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Dear Governor Wilson: 
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I am writing to request your signature on Senate Bill 1264 which 
makes technical and substantive changes to the Charter Schools Act. 
The modifications in the bill will assist existing and proposed 
charter schools and there is no known opposition to the measure. 

As I'm sure you will recall, SB 1448 ,' which you signed in 1992 
authorizes the creation of 100 charter schools in California. Under 
SB 1448, charter school petitioners can apply to a local school 
board to create a charter school and, if approved, by the local 
board, operate under the terms of the charter and otherwise be freed 
from almost all current statutory requirements related to public 
schools. SB 1448 also allows entire school districts to petition 
the State Board of Education to obtain a districtwide charter. 

SB 1264 is a clean-up measure to SB 1448 and includes the following 
changes: 

o Requires that a complete copy of the charter accompany the 
signature page of the charter and specifies that if the 
charter is substantively changed before it goes to the 
school board for action, it must be recirculated for new 
teacher signatures. Under current law a charter petition, 
which effectively describes the entire operation of the 
proposed charter school, must be signed by either 50% of 
the teachers at a school site or by 10% of the . teachers 
within the school district before it is presented to the 
school board for action. Inasmuch as the charter petition 
effectively amounts to the contract under which the school 
will be operated, I believe lf the petition is 
substantively changed through negotiations with the school 
district or other interested groups, that the teachers who 
sign the original charter petition are entitled to review 
it in its final form. 
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0 Establishes an appeal mechanism for char~er · schools whose 
petitions are revoked. _ Under the enabling legislation, we 
established an appeal process through county offices of 
education for charters which were initially turned down by 
school boards. SB 1264 would create a parallel appeals 
process for a charter school whose charter is revoked by a 
school board. 

o Clarifies that, in the case of districtwide charters, the 
State Board of Education, may grant one or more renewals 
of those charters for a period not to exceed five years. 
Under the enabling legislation, we provided that charters 
approved by local school boards could be granted for a 
period not to exceed five years, and the charters could be 
renewed an indefinite number of times. We inadvertently 
failed to grant this same extension period to districtwide 
charters. SB 1264 would correct that oversight. 

o Makes two important changes related to the funding for 
charter schools: 

First, the bill clarifies that the revenue limit provided 
to charter schools can be modified by the parent school 
district, if agreed to in the charter petition, to reflect 
(a) the grade level of instruction at the school or (b) 
services provided by the school district. This change was 
requested by unified school districts which receive a 
single, blended revenue limit for elementary and high 
schools within their districts. For example, this change 
in SB 1264 will allow a unified school district to reduce 
the unified revenue limit amount to an elementary charter 
school to more accurately reflect the cost of providing 
instruction at that grade level~ I stress that this 
change can only occur if it is contained in the charter 
petition. Moreover, the funding adjustment will only be 
made at the local level and in no way increases state 
funding to parent school districts. 

Second, the bill specifically authorizes charter schools 
t ·o receive funds from existing summer school 
apportionments. You may recall that in the enabling 
legislation, we intended to provide funding to charter 
schools equal to funding which would otherwise be provided 
to a traditional public school, including .revenue limit 
funding and categorical funding. However, we failed to 
include summer school apportionments in the original bill. 
SB 1264 will correct that oversight. 

In summary, I think this bill makes important improvements to the 
Charter Schools Act and I respectfu~ly request your approval of 
the measure. 
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