
	699(-16)
	701(0)

	Black or African American
	640(55)
	638(-3)
	711(17)

	American Indian or Alaska Native
	-
	-
	-

	Asian
	-
	821(-)
	-

	Filipino
	-
	820(-)
	-

	Hispanic or Latino
	595(-)
	695(-)
	-

	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	695(-)
	-
	650(-)

	White
	-
	709(-)
	-

	Two or More Races
	-
	-
	-

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	645(30)
	689(-27)
	698(-4)

	English Learners
	578(-)
	737(-)
	744(-)

	Students with Disabilities
	508(-)
	566(-)
	496(-)

	Statewide/Similar Schools Rank
	1/1
	2/2
	1/5

	Data source used, "API11gdb.dbf, API10bdb.dbf"

- The Growth API is not displayed when there are less than 11 valid scores

(-) The student group is not numerically significant, therefore no growth determination was made


	Table 7: 2011 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Bret Harte Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	George Washington Carver Elementary

	CDS Code
	38684786040760
	38684786040950
	38684786093496

	Met AYP Criteria
	Yes
	No
	No

	# Criteria Met/# Criteria Applicable
	13/13
	11/21
	4/13

	2011-12 Program Improvement (PI) Status
	In PI
	In PI
	Not in PI (SO)

	2011-12 Program Improvement (PI) Year
	Year 2
	Year 3
	 

	Data source used, "APR11adb.dbf, schlpi11.dbf"

SO=School received School Improvement Grant funding and is covered by Start Over waiver due to implementing turnaround model. The turnaround model includes, among other actions, replacing the principal and at least 50 percent of the school’s staff, adopting a new governance structure, and implementing a new or revised instructional program. Data retrieved from the CDE Web site at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/sw/t1/documents/sig09appsrecd.xls


	Table 8: 2011  Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Data: Percent Proficient in English-Language Arts (ELA) for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	ELA % Proficiency Target: 67.6

	School Name
	Bret Harte Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	George Washington Carver Elementary

	CDS Code
	38684786040760
	38684786040950
	38684786093496

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	135
	177
	153

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	28.1(Yes)
	29.4(No)
	41.2(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	27.0(Yes)
	19.7(No)
	42.2(No)

	American Indian or Alaska Native (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)

	Asian (Met Target)
	--(--)
	45.8(--)
	--(--)

	Filipino (Met Target)
	--(--)
	53.8(--)
	--(--)

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	16.7(--)
	30.2(No)
	--(--)

	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander (Met Target)
	33.3(--)
	--(--)
	36.0(--)

	White (Met Target)
	--(--)
	33.3(--)
	--(--)

	Two or More Races (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	27.1(Yes)
	27.7(No)
	40.1(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	12.5(--)
	32.7(No)
	27.3(--)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	23.5(--)
	17.4(--)
	27.3(--)

	Data source used, "APR11adb.dbf, schlpi11.dbf"

	-- Percent proficient is not displayed when there are less than 11 valid scores

	(--) The student group is not numerically significant, therefore no AYP determination was made


	Table 9: 2011 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Data: Percent Proficient in Mathematics for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	Math % Proficiency Target: 68.5

	School Name
	Bret Harte Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	George Washington Carver Elementary

	CDS Code
	38684786040760
	38684786040950
	38684786093496

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	136
	177
	165

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	31.6(Yes)
	43.5(No)
	48.5(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	25.0(Yes)
	30.3(No)
	48.7(Yes)

	American Indian or Alaska Native (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)

	Asian (Met Target)
	--(--)
	79.2(--)
	--(--)

	Filipino (Met Target)
	--(--)
	69.2(--)
	--(--)

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	25.0(--)
	41.5(Yes)
	--(--)

	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander (Met Target)
	44.4(--)
	--(--)
	46.2(--)

	White (Met Target)
	--(--)
	33.3(--)
	--(--)

	Two or More Races (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	31.5(Yes)
	41.8(No)
	48.0(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	20.0(--)
	54.5(No)
	54.5(--)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	15.8(--)
	17.4(--)
	21.7(--)

	Data source used, "APR11adb.dbf, schlpi11.dbf"

	-- Percent proficient is not displayed when there are less than 11 valid scores

	(--) The student group is not numerically significant, therefore no AYP determination was made


	Ability to Successfully Implement the Intended Program
	EC Section 47605(b)(2)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(c)


	Evaluation Criteria

For purposes of EC Section 47605(b)(2), the SBE shall take the following factors into consideration in determining whether charter petitioners a “e” "demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program:"

1. If the petitioners have a past history of involvement in charter schools or other education agencies (public or private), the history is one that the SBE 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.

2. The petitioners are unfamiliar in the SBE’s judgment with the content of the petition or the requirements of law that would apply to the proposed charter school.


3. The petitioners have presented an unrealistic financial and operational plan for the proposed charter school (as specified).


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 plan to secure the services of individuals who have the necessary background in curriculum, instruction, assessment, and finance and business management.


	Are the petitioners able to successfully implement the intended program?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments: 

The RSSF charter renewal petition does not demonstrate that the petitioners are likely to implement the program as set forth in the charter petition. The petitioners do have a reasonable comprehension of the requirements of law and a solid background in the educational, financial, organizational, and legal aspects of operating a charter school. The petitioners have demonstrated willingness to work with the CDE and have been responsive and compliant to requests for information, submission of reports and necessary documents.
The petitioners have demonstrated willingness to work with the CDE and have been responsive and compliant to requests for information, submission of reports and necessary documents.
As evidence, Rocketship Education currently operates three charter schools in San Jose. The RSSF petition states that Rocketship Mateo Sheedy Elementary (opened in 2007) earned an API score of 925 in 2010 and Rocketship Si Se Puede (opened in 2009) earned an API score of 866 in its first year.
 

However, the CDE finds the following areas of deficiency within the petition:
· The relationship between Rocketship Education and the charter school and whether the charter management organization (CMO) would cover debts or liabilities in the event of school closure is not sufficiently described in the petition. Specifically, the RSSF petition states on page 99 that “On closure, the Charter School shall remain responsible for satisfaction of all liabilities arising from the operation of the Charter School.”

