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& Sheila Jordan,
Superintendent

Fax

To: Lisa Comr Frem:  T. Kapel'ag

Fax: 916-646-1300 Date: 71262004

Fhone: Phone: 510-670-4272

Re: Livermore Valley Charter School Pages: 4 (including this page)

O Urgent O Far Review J Please Comment [0 Please Reply [ Please Recycle

Comments:

Per our communications, attached please find the Statement of Decision and
FindingofFactsinre_. ; _thell. .._ _Valley Charter School Petition
Appeal.

| will be mailing the original to Lon Goldstein today.

Teresa

Mike Lenahan, Associate Superintendent — Business Administration

Phone (510) 670-4270 = Fax (510) 670-4572



B7/26/28084 1Z:

A

2004-05
BOARD OF EDUCATION

Yvanne Cerrato
Preswicnt

Jackd Fox Ruby
Vice-Pretident

Dennis Chacanas
Member

Gay Plair Cobb
Member

Felix Elizalde
Mcember

Eileen McDonald
Serrbier

Fred Slens
Member

Sheilz Jordan
Supsnmiterident

Carlene Naylar
assoclate § etendent
i Servicet

Rick Minniz
Cn'edl Human Resources Otfwer

| ibbie Brooks
Astigtant Sup © ndent

Ee tig
fohn Florex

Assithant Suporintendent
Stusent Frograms and Services

313 W, Winton Ave,
Hayward, Califarnia
94544-1134

(510) 887-0152

VAW, 300801

¥

42 5166724572 ACCE PAGE

Alameda County = . of Educ- ~

a2

Tuly 26, 2004

Lon Goldstein

Livermore Valley Charter School
PO Box 107

Livermore CA 94550

Dear Mr, Goldstein,

Enclosed please find a copy of the Statcment of Decision and Finding of Facts in
regards to the July 14, 2004 Board review of The Livermore Vallcy Charter
School’s petition appeal to the Alameda County Board of Education.

Sincerely.

vonne Cerrato
President
Alameda County Office of Education

enclosure
ce: Sheila Jordan, Superintendent
Alameda County Board of Education Members

Lisa Mon, Esq., School & College Legal Services
Lisa Corr, Esq., Spector, Middleton, Young & Minney, LLP

YCitlk
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ALAMEDA COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION

STATEMENT OF DECISION AND FINDING OF FACTS

Pursuant to Ecucation Code Section 47605, the Alameda County Board of Education held
a public hearing on June 8, 2004 with regard to the charter petition submitted to it by the
Livermore Valley Charter Schoo! (hereinafter referred to as “the Petition™). Following the
public hearing, the Alarmeda County Board of Education reviewed the Petition as ariginally
submitted, Alameda County Office of Education ("ACOE") staff comments and evaluations
pertinent to the legally required elements of charter petitions, and additiona! written
submissions provided to the Board by representatives of the Livermare Valley Charter
Scheol (hereinafter referred to as “Petitioners.”)

A public meeting of the Alameda County Board of Education was held on July 14, 2004 to
consider the Petition. Atthe meeting, the Board heard from the Petitioners, accepted
additional written documents pertaining to the Petition from the Petitioners, heard public
comment concerning the Petition, heard ACOE staff comments, and engaged in question
and answer periods with both Petitioners and ACOE staff,

At the close of discussion, a motion was entertained by the Board to deny the Petition.
The motion was seconded and passed by a 5-2 vote with no abstentions based on the
following findings of fact:

1. The proposed instructional program was reasonable, but not particularly
innovative in its approach beyond what is already offered in other public scheool
settings in the Livermore Valley Joint Unified Schoal District.

2. Onthe average, there is a possibility of at least 10% of the school’s enroliment
that could require any form and/or combination of special education services.
The fiscal impact on the charter school of providing the full spectrurn of special
education services to its students through contract(s) with third parties will likely
be much greater that what was originally budgeted, which could negatively
impact the fiscal viability of the charter school .*

3. Given the propesed timeline for school opening, it will be a chaltenge if not
highty unlikely that the schoal can hire necessary staff, perform the necessary
background checks, and process the legally required paperwork necessary to
successfully staff and open the schoo! by September 2004 *

4. The estimated cost of facilities in the proposed budget is fower than the actual
market price of the City of Livermore. Petitioners indicated that they have filed
Prop 39 paperwork, however this would not take effect until the 2005-06 school
year and therefore planning costs are insufficient for facilities.*

5. There is concern that since facilities have not yet been secured as of July 14,
2004, staff have yet to be hired, and instructional materials have not yet been
selected or ordered, the timeline for opening the school in September 2004 is
unrealistic, and accordingly, the wiability of the charter school to successfully
implement its intended program is significantly compromised.
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6. Planning costs far other major items such as health and welfare costs were
unrealistic. Unless the School implements a true cap an health and welfare
benefits, which is not indicated in the Petition, they should trend the increases at
15-20% pear year.

7. There is major concem that if donations do not materialize as projected, the
cash balance may be negative. Even with the soft money donations, cash flow
projects a minimal $12K cash balance at yearend.*

8. The revenues from donations and fundraising are very critical to the ending fund
balance.”

The Board therefare determined based on the totality of the comments noted above, that
the Petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfulty implement the program set forth in
the Livermore Valley Charter School petition. (Fducation Code section 47605(b)}(2).)

ALAMEDA COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION

%mdaf' it N

onne Corrato-Pregident Shella @n Secretary

“These items are not statutorily mandated in the finding of facts, however, they pertain to
additional information required under Education Code Section 47605(g).



