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[bookmark: _Toc59197376][bookmark: _Toc176778970]ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE FRAMEWORK
Core Question: Is the charter school’s education program a success?
[bookmark: _Toc59197377][bookmark: _Toc176778971]Introduction
The Academic Performance Framework is intended as a baseline to institute performance-based accountability for demonstrable pupil outcomes. This framework is aligned with the state accountability system, the renewal standards, and State Board of Education guidance. It is also based on work conducted by the California Charter Authorizing Professionals (CCAP) and the Tri-State Alliance to Improve District-Led Charter Authorizing, the National Association of Charter School Authorizers (NACSA), FCMAT, and the Charter Authorizers Regional Support Network (CARSNet) and vetted through active use in the field.
From a continuous improvement lens, this framework would drive honest and supportive conversations with schools about their academic outcomes and inform an authorizer’s process for differentiated oversight throughout the charter term. Therefore, the framework should be deployed annually for each charter school in the authorizer’s portfolio. By doing so, the authorizer will track previous years’ charter term performance against the established renewal standards, thus creating a longitudinal view of calibrated performance-to-standard that ultimately culminates in high-stakes decisions on renewal.
The framework, combined with the frameworks for finance, operations/governance, and public policy, becomes an annual staff report that measures how well the charter school meets its obligations as outlined in the four core performance questions. The Annual Performance Progress Report provides a longitudinal view of each school’s progress throughout the charter term and summarizes the detailed academic framework for ease of access to the board and public, which becomes an Appendix Staff Report. 
Due to the correlation with high-stakes decision-making, the authorizer should share accurate and objective information to avoid or minimize any misunderstanding by the school and within the community.
[bookmark: _Toc59197379][bookmark: _Toc176778972]

Annotated Framework Structure- Traditional Track
The framework is structured to gauge the academic performance of a charter school’s outcomes using organized indicators, measures, metrics, targets, and ratings. This framework includes three types of data: [footnoteRef:1] [1:  These toolkits are intended as a resource for authorizers. Authorizers should consult legal counsel before finalizing their templates and guidance.] 

CA Dashboard Academic Performance Indicators: Criteria described in EC 47605 for four academic indicators (CA Dashboard ELA and math scores, the English Learner Progress Indicator (ELPI), and the College Career Indicator) applicable to all schools not classified as Dashboard Alternative School Status (DASS), and additional CA Dashboard measures of school climate and engagement. 
“Second Look” Indicators: Indicators and measures that the authorizer and school consider alternative, robust measures of achievement/growth and postsecondary success, including those measures meeting the “second look” and verified data[footnoteRef:2] provisions as outlined in Education Code Section 47607.2(a)(3)(B) and 47607.2(c).  Pursuant to state law, this provision is mandatory for Low-Level schools and optional for Middle-Level schools.  [2:  By January 1, 2021, the state board shall establish criteria to define verified data and identify an approved list of valid and reliable assessments that shall be used for this purpose. https://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/ch/ab1505.asp#verifdata] 

[bookmark: _Hlk175130006]Other Indicators: Consistent with the school’s status and responsibilities as a public school, the data in this group documents whether the school materially complies with applicable laws, rules, regulations, and provisions of the charter petition/MOU, including those relating to students with identified disabilities and those suspected of having a disability, English Learners, and student rights.

This section is not intended to replicate, predict, or replace the official CA Department of Education level assignment for renewal, but rather, indicate whether a school is on the right track (continuously improving) in a manner that would support renewal.
[bookmark: _Toc176778973]Dashboard Alternative School Status and Small n-Size
Even if not required by law, ‘Second Look’ and other indicators are especially useful for small n-size and DASS schools.

