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Representative Fred D yson

HB 101

Sponsor Statement

"An Act relating to charier schools
Updated: February 1, 2001
Contact: Representative Fred Dyson's office at (907) 465-2199

House Bill 101 is intended to extend and strengthen the existing Alaska Charter
School Law. The current law on the books is scheduled to sunset on July |, 2005
(less than 4 M years from now). This means that any new charter school cannot be
approved for the allowable five year charter. Existing charter schools are having a
difficult time securing facility purchase and lease agreements because their
remaining contracts are something less than 4 \Z years and cannot be extended
beyond 2005.

Some of our charter schools are exciting, dynamic examples of parents being
involved in their children’s education. Intensive parental involvement has
stretched the system in a positive way. Most charter schools are struggling because
we have not given them the tools they need to succeed. | believe the demonstrated
passionate involvement of parents and the good results indicate we should go
beyond eliminating the sunset and allowing for longer contracts.

MB 101 is similar to the charter school law lsponsored last session except that it
abandons the effort to mandate a succinct accounting statement to be part of the
charter. It also abandons the attempt to mandate distribution of a pro-rated share
of local contributions to go to charter schools

11B 101 makes the following changes to the existing charter school law:
« Eliminates the July. 2005 sunset clause.
= Extends the allowable contract lengtli from 5 to 10 years.
= Eliminates the geographic distribution requirements.
= Doubles the cap from 30 to 60 charter schools.
= Clarifies that charter schools are not exempt from competency testing.
< Allows Charter Schools to be counted as separate a school if the ADM
is over 150 (reference AS 14.17.905)
Provides a one-time “start-up"” grant.

Allows for charter school use of safe public buildings withDistrict
Superintendent approval.

We have two options: 1) strengthen the charter school law to encourage continued
new thinking and foster more fresh education reform, or 2) do nothing and watch
the investment of countless hours of hundreds of parents die on the vine. Merely
extending the sunset and lifting the cap will not be enough. 11B 10lis probably
not enough, but it is a step toward quality in public education.
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number

2001 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: CS HB 101 (HESS)

() Publish Date:

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: DEED
Title: “An Act relating to charter schools; and providing ~ BRU: K-12 Support

for an effective date.” Component: Foundation Program
Sponsor Representative Fred Dyson

Requester House HESS Component Number: 141

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007

Personal Services

Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment

Land &Structures

Grants & Claims 609.8 609.8 609.8 609.8 609.8

Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 609.8 609.8 609.8 609.8 609.8

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES |

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( )

FUND SOURCE (Thousands ’ Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts i
1003 GF Match
1004 GF 609.8 609.8 609.8 609.8 609.8
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type)
TOTAL 609.8 609.8 609.8 609.8 609.8

Estimate of any current year (FY2001) cost: 0.0
Che.ik this box (X) if funding for this bill Is included in the Governor's FY 2002 budget proposal:

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page it necessary)

HB 101 Sec. 6. AS 14.17.905 is being amended to reflect charter Schools with an Average Daily
Membership (ADM) of at least 150, would be entitled to be counted as a separate school.
(please see attached spreadsheet)

Prepared by:  Eddy Jeans. School Finance Manager Phone 465- “79
Division Education Support Services Date/Time

Approved by:  Bruce Johnson, Deputy Commissioner ol Education Dale 2/23/01
Agency Education and Early Development

For dtstrbuom infonation. cll traGovermor s Legisiatine Offie
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:
2001 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: CS HB 101 (HESS)
() Publish Date:

Revision Date/Time (Note i( correction): Dept. Affected: Education and Early Development
Title: “An Act relating to charier schools: and ’\BlfU' Teaching & Learning Support
providing for an elfective date.* Component: Quality Schools
Sponsor: Representative Dyson
Requester: House HESS Component Number 2147
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007
Personal Services 101.0 101.0 101.0 101.0 101.0 101.0
Travel 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Contractual 60.0 60.0 60.0 60.0 60.0 60.0
Supplies 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Equipment 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims 1,253.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 1,425.0 170.0 170.0 170.0 170.0 170.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES (

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF 1,425.0 170.0 170.0 170.0 170.0 170.0
1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type)

TOTAL 1,425.0 170.0 170.0 170.0 170.0 170.0
Estimate of any current year (FY2001) cost: 0.0
POSITIONS
Full-time 1
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page it necessary)

Please reler to the attached sheets for a detailed description.

Sec. 4. AS 14.03.263 provides start-up grant to 16 charter schools at $500 per pupil. This fiscal note does not
project the estimated cost for the additional 44 charter schools authonzed by this legislation.

Prepared by:  Barbara Thompson. Deputy Director Phone (907) 465-6727
Division Touching & Learning Support Date/Time 2/16/01 12:00 AM
Approved by:  Bruce Johnson. Deputy Commissioner of Education Date 2/23/01

Agency Depanment of Education & Early Development

For tdirtoution infanation, el ths Governor's LegiskativeOlfice
&V "HTDaoei Page 1 of 4



Fiscal Note DescriptionforH B 101

Section 1 of HB 101 removes the former requirements that the Sate Board of
Education & Early Development may not approve more than 30 charter schools
to operate in the state at one time and shall approve charter schools in a
geographically balanced manner. Amended language raises the cap on the
number of charter schools to be allowed from 30 to 60. Language related to
approval of charter schools geographically is eliminated.

Section 2 requires that charter schools be subject to secondary school competency
testing as provided in AS 14.03.075.

Section 3 adds minor revisions to existing provisions and extends allowable
charter school contract time from 5 years to 10 years.

Section 4 creates a new Charter School Grant Program. A charter school may
receive a one-time grant from the department equal to $500 per pupil. This
funding shall be used to provide educational services (curriculum development,

program development, and special education services.).

Section 5 addresses extending the allowable charter school contract time from 5
years to 10 years.

