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SUPPORT IF AMENDED 

I am writing on behalf of Fresno Unified School District to indicate the 
District's support for the concept of charter schools, but to also express 
some reservations concerning the content of Senate Bill 1448. 

The concerns of the District fall into two general areas. First, does the 
Governing Board have the authority to reject a charter which they 
genuinely believe will not be successful nor meet the goals and objectives 
of the District and its students? And, second, that the charter petition 
be required to identify the liability of the charter school and that the 
District is to be held harmless from legal actions against or arising from 
the operation of the charter school. 

It is the District's belief that SB 1448 should set forth specific criteria 
upon which a school district governing board can reject a petition and7 

if the petition does not meet those criteria, there would be no appeal to 
the State Board of Education and the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction. For example, if the Governing Board believed that the plan 
submitted by the charter school would not serve the needs of the 
students based on a racial balance or that special need students would 
not be served, the District should be able to reject that petition without 
having their determinations pote-ntiaUy overturned by a higher authority. 

In addition, the charter schools should be required to accept full 
responsibility for the liability that may be created for actions taken by 
the charter school. Under SB 1448, as it is currently constructed, a 
charter school could violate the law or the rights of an individual and a 
school district would be responsible for any liability thereby created. If 
the charter school is not going to be under the direct supervision of the 
Board of Education, then a school district governing board should be 
immune from liability for acts committed by the charter school. 
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In addition, there should be recognition that the charter school be required to accept a 
reasonable share of the financial obligations of the school district. For example, in those 
instances where there are state school building loans or other debt payments, the charter 
school should not be able to receive a full apportionment and, at the same time, avoid 
responsibility for repayment of those shared liabilities. Since these provisions are not 
addressed in your bill, it is a legitimate presumption that a school district could reject a 
charter petition because of the failure of the charter to accept the responsibilities and 
obligations of the district, and that the State Board could then overturn that rejection and 
commit the school district to full assumption of responsibilities. 

These are the main areas of concern we have with SB 1448. There remain numerous 
administrative and detailed questions, but tHese are the major policy questions that we 
believe should be addressed in the legislation. Thank you for consideration of our request. 
I look forward to working with your staff to develop the bill in a form that we can fully 
support. 

NORM E. MILLER 
Vice President 

cc: The Honorable Ken Maddy 
The Honorable Rose Ann Vuich 
The Honorable Bill Jones 
The Honorable Bruce Bronzan 
The Honorable Jim Costa 
Ms. Marguerite McMenamin, Project Director, Fresno USD 
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