There are numerous instances where a school’s mission and population served or small student group sizes will influence the type of measures or availability of measures the authorizer will see through the official CA Dashboard. A few important points related to DASS and schools with small n-sizes[footnoteRef:3]:  [3:  Authorizers should be cautious when using measures based on small n-sizes due to concerns over validity. ] 

This framework intends to align annual performance oversight with renewal standards outlined in the CA Education Code. Schools classified as DASS are not assigned a high, middle, or low level.  When conducting annual oversight of a DASS-eligible school, consider the following: 
CA Dashboard Indicators: Report all performance for a DASS or small-n-size school wherever it is reported through the Dashboard. Despite a DASS classification, academic achievement and measures of a school’s climate and engagement are essential considerations of the school's progress; however, DASS schools should not be compared to state-level data when determining progress.
Alternate Metrics: An authorizer with a small n-size or DASS school should work closely with the school to determine alternative, robust measures of achievement/growth and postsecondary success. Authorizers with schools not meeting n-size requirements for public reporting student group performance through the Dashboard may use Group B measures to highlight student group performance while adhering to pupil privacy protections.
Other Indicators: Consistent with the school’s status and responsibilities as a public school, the data in this group documents whether the school materially complies with applicable laws, rules, regulations, and provisions of the charter petition/MOU, including those relating to students with identified disabilities and those suspected of having a disability, English Learners, and student rights.Common Language
	Terms
	Definition
	Example

	Indicator
	Categories of academic performance
	Student achievement 

	Measure
	General means to evaluate an aspect of an indicator
	State assessment proficiency

	Metrics
	Method of quantifying a measure
	Percentage of students at proficiency or above on state assessment

	Targets
	Thresholds that signify success in meeting the standard of performance for a specific measure
	75 percent of students at or above proficiency

	Rating
	Assignment of a school’s performance into a category based on how the school performs against a target
	If a school meets the target, then meets the standard


[bookmark: _Toc176778974][bookmark: _Toc59197381][bookmark: _Hlk62747022]Template
A ready-to-use template is available in the Annual Staff Report template in the Grab and Go Tools section of this Toolkit.
[bookmark: _Toc176778975]Academic Framework: Annotated Template
1. [bookmark: _Toc59197382][bookmark: _Toc176778976]Academic Performance Indicators
This indicator measures the school's performance in English language arts, mathematics, college/career, and English learner progress. It also provides additional measures of school climate and engagement.
[bookmark: _Toc173498790]Current Year Performance
	On Track for Renewal
	The current year’s data review indicates that the school is proportionately on track for renewal and/or has been assigned a high or high middle renewal level by CDE.

	Progressing Toward Renewal
	The current year’s data review indicates that the school is making substantial gains and/or has been assigned a middle or low middle renewal level by CDE; however, some action may be required.

	Not on Track for Renewal
	The school has failed to make gains and/or is assigned a low renewal level. Action is required.Select a current year progress level from each drop down.  The progress level selected represents an average of all data points and narratives under Metric 1, Metric 2 and Metric 3. See the color fill instructions below.  Use the following fill numbers: 
Blue: #4BACC6 
Purple: #8064A2
Orange: #F79646
Red: #C0504D






	Indicator 1: Academic Performance
	On Track
	Indicator 2: Academic Engagement
	Choose an item.
	Indicator 3: Local & Post Secondary
	Choose an item.
	How did the annual site visit support/validate equity, access, and protection findings?

	Write a short narrative or add bullet points to this field describing how oversight beyond the basic desk audit supports findings.


	Provide a brief explanation for the charter school actions required by the authorizer, as written in the Executive Summary of the Performance Progress Report.

	Write a short narrative or add bullet points to this field explaining why a charter school is not meeting standard and what will be required based on findings.  These requirements will be detailed in the Performance Progress Report.




This Measure is based on student academic performance, including the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments, taken annually by students in grades 3–8 and 11, English Learner Progress, and the College Career Indicator. All data for eligible populations are sourced from the school’s CA Dashboard profile. 
Participation rates of less than 95% result in students receiving the Lowest Obtainable Scale Score (LOSS), which negatively impacts overall performance data.
This section provides detailed data gathered from the CA Dashboard Additional Reports for the most current year.
Hand populate data in the Overall and Student Group fields.




	Measure 1a. Most Current State Assessment Participation Rates 

	Spring 
	Overall 
	Student Groups (>10) 
Below 95% 

	ELA 
	95%
	Hispanic 94%
Low Income 93%
Special Ed 91%

	Math 
	96%
	Hispanic 94%
Low Income 94%
Special Ed 91%

	ELPAC 
	98%
	



Statewide Academic Performance Metric Comparison 
Performance is based on the current year's status (average) and performance color on the CA Dashboard. Status is the ‘statewide average’ for academic metrics. 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. 






