	
	
	



	
	
	







To:           The [INSERT BOARD NAME]
 
From:     [INSERT ORGANIZATION] 
 
Subject:	 Report Regarding the [INSERT CHARTER NAME] Charter Renewal
 
Date:       [INSERT DATE]
 
 
The [OVERSIGHT AGENCY] oversees charter schools on behalf of the [AUTHORIZING AGENCY] Board of Education. For petition review, the designated [COE/District] charter school contact chairs a review committee to prepare a staff report containing findings of fact, as required by California Education Code (EC) § 47605(b). This Renewal Report provides review details and findings of fact related to the Renewal Petition.
 
I. SUMMARY
[FINAL STEP: INSERT A 2-3 PARAGRAPH SUMMARY OF THE REPORT, INCLUDING AN INDICATION OF WHETHER THE PETITION MEETS REQUIREMENTS FOR RENEWAL]

II. BACKGROUND  
Lead petitioner [INSERT NAME/TITLE], is seeking charter renewal for [CHARTER SCHOOL] from the [NAME] Board of Education (ABBREVIATION). The Renewal Petition, submitted on [DATE], covers a proposed renewal charter term from [DATE] through [DATE]. [CHARTER SCHOOL] began serving students on [INSERT DATE].  The Charter was renewed in [DATE] and [SUBSEQUENT DATES] for five-year terms. The most recent renewal term was extended through [DATE], under the provisions of EC § 47607.4.
[CHARTER SCHOOL] serves approximately [###] students in grades [ENTER GRADES SERVED]. [CHARTER SCHOOL] is a [LOCALLY OR DIRECT]-funded, [TYPE OF PROGRAM: NONCLASSROOM BASED, SEAT BASED] program located at [ADDRESS].

 [INSERT ANY ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTIONS AND DEMOGRAPHIC DATA RELEVANT TO THE RENEWAL, e.g., 47602 below].
 
III. CHARTER RENEWAL LEGAL STANDARDS
Timeline
In compliance with EC § 47605(b), the [AUTHORIZING AGENCY] Board of Education held a Public Hearing to consider the level of support for the petition from teachers employed by the [DISTRICT/COUNTY OFFICE], other employees, and parents. EC § 47605(b) requires that the [AUTHORIZING AGENCY] Board of Education conduct a second public hearing and render its decision on the request within 90 days of receipt of a petition certified complete, unless both parties agree to an extension. The authorizing board is required to publish all staff recommendations, including recommended findings, at least 15 days prior to the determination hearing.
Traditional Charter Renewal
California charter school renewal petitions are reviewed against the applicable standards and criteria established in EC §§ 47607 and 47607.2. Renewals are governed by the standards and criteria in EC Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act EC § 47605, including consideration of any new requirements of charter schools enacted into law after the charter was originally granted or last renewed. When a renewal petition includes a proposed expansion to additional sites or grade levels, the school must request a material revision, which is evaluated under EC § 47605 standards, including an evaluation of the impact of the proposed change. The findings in paragraphs (7) and (8) of subdivision (c) of EC § 47605 (community interest and fiscal impact) may not be used to deny renewal of an existing charter school.  It may be used to deny a proposed expansion.
Under EC §§ 47607 and 47607.2, the authorizing board must consider schoolwide and numerically significant pupil student group performance on state and local indicators in the evaluation rubrics adopted pursuant to EC § 52064.5, giving greater weight to measurements of academic performance on statewide assessments.  
Description of Renewal Criteria and Standards 

Data Indicators for Renewal Evaluation 
The California Dashboard displays academic and non-academic outcomes. Academic Indicators include state English-Language Arts (ELA), Mathematics, English Learner Progress, College/Career Readiness and Science Indicators. These indicators are used to determine a traditional charter school’s renewal track. 
· Middle Performance Criteria: Schools are placed in this category when they meet neither the criteria for presumptive renewal based on high performance status nor for presumptive non-renewal based on low performance status. 
· High Performance Criteria: Schools with all blue and green Dashboard indicators or those outperforming the state on specific academic indicators, schoolwide, and for applicable student groups. There is a presumption that the school will be renewed. 
· Low Performance Criteria: Schools with all red and orange Dashboard indicators or those performing below the state on specific academic indicators, schoolwide, and at the student group level. There is a presumption that the school will not be renewed. Specific requirements must be met for the charter to be renewed.
Student group data comparisons with the State are not factored into renewal tier placement when a specific group’s statewide performance exceeds the state’s overall performance. In the previous two Dashboard years, White, Asian, Filipino, and Two or More Races student groups' performance on academic indicators exceeded the Statewide performance. 
Non-Academic Indicators are described as Academic Engagement and Conditions & Climate. Engagement indicators include K-8 Chronic Absenteeism and 9-12 Graduation Rate. The Suspension Rate measures conditions and Climate.
All other renewal criteria, findings, and procedural requirements in EC §§ 47605, 47607, and 47607.2 remain fully applicable, including:
· The requirements and procedures outlined in § 47605;
· Schoolwide and subgroup performance on the applicable metrics (where data are available);
· The EC § 47607(e) fiscal, governance, and “not serving all pupils” findings (with 30-day notice and opportunity to cure); and
· The applicable renewal term options: 
· High Performing: The authorizing Board has the discretion to approve a 5-, 6-, or 7- year term.
· Middle Performing: The authorizing Board may only approve a five-year term.
· Low-Performing: The authorizing Board shall not renew the petition unless it makes specific findings in accordance with EC § 47607.2(a)(4), in which case it can approve a two-year term. 

