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ACTION REQUESTED: 

Approve the Oakland School for the Arts for charter renewal as revised, because the charter school has 
met the standards and expectations set forth in the OUSD Charter Renewal Standards, which are based on 
the standards and criteria set forth in the Charter Schools Act, Education Code §47605, which governs 
charter school renewals. The approved charter is amended from the filed petition to incorporate the 
included text revisions, conditions and deadlines below. 

BACKGROUND: 

I. School Description and Key Program Elements: 

Opening Year 2002 Grades 6-12 

Term Approval 12115/2004 Attendance Area Westlake 1Oakland Tech 

Renewal Date 6/30/2010 Board District lor 3 

Term SECOND Funding Direct-Funded 

The following table describes their enrollment growth and projection: 

Certified: 

o ~ ~c~- d~ / ldlD 
Edgar Rakestraw, Jr., Secretary , 
Board of EdUcation 
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The school’s enrollment demographics* are as follows: 
 

Enrollment by Ethnicity
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* Current year’s demographic data provided by the school through the renewal application process. 
 

Enrollment by Ethnicity: 2009-10
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Mixed/No Response

 
 
 2008-09 2009-10 
Poverty Level * 26% 14%
Special Education 4% 5%
English Language Learners 1% 8%

* NOTE: The poverty level index requires a lower income threshold than the Free/Reduced Lunch index.  The 
poverty index is the standard reporting index for charter schools.  Percentages are based on the school’s P2 
reporting. 
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Program Summary: 
 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) opened its doors to students in 2002.  Changes from the original 
charter took place in 2005 to transform OSA from a high school (400 students) as a grade 6-12 charter 
school.   
 
The school has a WASC accredited California standards-based curriculum and Advanced Placement 
(AP) courses. Additionally, students major in the fine- and performing-arts areas, including dance, 
theatre arts, arts management, vocal music, instrumental music, visual arts and literary arts. In January 
2009, OSA moved into its permanent buildings, including the Oakland historical Fox Theatre. The new 
facilities provide a comprehensive array of studios, music practice rooms, spacious classrooms, and a 
range of audio technology. The school requires auditions as part of its admissions policy and it maintains 
a waiting list of applicants. 
 
 
The school has achieved the 2009 California Distinguished School status. 
 
As outlined in the EXISTING charter petition for the prior term: 
 

 
New charter petition enrollment target: 
 
“When it reaches its capacity in 2010-11, OSA will serve 525 students in grades 6-12 (p. 1)”

School Mission: 
 
Oakland School for the Arts’ mission is to provide students with intensive pre-professional training in 
the arts, while maintaining high academic standards within a college-preparatory curriculum. 
            
    
Program’s Distinguishing Features: 
 
Oakland School for the Arts’ education program will include the following features: 
• Emphasis on discipline, personal motivation, and self-awareness 
• Based on four perspectives: Artistic, Multicultural, Interdisciplinary, and Historical 
• Offers a fully pre-professional program with the technical, creative, business, and academic skills 

needed to pursue careers in the arts.   
• Provides exposure, experience, training, and performance opportunities in the professional world 

of the arts. 
• The school will aggressively pursue partnerships with local and national performing arts groups 

and companies.  
• Performing and visiting artists are also integral parts of the learning process.  
• Instructional program will develop all of the Howard Gardner’s seven areas of intelligence among 

each of its students. 
• The school will have an extended day.   Students spend five class periods in academic classes and 

five in arts classes.    
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GOVERNING LAW: 
 
Under the California Charter Schools Act, authorizers are required apply the “standards and criteria” set 
forth for the review and approval or denial of a charter school petition.  The following excerpt is taken 
from section 47605 of the California Charter Schools Act (bold emphasis added); 
 
A school district governing board shall grant a charter for the operation of a school under this part if it is 
satisfied that granting the charter is consistent with sound educational practice.  

