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SEnATE FINANCE COMMITTEE REFURT
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Finance Committee considered SENATE BILL NO. 235

SB 235 CHARTER/ALTERNATIVE SCHOOL FUNDING
"An Act relating to charter school approval and funding."

and recommends:

SENATE BILL:
[ ] bereplacedwith] ]SCSor[ ]CS ( ) { [ ] Same Title
[ ] NewTitle
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HOUSE BILL;
[ ] attached amendment(s) [ 1 Same Title
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NEW FISCAL NOTE(S):

[ ] APPROPRIATION - no fiscal note
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:

2010 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: SB 235

() Publish Date:

Identifier (file name). SB235-EED-ESS-4-01-10 Dept. Affected:  Education and Early Development

Title An Act relating to charter school approval and funding RDU Education Support Services

Component School Finance & Factiities

Sponsor Senate Education Committee

Requester Senate Finance Committee

Component Number 2737

Expenditures/Revenues {Thousands of Dollars)

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

Appropriation

Required

information

OPERATING EXPENDITURES

FY 2011

FY 2011

FY 2012

FY 2013

FY 2014

FY 2015

FY 2016

Personal Services

150.0

150.0

154.5

159.1

163.9

168.8

Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment -

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims T

Miscelianeous

TOTAL OPERATING 150.0 0.0 150.0 154.5 159.1 163.9 168.8

[CAPITAL EXPENDITURES T I 740 | 10 | 10 [ 1.0 |

[CHANGE IN REVENUES ( y [ | | | | ] |

FUND SOQURCE {Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts ..

1003 GF Match

1004 GF ) 150.0 151.0 155.5 160.1 164.9 168.8

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other Interagency Receipts

TOTAL 150.0 0.0 151.0 155.5 160.1 164.9 168.8

Estimate of any current year (FY2010) cost:
POSITIONS

Full-time 0.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

Part-time 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5

Temporary

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)
Sec. 1, removes limit on number of charter schools that can operate in the state. As there are only 25 operating charter schools in
the state currently, there is no anticipated fiscal impact resulting from this provision.

Sec. 2, Establishes charter school construction program based on charter school enroliment. Establishing regulations will require an
estimated $150,000. Management of the program will require 1.5 FTE, one full-time grant administrator (Range 17), and a half-time
administrative assistant {(Range 14), to assist with the required reporting paperwork. The personnel costs are escalated at 3% per
year to approximate cost of living increases. While it is difficult to say how much state funding might be required, the department has
estimated that the program will impact 40% of the Charter schools in each year of the program. The bill reqiures the legislature to
appropriate at least a doliar for each pupil enrolled in the charter school recieving funding which amounts to approximately $1,000 per
year. Personnel costs are not expected until after the first year, when regulations have been adopted and the department begins
applying for any available federal grant opportunities.

Sec. 3, Sunsets the charter schoot construction grant program on July 1, 2015, however, the department's finanical reporting and
project oversight obligations will continue beyond sunset of the program.

Prepared by: Sam Kito lll, P. E., School Facilities Engineer Phone {907) 465-6906
Division School Finance/Facilities Section Date/Time 4.1.2010
Approved by:  Larry LeDoux, Commissioner Date 4/1/2010

(Revised 10113/2008 OMB)
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SENATE EDUCATION COMMITTEE

CO-CHAIRMEN: MEMBERS:
SENATOR KEVIN MEYER SENATOR BETTYE DAVIS
SENATOR JOE THOMAS SENATOR CHARLIE HUGGINS

SENATOR GARY STEVENS
SENATOR DONALD OLSON

Sponsor Statement
Senate Bill 235
“An Act relating to charter school approval and funding. "

Senate Bill 235 amends existing state statute to allow the Department of Education & Early
Development to compete on behalf of Alaska charter schools for facility maintenance & start-up
grant funds nationally available through the U.S. Department of Education. Alaska and its
charter schools are currently ineligible.

Senate Bill 235 addresses this inequity in two ways:

First, Senate Bill 235 removes the statutory cap which limits the number of charter schools, on a
statewide basis to sixty. As the only authorizer of charter schools, local school boards
thoroughly examine and evaluate charter applications prior to agreeing to accept a charter for
their district. In this way, local school boards act as a check on charter school over-proliferation
and growth - today, there are only 26 charter schools in existence across Alaska — making a state
mandated cap unnecessary.

Second, Senate Bill 235 creates in statute the programmatically required state funding
mechanism necessary to comply under the federal grant program. It amends current law to
establish in Alaska the per-pupil facilities aid program required under the U.S. Department of
Education’s applicant eligibility requirements. Senate Bill 235 then seeds the in-state aid
program with a nominal $1 dollar per pupil per year. However, it is communities and school
districts which must arrange for themselves the means to provide the 10% local contribution
necessary to achieve the initial 90% federal match and subsequent, escalating match proportions.

With minimal State involvement, I;ut maximized local initiative & control, Senate Bill 235:

¢ Improves the State of Alaska’s ability to secure the Federal Start Up Funds for Alaskan
Charter Schools.

¢ Makes charter schools eligible to compete for federal grants for facilities.

e Is strongly supported statewide by school boards, school districts, and charter schools.

o— Reduces-a-major barrier to the development of charter schools. ~ ~—
o Benefits Alaska’s children.

e Will increase educational choices for parents & opportunities for students.

Jomo Stewart, Committee Aide Murray Richmond, Committee Aide
(907) 465 - 6874 {907) 465 — 6443
Senate_Education@legis.state.ak.us
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The 2009 ranking reflects the most critical components of a good charter school law, those the federal Education
Department should focus on in order to evaluate those states most likely to make it in the Race to the Top

Charter ScChool Law Ranking and ScCorecard 2009

D F

STATE oK NC iL TN NH AR MD Rt AK cT Hl WY KS VA

Passed

Multiple
Authorize
s (15)

Number 2 2 2 1 2 5 2 4 2 5 1 2 10 10 10
of

Schools

Allowed

(10

Operations (15)

+ Slate 2 2 2 3 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 3 2 -0 +]
Autonomy

* District 2 2 3 2 1 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 0 0 0
Autonomy .

T
X .
Year Law 9 99 96 95 02 95 95 03 95 95 86 24 95 94 98
L]
3

2 3 2 2 2 2 1 2 1 2 2 . 1 1 1

Collective
Bargaining
Equity (15)
« $00% 7 5 4 5 5 2 5 5 7 4 3 2 2 0 0
Funding

*Faciites ¢ 0.5 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Funds ¢
implement 0 0 0 0 0 -3 0 0

ation

Points bdk ' )
2009 Total 18.5 17 16 18 16 18 14 13 2 1 10 9 B

0
1
Scorn-(out
2% 27 2 29 30 3 2 @ B 3 7 38 39

of 55}
2009 Rank

2008 Total 2 325 335 27.75 2375 285 24 21 15 20 23 20 20.25 18 16
Score 7

$
jr
Fw

&

;N L

a——————

2008 Rank 2 19 17 26 31 29 30 K x) 39 36 32 35 M4 37 38

7
Numberof 3 14 103 74 14 11 25 34 11 28 21 32 3 40 4
Chartera 3
as of Feb. 1

2009

A Definitions
1. Muitiple Chartering Authorizers (15 points). Does the state permit entities other than traditional school

to the active practice of independent authorizing? independent entities may include universities, independent boards,
and rmayors.

2. Equity (15 polnts). Fiscal equity requires that not only are the amounts received the same, but charters
receive monies from the identical streams and routes as other schools. If the law guarantees that charter schools
receive money that is the same amount as and received in the same manner as traditional public schools, then they
will be viewed as and treated the same as public schools in law and practice.

531

_______boards to create and manage charter schools-independently, and does the existence of such'a provigion actually lead™ ~
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3. Operations {15 points), How much independence from existing state and district vperaticnal rules and
procedures is codified in law and results in freedom and flexibility as intended? In the early charter laws, a provision
known as the blanket waiver ensured that once opened, charter schools couid set their own processes and rutes for .
cperations, while still adhering to standards, safety and civil rights requirements,

4. Number of Schools Allowed (10 points). How many charter schools are allowed to open, whether
annually, in tolal throughout the state, or on a local level? Do the caps imposed through charter law hinder the growth
and development of the charter school movement in the state? It is not enough to simply have an unlimited provision
in a state law regarding the number of charters that can be approved. Virginia, Wyoming, and Delaware ali, by law,
allow an unlimited number of schools, but constrain growth in other ways. Restrictions are not only defined by how
many schools exist—some states also restrict total enroliment and per pupil revenue to limit charter growth.

