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	SUBJECT

Statewide Benefit Charter Schools: Hold a Public Hearing to Consider the Renewal of the Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

Aspire Public Schools (APS) requests that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve the renewal to its APS statewide benefit charter petition, originally approved in 2007 and materially revised in 2010 and 2011. The California Department of Education (CDE) reviewed data from the APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition, the required elements for renewal, progress achieved toward charter goals, statewide benefit, performance of opened schools, and expansion plan, as summarized in Tables 1 and 2.
In evaluating the APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition, the CDE reviewed the performance of APS per the following criteria:

Criteria Required by Law (Refer to Table 1):

· Renewal criteria, pursuant to California Education Code (EC) Section 47607
· Elements of a charter petition, pursuant to EC Section 47605(b)

Other Criteria That May Be Considered at Renewal (Refer to Table 2):

· Charter goals outlined in the 2007 APS charter, and the 2010 APS material revision to the charter, specific to measurable pupil outcomes, plans for expansion, and evidence supporting statewide benefits

· 2007 conditions set forth by SBE for APS to open and operate statewide benefit charter schools
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) (Cont.)
	Table 1. California Education Code (EC) Requirements for the Renewal of the Aspire Public Schools (APS) Statewide Benefit Charter Renewal Petition

	Brief Description: APS operates six charter schools under the APS statewide benefit charter. Two schools opened in 2007, another two in 2009, and the final two in 2010.

	
	Requirement
	Outcome
	Location of Detailed Analysis

	Renewal Criteria- EC Section 47607(b)*
	Meet at least

1 of 4 criteria
	Met 1 or more criteria 
	Attachment 3

	Elements Required for charter petition, EC Section 47605(b)
	16 elements
	Met 16 elements
	Attachment 2


	Table 2. Considerations for the Renewal of the Aspire Public Schools (APS) Statewide Benefit Charter Renewal Petition

	
	Criteria
	Outcome
	Location of Detailed Analysis

	Charter Petition Goals (2007 petition and 2010 material revision)

	Measurable pupil outcomes in 2007 charter (for 2010–11)
	8 identified in charter; 

7 applicable to 4 schools; 

6 applicable to 1 school; 

5 applicable to 1 school
	In 2010–11, Junior Collegiate met 4 of 7; Port City met 

met 5 of 7; Titan 

met 4 of 7; Alexander Twilight College Preparatory met 6 of 7; Alexander Twilight Secondary met 3 of 6; and APEX met 2 of 5
	Attachment 6

	Expansion goals from 2007 petition
	1. Two high performing schools

2. Replicate model

3. Expand to kindergarten through grade twelve (K–12)
	Met all goals
	Attachment 4

	Expansion goals from 2010 material revision
	1. Expand two schools to K–12

2. Replicate model
	Partially met goal 1; Did not meet goal 2
	Attachment 5

	Statewide benefit

goals in 2007 charter 
	4 benefits identified in charter
	Evidence supporting 4 benefits submitted
	Attachment 5

	State Board of Education Conditions for Expansion as Established in 2007

	2007 Conditions
	16 conditions
	Met 14 conditions**
	Attachment 5

	Academic Performance Index (API) Statewide Rank
	6 or higher
	3 of 4 schools*** met conditions
	Attachment 5

	API Similar Schools Rank
	6 or higher
	3 of 4 schools*** met conditions
	Attachment 5

	API Growth Target
	Meet every year
	4 schools met all targets; 2 did not have targets
	Attachment 5

	Program Improvement (PI)
	Locate in area with schools in PI
	6 of 6 schools located near schools in PI
	Attachment 5

	*Renewal criteria from EC Section 47607 apply to schools operating at least four years. Only Aspire Junior Collegiate and Aspire Port City have operated four years.

**See Attachment 5. Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory (4/4) does not currently meet the API rank condition (labeled as Roman numeral “VIII”). Also, in 2007–08, Aspire Junior Collegiate did not meet the rank requirement (5/10). For the condition labeled as “XII” (referring to timely compliance with conditions to be met prior to the opening of a school site), it is not clear to the CDE if APS met the requirement. However, in May 2011 the SBE took action to waive deadlines and find that APS substantially complied with all conditions in the statewide benefit charter. 

***Two schools do not have an API rank because they opened in 2010. 2010 API rank data will not be released until the spring of 2012.


RECOMMENDATION

The CDE recommends that the SBE hold a public hearing to renew the APS statewide benefit charter and then take the following actions:
1. Pursuant to EC Section 47605.8(b) and Title 5, California Code of Regulations (5 CCR) Section 11967.6(b), reaffirm that substantial evidence still exists to support the findings that were approved at the May 2011 SBE meeting. These findings are as follows:
i. The APS statewide benefit in terms of funding and its ability to get statewide bonds constitutes a statewide benefit in accordance with EC Section 47605.8 (b) and 5 CCR Section 11967.6 (b).

ii. The APS benefit in terms of funding could not be provided by a series of local charters. 

iii. The APS benefit in terms of being able to expand its teacher residency program constitutes a statewide benefit in accordance with EC Section 47605.8 (b) and 5 CCR Section 11967.6 (b).

iv. The APS benefit related to the teacher residency program could not be provided through a series of local charters.

2. Approve the APS petition to renew its statewide benefit charter for a five-year period from July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2017, subject to both of the following:

i The CDE’s recommendation for conditions to open and operate new schools, as set forth in Attachment 1A (APS submitted a proposed set of conditions set forth in Attachment 1B).
ii The APS statewide benefit petition is modified to incorporate the additions and changes proposed by the CDE, which included the technical revisions described in Attachment 2. None of these revisions were found to be substantive. 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

Under the statewide benefit charter, APS operates six schools that serve students in kindergarten through grade twelve (K–12). The schools are located in Huntington Park, Stockton, and Sacramento.
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)
California Education Code Requirements for Renewal
A charter school that has been in operation for four years shall meet at least one of four criteria outlined in EC Section 47607(b). According to data generated by the CDE, the two APS schools operating more than four years (Aspire Junior Collegiate and Aspire 
Port City) have met all four renewal criteria, with many academic achievements surpassing the renewal criteria (see tables 1–3 of Attachment 3 for a detailed analysis). 

The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition meets all the elements required for the establishment of a charter school pursuant to EC Section 47605(b) (see Attachment 2 for a detailed analysis). 
Charter Goals Not Required for Renewal But May Be Considered

APS met all the expansion goals set out in the original 2007 statewide benefit charter (see Attachment 4). In 2010, when Aspire materially revised its statewide benefit charter, it set out additional expansion goals related to opening secondary schools. APS opened one secondary school but chose not to expand further. Both the 2007 and the 2010 statewide benefit charters included the same goals related to measurable pupil outcomes. APS met some of these goals (see Attachment 6). 
State Board of Education (SBE) Conditions Not Required for Renewal But May Be Considered

APS met 14 of the 16 conditions set forth by the SBE in 2007 to open and operate a charter school. One school, Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy, does not meet the statewide rank condition. In addition, for the condition referring to timely compliance with conditions to be met prior to the opening of a school site (labeled as Condition XII), it is not clear to the CDE if APS met the requirement. However, in May 2011 the SBE took action to waive deadlines not met in a timely fashion and find that APS substantially complied with all conditions in the statewide benefit charter (see Attachment 5).
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION

In May 2011, the SBE approved a material revision to the APS statewide benefit charter (see Attachment 12 for SBE actions). 

At its January 2010 meeting, the SBE approved the following two material revisions to the APS statewide benefit charter: (1) to expand the grades served to K–12, and (2) include a plan for potential sites of operation. 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION (Cont.)
In September 2009, the SBE approved two additional APS K–8 schools in Sacramento and Huntington Park.
At its January 2007 meeting, the SBE granted the APS statewide benefit charter for a five-year term from July 1, 2007, through June 30, 2012, to serve students in kindergarten through grade eight (K–8).
 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.

ATTACHMENTS
Attachment 1A:
CDE Recommendation for Proposed SBE Conditions Prior to Opening and Operation for the APS Statewide Benefit Charter Term July 1, 2012–June 30, 2017 (2 Pages)
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Aspire Public Schools (APS) Proposed SBE Conditions Prior to Opening and Operation for the APS Statewide Benefit Charter Term July 1, 2012–June 30, 2017 (3 Pages)
Attachment 2: 
California Department of Education Charter School Renewal Petition Staff Review Form: Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Renewal Charter Petition (36 Pages)
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Analysis of Renewal Criteria Achievement (44 Pages)

Attachment 4:
Evidence Submitted by Aspire Public Schools Supporting Statewide Benefit Provisions (2007–12) (3 Pages)

Attachment 5:
Analysis of Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter Compliance with SBE Conditions Prior to Opening and Operation (2007–2012) (11 Pages)

Attachment 6:
Analysis of Aspire Public Schools Progress Towards Statewide Benefit Charter Goals Established in 2007 (6 Pages)
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Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter Renewal Petition (172 Pages)
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CDE Recommendation for Proposed SBE Conditions Prior to Opening and Operation (2012) for the Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter Term July 1, 2012–June 30, 2017

The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends approval of the Aspire Public Schools (APS) statewide benefit petition with the following revised conditions, (initially proposed by APS in Appendix 2 of its statewide benefit charter petition). These conditions are to be incorporated in a memorandum of understanding (MOU) between APS and the State Board of Education (SBE). Specifically, the proposed conditions are:

1. The CDE be provided information by the statewide benefit charter school sufficient to update the SBE annually (per guidelines in the MOU) on the organization’s progress in implementing the charter and the MOU. It is the intent of the CDE, unless circumstances otherwise dictate, to include this information in the standing item for updates on SBE-chartered schools.
2. As a condition for the opening of additional schools, each existing school of the same school type (not including schools in year 1) under the statewide benefit petition shall demonstrate the following: 
· Meet or exceed double the state API growth target, schoolwide and for all numerically significant student groups, in the previous school year or

· A schoolwide growth API score at or above 800, in the most recent year, and have all numerically significant student groups make their API growth target in two of the last three years, for each existing school of the same school type.
3. APS shall present a specific plan for the opening of any new school. The plan shall be submitted to the CDE and SBE Executive Director for review, and submission to the SBE for its approval. The plan shall contain the following elements:
· Evidence that APS has met the conditions set forth in Item #2 above;

· Evidence that the new schools shall be located in areas of a district where one or more of the following conditions exist:
· At least 50 percent of the district-operated Title 1 schools are in Program Improvement (PI)
· At least 50 percent or more of the district-operated Title 1 schools within a two mile radius of the proposed location are in PI
· 60 percent or fewer of high school graduates within the district are University of California (UC)/California State University (CSU) eligible
· 60 percent or fewer of high school graduates within a 2-mile radius of the proposed location are UC/CSU eligible
· Information about new schools:
· Financial data that includes the following elements:
· Budget assumptions

· Three-year budget and cash flow

· Three-year profit and loss statement
· Proposed school level data including:
· A grade level build-out plan of grade-level expansion and enrollment targets for each year of operation until the school incorporates all grade levels proposed
· Demographic information about the community in which the school location is planned
· County, District, School codes for three district-run comparison schools where students would otherwise attend

· Any additional data SBE and CDE staff deem necessary to evaluate the school’s performance.

· Each site shall initially open between July 1 and September 30.

· The specific location of each school (within the districts indicated in the charter) shall be identified to the CDE and SBE in the January immediately preceding its opening.
4.
Prior to the opening of any schools, a MOU shall be in effect between the SBE and APS as the Statewide Benefit Charter holder that covers essential elements of the school sites’ operation that are pertinent to effective state oversight and that are not incorporated in the charter itself. 

Aspire Public Schools (APS) Proposed SBE Conditions Prior to Opening and Operation (2012) for the APS Statewide Benefit Charter Term July 1, 2012–June 30, 2017

Aspire Public Schools (APS) proposed the following revised conditions for the opening and operation of schools, (initially proposed by APS in Appendix 2 of its statewide benefit charter petition). These conditions are to be incorporated in a memorandum of understanding (MOU) between APS and the State Board of Education (SBE). Specifically, the proposed conditions are:

1.
The California Department of Education (CDE) be provided information by the statewide benefit charter school sufficient to update the SBE annually (per guidelines in the MOU) on the organization’s progress in implementing the charter and the MOU. It is the intent of the CDE, unless circumstances otherwise dictate, to include this information in the standing item for updates on SBE-chartered schools.
2. As a condition for the opening of additional schools, each existing school of the same school type (not including schools in year 1) under the statewide benefit petition shall demonstrate the following: 
· Meet or exceed double the state API growth target, schoolwide and for all numerically significant student groups, in the previous school year or

· A schoolwide growth API score at or above 800, in the most recent year
3.  APS shall present a specific plan for the opening of any new school. The SBE Executive Director shall approve opening of a new school once APS provides the following plan elements:

· Evidence that APS has met the conditions set forth in Item #2 above;

· Evidence that the new schools shall be located in areas of a district where one or more of the following conditions exist:
· At least 50 percent of the district-operated Title 1 schools are in Program Improvement (PI)
· At least 50 percent or more of the district-operated Title 1 schools within a two mile radius of the proposed location are in PI
· 60 percent or fewer of high school graduates within the district are University of California (UC)/California State University (CSU) eligible
· 60 percent or fewer of high school graduates within a 2-mile radius of the proposed location are UC/CSU eligible
· Information about new schools:
· Financial data that includes the following elements:
· Budget assumptions

· Three-year budget and cash flow

· Three-year profit and loss statement
· Proposed school level data including:
· A grade level build-out plan of grade-level expansion and enrollment targets for each year of operation until the school incorporates all grade levels proposed
· Demographic information about the community in which the school location is planned
· County, District, School codes for three district-run comparison schools where students would otherwise attend

· A projected opening date for each site between July 1 and September 30.

· The two-mile radius within which each school will be located (within the districts indicated in the charter) shall be identified to the CDE and SBE in the January immediately preceding its opening.
4.
Prior to the opening of any schools, a MOU shall be in effect between the SBE and APS as the Statewide Benefit Charter holder that covers essential elements of the school sites’ operation that are pertinent to effective state oversight and that are not incorporated in the charter itself. 
Comparison of Opening Conditions for New Aspire Statewide Benefit Schools
	CDE Proposal
	Aspire Proposal
	Aspire Rationale

	As a condition for the opening of additional schools, …: 
· Meet or exceed double the state API growth target, schoolwide and for all numerically significant student groups, in the previous school year or
· A schoolwide growth API score at or above 800, in the most recent year, and have all numerically significant student groups make their API growth target in two of the last three years, for each existing school of the same school type.
	As a condition for the opening of additional schools, …: 

· Meet or exceed double the state API growth target, schoolwide and for all numerically significant student groups, in the previous school year or

· A schoolwide growth API score at or above 800, in the most recent year


	After a school reaches an API of 800, APS shifts primary focus to college readiness rather than API growth

	APS shall present a specific plan for the opening of any new school. The plan shall be submitted to the CDE and SBE Executive Director for review, and submission to the SBE for its approval. The plan shall contain the following elements:
	APS shall present a specific plan for the opening of any new school. The SBE Executive Director shall approve opening of a new school once APS provides the following plan elements:


	Opening of new schools is based on objective metrics and conditions that SBE approves via the renewal process. The SBE ED verifies that the performance and location conditions have been met on behalf of the board, and ensures that new school opening plan is complete, triggering approval.

	Any additional data SBE and CDE staff deem necessary to evaluate the school’s performance.
	(not included)
	Existing school performance will be evaluated as outlined by the objective metrics in point #2.

	Each site shall initially open between July 1 and September 30.
	A projected opening date for each site between July 1 and September 30.
	Specific school opening date is dependent on facility availability.

	The specific location of each school (within the districts indicated in the charter) shall be identified to the CDE and SBE in the January immediately preceding its opening.
	The two-mile radius within which each schools will be located (within the districts indicated in the charter) shall be identified to the CDE and SBE in the January immediately preceding its opening.
	APS will provide the neighborhood in which it plans to locate.  An approved charter is often required before APS can secure a specific facility.


California Department of Education

Charter School Renewal Petition Staff Review Form

Aspire Public School Statewide Benefit Renewal Charter Petition

	Key Information

	Grade Span of Operating School
	School Name

Opening Year

Grade Span

Location

Junior Collegiate (0976489011484)
2007

Kindergarten through grade six 

(K–6)

Huntington Park

Port City (09764890114876)
2007

 Kindergarten through grade five

(K–5)
Stockton

Titan

(09764890120477)

2009

K–5
Huntington Park

Alexander Twilight College Preparatory (09764890120468)

2009

K–5
Sacramento

Alexander Twilight Secondary (09764890121467)
2010

Grades six to ten

(will expand to grade 12)

Sacramento

APEX (09764890121541)
2010

K–5

Stockton



	Location
	Aspire Public Schools (APS) is located in Oakland, California. Through the statewide benefit charter, APS has opened two elementary schools in Huntington Park, two elementary schools in Stockton, and two schools in Sacramento (one elementary and one secondary).

	Brief History
	· In 2007, the State Board of Education (SBE) approved the APS statewide benefit charter for a five-year term from July 1, 2007, through June 30, 2012, to serve students in kindergarten through grade eight (K–8). 

· In September 2009, the SBE approved two additional K–8 school sites in Sacramento and Huntington Park.
· In January 2010, the SBE approved the following two material revisions to the APS statewide benefit charter: (1) to expand the grades served to kindergarten through grade twelve (K–12), and (2) include a plan for future potential sites of operation. 
· In May 2011, the SBE approved a material amendment to the APS statewide benefit provisions of the APS statewide benefit charter (see Attachment 12). 

	Lead Petitioner 
	James Wilcox, Chief Executive Officer (CEO), Aspire Public Schools 


	California Department of Education Staff Review Summary for the

Required Charter Elements Under California Education Code Section 47605(b)

	
	Required Charter Elements Under EC Section 47605(b)
	Meets Requirements
	Technical Amendments Necessary

	
	Sound Educational Practice
	Yes
	

	
	Ability to Successfully Implement the Intended Program
	Yes
	

	
	Affirmation of Specified Conditions
	Yes
	Yes

	1
	Description of Educational Program
	Yes
	

	2
	Measureable Pupil Outcomes
	Yes
	

	3
	Method for Measuring Pupil Progress
	Yes
	

	4
	Governance Structure
	Yes
	

	5
	Employee Qualifications
	Yes
	

	6
	Health and Safety Procedures
	Yes
	

	7
	Racial and Ethnic Balance
	Yes
	

	8
	Admission Requirements
	Yes
	Yes

	9
	Annual Independent Financial Audits
	Yes
	Yes

	10
	Suspension and Expulsion Procedures
	Yes
	

	11
	Retirement Coverage
	Yes
	

	12
	Public School Attendance Alternatives
	Yes
	

	13
	Post-employment Rights of Employees
	Yes
	

	14
	Dispute Resolution Procedures
	Yes
	

	15
	Exclusive Public School Employer
	Yes
	

	16
	Closure Procedures
	Yes
	

	
	Standards, Assessments, and Parent Consultation
	Yes
	

	
	Employment is Voluntary
	Yes
	

	
	Pupil Attendance is Voluntary
	Yes
	

	
	Effect on Authorizer and Financial Projections
	Yes
	

	
	Academically Low Achieving Pupils Preference by SBE
	Yes
	

	
	Teacher Credentialing
	Yes
	

	
	Transmission of Audit Report
	Yes
	


*Signature requirements pursuant to EC Section 47605(b)(3) are not required for charter renewal petitions.
	California Department of Education Summary of Technical Amendments

	Required Charter Elements 

	
	EC Section 47605(b)
	Technical Amendments

	
	Affirmation of Specified Conditions, EC Section 47605(b)(4),EC Section 47605(d), Title 5, California Code of Regulations (5 CCR) Section 11967.5.1(e)
	The CDE recommends APS amend its statewide benefit charter renewal petition to revise the public random drawing process to provide a preference to students residing in the district that is above/and or more heavily weighted than the preference extended to students from other APS schools.