· Regarding local revenue in each year, grant award letters addressed to the Rocketship Education CMO from the Silicon Valley Community Foundation (Hastings/Quillen Fund) and the Charter School Growth Fund were provided as evidence of local grant funding; however, no details regarding the use of these funds for individual school sites were included. 

· Debt service payments for two loans (i.e., financing cash flow) are not included. The first is identified in the budget narrative as a $250,000 start up loan in Year 1 from Rocketship Education; no information was provided for the second financing source of $100,000 in Year 2. 

· Regarding the management fee totaling 15 percent of the school’s revenues, the petition does not sufficiently describe what services will be provided for this fee. Specifically, the petition states on page 365 that these fees will pay “for central office personnel to provide necessary operational and academic services to the school.” There is no further description of these services. It cannot be determined from the petition whether additional funds need to be budgeted for other purposes such as back office or administrative services.

	Required Number of Signatures
	EC Section 47605(b)(3)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(d)


	Evaluation Criteria

For purposes of EC Section 47605(b)(3), 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 its submission…

	Does the petition contain the required number of signatures at the time of its submission?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments: 

The requisite number of signatures from meaningfully interested parents is included with the petition. 
	Affirmation of Specified Conditions
	EC Section 47605(b)(4)
EC Section 47605(d)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(e)


	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(”)]"…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 be nonsectarian in its programs, admission policies, employment practices, and all other operations, shall not charge tuition, and shall not discriminate against any pupil on the basis of disability, gender, 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. Except as provided in paragraph (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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(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 EC Section 47614.5. Other preferences may be permitted by the chartering authority on an individual school basis and only if consistent with the law.


(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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(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] Section 48200.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Does the charter petition contain the required affirmations?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter renewal petition does contain all of the required affirmations.

The 16 Charter Elements

	1. Description of Educational Program
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(A)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(1)


	Evaluation Criteria

The description of the educational program…, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(A), at a minimum:

	(A) 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(B) 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, belief of how learning best occurs, and goals consistent with enabling pupils to become or remain self-motivated, competent, and lifelong learners. 
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(C) 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.
	Yes

	(D) Indicates the basic learning environment or environments (e.g., site-based matriculation, independent study, community-based education, technology-based education).
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(E) 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(F) Indicates how the charter school will identify and respond to the needs of pupils who are not achieving at or above expected levels.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(G) Indicates how the charter school will meet the needs of students with disabilities, EL, students achieving substantially above or below grade level expectations, and other special student populations.
	Yes

	(H) 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, 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	If serving high school students, describes how district/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 may be considered transferable, and courses meeting the University of California/California State University “a-g" admissions criteria may be considered to meet college entrance requirements.
	NA

	Does the petition overall present a reasonably comprehensive description of the educational program?
	Yes


Comments:

The RSSF charter petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of the educational program. It provides substantial detail regarding its curriculum and plan to address the varying academic needs of students at the school including those students classified as English Learner (EL), socioeconomically disadvantaged, and students with disabilities. 

Educational Program

RSSF will be a site-based elementary school serving grades K–5 (possibly grade six if there is sufficient demand) that will locate in the Bay View area of San Francisco. It intends to serve students at-risk of achieving below basic proficiency on state exams, and to enroll students from schools that are undergoing program improvement (PI). The target population will be 26 percent English learner and 69 percent socioeconomically disadvantaged.

The school’s mission is to eliminate the achievement gap by graduating students that perform above grade level in literacy and math. Its vision is to create a future where children from southeast San Francisco return to their community as four-year college graduates to eradicate the achievement gap. These two organizational goals are consistent with the RSSF educational program, which is designed specifically to address, on a wide scale, the academic needs of the proposed target population in the Bay View area of San Francisco. That is, the entire school program is based on the expectation that entering students will be 1.5 years behind in grade level proficiency and that the school, RSSF, must provide focused and frequent interventions to most children in order to increase achievement and maintain those gains schoolwide. 

The major elements of the educational program include the following:

· An extended school day

· High expectations

· Teacher teaming

· Deep community involvement

· Individualization for each student 

RSSF will provide an extended school day by beginning school at 8 a.m. and ending at 4 p.m. For those students enrolled in the Rtl program the school day may extend to 4:45 p.m. 

The RSSF petition states that it will instill a schoolwide expectation for high achievement by making achievement a fundamental component of teacher evaluation and compensation. 

Teacher teaming will be implemented by having a teacher for homeroom instruction that will monitor student achievement and progress with interventions. However, students will also have two other teachers; one will provide literacy instruction that is integrated with social studies, and the other will provide instruction in math that is integrated with science. RSSF believes that content matter specialization will allow teachers to focus and specialize on subject matter competency.

RSSF will develop community involvement by having teachers conduct home visits with every family during the first half of the year, conducting monthly community meetings and special events, and by choosing principals and office managers who are bi-lingual in neighborhoods where Spanish is the dominant language. 

The RSSF charter petition indicates that RSSF will individualize curriculum through the implementation of the RtI framework (for description see Plan for Low-Achieving Students, below) which will inform classroom instruction, tutoring interventions and the Learning Lab time. During the Learning Lab, a student’s interim assessments results are used to create a specific online intervention program for each student by the Academic Dean and teacher.  

Learning Lab will include 110 minutes daily. Forty minutes will be dedicated to work on computers that provide individualized, leveled programs that automatically adjusts online work to meet student ability. Forty minutes will be dedicated to a reading center staffed by tutors that provide individualized instruction, and 30 minutes will include enrichment physical education activities. RSSF indicates that 80–90 minutes of the computer and reading time will include one-to-one pullout time with tutors in small groups. Some low-performing students may regularly receive the 80–90 minutes of tutoring.
 
Curriculum

RSSF will provide a curriculum based on the California frameworks and academic content standards, the latter of which RSSF also reviewed against the Common Core standards. RSSF identified the key standards by examining the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) focus and level of cognition required (per Bloom’s Taxonomy) for each standard. Based on this evaluation, RSSF determined which standards were most important in the eyes of the state and will focus instruction and build units around these key standards that RSSF calls power standards. 

For English-language arts, RSSF intends to utilize programs such as Open Court, Scholastic leveled readers, Six Traits of Writing (Northwest Regional Educational Laboratory), the Developmental Reading Assessment (DRA), Lucy Calkins Units of Study, and Step Up to Writing.