The governing board of the school district shall not deny a petition for the establishment of a charter 
school unless it makes written factual findings, specific to the particular petition, setting forth specific 
facts to support one or more of the following findings:  

(1) The charter school presents an unsound educational program for the pupils to be enrolled in the 
charter school.  

(2) The petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in 
the petition.  

(3) The petition does not contain the number of signatures required by subdivision (a).  

(4) The petition does not contain an affirmation of each of the conditions described in subdivision (d).  

(5) The petition does not contain reasonably comprehensive descriptions of all of the [required 
charter elements.] 

 
II. PREREQUISITE FOR CHARTER RENEWAL (AB 1137) 
 
The Charter Schools Act establishes a perquisite for charter renewal (AB1137) in which a charter school 
must meet AT LEAST ONE CRITERIA so that charter renewal to may be considered.    
 
OAKLAND SCHOOL FOR THE ARTS: SB 1137 CRITERIA FOR RENEWAL Y/N 

1.   API Growth Target: 

Did school attain API Growth Target in prior year? N 

Did school attain API Growth Target in two of last three years? N 

Did school attain API Growth Target in the aggregate of the prior three years? N 

2.   API Rank: 

Is the school ranked 4 or higher on API in prior year? Y 

Is the school ranked 4 or higher on API in two of last three year? Y 

3.   API Similar Schools Rank: 

Is the school ranked 4 or higher on API Similar Schools in prior year? Y 

Is the school ranked 4 or higher on API Similar Schools in two of last three years? Y 

4.   Is the school at least equal to the academic performance of schools students would have 
attended, including District as a whole?  Y 
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STANDARDS AND CRITERIA 
 
OUSD Charter Renewal Standards 
Oakland Unified School District, in an effort to develop a Balanced Performance-Based Accountability 
System, has established the following standards and expectations for charter renewal based on the intent 
of California Charter School Act and the “standards and criteria” outlined above.  (Education Code § 
47605 d(1)) 
  
Staff, in its evaluation of charter schools for purposes of renewal, is guided by the legislature’s 
intent regarding accountability for charter schools, which is to: 
Education Code 47601(a-g) (emphasis added) 
 

 “Improve Pupil Learning”   
 

 “hold the schools …accountable for meeting measurable pupil outcomes, and provide schools with 
a method to change from a rule-based to performance-based accountability 
systems.” 

 
 
Staff, in its evaluation of charter schools for purposes of renewal, is also guided by the legislature’s 
intent to create schools that: 
 

 “Increase learning opportunities for all pupils, with special emphasis on expanded 
learning experiences for pupils who are identified as academically low achieving.” 

 
 “Encourage the use of different and innovative teaching methods.” 

 
 “Create new professional opportunities for teachers, including the opportunity to be 

responsible for the learning program at the school site.” 
 

 “Provide parents and pupils with expanded choices in the types of educational opportunities 
that are available within the public school system.” 

 
 “Provide vigorous competition within the public school system to stimulate continual 

improvements in all public schools.” 
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Staff evaluation of charter schools for purposes of renewal involves the following effort to triangulate the 
evidence base in support of a recommendation of approval or denial of the charter renewal request: 

 

I. Authorizer Evaluation 

a. Review of charter school academic performance over prior charter term 

b. Comparison of charter school academic performance to other public school options 

c. Evaluation of program implementation and operational effectiveness 

i. Accomplished through: 

1. Data Analysis 

2. Document review and evaluation 

3. On-site visitation records 

4. 3-Day site inspection w/ stakeholder focus groups & classroom 
observations 

5. Review of compliance w/ state/federal requirements for charter 
schools 

 

II. Charter School Performance Reporting 

a. Development of Performance Report pursuant to Charter School Quality Standards 

b. Development of Renewal Charter Petition for subsequent charter term 

c. Public Hearing presentation 

d. Stakeholder Focus Group Responses; administrators, staff, students, and parents 

e. Self-Evaluation prior to 3-Day Site Inspection 

 

III. Third-Party Independent Audit 

a. Analysis of data 

b. Evaluation of program implementation and operational effectiveness 

i. Accomplished through 

1. Data Analysis 

2. Document review and evaluation 

3. 2-Day site inspection w/ stakeholder focus groups & classroom 
observations 

4. Review of faithfulness to the terms set forth in the charter 
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Pursuant to CA Education Code section 47605 we ask;  
I. IS THE SCHOOL AN ACADEMIC SUCCESS?   