	
	8. Admission Requirements: EC Section 47605(b)(5)(H), 5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(8)
	The CDE also recommends that APS revise its admission policy to reflect that each school shall conduct its own lottery and shall extend preference to the students residing within its territorial jurisdiction.

The CDE recommends the lottery process be revised to conform with the law that gives preference to students of the district before children of employees and students of other schools operated by the corporation.

	
	9. Annual Independent Audit: EC Section 47605(b)(5)(I), 5 CCR Section 11967.5.1(f)(9)


	The CDE recommends APS amend its petition to specify that the selected auditor will have experience in education finance.


Overall California Department of Education Evaluation

In considering the APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition, the CDE reviewed:

· The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition

· Budget information for currently operating APS statewide benefit schools

· APS statewide benefit schools’ statewide assessment results, data on statewide benefit development, data specific to the SBE’s Conditions for Opening and Operation, and data on progress regarding goals of the APS statewide benefit charter. 

Charter Renewal Criteria

As the renewal criteria are only applicable to schools operating for four years, only two of the APS statewide benefit schools (Aspire Junior Collegiate and Aspire Port City) may be evaluated according to these criteria. These two schools meet all four renewal criteria.
Nevertheless, the CDE applied the renewal criteria to all six schools and found that all schools meet at least one criterion. The CDE’s specific findings are as follows:
1. Four schools have attained their Academic Performance Index (API) growth target in the prior year pursuant to EC Section 47607(b)(1). Two schools do not yet have API growth targets (Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory and Aspire APEX).
2. Four of the six schools operating under the APS statewide benefit charter ranked in deciles four to ten in the prior year. Two schools did not have a statewide rank because they opened in 2010.

3. Four of the six schools had similar school ranks in deciles four to ten in the prior year. Two schools did not have a similar schools rank because they opened in 2010.

4. In the 2009–10 year, the academic performance of all the APS statewide benefit schools exceeded, or was at least equal, to the performance of the public schools where pupils would otherwise have been required to attend; taking into consideration the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school. (For detailed information, see Attachment 3.)

Review of SBE Statewide Benefit Charter Criteria for Opening and Operation

In the Conditions for the Opening and Operation of Statewide Benefit School Sites for APS, the SBE set forth nine conditions, with numerous sub-conditions that bring the overall total to 16 conditions. Of these 16 conditions, APS met 15 of the conditions. The only condition not met was the following:

· Alexander Twilight College Preparatory, which served grades kindergarten through grade five (K–5) and opened in 2009, has an API statewide rank of 4, and a similar schools rank of 4. 

Per the SBE conditions, each existing APS statewide benefit school site must maintain an API statewide ranking of 7 or better and a similar schools ranking of 6 or better; or a statewide ranking of 6 or better and a similar schools ranking of 7 or better.

APS has worked cooperatively with the CDE to remedy and address any concerns that CDE has expressed. (For more information about APS compliance with SBE conditions, see Attachment 5.)

Review of Original Charter Goals Established in 2007
The goals of the APS statewide benefit charter are three-fold. The first set of goals relate to expansion of school operations; the second set relates to measurable student outcomes; and the third relate to the statewide benefit provisions. They are as follows:

APS Expansion Goals 

2007 Petition

· Exemplary academic performance at first two sites for two consecutive years

· Replicate model across the state

· Return to SBE to expand grades served from K–8 to K–12

2010 Petition

· Expand two statewide benefit K–8 schools to K–12
· After two years of success with the K–12 model, replicate the model across the state.

The CDE finds that APS executed all the expansion goals set forth in the original 2007 APS statewide benefit charter petition. However, APS was not able to accomplish all of the expansion goals set forth in the January 2010 materially revised petition. APS did create one K–12 family of schools by opening Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy, which serves students in grade 6–12 on the same site as Alexander Twilight College Preparatory, which now serves grades K–5. APS did not open the second K–12 family it proposed to open, nor has it yet replicated this model under the statewide benefit charter (see Attachment 6 for details). 

APS Measurable Student Outcome Goals

· 100 percent core class pass rate

· 10 percent increase in STAR proficiency from year to year

· 100 percent complete interdisciplinary projects

· 100 percent pass rate for Rites of Passage (ROPEs) activity

· 95 percent attendance rate

· 90 percent participate in extracurricular activities

· 100 percent promotion rate

· 100 percent four–year college acceptance rate

Regarding the measurable student outcome goals, the CDE finds that, overall, the general trend that emerged indicates that each school was able to reach the goals relating to promotion, attendance and core class pass rate targets in a relatively short time. However, those goals associated with activities beyond the core program, such as ROPE(s), interdisciplinary projects, and extracurricular activity participation, took longer to address and meet. The data gathered indicates that all the schools initially focused on developing and implementing the core curricular program and then, in subsequent years, focused on developing the extracurricular and interdisciplinary programs. However, by years four and five of operation, the two schools begun in 2007 were able to implement the full educational program described in the charter (for a detailed analysis, see Attachment 6).

Also, since none of the schools have yet served grade twelve, it is not possible to evaluate the ability to achieve a 100 percent four–year college acceptance rate.

Review of Statewide Benefit Development
The SBE initially approved the four statewide benefit goals outlined in the 2007 APS statewide benefit charter petition. However, in May 2011, the SBE amended the APS statewide benefit charter and only affirmed two of the four statewide benefits described in the 2007 petition. Those two benefits are as follows:  

· The APS benefit in terms of funding and its ability to get statewide bonds constitutes a statewide benefit. 

· The APS benefit in terms of funding could not be provided by a series of local charters.

· The APS benefit in terms of being able to expand its teacher residency program constitutes a statewide benefit. 

· The APS benefit related to the teacher residency program could not be provided through a series of local charters. 

APS has provided data to demonstrate compliance with developing, and implementing the statewide benefit goals. (For a detailed review, see Attachment 4). 

APS has developed a teacher residency program that awards a Master’s in education that serves close to 20 teacher resident per year. Aspire has also recently begun a principal training program that served five residents last year and will serve one this year. In addition, Aspire has provided the Beginning Teacher Support and Assessment program for four years. 

Aspire’s ability to acquire bond funds has led to the construction of four school facilities and the purchase of 5 school facilities that, in total, house ten schools. 

Sixteen Elements

The CDE also finds that the APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition meets all of the elements required for the establishment of a charter school pursuant to EC Section 47605(b). The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition describes a sound educational program; petitioners are demonstrably likely to implement the program set forth in the petition; and the petition contains reasonably comprehensive descriptions of the 16 charter elements pursuant to EC Section 47605(b)(5). In addition, the CDE previously found (in 2007) that APS has experience in starting and operating charter schools and has been responsive and compliant to deadlines and requests from the CDE over the last five years.

A number of technical amendments are needed for clarification; however, none of these amendments is deemed substantive. The CDE recommends the SBE ask APS petitioners to incorporate all of the amendments identified in this report into the final APS charter as a requirement under the SBE Conditions of Opening and Operation, as follows:

· Modifications to the charter in accordance with the CDE report.


· Specification of a five-year term beginning July 1, 2012, and ending 
June 30, 2017.

The CDE recommends the inclusion of the applicable SBE’s Conditions on Opening and Operation (see Attachment 1).

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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition proposes an educational program that is consistent with sound educational practice. APS has adopted an instructional design that is tailored specifically to address the specific needs of students that are traditionally underrepresented in high school graduates, college-goers and college graduates. It includes a curriculum that is standards based and focuses on providing a personalized educational experience with intense levels of assessment and increased opportunities for educational time.  
Performance data for the currently operating APS statewide benefit schools demonstrates a pattern of high achievement, statewide, and in comparison to local schools, pupils would otherwise attend in the respective districts where each school is located. This performance record, which was achieved at schools with student populations that are comprised of more than 90 percent of students who are economically disadvantaged, demonstrates that APS educational program is consistent with sound and effective educational practice. (For individual school demographic performance data, see Attachment 3.)
	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 are "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?
	Yes


Comments: 

The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition demonstrates that the petitioners are demonstrably likely to implement the program as set forth in the charter petition. The petitioners have a strong 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.

Over the past five years all the APS statewide benefit schools met API growth targets for all years of operation. The first two schools that opened in 2007 reached the state API target of 800 within three years; the second two that opened in 2009 made the state API target within two years; and the last two that opened in 2010 have opened with 2011 API scores of 700 and above.

Additionally, each school has been successful in its financial operations and has generally maintained the recommended levels of reserve that would be expected of a school district of similar size. In instances where a site has struggled in its first year, CDE notes positive trends in the subsequent year(s) with respect to the increase of ending fund balances.
Enrollment and average daily attendance (ADA) trends for each statewide benefit site have been consistently strong providing additional confidence and stability in budget projections. Overall, CDE has confidence in APS’s ability to maintain its financial stability during the next five–year renewal period. 

	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(d)]"…shall be a petition that fails to include a clear, unequivocal affirmation of each such condition. Neither the charter nor any of the supporting documents shall include any evidence that the charter will fail to comply with the conditions described in EC Section 47605(d).

	(1)…[A] charter school shall 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.
	Yes;

Technical Amendment

	(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.
	Yes

	Does the charter petition contain the required affirmations?
	Yes;

Technical Amendment


Comments:

The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition does not contain all of the required affirmations. The APS petition extends an admission preference to students at other APS schools before extending an admission preference to students residing in the district. 

Technical Amendments: The CDE recommends the lottery process be revised to conform with the law that gives preference to students of the district before children of employees and students of other schools operated by the corporation.

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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


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



Comments:

The APS statewide benefit charter petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of the educational program. The target student population for APS statewide benefit schools comprises the following:

· Students who are traditionally under-prepared for high school success, and, as a consequence, underrepresented among high school graduates. 

· Students not currently successful in their current core academic subjects and students whose diversity represents their respective communities. 

APS intends to serve students through the establishment of site-based elementary schools (K–5), and secondary schools (6–12). Elementary school sites will serve approximately 320–400 students, while secondary school sites will serve approximately 420–600 students.  

APS believes that the 21st century student will need to have a foundation of knowledge and skills to access the world of ideas, the ability to analyze information, ask good questions, develop new ideas, and be able to express themselves thoughtfully. APS will prepare the 21st century students by providing outstanding staff, and the following:  

· Standards driven instruction that is informed by research from the Center for Educational Policy Research’s Study (Standards for Success, a report that gathered information about the required skills to succeed in college from more than 400 staff and faculty members at research universities).

· Building a College for Certain culture that informs and motivates students to graduate high school and attend college beginning in kindergarten.

· The provision of extended learning time and personalized learning opportunities. 

The framework for instructional design is aligned with the needs of the pupils that APS has identified as the target group. Because APS aims to target students that are not currently successful in the core academic program APS will personalize instruction by providing the following resources:

· Small schools

· Small class sizes

· Looped grouping

· Advisory groups

The academic needs of the target population also generally necessitate extended learning time, which APS has committed to providing in the following manner:

· Longer school day

· Longer school year

· Modified traditional calendar

· Block scheduling

To address the needs of the target population, APS implements a standards-bases curriculum and utilizes a variety of pedagogical strategies that are described for staff in detail in their in-house curricular guides called Instructional Guidelines (IGs). The IGs delineate the purpose and frequency for each type of instruction. APS also uses a variety of adopted programs and curriculum developed in-house. For English language arts, APS will continue to purchase and refer to the Open Court program in elementary school and for grades nine through twelve (9–12) will use the California recommended reading list. For mathematics, APS will use resources for Harcourt Brace Prentice Hall. For social studies, no specific text or resource was designated, and for science, APS will rely primarily on Full Option Science System (FOSS) kits and Activities Integrating Math and Science (AIMS) resources. 
APS will send a letter to parents, at the beginning of each school year, that provides information about how will notify parents about the transferability of courses to other public high schools and eligibility of courses to meet college entrance requirements.
Plan for Low-Achieving Students

For those students not at grade level, APS will use the Response to Intervention framework and will provide various interventions including, in-class individual tutoring by teachers, in-class small group tutoring by teachers, specialized support class taught by a literacy specialist, a targeted help after school.  

Plan for High-Achieving Students

Those students achieving above grade level will benefit from the APS IGs, which are designed to differentiate and individualize instruction at various levels. In addition, APS states that the variety of instructional techniques offered are cited as important features by the National Association for Gifted Children in the Gifted Educational Program Standards. APS may also accelerate a student to a higher grade level at the discretion of the parent and principal. 
Plan for English Learners

For those students who are English Learners (EL), APS will meet all applicable legal requirements for EL pupils as it pertains to parent notification, student identification, placement, program options, EL and core content instruction, teacher qualifications and training, re-classification to fluent English proficient status, monitoring and evaluation program effectiveness, and standardized testing. 

APS states that is has added a number of bilingual teaching strategies including Specially Designed Academic Instruction in English, training in Guided Language Acquisition Development, as well as professional development in teaching EL’s in content areas. Also, APS has mapped the English Language Development Standards into their IGs. APS states that it will use achievement data to drive instruction and professional development as it relates to ELs, and will continually monitor teacher qualifications and use of appropriate instructional strategies, student identification and placement, parental program choice options and availability of adequate resources.  

Plan for Special Education Students

For those students that qualify for special education, APS will comply with all state and federal laws under the Individuals with Disabilities Act. APS has identified a comprehensive identification process for students who would be eligible for special education that includes diagnostic assessments in language arts and math for all students, the child find process and by providing extensive professional education to staff about the characteristics of special education handicapping conditions and the referral process.

APS is a member of the El Dorado County Office of Education (EDCOE) SELPA and has stated in the charter that it will comply with the EDCOE Local Area Master Plan and perform all corrective actions deemed necessary by APS of the EDCOE SELPA. APS also employs a Director of Special Education that works with each school to develop annual budgets hire necessary staff, contract for appropriate services and documents the qualification and competency of school leadership to meet special compliance and quality requirements. 

	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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition states that through personal learning experiences students will master the following measureable pupil outcomes:

· Basic Skills: Master at least grade level competency in the four core subjects: mathematics, science, social studies, and language arts (including reading, writing, listening, and speaking).

· Thinking Skills: Be able to apply classrooms learning to the real world experiences in a relevant and valuable way, using higher-order thinking skills (including critical thinking, creativity, decision-making, problem solving, reasoning, knowing how to learn).

· Life Skills: Have developed personal qualities of individual responsibility, intellectual curiosity, sociability, self-management, confidence, and integrity. 

These measureable outcomes are the same outcomes included in APS’s original petition (2007–2012). The CDE reviewed data on progress made on these outcomes (see Attachment 6) and found that APS met some of the measurable pupil outcome goals outlined in the original charter. 

	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 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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of the methods to be used for measuring student progress. 

Please note, the APS method to measure the student outcome presented in the renewal petition differs from the method presented in the 2007 petition. The current method is provided in Table 2.
	Table 2. Methods for Measuring Pupil Progress at APS Statewide Benefit Schools

	Measurable Student Outcome
	Metric

	Basic Skills: At least grade level competency in the four core subjects: 


	Year 1: Baseline year

Year 2: All subgroups meet or exceed double the state growth target

Year 3:  All subgroups meet or exceed double the state growth target

Year 4: School meets or exceeds API of 800

	Thinking Skills: Apply classrooms learning to their real world using higher-order thinking skills 
	100 percent participation in two Aspire-wide writing assessments and two open-ended math assessments (aligned with Common Core)

	Life Skills: Develop personal qualities of individual responsibility, intellectual curiosity, sociability, self-management, confidence, and integrity. 
	> 95 percent attendance rate


In addition to the metrics outlined above, which are reviewed annually, APS also administers the following local assessments:

· Three benchmark assessments

· In grades K–8, the Developmental Reading Assessment 

· Ninth grade and up, Stanford Reading Inventory

· Two writing assessments

· Grade specific math assessments 

Also, annually, the status of APS schools is evaluated internally using the School Health Dashboard. This tool allows the APS management team to identify schools that require more focused attention and support. On an on-going basis, the dashboard is used to monitor progress monthly. It reports on the following:

· Student achievement: API, course grades, behavior, and benchmarks scores

· Affiliation: results of staff, student, and parent surveys; teacher retention

· Financial: budget and forecast; average daily attendance 

Assessments data is shared regularly with staff during meetings and with parents when they meet with their child’s teacher.
	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?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of the governance structure. The school operates as a California nonprofit public benefit corporation. The school’s Board of Directors (Board) is currently comprised of 7 members but may consist of a maximum of 11. The Board bylaws indicate that the Board may designate committees and specifically identifies the executive committee, a compensation committee, an audit committee, and the ability to establish several advisory committees. In addition, the Board bylaws outline the specific responsibilities of corporate officers such as the Chief Executive Officer, Secretary, and Chief Financial Officer. 

The CDE found, through interviews with APS Board President Don Shalvey, that the APS Board ensures the schools will remain viable enterprises by beginning the budget development process in January. According to Mr. Shalvey, the focus of the budget process is personnel and the academic needs of students. 

CDE review of Board minutes for the prior school year indicates the Board provides direction to the school leadership through the adoption of policies and procedures that support and promote high academic standards. 

In addition, the Board ensures the educational program will be successful by reviewing academic data eight months out of the year. Mr. Shalvey stated that the Board reviews performance data for their entire portfolio of schools, but also by region, grade levels, age levels, and individual schools. The Board searches for patterns that stretch across the organization. They study the differences between the highest performing classes and the lowest performing classes in order to find a way to narrow the achievement gap. 

The governance structure of the APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition will ensure there will be active and effective representation of parents and school representatives through the development of an Advisory School Council (ASC) at each school site. The ASC will make recommendations regarding school issues and will review parent and community concerns. The principal from each site will be responsible for communicating all ASC policy recommendations to the APS Board.

	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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of employee qualifications. 

	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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of health and safety procedures.
	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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of the means for achieving a racial and ethnic balance at the school. 

	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 Needed 


Comments:

The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition describes admission requirements to be used at the APS statewide benefit schools. APS commits to conducting a public random drawing if more applications are received than there is capacity. However, in the public random drawing, APS proposes a preference for pupils at other Aspire schools that is above the preference for pupils of the district where the school is located.

Technical Amendment: The CDE also recommends that APS revise its admission policy to reflect that each school shall conduct its own lottery and shall extend preference to the students residing within its territorial jurisdiction. 

The CDE recommends the lottery process be revised to conform with the law that gives preference to students of the district before children of employees and students of other schools operated by the corporation.

	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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of the manner in which annual independent financial audits will be conducted. However, the description does not specify that the auditor will have experience in education finance.

Technical Amendment: The CDE recommends APS amend its petition to specify that the selected auditor will have experience in education finance.

	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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



	(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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



	Does the petition present a reasonably comprehensive description of suspension and expulsion procedures?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of suspension and expulsion procedures.  