For Math, RSSF intends to use Harcourt Math, Math Their Way, Math A way of Thinking, and work from John Van de Walle (author of developmental mathematics textbooks and student-centered resources). 

For social science and science, RSSF will implement units developed according to Understanding by Design, UbD (Association for Supervision and Curriculum Development), a framework to develop curriculum, assessments, and instruction by backward mapping standards to develop units. RSSF petitioners indicate that each teacher will have access to the Guided Language Acquisition Design (GLAD) online portal, and will be provided with $1000 budget to supplement these units through various means such as products from Lakeshore, field trips, online science/social studies websites and resources, etc. In addition, the science course objectives do make note that resources from the Full Option Science System (FOSS) will be purchased to assist ELD students.  
District Concerns: The SFUSD staff report indicated that SFUSD did not agree with the philosophy of the RSSF math program. However, charter schools are free to implement and select a math program of their preference so long as the petitioner can demonstrate that the program is likely to benefit the student. The RSSF petition meets this standard. The RSSF petition clearly articulates the philosophy behind the RSSF program, provides examples of resources to support implementation of the program, outlines the standards to be taught, and describes course objectives. In addition, in RSSF’s response to the district findings, RSSF claims that the Rocketship math model is a proven success given that in the year 2010–11, over 80 percent of Rocketship students were proficient or advanced in math. (The CDE has verified that these AYP figures are correct.) 

Plan for Low-Achieving Students

The RSSF charter petition states that the entire school program is focused on assisting students that are at risk of achieving below basic proficiency on state exams. To this end, RSSF will implement the components of the RtI framework which will provide three tiers of intervention for students in need of additional assistance. 

At RSSF, all students will be assessed upon entry, using various local assessments targeted to the relevant grade level. If a student performs significantly below grade level, he/she will enter Tier 1, where the classroom teacher will develop an Individualized Learning Plan (ILP) to be implemented in the classroom. After eight weeks of instruction, students will be given the first round of assessments. Those students that continue to perform significantly below grade level will enter Tier 2 and will be given a revised ILP that will redirect their work in an additional period each day during small group tutoring/intervention time. The intervention tutor will provide a very specific eight-week plan combining suggestions from the classroom teacher and Academic Dean. After another eight weeks, students are assessed again to measure progress. For those students still not making adequate progress a Student Study Team Process may be conducted to revise the ILP once more. After two eight-week cycles of Tier 2 where students still do not make adequate progress, a student will enter Tier 3 and begin the Special Education assessment process. 
Plan for High-Achieving Students
RSSF will provide individualized learning opportunities through small group work in classrooms, group activities planned by teachers, and focused lessons based on their current academic needs in the Learning Lab. 

Plan for English Learners

The RSSF charter petition includes a detailed description of the English language resources and support for pupils at various stages of English language development. The level of detail and research reviewed indicates capacity and understanding of best practices for EL pupils in a predominantly English speaking setting. 

The RSSF program will provide an English immersion program (that will be staffed with teachers that possess a Cross-cultural Language and Academic Development (CLAD) certificate or equivalent, and have received training in GLAD, an instructional model for teaching English language development and literacy. 

RSSF will assess language proficiency at entry using two assessments. One assessment, the California English Language Development Test (CELDT), is state mandated and will measure English language proficiency. The other assessment, the Language Assessment Survey (LAS), no longer used by the state but available for private purchase, will assess Spanish language proficiency. For those students designated as EL, based on initial assessments upon enrollment, RSSF will focus primarily on developing oral language comprehension. The decision to focus on oral language comprehension is based on research cited in the petition stating that oral language comprehension is critical to facilitating large gains in reading and writing. 

RSSF will provide leveled ELD instruction during specifically scheduled ELD time within the English language arts block. The large number of EL students in kindergarten and first grade will allow for this type of grouping. However, at no other time during the school day will students be grouped by language ability. RSSF will purchase ELD curriculum, such as Hampton Brown’s “Into English,” and vocabulary building resources such as “English in a Flash” from Renaissance Learning. 

Language development will be evaluated every six months via parent conferences and twice a year using A Developmental English Proficiency Test (ADEPT), an oral language assessment. RSSF will also provide an EL Center during ELA instruction  that will provide language acquisition activities that target individual student needs based on progress on the ADEPT assessment. 
The reclassification procedures described in the petition are consistent with on EC Section 313, the standard process that traditional schools must follow for re-designation of EL students. 
District Concerns: SFUSD indicated that the proposed program for EL students (English immersion) presented by RSSF would not be effective for EL students beyond second grade. However, RSSF is lawfully able to select the English immersion instructional model for EL pupils. EC Section 330(f), indicates that all children in California shall be taught English as rapidly and effectively as possible. In addition, in their response to the district findings, Rocketship indicated that it is committed to serving the needs of all students, as evidenced by EL students’ API scores of 839, 887, and 854 in 2010–11. (The CDE has verified that these API figures are correct. In addition, the CDE reviewed enrollment data for the three Rocketship schools and found that the Rocketship schools serve a large percentage of EL students that ranges between 76 and 92 percent. In addition, the Rocketship schools serve a similar percentage of socioeconomically disadvantaged students.)
Plan for Special Education Students

The RSSF charter petition comprehensively describes services for students with disabilities. RSSF states that it will comply with all state and federal special education laws and SELPA policies and procedures. RSSF indicates that it will operate as a local educational agency (LEA) under the El Dorado County Charter Special Education Local Plan Area (SELPA) Charter Consortium, which was approved by the SBE in 2010. SELPA’s facilitate high quality educational programs for special needs students, training for parents and educators, and work with their members to ensure the provision of appropriate special education services. 

The RSSF charter petition states that as an LEA for special education purposes, RSSF will be solely responsible, the same as a district, for providing special education services. RSSF will be accountable for compliance monitoring and reporting through the charter SELPA, and will comply with any internal requirements of its authorizer related to the Individual with Disabilities Education Act.

The RSSF charter petition provide detail regarding the following aspects of special education services: integrated service delivery, enrollment regardless of disability, enrollment of students with Individualized Education Programs (IEP’s), child find activities, RtI, student study team, general education accommodations or modifications, assessment of students, 504 plans, considerations for EL pupils, development of an appropriate IEP, and functional analysis assessments and behavior intervention plans. 

