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	SUBJECT

Consideration of Requests for Determination of Funding Rates as Required for Nonclassroom-based Charter Schools.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) and the Advisory Commission on Charter Schools (ACCS) recommend that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve the funding rates for nonclassroom-based instruction in charter schools as listed in Attachment 1.
	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


Senate Bill 740 (Chapter 892, Statutes of 2001), enacted provisions of law (California Education Code (EC) Section 47612.5) that established the eligibility requirements for apportionment funding for charter schools that offer nonclassroom-based instruction. The statute specifies that a charter school may receive funding for nonclassroom-based instruction only if a determination for funding is made pursuant to EC Section 47634.2 by the SBE. The law provides the SBE with the authority to adjust the apportionment of charter schools that offer nonclassroom-based instruction. The law also states that a funding determination by the SBE for nonclassroom-based instruction shall not be more than 70 percent of the unadjusted amount to which a charter would otherwise be entitled, unless the SBE determines that a greater or lesser amount is appropriate based on specified criteria. The statute also specifies that nonclassroom-based instruction includes, but is not limited to, independent study, home study, work study and distance and computer-based education.
Senate Bill 740 also established the ACCS to develop criteria for the SBE to use in making funding determinations for nonclassroom-based programs on the basis of average daily attendance (ADA). Pursuant to EC Section 47634.2, these regulations would:

· Ensure instruction is conducted for the instructional benefit of the pupil and substantially dedicated to that function, and would consider:

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS…(Cont.)


· The amount of the charter school’s total budget expended on certificated employee salaries and benefits, and on school sites

· The pupil-teacher ratio in the school

Subsequently, regulations were adopted in the California Code of Regulations, Title 5 (5 CCR) sections 11963.4 and 11963.6. These regulations specify funding levels for a nonclassroom-based charter school.

Pursuant to 5 CCR Section 11963.4(a), a nonclassroom-based charter school may qualify for 70 percent, 85 percent, or 100 percent funding, or may be denied. To qualify

for 100 percent funding, a nonclassroom-based charter school must meet the following criteria:

· At least 40 percent of the school’s public revenues must be spent on employee salaries and benefits for instructional services or support 

· At least 80 percent of all revenues must be spent on instruction and related services

· The ratio of ADA for independent study pupils to full-time certificated employees does not exceed 25:1, or the equivalent ratio of pupils to full-time certificated employees for all other educational programs operated by the largest unified school district in the county or counties in which the charter school operates
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


5 CCR  Section 11963.4 specifies the criteria that a nonclassroom-based charter school must meet. The schools listed in Attachment 2 meet the criteria and existing charter schools have submitted the required audit reports that verify their reported expenditures. Additionally, 5 CCR  Section 11963.6(c) specifies that a SBE approved funding determination period shall be in increments of a minimum of two years and a maximum of five years. EC 47612.5 requires a five-year determination for a charter school that has achieved a rank of 6 or greater on the Academic Performance Index for the past two fiscal years. For new charter schools in their first year of operation, 5 CCR 11963.6 specifies that they shall receive a funding determination for only two fiscal years.
Tables 1 through 4 provide three years of Academic Performance Index (API) and Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) results for those charter schools where such data are available.
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


At the April 6, 2011, ACCS meeting, the Commission noted that charter schools with an API rank lower than six are not excluded under EC 47612.5 from receiving a five-year funding determination. Subsequently, remaining consistent with past ACCS’ actions the ACCS voted to recommend approval of a 100 percent five-year funding determination for:

· Dehesa Charter School (#0119)
· Olive Grove Charter School (#0421)


· Charter Community School Academy (#0005)
The Commission’s action for a 100 percent five-year funding determination differed from the CDE recommended number of a 100 percent four-year funding determination.

	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


No fiscal impact has been identified.
	ATTACHMENT(S)


Attachment 1: Background Information (4 Pages)

Attachment 2: Funding Recommendations (3 Pages)

Attachment 3: California EC sections 47612.5(d)(1), (d)(2) and 47634.2(a)(1) and 5 CCR, sections 11963.4(a), (e) and 11963.6(a) and (c) (4 Pages)

Background Information
	Table 1: Academic Performance Data for Charter Schools
For Consideration of Funding Determination Requests

	
	2009–10 Accountability Progress Reporting
	2008–09 Accountability Progress Reporting
	2007–08 Accountability Progress Reporting

	Charter School
	First Year of Oper-ation
	API
	AYP
	API
	AYP
	API
	AYP

	
	