(States were able to score extra—or lose—points far accountability and other factors.)

http:/fiwww.edreform.com/Fast_Facts/Ed_Reform_FAQs/?Just_the_FAQs_Charter_Schools
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NATIONAL CHARTER SCHOOL & ENROLLMENT STATISTICS 2009

Rl 52T B NS fiEds
Arkansas _ 28 6 0 34 7812 ] D |

Colorado 15) 15 8 166 63,799 B
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Wisconsin 219 4 0 223 37432 C
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Arizona

Charter schools recelve a per pupil allocation calted “additional assistance.” These monies
can be used for anything from teacher salaries to transportation to facility construction.
The amount of "additional assistance” Is currently $1,405 per pupil in kindergarten through
¢ grade eight and $1,648 per pupil in grades nine through

twelve.http: w.azieg.state.az.us/Form cument-aspinDoc=/ars/15/00185.htm

e-_l_§&D_o_egge—.AR (see B, 4) e

California

Colora do

. funding for 50% of the total project cost for new construction of charter school facilities.

A charter schools revolvmg  joan fund allows charter schools to recelve toans for as much as
$250,000, allowing up to five years for repayment. A school can use these loans for any

start-up costs, incduding facilities.http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-

bin/displayeode?sectjon=edcRgroup=41001-42000&{ile=41360-41367 The charter school
facllities program authorizes the State Allocation Board to provide per pupil facilities grant

This program is subject to available statewide school bonds passed to support charter
school facilities, .Currently, na funding is available to support this program, while a backiog
of aimost $2 blllion of efigible charter projects exists. http://www.leginfo.ca gov/cgi-
bin/disblaycode?section=edcRgroup=17001-18000&file=17078.52-17078.66 A lease aid
funding program for charter schools In low-Income areas provides up to $750 per
student.http:/Neginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=47001-

| 48000&file=47610-47615 (See 47614.5)

|~ For F¥ 2009, $5 million in capital construction funds have been appropnated and are
provided to qualified charter schools on a per-pupll basis. See Word document entitled “CO
Per-Pupil Charter Facilitles Funds Statute.” The legislature also provides a mechanism for
iimited credit enhancement for eligible, highly rated bond transactions for charter schools,
by using the state’s moral obligation to back up to 5400 million in debt. See Word
document entitled “CO Moral Obligation for Charter Facllities Statute.”

Connecticu
t

For the two-year budget cycle starting on July 1, 2006, the state provided $10 million in
bond financing to cover facilities costs at existing charter schools, disbursed through a
competitive application process. For the two-year budget cyde starting on July 1, 2008, the
state provided and additional $10 million in bond financing to cover facllities costs at
exlisting charter schools, disbursed through a competitlve application
2 7 uh

tm#Secl0-
164 tn#Sec10-66hh
Therels a per-pupﬂ facll!tles ald program ln D.C. The amount Is based on a five year
moving average of capital funds available to the school system. For Fiscal Year 2005, the
allowance as calculated at $3,109 per pupil. See Word document entitled “OC Charter
Facilities Funding Statute.” The City Build Charter School Initiatlve promotes community
revitalizations with a particular emphaslis on strengthening public charter schools. Most of
the grants from this program have been allocated for facilities and expansion projects. The
Fiscal Year 2009 District of Columbia Appropriations Act Includes $3.25 million for the
program. The Public Charter Schoaol Cred|t Enhancement Fund provides credit
enhancement for the purchase, construction, and/or renovation of facllities for charter
schools. The program offers guarantees or collateral pledges of up to $3 mllllon for two to
five years.http://frwebgate access 2o gov/egl-
hin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=browse usc&docid=Cite:+20USC1155 (Sections 1155(e){2HB) and
1155{e)(3)) The District of Columbia’s Direct Loan Fund for Charter School Improvement
provides flexible loan capital for-the construction; purchase, renovation and maintenance
of charter school facilities. Loans are capped at $2 million per school. $4.5 militon in federal
approprlations was earmarked for this inltlatlve for Fiscal Year

1000 [Sectton 38-1833.02)

Florida

For Fy 2008, Horida appropriated $57 million for its per-pupil charter facilities funding
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h w, flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?A ode=Display Statu

&uﬂeﬁm&@/&ﬂ__ﬂd S

Geaorgla

The state has a per-pupll, needs-based capltal—fundlng program. Approximately 32 million
was appropriated for FY 2010. See Word dotument entitied “GA Charter Facilities Funding
Statute.”

Massachus
etts

Charter ‘schools receive 2 per-pupll capttal needs allowance as part of their per pupil
tuition revenue. For Fiscal Year 2009, the per pupil capital needs component was
¥ At (See nn)

Minnesota

The state provrdes 1ease aid to charter schoo!s in the amount of 80% of lease costs or
$1,200 per-pupil. With approval of the state department of education, charter schools may
leasa space from public or prlvate nonprofit, nonsectarian organizations and from sectarian
organizations.http: (See Subd, 4)

New
Mexico

Lease payments for charter schools for FY 2010 $700 per
student.h nmcharterschools.o charter schools/charter schools act.pdf (See
22-8B-14)

h"New York

The Charter Schools Stimulus Fund provldes discretionary finandial support to charter
schools for start-up costs and for costs associated with the acquisition, renovation and
construction of school facilities. Grants awarded by the New York State Board of Regents
are capped at $200,000, and those awarded by the State Unlversity of New York are
capped at $350,000. $5.5 million was appropriated for the FY 2009 school year. See Word
document entitled “NY Charter Schools Stimulus Fund Statute.”

Oldahoma

The charter school incentive fund, provides up to 550,000 per schoal to cover costs
assoclated with renovating or remodeling existing buildings and structuresfor use by a

Pennsyivan

charter school. See Word document entitled “OK Charter Facilities Funding Statute.” |
The state department of education calculates an approved reimbursable annual rental
charge for leases of buildings or portions of buildings for charter school use which have

been approved by the secretary of education on or after Jjuly 1, 2001. This charge is the
lesser of (1) the annual rental payable under the provisions of the approved lease
agreement or (2) the product of the enroliment times $160 for elementary schools, $220

for secondary schools or $270 for area vocational-technical schools. See Word document
entitled “PA Charter Facilities Funding Statute.”

Utah

The Local Revenue Replacement Program provides an additional annual per pupil
appropriation for charter schools to replace some of the local property tax revenue that
traditionally covers maintenance and operation, capital projects and debt service. A
minimum of 10% of the grant monies must be expendead for facilities. This facilities
dedication was $143 per pupil In Fiscal Year

tm/S3A02032, The state has created a
charter school revalving loan fund. This fund provides loans to charter schools for the costs
of constructing, renovating, and purchasing charter school facilities. This fund Is capitalized

at $6,000,000.httn://www.rules.utah gov/publicat/code /277 /r277 487 htm ‘
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Purpose

ED PROGRAMS
CFDA Number: 84.282

Program Type: Discretionary/Competitive Grants Search or print all
Also Known As: Charter Schools, Public Charter Schools Program, CSP Department programs.

MORE RESOURCES
PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Join Our Listserv

This program provides financial assistance for the planning, program design, and initial
implementation of charter schools, and the dissemination of information on charter schools.
Grants are available, on a competitive basis, to SEAs in states that have charter school laws;
SEAS in turn make subgrants to developers of charter schools who have applied for a charter.
If an eligible SEA elects not to participate or if its application for funding is not approved, the
Department can make grants directly to charter school developers.

A Commitment to Quality
National Charter School
Policy Forum Report

Z PDF {1.28MB)

TYPES OF PROJECTS

An eligible applicant that receives a grant or subgrant may use the funds only for post-award planning and design of the
education program of a charter schoel. It may carry out such activities as the refinement of the desired education results, the
refinement of the methods for measuring progress toward achieving those results, and the initial implementation of the charter
school. Implementation may include informing the community about the charter school and acquiring necessary equipment,
materials, and supplies. Other eligible operational costs that cannot be met by state and local sources also may be covered. A
state may reserve up to 10 percent of its allocation to support eligible charter schools for dissemination activities.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

The Public Charter Schools Program supports the planning, development, and initial implementation of charter schools. Charter
schools provide enhanced parental choice and are exempt from many statutory and regulatory requirements. In exchange for
increased flexibility, charter schools are held accountable for improving student academic achievement. The objective is to
replace rules-based governance with performance-based accountability, thereby stimulating the creativity and commitment of
teachers, parents, and citizens.

States--and specifically their State educational Agencies {SEAs)-- are eligible to compete for grants if they have a charter school
law in place. If an eligible SEA does not participate, charter schools from the State may apply directly to the U.S. Department of
Education. Grantees receive up to 3 years of assistance, of which the charter school may use not more than 18 months for
planning and program design and not more than 2 years for the initial implementation of a charter school.