As member of the El Dorado County SELPA, RSSF will make assurances in accordance with the SELPA plan that will include but are not limited to the following: free and appropriate education, full educational opportunity, child find, IEP, least restrictive environment, procedural safeguards, annual/triannual assessment, confidentiality, personnel standards, and participation in assessments. 

Regarding the continuum of services, RSSF provides information regarding how it will address the following: specialized academic instruction, mild to moderate; designed instructional services (speech and language, occupational and vision and hearing therapy); specialized academic instruction, moderate to severe; severe special day class; referral to non public school agency; compliance with AB 3632 (EC Section 56331); transportation to access special education services; and extra-curricular activities. 

Rocketship Education special education staff includes the following:

· Program Director (full time)

· Psychologist (full time)

· Special education teachers for mild to moderate (full time) and moderate to severe (contracted

· Instructional assistants/paraprofessionals

· Speech therapists (contracted)

· Speech and language pathologist assistants (contracted)

· Occupational therapist (contracted)

· Vision specialist (contracted)

· And other staff as required by an IEP

RSSF commits to providing ongoing staff training and ensuring all staff are appropriately credentialed and/or licensed to meet ESEA highly qualified requirements. RSSF will also encourage teaching staff to utilize the El Dorado County Charter SELPA Beginning Teacher Support and Assessment program.

In addition, the RSSF charter petition also describes the following:

· Parental involvement activities and resources

· Progress updates

· Translation

· Alternate dispute resolution

· Due process rights

· Facility construction that is fully compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act

· Compliance monitoring through state information system

	2. Measureable Pupil Outcomes
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(B)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(2)


	Evaluation Criteria

Measurable pupil outcomes, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(B), at a minimum:

	(A) 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. 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. 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(B) Include the school’s API growth target, if applicable.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of measurable pupil outcomes?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:
The RSSF petition presents a reasonable comprehensive description of measurable pupil outcomes. Specifically, it provides two levels of outcomes, one for the school as a whole and a second set of outcomes at the student level. They are as follows: 

School Outcome Goals

· 96 percent student attendance 

· Meet or exceed AYP targets

· One level of advancement in language proficiency as measured by ADEPT and the CELDT

· Meet or exceed statewide API growth target

· Meet or exceed the average achievement for the schools in the same area (through analysis of API data)

· Gain of one grade per year or more as measured by the Northwest Evaluation Association assessment (NWEA)

Student Outcome Goals

· Students will demonstrate at least one and a half years of growth towards grade-level proficiency in reading and language arts

· Students will demonstrate grade-level proficiency on standards in the areas of math, science, and social studies

· Students will develop a love of reading and will read daily both for information and pleasure

	3. Method for Measuring Pupil Progress
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(C)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(3)


	Evaluation Criteria

The method for measuring pupil progress, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(C), at a minimum:

	(A) 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(B) Includes the annual assessment results from the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) program.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(C) 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of the method for measuring pupil progress?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of the methods to be used for measuring student progress. 

RSSF will administer interim assessments every eight weeks, which will be followed by a full day of professional development to review and analyze the data. Teachers will be able to view the data in three forms: the teacher dashboard, assessment walls, and via the data analysis form (DAF). 

The teacher dashboard is an electronic resource that facilitates the tracking of student progress. Through this instrument, teachers can identify specific learning challenges by assessing a student’s mastery relative to predefined goals, review and coordinate basic skill mastery produced in Learning Lab, and facilitate communication among teachers. 

Teachers will also create an assessment wall that will provide a tangible resource by which to track student progress for all students at the school by grade level. To complete this activity, teachers will create student information cards (that include academic data) to be placed on a wall according to proficiency. The student information cards will be adjusted throughout the year pursuant to increases or decreases in achievement. 

Finally, the teaching staff will also complete the DAF after submitting student performance data into the teacher dashboard. The DAF will require a teacher to track student data from interim assessments. The teacher will then identify positive trends and challenges for the entire class. After this exercise, a teacher will be able to identify specific focus students that are within the challenge groups. The teacher will use this information to differentiate instruction within the classroom for the following eight weeks. 
Key methods of measuring student progress include the following assessments or programs:

· STAR, API, and AYP

· CELDT, LAS, ADEPT

· NWEA

· DRA

· Curriculum embedded benchmark assessments

· Accelerated Reader (Online reading software that provides leveled reading practice and monitors student achievement)

· Student Reading Survey

· Interim assessments

· Daily attendance

· Student reading survey

· Bi-monthly assessments
Results of these assessments will be shared regularly with parents through the following means:

· Report cards distributed three times a year

· Parent-teacher conferences

· School Accountability Report Card
	4. Governance Structure
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(D)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(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:

	(A) Includes evidence of the charter school’s incorporation as a non-profit public benefit corporation, if applicable.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(B) Includes evidence that the organizational and technical designs of the governance structure reflect a seriousness of purpose necessary to ensure that:

1.
The charter school will become and remain a viable enterprise.

2.
There will be active and effective representation of interested parties, including, but not limited to parents (guardians).

3.
The educational program will be successful.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of the school’s governance structure?
	Yes


Comments:

The RSSF charter petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of the RSSF governance structure. The petition meets the statutory and regulatory requirements of describing the charter school’s proposed governance structure and ensures parental involvement. 
RSSF will be operated as a California non-profit public benefit corporation and will apply for 501(c)(3) status. It will be governed by its own Board of Directors (Board) which will consist of at least three and up to five members. The RSSF Board composition will include at least one parent and at least one member of the community. 

The Board will also encourage active and effective representation of parents through the formation of an English Learner Advisory Committee (if over 51 students are EL pupils), and a Parent/Teacher Council. 

The Board will meet quarterly (or as necessary). The RSSF petition states that Board members should live, work, or participate in a community within two miles of RSSF. 
In a sample of the bylaws developed for another currently operating Rocketship school it states that Rocketship Education, the non-profit corporation, shall operate at the sole statutory member. This sole statutory member will have the power to appoint and remove all board members for the RSSF. Per the Rocketship Education bylaws, the Board of Directors for Rocketship Education shall be no less than three and no more than nine. For a current list of directors and advisors to the Rocketship Board of Directors, visit the “Board and Advisors” Web page of the Rocketship Education Web site at: http://rsed.org/index.php?page=board-advisors.  