	2010

Growth API (Change)
	2009

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2010

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)
	2009

Growth API (Change)
	2008

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2009

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)
	2008

Growth API (Change)
	2007

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2008

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)

	Anchor Academy
	2010
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Charter Alternative
	2010
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Charter Community
	1993
	716

(-9)
	ASAM**
	No

(17/18)
	725

(-7)
	ASAM**
	Yes

(12/12)
	733
	ASAM**
	Yes

(10/10)

	Clovis Online
	2009
	428
(*)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Creekside Cooperative
	2009
	919

(*)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	CORE Placer
	2009
	699

(*)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Dehesa Charter
	2001
	733

(45)
	1/1
	Yes

(10/10)
	687

(-28)
	3/1
	No

(6/10)
	718

(37)
	4/1
	No

(7/10)

	Dunlap Leadership
	2008
	568

(32)
	1/*
	Yes

(4/4)
	536

(*)
	*
	No
(4/5)
	*
	*
	*

	Ivy Tech Charter
	2010
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Crescent View South
	2009
	685

(*)
	*
	No
(4/5)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*


*—Indicates no reported data are available. **—Alternative Schools Accountability Model (ASAM) schools do not have reported data for API ranks or targets.

Background Information (Cont.)

	Table 2: Academic Performance Data for Charter Schools
For Consideration of Funding Determination Requests

	
	2009–10 Accountability Progress Reporting
	2008–09 Accountability Progress Reporting
	2007–08 Accountability Progress Reporting

	Charter School
	First Year of Oper-ation
	API
	AYP
	API
	AYP
	API
	AYP

	
	
	2010

Growth API (Change)
	2009

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2010

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)
	2009

Growth API (Change)
	2008

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2009

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)
	2008

Growth API (Change)
	2007

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2008

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)

	Kaplan Central CA
	2009
	705

(*)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Kaplan North Central CA
	2009
	631

(*)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Kaplan San Diego
	2009
	695

(*)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Kaplan SF Bay
	2009
	745
(*)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Keegan Academy
	2010
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Learning Choice
	2004
	732

(-2)
	3/6
	No

(12/17)
	736

(3)
	3/8
	No

(17/18)
	734
(7)
	1/7
	No

(15/18)

	Learning Works
	2008
	448

(-80)
	ASAM**
	No
(1/5)
	528

(*)
	ASAM**
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Madera Independent
	2008
	428

(*)
	*
	No

(0/4)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Mercury Online S. CA
	2009
	767

(*)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Milestones Cooperative
	2010
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*


*—Indicates no reported data are available. **—Alternative Schools Accountability Model (ASAM) schools do not have reported data for API ranks or targets

Background Information (Cont.)
	Table 3: Academic Performance Data for Charter Schools
For Consideration of Funding Determination Requests

	
	2009–10 Accountability Progress Reporting
	2008–09 Accountability Progress Reporting
	2007–08 Accountability Progress Reporting

	Charter School
	First Year of Oper-ation
	API
	AYP
	API
	AYP
	API
	AYP

	
	
	2010

Growth API (Change)
	2009

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2010

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)
	2009

Growth API (Change)
	2008

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2009

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)
	2008

Growth API (Change)
	2007

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2008

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)

	Mt. Whitney Virtual
	2010
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	National U. Academy
	2008
	639

(-59)
	4/5
	No

(0/9)
	698

(*)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	National U. Armona
	2010
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	New Day Academy
	2009
	690

(*)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Olive Grove Charter
	2001
	662

(-45)
	4/4
	No

(8/14)
	707

(46)
	3/4
	No

(7/8)
	662

(23)
	3/2
	No

(9/10)

	Pivot Online North Bay
	2009
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Ravendale Termo
	2008
	721

(*)
	*
	No

(3/4)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	River Oaks Academy
	2010
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	River Valley Charter
	1997
	920

(16)
	10/10
	Yes

(9/9)
	905

(12)
	10/10
	Yes

(8/8)
	894

(3)
	10/10
	Yes

(6/6)

	San Diego Neighborhood
	2009
	*
	*
	Yes
(4/4)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*


*—Indicates no reported data are available. **—Alternative Schools Accountability Model (ASAM) schools do not have reported data for API ranks or targets

Background Information (Cont.)
	Table 4: Academic Performance Data for Charter Schools
For Consideration of Funding Determination Requests

	
	2009–10 Accountability Progress Reporting
	2008–09 Accountability Progress Reporting
	2007–08 Accountability Progress Reporting

	Charter School
	First Year of Oper-ation
	API
	AYP
	API
	AYP
	API
	AYP

	
	