Personal Services - $101,000

One, new FTE Education Specialist n, Range 21, position is needed to administer
the charter schools application process for up to 60 schools; administer the new
Charter Schools Grant Program; provide technical assistance to school district
and charter school staff who are planning for or initiating a charter school; assure
compliance with state charter school statutes and regulations; assure quality
programs are developed and supported; develop and maintain a charter schools
regulations process; and evaluate the effectiveness of Alaska's charter schools.
($77,000)

Funds for .10 FTE of an existing Grants Administrator Il position are needed to
address fiscal issues, issuing grant awards and completing fiscal documents
related to charter schools grant applications and billings. ($7,000)

Funds for a .5 FTE Administrative Clerk Il position are needed to provide clerical
support to the Education Specialist Il and for the application process. ($17,000)

20f4
Alaska Department of Education & Early Development
February 16,2001



Although the Grants Administrator Il and Administrative Clerk Il positions are
existing positions, current federal fund sources are not sufficient to fund the
charter schools duties thatwould be assigned to them.

Travel - ($5,000)

Travel funding isneeded toprovide fora limited number of technical assistance
and/or compliance reviews of charter schools. ($5,000)

Contractual - ($60,000)

Contractual funding isneeded primarily for evaluation of the effectiveness and
success of charter schools in Alaska. Additionally, some funding isneeded to
support administrative services functions, postage, phone charges, copier
charges, printing and dissemination of information about effective and successful
charter schools and Charter Schools Grant Progranm applications. ($60,000)

Supplies - $4,000

Funding isneeded for the purchase of general office supplies and materials for
meetings related to charter schools. ($4,000)

Equipment - $2,000

Funding isneeded for tirepurchase of a computer for the Education Specialist Il
position. ($2,000)

Grants - $1,253

Funding isneeded in the grant line for the newly created Charter Schools Grant
Program. Thisprogram allows for a charter school to receive a one-time grant
from the department equal to $500 per pupil. This funding shall be used to
provide educational services (curriculum development, program development,
and special education services).

%aka De artment of Education & Early Development
ebruary 16



Deportment of Education and Early Development Prepared by Mindy Lobaugh
Prepared 2/22/01
Charter School $500 Grant » HB_101

AS
FY'02 14.03.263(a)
Projected One Time
Charter  Grant of $500

District ADM's Per Pupil
Anchorage Aquarian 240 120,000
Anchorage Family Partnership* 79 399,500
Anchorage Village Charter 120 60,000
Craig PACE CS’ 200 100,000
Delta/Greely Cyber School* 202 101,000
Fairbanks Chinook Charter 3 48,000
Fairbanks New Beginnings A 17,000
Iditarod Takotna Charter 35 17,500
Juneau Community Charter 60 30,000
Kenai Aurora Borealis 129 64,500
Kenai Homer Charter School 26 13,000
Ketchikan Charter School 128 64,000
Lower Kuskokwim Ayaprun Elitnaurvik Yup'ik Immersion 190 95,000
Mat-Su Academy Charter 135 67,500
Mat-Su Midnight Sun R 46,000
Nome Anvil City Science Acad. 20 10,000
TOTAL 2,506 1,253,000

' These are correspondence schools.

P:\2001 Legislature\HB,101\(HB_101_FN_BAT.XIS)2001 Fiscal Note Form

Page 4 o( 4
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AMENDMENT

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE

TO: CSHB 101(PIES)

Page 3, following line 23:

Insert a new subsection to read:

"(c) If the amount appropriated in a fiscal year for the charter school grant
program is insufficient to meet the amounts authorized under (a) of this section, the

department shall reduce pro rata each pupil's grant by the necessary percentage as

determined by the department.”



FAX N0 2833075 W.ess

Alada Stiate Lagisiature

Please enter into the record ray testimony to the House Finance
committeensne
Committee on HB 101 Charter Schools, dated April 18,2001
bill # 7 subject

Thank you tar talcing this testimony.

Lam the ohairofthe Academic Policy Committee ofAuroraBorealis Charter School inKauri.

The ARC Liin favor ofall provinom currentlyin EB 101.

As youknow charter schools arepublic schools funded by State and local monies. Unfortanali®.y, email
charter schools arc discriminated sjpriarc in the funding farmtils,because their peculation laadded to rite
largest school inthe districtwhen determining pot pupil state support, hi our case thia results in the
District receiving not only lessmoney for cur students, but also less fending per pupil of Ih« high, school
students. Jtis interesting tonote that there itasmuch as 57,000 less par pupil for students added to a
charter school vs a student added to a similarly sized regular school in Cooper Landing. To ms Ihis
rimply isnot right. Chan« school students should bo fondod atthe same level as students similarly
situated. This bill addresses the problem to some degreem that itreduces the seta from 200 to 100.

Wa are certainly in frvor offlria change.

The grant for chart** schools will help a great deal inprocuring needed equipment or budWing
improvements. Wc do nor. have enough space for the 200 studen*- nour waiting list, so our plan
include* building portable classrooms nextyeer. Thisgrantmot oould help in thatendeavor afiwell
as inother areas tike equipment.

We arcalsoverymuch insupportofeliminating the sunset clau* nd kn"Qxrane the contract term.
Charter schools hove difficulty obtaining facilities and the sunset clsuee and the short contract term are
partofthoproblenm,

Final lywe are strongly in eupport of (he provision to require accountability fbr charter schools. OQur
goal atAuroraBorealis Istoraise the bar Ineducation. Our test scores arc currently at the top of our
District. Qur program works, wc offeravaluable alternative fbr parents and students and we think that
charter schools will make a difé&rcaoe iseducation.

Please pan HB 101.

Signed; UE.
Testifier

A ur0s~<x <fos-PCKAT S pijC a v/
Representing (optional)

IT™NT 2 2 3 V
Pboo* number

107d SIOEES2 'ON XW on IONA 0U21 03H 10-81-MI
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P.O. Box 232821 « Anchorage, AK 99523-2821 « (907) 345-8032 « (907) 345-8034 FAX

20 Feb 2001

Alaska State Legislature

Vic Kohring, Chair of HESS
Alaska State Capital, Room #104
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

SUBJECT:
Dear Alaska State Legislature,

It is my intent that this letter supports the passage and immediate implementation of HB101 and HB89. As
a parent of a student at The Academy Charter School, I am convinced that charter schools are critical to the
development of education in our community. Charter schools provide diversity, relief from the intense
overcrowding problems currently experienced in the Mat-Su, and even more, they provide an environment
for children to develop an appreciation for learning and growing as human beings. Remarkably, The
Academy Charter School requires no food service, no bus service, and has received very little support from
the district in even providing sewer and water. Yet as cost effective as this has been for the district, our
disappointment as we arc continuously shorted in both funding and services by the school district, had been
remarkable.