	11. California State Teachers’ Retirement System (CalSTRS), California Public Employees; Retirement System (CalPERS), 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 the CalSTRS, the 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?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of CalSTRS, and CalPERS coverage and names the responsible staff for ensuring coverage. 

	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 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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of public school attendance alternatives.

	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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition presents a reasonably comprehensive description of the post-employment rights.

	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. 
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	(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 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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


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



Comments:

The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition reasonably describes 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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition makes clear that APS 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 Section 11967.5.1(f)(15)(g)


	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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition includes a reasonably comprehensive description of closure procedures.

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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition states that APS will meet all statewide standards and conduct all required state-mandated pupil assessments. The petition also includes a commitment 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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition states that employment is voluntary.

	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 petition states that enrollment at any APS statewide benefit charter school is entirely voluntary.

	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.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


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



Comments:

The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition provides a general description of facility acquisition for potential new sites. The APS renewal petition also includes information on the provision of administrative services at the school level and the potential effects of civil liability, if any upon the school and the SBE.  

In general, each of Aspire’s statewide benefit sites has been successful in its financial operations and has generally maintained the recommended levels of reserve that would be expected of a school district of similar size. In instances where a site has struggled in its first year, CDE notes positive trends in the subsequent year(s) with respect to the increase of ending fund balances.

Enrollment and ADA trends for each statewide benefit site have been consistently strong providing additional confidence and stability in budget projections. Overall, CDE has confidence in Aspire’s ability to maintain its financial stability during the next five-year renewal period. 

	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 APS statewide benefit charter merits preference by the SBE under this criterion.
	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, noncollege preparatory courses.

	Does the petition meet this requirement?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments:

The APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition meets this requirement. 

	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 APS statewide benefit charter renewal petition reasonably describes the transmission of the annual audit report. 
Specific Criteria Related to Statewide Benefit Charter Petitions

	Statewide Benefit
	California EC Section 47605.8

 5 CCR Section 11967.6(b)

	Evaluation Criteria

The proposed state charter school will provide instructional services of a statewide benefit.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	The instructional services of a statewide benefit cannot be provided by a charter school operating in only one school district, or only one county.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Does the charter petition satisfy these requirements? 
	 FORMDROPDOWN 



Comments: 

The APS statewide benefit charter petition describes the benefit to pupils, communities, and the state. Although the APS statewide benefit charter petition describes four statewide benefits, at its May 2011 meeting, the SBE affirmed only the following two statewide benefits:

1. The APS statewide benefit in terms of funding and its ability to get statewide bonds constitutes a statewide benefit in accordance with EC Section 47605.8(b) and 5 CCR  Section 11967.6(b).

· The APS benefit in terms of funding could not be provided by a series of local charters.

2. The APS benefit in terms of being able to expand it teacher residency program constitutes a statewide benefit in accordance with EC Section 47605.8(b) and 5 CCR  11967.6(b).

· The APS benefit related to the teacher residency program could not be provided through a series of local charters. 

See Attachment 4 for a detailed review of APS progress towards providing these statewide benefits.

	Table 1. Renewal Criteria Summary

	Renewal Criteria from Education Code (EC) Section 47607 Applicable to Two Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter Schools Operating Four Years or More
	Renewal Criteria from EC Section 47607 Not Applicable To Schools Operating Less Than Four Years

	
	Aspire Junior Collegiate

(0976489011484)
	Aspire Port City

(09764890114876)
	Aspire Titan

(09764890120477)
	Aspire Alexander Twilight Prep (09764890120469)
	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary (09764890121467)
	Aspire APEX (09764890121541)

	Year Opened
	2007
	2007
	2009
	2009
	2010
	2010

	Years in Operation
	5
	5
	3
	3
	2
	2

	Criteria 1: Academic Performance Index (API) Growth Target
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA

	Criteria 2: Statewide Rank 4–10
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA

	Criteria 3: Similar Schools Rank 4–10
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	NA
	NA

	Criteria 4: Academic performance equal to public schools students would otherwise attend
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes


Analysis of Renewal Criteria Achievement

This table summarizes the findings from all subsequent tables in this attachment. 

Criteria 1: Attained its Academic Performance Index (API) growth target in the prior year or in two of the last three years, or in the aggregate for the prior three years

	Table 2. API Growth Target (Met Target) for First Two Aspire Statewide Benefit School Sites Opened in 2007

	
	2011 API
	2010–11 Growth
	2009–10 Growth
	2008–09

Growth
	2007–08 Growth

	Aspire Junior Collegiate (Opened 2007)
	868
	24 (Yes)
	49 (Yes)
	27 (Yes)
	B

	Aspire Port City (Opened 2007)
	868
	-2 (A) (Yes)
	33 (Yes)
	58 (Yes)
	B

	Aspire Titan (Opened 2009)
	849
	25 (Yes)
	B
	NA
	NA

	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory (Opened 2009)
	802
	36 (Yes)
	B
	NA
	NA

	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy (Opened 2010)
	700
	B
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Aspire APEX (Opened 2010)
	742
	B
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Source: DataQuest, California Department of Education

“A” means the school or subgroups scored at or above the statewide performance target of 800 in 2010.
“B” means the school did not have a valid 2007 Base API and will not have any growth or target information.



Met Criteria 1? Yes. The two schools to which the renewal criteria applies, as they have been in operation for four years, Aspire Junior Collegiate and Aspire Port City, met their growth targets in the prior year and in two of the last three years. The two schools that opened in 2009, Titan and Alexander Twilight College Preparatory, met their growth target in the prior year. The two most recently opened schools, Alexander Twilight Secondary and APEX earned an API of 700 and 742, respectively.
Criteria 2: Ranked in deciles 4 to 10, inclusive, on the API in the prior year or in two of the last three years.

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

	Table 3. Statewide and Similar Schools Rank for Aspire Statewide Benefit Charter Schools (statewide/similar)

	
	2011
	2010
	2009
	2008

	Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy
	Data Not Available Until Spring of 2012
	7/10
	6/10
	5/10

	Aspire Port City
	
	8/10
	7/10
	6/10

	Aspire Titan
	
	6/10
	
	

	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory
	
	4/4
	
	

	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy
	
	
	
	

	Aspire APEX
	
	
	
	

	Source: DataQuest, California Department of Education


Met Criterions 2 and 3? Yes. The two schools to which the renewal criteria applies, as they have been in operation for four years, Aspire Junior Collegiate and Aspire Port City, currently meet the rank criteria. 
Criteria 4: The entity that granted the charter determines that the academic performance of the charter school is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the school district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school. 

Summary of Findings for Criteria 4

The two schools to which the renewal criteria applies, as they have been in operation for four years, Aspire Junior Collegiate and Aspire Port City, currently meet criteria 4. The academic performance at these two schools is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the school district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school.

Aspire Titan Academy, Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy (ATCPA), Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy, and Aspire APEX are not required to meet criteria 4 since they have not been in operation four years. Nevertheless, the academic performance of all four schools is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the school district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school.

Aspire Junior Collegiate (Opened 2007) 

	Table 4: 2011 Demographic Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114884
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Student Enrollment
	295
	843
	1355
	1681
	994

	% Black or African American
	0
	0.6
	0.1
	0.4
	0.1

	% American Indian or Alaska Native
	0
	0.1
	0.1
	0.2
	0

	% Asian
	0
	0.1
	0.1
	0.3
	0

	% Filipino
	0
	0
	0
	0.2
	0

	% Hispanic or Latino
	100
	99.1
	99.6
	98.2
	99.5

	% Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	0
	0
	0
	0.1
	0

	% White
	0
	0.1
	0.1
	0.3
	0

	% Two or More Races
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	% Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	100
	67.6
	74.7
	86.8
	48.7

	% English Learners
	72.9
	67.9
	77.9
	70.7
	51.8

	% Students with Disabilities
	6.8
	7.8
	10.7
	6.7
	6.9

	Data source used "DMDSQL1.EDdemo2.vwSSIDenroll"


	Table 5: 2011 Truancy, Suspension, and Expulsion Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114884
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Enrollment
	295
	843
	1355
	1681
	994

	Truancy Number (Rate)
	117(39.7)
	214(25.4)
	211(15.6)
	308(18.3)
	366(36.8)

	Suspension Number (Rate)
	0(0)
	26(3.1)
	4(0.3)
	35(2.1)
	2(0.2)

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

	Data source was a provided spreadsheet "umirs1011.xls"


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

	School Name
	Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114884
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	API Growth for 2010-11
	24
	-18
	6
	10
	-3

	API Growth for 2009-10
	49
	19
	20
	13
	-2

	API Growth for 2008-09
	27
	-1
	20
	37
	18

	API Growth for 2007-08
	B
	6
	14
	10
	37

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


	Table 7:  2011 Growth Academic Performance Index (API) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114884
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Valid Scores Schoolwide
	202
	552
	1071
	1052
	595

	Schoolwide
	868(24)
	742(-18)
	777(6)
	782(10)
	758(-3)

	Black or African American
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	American Indian or Alaska Native
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Asian
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Filipino
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Hispanic or Latino
	844(24)
	759(-18)
	770(7)
	773(9)
	761(-3)

	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	White
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Two or More Races
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	842(24)
	760(-17)
	766(11)
	770(8)
	758(0)

	English Learners
	824(36)
	735(-29)
	747(10)
	754(7)
	727(-5)

	Students with Disabilities
	765(-)
	499(-)
	550(16)
	533(-)
	594(-)

	Statewide/Similar Schools Rank
	7/10
	3/7
	4/9
	4/7
	3/4

	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 8: 2011 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would  Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114884
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Met AYP Criteria
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	No

	# Criteria Met/# Criteria Applicable
	17/17
	9/17
	16/21
	12/17
	10/17

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

	2011-12 Program Improvement (PI) Year
	 
	Year 1
	Year 5
	Year 1
	Year 5

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


	Table 9: 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
	Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114884
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	202
	552
	1070
	1052
	595

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	63.9(Yes)
	44.4(No)
	42.0(No)
	49.9(No)
	46.1(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)

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

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

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

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	63.9(Yes)
	43.9(No)
	42.0(No)
	50.0(No)
	46.1(No)

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

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

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

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	63.8(Yes)
	44.5(No)
	42.0(No)
	48.6(No)
	46.1(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	62.5(Yes)
	36.9(No)
	37.5(No)
	44.7(No)
	38.8(No)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	50.0(--)
	26.5(--)
	21.6(No)
	13.5(--)
	23.2(--)

	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 10: 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
	Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114884
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	202
	552
	1064
	1052
	595

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	85.6(Yes)
	50.4(No)
	67.1(Yes)
	63.8(Yes)
	53.9(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)

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

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

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

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	85.6(Yes)
	50.2(No)
	67.2(Yes)
	63.8(No)
	53.9(No)

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

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

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

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	84.6(Yes)
	50.5(No)
	67.1(Yes)
	63.0(Yes)
	53.9(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	84.9(Yes)
	45.1(No)
	64.2(Yes)
	60.9(Yes)
	49.3(Yes)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	57.1(--)
	28.6(--)
	41.9(Yes)
	32.3(--)
	33.9(--)

	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


Did Aspire Junior Collegiate Meet Criteria 4? Yes. The academic performance of Aspire Junior Collegiate is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the school district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school.

Aspire Port City (Opened 2007)

	Table 11: 2011 Demographic Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Port City Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary
	Harrison Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114876
	39686760111351
	39686766042600
	39686766042618

	Student Enrollment
	398
	872
	493
	603

	% Black or African American
	21.9
	5.8
	3.4
	9.6

	% American Indian or Alaska Native
	2.8
	3.4
	4.3
	5.1

	% Asian
	4.5
	4.4
	4.5
	13.6

	% Filipino
	3.3
	1.4
	1.2
	4.5

	% Hispanic or Latino
	50.8
	76
	72.8
	57

	% Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	0.3
	0.1
	0
	0.8

	% White
	11.3
	8.7
	13.8
	9.3

	% Two or More Races
	5.3
	0
	0
	0

	% Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	99.5
	57.2
	72.6
	64.8

	% English Learners
	13.6
	56.1
	47.9
	46.1

	% Students with Disabilities
	5.5
	3.4
	5.5
	8.3

	Data source used "DMDSQL1.EDdemo2.vwSSIDenroll"


	Table 12: 2011 Truancy, Suspension, and Expulsion Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Port City Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary
	Harrison Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114876
	39686760111351
	39686766042600
	39686766042618

	Enrollment
	398
	872
	493
	603

	Truancy Number (Rate)
	98(24.6)
	528(60.6)
	217(44)
	302(50.1)

	Suspension Number (Rate)
	0(0)
	215(24.7)
	121(24.5)
	105(17.4)

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

	Data source was a provided spreadsheet "umirs1011.xls"


	Table 13. Academic Performance Index (API) Growth for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Port City Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary
	Harrison Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114876
	39686760111351
	39686766042600
	39686766042618

	API Growth for 2010-11
	-2
	-21
	11
	4

	API Growth for 2009-10
	33
	-1
	-6
	30

	API Growth for 2008-09
	58
	12
	-1
	-30

	API Growth for 2007-08
	B
	-1
	5
	16

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


	Table 14:  2011 Growth Academic Performance Index (API) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Port City Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary
	Harrison Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114876
	39686760111351
	39686766042600
	39686766042618

	Valid Scores Schoolwide
	255
	545
	346
	379

	Schoolwide
	868(-2)
	622(-21)
	715(11)
	678(4)

	Black or African American
	834(14)
	534(-)
	-
	622(-)

	American Indian or Alaska Native
	-
	702(-)
	573(-)
	635(-)

	Asian
	-
	605(-)
	710(-)
	732(-)

	Filipino
	-
	-
	-
	737(-)

	Hispanic or Latino
	881(-20)
	649(-20)
	709(25)
	672(2)

	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	-
	-
	-
	-

	White
	885(-)
	661(-)
	706(-)
	663(-)

	Two or More Races
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	850(8)
	643(-21)
	705(10)
	661(12)

	English Learners
	877(-)
	627(-17)
	678(37)
	656(24)

	Students with Disabilities
	615(-)
	452(-)
	428(-)
	571(-)

	Statewide/Similar Schools Rank
	8/10
	1/1
	1/4
	1/2

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

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


	Table 15: 2011 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Port City Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary
	Harrison Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114876
	39686760111351
	39686766042600
	39686766042618

	Met AYP Criteria
	No
	No
	No
	No

	# Criteria Met/# Criteria Applicable
	14/17
	8/17
	13/21
	10/17

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

	2011-12 Program Improvement (PI) Year
	 
	Year 4
	Year 5
	Year 5

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


	Table 16: 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
	Aspire Port City Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary
	Harrison Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114876
	39686760111351
	39686766042600
	39686766042618

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	255
	545
	346
	378

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	64.3(No)
	23.9(No)
	36.1(No)
	31.2(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	61.1(Yes)
	10.0(--)
	--(--)
	21.1(--)

	American Indian or Alaska Native (Met Target)
	--(--)
	17.4(--)
	26.1(--)
	27.3(--)

	Asian (Met Target)
	76.9(--)
	25.0(--)
	47.1(--)
	41.5(--)

	Filipino (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	41.2(--)

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	61.8(No)
	24.6(No)
	36.8(No)
	29.8(No)

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

	White (Met Target)
	62.1(--)
	29.4(--)
	38.9(No)
	34.4(--)

	Two or More Races (Met Target)
	81.2(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	61.6(No)
	23.9(No)
	36.1(No)
	29.4(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	64.3(--)
	19.4(No)
	34.3(Yes)
	26.1(No)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	47.8(--)
	16.3(--)
	2.7(--)
	35.6(--)

	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 17: 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
	Aspire Port City Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary
	Harrison Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890114876
	39686760111351
	39686766042600
	39686766042618

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	255
	542
	345
	379

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	82.4(Yes)
	25.5(No)
	50.1(No)
	37.5(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	77.8(Yes)
	15.8(--)
	--(--)
	28.9(--)

	American Indian or Alaska Native (Met Target)
	--(--)
	8.7(--)
	36.4(--)
	22.7(--)

	Asian (Met Target)
	84.6(--)
	29.2(--)
	64.7(--)
	49.1(--)

	Filipino (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	35.3(--)

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	83.2(Yes)
	25.8(No)
	49.6(No)
	37.0(No)

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

	White (Met Target)
	82.8(--)
	30.0(--)
	59.3(No)
	43.8(--)

	Two or More Races (Met Target)
	93.8(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	79.3(Yes)
	25.5(No)
	50.1(No)
	36.0(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	81.0(--)
	24.8(No)
	50.3(Yes)
	41.6(Yes)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	60.9(--)
	11.9(--)
	11.1(--)
	33.9(--)

	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


Did Aspire Port City Meet Criteria 4? Yes. The academic performance of Aspire Port City is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the school district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school.

