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[bookmark: _Toc222472144]Data Preparation Guidance
The preparation and application of data to the renewal cycle are multifaceted, complex, and time-consuming tasks for authorizers and charter school leaders to undertake during the renewal process. Due to the complexity of the work and the high-stakes decisions that it informs, it is crucial that authorizing agencies build related oversight procedures and capacity in the early years of the charter term.
[bookmark: _Toc222472145]Authorizer Data Collection
[bookmark: _Toc222472146]California Dashboard Data Disaggregation
California Education Code (EC) Section 47607(c) states that the chartering authority shall consider a school’s performance on the state and local indicators from the California School Dashboard as an additional factor for determining whether to grant a charter renewal. This additional criterion serves as a primary data source for analyzing a charter school’s academic, engagement, and climate performance and for determining the eligible term for the pending renewal. This means understanding how to document annual progress following the Dashboard's annual release is crucial for authorizers. 
Refer to the California Department of Education’s (CDE) five-page guidance document, “Determining Charter School Performance Category” (dated January 2026), for how the performance categories and renewal tiers are determined for charter schools that do not have Dashboard Alternative School Status (DASS). This guidance document also can support the annual development of a legally compliant data reporting system. DASS charter schools are not evaluated using this criterion; DASS data is addressed separately. The CDE annually publishes a Charter School Performance Category Data File when new performance levels (High, Middle, and Low) are determined for all charter schools. The most recent Data File, and Data Files from past years, can be found on the CDE’s webpage on Performance Categories.
The following process is summarized from the CDE tool for annual data collection and reporting in the first four years of a charter term leading up to renewal, which can also then be used to determine a school’s renewal tier based on Criterion 1 (Performance Colors) or Criterion 2 (Status) in a review of the two previous years’ data.