	2010

Growth API (Change)
	2009

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2010

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)
	2009

Growth API (Change)
	2008

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2009

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)
	2008

Growth API (Change)
	2007

State-wide/ Similar School Decile Rank
	2008

Met AYP Criteria (Number of Criteria Met)

	Stockton Alternative
	2009
	449
(*)
	*
	No
(2/5)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Alta Vista Public Charter
	2009
	551

(*)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*

	Diego Hills Charter
	2009
	508

(*)
	*
	No

(2/4)
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*
	*


*—Indicates no reported data are available. **—Alternative Schools Accountability Model (ASAM) schools do not have reported data for API ranks or targets.
Funding Recommendations

	100% Recommendation for Two Years–New Schools
Fiscal Year 2010–11 through 2011–12

	Charter #
	County
	School
	First Year of

Operation
	CDE Recommendation

	1158
	Riverside
	Keegan Academy
	2010
	100% 2 Years

	1248
	Placer
	Milestones Cooperative Charter
	2010
	100% 2 Years

	1251
	Inyo
	Mount Whitney Virtual Academy
	2010
	100% 2 Years

	1168
	Kings
	National University Academy Armona
	2010
	100% 2 Years

	1256
	Ventura
	River Oaks Academy
	2010
	100% 2 Years

	0360
	El Dorado
	Charter Alternative Program
	2010
	100% 2 Years

	1202
	Ventura
	Ivy Tech Charter
	2010
	100% 2 Years

	1245
	Fresno
	Anchor Academy Charter
	2010
	100% 2 Years

	100% Recommendation Three Years–Continuing Schools
Fiscal Year 2010–11 through 2012–13

	Charter #
	County
	School
	First Year of

Operation
	CDE Recommendation

	1006
	Fresno
	Clovis Online Charter
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1031
	Los Angeles
	Learning Works! Charter^
	2008
	100% 3 Years

	1001
	Madera
	Madera Cty Independent Academy^
	2008
	100% 3 Years

	0991
	San Diego
	National University Academy
	2008
	100% 3 Years

	1032
	Lassen
	Ravendale—Termo Charter
	2008
	100% 3 Years

	   ^—Note Academic Performance Table

	100% Recommendation Three Years–Continuing Schools
Fiscal Year 2011–12 through 2013–14

	Charter #
	County
	School
	First Year of

Operation
	CDE Recommendation

	1064
	Placer
	CORE Placer Charter
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1102
	Placer
	Creekside Cooperative Charter
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1074
	Fresno
	Dunlap Leadership Academy
	2008
	100% 3 Years


	100% Recommendation Three Years–Continuing Schools
Fiscal Year 2011–12 through 2013–14 (Cont.)

	Charter #
	County
	School
	First Year of

Operation
	CDE Recommendation

	1111
	Kings
	Kaplan Academy California Central  California
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1129
	San Joaquin
	Kaplan Academy California North Central  California
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1065
	San Diego
	Kaplan Academy California San Diego
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1112
	San Mateo
	Kaplan Academy California San Francisco Bay
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1104
	Riverside
	Mercury On-line Academy Southern California
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1123
	Lassen
	New Day Academy
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1139
	Sonoma
	Pivot Online Charter North Bay
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1077
	San Diego
	San Diego Neighborhood Homeschools
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1084
	San Joaquin
	Stockton Alternative High School^
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1147
	San Bernardino
	Alta Vista Public Charter
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1138
	Fresno
	Crescent View South Charter
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	1088
	San Diego
	Diego Hills Charter School
	2009
	100% 3 Years

	   ^—Note Academic Performance Table


	100% Recommendation Five Years–Continuing Schools
Fiscal Year 2011–12 through 2015–16

	Charter #
	County
	School
	First Year of

Operation
	ACCS Recommendation**

	0005
	El Dorado
	Charter Community School
	1993
	100% 5 Years

	0419
	San Diego
	Dehesa Charter School
	2001
	100% 5 Years

	0421
	Santa Barbara
	Olive Grove Charter School
	2001
	100% 5 Years

	   **—The CDE Recommendation for charters 0005, 0419, and 0421 was 100% for 4 Years


	100% Recommendation Five Years–Continuing Schools
Fiscal Year 2011–12 through 2015–16

	Charter

#
	County
	School
	First Year
of

Operation
	CDE Recommendation

	0659
	San Diego
	The Learning Choice Academy
	2004
	100% 5 Years

	0120
	San Diego
	River Valley Charter School
	1997
	100% 5 Years