Legislative support in the form of a House Bill that provides more support for the charter schools would
provide stability and allow for better planning. It would encourage the educators and staff of these schools
to continue their efforts and pursue opportunities for our charter schools to improve educational
opportiaiities for our children. | believe this is the goal wc would all like to achieve.

| would like to voice my unequivocal support, and even gratitude, for your efforts to improve opportunities
for charter schools in Alaska. | assure you that based upon my experience with That Academy Charter
School, your efforts arc not wasted. In fact, as 1 mentioned above, you could not do better than invest in
this type of educatiooal resource. The return in learning per dollar spent is simply remwkable. Thank you
for talcing the time to read my letter.

Sincerely,

Marc H. Peterson

Sr. Project Manager

USARAK Hazardous Waste Management Contract
(Parent ofa charter school student)

Food Service ¢ Janitorial Service « General Contracting * Environmental Service
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Birch, Horton, Bittner and Cherot a professional corporation

1127 WEST SEVENTH AVENUE + ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99501-3396 « TELEPHONE (907) 276-1550 « (800) 478-1550 « FACSIMILE (907) 276-3680

WRITER'S DIRECT DIAL (907) 263-7266 « WRITER'S DIRECT FAX (907) 276-3680 ¢ gmiller@bhb.com
February 16, 2001

Representative Fred Dyson
Alaska State Cagpltol, Room 104
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Re: HB 101 (Charter Schools)

Dear Representative Dyson:

| write this letter in strong support of your HB 101, in which
propose changes to the current statutes governing charter
ools. | have been associated with Aquarian Charter School
chorage) since its beginning four years ago, as both a parent
chair of the school's Academic P0|IC¥] Committee. = When the
rter school laws were passed in 1995, they -ere a "first stab"
a new situation. We now have tour years under our helts. Your
Qpc)sedI IIeglslatlon corrects many of the shortcomings of the
iginal law.

Yo
SC
(A
an
ch
at
pr
or

For the sake of brevity | will not write about each of your
proposed chan_ges, except to say that | aqree with them and with” the

reasons provided in your accompanying Sponsor Statement. | do,
Rogvevlez,l\év%notsto comment on your proposed Section 6, which amends

First, your chan?e to AS. 14.17.905(b)(2), in which you
propose to modify the funding hase to be triggered by 100 students
ADM, rather than 200 students, is absolutely crucial.” Whether 100,
200 or some other number, | presume we can all agree that these
figures are somewhat arbltrarr. \E;\)/ definition charter schools are
most likely going to be small hat is unique and innovative at
the 100 “student level, however, becomes surprisingly less
innovative at 200+ students. | speak from experience: at Aquarian
we went from 120 students to 220 students, and | firmly believe
éhatblv_ve lost a lot of our ability to be innovative and flexible by
oubling.


mailto:qmiller@bhb.com

Birch,Hqusg I?It&%ﬁ{d{l Cherot

ReB. Fred Dyson
February 16, 2001
Page 2

Also, attracting 200 students to a new and/or already
underfunded school can be amazingly difficult. Walden Pond Charter
School was forced to close its doors this year for exactly that
reason, even though the students, parents, teachers, and the
Anchorage School District were all in agreement that Walden Pond
filled a much-needed niche. | do not think it's an overstatement
to say that Walden Pond folded because 200 students, rather than
100, was the statutorily-imposed "magic number" required to receive
full state funding (Walden Pond had approximately 130 students).

In short, something as simple as lowering the statutory number
to 100 students ADM would gflve both existing and future " charter
schools a %reater chance of succeeding than anyone who has not
witnessed this problem firsthand might imagine. Your proposed b ill
Is thus just right in this respect.

My second and last comment is also directed at another portion
of your proposed Section 6 (subparagraph 3), but here | recommend
that the Legislature not just add your proposed language regarding
"correspondence school" ‘funding, "but that the Legislature also
define what it means by these two words. Your proposed change to
A.S. 14.17.905(b)(3) ties funding at the 100% level to a charter
school "not [being] operated as a correspondence school.” This in
turn ties into the funding formula found at A.S. 14.17.430.

Please know, however, that these two clauses are ambiguous,
and that this amblguny has already been the subject of litigation
between the DOE and Family Partnership Charter School ("FPCS"), a
home school charter school in Anchorage. | know this because | was
the lawyer who represented FPCS. Durm%7 the litigation the DOE

dtated that A.S. 14.03.905(b)(3) and 14.17.430 were ambiguous, in

that neither of these statutes define what constitutes a

“correspondence school.” Trﬁe Bearlng officer held that although
e

via subsequent regulations t OF tried to define "correspondentce
school," the DOE was unable to do so. In a nutshell, everyone
involved seemed to agree that this was a job for the Legislatire.

~The DOE also acknowledged that 1) a correspondence school is
t){plcally a "distance delivery" model (such as the State-run
Alyeska torrespondence school, ‘where students rarely or never meet
their teachers, and lessons are mailed out and then mailed back for
%radln_g), 2) FPCS was quite different, i.e., a "home school” that
ad direct, personal and ongoing contact with teachers, in close
"partnership” with each student's parents, and (3) the Anchorage
School District--w hich worked most closely with® FPCS--did not
consider FPCS to he a "correspondence school,” and ASD expressly
disagreed wit) DOE's attempt to classify FPCS as_a corresDonder.ee
school. But because the Leqlslature did not define what it meant

by "corresponde ice school,” the DOE attempted to fund FPCS at only



Birch.Morton .Bittner and cherot
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ReB. Fred Dyson
February 16, 2001
Page 3

80%. AIthough the DOE eventually conceded that FPCS should be
funded at 100% for this year, | anticipate that to save money the
DOE w ill at some point in the future again try to classify FPCS as
a "correspondence school."

| thus urge the Legislature to eliminate this ambiguity by now
defining "correspondence school." This could be done very easily,
by simply addln% the following underlined words to your proposed
A.S. 14.03.905(b):

... and éS)_the charter school is not operated as a
distance delivery correspondence school.

~ While FPCS is in no way anv tvne of a correspondence school--

"distance delivery™ or otherwise--adding these two words would be
the simplest way ‘to clarify this ambiguity.

