New System Works Somewhat Differently for Charter Schools
(Source: LAO’s An Overview of the Local Control Funding Formula. July 29, 2013)

Chapter 47, Statutes of 2013 (AB 97, Committee on Budget) requires charter schools to adopt Local Control and Accountability Plans
(LCAPSs), have their performance assessed using rubrics adopted by the State Board of Education (SBE), and receive support from its
authorizer or the California Collaborative for Education Excellence (CCEE). The charter school process, however, works somewhat

differently from the school district process. We describe the major differences below:

Charter School LCAP Adoption Process Different in Two Ways. Chapter 47 requires the petition for a charter school to include an
LCAP that establishes goals for each of the eight state priorities (and any identified local priorities) and specifies the actions the
charter school will take to meet these goals. The LCAP must be updated annually by the charter school’s governing board. Like
school districts, charter schools are required to consult with school employees, parents, and students when developing their annual
updates. The LCAP adoption process is different, however, in that charter schools are exempt from the specific requirements to solicit
public comment and hold public hearings that apply to school districts. Charter schools also are not required to have their plans
approved by the County Office of Education (COE).

Support Required for Persistently Failing Charter Schools. Like school districts, charter schools must have their performance
assessed based on the new SBE rubrics. For charter schools, however, this assessment is to be conducted by the charter authorizer
rather than the COE. A charter school is required to receive support from its authorizer if, based on the intervention rubric, it does not
improve outcomes in three out of four consecutive school years for three or more subgroups in more than one state or local priority area—
the same standard applied for determining whether the Superintendent of Public Instruction (SPI) intervention is necessary in a school

district. (Unlike school districts, a charter school that is determined to be struggling based on the support rubric is not required to



receive support.) In addition to the support from the charter authorizer, the SPI1 may assign the CCEE to provide the charter school
with support if the authorizer requests and SBE approves the assistance. (If a charter school requests support but is not

underperforming based on the intervention rubric, the charter authorizer and CCEE are not required to provide support.)

Instead of SPI Intervention, Charter Can Be Revoked by Authorizer. The charter authorizer can consider revoking a charter if the
CCEE provides a charter school with support and determines that (1) the charter school has not been able or will not be able to
implement CCEE recommendations and (2) the charter school’s performance is so persistently or severely poor that revocation is
necessary. If the authorizer revokes a charter for one of these reasons, the decision is not subject to appeal. Consistent with current
law, the authorizer must consider student academic achievement as the most important factor in determining whether to revoke the

charter.

The SBE Also Can Revoke Charter or Take Other Actions Based on Poor Academic Performance. The SBE—based upon a
recommendation from the SPI—also can revoke a charter or take other appropriate actions if the charter school fails to improve
student outcomes across multiple state and local priority areas. (Prior to the adoption of Chapter 47, SBE could take similar action for
charter schools only if the schools were (1) engaging in gross financial mismanagement, (2) illegally or improperly using funds, or (3)
implementing instructional practices that substantially departed from measurably successful practices and jeopardized the educational

development of students.)



Figure 7
Eight Areas of State Priority Must Be Addressed in LCAPs
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LCAP = Local Control and Accountability Plan.



Figure 8
Required Data for Each of Eight State Priority Areas

Student Achievement

* Performance on standardized tests.

* Score on Academic Performance Index.

* Share of students that are college and career ready.

= Share of ELs that become English proficient.

* EL reclassification rate.

* Share of students that pass Advanced Placement
exams with 3 or higher.

* Share of students determined prepared for college
by the Early Assessment Program.

Parental Involvement

= Efforts to seek parent input.
= Promotion of parental participation.

Student Engagement

* School attendance rates.

= Chronic absenteeism rates.

* Middle school dropout rates.
= High school dropout rates.

* High school graduation rates.

Basic Services

* Rate of teacher misassignment.

= Student access to standards-aligned
instructional materials.

= Facilities in good repair.

Other Student Outcomes

= Other indicators of student performance in
required areas of study. May include performance
on other exams.

Implementation of Common Core
State Standards (CCSS)

= Implementation of CCSS for all students, including
EL.

School Climate

= Student suspension rates.
= Student expulsion rates.
= Other local measures.

Course Access

* Student access and enrollment in all required
areas of study.

EL = English learner.