The RSSF Board will contract with Rocketship Education for the provision of certain management services. Appendix AE of the RSSF charter petition is a sample contract between Rocketship Education and RSSF. Through this contract, Rocketship Education agrees to, among other duties, create the school, develop the charter, find and prepare a facility, provide professional development, provide office services, supervise the annual budget, write grants, secure financial capital, provide financial support, and manage special education services. This contract states that Rocketship Education will operate as an independent contractor and that there is no relationship of joint venture or partnership of any form created by the agreement. 
	5. Employee Qualifications
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(E)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(5)


	Evaluation Criteria

The qualifications (of the school’s employees), as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(E), at a minimum:

	(A) 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(B) 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(C) Specify that all requirements for employment set forth in applicable provisions of law will be met, including, but not limited to credentials as necessary.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of employee qualifications?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does present a reasonably comprehensive description of employee qualifications. All of RSSF teachers will be deemed highly qualified as required by the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA). 
	6. Health and Safety Procedures
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(F)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(6)


	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:

	(A) Require that each employee of the school furnish the school with a criminal record summary as described in EC Section 44237.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(B) Include the examination of faculty and staff for tuberculosis as described in EC Section 49406.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(C) 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(D) 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of health and safety procedures?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does present a reasonably comprehensive description of health and safety procedures to be used at the school. RSSF commits to a comprehensive set of policies and procedures to ensure the health and safety of staff and students including the following requirements:

· RSSF employees, contractors, and volunteers will be required to submit to fingerprinting and background clearance prior to employment, contract of service, volunteering, or any unsupervised contact with pupils of RSSF
· RSSF will require tuberculosis testing of all employees
· RSSF will adhere to all laws requiring immunizations for entering pupils to the same extent required for enrollment in non-charter public schools
· RSSF will adhere to vision, hearing, and scoliosis screening as required by EC Section 49450
	7. Racial and Ethnic Balance

	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(G)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(7)


	Evaluation Criteria

Recognizing the limitations on admissions to charter schools imposed by EC 

Section 47605(d), the means by which the school(s) 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), shall be presumed to have been met, absent specific information to the contrary.

	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of means for achieving racial and ethnic balance?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does present a reasonably comprehensive description of the means for achieving a racial and ethnic balance at the school. RSSF will employ outreach activities to achieve racial and ethnic balance and to be reflective of the schools in the vicinity.
RSSF commits to the following related to achieving racial and ethnic balance: 

· Printing and distributing materials in English, Spanish, and other languages reflecting the needs of the community

· An enrollment process that includes a timeline that allows for a broad-based application process

· Promotional and information material that reaches to various racial and ethnic groups represented in the territorial jurisdiction of SFUSD

· Information in Spanish on the Rocketship Education Web site

· Spanish interpreter at all general meetings
	8. Admission Requirements, If Applicable
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(H)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(8)


	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.

	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of admission requirements?
	Yes; Technical Amendment Would be Necessary to Reflect SBE Authorization


Comments:

The requirement of a public random drawing is met, however, the order of preferences stated in Rocketship’s petition is potentially inconsistent with EC Section 47605(d)(2). Rocketship proposes to exempt siblings of existing Rocketship students (beginning in year 2) and children of Rocketship staff from the lottery process. This means that enrollment for siblings and children of Rocketship faculty will automatically be granted in the order in which their applications were received provided the SBE approves of such practice. The SBE maintains that such an exemption is inconsistent with the requirements of EC Section 47605(d)(2) which requires preference be given to returning students and pupils of the district. While language in the Public Charter Schools Grant Program permits such exemptions, California law does not. 

In order for a charter school to balance the requirement of their need to refine the preferences state in Education Code with a weighted system that meets the needs of their charter, preferences may be extended to subgroups of students within the district. For example, sibling of current students who are also students of the district may be given preference, but preference may not be given to siblings who live outside of the district. 

A technical amendment would be necessary to revise public random drawing procedures to reflect SBE authorization in compliance with 5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(8).
	9. Annual Independent Financial Audits
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(I)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(9)


	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 SBE’s satisfaction, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(I), at a minimum:

	(A) Specify who is responsible for contracting and overseeing the independent audit.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(B) Specify that the auditor will have experience in education finance.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(C) Outline the process of providing audit reports to the SBE, CDE, or other agency as the SBE may direct, and specifying the timeline in which audit exceptions will typically be addressed.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(D) Indicate the process that the charter school(s) will follow to address any audit findings and/or resolve any audit exceptions.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of annual independent financial audits?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does present a reasonably comprehensive description of the manner in which annual independent financial audits will be conducted.

	10. Suspension and Expulsion Procedures
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(J)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(10)


	Evaluation Criteria

The procedures by which pupils can be suspended or expelled, as required by EC Section 47605(b)(5)(J), at a minimum:

	(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.
	Yes; Technical Amendment Would be Necessary to Reflect SBE Authorization

	(B) Identify the procedures by which pupils can be suspended or expelled.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(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).
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(E) If not otherwise covered under subparagraphs (A), (B), (C), and (D):

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.
	Yes; Technical Amendment Would be Necessary to Reflect SBE Authorization

	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of suspension and expulsion procedures?
	Yes; Technical Amendment Would be Necessary to Reflect SBE Authorization


Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does present a reasonably comprehensive description of suspension and expulsion procedures to be used by the school. 

However, the requirement of 5 CCR  Section 11967.5.1(f)(10)(A) is not met. While Appendix R of the petition enumerates offenses for which student may be suspended or expelled, this preliminary list of offenses for which students must or may be suspended is to be separate from the list of offenses for which students must or may be expelled. Further, a distinction between discretionary and non-discretionary offenses must be identified. In addition, the RSSF charter petition does not state that suspension and expulsion procedures will be periodically reviewed, and as necessary, modified.
A technical amendment to reflect SBE authorization would be necessary to specify a list of offenses for which students must or may be suspended that is separate from the list of offenses for which students must or may be expelled. In addition, the RSSF petition must be amended to identify the distinction between discretionary and non-discretionary offenses and to provide an assurance that suspension and expulsion procedures will be periodically reviewed. 
	11. California State Teacher Retirement System, California Public Employees Retirement System, and Social Security Coverage
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(K)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(11)


	Evaluation Criteria

The manner by which staff members of the charter schools will be covered by California State Teacher Retirement System (CALSTRS), California Public Employees Retirement System (CALPERS), 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.