Thank you, Representative Dyson, for sponsoring this bill, and

to all Representatives and Senators who ultimately support it.
Please call if you have questions.

Sincerely,
BIRCH, HORTON, BITTNER and CHEROT



HBIOI

Subject: HBIOI
Date: Wed. 07 Feb 2001 15:57:38 -0900
From: "Lynn Aleshire" <lynn.aleshire@acsalaska.net>
To: Representativc_Fred_Dyson@legis.state.ak.us

Rep. Dyson,
I fustyread throu?h your HB 101 and am very Pleased with the changemyou

Br pose tQ flrte sthool Jaw. Of course,”since we glways want a
it" more (; tke to ask if you would consider amending "1t to address
the new definition of a correspondence school.

As r%/qu know the State Board of Ed. recentlg accegted the
mlstratlon s new deftinition a corréspondence school which
tar/gets Family Partnership Charter Sc 00l a? reduces Its manmd%uS

his new def|n|t|on resents our sch? with another tren]

Inancia \?/e are co mg Ie% ctlon since we b |eve that
the new ef|n|t|on I|es in t ace of the gls ature's original
Htentlon for coErespon nce schools It woul save FPCS many, anH
ous%nds of dollars in e?al expenses and also would save oy ies
more the Iegls ature would a ddref.s this 1ssue. The money
Bave to se nd nd will ls(pgn in our battles with DoEED would be much
etter spent

e
or e ucatlng
S

anks for considerin s issue and for your steadfast support for
L tter educat?on ? %I l|< u|ds y PP
L
F

xnn Aleshire
CS APC Memner

2/19/2001 U: 10AM


mailto:lynn.aleshire@acsalaska.net
mailto:Representativc_Fred_Dyson@Iegis.state.ak.us

darter bl And Michight Sun family leamirg Gerter

Subject: charter bill And Midnight Sun family learning Center
Date: Sat, 17 Feb 2001 22:48:51 EST
From: BrwnBare@ aol.com
To: Representative_Fred Dyson@ legis.state.ak.us

To whom it may conc ; _
| write tm Emaﬁ as a MM . | amnot a business owner or a
professional :
But | would Irke] to say a fe h] Ogs on this s(ubject
éart with | have tvv sma ren enr lled in Mrdnrght sun. | have
not had to experrenﬁ ' real Sc 00l 8 ever want ri J :
Without our schoo though Myc |Idren Wou be home Schooled Which | had
plann% on dorn% to start'w
ave a school that has the most loving and caring environment are
a true family . And Mo Where else ( besides MyHome ) Would my kids be safe

Pave a . Sayi rl? ﬁroun our scgool " We have school fuII (?f Mom's"
And That in itsse ugnh to get HB Passe

Please take a. k at our tate o rterand the1 results of J)ast few
yrs to see how im ortant Charter schools are T ave accomplishe
much ., | would also like to Invite you to see our little school and how
much fun learnin ﬁan be .

| am very grate ul what you want this bill to pass and you see how important
charter Sthools are . .

Like | said | am just a MOM and a Parent volunteer

Thanks for ail you Do for our Charter Schools
Srncereg
Cyndi 3rown

2119001 nun am


mailto:BrwnBare@aol.com
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Re: Charter School Funding

Subject: Re: Charter School Funding
Date: Mon, 26 Feb 2001 19:15:11 -0900
From: ‘'asmith" <asmith@ideafamilies.org>
To: <Representative_Fred_Dyson@legis.state.ak.us>

Representative Dyson,

1was encouraged to sec that you arc working on issues of importance to the charter schools in Alaska. The issues of equity in
funding are significant and have not been addressed in a satisfactory manner, as yet. 1look forward to seeing progress with your
bill, but was extremely disappointed to see that school size was being increased from 100 student schools to 150 students for the
higher binding. | wish you well in working for charter schools. 'Flic obstacles created by the current law are nearly
insurmountable when issues of lease commitments and approvals by local school districts arc considered.

My children attend Village Charter School. The success of the school and their ability to educate children would be greatly
enhanced if it were freed from Anchorage School District control and were given equitable per student funding.

Allison Smith
310 Highvicw Drive
Anchorage, AK 99515

J1/20013.28 M


mailto:asmith@ideafamilies.org
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HU. 101 - HHSS/Chancr Schools

Subject: H.B. 101 - HESS/Charter Schools
Date: Sun, 18 Feb 2001 17:49:55 -0900
From: "thomasalaska" <thomasalaska@gci.net>
To: "Representative Fred Dyson" <Representative_Fred_Dyson@Legis.state. AK.US>
C'C: "Linda Sharp" <lIsharp@alaska.net>

Representative Dyson:

On behalf of our 300 Southcentral Alaska members, Lodge No. 46 of the Sons of Norway would like to express its
support for House Bill 101. We have worked closely with the Village Charter School (VCS) in Anchorage to help
them to get started and lo grow.

On the sunset issue, the schools need several years lead time to provide for programmatic continuity: arrange for
facility leases, staffing and so forth. On the funding issue, we understand that the proposed bill will narrow the
present gap between the smaller schools like VCS and other schools a, ,J will benefit the students accordingly.

Can you please forward this message to HESS and all legislators? And, if you have any questions, feel free to
contact me tomorrow at 561-3478 (or at 333-9101 in the evening).

Sincerely,

Howard Thomas

President

Bernt Balchen Lodge No. 46
Sons of Norway

/7Y/2XC1 11:10AM


mailto:thomasalaska@gci.net
mailto:Representative_Fred_Dyson@Legis.state.AK.US
mailto:lsharp@alaska.net

FROM : UILLfIGE CHARTER SCHOOL PH>€ HO. : Feb. 15 2001 05:48PM P2

Dallas Engineering, Inc.