 
An evaluation of the soundness of the educational program, for the purposes of charter renewal, by 
reviewing student performance outcomes and program implementation. 
 
Criteria 1: Improving Student Achievement 

Criteria 2: Strong Leadership 

Criteria 3: A Focus on Continuous Improvement 
 
 

II. IS THE SCHOOL IS AN EFFECTIVE, VIABLE ORGANIZATION?  
 
An evaluation of the capacity of the petitioner to successfully implement the program, for the purposes 
of charter renewal, by reviewing the financial oversight and governance of the school. 
 
Criteria 4: Responsible Governance 

Criteria 5: Fiscal Accountability 
 
 

III. HAS THE SCHOOL BEEN FAITHFUL TO THE TERMS OF ITS CHARTER? 
 
An evaluation of the charter to assess the alignment to the program as approved.  This process involves 
reviewing, when changes have occurred, what information and circumstances motivated the changes and 
what the results of the changes were with respect to achieving the school’s stated outcome goals. 
 
In addition; 
An evaluation of the charter petition submitted for a future charter term is conducted to ensure that: 

A) The petition meets the standards and criteria set forth in Education Code Section 47605. 
B) The petition includes all new laws and regulations relevant to charter schools enacted since the 

charter was last approved. 
C) Any major amendments to the charter since the last charter term are reviewed, evaluated and 

incorporated into this staff report. 
 
 
 
PLEASE NOTE: 
 
This report is not exhaustive.  Many areas would benefit from greater depth of coverage and many 
aspects of the evaluation set forth here warrant further discussion and elaboration.  The intent in 
most areas is to provide adequate evidence upon which to base a decision, while lending credence to 
the over-all staff recommendation. 
 
* The charter school generated performance report narrative and supporting documents provided in the 
initial petition submission and referenced in this report, serve to expand the discussion and evidence 
based of the school’s performance.
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 ACADEMIC SUCCESS? 
 
• Outputs are the Academic Achievement Levels reached by the school’s students. 
 
III. MEASURABLE PUPIL OUTCOMES 
 
Oakland School for the Arts has met or made substantial progress towards meeting the majority of the 
Measurable Pupil Outcomes outlined in its charter.  Oakland School for the Arts opened in 2002.  
Although the school experienced a drop in its 2009 API performance, its API has increased from 720 in 
2006, to 742 in 2007, to 750 in 2008.  The school’s API performance decreased to 723 in 2009.  The 
average API score over the past 4 years is 733.5 
 
The following is an analysis of the extent to which the school has met its measurable pupil outcomes as 
stated in its charter. 
 

 MET or SUBSTANTIAL PROGRESS MADE  
Measurable Pupil 
Outcomes 

Instrument Target Progress 

Academic Skills STAR test performance None established 
in charter 

See Staff Report Below 

Academic Skills CAHSEE performance None established 
in charter 

See Staff Report Below 

Academic Skills SAT performance None established 
in charter 

See Staff Report Below 

Academic Skills Academic course grades 70% required 
passing rate: All 
courses have 
minimum passing 
mark at 70% (C-).  
Credit is not given 
for D’s. 

2008-09 Self-Report 
- 41% of students were 
ineligible in Semester 1; 
  
- 34% were ineligible in 
Semester 2. 
 
- 64% African American 
population and 66% 
ineligible students were 
African American, thus 
consistent with over-all 
population. 