IV. CHARTER PETITION REVIEW COMMITTEE ANALYSIS
[INSTRUCTIONS: USE BOLDED UNDERLINED HEADERS (EXAMPLES PROVIDED BELOW) AND WRITE A NARRATIVE ANALYSIS RESPONDING TO EACH QUESTION. INCLUDE ONLY DATA RELEVANT TO THE ANALYSIS. PLACE ALL OTHER DATA IN APPENDIX AS ADDITIONAL SUPPORTING DATA.]
	Renewal Tier: (High, middle, low)

	Does the evidence demonstrate that the Charter School, despite its Middle Performance designation, has failed to meet or make sufficient progress toward meeting standards that provide a benefit to the pupils of the school, and that closure of the charter school is in the best interest of pupils with greater weight applied to schoolwide academic performance measurements and the performance of all numerically significant student groups?

	(Y/N/NA and color code for attention)

	Is there evidence supporting a two-year renewal term, despite presumptive non-renewal for a Low-Performance designation, based on the Charter School
· Taking meaningful steps to address the underlying cause or causes of low performance, and
· Demonstrating measurable increases in academic achievement or strong postsecondary outcomes?

	(Y/N/NA and color code for attention)

	Is there evidence aligned with academic performance that will support a renewal term of 6 or 7 years for a High-Performance designation, as opposed to a standard five-year term?  

	(Y/N/NA and color code for attention)


Analysis of State Academic Performance Outcomes

Analysis of Additional Achievement Outcomes


	Are there serious governance or fiscal concerns that have been properly noticed by the authorizing board, AND has the Charter’s corrective action plan been unsuccessful, or are the violations severe enough that the plan is unlikely to be viable?  (EC § 47607(e))  

	(Y/N/NA and color code for attention)




Governance Review




Fiscal Review




	Based on cumulative enrollment patterns, attrition rates (including mid-year and inter-year departures disaggregated by subgroups), and associated academic performance data as required under EC § 47607(e), does the charter school appear to be serving all pupils who wish to attend?

	Date Board Approved Notice:
	Date Notice Delivered: 


	(Y/N/NA and color code for attention)



Demographic Data Analysis


Complaints



	Does the Petition meet the standards and criteria described in Section 47605, including but not limited to a reasonably comprehensive description of all required elements, any new requirement of charter schools enacted into law after the charter was originally granted or last renewed, and required affirmations, declarations, and assurances?

	(Y/N/NA and color code for attention)