Overview of Criterion 1 (Performance Colors)
To be eligible for renewal under Criterion 1, a charter must have at least two school-level academic indicators in each of the previous two years. Academic indicators include only ELA (English Language Arts), math, college and career readiness, English learner performance (the English Language Performance Indicator, or ELPI), and science. Schools that do not meet these requirements can only qualify under Criterion 2. The California School Dashboard data for schools that do meet these requirements is further evaluated as follows:
To be classified as a high-performing school under Criterion 1, a school must have earned a blue and/or green rating on all state indicators for two years. The other state indicators, in addition to the academic indicators, are chronic absenteeism, graduation rate (for high schools), and suspension rate. These schools are eligible for presumptive renewal. 
A school is considered low-performing under Criterion 1 when it has received red and/or orange ratings on all state indicators for two consecutive years. Such a school is eligible for presumptive non-renewal. However, conditions may exist under which a charter school can still be renewed. 
Overview of Criterion 2 (Status)
Schools not eligible for renewal under Criterion 1 are evaluated against the conditions of Criterion 2.  
The following conditions apply to Criterion 2: 
· The review is limited to the five academic indicators previously described. However, student groups that statewide performed at or above the statewide average must be omitted from consideration in this process. In 2023 through 2025, the White, Asian, Filipino, and Two or More Races groups met or exceeded the average statewide status and therefore were omitted from the process.
· The review is limited to only those academic indicators with a color, meaning there are more than 30 students included in the group's data at the school.
· Criterion 2 reviews both the overall status of the school and of each qualifying student group.
· The data is compared directly to the state’s status (statewide average).
· The status is the distance from standard expressed in a positive or negative number of points.
[bookmark: _Toc222472147]Renewal Tier Calculation
Disaggregate California School Dashboard data for a high-performing determination under Criterion 2:  
· Schools that have a performance color for all academic indicators received an overall Status that is the same or higher than the overall state average. 
· After omitting previously described student groups that met or outperformed state performance, review the following: 
· For each academic indicator, identify the student groups with a color that scored lower than their respective student group's statewide average. 
· There must be at least two remaining student groups that receive a color.
· The total number of student groups can be across the two previous Dashboard years.
· Student groups must have at least two academic indicators in each of the two years.
· The two academic indicators do not need to be the same indicator each year.
· A school meets the conditions to be classified as high-performing under Criterion 2 when, for each academic indicator for each year, a majority of the school’s student groups scored higher than the statewide average for their respective student group. These schools are eligible for presumptive renewal. However, certain conditions may still exist under which a charter school in this tier can be nonrenewed. 
[bookmark: _Toc222472148]Renewal Tier Calculations
Using the same Criterion 2 conditions, disaggregate California School Dashboard data for a low-performing determination under Criterion 2: 
· Schools that have a performance color for all academic indicators received an overall Status that is the same or lower than the overall state average. 
· After omitting previously described student groups that met or outperformed state performance, review the following: 
· For each academic indicator, identify the student groups with a color that scored higher than their respective student group's statewide average. 
· There must be at least two remaining student groups that receive a color.
· The total number of student groups can be across the two previous Dashboard years.
· Student groups must have at least two academic indicators in each of the two years.
· The two academic indicators do not need to be the same indicator each year.
· A school meets the conditions to be classified as low performing under Criterion 2 when, for each academic indicator for each year, a majority of the school’s student groups scored lower than the statewide average for their respective student group. These schools face presumptive non-renewal. However, certain conditions may still exist under which a charter school can be renewed. 
When a school does not meet the requirements for high or low performance under either Criterion, or when the school has fewer than two remaining student groups, the school is automatically placed in the Middle performance tier. High- and middle-performing designations are eligible for presumptive renewal. For more information on presumptive renewal, refer to the Review Process section of this document.
[bookmark: _Toc222472149]School Data Expectations Established by Legislation
Valid and Reliable Data Presentation
Until January 2026, when a charter school provides verified data, the Education Code required the authorizer to consider it, provided it met the requirements of the State Board of Education's academic progress and postsecondary indicators and established criteria, adopted as described at the May 2023 meeting (Attachment 1 of Agenda Item 2) pursuant to EC Section 47607.2. Amendments to the criteria are described in the approved May 2023 Meeting Minutes.
IMPORTANT: The mandate for Verified Data, as established and defined in EC Section 47607.2, was automatically repealed on January 1, 2026. However, authorizers still may wish to consider a school’s Verified Data voluntarily for a more robust picture of the school’s performance, especially for certain grade levels. In addition, the authorizer and school may have formalized their agreement on the use of Verified Data in a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) or other instrument that remains in effect. Finally, as of this writing legislation is under consideration to restablish the requirement that has sunsetted. For now this section describes the Verified Data provisions that had been in place, but it can be revised to fit local context while still maintaining the importance of receiving only valid and reliable data from the Charter school. 
Additionally, EC Section 47607(c)(6) still states, “for purposes of this section and Section 47607.2, if the dashboard indicators are not yet available for the most recently completed academic year before renewal, the chartering authority shall consider verifiable data provided by the charter school related to the dashboard indicators, such as data from the California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress, or any successor system, for the most recent academic year.” Note that “verifiable” data here is not the same as “Verified Data” as defined in elsewhere in the Education Code; rather, it signals that the authorizer must be able to independently confirm the validity of the data proposed to fill the data lag described.
Criteria Defining Verified Data
The following criteria were adopted to define Verified Data: 
1. Data eligibility: The data relied on for purposes of renewal shall be from one or more of the data sources (assessments or postsecondary outcomes) adopted by the SBE for verified data under EC Section 47607.2.
2. Participation: To be eligible for inclusion as verified data, a data source (assessment or postsecondary outcome) must include the results of at least 95 percent of eligible students. In the case of academic progress information, the charter school must demonstrate that it has administered the assessment to, and included the results of, at least 95 percent of pupils for whom the assessment is appropriate. An authorizer may consider evidence of the impacts of global pandemic or natural disasters on participation and may waive this requirement if there is evidence that selection bias has not occurred (e.g., the school has not excluded students who are likely to score lower, on average, than students who took the assessment). To put data in context, the charter school’s enrollment must be included (by grade, if appropriate). Additionally, the number of missing students (in the postsecondary data) or those who were not tested must be identified. 