475 Forest Hills Drive
Pai.oanks, Alaska 99775

February 15.2001

Representative Dyson
Members of HESS (Senate/ House)
Members of the Alaska Legislature
RE: Charter Schools HB 101
Senators and Representatives;

Please consider my views when Representative Dyson’s and Senator Betrye Davis' bills come forward for
youi wic. | <uii ai*iicvl “buJvum LdimAiliiiivi tc Alftikft in 1974 to Kelp the Umvcnity of
Alaska begin its petroleum technology program, aflcr 25 years of working as a petroleum engineer in
private industry in North Dakota and the Williston Basin. | maintain a small office in Fairbanks even
now, although | am 78 years old and generally travelling, writing abook and coaching math part-time in
public schools in Fairbanks and Anchorage.

| hope you will passa bill this session that changes the fato of charter schools in Alaska. The present law is
crippling them. It precludes many who are Interested from considering proposing a dun lei, and it cauac*
extreme stres3for many charter schools presently operating in Alaska.. It has also caused the demise of at
least one and probably more of the charters (hat have closed their doors.

Current law is flawed in the following major ways:

#1. Authorization. There should be a choice ofauthorizing agencies. Requiring charter schools to
subject themselves only to the local school districts is stiicidc. 1t could be likened to requiring the newly
freed slaves in 1865 to get their freedom passports from the Plantation Owner*, and to report to them for all
actions they took. There must be an Independent Board, representing the population of Alaska, who for a
decade have adv ocated for freedom and accountability in education. This is the most important change
you should make.

HI. Sunset. The sunset clause of 2005 should be lifted and there should bo no sunset, or at the earliest
2015, Contract should be for ten years, not five.

#3. Funding. Cluutcr schools Should be funded no lowet than the average school in the area that they
serve. They should be given housing without cost, In addition to the per student funding. Without equal
fardim? iluy rannot mmnrtt*.  This would Irvrl i< playing Hold

MU NiC riCilvuio tv W Utict *uv» U] knuri ut I/] nituusuw tt usy cwvs> osecee  * wm.

opportunity to help you gel such a bill passed In 2001,

Best wishes.

H iy h A ® !

Dois D. Dallas. P.E

475 Forest Hills Dnvc

Fairbanks. AK 99773

Email: Doisdd(3taol.com or dotuccfdfritaol.coin



Feb.-jary 16, 2001
Dear Legislators,

HB 101 is a well-written bill. Please give it your full
support to pass it this year. It is overdue and will be a
welcome step of relief in the right direction.

There are three major concerns with the current
legislation: funding for many "city" charters is half and

in some cases, less, than other "city" schools that you

fund. This is because in part the description written into
school funding formulas, which you can correct. It is
also because "city” schools get local taxes, and in
Anchorage, none of that is passed on to the charters. Most
importantly, “city" and "rural schools get facilities, in
many cases worth millions of dollars.

| am with the Village Charter School, having participated
since its design and currently serving as a K-3 teacher and
APC (governing committee) member. We receive
approximately $3,850 per child, and from that, pay space /
facility. We have a terrible time working with a landlord
with that budget and limp from year to year. Our fear now
is that the economy is getting better, which means our
landlord can find much more attractive tenants than us.

The sunet should be lifted and the length of a contract 10
years with 5year renewable so that landlord negotiations
are improved.

Lastly, we struggle almost daily with school district
oversight challenges. | have spoken with School Board
Members and ASD executives, but it is as much that we can't
fit their "round holes" because we are a tiny, square peg.

An Independent Board, such as Arizona has, would be idea.
Please take the time to visit their Independent Board’s
office and a dozen of their charters if you get the chance.

| visited 30 of their schools and believe that model is the
best in the US,

Best wishes, and I'll help you however | can.

Linda Sharp

2710 West 34 Avenue
Anchorage, AK 99517
Tel. 245-5501

Email: Isharp@alaska.net
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FPCS ParentTeacher Student Organization

3339 Fairbanks Street
Anchorage”™ Alaska 99503-4145

(907) 274-3105

February 18,2001

Representative Fred Dyson and HESS Committee members
Alaska State Capital, Room #104

Suite 140

Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Dear Representative Dyson,

The members of our organization appreciate your sponsorship of HB 101. We believe that
charter schools provide parents, teachers, and community members with positive options
in public school education. We strongly support legislation that strengthens the
autonomous nature of charter schools, provides a foundation for charter school longevity,
and ensures equal state funding for all public school students. HB 101 provides a venue for
charter school longevity and takes steps to provide equitable funding.

The Family Partnership Charter School (FPCS) is a unique school which innovatively
pursues the reality of public education. When directed toward charter schools in a
generalized fashion, the ensconced language of public education can fall short of
addressing the issues relevant to FPCS. It is our hope that the language of charter school
legislation can develop a dialect which is inclusive of unique educational programs. We
respectively ask that you consider these suggested changes to amendment AS 14.17.905
(section 6 of HB 101): the revision of part one to read “(1) the school is not dependent
upon the facility of another separate school”; and the addition of one word to part

three “(3) the charter school is not operated exclusively ?Sa correspondence school”.

We deeply appreciate your dedication to all public school students in Alaska. Thank you
for making charter schools one of your priorities. Please contact us ifwe can help in any

way.
Sincerely,

‘A rodC /

Cassandra Posey
PTSO President



AURORA BOREALIS CHARTER SCHOOL
11247 Frontage Road Ste. A
Kenai, Alaska 99611
(907) 283-0292

February 22, 2001

To: Rep. Fred Dyson, Chair and members of the House HESS Committee
Subject: Support ofHB 101 regarding Charter Schools.

The Academic Policy Committee of the Aurora Borealis Charter School is in support of
HB 101. We particularly urge the passage of the provisions in the bill to eliminate the
sunset clause and to extend the term of contracts to 10 years.

Aurora Borealis Charter School is providing a valuable alternative to regular public
schools. Our enrollment has increased annually, our students have achieved benchmark
test results that are among the highest in the District and parents are happy with our
school. We have a waiting list of 200 students, which is twice our current enrollment.

Removing the sunset date and extending the contract term will be advantageous to all
charter schools especially in attracting and retaining qualified teachers. Longer contract
terms will help charter schools that are having difficulty securing facilities.

Additional funding for charter schools would be advantageous especially since the
current law does not give specific direction to school districts on how to fund charter
schools. We are also very much in favor of the provision which establishes alternative
schools as separate schools for funding purposes. The Kenai Peninsula Borough School
District apparently is penalized with lower funding because our enrollment is added to
the largest school in the District. This inequity in the funding formula needs to be
corrected.