In awarding grants, the Department must give preference to States that have multiple chartering agencies (or an appeals
process for prospective charter scheols that initially fail to be approved by a single agency), that ensure accountability of public
charter schools for reaching clear and measurable objectives, and that give public charter schools a high degree of autonomy
over their budgets and expenditures.

In addition, States may reserve up to 10 percent of their grant for dissemination sub-grants to spread lessons learned form
high-quality charter schools with a demonstrated history of success to other public schools, including other public charter
schools, about how to create and sustain high-quality, accountable schools.,

~ Prnt " " Close Window

036 http://www?2.ed.gov/print/programs/charter/index.html 2/5/12010
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Eligibility

Who May Apply: (by category) State Education Agencies

Who May Apply: (specifically) SEAs in states with a state statute specifically authorizing the establishment of charter
schools may apply. After SEAs receive awards, they make competitive grants to charter schoois. If an eligible SEA
chooses not to compete for PCSP funding, then charter schools in that state may apply directly to the secretary.

{a) State educational agencies (SEAs) in States with a specific State statute authorizing the establishment of charter
schools may apply for funding. The Secretary awards grants to SEAs to enable them to conduct charter school programs
in their States. SEAs use their PCSP funds to award sub-grants to "eligible applicants,” as defined in this notice, for
planning, program design, and initial implementation of a charter school; and to support the dissemination of
information about, including successful practices in, charter schools. A charter school may apply to an SEA for funds to
carry out dissemination activities, whether or not the charter school has applied for or received funds under the PCSP for
planning or implementation, if the charter school has been in operation for at least three consecutive years and has
demonstrated overall success, including--

1. Substantial progress in improving students achievement;

2. High tevels of parent satisfaction; and

3. The management and leadership necessary to overcome initial start-up problems and establish a thriving,
financially viable charter school.

(b) Non-SEA eligible applicants may apply for funding directly from the U.S. Department of Education (Department) if
the SEA in the State elects not to participate in the PCSP or does not have an application approved under the program.
An "eligible applicant” is defined as a developer that has applied to an authorized public chartering authority to operate
a charter school and has provided to that authority adequate and timely notice, and a copy of its PCSP application,
except that the Secretary or the SEA may waive these reguirements in the case of a pre-charter planning grant, If an
SEA's application is appreved in this competition, applications received from non-SEA eligible applicants In that State wiil
be returned to the applicants, In such a case, the non-SEA eligible applicant should contact the SEA for information
related to the State's subgrant competition.

Note: The Department plans to hold separate competitions for non-SEA eligible applicants under CFDA # 84.2828 and
# 84.282C.

- Print Close Window

Last Modified: 100 2005

http://www?2.ed.gov/print/programs/charter/eligibility. html 2/5/2010
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Awards

Number of New Awards Anticipated
4-6 for SEAs; 50-75 for others.

Average Award
$3,000,000 for SEAs; $150,000 for others.

Range of Awards
$500,000 - $8,000,000 for SEAs; $10,000 - $150,000 for others.

STATES WITH CURRENT APPROVED APPLICATIONS

The following States currently have approved applications under this program:

e Arkansas e Illinois e North Carolina
o California e Indiana ¢ Ohio

» Colorado e Louisiana s Oklahoma

¢ Connecticut & Massachusetts e Oregon

e Delaware * Michigan ¢ Rhode Island
e District of Columbia ¢ Minnesota ¢ Tennessee

e Florida e Missouri e Texas

¢ Georgia * Nevada ¢ Utah

s Hawai ® New Jersey ® Wisconsin

¢ Idaho e New York

Charter schools and charter schoo! planning groups in these states may not apply directly to the U.S. Department of
Education for funds, but must apply to the SEA in their state.

EXAMPLES OF FUNDED PROGRAM ABSTRACTS
These abstracts are taken from the grant applications submitted to the U.S. Department of Education in 2002.
State Education Agencies

New Jersey--New Jersey's Charter School Program Act of 1995 became the nation's twentieth charter schoof law,
thereby stimulating development of an important model for innovation in the State's system of public education. As
amended in November 2000, the Charter School Program Act has enabled a flourishing charter school movement to take
hold in New Jersey by providing a balance of flexibility, autonomy, and accountabitity. The number of charter schools in
the state has grown from 13 in the first cchort to 50 charter schools currently in operation, serving nearly 13,000
students. Six additional charter schools are scheduled to open in September 2002. Forty of these 56 schools, or 71
percent of New Jersey's charter schools are located in the poorest urban districts In the state and provide service to
educationally disadvantaged students. Forty-eight percent of all students in charter schools meet the definition of
economically disadvantaged (eligible for free lunch). This percentage is equal to the percentage of students who are
economically disadvantaged in the districts in which they are located, and is significantly higher than in New Jersey's
traditional-public schocls-Charter schools serve-predominantly-minority students-Overail, minority students account for——
89 percent of the students in the 50 operating schools.

The New Jersey Charter Schools Grant Program seeks to promote high student academic achievement and attainment of
New Jlersey's Core Curriculum Content Standards through the design and implementation of viable new charter schools,
and the dissemination of successful charter school practices and innovations that show promise of effecting broader
reforms in our traditional system of public education. The goals of this grant program parallel the state's overall
objectives for the charter school initiative:

http://www?2.ed.gov/print/programs/charter/awards.html 2/5/2010
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¢ To improve student learning and achievement;

To increase the availability of choice to parents and students when selecting a learning environment;

e To establish a new system of accountability for schools; to make the school the unit for educational
improvement;

e To establish new professional cpportunities for teachers and school leaders.

Assessing the achievement of the objectives of the charter schoel grant program is closely aligned with evaluating the
success of our charter school initiative as a whole. Specific assessment tools have been developed for both programs:
required quarterly program and fiscal reports and on-site monitoring to track achievement of charter school grant
program objectives; and a three-phase evaluation procedure consisting of the Annua! Report, Program Review, and
Renewal Process for tracking the success and viability of operating charter schools.

New Jersey's charter school program has a proven track record of success beginning with the first cohort of schools that
commenced operations in the 1997-98 school year. The New Jersey Charter School Grant Program, by supporting the
plarning and implementation of new charter schools, has significantly contributed to this success. Golng forward, the
New Jersey Department of Education anticipates improved results based on refinement of programs as we incorporate
tessons learned in the first six years of the charter school initiative.

New Jersey Charter School Grant Pregram awards will be made in two categories: Planning and Implementation Grants
targeted to new charter schools; and Dissemination Grants, aimed at assisting "veteran" charter schools in adapting and
sharing their successful programs with other schoels, and enabling the dissemination of information about the charter
school. The New Jersey Department of Education anticipates providing assistance to an estimated 30-35 new charter
schools over the next 3 years through the New Jersey Charter Schools Grant Program. Dissemination grants are
expected to become an increasingly important component of New Jersey's charter schoot initiative, and are projected at
6 grants per year over the next 3 years. The Office of Innovative Programs and Scheols, Charter School Unit, is
dedicated to providing administrative oversight of the charter school grant program to ensure that objectives are
achieved In a timely and efficient manner.

Wisconsin--Wisconsin has 101 operating charter schools and anticipates an increase of 40 percent by the year 2005.
Wisconsin Charter School growth is the result of a strong and flexible Wisconsin charter school law and the Wisconsin
Charter School Program (WCSP) subgrant awards for planning, start up, impiementation, and dissemination activities.
Our charter scheols are exempt from most state regulations. There is no limit on the number of schools to be chartered,
the chartering authority and planners are given great flexibility in designing the schools, and our state law has recently
expanded chartering authority. No state approval is required. However, an appeal process for denied charters is in place
for a portion of our state. Our law works in concert with federal charter school statutes. The WCSP Dissemination grant
program that was begun in 1999-2000, has enhanced the growth of and interest in charter schools by sharing best
practices and by providing innovative models and ideas for charter schoo! planners and developers.

The Wisceonsin Charter School Program is aligned to our state content standards, the state accountability system and our
state pian. The New Wisconsin Promise, which promotes early learning opportunities, educator quality, career and
technology education, increased parent and community involvement, and building reading skills to close the
achievement gap for minorities, children in poverty, and other children at-risk of school failure. The goals of this project
are to increase the number of high quality charter schools, increase the availability of and access to resources and
expertise for operators, planners and authorizers, and to award planning subgrants to groups establishing strong,
innovative charter schools which support state priorities; by awarding implementation subgrants to new charter schoots,
and by expanding our dissemination pregram to share best and promising practices.

Local Education Agency

Avondale Learning, located in the suburbs of Maricopa County west of Phoenlx, is a college preparatory high school for
150 students of all backgrounds and learning abilities in grades 9-12. It is based on 2 proegram the charter holder
created and led for three years for a Phoenix-hased charter school. Under this program, upper class students
successfully attended nearby community colleges and did exceptionally well on the state's writing test Avondale
Learning is a Local Educational Agency according to Arizona State law.