3. Disaggregation: The data includes information so that student groups may be identified, considered, and, for postsecondary data, compared with statewide or districtwide data results for similar pupils.
4. Student groups: The data includes all student groups that have at least 11 students (using the groups and minimum size for reporting from the California Dashboard) for assessments that report student data for those groups.
5. Methodology: Academic progress and postsecondary outcomes data are to be shown using a methodology consistent with the recommendations adopted by the SBE within this item.
Verified Data Use Procedures
The implementation process for Verified Data was required to reflect appropriate data use, including:
1. Flexibility: Neither the charter school nor the chartering authority is required to use any verified data source.
2. Multiple measures: The charter school may present, and the chartering authority may consider multiple verified data sources.
3. Transparency: The charter school and chartering authority shall share the data relied on for purposes of renewal with each other (and other authorizing entities in case of an appeal) in a manner that allows each to understand and verify the data.
4. Security: The charter school shall affirm that the assessment results used for verified data reflect no major assessment irregularities, and the school shall report any minor irregularities to the authorizer. In particular, the charter school shall affirm that the assessments were administered as intended and that the assessment results were obtained by pupils, without assistance other than approved test accommodations necessary to provide the student access to the assessment program and the ability to demonstrate his/her knowledge and skills. Upon request, the charter school shall provide the authorizer with additional information about test administration and security.
5. Longitudinal progress: The charter school shall present data based on measuring the same pupils at multiple points in time. The data from different points in time shall not be composed of a different set of pupils.
6. Differences from the California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress (CAASPP): The charter school shall present data for the student groups whose CAASPP performance placed the school in the middle or low-performance tier when appropriate data for those student groups is available. Appropriate data will meet the minimum sample size for the student group and, wherever possible, be considered in terms of student group norms.
7. Comparability: For purposes of reporting post-secondary outcomes, comparisons to similar peers may include, but are not limited to, similar demographics, pupil subgroups, first-time college attendance, or other similar circumstances, such as school closures and/or evacuation orders for a portion of the academic year, to the extent such information is available. If no data on similar peers are available, comparisons may be made to statewide data that includes all traditional and charter schools serving a similar grade span.
8. CAASPP for English language arts/literacy and mathematics: Specified CAASPP-reported data can only be used in a manner consistent with the data reported on the CAASPP website and the Dashboard. CAASPP data and methodologies for analyzing CAASPP data (e.g., CORE Student Growth Percentiles) that are mutually agreed upon by the chartering authority and charter school may be used to supplement Dashboard results. However, CAASPP data may not be used to dispute the Dashboard results.
9. Pandemic/Natural Disaster Considerations: The charter school may present evidence of learning disruptions due to the COVID-19 pandemic and/or natural disasters, which resulted in school closures.
Publisher guidance on understanding the student-level achievement of progress over one year is provided in table format on pages 25-35 of this document.
Early and Proactive Approach to Verified Data Collection
Due to the technical nature of data collection and the local assessment platform’s functionality, it is strongly recommended that the authorizer reach a mutual agreement with the charter school regarding verified data submission requirements at the beginning of the charter term.  Regardless of whether data will be used for renewal purposes, it is best practice to establish consistent data submission practices that provide valid, reliable, and verifiable data. Best practice is to begin the local assessment data collection process in Year 1 of the charter term and hold charter school accountable for submitting annual local assessment data that documents growth in the manner described. This information will contribute to the Annual Performance Progress Report and the Appendix Staff Report (available in the CCAP Authorizer Toolkit under the Resources tab at calauthorizers.org), providing valuable and actionable insights for the authorizing agency leading up to renewal. If the school chooses to submit verified data at renewal, the authorizing agency will be reasonably assured that it has met the legal requirements for data collection and submission. 
Data Responsibility
While establishing expectations and providing clarity through collaboration can negate the negative impact of last-minute discoveries that data is non-compliant, the charter school leadership team and governing bodies bear responsibility for making a valid and legally compliant case for renewal.
[bookmark: _Toc222472151]DASS-eligible Alternative Metrics
DASS charter school renewals are also described in Education Code Section 47607(c), which states that the previous Dashboard analysis process shall not apply to a charter school that is eligible for alternate methods for calculating the state and local indicators pursuant to subdivision (d) of EC Section 52064.5, otherwise known as a DASS school. Therefore, the high, middle, or low performance categories are not determined for these schools.
While this provision is not intended to negate the importance of progress on the California Dashboard Indicators, it is designed to provide DASS-eligible schools with the means to demonstrate successes. This section of Education Codes states that the authorizer shall consider, in addition to the charter school’s performance on the state and local indicators included in the evaluation rubrics adopted pursuant to subdivision (c) of EC Section 52064.5, the charter school’s performance on alternative metrics applicable to the charter school based on the pupil population served. 
EC Section 47607(c0(7) requires the chartering authority to meet with the charter school during the first year of the charter school’s term to mutually agree to discuss alternative metrics to be considered for renewal. This provision calls for the authorizer to notify the charter school of the alternative metrics to be used within 30 days of this meeting. 
An authorizer may deny a DASS charter renewal only upon making written findings, setting forth specific facts to support the findings, that the closure of the charter school is “in the best interest of pupils.”
[bookmark: _Toc222472152]Establishing Internal Annual Authorizer Data Systems
Authorizers should have an established data-tracking system to address the core question: Is the charter school’s educational program a success? 
This question is evaluated based on one of two tracks:   
1. Traditional Renewal Track 
The academic achievement indicators provide an overview of the school’s performance on the California School Dashboard. These indicators compare school data against state data and carry more weight in renewal decisions. They are used with schools on a traditional renewal track. 
2. DASS Renewal Track  
Although academic achievement is not the primary indicator for Dashboard Alternative Status Schools (DASS) renewals, evaluating the educational program’s effectiveness and progress over time remains relevant to the overall evaluation of DASS schools at the time of renewal.    