Certification of Completion



Required Assurances



Material Revisions



Complete and Comprehensive Petition




V. CHARTER PETITION REVIEW COMMITTEE FINDINGS OF FACT
In California, charter school renewal decisions are based on academic performance, fiscal and organizational stability, and compliance with state and federal law.  The chartering authority may deny a charter renewal only upon making written findings, setting forth specific facts to support the findings that
1. Pursuant to EC § 47607.2(b)(3), the Charter School has failed to meet or make sufficient progress toward meeting standards that provide a benefit to the pupils of the school, that closure of the charter school is in the best interest of pupils, and that its decision provided greater weight to performance on measurements of academic performance.
2. Pursuant to EC § 47607.2(a), the authorizing agency shall not renew if either of the following applies for two consecutive years immediately preceding the renewal decision: 
· The charter school has received the two lowest performance levels schoolwide on all the state indicators included in the evaluation rubrics adopted pursuant to EC § 52064.5 for which it receives performance levels.
· For all measurements of academic performance, the charter school has received performance levels schoolwide that are the same or lower than the state average and, for a majority of student groups performing statewide below the state average in each respective year, received performance levels that are lower than the state average.
Notwithstanding the mandatory non-renewal criteria in EC § 47607.2(a), the authorizing agency may renew the charter only upon making both of the following written factual findings, specific to the particular petition and supported by specific facts:
· The charter school is taking meaningful steps to address the underlying cause or causes of low performance, and those steps are reflected, or will be reflected, in a written plan adopted by the governing body of the charter school; and
· There is clear and convincing evidence, demonstrated by verified data as defined in subdivision (c), showing either: 
· The school achieved measurable increases in academic achievement, as defined by at least one year’s progress for each year in school; or 
· Strong postsecondary outcomes, as defined by college enrollment, persistence, and completion rates, are equal to those of similar peers.
3. The school is demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition due to substantial fiscal or governance factors, or is not serving all pupils who wish to attend pursuant to requirements outlined in EC § 47607 subdivisions (d) and (e).
4. The submitted petition does not adhere to the standards and criteria described in EC § 47605 and may be denied under subdivision (c), except paragraphs (7) and (8).
This Renewal Report provides two options to support the [AUTHORIZING AGENCY] in its determination whether to approve or to deny [CHARTER SCHOOL]’s renewal Petition.
[INSTRUCTIONS FOR APPROVAL OPTIONS:  KEEP THE APPLICABLE APPROVAL OPTION & DELETE THE OTHERS]
Option 1: Middle-Performance Approval
Should the [AUTHORIZING ANGENCY] Board of Education approve the renewal for a five-year term from [ENTER CHARTER TERM], written findings of fact need not be adopted based on assignment of the Middle-Performance Tier. Minimal concerns can be addressed by directing authorizing agency staff to draft specified language into a Memorandum of Understanding between the Charter School and Authorizing Board and incorporate the MOU into the approved charter.
[OR]
Option 1: Low-Performance Approval 
Should the [AUTHORIZING ANGENCY] Board of Education approve the renewal of [CHARTER] School, based on the assignment of the Low-Performance Tier, both of the following findings must be adopted:
1) The charter school is taking meaningful steps to address the underlying cause or causes of low performance, and those steps are reflected, or will be reflected, in a written plan adopted by the governing body of the charter school.
2) There is clear and convincing evidence that shows either of the following:
· The school achieved measurable increases in academic achievement, as defined by at least one year’s progress for each year in school. OR
· There exist strong postsecondary outcomes, as defined by college enrollment, persistence, and completion rates equal to similar peers.
[OR]
Option 1: High-Performance Approval
Should the [AUTHORIZING ANGENCY] Board of Education approve the renewal of [CHARTER] School, based on the assignment of the High-Performance Tier, it must establish approval for a five- [ENTER TERM], six- [ENTER TERM], or seven- year [ENTER TERM] term. Written findings of fact need not be adopted based on the assigned tier. Minimal concerns can be addressed by directing authorizing agency staff to draft specified language into a Memorandum of Understanding between the Charter School and Authorizing Board and incorporate the MOU into the approved charter.
-OR-
[INSTRUCTIONS FOR DENIAL OPTIONS: KEEP THE APPLICABLE DENIAL OPTION & DELETE THE OTHERS]
Option 2: Middle-Performance Denial
Should the [AUTHORIZING AGENCY] Board of Education deny the renewal of [CHARTER] School, with an assignment of Middle-Performance Tier, the Board must make written findings specific to support the denial based on at least one of the following: 
1. Charter School has failed to meet or make sufficient progress toward meeting standards that provide a benefit to the pupils of the school, that closure of the charter school is in the best interest of pupils, and that its decision provided greater weight to performance on measurements of academic performance.
2. The submitted petition does not adhere to the standards and criteria described in EC § 47605 and may be denied under subdivision (c), except paragraphs (7) and (8).
3. The school is demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition due to substantial fiscal or governance factors, or is not serving all pupils who wish to attend pursuant to requirements outlined in EC § 47607(e).
[3. THE CHARTERING AUTHORITY MAY DENY RENEWAL ONLY BY MAKING EITHER OF THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS: (1) THE CORRECTIVE ACTION PROPOSED BY THE CHARTER SCHOOL HAS BEEN UNSUCCESSFUL. (2) THE VIOLATIONS ARE SUFFICIENTLY SEVERE AND PERVASIVE AS TO RENDER A CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN UNVIABLE.]
In this event, it is strongly recommended that the Board adopt the following findings:
[INSTRUCTIONS: SUMMARIZE FINDINGS TO SUPPORT THE BOARD IN MAKING THE RESOLUTION].
· Finding: Description
· Finding: Description
· Finding: Description
· Finding: Description
[OR]