Avondale-Learning features-instruction-that-is-student-centered: Extended lectures and worksheets are discouraged;”
rather, students do various projects, many of which are interdisciplinary. Required courses include four years each of
English and Social Studies and three years each of Math and Science. Also, students take the sequences of career and
Life Success, Leadership, and Internship courses, Leadership includes two hours minimum per week of community
service, and Internship enables students to practice professional skills in a paid or nonpaid off-campus job. Students
also study speech, fine arts, technology, a second ltanguage, and College Prep. College Prep improves reading
comprehension and vocabulary, reduces the unknown about college life, and prepares students for standardized tests.

The mission of Avondale Learning is to help students prepare for postsecondary education and entry intc careers. Our

http://www2.ed.gov/print/programs/charter/awards.html 2/5/2010
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goals are to have a strong instructional focus for all students; help establish a positive school climate; meet individual
student needs; offer ongoing, relevant staff development, vary school assessment, and encourage strong parental
invelvement. Being accredited by North Central Association is a priority.

Juniors and seniors are encouraged to take one course each semester at nearby community colleges. Advisors and
instructors from the colleges will visit our campus to ease the students' way into the coilege environment. Our school
will provide tuition reimbursement and set the calendar to accommodate the colleges' schedule of classes.

= Print " Close Window

Last Madified: G8/29/2005
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Funding Status

2009

Appropriation: $216,031,000

Number of New Awards Anticlpated: 6-10 for SEAs; 20-25 for non-SEAsS

Average New Award: $5,000,000 for SEAs; $150,000 for non-SEAS

Range of New Awards: $500,000-$10,000,000 for SEAs; $10,000-$150,000 for non-SEAsS
Number of Continuation Awards: 41

Average Continuation Award: $5,410,000 for SEAs; $137,342 for non-SEAs

2008

Appropriation: $190,000,000

Number of New Awards Anticipated: 10-12 for SEAs; 20-25 for non-SEAs

Average New Award: $5,000,000 for SEAs; $150,000 for non-SEAs

Range of New Awards: $500,000-$20,000,000 for SEAs; $10,000-$150,000 for non-SEAs
Number of Continuation Awards: 41

Average Continuation Award: $5,410,000 for SEAs; $137,342 for non-SEAsS

2007

Appropriation: $200,000,000

Number of New Awards Anticipated: 10-12 for SEAs; 20-25 for non-SEAs

Average New Award: $5,000,000 for SEAs; $150,000 for non-SEAs

Range of New Awards: $500,000-$20,000,000 for SEAs; $10,000-$150,000 for non-SEAs
Number of Continuation Awards: 54

Average Continuation Award: $5,410,000 for SEAs; $137,342 for non-SEAs

2006

Appropriaticn: $214,782,480

2005

Appropriation: $216,952,384

2004

Appropriation: $218,702,000

2003

Appropriation: $198,700,000

2002

http://www?2.ed.gov/print/programs/charter/funding.html
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Appropriation: $200,000,000

2001

Appropriation: $190,000,000

2000
Appropriation: $145,000,000

Note: The Department is not bound by any estimates in this Guide,

i Print ‘Close Window

Last Meaified: 770672009
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Advanced Search
FORECAST OF FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES UNDER THE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION DISCRETIONARY
GRANT PROGRAMS FOR FISCAL YEAR (FY) 2010
(As of January 29, 2010}

This document hists virtually all programs and competitions under which the Cepartment (we) has invited or
expects to invite applications for new awards and provides actual or estimated deadline dates for the transmittal of
applications under these programs. The lists are 1n the form of charts -- organized according to the Department's
principal program offices -- and include programs and competitions wo have previously announced, as well as
those we plan to announce at a later date. :

Note: This document is advisory only and is not an official apphcation notice of the Department of Education, We
expect Lo provide updates Lo this document starting in the first week of Navember in a fiscal year and continuing
through the following July.
Note on printing: For best results, print this decument in landscape arientation.

ORGANIZATION OF THIS DOCUMENT

We have assigned to each principal office a separate chart as follows:

Chart 1 - Office of English_Language Acquisition, Language Enhancement, and Academic Achievement for Limited
English Proficient Students.

Chart 2 - Institute of Education_Sciences.

Chart 3 - Office of Elementary and Secondary Fducation,

Chart & - Office of Safe and Drug Free Schools.

Chart 5 - Office of Innovation and Improvement,

Chart 6 - Dffic

(T
G
=
o
w

;

o

=

(=

%
ha

M
L
i
(7Y
ity
|~
=]
2

Chart 7 - Office of Special Education and Rehab)litative_Services (links to NIDRR, SEP, RSA charts).

Chart 8 - Office_of Vocationa) and Adult Education,

DATES

Herg's how you can tell whether we've already published an application notice for a particular program or
competition in the Federal Register and whether the dates we list in this Forecast of Funding Opportunities are
actual or estimates:

If we have published the application nctice, we will list the Federal Register (FR3 volume and page number {e.g
65 FR 53402) after the date in column two. The other dates for that program or competition {columns four and
five) are actual {as opposed to estimated) dates.

If we do not follow the date in column two with an FR citation, 1t means that we have yat to pubiish the application
notce, and the dates {columns, twa, tour, and five) are estimates only. The actual dates wiil appear in the official
APPICATION AGUCE Yor that program or compeution in the Federal Register,

Date of Application Notice. [ colurnn two of the charts, we lists the actual or eshimated date for publication of
Lihe apphcation notice for 3 griven program or competition.

Link to Notice. In coiumn three of the charts, after its publication in the Federal Register, we will provide a link 1o
the application notice fer a given program or competition.

Deadline Date for Transmitting Application. In cclumn four of the charts, we hst the actual or estimated
deadhne for ransmitting an apphcation under a given program or competition.

Deadline Dates for Transmitting Intergovernmental Reviews. Cortamn pragramsadentdied o this document
are subject to Execulive Order 12372 and the reguiations in 34 CFR part 79, [n column five of rhe charts, we hst
the actual or estimated deadime date for ransmittal of State Process Recommendations by State Single Poinis of

543
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544

B4.215H TBD Dana Carr

Foundations for Dana.Carr®ed.gov

Learning Fax (202) 245-7166
Telephone (202) 245-7868

Funding Down

Siate

84,215M Grants 1/08/2010 PDF 2/22/2010 472372010 $347,800 |Sarah.Allen

for the (75 FR Sarah.Allen@ed.gov

Integration_of 1041) Text 17 Fax (202) 485-0041

Schoois and Telephone (202) 245-7875

Mental Health

Systems

84.304A 1/20/2010 PDF 3/08/2010 5/05/2010 $1,341,293 l{Rita Foy Moss

Cooperative Civic (75 FR Rita.Foy.Moss@ed.gov

Educatien and 3212) Texs 2 Fax (202) 485-0013

Economic Telephone (202) 245-7866

Education

Exchange

Program

TBD - To be determined

Chart 5 - Office of Innovation and 1 rovemen

For any application notice not already published, the dates in this chart are estimates. For further information
regarding any of the following competitions, please contact the person n the histing below at the Office of

Innovation and Imaorovement, U.S. Department of Education, 430 Maryland Avenue SW, room 4W343,

Information Relay Service at 1-800-877-8339.

Washington, DC 20202-59G0. If you use a telecommunications device for the deaf (TDD), you may call the Federal

To obtain Grant Apphicaticon Packages, please contact: The Educatien Publication Center, PO Box 1398, Jessup,

Maryland 20794-1398. Telephone,; 1-877-433-7827. TDD: 1-877-576-7734. Fax: 301-470-1244. Ematl:

custornerservicei@edpubs.org. Web site: http://edpubs.ed.qov/

OII Apptication || Link [fApplication [Deadline for| Estimated Program Contact
CFDA No. and Notice to Deadline |Intergovern) Average Person
Name Notice - Size/
mental Number
Review of Awards
84.165A Magnet 3/12/2010 4/26/2010 672572010 TBD Rosie Kelley
Schools Assistance Rosie Kelley@ed.gov
30-40 Fax ¢202} 260-5630
Telephone (202) 260-
0911
84,215B Excellencel|| 12/21/2009( PDF 2/22/2010 442172010 51,447,000 {|Carolyn.Warren
in Economic (74 FR Text Carolyn.Warren@ed.gov
Education 67862) 1 Fax (202) 205-5630
Extending the PDF Telephone (202) 205~
Deadline Date 1/21/2010 Taext 5443
{75 FR
3448)
84,2153 Ful 3/19/2010 5/03/2010 F102/2010 TED Jill Staton
Service Commumty= ("4~~~ —(I—/— "— " T~ 7~ """ Thirstatondedgoy T
Schools Program 8-10 Fax {202) 260 5530
Telephone (202Y 401-
2492
84.215X Teaching 1/21/:010 BDF 3/22/2010 5/21/2010 £500,000- ||Alex Sten
American History {75 FR $2,000,000 [[Alex.Stemnd@ed. gov
Grang Progeam 2449) Text Fax {202) 401-8466
120-125

http://www2.ed.gov/fund/grant/find/edlite-forecast.html
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Telephaone (202) 205-
9085