Examples of the data tables for follow. Visit CCAP’s online Resource Library to access the Annual Report Toolkit for a full model annual report. For samples of the final two-year comparison data, see the Findings of Fact part of this Toolkit.
 
1. Academic Performance Indicators 
This indicator is based on student academic performance, including the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments, administered annually to students in grades 3–8 and 11, English Learner Progress, and the College and Career Indicator. All data for eligible populations are sourced from the school’s California School Dashboard profile.  
Participation rates of less than 95% result in students receiving the Lowest Obtainable Scale Score (LOSS), which negatively impacts overall performance data. 
	Measure 1a. Most Current State Assessment Participation Rates  

	Spring  
	Overall 
	Student Groups (>10)
Below 95% 

	ELA  
	 
	 

	Math  
	 
	 

	ELPAC  
	 
	 


 
Statewide Academic Performance Metric Comparison  
Performance is based on the current year's status (average) and the performance color on the California Dashboard. Status is the “statewide average” for academic Measures. An average is much more precise than a color.  
Distance from Standard: how far, on average, students are from the lowest possible score to meet the standard. 
To determine whether a school is “On-Track” for renewal, student groups performing above the “All” student group statewide Distance from Standard are marked NA and excluded from the analyses in alignment with the State Renewal Criterion 2: Status for all academic measures with 30 or more students, including student groups.  
	Measure 1b: Most Current English Language Arts Performance 

	Group 
	Distance from Standard and Performance Color
	State Data
	Status Comparison
(Above, At, Below)

	All Students 
	 
	 
	 

	English Learners 
	 
	 
	 

	Long-Term EL 
	 
	 
	 

	Disabilities 
	 
	 
	 

	Homeless 
	 
	 
	 

	Foster Youth 
	 
	 
	 

	SE Disadvantaged 
	 
	 
	 

	American Indian 
	 
	 
	 

	Asian 
	 
	 
	 

	African American 
	 
	 
	 

	Filipino 
	 
	 
	 

	Hispanic 
	 
	 
	 