Aspire Titan (Opened 2009)

	Table 18: 2011 Demographic Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Titan Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120477
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Student Enrollment
	283
	843
	1355
	1681
	994

	% Black or African American
	0
	0.6
	0.1
	0.4
	0.1

	% American Indian or Alaska Native
	0
	0.1
	0.1
	0.2
	0

	% Asian
	0
	0.1
	0.1
	0.3
	0

	% Filipino
	0
	0
	0
	0.2
	0

	% Hispanic or Latino
	99.6
	99.1
	99.6
	98.2
	99.5

	% Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	0
	0
	0
	0.1
	0

	% White
	0.4
	0.1
	0.1
	0.3
	0

	% Two or More Races
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	% Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	100
	67.6
	74.7
	86.8
	48.7

	% English Learners
	78.4
	67.9
	77.9
	70.7
	51.8

	% Students with Disabilities
	6
	7.8
	10.7
	6.7
	6.9

	Data source used "DMDSQL1.EDdemo2.vwSSIDenroll"


	Table 19: 2011 Truancy, Suspension, and Expulsion Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Titan Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120477
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Enrollment
	283
	843
	1355
	1681
	994

	Truancy Number (Rate)
	138(48.8)
	214(25.4)
	211(15.6)
	308(18.3)
	366(36.8)

	Suspension Number (Rate)
	0(0)
	26(3.1)
	4(0.3)
	35(2.1)
	2(0.2)

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

	Data source was a provided spreadsheet "umirs1011.xls"


	Table 20. Academic Performance Index (API) Growth for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Titan Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120477
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	API Growth for 2010-11
	25
	-18
	6
	10
	-3

	API Growth for 2009-10
	B
	19
	20
	13
	-2

	API Growth for 2008-09
	-
	-1
	20
	37
	18

	API Growth for 2007-08
	-
	6
	14
	10
	37

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


	Table 21:  2011 Growth Academic Performance Index (API) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Titan Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120477
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Valid Scores Schoolwide
	192
	552
	1071
	1052
	595

	Schoolwide
	849(25)
	742(-18)
	777(6)
	782(10)
	758(-3)

	Black or African American
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	American Indian or Alaska Native
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Asian
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Filipino
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Hispanic or Latino
	823(25)
	759(-18)
	770(7)
	773(9)
	761(-3)

	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	White
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Two or More Races
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	823(23)
	760(-17)
	766(11)
	770(8)
	758(0)

	English Learners
	819(21)
	735(-29)
	747(10)
	754(7)
	727(-5)

	Students with Disabilities
	-
	499(-)
	550(16)
	533(-)
	594(-)

	Statewide/Similar Schools Rank
	6/10
	3/7
	4/9
	4/7
	3/4

	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 22: 2011 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would  Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Titan Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120477
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Met AYP Criteria
	Yes
	No
	No
	No
	No

	# Criteria Met/# Criteria Applicable
	17/17
	9/17
	16/21
	12/17
	10/17

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

	2011-12 Program Improvement (PI) Year
	
	Year 1
	Year 5
	Year 1
	Year 5

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


	Table 23: 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
	Aspire Titan Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120477
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	192
	552
	1070
	1052
	595

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	59.9(Yes)
	44.4(No)
	42.0(No)
	49.9(No)
	46.1(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)

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

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

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

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	59.7(Yes)
	43.9(No)
	42.0(No)
	50.0(No)
	46.1(No)

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

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

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

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	59.4(Yes)
	44.5(No)
	42.0(No)
	48.6(No)
	46.1(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	58.8(Yes)
	36.9(No)
	37.5(No)
	44.7(No)
	38.8(No)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	45.5(--)
	26.5(--)
	21.6(No)
	13.5(--)
	23.2(--)

	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 24. 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
	Aspire Titan Academy
	Florence Avenue Elementary
	Middleton Street Elementary
	Miles Avenue Elementary
	Walnut Park Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120477
	19647336017123
	19647336018162
	19647336018170
	19647336110977

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	192
	552
	1064
	1052
	595

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	77.6(Yes)
	50.4(No)
	67.1(Yes)
	63.8(Yes)
	53.9(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	--(--)

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

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

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

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	77.5(Yes)
	50.2(No)
	67.2(Yes)
	63.8(No)
	53.9(No)

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

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

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

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	77.0(Yes)
	50.5(No)
	67.1(Yes)
	63.0(Yes)
	53.9(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	77.0(Yes)
	45.1(No)
	64.2(Yes)
	60.9(Yes)
	49.3(Yes)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	54.5(--)
	28.6(--)
	41.9(Yes)
	32.3(--)
	33.9(--)

	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


Did Aspire Titan Academy Meet Criteria 4? Yes, although it is not required to meet criteria four since it has not been in operation four years. Nevertheless, the academic performance of Aspire Titan Academy is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the school district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school.
Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory (Opened 2009)

	Table 25: 2011 Demographic Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Prepar
	Cottage Elementary
	Dyer-Kelly Elementary
	Howe Avenue Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120469
	34674476034441
	34674476034524
	34674476034623

	Student Enrollment
	375
	425
	375
	524

	% Black or African American
	29.1
	20.9
	23.5
	17.6

	% American Indian or Alaska Native
	0.5
	1.6
	1.1
	0.4

	% Asian
	0.3
	3.8
	1.3
	2.3

	% Filipino
	2.1
	3.1
	0.3
	2.1

	% Hispanic or Latino
	41.9
	27.8
	56.5
	62.6

	% Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	0.3
	1.9
	0.5
	1.3

	% White
	20
	38.6
	14.4
	12

	% Two or More Races
	5.9
	2.4
	2.4
	1.7

	% Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	99.2
	76.9
	93.6
	95.2

	% English Learners
	14.1
	19.5
	39.5
	55.2

	% Students with Disabilities
	4.3
	6.8
	8.5
	7.1

	Data source used "DMDSQL1.EDdemo2.vwSSIDenroll"


	Table 26: 2011 Truancy, Suspension, and Expulsion Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory
	Cottage Elementary
	Dyer-Kelly Elementary
	Howe Avenue Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120469
	34674476034441
	34674476034524
	34674476034623

	Enrollment
	375
	425
	375
	524

	Truancy Number (Rate)
	303(80.8)
	148(34.8)
	186(49.6)
	230(43.9)

	Suspension Number (Rate)
	27(7.2)
	84(19.8)
	52(13.9)
	44(8.4)

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

	Data source was a provided spreadsheet "umirs1011.xls"


	Table 27. Academic Performance Index (API) Growth for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory
	Cottage Elementary
	Dyer-Kelly Elementary
	Howe Avenue Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120469
	34674476034441
	34674476034524
	34674476034623

	API Growth for 2010-11
	36
	-29
	29
	10

	API Growth for 2009-10
	B
	6
	18
	-41

	API Growth for 2008-09
	-
	-2
	29
	19

	API Growth for 2007-08
	-
	-3
	24
	35

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


	Table 28:  2011 Growth Academic Performance Index (API) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory
	Cottage Elementary
	Dyer-Kelly Elementary
	Howe Avenue Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120469
	34674476034441
	34674476034524
	34674476034623

	Valid Scores Schoolwide
	200
	233
	181
	277

	Schoolwide
	802(36)
	714(-29)
	721(29)
	677(10)

	Black or African American
	746(54)
	694(-)
	671(-)
	696(-)

	American Indian or Alaska Native
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Asian
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Filipino
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Hispanic or Latino
	748(31)
	741(-55)
	699(21)
	639(13)

	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	-
	-
	-
	-

	White
	815(-)
	759(-18)
	707(-)
	721(-)

	Two or More Races
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	729(52)
	718(-32)
	692(29)
	663(9)

	English Learners
	671(-)
	737(-)
	675(14)
	618(17)

	Students with Disabilities
	-
	582(-)
	624(-)
	511(-)

	Statewide/Similar Schools Rank
	4/4
	2/4
	1/2
	1/2

	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 29: 2011 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory
	Cottage Elementary
	Dyer-Kelly Elementary
	Howe Avenue Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120469
	34674476034441
	34674476034524
	34674476034623

	Met AYP Criteria
	No
	No
	No
	No

	# Criteria Met/# Criteria Applicable
	16/17
	12/21
	13/19
	15/19

	2011-12 Program Improvement (PI) Status
	In PI
	In PI
	In PI
	In PI

	2011-12 Program Improvement (PI) Year
	Year 1
	Year 2
	Year 5
	Year 5

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


	Table 30: 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
	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory
	Cottage Elementary
	Dyer-Kelly Elementary
	Howe Avenue Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120469
	34674476034441
	34674476034524
	34674476034623

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	198
	232
	181
	277

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	52.0(Yes)
	39.7(No)
	28.7(No)
	26.7(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	42.4(No)
	36.5(No)
	20.0(--)
	31.8(--)

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

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

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

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	50.0(Yes)
	32.2(No)
	25.5(No)
	20.9(No)

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

	White (Met Target)
	72.2(--)
	45.1(No)
	50.0(--)
	38.7(--)

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

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	45.8(Yes)
	33.2(No)
	29.1(Yes)
	26.1(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	31.0(--)
	17.8(--)
	16.9(No)
	18.9(No)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	--(--)
	23.1(--)
	7.1(--)
	10.0(--)

	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 31: 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
	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory
	Cottage Elementary
	Dyer-Kelly Elementary
	Howe Avenue Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890120469
	34674476034441
	34674476034524
	34674476034623

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	199
	232
	177
	277

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	71.4(Yes)
	47.8(No)
	54.2(No)
	46.9(Yes)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	72.9(Yes)
	46.2(Yes)
	45.0(--)
	50.0(--)

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

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

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

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	65.9(Yes)
	35.6(No)
	56.7(Yes)
	44.5(Yes)

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

	White (Met Target)
	80.6(--)
	57.8(No)
	60.7(--)
	41.9(--)

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

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	68.5(Yes)
	43.0(No)
	54.3(No)
	45.5(Yes)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	51.7(--)
	26.7(--)
	51.9(No)
	42.0(Yes)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	63.6(--)
	28.0(--)
	25.0(--)
	26.7(--)

	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


Did Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy Meet Criteria 4? Yes, although it is not required to meet criteria four since it has not been in operation four years. Nevertheless, the academic performance of Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the school district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school.
Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy (ATSA) (Opened 2010; In the 2010–11 school year, ATSA served grades six through nine (6–9). In the 2011–12 school year, ATSA will serve grades six through ten (6–10). ATSA will expand a grade each year until it serves grade 12.)

	Table 32: 2011 Demographic Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy
	Arcade Fundamental Middle***
	Arden Middle**
	Jonas Salk High-Tech Academy*

	CDS Code
	09764890121467
	34674476034342
	34674476034359
	34674476034888

	Student Enrollment
	135
	586
	812
	457

	% Black or African American
	37.8
	6
	6.9
	29.1

	% American Indian or Alaska Native
	0
	2.7
	2.2
	1.8

	% Asian
	0
	6.3
	4.8
	4.8

	% Filipino
	3.7
	1.2
	1.6
	2.2

	% Hispanic or Latino
	37
	15.2
	17.9
	43.8

	% Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	1.5
	0.9
	0.9
	1.8

	% White
	16.3
	67.7
	65.4
	14.7

	% Two or More Races
	3.7
	0
	0.4
	2

	% Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	99.3
	30.5
	27.3
	92.3

	% English Learners
	12.6
	9.9
	6.3
	34.1

	% Students with Disabilities
	10.4
	4.3
	8.4
	16

	Data source used "DMDSQL1.EDdemo2.vwSSIDenroll"

	* Jonas Salk closed at the end of the 2010–11 school year.

	**Arden is geographically proximal to ATSA. However, its attendance boundaries stretch to the eastern section of Sacramento, and do not include the geographic area where ATSA is located. 

	***Arcade is an open-enrollment school. However, SJUSD has adopted a Forty Percent Rule designed to promote residence-based attendance at non-boundaried schools. As such, the Forty Percent Rule states that students residing within a 40 percent superimposed radius of a non-boundaried choice school are to be given second priority in the open enrollment process. 


	Table 33: 2011 Truancy, Suspension, and Expulsion Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy
	Arcade Fundamental Middle
	Arden Middle
	Jonas Salk High-Tech Academy

	CDS Code
	09764890121467
	34674476034342
	34674476034359
	34674476034888

	Enrollment
	135
	586
	812
	457

	Truancy Number (Rate)
	129(95.6)
	46(7.8)
	235(28.9)
	450(98.5)

	Suspension Number (Rate)
	2(1.5)
	48(8.2)
	123(15.1)
	376(82.3)

	Expulsion Number (Rate)
	0(0)
	0(0)
	1(0.1)
	1(0.2)

	Data source was a provided spreadsheet "umirs1011.xls"


	Table 34. Academic Performance Index (API) Growth for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy
	Arcade Fundamental Middle
	Arden Middle
	Jonas Salk High-Tech Academy

	CDS Code
	09764890121467
	34674476034342
	34674476034359
	34674476034888

	API Growth for 2010-11
	B
	-26
	12
	1

	API Growth for 2009-10
	-
	19
	6
	-46

	API Growth for 2008-09
	-
	26
	15
	-8

	API Growth for 2007-08
	-
	-9
	-5
	40

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


	Table 35:  2011 Growth Academic Performance Index (API) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy
	Arcade Fundamental Middle
	Arden Middle
	Jonas Salk High-Tech Academy

	CDS Code
	09764890121467
	34674476034342
	34674476034359
	34674476034888

	Valid Scores Schoolwide
	123
	565
	772
	360

	Schoolwide
	700(B)
	878(-26)
	864(12)
	602(1)

	Black or African American
	-
	847(-)
	739(-)
	568(5)

	American Indian or Alaska Native
	-
	897(-)
	871(-)
	-

	Asian
	-
	935(-)
	941(-)
	631(-)

	Filipino
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Hispanic or Latino
	-
	866(-)
	769(35)
	579(-3)

	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	-
	-
	-
	-

	White
	-
	910(-17)
	875(7)
	687(-)

	Two or More Races
	-
	-
	797(-)
	-

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	-
	856(-37)
	731(48)
	600(-1)

	English Learners
	-
	813(-)
	712(-)
	546(-3)

	Students with Disabilities
	-
	677(-)
	631(-)
	433(-)

	Statewide/Similar Schools Rank
	-
	10/10
	9/4
	1/2

	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 36: 2011 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy
	Arcade Fundamental Middle
	Arden Middle
	Jonas Salk High-Tech Academy

	CDS Code
	09764890121467
	34674476034342
	34674476034359
	34674476034888

	Met AYP Criteria
	No
	No
	No
	No

	# Criteria Met/# Criteria Applicable
	2/9
	11/14
	15/17
	12/24

	2011-12 Program Improvement (PI) Status
	Not in PI
	Not Title 1
	Not Title 1
	In PI

	2011-12 Program Improvement (PI) Year
	 
	 
	 
	Year 5

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

	"SO" School received School Improvement Grant funding and is covered by Start Over waiver due to implementing turn around or restart model.


	Table 37: 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
	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy
	Arcade Fundamental Middle
	Arden Middle
	Jonas Salk High-Tech Academy

	CDS Code
	09764890121467
	34674476034342
	34674476034359
	34674476034888

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	100
	565
	772
	360

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	32.0(No)
	78.1(Yes)
	73.3(Yes)
	26.1(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	35.0(--)
	56.7(--)
	44.2(--)
	19.4(No)

	American Indian or Alaska Native (Met Target)
	--(--)
	62.5(--)
	64.7(--)
	--(--)

	Asian (Met Target)
	--(--)
	88.9(--)
	88.9(--)
	25.0(--)

	Filipino (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	84.6(--)
	--(--)

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	14.7(--)
	63.5(Yes)
	60.7(Yes)
	24.3(No)

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

	White (Met Target)
	50.0(--)
	82.4(Yes)
	78.2(Yes)
	38.3(--)

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

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	32.9(No)
	63.0(Yes)
	50.0(Yes)
	25.0(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	0.0(--)
	55.4(--)
	40.4(--)
	15.3(No)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	--(--)
	56.7(--)
	55.1(--)
	13.0(No)

	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 38: 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
	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy
	Arcade Fundamental Middle
	Arden Middle
	Jonas Salk High-Tech Academy

	CDS Code
	09764890121467
	34674476034342
	34674476034359
	34674476034888

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	105
	563
	769
	355

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	40.0(No)
	58.3(No)
	59.7(No)
	16.9(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	37.2(--)
	46.7(--)
	36.5(--)
	9.9(No)

	American Indian or Alaska Native (Met Target)
	--(--)
	37.5(--)
	41.2(--)
	--(--)

	Asian (Met Target)
	--(--)
	72.2(--)
	83.3(--)
	45.0(--)

	Filipino (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	46.2(--)
	--(--)

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	31.4(--)
	42.9(--)
	43.7(Yes)
	13.1(No)

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

	White (Met Target)
	52.9(--)
	62.6(No)
	65.0(No)
	21.7(--)

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

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	37.7(No)
	46.5(No)
	45.3(Yes)
	15.9(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	15.4(--)
	50.0(--)
	38.3(--)
	9.9(No)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	27.3(--)
	44.8(--)
	50.0(--)
	3.9(--)

	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


Did Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy Meet Criteria 4? Not Clear; although it is not required to meet criteria four since it has not been in operation four years. Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy (ATSA) is located near both low performing schools and high performing schools. The most proximal school was Jonas Salk High-Tech Academy (Jonas Salk), which closed last year and will not be open in 2010–12. ATSA outperformed this school which served a demographically similar population. However, within a five mile radius, two other middle schools are present, Arcade Fundamental Middle (Arcade) and Arden Middle (Arden). Although these two schools are within the San Juan Unified School District, and are relatively close to ATSA, they do not serve a similar population. These two schools (Arden and Arcade) serve a pupil population comprised of about 30 percent socioeconomic disadvantaged students while ATSA serves a population comprised of 99 percent socioeconomic disadvantaged students. In addition, students in the vicinity of ATSA are not within the boundaries of Arden. 

Consequently, ATSA outperformed Jonas Salk, the most proximal and demographically similar school, when it existed. ATSA does not outperform Arcade nor Arden, although students in the vicinity of ATSA are not likely to attend Arden since its boundaries do not reach the geographic location of ATSA. 

The San Juan Unified School District’s Web page indicates that Encina Preparatory High School, located close to ATSA, will be expanded to serve students in grades six through 12 (6–12) this school year. Thus, in subsequent years, the school ATSA students would otherwise be likely to attend will be Encina Preparatory High School. 
Aspire APEX (Opened 2010. In the 2010-11 school year, Aspire APEX served grades kindergarten through grade three (K–3). In the 2011–12 year, it will serve grades kindergarten through grade 5 (K–5).

	Table 39: 2011 Demographic Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire APEX Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890121541
	39686760111351
	39686766042543
	39686766042600

	Student Enrollment
	210
	872
	709
	493

	% Black or African American
	17.1
	5.8
	16.2
	3.4

	% American Indian or Alaska Native
	0
	3.4
	5.9
	4.3

	% Asian
	9.5
	4.4
	5.5
	4.5

	% Filipino
	1.4
	1.4
	3
	1.2

	% Hispanic or Latino
	56.7
	76
	54.2
	72.8

	% Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	0.5
	0.1
	1.1
	0

	% White
	8.1
	8.7
	14
	13.8

	% Two or More Races
	6.7
	0
	0
	0

	% Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	99
	57.2
	65.2
	72.6

	% English Learners
	17.1
	56.1
	35.3
	47.9

	% Students with Disabilities
	4.8
	3.4
	4.7
	5.5

	Data source used "DMDSQL1.EDdemo2.vwSSIDenroll"


	Table 40: 2011 Truancy, Suspension, and Expulsion Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire APEX Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890121541
	39686760111351
	39686766042543
	39686766042600

	Enrollment
	210
	872
	709
	493

	Truancy Number (Rate)
	111(52.9)
	528(60.6)
	447(63)
	217(44)

	Suspension Number (Rate)
	11(5.2)
	215(24.7)
	263(37.1)
	121(24.5)

	Expulsion Number (Rate)
	0(0)
	0(0)
	6(0.8)
	0(0)

	Data source was a provided spreadsheet "umirs1011.xls"


	Table 41. Academic Performance Index (API) Growth for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire APEX Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890121541
	39686760111351
	39686766042543
	39686766042600

	API Growth for 2010-11
	B
	-21
	20
	11

	API Growth for 2009-10
	-
	-1
	-41
	-6

	API Growth for 2008-09
	-
	12
	6
	-1

	API Growth for 2007-08
	-
	-1
	-17
	5

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


	Table 42:  2011 Growth Academic Performance Index (API) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire APEX Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890121541
	39686760111351
	39686766042543
	39686766042600

	Valid Scores Schoolwide
	89
	545
	435
	346

	Schoolwide
	742(B)
	622(-21)
	653(20)
	715(11)

	Black or African American
	-
	534(-)
	636(-)
	-

	American Indian or Alaska Native
	-
	702(-)
	656(-)
	573(-)

	Asian
	-
	605(-)
	645(-)
	710(-)

	Filipino
	-
	-
	703(-)
	-

	Hispanic or Latino
	-
	649(-20)
	619(32)
	709(25)

	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	-
	-
	-
	-

	White
	-
	661(-)
	654(-)
	706(-)

	Two or More Races
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	-
	643(-21)
	637(16)
	705(10)

	English Learners
	-
	627(-17)
	622(6)
	678(37)

	Students with Disabilities
	-
	452(-)
	388(-)
	428(-)

	Statewide/Similar Schools Rank
	-
	1/1
	1/1
	1/4

	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 43: 2011 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Data for the Surrounding Schools Where Pupils Would Otherwise be Required to Attend

	School Name
	Aspire APEX Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890121541
	39686760111351
	39686766042543
	39686766042600

	Met AYP Criteria
	No
	No
	No
	No

	# Criteria Met/# Criteria Applicable
	3/5
	8/17
	11/17
	13/21

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

	2011-12 Program Improvement (PI) Year
	 
	Year 4
	Year 5
	Year 5

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


	Table 44: 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
	Aspire APEX Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890121541
	39686760111351
	39686766042543
	39686766042600

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	89
	545
	435
	346

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	40.4(No)
	23.9(No)
	26.7(No)
	36.1(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	62.5(--)
	10.0(--)
	32.2(--)
	--(--)

	American Indian or Alaska Native (Met Target)
	--(--)
	17.4(--)
	29.0(--)
	26.1(--)

	Asian (Met Target)
	--(--)
	25.0(--)
	19.0(--)
	47.1(--)

	Filipino (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	26.7(--)
	--(--)

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	35.8(--)
	24.6(No)
	25.2(No)
	36.8(No)

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

	White (Met Target)
	--(--)
	29.4(--)
	29.7(--)
	38.9(No)

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

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	34.4(--)
	23.9(No)
	26.7(No)
	36.1(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	16.7(--)
	19.4(No)
	18.8(No)
	34.3(Yes)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	--(--)
	16.3(--)
	5.3(--)
	2.7(--)

	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


	Table 45: 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
	Aspire APEX Academy
	John C. Fremont Elementary
	El Dorado Elementary
	Grunsky Elementary

	CDS Code
	09764890121541
	39686760111351
	39686766042543
	39686766042600

	Number of Valid Scores Schoolwide
	89
	542
	434
	345

	Schoolwide (Met Target)
	58.4(No)
	25.5(No)
	33.9(No)
	50.1(No)

	Black or African American (Met Target)
	68.8(--)
	15.8(--)
	32.2(--)
	--(--)

	American Indian or Alaska Native (Met Target)
	--(--)
	8.7(--)
	25.8(--)
	36.4(--)

	Asian (Met Target)
	--(--)
	29.2(--)
	28.6(--)
	64.7(--)

	Filipino (Met Target)
	--(--)
	--(--)
	40.0(--)
	--(--)

	Hispanic or Latino (Met Target)
	52.8(--)
	25.8(No)
	35.9(Yes)
	49.6(No)

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

	White (Met Target)
	--(--)
	30.0(--)
	35.9(--)
	59.3(No)

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

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (Met Target)
	49.2(--)
	25.5(No)
	33.9(No)
	50.1(No)

	English Learners (Met Target)
	58.3(--)
	24.8(No)
	32.9(Yes)
	50.3(Yes)

	Students with Disabilities (Met Target)
	--(--)
	11.9(--)
	17.5(--)
	11.1(--)

	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


Did Aspire APEX Meet Criteria 4? Yes, although it is not required to meet criteria four since it has not been in operation four years. Nevertheless, the academic performance of Aspire APEX is at least equal to the academic performance of the public schools that the charter school pupils would otherwise have been required to attend, as well as the academic performance of the schools in the school district in which the charter school is located, taking into account the composition of the pupil population that is served at the charter school.