Academic Skills Class attendance None established 
in charter 

Class attendance not 
reported by school. 
 
School-wide Attendance 
Rate 2009-10: 
2006    2007    2008    2009 
93.1%  94.5% 95.0%  94.8% 
 

Academic Skills Class participation None established 
in charter 

Observations in academic 
courses demonstrated 
positive patterns of 
participation by students, 
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including across ethnicity 
and gender. 
 

Life Skills Graduation rate of 12th 
graders who have been 
attending OSA since 9th 
grade 

None established 
in charter 

Graduation Rate 
2006 – 100% 
2007 – 100% 
2008 – 98% 

Life Skills Class attendance None established 
in charter 

Class attendance not 
reported by school. 
 
School-wide Attendance 
Rate 2009-10: 
2006    2007    2008    2009 
93.1%  94.5% 95.0%  94.8% 
 

Life Skills Class participation None established 
in charter 

Observations in academic 
courses demonstrated 
positive patterns of 
participation by students, 
including across ethnicity 
and gender. 
 

Arts Skills Arts course grades None established 
in charter 

See Staff Report Below 

Arts Skills Class attendance None established 
in charter 

See Staff Report Below 

Arts Skills Class participation None established 
in charter 

See Staff Report Below 

 
 

PROGRESS ACHIEVED - UNKNOWN 
Measurable Pupil 
Outcomes 

Instrument Target Progress 

Academic Skills Portfolios and 
Exhibitions 

None established 
in charter 

OSA maintains student 
work samples; results for 
Portfolios and Exhibitions 
not reported. 
 

Life Skills “Benchmark” 
performances 

None established 
in charter 

Study skills “benchmarks” 
not reported 
 

Life Skills Study skills course 
grade 

None established 
in charter 

Study skills course grades 
not reported 
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Measurable Pupil Outcomes for 2010-2015 
 
OSA Charter Renewal Performance Report states: 

“As the ESLR’s were not included in the previous charter, we are still in the process of determining 
effective ways to formally assess if these goals are being met.  However the goals are posted in every 
classroom and teachers are encouraged to use them as a teaching and planning tool, referring to 
them whenever they can be connected to the curriculum.” 

 
The development of the ESLR’s set forth in the charter and as part of the school’s 2008 WASC Self-
Study are meaningful and provide strong qualitative language for students outcomes.  The challenge in 
establishing measurable outcomes such as these for purposes of charter school accountability is that under 
charter law, schools are to A) move from a rule based to a performance based accountability system while 
at the same time B) operate independent from the school district structure.  Thus, in order for an 
authorizer to effectively evaluate the progress a school such as OSA is making against targets such as the 
school’s proposed ESLR’s, the school must develop tools and strategies for making visible what is 
otherwise difficult to see given the school’s independent operation. 
 
Staff is extremely encouraged by the school’s philosophical stance as it broadens and deepens how we 
may perceive and thus improve pupil learning.  Nonetheless, the school would benefit from the 
development of effective measures to assess student progress against goals that can be difficult to 
perceive without undue intrusion into the school and its independent operation.  Staff encourages the 
school to continue its “process of determining effective ways to formally assess if these goals are being 
met” so that the philosophy of the school is not ultimately undermined by the accountability inherent in 
charter law. 
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Charter Renewal Performance Report Narrative (School generated): 
 

Areas of school culture and the intimate human experience taking place within schools often escapes 
measurement and can only be told through case studies, individual stories and narratives that take 
into account factors such as success in sports and the performing arts; specialized programs in which 
students can excel in leadership roles; community service initiatives and peer resource programs.  
Schools that serve students who have been challenged by the rigid format and specific requirements 
of testing environments such as the CST often have enormous strengths in other areas that often go 
unpublicized and are underappreciated by the public at large.  OSA itself has many stories to tell that 
can be missed in a data-centered environment; little can match, for example, the exhilaration and 
sublime moments afforded by a student giving a great theatrical performance or “nailing” a 
particularly difficult dance sequence. 