Thank you for your work on this bill. Passage of HB 101 will be beneficial to charter
schools, which we believe will lead to higher quality outcomes throughout the public
education system.

Sincerely,

Larry Semmens. APC Chair
Aurora Borealis Charter School



11 B. 101 «HESS/Chnrrtcr Schoolls

Subject: H.B. 101 - HESS/Charter Schools
Date: Sun, 18 Feb 2001 17:49:55 -0900
From: "thomasalaska" <thomasalaska@ gci.net>
To: "Representative Fred Dyson" <Representative_Frcd_Dyson@ Legis.state AK.US>
CC: "Linda Sharp" <sharp@ alaska.net>

Representative Dyson:

On behalf of our 300 Southcentral Alaska members, Lodge No. 46 of the Sons of Norway would like to express its
support for House Bill 101. We have worked closely with the Village Charter School (VCS) in Anchorage to help
them to get started and to grow.

On the sunset issue, the schools need several years lead time to providr for programmatic continuity: arrange for
facility leases, staffing and so forth. On the funding is?"e, we understar d that the proposed bill will narrow the
present gap between the smaller schools like VCS and other schools and will benefit the students accordingly.

Can you please forward this message to HESS and all legislators? Ard, if you have any questions, feel free to
contact me tomorrow at 561-3478 (or at 333-9101 in the evening).

Sincerely,

Howard Thomas

President

Bernt Balchen Lodge No. 46
Sons of Norway

2/18/2M1 8;2VPM
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Pat Shelton
124 East 10th Avenue
Anchc age, Alaska 99501

February 20, 2001

Representative Fred Dyson and the Health, Education, and Social Services Committee members
Alaska State Capital, Room #104

Suite 140

Juneau, Alaska 99801 -1182

Dear Representative Dyson,

Thank you for sponsoring HB 101. Charter schools diversify public school education through
the pro-active involvement of parents, teachers, and community members. Because charter
schools were created politically they must be maintained politically. This bill takes some much
needed steps to strengthen Alaska’s charter school legislation.

When compared with other states Alaska is rated as having one of the weakest charter school
laws in the nation. The strength of a state’s charter school legislation is measured by its ability to
provide a secure foundation for greater autonomy in exchange for higher academic and fiscal
accountability. Measures of the stability of this foundation are:

a. the number of years a charter may be contracted,

b. the number of charter granting agencies,

c. the amount of autonomy a charter school realizes in its operation (the ability to
hire outside of a local district’s pool of potential employees, freedom to choose
curriculum and set educational priorities, direct access to the funding generated by
student enrollment, the ability to set its own schedule in respect to daily operations
and testing, and the ability to exercise selfgovernance),

d. access to equitable funding when compared with other public schools in its area,

e. the ability to budget and manage funds independent of charter granting agency,

f. timely and appropriate audits to ensure fiscal accountability,

g. independent legal stal” granted by legislation,

h. an appeal process for charter school applicants which have been denied by a charter
granting agency,

I. access to start up funds,

j. safeguards to eliminate discrimination, and

k. the churter functions as a performance-based contract.

Charter schools developed from a simple yet profound concept, “...sound school choices can be

SUPPORT



provided to families under the umbrella of public education without micromanagement by
government bureaucracies” (Vanourek et al.,, 1997, p. 1). This idea holds parents and teachers
directly responsible for the student’s education and is intended to

empower these individuals by providing a vehicle with which their vested goals can te realized.
Alaska’s charter schools can only develop their full potential if they are provided maximum
autonomy through legislation. HB 101 provides a venue for charter school longevity and takes
steps to provide equitable funding. Is it possible that this legislation can provide any other
missing elements necessary for a sound charter school foundation?

If further development of the charter school legislation is unreasonable at this time please
consider the following changes to AS 14.17.905 (section 6 of HB 101) in lieu of any additional
amendments:

1 the revision of part one to read “(1) the school is not dependent upon the
facility of another separate school”: and

2. the addition of one word to part three “(3) the charter school is not operated
exclusively as a correspondence school”.

These changes will effectively address some of the issues charter schools confront. Facility is
often, if not always, a major hurdle for charter schools as they do not receive funding for facilities
unless such funds can be generated through outside sources. The definition of a correspondence
school is ambiguous by today’s educational practices. The distinctions between a correspondence
school and a non correspondence school become blurred as more schools utilize the internet and
other technological tools.

Your consideration of these suggestions and your dedication to all public school students in
Alaska are greatly appreciated. Thank you for making the development of charter schools a
priority during this legislative session.

Sincerely,

/3 5V — -

Pat Shelton
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Making Schools Work Better for All Children

Charter School Legislation: State Rankings

States With Strong Charter Laws...

... which do are are likely to support at least some significant development of autonomous charter schools.

Grade
State L1
Year Law Passed ‘94
Number of schools allowed 4§
m]e chartenlZ 45
1ties

Eligible chatter applicants 5
‘New stans allowed 45

School nmibc Planed 5

supcon

tate and district | 4I5
Lfognl/aixmimiaLautonony 5
3.5
funding
Fisofll Auionmm 5
475
bargaining
ks
Total 46.25
RANK 2000 /
Rank 1998 1
Numher of chancrs Spnng 352
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CHARTER SCHOOL LEGISLATION: STATE RANKINGS
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2.7
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5
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5
4.5
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3.5

5
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3.7
24
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35

44

MA X
93 95
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33 3.25
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92 96 *08
5 35 23
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I
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3 03 9
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45 5 26
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4 45 33
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0 13 7
239 11 5
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9% 97 93
35 5 4
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45 45
45 45 325
3 35
43 325
3 3 27%
45 25 375
4 35 45
3 4 45
37.5 36.75 36.5
1 12 13
§ 16 L
75 41 65

COMPARISON WITH OTHER STATES
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States With Weak Charter Laws...

... which have not, and are unlikely to lead to significant charter activity.