84.282A - nater 2/05/2010 3/22/2010 5/21/2010 %5,000,000 [jLeslie Hankerson
OGP eI Leshie Hankerson@ed gov
SLA Grants 6-10 Fax (202) 260-5630
Telephone (202) 205-
8524
6/15/2010 7/29/2010 9/28/2010 $130,000- |Erin Pfeltz
$175,000 | Erin.Pfeltz@ed.gov
Fax (202) 260-5630
17-23 Telephone (202) 205-
3525
2/16/2010 4/0%2/2010 570172010 $675,000- pDean Kern
$1,550,000 ||Dean Kern@ed.gov
Fax (202) 260-5630
i-2 Telephone (202) 260-
1882
84.286A Ready to TBD TBD TBD TBD Sharon Harris
Teach Grant Sharon Harris@ed.gov
Program 2-4 Fax {202} 260-5630
Telephone (202} 205-
5880
84.295A Ready to TED 80 TBD TBD Joseph Cahguro
Learn Joe.Caliguro@ed.gov
5-8 Fax (202) 260-5630
Telephone {(202) 205-
5449
84.351D Arts in 1/15/2010 eDFE 3/16/2010 5/17/2010 $275,000 |Diane Austin
Educaticn Medel {75 FR : Diane Austino@ed.gov
Development_and 2523) Text 28 Fax {202} 205-5630
Dissemination Telephone (202) 260-
Grants Program 1280
84.363A Schocl TBD TBD TBD T8D Bea Ceja
Leadership Program Bea.Ceja@ed.gov
18-22 Fax (202) 401-8466
Telephone {202) 205-
5009
84.396A [nvesting 8D T8O 18D Up to- Mia Howerton
Innovation Scale up $50,000.0C0 |Mia. Howertonuded. gov
Grants Fax (202) 401-8466
5 Telephone {202} 205-
0147
84.3968 [nvesting TBD TBD TBD Up to- Mia Howerton
Innovation $30,000,600(|Mia.Howertoni@®@ed.gov
Vahdation Grants Fax {202) 401-8466
B} _— . 100 |ITelephone {202} 205- .
- T R 0147
84.396C Investing TBD 78D TBD Up to- Mia Howerton
Innavation 55,000,000 j|Mia.Howertoni®ed.gov
Development Fax (202} 401-8466
Grants 100 Teleghone {202) 205-
0147
TBE - To be determinead

hitp://www?2.ed.gov/fund/grant/find/edlite-forecast.html
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Senator Meyer,

On behalf of the Anvil City Science Academy’s Academic Policy Committee, [ would like to
express our thanks for your support for SB 57 during the last legislative session. At this time, we
would request your support for the passage of SB 235. Currently, charter schools all over Alaska are
using a substantial portion of their funding from the student based allocation to pay for the facilities
they use, since they are unable to compete for federal grants due to the cap on the number of charter
schools that can operate in Alaska. SB 235 would eliminate this restriction, allowing charter schools
to compete for the grants, thus getting more dollars into the classroom.

The Charter School Act has allowed parents, community members, and teachers to take the
lead in developing unique educational programs and to be involved in the decision making for school
policies. The result of which is a flexible education process, which provides for the needs of students
and parents alike. Charter schools can create a distinctive school culture in which everyone takes
ownership in the program.

Anvil City Science Academy was created twelve years ago by parents, teachers, and
community members interested in a family oriented school characterized by high academic standards
and a well-rounded curriculum, with an emphasis in science and math. In that time, ACSA has been
able to meet the needs of its fifth through eighth grade students who come to the program with a wide
variety of backgrounds, leamning styles, experiences, and needs.

ACSA is currently housed in a building, which is over forty years old. The building has a roof
that leaks and has past issues with Radon. If we chose to remodel, asbestos abatement could be an
issue. Passage of SB 235 would allow our APC to pursue federal dollars to help finance the
construction of a safe, new, permanent facility, a benefit to the students and families we serve.

In a small community such as Nome, a program such as ACSA is valuable resource to the city
by providing an alternative education programn. A safe, new, permanent facility would be a guarantee
that-our-dedicated staff-and parent volunteers would be able to continue serving thé community of
Nome for years to come.

Thank you for you time and consideration on this matter,

Todd Hindman, Lead Teacher
Anvil City Science Academy
Nome, Alaska
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Academy Charter School Advisory Board

Paimer, Alaska

A Resolution from Academy Charter School’s Advisory Board Supporting new Alaska State Charter School
Law 2 Sec. 14.03.250. Establishment of charter schools to eliminate caps on the mumber of charter
schools allowed and to include language for a per pupil allotment for facility funding.

WHEREAS, the Academy Charter School Advisory Board invites support of changing Alaska State Law
and

WHEREAS, removing language from the state law that limits the number of charter schools allowed in the
state.

WHEREAS, charter schools give opportunities outside of traditional public schools for innovative programs
to be implemented; and

WHEREAS, charter schools gain momentum and interest to meet the needs of the children of the
community; and

WHEREAS, removing caps limiting the number of charter schools will allow the state of Alaska to pursue
other avenues for federal funding not previously allowed due to limits.

WHEREAS adding per-pupil facifity funding for charter schools,

WHEREAS, recognizing charter schools operate using funds allocated for use with students to pay for
facilitics,

WHEREAS, Charter schools allotted a per pupil facility fund gives economic relief by bringing a great
dollar amount to the school allowing for adequate funding for students,

WHEREAS, adding an allotment for per pupil facility funding will allow the state of Alaska to pursug other
avenues for federal funding not previously allowed due to lack of language.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED thet the Advisory Board of Academy Charter School, supports changing

T @ Sec. 14.03.250. Establishment of chatter schools to remove caps on charter schools and adds state — — ™ ~ -

mandated per pupjl facility funding.
@g@af Q;Zmﬁb Hoids 273703

David Dahms, Advisory Board President Loretta Nardi, Advisory Board Secretary
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Thunderbird Early College Charter School, Inc.

A Resolution from Thunderbird Early College Charter School, Inc, APC Directors, supporting new Alaska State
Charter School Law & Sec. 14.03.250.

WHEREAS, Thunderbird Early College Charter School, (nc. was organized as a nonprofit entity in 2008. to establish,
devetop, and oversee a Grade 5-12 public early college charter school in complance with a five year contract with
Matanuska Susitna Borough School District and the State of Alaska, proposing to open for the 2011-2012 School
Year;

NOTING THAT, charter schools are nonscctarian public schools of choice that operate with freedom from many of
the regulations that apply to traditional public schools. The "charter” establishing each such school is 2 performance
contract detailing the school's mission, program, goals, students served, methods of assessment, and ways to
measure succoess,

FURTHER NOTING, charter schools are accountable to their sponsor, usually a state and Jocal school board, to
produce positive academic results and adherc to the charter contract ;

FURTHER NOTING, the basic concept of charter schools is that they exercise increased autonomy in return for this
accountability and they arc accountable for both academic results and fiscal practices to several groups: the sponsor
that grants them, the parents who choose them, and the public that funds them; .

EXPRESSING APPRECIATION, that charter schools increase new opportunities for learning and quality education
for all students; they are estabiished for & variety of reasons and have many benefits; they create choice fot parents
and students within the public school system; they provide a system of accountability for results in public education;
they encourage inmovative teaching practices; they create new professional opportunities for teachers and encourage
community and parent involvement in public education;

WHEREAS, Thunderbird Early Coltege Charter School, Inc., APC Directors support the changing of Alaska State
Law and removing caps limiting the number of charter schools as it will allow the state of Alaska to pursue other
avenues for federal funding not previously allowed due to litnits;

NOTING WITH REGRET, that charter schools in our state currently operate using funds allocated for use with
students to pay for facilities;

APPROVING, that {f Charter schools are allotted a per pupil facility fund it provides economic relief by bringing a
great dellar amount to the schoo! allowing for adequate funding for students;

FURTHER APPROVING, that by adding an sllotment for per pupil facility funding the state of Alaska will be able to
pursuc other avenues for federal finding not previously allowed due to lack of language;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that Thunderbird Early College Charter School, Inc. APC Directors,
1 .Support the changing 5% Sec, 14.03.250. Establishment of charter schools, by removing language from the state

law that limits the number of charher schools allowed in the state nnd adding language reqmring state mandated per
pupil facility funding.— :

dlitrorne yzW In ﬂ/Zf«

Anna Wilbur Roys, President Heather Pelletier, Treasurer
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Dear Education Committee,

I ask for your support of SB 235. Charter schools throughout Alaska offer
families a choice in public school education. While charter schools differ from one to the
other, from curriculum to immersion in different languages, we all share a common issue:
facilities. SB 235 offers solutions to our facility issues because it will provide an avenue
for eligibility in federal charter school facility grants. Alaska charter schools are currently
eliminated from consideration for federal charter school facility grants due to the current
language in the law. The new language in SB 235 that removes the caps and allows a per
pupil facility allotment would allow Alaska charter schools to compete nationally for the
numerous federal charter school grants.