 
[…] 

 
Another significant point here is the philosophy of OSA and the educational outcomes it is attempting 
to reach, many of which are not measurable by standard methods.  The transcendent performance of 
a student actor in a challenging role, the impassioned beauty of a dance concert, the individual 
brilliance of a piano concerto, the timeless beauty of a perfectly crafted poem – this is why a school 
like OSA was created, and this is what also needs to be examined when debating the relative merits of 
a school with a specialized purpose and curriculum.  Trying to use only conventional measures to 
gauge the success of any school, but particularly a charter school with a very specific reason for its 
existence, can cause greatness to be marginalized.  The artistry of a violin solo cannot be placed into 
a chart; data will not convey its meaning to the world.  OSA is passionately committed to 
communicating that educational vision to the world. 

 
 
CONSIDERATIONS: 
 
Arts Education 
 
Over the past two and a half years, current district staff have conducted regular site visits and engaged in 
opportunities to observe and witness the arts education component of OSA in addition to its academic 
program.   
 
Staff has observed highly skilled arts educators and professional artists working with great success 
teaching students in all grades across areas such as dance, theater, vocals, and instrumental music.  Staff 
has observed and interviewed teachers within the arts departments that have demonstrated tremendous 
commitment to their arts emphasis and to providing a rigorous arts curriculum and preparation for their 
students.  Staff has observed students across all grades that have demonstrated substantial commitment to 
their arts focus including practicing in the hallways, repeated attempts in class to perfect their craft, 
seeking peer support and critical feedback, and committing significant time to their arts courses. 
 
Staff has attended community performances produced by OSA as well as observed OSA students 
participating in community performances produced outside of the school.  Staff has observed their 
professionalism both on and off-stage as well as their well developed skills and talent.  Staff agrees that 
there is substantial research supporting the role that arts education plays in supporting students over-all 
academic development and performance, and the supporting role that arts education plays in the 
development of community, culture, and bridging gaps within various populations in society. 
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Based on both observation and self-reporting by students, parents, staff and leadership within the school, 
staff believes that the quality of the arts education at OSA is extremely high and while the school is 
continuing to develop as a relatively new school in some ways, the arts education component is a clear 
anchor against which the school has a palpable culture and positive school climate. 
 
College Readiness Considerations 
 
Governing board representatives for Oakland School for the Arts stated that the school does not 
emphasize performance on the CA STAR tests, but instead focus on measuring the school’s effectiveness 
based on the CAHSEE, SAT and student’s meeting the school’s graduation requirements.  When 
prompted to describe how the school monitors the success of students post graduation, the governing 
board representatives stated that they do not monitor or track OSA student success following graduation 
and are unaware of the success of graduates attending college.  The governing board stated that their 
responsibility lies with graduating students, but that the school could not be responsible for how students 
did once they left the school. 
 
In a study released by Education Sector January, 2010 COLLEGE- AND CAREER-READY: Using 
Outcomes Data to Hold High Schools Accountable for Student Success; the need for high schools to be 
held accountable for their ability to prepare students for College and Career is highlighted by the 
following; 
 

“The need to improve high school accountability is rooted in the stagnation of American secondary 
education. While fourth- and eighth-grade students have increased their scores on the National 
Assessment of Educational Progress over the last two decades, the scores of high school students 
have remained flat. And although nearly two-thirds of high school graduates go on to college 
immediately after completing high school, many of these students are unprepared for college-level 
work. That’s one of the major reasons that only about half of all entering college students are able to 
graduate in six years.” * 

 
Joseph L. Marks and Alicia A. Diaz, Fact Book on Higher Education 2009, (Atlanta, GA: Southern 
Regional Education Board, June 2009). 
 