This section provides detailed data gathered from the CA Dashboard for the most current year. When entering data begin by marking student groups that outperformed the state with NA in the State Comparison column.  Then, fill in both the school’s and the state’s distance from standard and performance color.  When populating student group data, be sure to open the ‘No Performance Color’ details and gather any status data (distance from standard) for student groups between 11 and 30 students.
Do not populate the state comparison column when a group does not have a performance color. State comparison is based on the status (distance from standard) not the performance color. 
Hand populate data with labels.  Refer to the instructions below for color fill instructions. 
Reminder: Do not complete the state comparison if charter schools are classified as DASS.









	Measure 1b: Most Current English Language Arts Performance

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

	All Students
	-46 points
	-62 points
	Above

	English Learners
	-48 points
No Performance Color
	-51 points
	

	Disabilities
	-78 points
	-84 points
	Above

	Homeless
	Data Not Available
	-124 points
	At

	Foster Youth
	Data Not Available
	-101 points
	

	SE Disadvantaged
	-82 points
	-93 points
	Above

	American Indian
	
	
	

	Asian
	+12 points
	-23 points
	NA

	African American
	
	
	

	Filipino
	
	
	NA

	Hispanic
	
	
	

	Pacific Islander
	
	
	

	Two or More Races
	-23 points
	+19 points
	NA

	White
	-12 points
	-15 points
	NA








Color Fill Tip (Windows): Uniform fill color can be added to the rating field by selecting the paint bucket icon dropdown arrow, selecting More Colors, then Custom, and enter one of the following color codes in the ‘Hex’ field: 
Blue: #6DA8EC
Green: #00B050
Yellow: #FFFF00
Orange: #FFC000
Red: #FF3300
Once added, it should appear in the ‘recently added section of the color palette for ease of access. 












	Measure 1c: Most Current Mathematics Performance

	Group
	Points from Standard and Performance Color
	State Data 

	Status Comparison 
(Above, At, Below)

	All Students
	
	
	

	English Learners
	
	
	

	Disabilities
	
	
	

	Homeless
	
	
	

	Foster Youth
	
	
	

	SE Disadvantaged
	
	
	

	American Indian
	
	
	

	Asian
	
	
	

	African American
	
	
	

	Filipino
	
	
	



Use the CA Dashboard ELPI indicator for this data point.



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

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

	67%
	49%
	Above



	Measure 1e: Most Current College-Career Indicator Performance

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

	All Students
	58%
	44%
	Above

	English Learners
	
	
	

	Disabilities
	15%
	13%
	Above

	Homeless
	
	
	

	Foster Youth
	
	
	

	SE Disadvantaged
	Continue filling in student group data as modeled above.

	
	

	American Indian
	
	
	

	Asian
	
	
	NA

	African American
	
	
	

	Filipino
	
	
	NA


2. [bookmark: _Toc176778977][bookmark: _Toc59197383]Engagement and Climate Performance Indicators
[bookmark: _Toc59197384]Additional CA Dashboard metrics provide context for a school's successful implementation of the approved educational program. The school's data isn't compared to the states', and it should show evidence of continuous improvement based on performance color year over year.Continue filling in student group data as modeled above.



	Measure 2a: K-8 Chronic Absenteeism 

	Group
	Percent Chronically Absent
and Performance Color
	State Rate

	All Students
	5%
	7%

	English Learners
	No Data Available
	

	Students with Disabilities
	12%
	10%

	Homeless
	
	

	Foster Youth
	
	





Continue filling in student group data as modeled above. If the school does not have a graduation rate write Not applicable to K-8.




	Measure 2b: Graduation Rate

	Group
	Percent Graduated
and Performance Color
	State Rate

	All Students
	93.2%
	86.4%

	English Learners
	No Data Available
	

	Students with Disabilities
	86%
	85%

	Homeless
	No Data Available
	

	Foster Youth
	No Data Available
	



	Measure 2c: Suspension Rates

	Group
	Percent Suspended 
and Performance Color
	State Rate

	All Students
	0%
	4%

	English Learners
	
	

	Students with Disabilities
	Continue filling in student group data as modeled above.