CHARTER SCHOOL LEGISLATION: STATE RANKINGS

Grade C D

State i Nil QH @A LA ID NY £T Hi AK NM HI \WY EI AR YA
Year Law Passed ‘06 ‘95 O B 95 98 *97 96 ‘98 95 ‘93 U4 ‘95 ‘95 ‘95 ‘98
Number of schools allowed y 2 N 2 26 25 25 06 23 25 1 5 1 25 16
Multiple. «hiurainE.?uilioritie5 1 0.7 27 1 25 13 1 25 2 03 225 1 0 1 1 1
Eligible charier applicants 4 31 3 4 35 3 2 15 43 4T 2 15 43 25 25 26
35 37 2T 4 4 48 45 35 41 s 35 3 4 4 35 23
School mnv be sinned without 1 0 47 25 2 1 5 | 2.5 13 3 2 17 0 25 26

evidence ol local support

Automatic waiver from state and 3 47 3 5 25 43 25 25 06 O 05 45 0 05 0 | 06
distriialawi
Lesal/oncrational nntonomv 3 37 ]..7 0 1 0 15 05 16 0 0 05 0 05 0 06
[Guaranteed hill Dcr-ntmil funJins 3 0 27 L 3 3 35 35 03 33 3 15 O 35 15 06
Fiscal Autonomy 35 5 27 2 45 16 | 3 13 4 2 1 0 15 0 O
Exempt from collective bareamine 4 47 23 1.5 15 4 2 25 43 0 0 O 0 0 0 0
acreetnent/district work rules
Total 28 219 22 21 265 256 255 23 216 =9 1875 16 15 '45 135 115
RANK 2000 20 2 2 =2 24 )5 2 21 28 29 30 A R W’ HA B
n v 3L w o ow o B % B RN W B U W

|Number of charters Spring 2000 ]_9 0 48 32 ]_7 8 5 16 3 17 3 2 0 2 0 0

About the Grades:

» "A" (Score between 40-50): These laws allow for a significant number of charter schools
and contribute positively to their growth and development.

* "B" (Score between 30-39): These laws also allow for healthy growth of charter schools but
contain some significant provisions that may impede growth.

e "C" (Score between 20-29): These laws may allow for a good number of schools, but still
pose significant challenges to sustaining a prolific and healthy charter environment.

* "D" (Score between 10-19): These laws largely allow conventional education bureaucracies
to regulate the establishment and operation of charter schools. While schools have opened
under these laws, they are heavily regulated and are few and far between.

* "F" (Score between 0-9”: These laws simply offer no real charter environment at all, and
arc charter laws in name only.

Rating Criteria

All 37 charter school laws in existence as of April 2000 are scored and ranked according to

2/20/01 11:18 AV
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their degree of expansiveness. The states are ranked from | (most expansive) to 37 (most
restrictive), as well as divided into Strong and Weak Charter Law States, indicating which do or are
likely to support at least some significant development of autonomous charter schools, and which
do not.

* Number of Schools: States that permit an unlimited or substantial number of autonomous
charter schools encourage more activity than states that either limit the number of
autonomous schools, or allow an unlimited number of charter schools with restrictions on
their autonomy, demographics, etc.

» Multiple chartering authorities/binding appeals process: States that permit a number of
entities in addition to or instead of local school boards to authorize charter schools, or that
provide applicants with a binding appeals process, encourage mere activity than those that
vest authorizing power in a single entity, particularly if that entity is the local school board,
or provide only an advisory appeals process

» Variety of applicants: States that permit a variety of individuals and groups both inside and
outside the existing public school system to start charter schools encourage more activity
than states that limit eligible applicants to public schools or public: school personnel.

» New starts: States that permit new ‘schools to start up encourage more activity than those
that permit only public school conversions.

» Formal evidence of local support: States that permit charter schools to be formed without
having to prove specified levels of local support encourage more activity than slates that
require such demonstrations of support.

» Automatic waiver from laws and regulations: States that provide automatic blanket
waivers from most or all state and district education laws, regulations, and policies
encourage r. -ire activity than states that provide no waivers or require charter schools to
negotiate waiv rs on an issue-by-issue basis with charter-granting authorities. (In no case,
however, are civil rights laws or health,safety codes waived for charter schools)

» Legal/operational autonomy: States in which charter schools are independent legal entities
that can own property, sue and be sued, incur debt, control budget and personnel, and
contract for services encourage more activity than slates in which charter school remain
under district jurisdiction. In addition, legal autonomy refers o the ability of charter schools
to control enrollment numbers, with no spt :ial conditions imposed by the charter law or the
local district on its policies.

* Guaranteed full funding: States where 100% of per-pupil funding automatically follows
student enrolled in charter schools encourage more activity than states where ihe amount of
funding is automatically set below 100%, or must be negotiated with the district. (For more
on charter funding, see also: Chai ter School Funding Path.)

» Fiscal Autonomy: State that give charter schools full control over their own budgets,
without the district holding the “mds, encourage more activity than states that do not. (For
more on charter funding, see Charter School Fundinu Path.)

* Exemption from collective bargaining agreements / district work rules: Weak laws do
not give charter schools control over personnel decisions but make them subject to district
collective bargaining agreements or work rules.

Other Notes:

The scores on this table arc based on the current status of each law (through April 2000).
Amendments to the original law, state board regulations, legal rulings, department of education
intc.prctation and actual implementation have all been factored into the ranking. Each state is
ranked for each criterion on a scale of 0 to 5, based on how that state’s provisions under that

3o0f4 2/20/111 11 IK AS
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Kenai Peninsula Borough School District
Homer Charter School

Academic Policy Committee
P.O. Box 474 Homar, AK 99603 (907) 235-9728

February 20,2001

Re: HB 101 Charter School Bill

Tho Academic Policy Committee, APC supports HB 101, except tor the following
considerations.

The Homer Charter School is in its fourth year of operation.

The APC feels the cap on Charter Schools should be kept to 30 until financial concents of
existing schools are addressed property. The Federal grants for 'planning and
implementation’ have been adequate for getting the programs off and running What is
lacking is the operating revenue to ktep up with rising salary costs. The State of Alaska
should recognize each Charter School as a separate school, no matter what size. Funding
needs to be allocated to School District's according to the State’s formula for each
Charter School no matter what size.

Do not increase the number of Charter Schools until each is funded as a separate
school.

Garry Uelley Academic Policy Member



FINANCE AND ECONOMICS

The difference

When Amerlcan ﬁar?nts exerust% ch ICn@laIHdePUCatIOH interestin
etier, ge
on't

gg &ub IC, SC ?s wo[)k
teachers do well and
T HE prospects for school vouchers in

America, to create a kind of market in
publicly funded education, look bleak.
President Bush had said he was keen on the
idea, but the education plan he proposed
this week fails to take the idea very far,and
what little it proposes on vouchers seems
ccnain to be dropped in the end (see page
25).Thisisashame—or so, at any rote, some
fascinating new work on the effects of
school choice suggests.