	Pacific Islander 
	 
	 
	 

	Two or More Races 
	 
	 
	 

	White 
	 
	 
	 


 
	Measure 1c: Most Current Mathematics Performance 

	Group 
	Points from Standard and Performance Color
	State Data
	Status Comparison
(Above, At, Below)

	All Students 
	 
	 
	 

	English Learners 
	 
	 
	 

	Long-Term ELs 
	 
	 
	 

	Disabilities 
	 
	 
	 

	Homeless 
	 
	 
	 

	Foster Youth 
	 
	 
	 

	SE Disadvantaged 
	 
	 
	 

	American Indian 
	 
	 
	 

	Asian 
	 
	 
	 

	African American 
	 
	 
	 

	Filipino 
	 
	 
	 

	Hispanic 
	 
	 
	 

	Pacific Islander 
	 
	 
	 

	Two or More Races 
	 
	 
	 

	White 
	 
	 
	 


 
	Measure 1d: Most Current English Learner Progress (ELPI) Performance 

	Group
	Percent Progressing and Performance Level
	State Data
	Status Comparison
(Above, At, Below)

	English Learner 
	 
	 
	 

	Lont-Term EL 
	 
	 
	 


 
	Measure 1e: Most Current College-Career Indicator Performance 

	Group 
	Percentage Prepared and Performance Color
	State Rate
	Status Comparison
(Above, At, Below)

	All Students 
	 
	 
	 

	English Learners 
	 
	 
	 

	Long-Term ELs 
	 
	 
	 

	Disabilities 
	 
	 
	 

	Homeless 
	 
	 
	 

	Foster Youth 
	 
	 
	 

	SE Disadvantaged 
	 
	 
	 

	American Indian 
	 
	 
	 

	Asian 
	 
	 
	 

	African American 
	 
	 
	 

	Filipino 
	 
	 
	 

	Hispanic 
	 
	 
	 

	Pacific Islander 
	 
	 
	 

	Two or More Races 
	 
	 
	 

	White 
	 
	 
	 



2. Engagement and Climate Performance Indicators 
Additional California School Dashboard metrics provide context for a school's successful implementation of the approved educational program. The school's data is not compared to the statewide data to determine a performance level or rating, but the state rate does provide useful contextual information. The school should show evidence of continuous improvement based on performance over time. 
	Measure 2a: K-8 Chronic Absenteeism  

	Group 
	Percent Chronically Absent
and Performance Color
	State Rate

	All Students 
	 
	 

	English Learners 
	 
	 

	Long-Term English Learners 
	 
	 

	Students with Disabilities 
	 
	 

	Homeless 
	 
	 

	Foster Youth 
	 
	 

	SE Disadvantaged 
	 
	 

	American Indian 
	 
	 

	Asian 
	 
	 

	African American 
	 
	 

	Filipino 
	 
	 

	Hispanic 
	 
	 

	Pacific Islander 
	 
	 

	Two or More Races 
	 
	 

	White 
	 
	 


 
	Measure 2b: Graduation Rate 

	Group 
	Percent Graduated
and Performance Color
	State Rate

	All Students 
	 
	 

	English Learners 
	 
	 

	Long-Term English Learners 
	 
	 

	Students with Disabilities 
	 
	 

	Homeless 
	 
	 

	Foster Youth 
	 
	 

	SE Disadvantaged 
	 
	 

	American Indian 
	 
	 

	Asian 
	 
	 

	African American 
	 
	 

	Filipino 
	 
	 

	Hispanic 
	 
	 

	Pacific Islander 
	 
	 

	Two or More Races 
	 
	 

	White 
	 
	 



	Measure 2c: Suspension Rates 

	Group 
	Percent Suspended
and Performance Color
	State Rate

	All Students 
	 
	 

	English Learners 
	 
	 

	Long-Term English Learners 
	 
	 

	Students with Disabilities 
	 
	 

	Homeless 
	 
	 

	Foster Youth 
	 
	 

	SE Disadvantaged 
	 
	 

	American Indian 
	 
	 