Evidence Submitted by Aspire Public Schools Supporting Statewide Benefit Provisions (2007–12)

In January 2007, the State Board of Education approved the Aspire Public Schools (APS) statewide benefit charter petition. The approved charter petition included a description of four specific statewide benefits that the charter would provide the state of California. They were as follows:

1. Systematic and rigorous pursuit of the vision and specific provisions of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001

2. Targeted instruction and support services to accelerate academic growth among students traditionally under-prepared for high school success, and (as a consequence) underrepresented among high school graduates, college goers, and college graduates. Increase the number of underrepresented students in the University of California/California State University systems. 

3. The creation of alternative credentialing pathways and professional development activities (for credentialed teachers) that focuses on the skills and knowledge necessary to work effectively with diverse students. 

4. Effective integration of data collection, organization, review, and analysis in all phases of instruction and assessment. 

However, in May 2011, the SBE materially revised the APS statewide benefit petition by affirming only two of the four statewide benefits included in the original 2007 petition. The SBE findings are as follows: 

SBE finding regarding statewide benefit #1:

i.
The APS statewide benefit in terms of funding and its ability to get statewide 
bonds constitutes a statewide benefit in accordance with California 
Education Code (EC) Section 47605.8 (b) and 5 CCR Section 11967.6 (b).

ii.
The APS benefit in terms of funding could not be provided by a series of 
local charters. 

SBE finding regarding statewide benefit #3:

i.
The APS benefit related to the teacher residency program could not be 
provided through a series of local charters.

ii.
The APS benefit in terms of funding could not be provided by a series of 
local charters. 

Statewide Benefit Number 1: The $93 million bond that Aspire issued in 2010 assisted Aspire to purchase five school facilities and contribute to the construction of an additional four facilities that, in total, house 10 schools.  
Aspire indicates that the construction and purchase of school facilities has revitalized communities and invigorated the local communities where the schools are located. 

Per Aspire, one example of revitalization that from the use of bond funds is the purchasing of facilities for statewide benefit schools Aspire Junior Collegiate and Aspire Titan. These facilities were purchased in conjunction with Pacific Charter School Development and the City of Huntington Park, and  have revitalized a semi-industrial area of Huntington Park. 

Per Aspire, a second example of bond fund benefits is the construction of Port City Academy located on the former site of an old lumberyard in Stockton. 

Finally, the bond funds also contributed to the revitalization of the East Oakland neighborhood of Sobrante Park. Aspire constructed Lionel Wilson College Preparatory Academy, the first newly constructed high school in Oakland in 42 years. The school also hosts adult education programs and has employed many neighbors. 

Statewide Benefit Number 3: Aspire Residency Program: Aspire partnered with the University of the Pacific to provide a teacher certification program that includes course work, field practicum, and observational components. Teachers in the three learning environments:
· Work alongside an Aspire Mentor Teacher four days a week (A Mentor Teacher is a currently employed teacher at an Aspire schools that is chosen to mentor a resident teacher in the program)
· Attend an all-day seminar once a week with cohort to discuss coursework theories and classroom practices

· Complete online course in education theory

Graduates of the one-year program receive a Master’s degree in education, a California preliminary credential, and a job at an Aspire school.

In 2010, the program began with 20 residents out of 117 applicants. Of those 20 residents, 18 completed the program a year later. In the year 2010–11, Aspire placed residents across the following counties: six residents in Los Angeles, four in Alameda, three in Sacramento, two in San Mateo, two in San Joaquin, and one in Stanislaus. 

In the 2011–12 year, the program admitted 19 residents out of 153 applicants. That year, Aspire placed its residents in the following counties: five in Los Angeles, two in Sacramento, eight in Alameda, two in Stanislaus, and two in San Joaquin.

Statewide Induction Provider: Aspire has provided the Beginning Teacher Support Assessment program for four years. Since 2008–09, the program has averaged 100 participants each year; about half are first year teachers. 

In May 2011, the Committee on Accreditation, appointed by the California Commission on Teacher Credentialing, assigned the status of Accreditation to Aspire allowing Aspire to continue induction work for multiple and single subject credentials. 

Principal Preparation: In 2007, Aspire partnered with San Jose State University to create the Educational Leadership Cohort program. This was a two-year master’s program for Aspire employees interested in becoming a school principal. However, the program ended in 2009, with 36 residents completing the program. Then, in 2011, Aspire recreated the program as the Aspire’s Principal Residency Program. This program is a year-long program that matches residents with a mentor principal and supports residents in taking the Schools Leaders Licensure Assessment (assessments for principals provided by the Educational Testing Service). In 2011, one principal resident is participating. Aspire plans to expand the program to five residents next year. 

Analysis of Aspire Public Schools Compliance with State Board of Education Conditions Prior to Opening and Operating of Statewide Benefit School Sites 

(2007–2012)

Conditions

I. Condition 1: The California Department of Education (CDE) be provided information by the statewide benefit school sufficient to update the State Board of Education (SBE).

Met Condition? Yes. Aspire Public Schools (Aspire) has cooperated with all CDE requests for information.
II. Condition 2:  As a condition for opening additional schools, each of the first two school opened shall demonstrate academic achievement on the Academic Performance Index (API) of either:

· A statewide API ranking of 7 or better and a similar schools ranking of 6 or better; or

· A statewide API ranking of 6 or better and a similar schools ranking of 7 or better.

	Table 1. Aspire Statewide / Similar Schools Rank

	
	2011
	2010
	2009
	2008

	Aspire Junior Collegiate (09764890114884)
	Data Not Available Until Spring of 2012
	7/10
	6/10
	5/10

	Aspire Port City

(09764890114876)
	
	8/10
	7/10
	6/10

	Source: DataQuest, California Department of Education


Met Condition? Yes, currently. Junior Collegiate and Port City (the first two school sites to open) currently meet the rank condition. However, in its first year of operation, Junior Collegiate did not meet the rank requirement (5/10), but by the second year of operation (2009), it did. 
III. Condition 3: Plan to open two schools will include one in Stockton Unified School District (SUSD) and one in Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD)

Met Condition? Yes, Junior Collegiate is located in the city of Huntington Park within LAUSD. Aspire Port City is located in the city of Stockton in SUSD.
IV. Condition 3 (Part A): First two sites shall be located in areas of the districts where neighboring public schools serving the same grade levels are in Program Improvement (PI).

	Table 2. Program Improvement(PI) Status of Neighboring Schools for First Two Aspire Statewide Benefit Sites

	Junior Collegiate* 

(Opened 2007 in Huntington Park)
	Port City** 

(Opened 2007 in Stockton)

	Neighboring Elementary School
	In PI in 2006–07
	Neighboring Elementary School
	In PI in 2006–07

	Middleton (19647336018162)
	Yes (Year 4)
	Grunsky 

(39686766042600)
	Yes (Year 5)

	Miles 

(19647336018170)
	Yes (Year 2)
	El Dorado (39686766042543) 
	Yes (Year 4)

	San Antonio 

(19647336112411) 
	Yes (Year 1)
	
	

	Lillian St. 

(19647336017875)
	Not in PI
	
	

	


Met Condition? Yes, at the time of opening, the Junior Collegiate facility was located (2665 Clarendon St.) near three elementary schools in PI. Aspire Junior Collegiate relocated to the same building as Aspire Titan in the 2009–10 school year. Per Table 4, some of the neighboring schools to Aspire Titan, and thus Aspire Junior Collegiate, were in PI. Currently, both APS sites are located near four neighboring schools in PI (see Attachment 3, Tables 8 and 22).  
Aspire Port City, at the time of opening, located near two neighboring schools in PI. In the 2010–11 school year, Aspire Port City relocated to 2040 West Lane, Stockton, CA (a new facility constructed by APS). At the time of the relocation, three neighboring schools were in PI. Currently, per Attachment 14, Table 15, Aspire Port City is located near three neighboring schools in PI. 

V. Condition 3 (Part B): After the first two schools have operated for two years, and they meet the API rankings specified, no more than two schools may be opened each year. 
	Table 3. State Board of Education Condition Met for Statewide and Similar Schools Academic Performance Index (API) Rank and Condition Met for First Two Aspire Statewide Benefit Schools 

	
	2007–08
	2008–09
	2009–10
	2010–11

	Aspire Junior Collegiate (Opened 2007)
	No (5/10)
	Yes (6/10)
	Yes (7/10)
	NA

	Aspire Port City (Opened 2007)
	Yes (6/10)
	Yes (7/10)
	Yes 8/10)
	NA

	New School Openings

	Aspire Titan (09764890120477)
	
	
	Opening Year
	

	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory

(09764890120469)
	
	
	Opening Year
	

	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary

(09764890121467)
	
	
	
	Opening Year

	Aspire APEX

(09764890121541)
	
	
	
	Opening Year

	Source: DataQuest, California Department of Education


Met Condition? Yes, the first two schools met the API rank condition by the second year (see Condition 2). In July 2009, prior to the release of API ranks by the CDE, the SBE approved the subsequent opening of two APS schools (Aspire Titan and Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory) at its July 2009 meeting.  At this meeting, the SBE specified that APS could only open the two sites if Aspire Junior Collegiate (formerly known as Aspire Clarendon) doubled its 2009 growth target. In 2009, Aspire Junior Collegiate’s growth target was 5 which it met by earning a growth of 27. 
Yes; Aspire waited two years to open more schools. Titan and Alexander Twilight College Preparatory were opened in 2009–10 school year, two years after the opening of the first two schools in 2007–08. Yes; Aspire only opened two schools per year.
VI. Condition 3 (Part B2.): Each additional school will be located in areas where neighboring public schools serving the same grade levels are in PI. 

	Table 4. 2009 PI Status of Neighboring Schools for Additional Aspire

Statewide Benefit School Sites

	Aspire Titan ( Opened 2009)
	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory (Opened 2009)

	Neighboring School
	In PI in 2008–09
	Neighboring School
	In PI in 2008–09

	Middleton 

(19647336018162)
	Yes (Year 5)
	Howe Ave

(34674476034623)
	Yes (Year 5)

	Florence 
(19-64733-6017123)
	Not in PI
	Dyer-Kelly 

(34674476034524)
	Yes (Year 5)

	Walnut Park (19647336110977)
	Yes (Year 2)
	Cottage 

(34674476034441)
	Not Title 1

	Miles

(19647336018170)
	Not in PI
	
	

	Source: DataQuest, California Department of Education


	Table 5. 2010 PI Status of Neighboring Schools for Additional Aspire Statewide Benefit School Sites

	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy ( Opened in 2010)
	Aspire APEX (Opened in 2010)

	Neighboring School
	In PI in 2009–10
	Neighboring School
	In PI in 2009–10

	Jonas Salk (34674476034888)
	Yes (Year 5)
	John C. Fremont 

(39686760111351)
	Yes (Year 2)

	Arden Middle (34674476034359)
	Not Title 1
	Grunsky (39686766042600)
	Yes (Year 5)

	Arcade Middle

(34674476034342)
	Not Title 1
	El Dorado 

(39686766042543)
	Yes (Year 2)


Met Condition? Yes, each additional school opened by Aspire located near some neighboring traditional public schools that served the same grade level and were in PI. Neighboring schools were defined by the CDE as school that were: 1) located within a three to five mile radius of the proposed located of the APS school site, and 2) served a similar grade span. 
When Aspire Titan opened in 2009, at a new facility constructed by APS, two of its neighboring schools were in PI. It has not relocated. Per Attachment 3, Table 22, Aspire Titan is now located near four neighboring schools in PI.
In 2009, when Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy (ATCPA) opened, at the former site of a catholic school acquired through bond funding, two neighboring schools were in PI. It has not relocated. Per Attachment 3, Table 29, three of ATCPA’s neighboring schools are now in PI.
In 2010, when Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy opened (at the same site as ATCPA) it located near one neighboring schools in PI. It has not relocated. Per Attachment 3, Table 36, one of ATSA’s neighboring schools was in PI. 
In 2010 when Aspire APEX opened, it located near three schools in PI. It has not relocated. Per Attachment 3, Table 43, three of APEX’s neighboring schools are in PI.
VII. Condition 3 (Bullet B3.): …each existing school site operated under the statewide benefit petition must meet or exceed its API growth targets both schoolwide and for all subgroups…

Schools In Fifth Year of Operation

	Table 6. API Growth Target (Met Target) for First Two Aspire Statewide Benefit School Sites Opened in 2007

	Aspire Junior Collegiate
	2011 API
	2010–11 Growth
	2009–10 Growth
	2008–09
Growth
	2007–08 Growth

	Schoolwide
	868
	24 (Yes)
	49 (Yes)
	27 (Yes)
	B

	Hispanic
	868
	24 (Yes)
	50 (Yes)
	25 (Yes)
	NA

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	866
	24 (Yes)
	49 (Yes)
	20 (Yes)
	NA

	English Learner
	860
	36 (Yes)
	45 (Yes)
	29 (Yes)
	NA

	Aspire Port City
	2011 API
	2010–11 Growth
	2009–10 Growth
	2008–09

Growth
	2007–08 Growth

	Schoolwide
	868
	-2 (A)
	33 (Yes)
	58 (Yes)
	B

	African American
	848
	14 (Yes)
	8 (Yes)
	NA 
	NA

	Hispanic
	861
	-20 (Yes)
	54 (Yes)
	45 (Yes)
	NA

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	858
	8 (Yes)
	26 (Yes)
	76 (Yes)
	NA

	Source: DataQuest, California Department of Education
“A” means the school or subgroups scored at or above the statewide performance target of 800 in 2010.

“B” means the school did not have a valid 2007 Base API and will not have any growth or target information.
NA: Not a numerically significant subgroup


Schools In Third Year of Operation

	Table 7. API Growth Target (Met Target) for ASPIRE Statewide Benefit School Sites Opened in 2009

	Aspire Titan
	2011 API
	2010–11 Growth
	2009–10 Growth

	Schoolwide
	849
	25 (Yes)
	B

	Hispanic
	848
	25 (Yes)
	NA

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	846
	23 (Yes)
	NA

	English Learner
	840
	21 (Yes)
	NA

	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory
	2011 API
	2010–11 Growth
	2009–10 Growth

	Schoolwide
	802
	36 (Yes)
	B

	African American
	800
	54 (Yes)
	NA

	Hispanic
	779
	31 (Yes)
	NA

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	729
	52 (Yes)
	NA

	Source: DataQuest, California Department of Education

“B” means the school did not have a valid 2009 Base API and will not have any growth or target information.
NA: Not a numerically significant subgroup


Schools In Second Year of Operation

	Table 8. API Growth Target (Met Target) for ASPIRE Statewide Benefit School Sites Opened in 2010

	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy*
	2011 API
	2010–11 Growth

	Schoolwide
	700
	B

	Aspire APEX*
	2011 API
	2010–11 Growth

	Schoolwide
	742
	B

	Source: DataQuest, California Department of Education

“B” means the school did not have a valid 2010 Base API and will not have any growth or target information.
* No subgroup was numerically significant in both years as there is only one year of data.


Met Condition? Yes, four of the six existing statewide benefit school have currently met or exceeded API growth targets both schoolwide and for all subgroups in all years of operation. Two of the schools do not have API growth targets.
VIII. Condition 3 (Bullets C and D.): …each existing school site operated under the statewide benefit petition must maintain: a statewide API ranking of 7 or better and a similar schools ranking of 7 or better; or a statewide API ranking of 6 or better and a similar schools ranking of 7 or better. 

	Table 9. Statewide and Similar Schools Rank for All ASPIRE Statewide Benefit School Sites

	
	2011
	2010
	2009
	2008

	Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy
	Data Not Available Until Spring of 2012
	7/10
	6/10
	5/10

	Aspire Port City
	
	8/10
	7/10
	6/10

	Aspire Titan
	
	6/10
	
	

	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory
	
	4/4
	
	

	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy
	
	
	
	

	Aspire APEX
	
	
	
	

	Source: DataQuest, California Department of Education


Met Condition? Currently, three of four statewide benefit schools meet the rank condition. Two do not yet have API ranks (Aspire APEX and Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory). Of these four, Alexander Twilight College Preparatory does not meet the rank requirement because it has rank of 4/4. In addition, in the first year of operation, Aspire Junior Collegiate did not meet the rank requirement (5/10), however, in the two subsequent years it has met the requirement. 
IX. Condition 3 (Bullet 5): Each site shall initially open between July 1 and September 30.

X. Condition 3 (Bullet 6): The specific location of each site (within the districts indicated in the charter) shall be identified to the CDE in the January immediately preceding its opening.