	

	Homeless
	
	

	Foster Youth
	
	

	SE Disadvantaged
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc176778978]Second Look and Other Indicators
[bookmark: _Toc59197389]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.  
Data Source: The school provided the data, which the authorizer verified and reported in accordance with the State Board of Education guidelines.

This first two fields in this section can be populated from the May 2023 State Board of Education Guidelines for verified (valid and reliable) data.  In the last two fields, provide a summary of growth and participation data.


	3a: Narrative and Verifiable Data

	Local Assessment Name

	 Renaissance STAR 360

	Publisher Growth Definition

	SGPs (Student Growth Percentile) are reported on a scale of 1–99 and are interpreted similarly to percentile ranks, with 50 indicating typical or expected growth.  Fall to spring growth between 1-34 fail to make a year’s growth, scores between 35 and 65 have demonstrated a year’s growth, and scores between 66-99 exceed a year’s growth.

	Schoolwide Growth Summary

	The Student Growth Percentile Data shows that students are making the expected progress. The schoolwide STAR Reading Growth Percentile (SGP) for 22-23 was 50.  Individual grade levels ranged between 44 and 54.  The schoolwide STAR Math Growth Percentile (SGP) for 22-23 was 46.  Individual grade levels ranged between 41 and 56.  The STAR Early Literacy Growth Percentile (SGP) was 55.  Individual K-4th grade levels ranged between 34 and 69.
Student group data for 11 or more students was not provided.

	Student Participation Rates

	Although the publisher reports could not verify participation data, the school provided several years of data in locally developed charts. In 2020-2021, STAR participation rates averaged 82-84%. By Fall 2023, rates were recorded as 100%.



This table provides space for up to two assessments (e.g., i-Ready for elementary and MAP for high school in a K-12 charter). The column immediately below this arrow indicates what the template to the left looked like before completing. 





	Measure 3b: Increases in Local Assessment Student Achievement

	OVERALL AND GROUPS
	Renaissance STAR 
Beginning of Year- Aug 2023 
End of Year- May 2024
	 [ADDITIONAL ASSESSMENT NAME AND ADMIN DATE]

	All Students - Overall Reading
	SGP 50
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Low Income
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Homeless
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	English Learner
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Disabilities
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	American Indian/Alaska Native
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Asian
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Black or African American
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Filipino
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Hispanic or Latino
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Middle Eastern
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	White
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	
	
	

	All Students - Overall Math
	SGP 46
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Low Income
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Homeless
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	English Learner
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Disabilities
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	American Indian/Alaska Native
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Asian
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Black or African American
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Filipino
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Hispanic or Latino
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Middle Eastern
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	Native Hawaiian/Pacific Is
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]

	White
	Not provided
	[ENTER SCHOOL AVG]



CA Dashboard Local Indicator status can be located on the school’s Dashboard. Use the dropdown to indicate whether the school met the requirement or not. Use the Pre-Site Visit Report to gather Charter specific outcomes each year/record overall progress.




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

	CA Dashboard Local Indicators

	Implementation of Academic Standards
	CA Dashboard
	Met
	Parent and Family Engagement
	CA Dashboard
	Met
	Conditions and Climate 
	CA Dashboard
	Met
	Basics: Teachers, Instructional Materials, Facilities
	CA Dashboard
	Met
	Access to a Broad Course of Study
	CA Dashboard
	Not Met
	Charter Measurable Pupil Outcomes (Element 2)

	State Priority 1: Basic
	CALSAAS, Local Inventory, FIT
	Met
	State Priority 2: State Standards
	CDE Local Indicator Self-Reflection Tools
	Met
	State Priority 3: Parent Involvement/Family Engagement
	Local Survey Response Tracking
	Met
	State Priority 4: Pupil Achievement
	CA Dashboard and Additional Reports, DataQuest & CDE CAASPP Test Results
	Not Met
	State Priority 5: Pupil Engagement
	DataQuest, Local Student Information System, CA Dashboard
	Not Met
	State Priority 6: School Climate
	Local screeners, DataQuest
	Not Met
	State Priority 7: Course Access
	Local tracking, Student Information System
	Met
	State Priority 8: Pupil Outcomes
	Local tracking, Student Information System, CA Dashboard
	Met
	[Other Local Metric and Data Source]
	NA
	NA

	[Other Local Metric and Data Source]
	NA
	NA



EC §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 guidelines.Authorizers are encouraged to have charter staff complete this table as part of the annual pre-site visit report. Some websites (linked below) require an active account and/or MOU. This table is embedded in the Pre-Visit Report. Transfer the data and narrative. Dropdowns are provided for the year field. All other data must be hand entered.