Caroline Hoxbv of Harvard University
.has been working on different aspects of
this issue for some time. Ms Hoxbv's work
inspires akind ofawe among many econo-
mists: for its clarity, its empincal thorough—
ness, and its wonderful ingenuity in find-
ing ways to answer hard questions. Even if
school choice were an issue that did not
matter, her work would bejustly admired.
And it so happens that school choice is
something that matters alot.

In theory, Ms Hoxby says in her most
recent published work*, the effect of pa-
rental choice on school-system perfor-
mance is uncertain. On one hand, choice
leading to competition among schools,
should encourage productivity, just as it
does in other markets. On the other,
schools may son themselves in such away
that "good peers arc not in contact with
those who would benefit from then,

I most", leaving the system asawhole worse
off. That may be true; whether it would be
a legitimate reason to deny choice seems
doubtful—'you must stay in this bad
school because you arc helping other pJT
.pils" t=nor a liberal doctrirg" StillTons
plainly docs have a bcanngoo the assess—
ment of effects. Given the countervailing
influcn cs. whether choice improves edu-
cation isan open, empirical question.

In answenng it. Ms Hoxby begins by
noting that (@ vanous kinds of school
thoicc alrejdy exist across the United
Statcsand(b)oneofthcsciscspecwlly sus

1 ccptiblc to cconomctnc  investigation.
[ Some cities iave lots of school districts;
some do nr. In the first group, parents
have greater effective choice than in the
second: they can exercise it by moving
rt.orc readily out of one distnct and tnt i
another, a process of choosing with you;

I
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things
or private schools subsides,

ECONOMICS FOCUS

feet that economists call 'Ticbout choice".

This, it turns out. is an cconomctrically
promising idea. Often, policy on other
kinds of school choice (aswhen, say, adis—
trict decides to let parents choose among
schools within its area) is influenced by
school performance. When that happens,
cause and effect get muddled up: it is hard
to know how much choice isaffecting per—
formance, and how much vice versa. But
Ms Hoxby suspects, and confirms, that the
number of districts in any area depends
heavily on historical circumstances. In this
case, causation runs mainly from choice to
performance. (And to the extent that this is
not so. she takes ingenious steps to allow
for the fact and neutralise it.) Tine upshot is
that Tichout choice can be explored with
confidence fbr its effects, one way or the
othcr.on school performance.

Competition works

What then are the findings? Mainly, that
choice improves pcrronnancc. Achievc-

mcnt, measured by test scores and stu-
dents' future earnings, is higher when there

is more choice among districts. To sec the

scale, compare acity like Miami (at one ex—
treme. with just one distnct covenng al-
most all the metropolitan area) and Boston

(at the other, with 70distncis within a jo-

minutc commute of downtown): that big

an increase in choice is associated with an

improvement in attainment of m grades
and an increase in young adult earnings of
iyX. And remember that choice in this form

is presumably a milder stimulus than

would bechoicce in the form of,say, an ade—

quately funded voucher scheme.

Four other results stand out. First,
.choice reduces spending on education—
(he improvement in performance is
achieved at lower cost. Second, it haj the
biggest effects on school productivity in
states where districts have greater financial
independence. Third, it reduces demand
for private education: "policies that reduce
choice among districts (distnct consolida-
tion) or the benefits of choice tmone state
control of spending) arc likely to increase
the share of >tudcnts in private schools and
reduce the share of voters who arc inter-
ested in the general well-being of public
education." Fourth, the effects barely differ
as between prosperous families and poor
families (or white families and black tam-
ilics). The view that greater choice favours
Jihc rich at :he expense of the poor cets no~
.backing. Everybody gaTns!

Except had teachers. In another paper’,
Ms Hoxby provides an interesting foomote
on the implications of greater choice for
teachers—whose unions are, of course,
trenchantly opposed to most wavs ot in-
creasing competition among schoals.
Greater choice (measured more broadly
now: the econometric issues arc different)
is found to increase the demand for teach—
erswho are better qualified, or went to bet—
ter colleges, or have good maths and sci-
ence skills, or are willing to work longer
hours than their contracts require. Note
that schools which operate under greater
choice do not necessanlvpav their teachers
more (charter schoals, tor instance, pay less
than average), but what they pay s-ancs
mote with teacher quality. SucFschools re—
tain well-qualificd teachers lur longer than
tlo schools facing lesschoice.

Choic - appears to havr much in its s fa—
vour. Evcrytning.~maybc, except to the
lower order, ofihe teaching profession and
the massed ranksofelected politicians.
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criterion support or restrict the development of a significant number oi autonomous charter schools
(strongly support = 5; strongly restrict = 0), or, in the case of recently passed or amended lasvs, arc
likely to do so. States are listed from left to right from stronger to weaker. The laws are also
divided into two subsets: strong or moderately effective laws which do or arc likely to support at
least some significant development of autonomous charter schools, and week or ineffective laws
which have not, and are unlikely to lead to significant charter activity. See the following page for a
more detailed explanation of the criteria and rating system. Sec also analysis of individual states'
laws for further explanation of specific provisions.

Each law was scored by a panel of charter school experts: Jeanne Allen. President, The Center for
Education Reform: Bruno Manno, Senior Fellow with the Annie E. Casey Foundation and Adjunct
Fellow with the Hudson Institute. Linda Brown. Director, Pioneer Institute Charter School
Resource Center; Chester Finn, President of the Thomas B. Fordham Foundation; and John M. Olin
Fellow at the Hudson Institute, assisted with the 1997 and 1998 rankings. The average of the
panelists score's were sued for the final score for each criterion, and their sum provides the final
scores that determined ranking. States with tie scores were ranked according to secondary factors
influencing the effectiveness of their law. Edited by Jeanne Allen and Dave DeSchryvcr.

Originally published by the Center lor Education Reform. April 2000.
Technical corrections made February 2(X)1.

Print Version oi Chart (.rtf format - use this version if you want to print out the chart.)
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