	Table 10. Opening and Facility Notification Date for All ASPIRE Statewide Benefit School Sites

	School
	Location
	Opening Date*
	Met January Notification Deadline

	Aspire Junior Collegiate
	Huntington Park
	8/14/2007
	Yes

	Aspire Port City
	Stockton
	9/4/2007
	Yes

	Aspire Titan
	Huntington Park
	9/14/2009
	Yes*

	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory
	Sacramento
	9/8/2009
	Yes*

	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary
	Sacramento
	8/3/2010
	Yes

	Aspire APEX
	Stockton
	9/7/2010
	Yes

	Source: California Department of Education, Charter Schools Division, Charters Web Database

*In July 2009, Aspire petitioned the State Board of Education (SBE) to open two additional schools in Huntington Park and Sacramento. Since data on statewide and similar schools rank was not yet available (which was required prior to opening additional schools), Aspire had to appear before the SBE for permission to open two additional schools. The SBE approved the opening of two additional schools in July 2009 on the condition that the Aspire Clarendon school (renamed as Aspire Junior Collegiate) double its 2009 Academic Performance Index (API) growth target. In 2008–09, Aspire Junior Collegiate’s API growth target was 5 and its API growth was 27. Condition met.


Met Condition? Yes.
XI. Condition 4: Ensure the first two sites are not currently authorized by a school district or county office of education. 

Condition Met? Yes.

XII. Condition 5: All CDE final findings and recommendations must be addressed in the specified timelines and to satisfaction of the SBE before the statewide benefit charter school is authorized by the CDE to open any individual school site under the charter. 

Met Conditions? For any items not fully completed or that did not meet appropriate timeline requirements, the SBE took action (May 2011) to, (1) find that Aspire had substantially complied with all the conditions of it statewide benefit charter and, (2) waive any deadline that may or may not have been met in a timely fashion.   

XIII. Condition 6: Prior to opening of any school sites, a memorandum of understanding (MOU) shall be developed between the statewide charter and the CDE…

Met Conditions? Yes, the CDE developed an MOU between Aspire and the SBE, which has been approved by the Aspire governance board upon request by the CDE. As needed, the CDE has updated the MOU, which is standard protocol for all SBE-authorized schools. 
XIV. Condition 7: In the annual report the statewide benefit charter school submits to the SBE, the statewide benefit charter school will provide detailed information regarding student achievement at each school site…

Met Condition? Yes, Aspire has provided the CDE with detailed analysis of student performance data for each of the school sites authorized under the statewide benefit charter. 

XV. Condition 8: The SBE may assign an SBE member or designee to the statewide benefit charter schools’ governing board.
Met Condition? Yes, Aspire incorporated this provision in its charter. However, the SBE has not designated a member to Aspire’s governing board. 

XVI. Condition 9: The MOU shall address at a minimum: insurance coverage, oversight agreement, special education local plan area membership, educational program submission, student attendance accounting procedures, facilities agreements, evidence of appropriate zoning and occupancy, final updated charter, resolution of any pending legal issues identified by the CDE or SBE, evidence of appropriate processing of employment contributions to the Public Employee’s Retirement System and the State Teacher’s Retirement System, and the operational date parameters (if conditions are not met or the school does not open within a year, the charter is terminated). 

Met Condition? Yes, the MOU includes all of the provisions in Condition 9, except the final one regarding operational date parameters. The CDE failed to include that condition in the MOU. However, the MOU does state that the SBE retains the right to revoke the charter pursuant to California Education Code sections 47604.5 or 47607 for specified reasons.

Analysis of Aspire Public Schools Progress Towards Statewide Benefit Charter Goals (2007–2012)

The Aspire Public Schools (APS) statewide benefit charter includes three separate sets of goals. The first set of goals relates to expansion of services; the second set of goals relates to measureable pupil outcomes; and the third set of goals relates to the statewide benefit. The review of progress towards providing statewide benefits is found below:
Expansion Goals: 2007 Petition Goals

· Compile exemplary record of academic achievement at the initial two sites for two consecutive years.
· First two sites attained Academic Performance Index (API) score of 800 within two years.
· Replicate the model gradually and strategically through the state to provide real-world examples of closing the achievement gap among diverse students for other public schools to study and emulate.
· APS opened two schools in each of the following cities: Huntington Park, Stockton, and Sacramento.  Aspire Junior Collegiate (Huntington Park, Aspire Port City (Stockton), and Aspire Titan (Huntington Park) all have API scores of 800 and above schoolwide and for all significant subgroups (see Attachment 3). Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy (Sacramento) earned an API score of 802 in its second year of operation. The African American subgroup earned an API of 746. The Latino subgroups earned an API of 748. The socioeconomically disadvantaged group earned an API of 729. Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy and APEX Academy have API scores of 700 and 742, respectively, in their first year of operation. No data exists for significant subgroups in the first year.
· Return to the State Board of Education (SBE) for approval to phase-in grades nine through twelve in the statewide benefit schools, on a site-by-site basis, as each demonstrates the necessary academic and organizational readiness and facility-related capability to implement and sustain a secondary program. 
· APS appeared before the SBE in January 2010 to request a material revision to the petition to expand service from grades kindergarten through eighth (K–8) to grades kindergarten through twelfth (K–12). The SBE approved the material revision. The CDE approved all facility openings and expansions. 
Expansion Goals: 2010 Material Revision
· Expand two of the current K–8 statewide benefit school to serve students in K–12 in two different facilities.
· APS opened a separate school to serve grades sixth through twelfth (Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy [ATSA]) on the site of an existing APS statewide benefit elementary school (Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy [ATCPA]). APS did not open any other school sites that served secondary students. 
· After an exemplary record of K–12 academic achievement with the initial two expanded, feeder patterns for two consecutive years replicate the K–12 feeder pattern model gradually and strategically through the state to provide real-world examples of closing the achievement gap among diverse students for other public schools to study and emulate. 
· Although authorized to expand two feeder patterns, APS only expanded one. It is not clear why APS did not expand a second feeder pattern. 
The feeder pattern APS expanded is located in (ATCPA and ATSA) in Sacramento. It has not yet accumulated a two-year exemplary record of K–12 academic achievement. While the elementary site earned an API of 800 in the second year, the secondary school (ATSA) only has one year of API data. In the 2010–11 year, it earned an API of 700 serving grades 6–9. It will add a grade level per year. APS opened a separate school to serve grades sixth through twelfth (Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy [ATSA]) on the site of an existing APS statewide benefit elementary school (Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy [ATCPA]). APS did not open any other school sites that served secondary students. 
The California Department of Education finds that APS executed all the expansion goals set forth in the original 2007 APS statewide benefit charter petition. However, APS was not able to accomplish all of the expansion goals set forth in the January 2010 materially revised petition. APS did create one K–12 family of schools by opening Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy, which serves students in grade 6–12 on the same site as Alexander Twilight College Preparatory, which now serves grades K–5. APS did not open the second K–12 family it proposed to open nor has it yet replicated this model under the statewide benefit charter. 

Measureable Pupil Outcomes Goals

1. 100 percent core class pass rate
 
2. 10 percent increase in STAR proficiency from year to year

3. 100 percent complete interdisciplinary projects

4. 100 percent pass rate for Rites of Passage (ROPES) activity (only for grade five)
5. 95 percent attendance rate

6. 90 percent participate in extracurricular activities

7. 100 percent promotion rate

8. 100 percent four-year college acceptance rate

(See analysis in Table 2, next page)

APS outlined eight measurable pupil outcome goals in its charter. Four goals (three for elementary schools) address student academic performance (100 percent core class pass rate, 10 percent increase in STAR, promotion rate, and college acceptance rate), one goal addresses attendance, and three goals address enrichment activities/projects. 

The CDE monitors the progress of a charter school to ensure that it makes sufficient progress, from year to year, to ensure compliance with its charter goals by year five of operation. Consequently, although APS provided data for each of its charter goals from year to year, the CDE will only evaluate compliance at year four (year five data is in progress). APS has two schools that are in their fifth year of operation Junior Collegiate Academy (JCA), and Port City Academy (PCA). The CDE has provided data for the other four schools to provide a general overview of progress towards meeting the charter goals by the newer schools. 

The majority of the data provided in Table 2 is self-reported by APS. However, the CDE replaced STAR data from APS with AYP percent proficient data in order to verify progress, as the data that is used to calculate AYP is based primarily on the STAR program results. Consequently, the STAR percent increase will be referred to as the AYP percent increase for evaluation purposes. During monitoring site visits, the CDE also verified each school’s implementation of the core, interdisciplinary, and extracurricular programs. 

In addition, since none of the schools have yet served grade twelve students, it is not possible to evaluate the ability to achieve a 100 percent four-year college acceptance rate.

Schools in Fifth Year of Operation

Per Table 2, in the 2010–11 school year, JCA met four of seven measurable pupil outcome goals. JCA met the following goals: core class pass rate, interdisciplinary project requirements, attendance rate, and promotion rate. It did not meet the extracurricular goal (85 percent participation rather than 90 percent), the ROPEs goal (95 percent rather than 100 percent), and only partially met the 10 percent AYP percent increase goal. In English-language Arts (ELA), JCA increased AYP proficiency from 58 percent to 63.9 percent (a positive percent change of 9.2), however, in math, JCA met the proficiency goal by increasing from 75.6 percent to 85.6 percent proficiency (a 11.7 percent increase). 

Per Table 2, in the 2010–11 school year, PCA met five of seven measurable pupil outcome goals. It met the following goals: core class pass rate, interdisciplinary project requirements, ROPEs pass rate, attendance, and extracurricular participation rate. It did not meet the promotion rate (99 percent rather than 100 percent), nor the 10 percent AYP increase goal. In ELA, PCA AYP proficiency decreased from 66.9 percent to 64.3 percent (a percent change of negative 4). In math, PCA proficiency decreased proficiency from 84 percent to 82.6 percent (a percent change of negative 1.7). 

Schools in Third Year of Operation

In 2010–11, Aspire Titan Academy, which opened in 2009, met four out of seven goals. It met the following goals: core class pass rates, interdisciplinary project requirements, attendance rates, and promotion rates. It did not meet the extracurricular activity rate (no program yet), and partially met the goal for a 10 percent increase in AYP. In ELA, Titan proficiency increased from 55.1 percent to 59.9 percent (a percent change of 8.0). In math, Titan proficiency increased from 64.1 percent to 77.6 percent (a percent change of 16.1). 

Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory Academy (ATCPA), which also opened in 2009, met six of the seven goals in 2010–11. It met the following goals: core class pass rate, interdisciplinary project requirements, ROPEs pass rate, attendance rate, promotion rate, and the AYP percent increase. In ELA, proficiency increased from 45.1 percent to 52 percent (a percent change of 13.3). In math, ATCAP proficiency increased from 53.5 percent to 71.4 percent (a percent change of 25.1). It did not meet the extracurricular rate (65 percent rather than 90 percent).
Schools in Second Year of Operation

Alexander Twilight Secondary Academy, which opened in 2010, met three of six goals (AYP goal not applicable since baseline data does not exist). It met the following goals: ROPEs passage rate, attendance rate, and promotion rate. It did not meet core class pass rate, interdisciplinary project requirements, or the extracurricular activities rate. 

Aspire APEX, which also opened in 2010, met two of five goals (AYP goal is not applicable, and neither is ROPEs since APEX did not offer fifth grade in 2010–11). APEX met the following goals: core class pass rate, and attendance rate. It did not meet, the interdisciplinary project requirements, extracurricular participation rate, or promotion rate. 

Overall Progress towards Charter Goals

Overall, the general trend indicates that each school made progress towards its measurable pupil outcomes. Because the goals were not tailored to the operational year of the school some of the goals were not met. For example, a school in year one would not be able to meet the AYP goal because that goal requires two years of data, nor could it meet the extracurricular goal since the school did not plan to offer extracurricular activities until years two or three. The CDE recommended to Aspire, during site visits, that it redesign the charter goal outcomes to ensure that the metrics applied are: 1) appropriate to the year of operation of each school, and 2) will not penalize high performing schools if they do not meet growth targets. Aspire has proposed, in their renewal petition, specific metrics for each year of a school’s operation (i.e. year one, year two, year three, etc.).
In addition, the information gathered indicates that all the schools initially focused on developing and implementing the core curricular program and then, in subsequent years, focused on developing the extracurricular and interdisciplinary programs. However, by years four and five of operation, the two schools begun in 2007 (Junior Collegiate and Port City) were able to implement the full educational program described in the charter and come close to meeting the goals described in this section. 

	Table 2. Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter Goals Related to Measurable Pupil Outcomes

	
	Basic Skills
	Thinking Skills
	Life Skills

	School (Opening Year)
	100%  Pass Core Classes 
	10 % Increase in STAR / AYP Proficiency (CDE replaced STAR data with AYP data). 
 
	100 % Meet Interdisciplinary Project Requirements
	100 % of Fifth Graders Pass ROPE(s)
	95 % Attendance 
	90 % in Extracurricular Activities
	100% Promotion Rate
	100% 4-year College Acceptance Rate

	2010–11

	Aspire Junior Collegiate (2007)
	100%
	ELA: 58% to 63.9%

Math: 75.6% to 85.6%
	100%
	95%
	97%
	85%
	100%
	Not Applicable

	Aspire Port City (2007)
	100%
	ELA: 66.9% to 64.3%

Math: 84% to 82.4%
	100% in grades four and five
	100%
	96%
	95%
	99%
	Not Applicable

	Aspire Titan (2009)
	100%
	ELA: 55.1% to 59.9%

Math: 64.1% to 77.6%
	100%
	Focus on Core Program
	97%
	Focus on Core Program
	100%
	Not Applicable

	Aspire Alexander Twilight College Preparatory (2009)
	100%
	ELA: 45.1% to 52.0%

Math: 53.5% to 71.4%
	100%
	100%
	95%
	65% of grades two through five
	100%
	Not Applicable

	Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary (2010)
	English – 82%

Math – 75%

History – 95%

Science – 95%
	Baseline 
	Planning year
	100% of grades six through nine
	96%
	40% of grades six through eight
	100%
	Not Applicable (only serves grades six through ten)

	APEX (2010)
	100%
	Baseline 
	Units in grade 3
	NA
	96%
	Planning Year
	98%
	Not Applicable


Relevant California Education Code and California Code of Regulations

California Education Code Section 47605.8: Petition for Operation of State Charter School; Submission to State Board; Notice; Approval Authority of Board; Approval Authority of Board; Requirements and Conditions for Approval

(a) A petition for the operation of a state charter school may be submitted directly to the
state board, and the state board shall have the authority to approve a charter for the operation of a state charter school that may operate at multiple sites throughout the state. The State Board of Education shall adopt regulations, pursuant to the Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 5--commencing with Section 11500) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code) for the implementation of this section. Regulations adopted pursuant to this section shall ensure that a charter school approved pursuant to this section meets all requirements otherwise imposed on charter schools pursuant to this part, except that a state charter school approved pursuant to this section shall not be subject to the geographic and site limitations otherwise imposed on charter schools. The petitioner shall submit a copy of the petition, for notification purposes, to the county superintendent of schools of each county in which the petitioner proposes to operate the state charter school. The petitioner also shall ensure that the governing board of each school district in which a site is proposed to be located is notified no later than 120 days prior to the commencement of instruction at each site, as applicable.  

(b) The state board shall not approve a petition for the operation of a state charter

school pursuant to this section unless the state board makes a finding, based on substantial evidence, that the proposed state charter school will provide instructional services of statewide benefit that cannot be provided by a charter school operating in only one school district, or only in one county. The finding of the state board in this regard shall be made part of the public record of the proceedings of the state board and shall precede the approval of the charter. 

(c) The state board, as a condition of charter petition approval, may enter into an

agreement with a third party, at the expense of the charter school, to oversee, monitor, and report on, the operations of the state charter school. The state board may prescribe the aspects of the operations of the state charter school to be monitored by the third party and may prescribe appropriate requirements regarding the reporting of information concerning the operations of the state charter school to the state board. 

(d) The state board shall not be required to approve a petition for the operation of a

state charter school, and may deny approval based on any of the reasons set forth in subdivision (b) of Section 47605.6.

California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 11967.6: Submission of Statewide Benefit Charter School Petitions and Amendments to the State Board of Education.

(a) A petition to establish a statewide benefit charter school pursuant to Education Code section 47605.8 shall:
(1) Comply with all statutory requirements otherwise applicable to charter schools, except those relating to geographic and site limitations (See Education Code section 47605.8). 


(2) If applicable, comply with all requirements of law relative to the provision of independent study. 


a. A charter that does not expressly provide for independent study shall not be interpreted as allowing independent study beyond that which is incidental and required to address the temporary needs of particular students. 


b. If the independent study (nonclassroom-based instruction) exceeds the percentage specified in Education Code section 47612.5, it shall be funded only in keeping with a determination of funding approved pursuant to Education Code section 47634.2. 


(3) Describe how an annual independent audit of the statewide benefit charter school will be conducted in keeping with applicable statute and regulation and indicate how the statewide benefit charter school's individual schools will be appropriately included in the audit process.


(4) Incorporate a plan that provides for initial commencement of instruction in at least two schools, which shall be in at least two different school districts or two different counties. The plan for instruction shall describe how the instructional services will provide a statewide benefit, as specified in section 11967.6(b) that cannot be provided by a charter school operating in only one school district, or only in one county. Existing charter schools previously approved by a charter authorizer may not be included in a petition to establish a statewide benefit charter school. 


(5) Include an assurance that the instructional services for similar student populations described in the charter will be essentially similar at each school and, thus, that each pupil's educational experience will be reasonably the same with regard to instructional methods, instructional materials, staffing configuration, personnel requirements, course offerings, and class schedules. 


(6) Describe how the statewide benefit charter school will participate as a member of a special education local plan area, and ensure a coordinated structure for the provision of necessary programs and services specific to students with individualized education programs (IEPs). 


(7) Demonstrate success in operating charter schools previously approved in California as evidenced by improved pupil academic performance and annual financial audits with no audit findings or exceptions. Data that shall be considered in determining the likelihood of a charter operator to successfully operate a statewide benefit charter school include, but are not limited to, a statewide or similar schools ranking of 8 or higher on the Academic Performance Index, evidence of having met growth targets over time, and other alternative indicators of success as defined in the alternative accountability system pursuant to subdivision (h) of Education Code section 52052. 


(8) Describe how local community input for each school included in the plan was solicited (or will be solicited). Satisfaction of this paragraph shall involve the holding of at least one publicly noticed meeting for each school, with a summary of the input received at the meeting(s) being provided to the State Board of Education (SBE). 


(9) Contain sufficient signatures either of parents, guardians, or of teachers in keeping with Education Code section 47605(a)(1) for each school proposed in the first year.


(10) Address all charter elements specified in Education Code section 47605 adapted appropriately for application at the statewide level. Contain or address any provisions or conditions specified by the SBE at the time of charter approval.


(11) Contain or address any provisions or conditions specified by the SBE at the time of charter approval. 

(12) Contain a plan for operations of the statewide benefit charter school that describes the distinction between centralized and individual school level responsibilities and includes a staffing plan to implement the activities at the designated level. This plan shall be a part of the petition as initially approved by the SBE. If amendments to the plan are proposed, these amendments must be submitted to the SBE for approval. The plan shall address statewide benefit charter school operations including, but not limited to: 

(A) Academic program, 
(B) Facilities and school operations, 

(C) Legal and programmatic compliance, 

(D) Financial administration, 

(E) Governance, and 

(F) Decision-making authority. 
(13) Provide a list that includes each school the statewide benefit charter school proposes to operate. This list shall be a part of the petition as initially approved by the SBE. This list shall include: 
(A) A timeline for the commencement of instruction at each school. Commencement of instruction must begin during the term of the charter. 