	Measure 3d: Post-Secondary Outcomes

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

	DataQuest College-Going Rate
	2020-2021
	21%
	White 20%
Hispanic 19%
Low Income 17%

	Cal-PASS Plus HS-Community College Transition
	Choose an item.
	
	

	UC Admissions by School Source
	Choose an item.
	
	

	UC Graduation Rates
	Choose an item.
	
	

	National Student Clearinghouse StudentTracker
	Choose an item.
	
	

	Charter Data Reflection

	There was a notable increase in high school completers from 192 in 2019-2020 to 308 in 2020-2021. Our percentage of high school completers enrolling in college has grown, providing insight into the school's success in preparing students for postsecondary education. The ethnic distribution of students enrolling in college shows the variations in the number of students from different ethnic backgrounds pursuing higher education. Looking at specific ethnic groups, such as Latino students, there was an increase in college enrollment from 21 in 2019-2020 to 33 in 2020-2021, which indicates an overall increase for students who may be underrepresented in college enrollment.  Our increase in high school completion numbers and college-going percentage rates are increasing as we grow the program.


[bookmark: _Toc176778979]DASS Indicators (As Applicable)
[bookmark: _Toc173498795]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.

Select an overall rating for the school using the dropdown provided.
DASS outcomes are reported by the school in the annual Pre-Site Visit Report. To ensure consistent formatting in this report, transfer data from the table the school submitted. 


Current Year Performance
	

	DASS Rating:
	Progressing
	On Track for Renewal
	The school's latest data review indicates significant academic achievement and overall performance progress.Follow the color fill instructions above. Use the following color codes: 
Blue: #4BACC6
Purple: #8064A2
Orange: #F79646



	Progressing Toward Renewal
	The current year’s data review indicates that the school is mostly on track for renewal; however, some action may be required.

	Not on Track for Renewal
	The school failed to make gains on most or all agreed-upon measures.  Action is required.



Annual Update- Alternate Metrics
	DASS Alternate Metrics 

	Alternate Metric
	Data Source
	Annual Outcome
	Expected Outcome

	Academic Achievement

	Course Completion
	Local SIS Report
	22-23: 84%
	Regular Plus Extended School Year At least 80% of students will meet their monthly progression goals.

	
	
	22-23: 96%
	Summer Credit Recovery At least 80% of students in summer credit recovery will earn the credits attempted during the summer session.

	Renaissance STAR
Math

	Local Excel or SIS report verified by STAR Growth Report
	22-23: 97%
	Target participation rate of 95% (schoolwide and significant student groups) on the RenSTAR math assessment.

	
	
	22-23 Overall GLE: 1.11 SPED - 1.52; EL - .89; SED - 1.11
	Target a minimum of 1.0 annual grade level RenSTAR math growth (GLE) for each student not meeting grade-level standards until reaching grade-level proficiency.

	Renaissance STAR
Reading
	Local Excel or SIS report verified by STAR Growth Report/Tableau
	22-23: 97%
	Target participation rate of 95% (schoolwide and significant student groups) on the RenSTAR reading assessment.

	
	
	22-23 Overall GLE: .95 SPED - 1.37; EL - .71; SED – .92
	Target a minimum of 1.0 annual grade level RenSTAR reading growth (GLE) for each student not meeting grade-level standards until reaching grade-level proficiency.