	Asian 
	 
	 

	African American 
	 
	 

	Filipino 
	 
	 

	Hispanic 
	 
	 

	Pacific Islander 
	 
	 

	Two or More Races 
	 
	 

	White 
	
	 



3. Local and Post-Secondary Indicators 
The legal requirement that authorizers consider mutually agreed upon “verified data” EC Section 47607.2 defines “verified data” as “assessment data from nationally recognized, valid, peer-reviewed, and reliable sources that are externally produced.” It also includes postsecondary outcomes, defined as “college enrollment, persistence, and completion rates equal to similar peers.” 
To ensure data submitted to the authorizer throughout the charter term is valid, reliable, and admissible at renewal, all assessments measuring academic growth must meet the May 2023 State Board of Education (SBE) state-verified data standard.   



	Measure 3b: Increases in Local Assessment Student Achievement 

	OVERALL AND GROUPS 
	[1ST ASSESSMENT NAME AND ADMIN DATE]
	[ADDITIONAL ASSESSMENT NAME AND ADMIN DATE]

	All Students - Overall Reading 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Low Income 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Homeless 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	English Learner 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Disabilities 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	American Indian/Alaska Native 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Asian 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Black or African American 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Filipino 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Hispanic or Latino 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Middle Eastern 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	White 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	 
	 
	 

	All Students - Overall Math 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Low Income 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Homeless 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	English Learner 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Disabilities 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	American Indian/Alaska Native 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Asian 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Black or African American 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Filipino 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Hispanic or Latino 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Middle Eastern 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Native Hawaiian/Pacific Is 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	White 
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]


 
	Measure 3c:  
Dashboard, Charter, and Other Metrics 
	Source
	Annual Outcome

	California Dashboard Local Indicators 

	Implementation of Academic Standards 
	California Dashboard
	

	Parent and Family Engagement 
	California Dashboard
	

	Conditions and Climate  
	California Dashboard
	

	Basics: Teachers, Instructional Materials, Facilities 
	California Dashboard
	

	Access to a Broad Course of Study 
	California Dashboard
	

	Charter Measurable Pupil Outcomes (Element 2) 

	State Priority 1: Basic 
	[See Element 2]
	

	State Priority 2: State Standards 
	[See Element 2]
	

	State Priority 3: Parent Involvement/Family Engagement 
	[See Element 2]
	

	State Priority 4: Pupil Achievement 
	[See Element 2]
	

	 State Priority 5: Pupil Engagement 
	[See Element 2]
	

	State Priority 6: School Climate 
	[See Element 2]
	

	State Priority 7: Course Access 
	[See Element 2]
	

	State Priority 8: Pupil Outcomes 
	[See Element 2]
	

	[Other Local Metric and Data Source] 
	
	

	[Other Local Metric and Data Source] 
	
	


 
EC Section 47607.2(b)(3)(B) defines strong postsecondary success as college enrollment, persistence, and completion rates equal to those of similar peers.  
Data Source: The school provided the data, which the authorizer verified and reported in accordance with the State Board of Education's guidelines. 
	Measure 3d: Post-Secondary Outcomes 

	Post-Secondary Outcome Metrics 
	Most Recent Year
	Overall Data
	Student Group Data

	DataQuest College-Going Rate 
	
	 
	 

	Cal-PASS Plus HS-Community College Transition 
	
	 
	 

	UC Admissions by School Source 
	
	 
	 

	UC Graduation Rates 
	
	 
	 

	National Student Clearinghouse StudentTracker 
	
	 
	 



DASS STATUS PERFORMANCE (As Applicable) 
Education Code 47607(c)(7) requires the chartering authority to consider the charter school’s performance on alternative metrics applicable to the charter school based on the pupil population served, in addition to the charter school’s performance on the state and local metrics.  
Data Source: The school provided the data, which the authorizer verified and reported in accordance with the State Board of Education guidelines. 
	DASS Alternate Metrics  

	Alternate Metric 
	Data Source
	Annual Outcome
	Expected Outcome
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