(B) The general location of each school and the school district and county in which each school is to be located. 


(C) A description of the potential facilities to be used at each school. 


(D) The approximate number of pupils that can safely be accommodated by each school facility. 

(b) “Instructional services of a statewide benefit”, as referenced in Education Code section 47605.8(b), shall include, but not be limited to, the following factors:

(1) Unique factors and circumstances related to the statewide benefit charter school's educational program that can only be accomplished as a statewide benefit charter and not as a single district- or single county-authorized charter, including specific benefits to each of the following: 

(A) The pupils who would attend the statewide benefit charter school, 


(B) The communities (including the school districts and the counties) in which the individual schools would be located (e.g., in terms of pupil demographics and performance), 


(C) The state, to the extent applicable, and 


(D) The statewide benefit charter school itself (e.g., in fund raising, community partnerships, or relationships with institutions of higher education). 

(2) Neither an administrative benefit to a charter operator, nor a desire by a charter operator to provide services in more than one district and county, shall be considered sufficient in and of itself to constitute a statewide benefit. 

(c) A statewide benefit charter school, regardless of the number of individual schools, is treated as a school district for all purposes, including but not limited to, compliance monitoring, data reporting and collection, student performance data, oversight, and apportionments. For purposes of compliance, monitoring and oversight, the SBE, in its review, will look at each individual school's independent progress in meeting federal and state growth targets.

(d) Following its submission, a petition to establish a statewide benefit charter school may be modified or new schools added that were not included in the original petition only with the approval of the SBE.

(e) Each statewide benefit charter school shall provide an annual report to the SBE reflecting student achievement data, performance benchmarks, and other pertinent data supporting stated charter goals.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 33031 and 47605.8, Education Code. Reference: Sections 47605, 47605.8, 47612.5 and 47634.2, Education Code. 

California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 11967.6.1: Notification of Statewide Benefit Charter School Petitions and Amendments to Counties and School Districts.
(a) (1) Prior to submitting a petition for a statewide benefit charter school to the SBE, the petitioner shall submit an identical copy of the petition to the county superintendent of schools of each county where the petitioner proposes to locate a school site.

(2) The petitioner shall, with its original petition, submit a written assurance to the SBE that a copy of the petition has been provided to the appropriate county superintendent(s) of school(s). 

(b) (1) Prior to submitting a petition for a statewide benefit charter school to the SBE, and no later than 120 days prior to the commencement of instruction, the petitioner shall provide a written notice to the governing board of each school district where the petitioner proposes to locate a school site.


(2) The petitioner shall, with its original petition, submit a written assurance to the SBE that written notice has been provided to the governing board of each school district where the petitioner plans to locate a school site. 

(c) (1) Prior to submitting an amendment to the SBE pursuant to section 11967.6(a)(13), adding new schools to the statewide benefit charter school's list of schools, the charter school shall submit an identical copy of the proposed amendment(s) to the county superintendent of schools of each county where the petitioning charter school proposes to locate a new school site and a written notice to the governing board of each school district where the charter school proposes to locate a new school site.

(2) The charter school shall, with its amendment, submit a written assurance to the SBE that a copy of the proposed amendment(s) has been provided to the appropriate county superintendent(s) of schools and that a written notice has been provided to the governing board of each school district where the charter school proposes to locate a new school site. 

(d) When the meeting date for the SBE's consideration of an original petition under subdivisions (a) and (b), or a petition to amend under subdivision (c) becomes publicly available, the petitioner shall submit a written notice of the meeting date to the county superintendent of schools of each county where the petitioner proposes to locate a school site, and to the governing board of each school district where the petitioner plans to locate a school site.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 33031 and 47605.8, Education Code. Reference: Sections 47605 and 47605.8, Education Code. 

California Education Code Section 47607: Charter Term; Renewal; Criteria; Material Revision of Charter; Revocation; Notice; Appeals

(a) (1) A charter may be granted pursuant to Sections 47605, 47605.5, and 47606 for a period not to exceed five years. A charter granted by a school district governing board, a county board of education or the state board, may be granted one or more subsequent renewals by that entity. Each renewal shall be for a period of five years. A material revision of the provisions of a charter petition may be made only with the approval of the authority that granted the charter. The authority that granted the charter may inspect or observe any part of the charter school at any time.

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

(b) Commencing on January 1, 2005, or after a charter school has been in operation for four years, whichever date occurs later, a charter school shall meet at least one of the following criteria prior to receiving a charter renewal pursuant to paragraph (1) of

subdivision (a):

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

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

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

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

(B) The determination made pursuant to this paragraph shall be based upon all of the following:

i. Documented and clear and convincing data.


ii. Pupil achievement data from assessments, including, but not limited to, the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program established by Article 4 (commencing with Section 60640) for demographically similar pupil populations in the comparison schools.


iii. Information submitted by the charter school.

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

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

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

(c) A charter may be revoked by the authority that granted the charter under this chapter if the authority finds, through a showing of substantial evidence, that the charter school did any of the following:

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

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

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

(4) Violated any provision of law.

(d) Prior to revocation, the authority that granted the charter shall notify the charter public school of any violation of this section and give the school a reasonable opportunity to remedy the violation, unless the authority determines, in writing, that the violation constitutes a severe and imminent threat to the health or safety of the pupils.

(e) Prior to revoking a charter for failure to remedy a violation pursuant to subdivision (d), and after expiration of the school's reasonable opportunity to remedy without successfully remedying the violation, the chartering authority shall provide a written notice of intent to revoke and notice of facts in support of revocation to the charter school. No later than 30 days after providing the notice of intent to revoke a charter, the chartering authority shall hold a public hearing, in the normal course of business, on the issue of whether evidence exists to revoke the charter. No later than 30 days after the public hearing, the chartering authority shall issue a final decision to revoke or decline to revoke the charter, unless the chartering authority and the charter school agree to extend the issuance of the decision by an additional 30 days. The chartering authority shall not revoke a charter, unless it makes written factual findings supported by substantial evidence, specific to the charter school, that support its findings.

(f) (1) If a school district is the chartering authority and it revokes a charter pursuant to this section, the charter school may appeal the revocation to the county board of education within 30 days following the final decision of the chartering authority.

(2) The county board may reverse the revocation decision if the county board determines that the findings made by the chartering authority under subdivision (e) are not supported by substantial evidence. The school district may appeal the reversal to the state board.


(3) If the county board does not issue a decision on the appeal within 90 days of receipt, or the county board upholds the revocation, the charter school may appeal the revocation to the state board.


(4) The state board may reverse the revocation decision if the state board determines that the findings made by the chartering authority under subdivision (e) are not supported by substantial evidence. The state board may uphold the revocation decision of the school district if the state board determines that the findings made by the chartering authority under subdivision (e) are supported by substantial evidence.

(g) (1) If a county office of education is the chartering authority and the county board revokes a charter pursuant to this section, the charter school may appeal the revocation to the state board within 30 days following the decision of the chartering

authority.

(2) The state board may reverse the revocation decision if the state board determines that the findings made by the chartering authority under subdivision (e) are not supported by substantial evidence.

(h) If the revocation decision of the chartering authority is reversed on appeal, the agency that granted the charter shall continue to be regarded as the chartering authority.

(i) During the pendency of an appeal filed under this section, a charter school, whose revocation proceedings are based on paragraph (1) or (2) of subdivision (c), shall continue to qualify as a charter school for funding and for all other purposes of this part, and may continue to hold all existing grants, resources, and facilities, in order to ensure that the education of pupils enrolled in the school is not disrupted.

(j) Immediately following the decision of a county board to reverse a decision of a school district to revoke a charter, the following shall apply:

(1) The charter school shall qualify as a charter school for funding and for all other purposes of this part.


(2) The charter school may continue to hold all existing grants, resources, and facilities.


(3) Any funding, grants, resources, and facilities that had been withheld from the charter school, or that the charter school had otherwise been deprived of use, as a result of the revocation of the charter shall be immediately reinstated or returned.

(k) A final decision of a revocation or appeal of a revocation pursuant to subdivision (c) shall be reported to the chartering authority, the county board, and the department.

California Education Code Section 47605: Petition process to establish charter school; public hearing to review petition; grounds for grant or denial; statewide standards and pupil assessments; requirements for school relating to programs, admissions, practices and operations; information required of petitioners; preferences given to petitioners; notice of approval; denial of petition; criteria for review; oversight responsibilities; teacher qualifications; financial audit report. 

(a) (1) Except as set forth in paragraph (2), a petition for the establishment of a charter school within a school district may be circulated by one or more persons seeking to establish the charter school. A petition for the establishment of a charter school shall identify a single charter school that will operate within the geographic boundaries of that school district. A charter school may propose to operate at multiple sites within the school district, as long as each location is identified in the charter school petition. The petition may be submitted to the governing board of the school district for review after either of the following conditions are met:

(A) The petition has been signed by a number of parents or legal guardians of pupils that is equivalent to at least one-half of the number of pupils that the charter school estimates will enroll in the school for its first year of operation.


(B) The petition has been signed by a number of teachers that is equivalent to at least one-half of the number of teachers that the charter school estimates will be employed at the school during its first year of operation.

(2) A petition that proposes to convert an existing public school to a charter school that would not be eligible for a loan pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 41365 may be circulated by one or more persons seeking to establish the charter school. The petition may be submitted to the governing board of the school district for review after the petition has been signed by not less than 50 percent of the permanent status teachers currently employed at the public school to be converted.


(3) A petition shall include a prominent statement that a signature on the petition means that the parent or legal guardian is meaningfully interested in having his or her child or ward attend the charter school, or in the case of a teacher's signature, means that the teacher is meaningfully interested in teaching at the charter school. The proposed charter shall be attached to the petition.


(4) After receiving approval of its petition, a charter school that proposes to establish operations at one or more additional sites shall request a material revision to its charter and shall notify the authority that granted its charter of those additional locations. The authority that granted its charter shall consider whether to approve those additional locations at an open, public meeting. If the additional locations are approved, they shall be a material revision to the charter school's charter.


(5) A charter school that is unable to locate within the jurisdiction of the chartering school district may establish one site outside the boundaries of the school district, but within the county in which that school district is located, if the school district within the jurisdiction of which the charter school proposes to operate is notified in advance of the charter petition approval, the county superintendent of schools and the Superintendent are notified of the location of the charter school before it commences operations, and either of the following circumstances exist:

(A) The school has attempted to locate a single site or facility to house the entire program, but a site or facility is unavailable in the area in which the school chooses to locate.


(B) The site is needed for temporary use during a construction or expansion project.

(6) Commencing January 1, 2003, a petition to establish a charter school may not be approved to serve pupils in a grade level that is not served by the school district of the governing board considering the petition, unless the petition proposes to serve pupils in all of the grade levels served by that school district.

(b) No later than 30 days after receiving a petition, in accordance with subdivision (a), the governing board of the school district shall hold a public hearing on the provisions of the charter, at which time the governing board of the school district shall consider the level of support for the petition by teachers employed by the district, other employees of the district, and parents. Following review of the petition and the public hearing, the governing board of the school district shall either grant or deny the charter within 60 days of receipt of the petition, provided, however, that the date may be extended by an additional 30 days if both parties agree to the extension. In reviewing petitions for the establishment of charter schools pursuant to this section, the chartering authority shall be guided by the intent of the Legislature that charter schools are and should become an integral part of the California educational system and that establishment of charter schools should be encouraged. The governing board of the school district shall grant a charter for the operation of a school under this part if it is satisfied that granting the charter is consistent with sound educational practice. The governing board of the school district shall not deny a petition for the establishment of a charter school unless it makes written factual findings, specific to the particular petition, setting forth specific facts to support one or more of the following findings:

(1) The charter school presents an unsound educational program for the pupils to be enrolled in the charter school.


(2) The petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program  set forth in the petition.


(3) The petition does not contain the number of signatures required by subdivision (a).


(4) The petition does not contain an affirmation of each of the conditions described in subdivision (d).


(5) The petition does not contain reasonably comprehensive descriptions of all of the following:

(A) (i) A description of the educational program of the school, designed, among other things, to identify those whom the school is attempting to educate, what it means to be an "educated person" in the 21st century, and how learning best occurs. The goals identified in that program shall include the objective of enabling pupils to become self-motivated, competent, and lifelong learners.

(ii) If the proposed school will serve high school pupils, a description of the manner in which the charter school will inform parents about the transferability of courses to other public high schools and the eligibility of courses to meet college entrance requirements. Courses offered by the charter school that are accredited by the Western Association of Schools and Colleges may be considered transferable and courses approved by the University of California or the California State University as creditable under the "A" to "G" admissions criteria may be considered to meet college entrance requirements.

(B) The measurable pupil outcomes identified for use by the charter school. "Pupil outcomes," for purposes of this part, means the extent to which all pupils of the school demonstrate that they have attained the skills, knowledge, and attitudes specified as goals in the school's educational program.


(C) The method by which pupil progress in meeting those pupil outcomes is to be measured.


(D) The governance structure of the school, including, but not limited to, the process to be followed by the school to ensure parental involvement.


(E) The qualifications to be met by individuals to be employed by the school.


(F) The procedures that the school will follow to ensure the health and safety of pupils and staff. These procedures shall include the requirement that each employee of the school furnish the school with a criminal record summary as described in Section 44237.


(G) The means by which the school will achieve a racial and ethnic balance among its pupils that is reflective of the general population residing within the territorial jurisdiction of the school district to which the charter petition is submitted.


(H) Admission requirements, if applicable.


(I) The manner in which annual, independent financial audits shall be conducted, which shall employ generally accepted accounting principles, and the manner in which audit exceptions and deficiencies shall be resolved to the satisfaction of the chartering authority.


(J) The procedures by which pupils can be suspended or expelled.


(K) The manner by which staff members of the charter schools will be covered by the State Teachers' Retirement System, the Public Employees' Retirement System, or federal social security.


(L) The public school attendance alternatives for pupils residing within the school district who choose not to attend charter schools.


(M) A description of the rights of any employee of the school district upon leaving the employment of the school district to work in a charter school, and of any rights of return to the school district after employment at a charter school.


(N) The procedures to be followed by the charter school and the entity granting the charter to resolve disputes relating to provisions of the charter.


(O) A declaration whether or not the charter school shall be deemed the exclusive public school employer of the employees of the charter school for the purposes of Chapter 10.7 (commencing with Section 3540) of Division 4 of Title 1 of the Government Code.


(P) A description of the procedures to be used if the charter school closes. The procedures shall ensure a final audit of the school to determine the disposition of all assets and liabilities of the charter school, including plans for disposing of any net assets and for the maintenance and transfer of pupil records.

(c) (1) Charter schools shall meet all statewide standards and conduct the pupil assessments required pursuant to Sections 60605 and 60851 and any other statewide standards authorized in statute or pupil assessments applicable to pupils in noncharter public schools.


(2) Charter schools shall, on a regular basis, consult with their parents, legal guardians, and teachers regarding the school's educational programs.

(d) (1) In addition to any other requirement imposed under this part, 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 the characteristics listed in Section 220. 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 legal guardian, within this state, except that an 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.
(2) (A) A charter school shall admit all pupils who wish to attend the school.

(B) However, if the number of pupils who wish to attend the charter school exceeds the school's capacity, attendance, except for existing pupils of the charter school, shall be determined by a public random drawing. Preference shall be extended to pupils currently attending the charter school and pupils who reside in the district except as provided for in Section 47614.5. Other preferences may be permitted by the chartering authority on an individual school basis and only if consistent with the law.

(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.


(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 Section 48200.

(e) The governing board of a school district shall not require any employee of the school district to be employed in a charter school.


(f) The governing board of a school district shall not require any pupil enrolled in the school district to attend a charter school.


(g) The governing board of a school district shall require that the petitioner or petitioners 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 manner in which administrative services of the school are to be provided, and potential civil liability effects, if any, upon the school and upon the school district. The description of the facilities to be used by the charter school shall specify where the school intends to locate. The petitioner or petitioners shall also be required to 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.


(h) In reviewing petitions for the establishment of charter schools within the school district, the governing board of the school district shall give preference to petitions that demonstrate the capability to provide comprehensive learning experiences to pupils identified by the petitioner or petitioners as academically low achieving pursuant to the standards established by the department under Section 54032 as it read prior to July 19, 2006.


(i) Upon the approval of the petition by the governing board of the school district, the petitioner or petitioners shall provide written notice of that approval, including a copy of the petition, to the applicable county superintendent of schools, the department, and the state board.


(j) (1) If the governing board of a school district denies a petition, the petitioner may elect to submit the petition for the establishment of a charter school to the county board of education. The county board of education shall review the petition pursuant to subdivision (b). If the petitioner elects to submit a petition for establishment of a charter school to the county board of education and the county board of education denies the petition, the petitioner may file a petition for establishment of a charter school with the state board, and the state board may approve the petition, in accordance with subdivision (b). A charter school that receives approval of its petition from a county board of education or from the state board on appeal shall be subject to the same requirements concerning geographic location to which it would otherwise be subject if it received approval from the entity to which it originally submitted its petition. A charter petition that is submitted to either a county board of education or to the state board shall meet all otherwise applicable petition requirements, including the identification of the proposed site or sites where the charter school will operate.

(2) In assuming its role as a chartering agency, the state board shall develop criteria to be used for the review and approval of charter school petitions presented to the state board. The criteria shall address all elements required for charter approval, as identified in subdivision (b) and shall define "reasonably comprehensive" as used in paragraph (5) of subdivision (b) in a way that is consistent with the intent of this part. Upon satisfactory completion of the criteria, the state board shall adopt the criteria on or before June 30, 2001.

(3) A charter school for which a charter is granted by either the county board of education or the state board based on an appeal pursuant to this subdivision shall qualify fully as a charter school for all funding and other purposes of this part.

(4) If either the county board of education or the state board fails to act on a petition within 120 days of receipt, the decision of the governing board of the school district to deny a petition shall, thereafter, be subject to judicial review.

(5) The state board shall adopt regulations implementing this subdivision.

(6) Upon the approval of the petition by the county board of education, the petitioner or petitioners shall provide written notice of that approval, including a copy of the petition to the department and the state board.

(k) (1) The state board may, by mutual agreement, designate its supervisorial and oversight responsibilities for a charter school approved by the state board to any local educational agency in the county in which the charter school is located or to the governing board of the school district that first denied the petition.

(2) The designated local educational agency shall have all monitoring and supervising authority of a chartering agency, including, but not limited to, powers and duties set forth in Section 47607, except the power of revocation, which shall remain with the state board.


(3) A charter school that has been granted its charter through an
appeal to the state board and elects to seek renewal of its charter shall, prior to expiration of the charter, submit its petition for renewal to the governing board of the school district that initially denied the charter. If the governing board of the school district denies the school's petition for renewal, the school may petition the state board for renewal of its charter.

(l) Teachers in charter schools shall hold a Commission on Teacher Credentialing certificate, permit, or other document equivalent to that which a teacher in other public schools would be required to hold. These documents shall be maintained on file at the charter school and are subject to periodic inspection by the chartering authority. It is the intent of the Legislature that charter schools be given flexibility with regard to noncore, noncollege preparatory courses.