	Participation in College and Career Readiness Programs
	CA Dashboard Additional Reports- College/ Career Level Measures Report
	22-23 CA Dashboard: Very low Overall % Not Prepared: 72.5% Student Groups Not Prepared: English Learner: 80% Low Income: 76.5% Students with Disabilities: 87.5%

	Target a reduction in the percentage of students not prepared in underrepresented student groups to less than 75% by ensuring equitable access to, inclusion in, and completion of the following: 
· a-g pathway, 
· college credit courses and 
· CTE Pathway programs 

Baseline: Percentage Not Prepared in 2019: Af American: 86.7% English Learner: 80% Low Income: 73.7% Disabilities: 87.5%

	College Career Readiness

	Post-High School
Transitions

	Local Excel/SIS Report
	22-23
92% of students
	At least 90% of students will have a working plan that includes measurable outcomes and progress monitoring.

	School Climate and Engagement

	Annual Student Survey
	
	22-23
80% participation
	>95% of students will complete the annual survey.

	
	
	90% Agree
	>85% of students agree they are engaged and connected with their school community -Valid Measure of Perception Required

	1-Year Cohort Grad Rate
	Certified CALPADS
	22-23 Overall - 90.1% SPED – 83%; EL – 71%; SED – 87.5%
No CHSPE or HiSet
	Maintain a target 1-year graduation/ equivalency rate of >80% of the cumulative enrollment. 
· overall and  
· target closing the gap for all reportable student groups  

Equivalency: You may count students completing the CHSPE or HiSet exam for grade-level equivalency.

	1-Year Dropout Rate
	Certified CALPADS
	22-23
High school: 5.9% Middle School: 1%
SED: 6.3%

	Maintain a schoolwide dropout rate of <5% of the cumulative enrollment in grades 7-12 overall and target closing the gap for all reportable student groups.


[bookmark: _Toc176778980]Other Indicators
Charter public schools are open to all students and do not have special eligibility or entrance requirements. Ensuring equity in education is a key indicator of closing the achievement gap.  
Consistent with the school’s status and responsibilities as a public school, the school materially complies with applicable laws, rules, regulations, and provisions of the charter petition/MOU relating to students with identified disabilities and those suspected of having a disability, English Learners, and student rights. Select an overall rating for each indicator using the dropdown provided.
This section is relevant to traditional and DASS track schools. Below the narrative fields, descriptions of each indicator are provided.
Summarize site visit information to address narrative prompts. Be specific and succinct in the documentation.  Include data where appropriate. 





Current Year Performance
	Meets Standard
	The current year’s oversight did not lead to any findings contrary to the descriptions of each measure.

	Substantially Meets Standard
	The school substantially complies in the manner described above; however, some action may be required.

	Does Not Meet Standard
	The school failed to comply in the manner described above. Action is required.


	Measure 1: Disabilities
	Substantially Meets Standard
	Measure 2: English Learners
	Substantially Meets Standard
	Measure 3: Rights & Protections
	Meets Standard
	How did the annual site visit support/validate equity, access, and protection findings?

	The visiting team toured the campus, observed four classrooms, viewed eleven different students’ work, and observed classroom discussions and presentations. The teachers and staff have developed excellent communication systems with students and families. Teachers regularly communicate with families and meet in person at least twice per semester, if not more. The differentiated support available to students, families, and teachers is commendable. 

The teachers are on a looping system, meaning they keep the same students and families throughout their time at the school. This allows teachers to develop strong relationships with students and families and a strong understanding of what they need to be successful, especially those students with the greatest need. 

During the classroom observations, 23 of 24 students were engaged and participated in the learning. The teachers all appeared proficient in using and applying technology to teach and assess student learning. All but one student appeared on task. When the need was observed, a paraprofessional staff person provided individualized support to the one student not on task.

	Provide a brief explanation for the charter school actions required by the authorizer, as written in the Executive Summary of the Performance Progress Report.

	Based on 23-24 oversight, no actions are required for this report.



Measures Descriptions
	Measure 1: Equity and Access for Students with Disabilities

	Examples of compliance include but are not limited to
· Referral and assessment procedures for special education and related services
· Compliance with mandated timelines related to special education (e.g., scheduling and conducting IEPs and interim IEPs and manifestation determination meetings)
· Compliance with services as required by a student’s IEP
· Process for determining eligibility for services (Section 504-Rehabilitation Act of 1973) 
· Ensuring equitable access to a broad course of study and enrichment activities