Generally, charter schools are relegated to leasing their facilities. Often times, our
charter schools use their Basic Needs funds allocated by the state for use with students to
pay for their leased facilities. When charter schools can start participating in federal
facility grants, the money intended for the students can go to the students. The new
language of SB 235 removes the road blocks and allows the State of Alaska to pursue
other avenues of federal funding to provide facilities to charter schools.

Everyone wins with the new language of SB 235. These changes in the charter

school law rates high on federal grading rubrics thereby allowing for higher scores for

other School District’s projects. So, not only will charter schools benefit, but Alaska’s -
local School Districts will have a higher success in seeking federal grants for traditional
public schools. The language of SB 235 also creates a funding stream for new charter
schools allowing for eligibility for federal start up grants. Currently, new charter schools
do not receive any additional funding to open their doors. SB 235 would meet criteria for
$400,000 of federal grant start up money.

On behalf of the members of Partnership for Alaskan Charter Schools, we support
SB 235. It’s essential for the growth and success of Alaska’s charter schools. It’s good
for Alaska.

Sincerely,

Loretta Nardi
Partnership for Alaskan Charter Schools (PACS)
Pr_e_s_ident




Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Applebee

Sent: Friday, February 05, 2010 8:28 AM

To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: FW: SB 235, please add to public testimony for Feb. 8th

----- Original Message-----

From: Roger & Contessa Gossett [mailto:messa@gci.net]

Sent: Friday, February 85, 2010 8:33 AM

To: Sen. Kevin Meyer

Subject: Re: SB 235, please add to public testimony for Feb. 8th

Dear Senator Meyer, we am writing you regarding $B 235 that is being considered.

Alaska Charter Schools are currently eliminated from consideration for federal charter
school facility grants due to caps on the number of charter schools and no language for per
pupil facility funding.

The new language proposed in SB 235 will remove the caps and allow a per pupil facility
allotment. With that new language, Alaska charter schools will be able to compete nationally
for the numerous federal facility grants that are available to charter schools.

Please consider these proposed changes. This will remove the road bloaks and allow the
State of Alaska to pursue other avenues of federal funding.

In addition, this new language will open the door to eligibility in 96/18 splits where
the federal government would pay 99 % of the costs for facilities for charter schools.

As parents of a charter school 5th grader, we respectfully request that 5B 235 be
considered. _

Thank you, Roger and Contessa Gossett, Palmer, Alaska
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Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Applebee

Sent: Monday, February 08, 2010 7:21 AM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: FW.: SB 235

From: Kim & Brent Taylor [mailto:taylorkb@gci.net]
Sent: Sunday, February 07, 2010 6:02 PM

To: Sen, Kevin Meyer

Subject: SB 235

Dear Sir,
I am writing this letter to ask for your support of SB 235. As a parent of two charter school children, | can attest to the
need for better facilities. | believe investing in successful educational programs benefits us all.

Sincerely,

Brent Tayior
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Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Applebee

Sent: Monday, February 08, 2010 7:23 AM
To: Jomo Stewart '

Subject: FW: Senate Bill 235

----- Original Message-----

From: clph28@gci.net [mailto:clph28@gci.net]
Sent: Sunday, February @7, 2019 9:42 PM

To: Sen. Kevin Meyer

Subject: Senate Bill 235

Greetings Senator Meyer,

I am writing to you in support of Senate Bill 235 and beneficial charter school
legislation. Currently, starting and running a charter school in Alaska is a very
challenging task with the limited funding
available from school districts and other government agencies.

Charter schools need access to state and federal financial support and start up grants, which
will be instrumental in the growth and sustenance of healthy charter school options. Charter
schools provide a unique educational format and/or curriculum, allowing students and their
families a choice in the scope of their education. The roadblocks for charter school
education need to be removed. Our public education system should encourage new models to
reach the greatest number of students with quality education that meets student needs as well
as public demand.

I urge you to pass this Bill and show the state and the country that we all can benefit
from charter schools as a part of our public education system. Without the ability to use the
money that is out there for this purpose, charter schools now in existence, are not able to
operate to their fullest potentials. In addition, it is much more difficult for new charter
schools to begin.

Thank you for your careful consideration of the positive impact this Bill can have.
Sincerely,

Alysia Loughlin-Bushey
Wasilla, Alaska

Please include this letter in the public testimony packet. Thank you.
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Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Applebee

Sent: Monday, February 08, 2010 7:25 AM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: FW: SB 235

Attachments: image001.gif

From: Ryan and Erin [mailto:eleaders@mtaonline.net]
Sent: Sunday, February 07, 2010 11:12 PM

To: Sen. Kevin Meyer

Subject: SB 235

Senator Meyer,

I would like to request my name be added to the Public Testimony packet in support of SB 235.
Regards,

Trivw Leadery

eleaders@mtaonline.net
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From: Nancy Hiney [mailto:hineynancy@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, February 08, 2010 6:38 PM

To: Sen. Kevin Meyer

Subject: Senate Bill 235

Dear Kevin

[ apologize for not having researched your position on this bill. I am a teacher who works for
Family Partnership and was informed recently about this bill. 1 believe that the benefits of
passing this bill will allow ASD to apply for federal money which will directly benefit those of
us who work for homeschooled students. As you may or may not know the face of
homeschooled students is vast. It is often the traditional stay at home mom but more often than
we would like, it is a child who really likes regular school but because they had a broken leg or
the HINI virus and missed two months of school can no go to school because they are too far
behind and are brought home to catch up for the year. Sometimes bringing these students
together for a small class can be a life-saver for them. This is just one example of why being
able to access facilities would be helpful for our school.

Thanks.

Nancy Hiney

522-2838




Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Applebee

Sent: Thursday, February 04, 2010 12:54 PM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: FW: In support of SB 235

From: Monica G. [mailto:wisdomak@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 04, 2010 12:54 PM

To: Sen. Joe Thomas; Sen. Kevin Meyer
Subject: In support of SB 235

Dear Sirs:
My name is Monica Gilpin of Wasilla and I am in support of SB235. Charter schools are critical in

providing exceptional educational opportunities to the public at large. Thank you for considering my
testimony.

Hotmail: Powerful Free email with security by Microsoft. Get it now,
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Jomo Stewart

From: rustyandliz@gci.net on behalf of rustyandliz [rustyandliz@gci.net]
Sent: Wednesday, February 03, 2010 12:35 AM

To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: Expediting SB 235

Dear Senators and Representatives,
I would greatly appreciate your help in expediting SB 235 passage through the committees and on to final approval.

Please put this attached letter in the file as pubiic testimony.

Sincerely,

Eligabeth D. Thatcher

3256
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Dear Senators and Representatives, - February 3, 2010

[ am the Father of two charter school students. Charter Schools provide an impartant parent choice option in public school
education! The education my children are receiving is very impressive. After 13 years, the majority of Academy's students stilt
attend class in old, worn out portables. [ would greatly appreciate your help in expediting SB 235 passage through the committees
and on to final approval. Successful passage of SB 235 will give Alaska charter schools a chance to compete for grants to obtain
funding for a permanent facility.

Thank you for your suppert and assistance.

Please put this in the file as public testimony.

Sincerely,

Russell R. Thatcher

Russell R. Thatcher
1950 N. Spruce Dr.
Wasilla, Alaska 99654




Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Applebee

Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2010 2:29 PM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: FW: SB 235

Attachments: image(0+1.jpg; image002.gif

From: Heather R.S. Oberholtzer [mailto: heather@crystalcreeklodge.com)
Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2010 1:33 PM

To: Sen. Kevin Meyer

Subject: SB 235

Hello Senator Meyer,

| am writing to you today to state my support for SB 235. Currently, charter schools in Alaska use their Basic Needs funds
allocated by the state for use with students to pay for leased facilities. When charter schools start participating in federal
facility grants, the money intended for the students can go te the students.

Federal Facility grants were created for this reason,

Please take my voice into consideration when you vote.
Thank you.