(m) A charter school shall transmit a copy of its annual, independent financial audit report for the preceding fiscal year, as described in subparagraph (I) of paragraph (5) of subdivision (b), to its chartering entity, the Controller, the county superintendent of schools of the county in which the charter school is sited, unless the county board of education of the county in which the charter school is sited is the chartering entity, and the department by December 15 of each year. This subdivision does not apply if the audit of the charter school is encompassed in the audit of the chartering entity pursuant to Section 41020.

California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 11967.5.1: Criteria for the Review and Approval of Charter School Petitions by the State Board of Education.

(a) For purposes of Education Code 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.


(b) For purposes of Education Code section 47605(b)(1), a charter petition shall be “an unsound educational program” if it is any of the following:


(1) A program that involves activities that 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 to be likely to be of educational benefit to the pupils who attend. 


(3) If the petition is for renewal of a charter school, and either the charter school has not met the standards for renewal pursuant to Education Code section 47607(b), as applicable, or the charter school has not met the measurable pupil outcomes as described in its charter. 

(c) For purposes of Education Code section 47605(b)(2), the SBE shall take the following factors into consideration in determining whether charter petitioners are “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. An unrealistic financial and operational plan is one to which any or all of the following applies: 

(A) In the area of administrative services, the charter or supporting documents do not adequately: 


(1) Describe the structure for providing administrative services, including, at a minimum, personnel transactions, accounting and payroll that reflects an understanding of school business practices and expertise to carry out the necessary administrative services, or a reasonable plan and time line to develop and assemble such practices and expertise. 


(2) For any contract services, describe criteria for the selection of a contractor or contractors that demonstrate necessary expertise and the procedure for selection of the contractor or contractors. 

(B) In the area of financial administration, the charter or supporting documents do not adequately: 

(1) Include, at a minimum, the first-year operational budget, start-up costs, and cash flow, and financial projections for the first three years. 


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


(3) Include budget notes that clearly describe assumptions on revenue estimates, including, but not limited to, the basis for average daily attendance estimates and staffing levels. 


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


(5) Demonstrate an understanding of the timing of the receipt of various revenues and their relative relationship to timing of expenditures that are within reasonable parameters, based, when possible, on historical data from schools or school districts of similar type, size, and location. 

(C) In the area of insurance, the charter and supporting documents do not adequately provide for the acquisition of and budgeting for general liability, workers compensations, and other necessary insurance of the type and in the amounts required for an enterprise of similar purpose and circumstance. 


(D) In the area of facilities, the charter and supporting documents do not adequately: 

(1) Describe the types and potential location of facilities needed to operate the size and scope of educational program proposed in the charter. 


(2) In the event a specific facility has not been secured, provide evidence of the type and projected cost of the facilities that may be available in the location of the proposed charter school. 


(3) Reflect reasonable costs for the acquisition or leasing of facilities to house the charter school, taking into account the facilities the charter school may be allocated under the provisions of Education Code section 47614. 

(4) The petitioners personally lack the necessary background in the following areas critical to the charter school's success, and the petitioners do not have a plan to secure the services of individuals who have the necessary background in these areas: 

(A) Curriculum, instruction, and assessment. 
(B) Finance and business management. 

(d) For purposes of Education Code section 47605(b)(3), a charter petition that “does not contain the number of signatures required by subdivision (a)” of Education Code section 47605 shall be a petition that did not contain the requisite number of signatures at the time of the submission of the original charter to a school district governing board pursuant to Education Code section 47605(a). The SBE shall not disregard signatures that may be purported to have been withdrawn or to have been determined to be invalid after the petition was denied by the school district. The signature requirement set forth in Education Code section 47605(a) is not applicable to a petition for renewal.


(e) For purposes of Education Code section 47605(b)(4), a charter petition that “does not contain an affirmation of each of the conditions described in subdivision (d)” of Education Code section 47605 shall be a petition that fails to include a clear, unequivocal affirmation of each such condition, not a general statement of intention to comply. Neither the charter nor any of the supporting documents shall include any evidence that the charter will fail to comply with the conditions described in Education Code section 47605(d).


(f) For purposes of Education Code section 47605(b)(5), the SBE shall take the following factors into consideration in determining whether a charter petition does not contain a “reasonably comprehensive” description of each of the specified elements.

(1) The description of the educational program of the school, as required by Education Code 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. 


(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. 


(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. 


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


(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 Education Code section 60605 and to achieve the objectives specified in the charter. 


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


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


(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 Education Code 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. 

(2) Measurable pupil outcomes, as required by Education Code 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. 


(B) Include the school's Academic Performance Index growth target, if applicable. 

(3) The method by which pupil progress is to be measured, as required by Education Code 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 a minimum, tools that employ objective means of assessment consistent with paragraph (2)(A) of subdivision (f) of this section. 


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


(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. 

(4) The governance structure of the school, including, but not limited to, the process to be followed by the school to ensure parental involvement in supporting the school's effort on behalf of the school's pupils, as required by Education Code 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. 


(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. 

(5) The qualifications to be met by individuals to be employed by the school, as required by Education Code 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. 


(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. 


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

(6) The procedures that the school will follow to ensure the health and safety of pupils and staff, as required by Education Code 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 Education Code section 44237. 


(B) Include the examination of faculty and staff for tuberculosis as described in Education Code section 49406. 


(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. 


(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. 

(7) Recognizing the limitations on admissions to charter schools imposed by Education Code section 47605(d), the means by which the school will achieve a racial and ethnic balance among its pupils that is reflective of the general population residing within the territorial jurisdiction of the school district to which the charter petition is submitted, as required by Education Code section 47605(b)(5)(G), shall be presumed to have been met, absent specific information to the contrary. 


(8) To the extent admission requirements are included in keeping with Education Code section 47605(b)(5)(H), the requirements shall be in compliance with the requirements of Education Code section 47605(d) and any other applicable provision of law. 


(9) The manner in which annual, independent, financial audits shall be conducted, which shall employ generally accepted accounting principles, and the manner in which audit exceptions and deficiencies shall be resolved to the satisfaction of the chartering authority, as required by Education Code section 47605(b)(5)(I), at a minimum: 

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


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


(C) Outline the process of providing audit reports to the SBE, California Department of Education, or other agency as the SBE may direct, and specifying the time line in which audit exceptions will typically be addressed.


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

(10) The procedures by which pupils can be suspended or expelled, as required by Education Code 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. 


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


(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. 


(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). 


(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. 

(11) The manner by which staff members of the charter schools will be covered by the State Teachers' Retirement System, the Public Employees' Retirement System, or federal social security, as required by Education Code 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. 


(12) The public school attendance alternatives for pupils residing within the school district who choose not to attend charter schools, as required by Education Code 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 pupils 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. 


(13) 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 Education Code 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. 


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


(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. 

(14) The procedures to be followed by the charter school and the entity granting the charter to resolve disputes relating to provisions of the charter, as required by Education Code 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 an LEA. 


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


(C) Recognize that, because it is not an 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. 


(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 Education Code 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. 

(15) The declaration of whether or not the charter school shall be deemed the exclusive public school employer of the employees of the charter school for the purposes of the Educational Employment Relations Act. Education Code section 47605(b)(5)(O) recognizes that the SBE is not an exclusive public school employer. 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 (commencing with Government Code section 3540). 

(g) A “reasonably comprehensive” description, within the meaning subdivision (f) of this section and Education Code section 47605(b)(5) shall include, but not be limited to, information that:

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


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


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


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

(A) Improve pupil learning. 


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


(C) Provide parents, guardians, and pupils with expanded educational opportunities. 


(D) Hold itself accountable for measurable, performance-based pupil outcomes.


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

Note: Authority cited: Sections 33031 and 47605, Education Code. Reference: Section 47605, Education Code. 

History of Statewide Benefit Charter School Legislation

Assembly Bill (AB) 1994 (Chapter 1058, Statutes of 2002) added California Education Code (EC) Section 47605.8, which provides for the creation of statewide benefit charter schools to operate at multiple sites throughout the state. Statewide benefit charter petitions are submitted directly to the State Board of Education (SBE), in contrast to individual charter petitions that are presented to the SBE because the petitions have been denied (for initial approval or renewal) at the local level. 

In November 2004, the SBE adopted the Title 5 regulations called for in AB 1994 to implement EC Section 47605.8, and the regulations took effect in June 2005.

Court Decision on Statewide Benefit Charters

The California School Boards Association, the California Teachers Association, and others brought legal action against the SBE, in California School Boards Association, et al. v. California State Board of Education and Aspire Public Schools, Inc., Case No. A122485 (CSBA), challenging the SBE’s approval of the Aspire Public Schools (APS) statewide benefit charter. In July 2010, the California Court of Appeal held that the SBE, in making its determination to approve the APS statewide benefit charter in January 2007, was required to make the following two separate findings regarding the approval of a statewide benefit charter under EC Section 47605.8, and that there was no evidence in the record that the SBE made the second of these findings: 

(1) The charter provides “instructional services of a statewide benefit,” and

(2) These instructional services of a statewide benefit cannot be provided by a series of locally-approved charter schools.

California State Board of Education Actions and Relevant Attachments; Final Minutes, State Board of Education, January 2007, September 2009, January 2010, and 2011

Final Minutes

California State Board of Education

January 10-11, 2007

	ITEM 36
	Petition by Aspire Public Schools to establish a Statewide Benefit Charter School under the oversight of the State Board of Education: Hold Public Hearing, Make Finding, and Approve
	ACTION INFORMATION PUBLIC HEARING


President Noonan introduced the item and asked Ms. Reyes to describe this item for the Board. Following Ms. Reyes’ introduction of this item, Mr. Noonan opened the public hearing. Several members of the public testified about this item during the public hearing. Following the public hearing, Board members engaged in lengthy discussion of this item. The Board took the following action:

ACTION: Member Chan moved to establish a statewide benefit charter with the condition that two Board members and the SBE Executive Director be given the opportunity for a review of the petitioner's comprehensive education program and that the two Board members provide a recommendation to the President about whether the education program is satisfactory, and then take the following actions:

1. Pursuant to Education Code (EC) Section 47605.8(b), make a finding that the proposed charter school will provide instructional services of statewide benefit that cannot be provided by a charter school operating in only one school district, or only in one county.
2. Approve the Aspire petition to establish a statewide benefit charter for a five-year period from July 1, 2007, to June 30, 2012, subject to both of the following:
Aspire complies with the conditions for the opening and operation of school sites as set forth in Attachment 1, which ensure that these school sites will be located in areas critically in need of academic improvement. The conditions are the same as those applied by the SBE to the first approved statewide benefit charter petition (High Tech High).
The Aspire petition is modified to incorporate the additions and changes proposed by the CDE and the Advisory Commission on Charter Schools (ACCS).
3. Assign the Aspire petition charter number 854. 
4. Direct that, if the first two schools authorized under the petition (to be located in the Stockton Unified School District and the Los Angeles Unified School District) do not open on or before September 30, 2007, approval of the Aspire statewide benefit charter is terminated on October 1, 2007.
Member Estep seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 8-2. 

FINAL MINUTES

State Board of Education

July 8-9, 2009

	ITEM 21
	Petition for Approval of Additional Sites Under the Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter.
	ACTION INFORMATION PUBLIC HEARING


ACTION:  Member Chan moved to approve the request from Aspire Public Schools to establish a school in Sacramento (within the San Juan Unified School District) and in Huntington Park (within Los Angeles Unified School District) under its previously approved statewide benefit charter, on the condition that Aspire Public Schools meets the following conditions:
· The traditional Conditions of Opening and Operation that are placed on all SBE-approved charter schools
· The school demonstrates, to the satisfaction of the Executive Director of the SBE, that it has doubled its API growth target at the Clarendon School.

Member Belisle seconded the motion. The board voted by a show of hands 6-2 to approve the motion. Members Aschwanden and J. Lopez voted against the motion. President Mitchell had recused himself from this item.

FINAL MINUTES

State Board of Education
Regular Board Meeting

September 16-17, 2009

Carol Barkley, Director of the Charter Schools Division, updated the Board regarding Item 21 from the July Board meeting, and stated that Aspire Public Schools met the preopening conditions (i.e., doubling of API growth at its Clarendon School), which the SBE had placed conditions on Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter at the July 2009 meeting, to allow for the opening of the Sacramento school.

FINAL MINUTES

State Board of Education

Regular Board Meeting

January 5-7, 2010

	ITEM 7
	Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter: Consideration of a Material Amendment of the Charter to Expand Grades Served from Kindergarten through Grade Eight to Kindergarten through Grade Twelve and to Add Sites.
	ACTION INFORMATION PUBLIC HEARING


ACTION: Member Belisle moved to approve the material revision of Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter to (1) expand from serving students in grades K-8 to K-12, (2) authorize two high school sites to serve students in grades 6-12 in the Sacramento and Los Angeles areas and two elementary sites in the Stockton and Oakland areas. The motion further stipulated that if facility issues in Oakland cannot be solved, the SBE provided Aspire Public Schools with the authority to open one elementary school in the Los Angeles area. Member Chan seconded the motion. The board voted, by show of hands, 8-0 to approve the motion. Member Williams was absent for the vote.

List of Potential Sites to be Operated under the Aspire Public Schools Statewide Charter

	FEEDER PATTERN
	LOCATION
	PROPOSED SCHOOLS

	ASPIRE SACRAMENTO 
	Sacramento (Sacramento, West Sacramento, Citrus Heights)
	Aspire College Preparatory Sacramento*

Aspire College Preparatory Academy Secondary

Aspire College Elementary Academy Capital City

Aspire College Preparatory Academy Capital City

	ASPIRE LOS ANGELES
	Los Angeles (Los Angeles, Compton, Inglewood, Culver City, Santa Monica, Fontana)
	Aspire College Elementary Academy Los Angeles

Aspire College Preparatory Academy Los Angeles

Aspire College Elementary Academy South LA

Aspire College Preparatory Academy South LA

	ASPIRE SOUTH CITIES
	South Cities (Bell, Maywood, Cudahy,  Huntington Park, South Gate, Vernon, Walnut Park)
	Aspire Clarendon Elementary School*

Aspire College Preparatory Academy Huntington Park 

Aspire Titan Academy*

Aspire College Preparatory Academy South Cities

	ASPIRE BAY AREA
	Bay Area (Oakland, Richmond, Hayward, San Leandro, San Francisco)
	Aspire College Elementary Academy Bay Area

Aspire College Preparatory Academy Bay Area

Aspire College Elementary Academy Richmond

Aspire College Preparatory Academy Richmond

	ASPIRE SOUTH BAY
	South Bay (San Jose, East Palo Alto)
	Aspire College Elementary Academy South Bay

Aspire College Preparatory Academy South Bay

Aspire College Elementary Academy San Jose

Aspire College Preparatory Academy San Jose

	ASPIRE CENTRAL VALLEY
	Central Valley (Stockton, Modesto, Turlock, Merced)
	Aspire Port City Academy*

Aspire College Preparatory Academy Central Valley

Aspire College Elementary Academy Merced

Aspire College Preparatory Academy Merced

	ASPIRE FRESNO
	Fresno ( Fresno)

 
	Aspire College Elementary Academy South Fresno

Aspire College Preparatory Academy South Fresno

Aspire College Elementary Academy Fresno

Aspire College Preparatory Academy Fresno 


i.  Aspire reserves the right to adjust the name of schools based on community input.

ii. Aspire will open schools within the identified areas, but reserves the right to open sites in districts or counties adjacent to those identified if conditions require or permit.

*  Already operational school under statewide benefit charter.

Final Minutes

State Board of Education

May 11-12, 2011

	ITEM 8
	Statewide Benefit Charter Schools: Consideration of Material Revisions to the Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter.
	ACTION INFORMATION PUBLIC HEARING


ACTION: Vice President Williams moved to have the Board find that Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter’s (Aspire) benefit in terms of funding and its ability to get statewide bonds constitutes a statewide benefit in accordance with Education Code (EC) Section 47605.8 (b) and Title 5, California Code of Regulations Section 11967.6 (b). Member Straus seconded the motion. The board voted by roll call, 6-2 with one abstention, to pass the motion. Member Rucker had recused herself from participating in the item and vote.

Yes votes:
Members Chan, Kirst, Molina, Ramos, Straus, and Williams

No votes:
Members Aschwanden and Cohn

Abstention:
Member Cushman 

ACTION: Vice President Williams moved to have the Board find that Aspire’s benefit in terms of funding could not be provided by a series of local charters. Member Straus seconded the motion. The board voted by roll call, 6-2 with one abstention, to pass the motion. Member Rucker had recused herself from participating in the item and vote.

Yes votes:
Members Chan, Kirst, Molina, Ramos, Straus, and Williams

No votes: 
Members Aschwanden and Cohn

Abstention:
Member Cushman 

ACTION: Vice President Williams moved to have the Board find that Aspire’s benefit in terms of being able to expand its teacher residency program constitutes a statewide benefit in accordance with EC Section 47605.8 (b) and Title 5, California Code of Regulations Section 11967.6 (b). Member Chan seconded the motion. The board voted by roll call, 6-2 with one abstention, to pass the motion. Member Rucker had recused herself from participating in the item and vote.

Yes votes:
Members Chan, Cushman, Kirst, Molina, Straus, and Williams

No votes: 
Members Aschwanden and Cohn

Abstention:
Member Ramos  

ACTION: Vice President Williams moved to have the Board find that Aspire’s benefit related to the teacher residency program could not be provided through a series of local charters. Member Chan seconded the motion. The board voted by roll call, 7-2 to pass the motion. Member Rucker had recused herself from participating in the item and vote.

Yes votes:
Members Chan, Cushman, Kirst, Molina, Ramos, Straus, and Williams

No votes: 
Members Aschwanden and Cohn

ACTION: Vice President Williams moved to have the Board find that Aspire has fully or substantially complied with all pre-opening conditions for operation for approval that were established by the state board and/or the CDE for its statewide charter, and to waive any deadline that may or may not have been met in a timely fashion by Aspire. Member Chan seconded the motion. The board voted by roll call, 6-3 to pass the motion. Member Rucker had recused herself from participating in the item and vote.

Yes votes:
Members Chan, Cushman, Kirst, Ramos, Straus, and Williams

No votes: 
Members Aschwanden, Cohn, and Molina

ACTION: Vice President Williams moved to vote on Aspire Public Schools Statewide Benefit Charter’s Proposed Material Revisions by affirming the previous five actions as a whole package as the board’s response to Aspire’s request for consideration of Material Revisions (i.e., the first two-step finding that the benefit in terms of funding constitutes a statewide benefit , and that this benefit cannot be accomplished through a series of locally-approved charters; the second two-step finding that the expansion of Aspire’s teacher residency program constitutes a statewide benefit, and that this benefit cannot be provided through a series of locally-approved charters; and the finding that Aspire has met the Proposed Conditions Prior to Opening and Operation, and that the board waived any deadline that may have been missed previously). Member Chan seconded the motion. The board voted by roll call, 7-2 to pass the motion. Member Rucker had recused herself from participating in the item and vote.

Yes votes:
Members Chan, Cushman, Kirst, Molina, Ramos, Straus, and Williams

No votes: 
Members Aschwanden and Cohn

� Per California Code of Regulations, Title 5 Section 11967.5.1(f)(1)(E),  charter schools authorized by the SBE must teach the four core curriculum areas as defined in Education Code (EC) Section 60605. EC Section 60605 defines core curriculum areas as English language arts (reading, writing), mathematics, history/social science, and science. 


� The CDE replaced STAR data from APS with AYP percent proficient data in order to verify progress, as the data that is used to calculate AYP is based primarily on the STAR program results.
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