	Measure 2: Equity and Access for English Learners

	Examples of compliance include but are not limited to
· Processes to identify, monitor, and reclassify English learners, including appropriately using reclassification criteria
· Designing a program for English learners that is based on sound educational theory and that ensures access to core grade-level curricula
· Ensuring equitable access to a broad course of study and enrichment activities

	Measure 3: Student Rights and Protections

	Examples of compliance include but are not limited to
· Policies and practices designed to protect the rights of students
· Upholding due process protections, privacy, civil rights, and student liberties
· Discipline hearings and suspension and expulsion policies and practices
· Policies and practices for the involuntary removal of a student per 47605(c)(5)(J)(iii).
· Annual distribution of Parent/Guardian & Student Rights & Notifications
· Not identified as ‘Targeted’ on the Annual Special Education Determination Letter





[bookmark: _Toc176778981]Academic Performance Summary
The final section of the Academic Performance Template provides an authorizer with the steps and resources needed to summarize a school's academic performance. The first step is to review Group A by applying the renewal standards in law to assess the annual performance of the charter school as measured within this framework. Performing this simulation will allow the authorizer to answer the question as to whether the charter school is on track to meeting the academic renewal standards in law. 
The second step is to review Group B (second look) indicators for clear and convincing evidence of student progress and program effectiveness, including progress on mutually agreed-upon goals. 
Then, review Group C Indicators for any additional information that can be gleaned to document the charter’s overall effectiveness.
Application of Group B Indicators
	
	

	High Level
	Informative purposes only

	Middle Level

	Second look provision is allowable if school performance on the Dashboard state and local indicators does not demonstrate clear case for renewal. 
Group B indicators provide opportunity for clear and convincing evidence of measurable increases or strong postsecondary outcomes.

	Low Level

	Second look provision is required to assess whether the school presents clear and convincing evidence of measurable increases or strong postsecondary outcomes.



Summarize information from this Staff Report in the Annual Performance Progress Report to answer the question, Is the school’s education program a success?
[bookmark: _Toc176778982]Academic Review
[bookmark: _Toc176778983]Criteria to Determine Renewal Track (CDE March 2024)

Pursuant to California Education Code (EC) Section 47607(c), as an additional criterion for determining whether to grant a charter renewal, the chartering authority shall consider a charter school’s placement under performance categories based on the charter school's performance on the California School Dashboard (Dashboard). 
The following two criteria are used to determine the performance category (i.e., High, Middle, or Low) of a charter school: 
1. Criterion 1: Based on the performance colors received for all the state indicators on the Dashboard for the two previous Dashboard years. The Dashboard state indicators are: 
English language arts/literacy (ELA), 
Mathematics, 
Chronic Absenteeism Indicator, 
English Learner Progress Indicator (ELPI), 
Graduation Rate Indicator, 
College/Career Indicator (CCI), and 
Suspension Rate Indicator. 
2. Criterion 2: Based on the “Status” (also known as current year data) for all academic indicators with a performance color for the two previous Dashboard years. Note that per California EC Section 47607(c)(3), academic indicators are defined as: 
ELA, 
Mathematics, 
ELPI, and 
CCI. 

Criterion 1 (Performance Colors) 
The following conditions apply for charter school renewal under Criterion 1: 
• Must have at least two academic indicators (i.e., ELA, Mathematics, CCI, and/or ELPI) at the school level in each of the two Dashboard years. (The two academic indicators do not need to be the same indicators each year.) 

Charter schools that meet the following conditions are determined to be High or Low level, based on the color assignments at the school level: 
• High Level: The school has Blue and/or Green on all state indicators for two years: Eligible for presumptive renewal. 
• Low Level: The school has Red and/or Orange on all state indicators for two years: Eligible for presumptive non-renewal. 
Charter schools that do not meet Criterion 1 requirements for presumptive renewal or non-renewal are subject to Criterion 2. 

Criterion 2 (Status) 
The following conditions apply for charter school renewal under Criterion 2: 
1. Limited to academic indicators (i.e., ELA, Mathematics, CCI, and ELPI). 
2. Limited to only those academic indicators with a color (Note: Status levels were also used as a proxy for performance colors on the 2023 Dashboard CCI). 