Student Subgroups to
Be Included in Local
Control and
Accountability Plans:

Racial/Ethnic
Subgroups:

Black or African
American

American Indian or
Alaska Native

Asian
Filipino
Hispanic or Latino

Native Hawaiian or
Pacific Islander

White
Other Subgroups:

Socioeconomically
disadvantaged students

English learners
Students with disabilities
Foster youth




Program — Related Language added to Charter Schools Act by LCFF
Source: AB 97 (2013)

Changes to EC 47605 and 47605.6 (Required Elements)

Element 1 — Educational Program: (ii) A description, for the charter school, of annual goals, for all pupils and for each subgroup of
pupils identified pursuant to Section 52052, to be achieved in the state priorities, as described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060,
that apply for the grade levels served, or the nature of the program operated, by the charter school, and specific annual actions to
achieve those goals. A charter petition may identify additional school priorities, the goals for the school priorities, and the specific
annual actions to achieve those goals.

Element 2 — Measurable Outcomes: The pupil outcomes shall align with the state priorities, as described in subdivision (d) of Section
52060, that apply for the grade levels served, or the nature of the program operated, by the charter school.

Element 3 — Method for Measuring Student Progress: To the extent practicable, the method for measuring pupil outcomes for state
priorities shall be consistent with the way information is reported on a school accountability report card.

Changes to EC 47606.5 (Accountability — Annual Reporting)

(@) On or before July 1, 2015, and each year thereafter, a charter school shall update the goals and annual actions to achieve
those goals identified in the charter pursuant to subparagraph (A) of paragraph (5) of subdivision (b) of Section 47605 or
subparagraph (A) of paragraph (5) of subdivision (b) of Section 47605.6. The annual update shall be developed using the
template adopted pursuant to Section 52064 and shall include all of the following:

(1) A review of the progress toward the goals included in the charter, an assessment of the effectiveness of the specific actions
described in the charter toward achieving the goals, and a description of changes to the specific actions the charter school will
make as a result of the review and assessment.

(2) A listing and description of the expenditures for the fiscal year implementing the specific actions included in the charter as
a result of the reviews and assessment required by paragraph (1).

(b) The expenditures identified in subdivision (a) shall be classified using the California School Accounting Manual pursuant to
Section 41010.



(c) For purposes of the review required by subdivision (a), a governing body of a charter school may consider qualitative
information, including, but not limited to, findings that result from school quality reviews conducted pursuant to subparagraph (J) or
paragraph (4) of subdivision (a) of Section 52052 or any other reviews.

(d) To the extent practicable, data reported pursuant to this section shall be reported in a manner consistent with how information is
reported on a school accountability report card.

(e) The charter school shall consult with teachers, principals, administrators, other school personnel, parents, and pupils in
developing the annual update.

Changes to EC 47607.3 (Accountability - Revocation)

If a charter school fails to improve outcomes for three or more pupil subgroups identified pursuant to Section 52052, or, if the
charter school has less than three pupil subgroups, all of the charter school’s pupil subgroups, in regard to one or more state
or school priority identified in the charter pursuant to subparagraph (A) of paragraph (5) of subdivision (b) of Section 47605
or subparagraph (A) of paragraph (5) of subdivision (b) of Section 47605.6, in three out of four consecutive school years, all
of the following shall apply:

(1) Using an evaluation rubric adopted by the state board pursuant to Section 52064.5, the chartering authority shall
provide technical assistance to the charter school.

(2) The Superintendent may assign, at the request of the chartering authority and with the approval of the state board, the
California Collaborative for Educational Excellence to provide advice and assistance to the charter school pursuant to
Section 52074.

(b) A chartering authority shall consider for revocation any charter school to which the California Collaborative for
Educational Excellence has provided advice and assistance pursuant to subdivision (a) and about which it has made either of
the following findings, which shall be submitted to the chartering authority:

(1) That the charter school has failed, or is unable, to implement the recommendations of the California Collaborative for
Educational Excellence.



(2) That the inadequate performance of the charter school, based upon an evaluation rubric adopted pursuant to Section
52064.5, is either so persistent or so acute as to require revocation of the charter.

(c) The chartering authority shall consider increases in pupil academic achievement for all pupil subgroups served by the
charter school as the most important factor in determining whether to revoke the charter.

(d) A chartering authority shall comply with the hearing process described in subdivision (e) of Section 47607 in revoking a
charter. A charter school may not appeal a revocation of a charter made pursuant to this section.