Heather Oberhoitzer
Palmer, Alaska

Sincerely,
Heather R. S. Oberholtzer
Guest Relations Manager

907.357.3153

Please save my new email address to your Address Book and Spam filter
heather(@crystalcreeklodge com

C ;{é;ig?ee

& If you are actively reducing your environmental footprint, we are happy to send all invoices, receipts, brochures, and
trip information electronically.
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Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Applebee

Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2010 12:45 PM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: FW: Please support SB 235

----- Original Message-----

From: Lisa Leeper [mailto:lleeper@nomeschools.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 92, 2016 11:33 AM

To: Sen. Kevin Meyer

Subject: Please support SB 235

Dear Senator Meyer,

I am a teacher at Anvil City Science Academy. Our school is over ten years old and is
offering a unique program for 5th through 8th grade students. The program is project based
learning with an emphasis in math and science. It is proven that we have helped most students
increase their scores in all areas on the Standards Based Assessments.

Our school is housed in facility that needs major upgrades. We've been provided spare space,
but we have a vision of building our own school to better fit our basic needs. We do not have
the funds to build or relocate, but federal assistance could change this,

Please support SB235 so that we may be eligible to access federal grants for charter schools.
In addition, having new charter schools throughout the state is good for kids. More options
means more kids will succeed in school.

Thank you for considering my request and for your dedicated service, Lisa Leeper Teacher,
Anvil City Science Academy




Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Applebee

Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2010 9:40 AM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: FW: support of SB 235

----- Original Message-----

From: Greg Miller [mailto:Greg.Miller@matsukl2.us]
Sent: Tuesday, February 82, 2010 9:35 AM

To: Sen. Kevin Meyer

Subject: support of SB 235

Senator Meyer,

I wanted to convey my support for SB 235.....an important step in securing charter school
facilities for our students. Because Districts do not provide funding or facilities, most of
our charter schools must lease. At Twindly Bridge Charter School we lease an old strip mall
with nine separate exit doors for our students., not the best environment for teaching our
kids. Also, the fact that we lease means we will never have our own building....and that
lease money from our budget always goes to a landlord instead of our students' education.

Thanks for your support of this bill.

Greg Miller
Palmer, Alaska
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Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Applebee

Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2010 9:39 AM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: FW: | support SB 235

----- Original Message-----

From: Janigo_Melissa [mailto:janigo_melissa@asdkl2.org]
Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2010 9:25 AM

To: Sen. Kevin Meyer

Subject: I support SB 235

Dear Senator Meyer,

My name is Melissa Janigo, I live in Anchcorage and I am one of the four founders of
Winterberry Charter School. I am writing to you to pledge my support of SB 235. Winterberry
Charter School is currently in its fifth year. The birth and growth of Winterberry has been a
very difficult but worthwhile endeavor, it's success is due to the devotion and hard work of
many volunteer parents and teachers. Our biggest challenge has been, and continues to be in
finding and funding adequate space to house our schocl. We are currently outgrowing our space
and are having great difficulty in finding an adequate facility that is affordable and does
not compromise the integrity of our educational program. I believe SB 235 is a step forward
in supporting the success of Charter Schools. Please add my pledge of support to the public
testimony.

Sincererly,

Melissa Janigo

Founder and Board Chair of
Winterberry Charter School
Anchorage, Alaska




Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Appiebee

Sent: Monday, February 01, 2010 3:49 PM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: FW: SB 235

From: Tom Adams [mailto:tomisty@mtaoniine.net]
Sent: Monday, February 01, 2010 2:49 PM

To: Sen. Kevin Meyer :

Subject: SB 235

Dear Senator Meyer,

As a registered voter, and parent of two children who have attended a Charter school from k-8" grade and one child
who will attend a Charter school in two years, | am writing to you asking that you work hard to push through SB235.
This is a huge opportunity for Alaska Charter Schools that have proven to be successful an avenue to secure a
permanent facility at minimal cost to the state. While my first two children received an excellent educational
opportunity, t can only imagine what it could be like if our school no longer had to worry about maintaining a poor
facility and focus only on education. 1 appreciate your support,

Misty Adams
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Jomo Stewart

From: Lanissa Grogan [lilsu@mtaonline.net)
Sent: Monday, February 01, 2010 2:.49 PM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: SB235

Dear Senators and Representatives,

I am a parent of 3 charter school students. Charter Schools provide an important parent choice
option in public school education! After 13 years, the majority of Academy's students still attend
class in old, worn out portables. I would greatly appreciate your help in expediting SB 235 passage
through the committees and on to final approval. Successful passage of SB 235 will give Alaska
charter schools a chance to compete for grants to obtain funding for a permanent facility.

Thank you for your support and assistance.

Please put this in the file as public testimony.

Sincerely,

Rob and Lanissa Grogan

961 E McAdoo Way
Wasilla, Alaska 99654
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Jomo Stewart

From: Dawn Robinson [Dawn.Rebinson@matsuk12.us]
Sent: Monday, February 01, 2010 2:16 PM
To: Jomo Stewart

Dear Senators and Representatives,

Tam a parent of a charter school student. My daughter Claire has attended Academy Charter school for 3 years now. Charter Schools provide an
important parent choice option in public school education!  After 13 years, the majority of Academy's students still attend class in old, wom out
portables. 1 would greatly appreciate your help in expediting SB 235 passage through the committees and on to final approval. Successful passage of
SB 235 will give Alaska charter schools a chance to compete for grants to obtain funding for a permanent facility. They have done a wonderful job in
getting a gym and main building but it sure would be nice for my 2nd grade daughter to be walking in the halls of a real school instead of running
from portable to portable in all kinds of weather,

Thank you for your support and assistance.
Please put this in the file as public testimony.
Sincerely,

Dawn Robinson

1100 W. Granviile St.

Palmer, AK 99645
907-746-3430
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Jomo Stewart

From: Donna Button [donna@travelservicesinc.com)
Sent: Monday, February 01, 2010 1:45 PM

To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: SB 235

Dear Senators and Representatives,

I am a parent of a charter school student, for 12 years. Charter Schools provide an important
parent choice option in public school education! After 13 years, the majority of Academy's students
still attend class in old, worn out portables. I would greatly appreciate your help in expediting SB 235
passage through the committees and on to final approval. Successful passage of SB 235 will give
Alaska charter schools a chance to compete for grants to obtain funding for a permanent facility.

Thank you for your support and assistance.
Please put this in the file as public testimony.
Sincerely,

Donna Button

POBox 1892

Palmer, AK 99645

Thank you,

BPonna Button

Travel Services, Inc.

PO Box 1147

WE Moved our office! Please note our new Location!
1931 N. Hemmer Rd.
Palmer, AK 99645
907-745-2148
800-478-2148
907-745-6051/FAX
www.iravelservicesinc.com

Without a travel agent, you are on your own!
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Jomo Stewart

From: lorettanardi@gci.net on behalf of Loretta Nardi [lorettanardi@gci.net]
Sent: Monday, February 01, 2010 1:30 PM

To: Murray Richmond, Jomo Stewart

Subject: Support SB 235 Public Testimony

To: Senate Education Committee
Re: SB 235
Note: Please add to the Public Testimony Packet

Dear Senator Meyers and Senator Thomas,

My children attend a k-8 charter school in Palmer. My daughter graduated from 8" grade after
attending Academy Charter School since kindergarten. My youngest son just started at
Academy in the fall. His class room is the same old temporary portable class room that was my
daughter’s old temporary portable class room in the fall of 2000. This is the case for all the
grades at Academy Charter School. My husband and I drive our children almost 15 miles to
school each day where they attend class in old temporary portable class rooms. We do this
because we love the education that our children receive.

SB 235 will answer our prayers. SB 235 would enable Alaska charter schools to be eligible for
federal charter school facility grants for the first time in 13 years, since Alaska first allowed
charter schools. Changing the language of the current Alaska Charter School Law and adopting
SB 235 will open doors to a funding stream of federal grants that were previously closed to us.

I urge your support for SB 235 so our state can pursue federal charter school facility grants that
will give my kindergartner the chance to attend classes in a real school with inside doors and
hallways.

Thank you,
Loretta Nardi

Palmer, Alaska
907-373-6032
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Jomo Stewart

From: Tracy Adams [tadams@mta-telco.com] .
Sent: Monday, February 01, 2010 1:17 PM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: SB 235

Attachments: image002.gif, image001 gif

Dear Senators and Representatives,

1 am a parent of a charter school student. Charter Schools provide an important parent choice option in public school education!  After 13 years,
the majority of Academy's students still attend class in old, worn out portables. I would greatly appreciate your help in expediting SB 235 passage
through the committees and on to final approval. Successful passage of SB 235 will give Alaska charter schools a chance to compete for grants to
obtain funding for a permanent facility.