Performance determinations under Criterion 2 are based on the overall Status for both the charter school and its student groups, and how they compare with the statewide averages for the two previous Dashboard years. The state’s Status is used as the “statewide average” for the academic indicators.
Determinations for Presumptive Renewal/High Level
1. For schools that have a performance color for all academic indicators, the school received an overall Status that is the same or higher than the overall Status for the State of California. 
2. For each academic indicator, remove the student groups that performed higher than or at the same level as the statewide average. a. For the 2023 Charter School Performance Category Data File, the student groups that performed higher or at the same level were: White, Asian, Filipino, Two or More Races. (Note: The ELPI does not have student groups; however, the school must have a higher Status than that of the statewide average.) 

3. For each academic indicator, after removing the student groups in step 2 above, identify the student groups with a color that scored higher than their respective student group statewide average (i.e., received a higher Status score on the indicator). 
4. Each school must have at least two remaining student groups that receive a color. (Note that the total number of student groups can be across the two previous Dashboard years.) 
5. The student groups must have at least two academic indicators in each of the two Dashboard years. (The two academic indicators do not need to be the same indicator each year.) 
6. To be placed in the High Level, for each academic indicator for each year, the school must have a majority of student groups (i.e., 50 percent or greater) scoring higher than the statewide average for their respective student group. (Note: If the school does not have two remaining student groups, the school is placed in the Middle level.) 

 


Determinations for Presumptive Non-Renewal/Low-Level 
1. Schools with a performance color for all academic indicators received an overall Status that is the same as or lower than the state average. 
2. For each academic indicator, remove the student groups that performed higher than or at the same level as the statewide average. a. For the 2023 Charter School Performance Level Data File, the student groups that performed higher or at the same level were White, Asian, Filipino, and Two or More Races. (Note: The ELPI does not have student groups; however, the school must have a higher Status than the statewide average.) 
3. For each academic indicator, after removing the student groups in step 2 above, identify the student groups that scored lower than their respective student group statewide average (i.e., received a lower Status score on the indicator). 
4. Each school must have at least two remaining student groups that receive a color. (Note that the total number of student groups can be across the two previous Dashboard years.) 
5. The student groups must have at least two academic indicators in each of the two Dashboard years. (The two academic indicators need not be the same each year.) 
6. To be placed in the Low Level for each academic indicator for each year, the school must have a majority of student groups (i.e., 50 percent or greater) scoring lower than the statewide average for their respective student groups. (Note: If the school does not have two remaining student groups, it is placed in the Middle level.) 

Middle Performance 
Charter schools that meet neither the High nor Low level under Criterion 1 or 2 are automatically placed in the Middle level.
Exclusion of Schools with Dashboard Alternative Schools Status (DASS) 
DASS charter schools have their own renewal criteria. Therefore, the High, Middle, or Low levels are not determined for these schools. As a result, they are not included in the 2023 Charter School Performance Category Data File. 
For more information on the renewal criteria for DASS schools, refer to the CDE Dashboard Alternative School Status web page. 

To determine which charter schools are DASS, download the Current DASS Schools data file posted on the CDE Active DASS Schools web page. 

Resources 
For more information regarding performance categories, please refer to the California Department of Education Performance Categories web page. 
All files and data needed to create the performance categories list can be found in the Dashboard downloadable data files posted on the CDE Dashboard Resources web page. 
The statute on charter school renewals can be found on the California Legislative Information web page.
[bookmark: _Toc176778984]Developing DASS Goals
Note: There are many resources available to authorizers and schools to aid in the design of goals for use with DASS schools.

Through a U.S. Department of Education Dissemination Grant, the National Charter School Institute developed the A-Game: Advancing Great Authorizing and Modeling Excellence to support charter school authorizers measure the quality and effectiveness of alternative education campuses.
https://nationalcharterschools.org/a-game-grant/
The State University of New York (SUNY) Active Ingredients project seeks to provide authorizers with meaningful way to integrate “co-academic” measures in accountability systems especially for schools serving vulnerable populations.
https://www.newyorkcharters.org/active-ingredients/
The National Association of Charter School Authorizers has a host of resources and examples for authorizers working with schools to design goals. Most of the resources are available on their AuthoRISE platform. 
https://qualitycharters.sabacloud.com/Saba/Web_spf/NA7P1PRD091/app/dashboard
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