	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of CalSTRS, CalPERS, and social security coverage?
	Yes; Technical Amendment Would be Necessary to Reflect SBE Authorization 


Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does include a reasonably comprehensive description of the retirement programs offered by the school and the designated staff responsible for the arrangements of coverage.

However, the RSSF petition does not specify the staff that will be responsible for ensuring that appropriate arrangements for coverage have been made.

A technical amendment would be necessary to reflect compliance with SBE authorization pursuant to 5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(11) that requires specification of  the staff that will be responsible for ensuring appropriate arrangements for that coverage be made. 
	12. Public School Attendance Alternatives
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(L)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(12)


	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 educational agency (LEA) (or program of any LEA) as a consequence of enrollment in the charter school, except to the extent that such a right is extended by the LEA.

	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of public school attendance alternatives?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does present a reasonably comprehensive description of the public school alternatives available to RSSF students. 

	13. Post-employment Rights of Employees
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(M)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(13)


	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:

	(A) Any rights upon leaving the employment of an LEA to work in the charter school that the LEA may specify.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(B) Any rights of return to employment in an LEA after employment in the charter school as the LEA may specify.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(C) 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 SBE 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of post-employment rights of employees?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does present a reasonably comprehensive description of the post-employment rights of RSSF employees.

	14. Dispute Resolution Procedures
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(N)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(14)


	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:

	(A) Include any specific provisions relating to dispute resolution that the SBE determines necessary and appropriate in recognition of the fact that the SBE is not a LEA. 
	Yes; Technical Amendment

	(B) Describe how the costs of the dispute resolution process, if needed, would be funded.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(C) Recognize that, because it is not a LEA, the SBE may choose to resolve a dispute directly instead of pursuing the dispute resolution process specified in the charter, provided that if the SBE intends to resolve a dispute directly instead of pursuing the dispute resolution process specified in the charter, it must first hold a public hearing to consider arguments for and against the direct resolution of the dispute instead of pursuing the dispute resolution process specified in the charter.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(D) Recognize that if the substance of a dispute is a matter that could result in the taking of appropriate action, including, but not limited to, revocation of the charter in accordance with EC Section 47604.5, the matter will be addressed at the SBE’s discretion in accordance with that provision of law and any regulations pertaining thereto.
	Yes

	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of dispute resolution procedures?
	Yes


Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does present a comprehensive description of the school’s dispute resolution procedures. 

	15. Exclusive Public School Employer
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(O)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(15)


	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 SBE 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 (EERA).

	Does the petition include the necessary declaration?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does make clear that RSSF shall be deemed the exclusive public school employer of charter school employees for the purposes of the EERA. 

	16. Closure Procedures
	EC Section 47605(b)(5)(P)

5 CCR sections 11962 and 11962.1


	Evaluation Criteria

A description of the procedures to be used if the charter school closes, in keeping with EC Section 47605(b)(5)(P). 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.

	Does the petition include a reasonably comprehensive description of closure procedures?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does include a reasonably comprehensive description of closure procedures pursuant to EC Section 47605(b)(5)(P) and 5 CCR sections 11962 and 11962.1.

ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS UNDER EC SECTION 47605

	Standards, Assessments, and Parent Consultation
	EC Section 47605(c)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(3)


	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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(2) The school shall, on a regular basis, consult with their parents and teachers regarding the school’s educational programs.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Does the petition provide evidence addressing the requirements regarding standards, assessments, and parent consultation?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does state that RSSF will meet all statewide standards and conduct all required state-mandated pupil assessments. The petition also includes a commitment by RSSF to consult regularly with parents and teachers regarding the school’s educational programs.
	Employment is Voluntary
	EC Section 47605(e)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(13)


	Evaluation Criteria

The governing board…shall not require any employee…to be employed in a charter school.

	Does the petition meet this criterion?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does state that no public school district employee shall be required to work at the charter school.

	Pupil Attendance is Voluntary
	EC Section 47605(f)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(12)


	Evaluation Criteria

The governing board…shall not require any pupil…to attend a charter school.

	Does the petition meet this criterion?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does state that enrollment at RSSF is entirely voluntary on the part of the pupils.

	Effect on Authorizer and Financial Projections
	EC Section 47605(g)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(c)(3)(A–C) 


	Evaluation Criteria

…[T]he petitioners [shall] provide information regarding the proposed operation and potential effects of the school, including, but not limited to:.

	· 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	· The manner in which administrative services of the school are to be provided.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	· Potential civil liability effects, if any upon the school and the SBE.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	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.
	Yes

	Does the petition provide the required information and financial projections?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:
The RSSF charter petition does provide the required information and financial projections. However, the CDE is concerned that there is a lack of clarity with respect to financial liabilities if the school were to close. As each school is set up as its own non-profit corporation, the relationship between Rocketship Education and the charter school and whether the CMO would cover debts or liabilities in the event of school closure is not sufficiently described in the petition.
RSSF provided a 5-year budget and cash flow statements. In general budget assumptions are thorough and rates used for revenue calculations are conservative.  

The CDE finds that insufficient detail is provided regarding the following issues, which prevents the CDE from determining whether the budget is fiscally sound:

· Details are unclear regarding local revenue in each year. Grant award letters addressed to Rocketship Education from the Silicon Valley Community Foundation (Hastings/Quillen Fund) and the Charter School Growth Fund were provided as evidence of local grant funding, however, no details regarding the use of funds for individual school sites was included. 

· Debt service payments for two loans (i.e., financing cash flow) do not appear to be included. The first is identified in the budget narrative as a $250,000 start up loan in Year 1 from Rocketship Education; details are not provided for the second financing source of $100,000 in Year 2. 

· No detail is provided regarding the management fee totaling 15 percent of the school’s revenues. It is unclear what services are provided for this fee, therefore, it cannot be determined whether additional funds need to be budgeted for other purposes such as back office or administrative services.

