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An 'd ............ .. 

The Honorable Gary Hart 
Member of the California State Senate 
State Capitol, Room 407 4 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Dear Senator Hart: 

During the coming weeks a number of bills dealing with charter schools will be 
considered by the Legislature. While some differences exist among these bills, 
they all share one common theme. All propose to remove the current limitations on 
the number of charter schools which may exist statewide, and within each district. 

WHY THE RUSH? 

We note that there are now 49 approved charter schools out of the 100 allowed 
under current law. Two more are "in the pipeline." Of the 49 approved charter 
schools, 12 have not yet begun to operate. Of the remaining 37 charter schools, 
none has been in operation for a complete school year. 

Clearly, there is enough time to perform the one task which absolutely must be 
performed before the charter school "experiment" is expanded; that is to determine 
if charter schools work. This is required by Sect. 47616 of the Education Code. 

COMPREHENSIVE EVALUATION 

It is imperative that a comprehensive evaluation of charter schools take place 
before any consideration is given to increasing the allowable number of such 
schools. Serious questions must be answered before the Legislature allows for the 
severance of all California schools from virtually all state laws and policies. For 
example: 

• Are charter schools more successful than their public school counterparts? 
What data supports the answer to this question? 

• Are charter schools more successful than schools which are not severed 
from state laws and policies, but which operate under school based 
management principles? 

• Current charter school law provides these institutions with hundreds of 
dollars more per student than that which is available to children in regular 
schools. This is due to the fact that programs like special education and 
school transportation are not fully funded by the state, thereby creating a 
significant encroachment into the general fund of school districts. This 
"subsidy" is not shared by charter school students. What is the impact of 
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this inequity on the regular schools of these districts? Is legislation needed 
to correct it? 

• Grade level costs vary widely in unified school districts. The revenue limit for 
these districts is a composite of the elementary and high school district 
revenue limits. Yet current law seems to require that the same amount of 
funding be provided to elementary, middle, and high school charter schools 
in unified school districts. This causes a great deal of strife between charter 
advocates and school district administrators. 

• When petitions for statewide initiative propositions are circulated, the entire 
text of the proposal must be attached. Yet, teachers are being asked to sign 
charter petitions which are either incomplete, or which change significantly 
before they are presented to the school board. Should this be remedied 
through legislation? 

These are but a few of the issues which should be included in a comprehensive 
evaluation of what was described as a "pilot" when it was presented to the 
Legislature in 1992. 

The charter school concept is new and untested. We cannot imagine why the 
legislature would rush to expand it without some evidence of its success. 
Therefore, we urge you to refrain from agreeing to any bill which expands the 
number of charter schools this year. Instead, we suggest that a comprehensive 
evaluation be developed and implemented, the results of which should be used to 
determine the future of charter schools, as required by state law. 
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Ernie iarrocchi 
Legislative Advocate 
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