Option 2: Low-Performance Denial
Should the [AUTHORIZING ANGENCY] Board of Education deny the renewal of [CHARTER] School based on the assignment of the Low-Performance Tier, written findings of fact need not be adopted based on the assigned tier.
[OR]
Option 2: High-Performance Denial
Should the [AUTHORIZING AGENCY] Board of Education deny the renewal of [CHARTER] School based on the assignment of the High-Performance Tier, the Board must make written findings specific to support the denial based on at least one of the following:
1. The school is demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition due to substantial fiscal or governance factors, or is not serving all pupils who wish to attend pursuant to requirements outlined in EC § 47607 subdivisions (d) and (e). 
 [1. REQUIRES THAT THE AUTHORIZING BOARD ISSUES A CORRECTIVE ACTION LETTER AS OUTLINED IN EC § 47607(e).  THE CHARTERING AUTHORITY MAY DENY RENEWAL ONLY BY MAKING EITHER OF THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS:
· THE CORRECTIVE ACTION PROPOSED BY THE CHARTER SCHOOL HAS BEEN UNSUCCESSFUL.
· THE VIOLATIONS ARE SUFFICIENTLY SEVERE AND PERVASIVE AS TO RENDER A CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN UNVIABLE.]
2. The submitted petition does not adhere to the standards and criteria described in Section 47605 and may be denied under subdivision (c), except paragraphs (7) and (8).
In this event, it is strongly recommended that the Board adopt the following findings:
[INSTRUCTIONS: SUMMARIZE FINDINGS TO SUPPORT THE BOARD IN MAKING THE RESOLUTION].
· Finding: Description
· Finding: Description
· Finding: Description
· Finding: Description

VI. ADDITIONAL DATA SUPPORTING ANALYSIS

[INSTRUCTIONS: COMPLETE DATA TABLES.  THE FIRST ONE IS COMPLETED AS AN EXAMPLE AND IT SHOULD BE UPDATED TO REFLECT ACCURATE YEARS, GRADE LEVELS, STUDENT GROUPS, SCHOOL COMPARISONS AND DATA. COPY ANY RELEVANT TABLES TO THE REVIEW ANALYSIS. WRITE A BRIEF SUMMARY OF CONTENT FOR ANY TABLES REMAINING IN THIS SECTION AS ‘ADDITIONAL SUPPORTING DATA.’]

State Academic Performance Outcomes

2025 State Assessment Participation Rates  
Source: California Dashboard Additional Reports
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2-Year English Language Arts Indicator Comparison to State
Source: CA Dashboard
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English-Language Arts-Distance from Standard
Source: California Dashboard
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*No performance color is assigned when the cohort group is <30.

CAASPP ELA Percent of Students that Meet/Exceed Standard
Source: Data Quest CAASPP Test Results
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*No performance color is assigned when the cohort group is <30.

2-Year Math Indicator Comparison to State
Source: CA Dashboard
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Math Distance from Standard
Source: California Dashboard
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*No performance color is assigned when the cohort group is <30.
Math Percent of Students that Meet/Exceed Standard
Source: Data Quest CAASPP Test Results
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*No performance color is assigned when the cohort group is <30.


2-Year Science Indicator Comparison to State
Source: CA Dashboard
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*No performance color was assigned in 2024

Science-Distance from Standard
Source: California Dashboard
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*No performance color is assigned when the cohort group is <30.

Science Percent of Students that Meet/Exceed Standard
Source: Data Quest CAASPP Test Results
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*No performance color is assigned when the cohort group is <30.

2-Year College/Career Indicator (4/5-Year Cohort) Comparison to State
Source: CA Dashboard
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College/Career Indicator- 4/5 Year Cohort Percent Prepared
Source: California Dashboard
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*No performance color is assigned when the student group is <30.

State Non-Academic Performance Outcomes
Graduation Rate – 4/5 Year Cohort
Source: California Dashboard
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*No performance color is assigned when the cohort group is <30.
Local School Comparison
Dropout Rate – 4-Year Cohort
Source: Data Quest Four-Year Adjusted Cohort Graduation Rate and Outcome Data
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Suspension Rate
Source: California Dashboard
	Student Groups
	Year
	Year
	Year
	Year
	Year

	Group
	
	
	
	
	

	Group
	
	
	
	
	

	Group
	
	
	
	
	

	Group
	
	
	
	
	

	Group
	
	
	
	
	

	SCHOOLWIDE
	
	
	
	
	


Local School Comparison
Suspension Rate
Source: California Dashboard
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Chronic Absenteeism Rate (Grades TK-8)
Source: California Dashboard
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Chronic Absenteeism Rate (Grades TK-12) 
Source: Data Quest Absenteeism Data
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Student Group Enrollment Trends
Source: DataQuest/ California Dashboard
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[YEAR] Enrollment Comparison
Source: DataQuest/ California Dashboard
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