	Academically Low Achieving Pupils
	EC Section 47605(h)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(1)(F–G)


	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 pursuant to the standards established by the State Department of Education under Section 54032 as it read prior to July 19, 2006.

	Does the petition merit preference by the SBE under this criterion?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:
The RSSF charter petition does demonstrate the capability to provide comprehensive learning experiences to pupils identified by the petitioners as academically low achieving as follows:

· RSSF petitioners intend to locate in Bay View are of San Francisco and serve students that attend schools in this area which are undergoing PI. Two of the elementary schools in the target area are in PI and one has exited PI because it implemented the turnaround model  (Dataquest, URL: http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/page2.asp?level=School&subject=PI&submit1=Submit , retrieved 11/3/2011).  

· The RSSF target population is 26 percent English Learner; 69 percent socioeconomically disadvantaged
 

· The educational program proposed by RSSF is specifically designed to address students at-risk of not achieving grade level proficiency. The RSSF charter petition anticipates that entering kindergarteners will be 1.5 years behind the average students. To address this academic need, the RSSF charter proposes the following schoolwide strategies:

· Immediate identification of academic proficiency through multiple assessments at beginning of school year

· Swift, broad, and intense implementation of RtI components. The three-tiered approach includes an eight-week period to implement interventions at each tier 

· Personalized learning plans for students achieving below grade level

· Longer school day and longer school year (180 days)

	Teacher Credentialing
	EC Section 47605(l)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(5)


	Evaluation Criteria

Teachers in charter schools shall be required to hold a California Commission on Teacher Credentialing 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, non-college preparatory courses.

	Does the petition meet this requirement?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does make clear that teachers at RSSF will be credentialed as required by law. 

	Transmission of Audit Report
	EC Section 47605(m)

5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(9)


	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.

	Does the petition address this requirement?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The RSSF charter petition does provide a reasonable description of the transmission of the annual audit report. 
Findings To Deny the Rocketship Education San Francisco Charter Petition from the Board of Education of the San Francisco Unified School District, City and County of San Francisco

District Board Findings

On August 9, 2011, the SFUSD voted to deny the RSSF petition by a vote of six to zero. 

SFUSD denied the charter on the ground that it presents an unsound educational program as it pertains to:

· Curriculum for the core subjects, Response to Intervention (RtI) program, English learners, special education

· Measurable student outcomes

SFUSD also denied the petition on the ground that petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition for the following reasons:

· Description of the facility

· Certain aspects of the budget

· Administrative services 

· Governance structure 

In addition, the RSSF petition was denied on the ground that it did not present a reasonably comprehensive description of specific aspects of its program and operations relating to:

· Health and safety procedures

· Student discipline

· Dispute resolution process

· School closure procedures

RSSF Response:

Finding #1: Unsound Educational Program

RSSF petitioners indicate that they believe the RSSF petition is consistent with sound educational practice and presents a “reasonably comprehensive” description of a sound educational program, and measurable student outcomes. RSSF petitioners cite outcome data from currently operating Rocketship schools, operating under a similar charter, as evidence to support the effectiveness of the educational program and plan for measurable student outcomes.  

Finding #2: Unlikely to Implement the Program Successfully

RSSF petitioners indicate that they believe they are able to successfully implement the program as they provided the required information about facilities, reviewed planning assumptions presented in the charter, clarified the meaning of letters of support from donors, and provided detail regarding their financial model. Concerning administrative services, RSSF provided an example of its management services contract, and states that Government Code 1090 does not apply to charter schools.  
Finding #3: Does Not Present a Reasonably Comprehensive Description of Specific Aspects of the Program

RSSF petitioners state that the petition provides a reasonably comprehensive description of information regarding administration of medications in school, child-abuse reporting requirements, and student discipline policies that provide adequate due process.
CDE Response: 
Finding #1: Unsound Educational Program 

The district expressed concern with the description of the educational program as it pertains to all four core subject areas. The CDE believes the description of the educational program is substantive. In the appendices of the petition, RSSF provides a detailed description of core course objectives along with a description of the targeted standards, and a sample of course rubrics. This information should provide the reader with sufficient information to provide a strong understanding of how this core program will be implemented. With regards to math and science, charter schools do not necessarily have to abide by the district philosophy for teaching each subject. 

Although the district questions the choice of an English immersion model for EL students beyond second grade, RSSF is lawfully able to select this instructional model for EL’s. EC Section 330(f), indicates that all children in California shall be taught English as rapidly and effectively as possible. In addition, in their response to the district findings, Rocketship indicated that it is committed to serving the needs of all students, as evidenced by EL students’ API scores of 839, 887, and 854 in 2010–11. (The CDE has verified that these API figures are correct.)

The RSSF petition provides significant detail regarding the RtI framework and components which includes a sample Individualized Learning Plan and corresponding sample eight-week RtI plan.

The district indicated that the measurable student outcomes presented were vague. However, the CDE finds that the description of the outcomes presented is reasonably comprehensive. Renewal criteria for charter petitions only requires a review of API data, which the charter includes as a method for measurement. Although, in some cases, it does not list the name of a specific assessment, RSSF does indicate that it will measure, through local assessments or benchmarks, all student outcomes.

With regards to special education, the CDE finds that RSSF did state its intent to operate as a local educational agency and to join an SBE approved SELPA.

Finding #2: Unlikely to Implement the Program Successfully

The CDE finds that RSSF petitioners did sufficiently describe the facility. In addition, petitioners indicated a willingness to disclose specific site locations to both the Advisory Commission on Charter Schools and the SBE in closed session.

However, the CDE finds that there is a lack of clarity with respect to financial liabilities if the school were to close. As each school is set up as its own non-profit corporation, CDE would need assurances and additional detail regarding the relationship between Rocketship Education and the charter school and whether the charter management organization would cover debts or liabilities in the event of school closure.

Finding #3: Does Not Present a Reasonably Comprehensive Description of Specific Aspects of the Program

The CDE finds that RSSF petitioners provided the required assurances and sufficient detail regarding the health and safety procedures, student discipline, dispute resolution process and school closure procedures. 

STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

STANDARD CONDITIONS ON OPENING AND OPERATION
· Insurance Coverage. Prior to opening, (or such earlier time as school may employ individuals or acquire or lease property or facilities for which insurance would be customary), submit documentation of adequate insurance coverage, including liability insurance, which shall be based on the type and amount of insurance coverage maintained in similar settings.

· MOU/Oversight Agreement. Prior to opening, either (a) accept an agreement with the State Board of Education (SBE), administered through the California Department of Education (CDE), to be the direct oversight entity for the school, specifying the scope of oversight and reporting activities, including, but not limited to, adequacy and safety of facilities; or (b) enter into an appropriate agreement between the charter school, the SBE (as represented by the Executive Director of the SBE), and an oversight entity, pursuant to the California Education Code (EC) Section 47605(k)(1), regarding the scope of oversight and reporting activities, including, but not limited to, adequacy and safety of facilities.

· Special Education Local Plan Area Membership. Prior to opening, submit written verification of having applied to a Special Education Local Plan Area (SELPA) for membership as a local educational agency and submit either written verification that the school is (or will be at the time pupils are being served) participating in the SELPA, or an agreement between a SELPA, a school district that is a member of the SELPA, and the school that describes the roles and responsibilities of each party and that explicitly states that the SELPA and the district consider the school’s pupils to be pupils of the school district in which the school is physically located for purposes of special education programs and services (which is the equivalent of participation in the SELPA). Satisfaction of this condition should be determined by the Executive Director of the SBE based primarily on the advice of CDE staff following a review of either (1) the school’s written plan for membership in the SELPA, including any proposed contracts with service providers; or (2) the agreement between a SELPA, a school district, and the school, including any proposed contracts with service providers.

· Educational Program. Prior to opening, submit a description of the curriculum development process the school will use and the scope and sequence for the grades envisioned by the school; and submit the complete educational program for pupils to be served in the first year including, but not limited to, a description of the curriculum and identification of the basic instructional materials to be used; plans for professional development of instructional personnel to deliver the curriculum and use the instructional materials; and identification of specific assessments that will be used in addition to the results of the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) program in evaluating student progress. Satisfaction of this condition should be determined by the Executive Director of the SBE based primarily on the advice of CDE staff. 

· Student Attendance Accounting. Prior to opening, submit for approval the specific means to be used for student attendance accounting and reporting that will be satisfactory to support state average daily attendance claims and satisfy any audits related to attendance that may be conducted. Satisfaction of this condition should be determined by the Executive Director of the SBE based primarily on the advice of the Director of the School Fiscal Services Division.

· Facilities Agreements. Prior to opening, present written agreements (e.g., a lease or similar document) indicating the school’s right to use the principal school sites and any ancillary facilities identified by the petitioners for at least the first year of each school’s operation and evidence that the facilities will be adequate for the school’s needs. Satisfaction of this condition should be determined by the Executive Director of the SBE based primarily on the advice of the Director of the School Facilities Planning Division.

· Zoning and Occupancy. Not less than 30 days prior to the school’s opening, present evidence that each school’s facility is located in an area properly zoned for operation of a school and has been cleared for student occupancy by all appropriate local authorities. For good cause, the Executive Director of the SBE may reduce this requirement to fewer than 30 days, but may not reduce the requirement to fewer than 10 days. Satisfaction of this condition should be determined by the Executive Director of the SBE based primarily on the advice of the Director of the School Facilities Planning Division.

· Final Charter. Prior to opening, present a final charter that includes all provisions and/or modifications of provisions that reflect appropriately the SBE as the chartering authority and otherwise address all concerns identified by CDE and/or SBE staff, and that includes a specification that the school will not operate satellite schools, campuses, sites, resource centers or meeting spaces not identified in the charter without the prior written approval of the Executive Director of the SBE based primarily on the advice of the Charter Schools Division staff. Satisfaction of this condition is determined by the Executive Director of the SBE based primarily on the advice of the Director of the Charter Schools Division.

· Processing of Employment Contributions. Prior to the employment of any individuals by the school, present evidence that the school has made appropriate arrangements for the processing of the employees’ retirement contributions to the California Public Employees’ Retirement System (CalPERS) and the California State Teachers’ Retirement System (CalSTRS).

· Operational Date. If any deadline specified in these conditions is not met, approval of the charter is terminated, unless the SBE deletes or extends the deadline not met. If the school is not in operation by September 30, 2012, approval of the charter is terminated. 

Advisory Commission on Charter Schools

Summary of Action

The Advisory Commission on Charter Schools (ACCS) considered the Rocketship Education Rocketship San Francisco (RSSF) petition at its November 30, 2011, meeting. 

The following ACCS members were present at the meeting:

· Brian Bauer, Chair

· Vicki Barber, Commissioner

· Gary Davis, Commissioner

· Kelly Kovacic, Commissioner

· Mark Ryan, Commissioner

· Christopher Thomsen, Commissioner

· Deborah V.H. Sigman, Deputy Superintendent, representing the State Superintendent of Public Instruction

The following ACCS members were absent from the meeting:

· John Porter, Commissioner

· Curtis Washington, Commissioner

The following State Board of Education (SBE) Liaisons were present at the meeting:

· Yvonne Chan

· Trish Williams

Commissioner Barber disclosed that Rocketship schools are part of the El Dorado Charter Special Education Local Plan Area, but she has no financial gain from the relationship, and therefore, had no conflict of interest. Commissioner Ryan moved to recommend that the SBE approve the petition to establish the RSSF charter school under the oversight of the SBE. Commissioner Davis seconded the motion. 

Yes votes:
Bauer, Barber, Davis, Kovacic, Ryan, Thomsen

No votes:
Sigman
� The CDE reviewed this data and found that it is correct. 


� Demographic data presented in Table 4, from three elementary schools located in the Bay View area of San Francisco, finds that the EL percentage will likely be closer to 25 and the socioeconomically disadvantaged percentage will likely be closer to 86 percent.


� Rocketship provided this description to the CDE through e-mail correspondence. This information is not found in the petition because Rocketship indicated it had recently changed the way it implemented Learning Lab.  


� The CDE finds that the EL percentage will likely be closer to 25 and the socioeconomically disadvantaged percentage will likely be closer to 86.
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