Thank you for your support and assistance,
Please put this in the file as public testimony.

Sincerely,

Tracy Adams

1750 E Scotwood Dr
Wasilla, AK 99654
{907)841-1345
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Jomo Stewart

From: Harmon_Jennifer [harmon_jennifer@asdk12.org]
Sent: Monday, February 01, 2010 11:54 AM

To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: SB 235

Dear Representative Cissna,

I am one of your constituents in Anchorage. Thank you for your service! I am a teacher at a
local charter school, and I am writing in regards to SB 235.

I am so excited to see that the charter school bill, SB 235, has been calendared in the
Senate. I would greatly appreciate your help in facilitating something similar from the
House. Thank you for your help in this matter.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Harmon (teacher, Winterberry Charter School)
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Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Applebee

Sent: Monday, February 01, 2010 10:16 AM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: FW: SB 235

----- Original Message-----

From: Mall_Shanna [mailto:Mall_Shanna@asdkl2.org]
Sent: Monday, February 01, 201 10:12 AM

To: Sen. Kevin Meyer

Subject: SB 235

Dear Senator Meyer,

Please support SB 235. Charter School's greatest challenge is finding and maintaining safe,
viable facilities. Please be a strong voice in Juneau helping to lead the way in passage of
this charter school bill. I greatly appreciate your help in this matter.

The State of Alaska is currently ranked 34 out of 4@ states in its interpretation and
practice of National Charter Law. It is within your power to assure that our great State
becomes a forerunner in charter school legislation.

Sincerely,
Shanna Mall

Principal

Winterberry Charter School
508 W 2nd Avenue
Anchorage, AK 99501
987.301.1201

"I hope it will be said we taught them to stand tall and proud, even in the face of history
and the future was made whole for us all,
one child at a time" -Brian Andreas
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Jomo Stewart

From: Josh Applebee

Sent: Monday, February 01, 2010 8:17 AM
To: Jomo Stewart

Subject: FW: Support of SB235

----- Original Message-----

From: Joe Kennedy [mailto:kennedyfish@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 31, 2018 7:20 PM

To: Sen. Kevin Meyer

Subject: Support of SB235

Dear Senator Meyer: I am writing in support of proposed SB235. I am the parent of three
elementary-school age children attending school in Nome, Alaska, One child attends a public
charter school and the other two will follow in the near future. I am in favor of
eliminating the caps on the number of charter schools allowed in the state of Alaska and a
state appropriation to be allotted for charter school facilities. Thank you for your
consideration. I look forward to

hearing from you. Sincerely, Paula Kennedy, PO Box 1128, Nome, AK

99762. :
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Jomo Stewart

From: Kern, Dean [Dean.Kern@ed.gov]
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2010 10:34 AM
To: barbara.gerard@matsuk12.us
Subject: Charter Facilities Programs

Hi Barbara,

It was great talking with you today. Information about the State Charter School Facifities Incentive grant program can be found at
http://www?2.ed gav/programs/statecharter/index.html. As you are aware, States that have enacted a state #aw authorizing per-
pupil facilities aid for charter schools may apply. The program provides grants to eligible states to help them establish or enhance,
and administer, per-pupil facilities aid programs for charter schools. States eligible for these grants are those with per-pupil aid
programs to assist charter schools with their school facility costs. Federal funds are used to match programs funded with nonfederal
dollars that make payments, on a per-pupil basis, to provide charter schools with facilities financing.

Priority is given to states that meet the criteria in section 5202(e) which include states that provide for a periodic review and
evaluation by the authorized public chartering agency, at least once every 5 years and do ali of the following: demonstrate progress
in increasing the number of high-quality charter schools; provide for an authorized public chartering agency that is not a tocal
educational agency or, if local educational agencies are the only authorized pubic chartering agencies, allow for an appeals process;
and ensure that charter schools have a high degree of autonomy over the charter school's budget and expenditures.

This program is a five-year program and conducted a competition during FY09 for a new five-year cohort. The next competition is
not scheduled until FY13, .

State and local officials have the responsibility for determining per pupil funding and facilities funding formulas and the
administration of these programs. We strongly encourage all states to provide equitable facilities funding and participation for all
students attending public schoots, including public charter schools, for purposes of construction, modernization, renovation, or
repair of public schools. '

Please feel free to contact me if you have questions or need further assistance.

Dean Kern

Director, Office of Charter Schools Program
Office of Innovation and Improvement

U.5. Department of Education

400 Maryland Ave., SW

{BJ-4W231

Washington, D.C. 20202
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Sponsored by: Assemblymember Colver
Adopted: 12/15/09

MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH
RESOLUTION SERIAL NO. 08-123

A RESOLUTION OF THE MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROCUGH  ASSEMELY
SUPPORTING CHANGES IN STATE LAW TO ALLOW CHARTER SCHOOLS 1IN
ATASKA TO APPLY FOR FEDERAL FACILITY GRANTS,

WHEREAS, Alaska has many successful charter schod;a

excelling in academics; and
| WHEREAS, charter schools in Alaska have not been able to

apply for Federal grants to provide for charter school
clagsrooms and facilities; and

WHEREAS, the 1limit on the number of charter schoolé in
Alaska needs to be repealed to be eligible to apply for Federal
grants; and

WHEREAS, the State of Alaska needs to establish a matching

fund with a minimal amount of funding per pupil to be eligible

to apply for Federal charter school facility grants; aﬁd
WHEREAS, a matching fund will have a minimal fiscal impact;
WHEREAS, without the charter schools in the Mat-Su School
District, the District would not ﬁave adequate space to house
all of the students; and
WHEREAS, the Matanuska Susitna Borough Assembly supports
legislation to change state law to allow Alaskan charter schools

to comply with federal regquirements to apply for facility grant.

Page 1 of 2 Resolution Serial No. 09-123

IM No. 05-273
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NCW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Matanuska-Susitna
Borough Assembly respectfully requests of Governor Parnell and
the Alaska State Legislature a change in State law allowing
charter schocls in Alaska to apply for federal facility'grants.

ADOPTED by the Matanuska-Susitna Borough Assembly this

15 day of December, 2009.

—_—

TALIS J./COIBERG, Borough Mayor

ATTEST:

E,” CMC, Borough Clerk-

{SEATL)

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY: Woods, Houston, Arvin, Ewing, Bettine,
Colver, and Halter.

Page 2 of 2 Resolution Serial No. 05-123
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number: 1
2010 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: SB 235

- (S) Publish Date: 2/8/10
identifier (file name). SB235-EED-ESS-2-05-10 Dept. Affected:  Education and Early Development
Title An Act relating to charter school approval and funding RDU Education Support Services

. Component School Finance & Facilities
Sponsor Senate Education Committee .
Requester Seneate Education Committee  ~ | Component Number 2737
- # - \
Expenditures/Revenues {Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below. - -
Appropriation’ _
Required Information

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2011 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015. | FY 2016
Personal Services . 300.0 150.0 154.5 159.1 163.9 168.8
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures -
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous -

TOTAL OPERATING 300.0 0.0 150.0 154.5 159.1 163.9 168.8
[CAPITAL EXPENDITURES | 1.0 | [T 40 | 10 | 10 | 10 | ]
[CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) | | | | | | |

FUND SOURCE ) {Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF 301.0 151.0 155.5 160.1 164.9 168.8

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mentzl Health .

Other Interagency Receipts

TOTAL 301.0 0.0 151.0 155.5 160.1 164.9 168.8

Estimate of any current year (FY2010) cost:

POSITIONS

Full-time 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Part-time 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
Temporary

ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page if necessary)

Sec. 1, removes limit on number of charter schools that can operate in the state. As there are only 25 operating charter schools in
the state currently, there is no anticipated fiscal impact resulting from this provision.

Sec. 2, Establishes charter school construction program based on charter schoacl enroliment. Establishing regulations will require an
estimated $150,000. Management of the program will require 1.5 FTE, one full-time grant administrator (Range 17), and a half-time
administrative assistant (Range 14), to assist with the required reporting paperwork. The personnel costs are escalated at 3% per
year to approximate cost of living increases. While it is difficult to say how much state funding might be required, the department has
estimated that the program will impact 40% of the Charter schools in each year of the program. The bill reqiures the legislature to
appropriate at least a dollar for each pupil enrolled in the charter school recieving funding which amounts to approximately $1,000 per
year.

Sec. 3, Sunsets the charter school construction grant program on July 1, 2015, however, the depariment’s finanical reporting and
project oversight obligations will continue beyond sunset of the program.

Prepared by: Sam Kito lil, P. E. , School Facilities Engineer Phone (907) 465-6906
Division School Finance/Facilities Section Date/Time 2.5.2010
Approved by.  Larry LeDoux, Commissicner Date 2/5/2010
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