Oakland School for the Arts has appropriately chosen to prioritize methods of assessing student learning 
more closely aligned to the goals of the school, but given the priority towards college-readiness, would 
benefit from the development of methods for tracking student success in College and Career.  As a 
college preparatory school that focuses its achievement results on student’s readiness for college, the 
school would benefit from developing specific outcome goals and instruments of measure to ensure that 
the success of students in college is considered both as evidence of the school’s effectiveness, as well as 
to support the continuous improvement of the school’s over-all educational program. 
 
This is highlighted by the fact that other Oakland charter high schools (eg. Lighthouse Community 
Charter High School, American Indian Public Charter High School, and Oakland Military Institute) have 
developed specific strategies and have implemented specific practices towards ensuring ongoing 
evaluation of their program based on the actual and not perceived success and experience of students in 
college post-graduation from their programs. 
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V. STAR Testing Performance, API Results, & AYP Results 
 
CST English Language Arts (Performance Over Time) 

CST ELA
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CST Mathematics (Performance Over Time) 

 
 

 
 
 
API (Performance Over Time) 

 
 

 
 
 
API (Average) 
 

2006 2007 2008 2009 AVG 

720 742 749 723 733.5 
 
 
 
AYP (Performance Over Time)                 
 
 2006 2007 2008 2009 
AYP Met? NO YES YES NO 
AMO’s 90% 100% 100% 80% 

YEAR P/A B/P/A 

2006 53% 79% 

2007 56% 84% 

2008 56% 86% 

2009 55% 85% 

YEAR P/A B/P/A 

2006 17% 46% 

2007 13% 44% 

2008 19% 43% 

2009 19% 48% 

YEAR API RANK SIMILAR 

2006 720 6 8 

2007 742 7 9 

2008 749 7 10 

2009 723 Pend Pend 
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 Oakland School for the Arts has demonstrated consistently high  student CST performance in 
English Language Arts over the past four years;  

 From 2006 to 2009 the school achieved proficient and advanced levels above the state average over 
a four year period in ELA.   

 From 2006 to 2009 the school has decreased slightly the percent of students scoring in the lowest 
two performance levels in ELA.    

 In 2006 the school API performance score was 720.  As of 2009, the school API performance score 
was 723.  The school has seen little over-all growth in API indicators.  This does not however; 
portray the growth that has been evidenced by student performance within specific sub-groups, 
subjects areas, or grade levels over-time, as outlined below. 

 Oakland School for the Arts API average score over the past four years is 733.5. 

 Oakland School for the Arts has improved its API score in two of the prior four years.  

 The school has met its AYP targets for two of the past four years. 

 The school has maintained a very high and steadily improving Similar Schools API ranking, 
achieving a score of 10 out of 10 in 2008. 

OSA – Charter Renewal Petition  DMO 
February 10, 2010  Page 14 of 64 



VI. COMPARISON ANALYSIS 
 
A. Comparison Sub-Group: Oakland Charter Schools: API  

 Similar Grades Served: 6-8, 6-12, 9-12 
 

API - 2009  
 

Order rank based on 2009 API Score 
SCHOOL GRADES 2006 2007 2008 2009 

American Indian Public Charter School (AIPCS) 6-8 920 950 967 977 
Oakland Charter Academy High School 9-12 N/A N/A 939 955 
American Indian Public High School (AIPHS) 9-12 N/A 940 958 946 
Oakland Charter Academy (OCA) 6-8 857 896 902 943 
American Indian Public Charter School II 6-8 N/A N/A 917 933 
Wilson (Lionel) College Preparatory Academy 6-12 665 667 735 792 
KIPP Bridge Charter Academy 5-8 N/A N/A 760 789 
Lighthouse Community Charter High School (LCC-HS) 9-12 568* 606 681 726 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 720 742 749 723 
Oakland Military Institute, College Prep. Academy (OMI) 6-12 658 636 694 708 
Oakland Unity High School 9-12 654 595 624 677 
Millsmont Secondary 6-12 N/A N/A N/A 666 
Bay Area Technology School (BayTech) 6-12 656 633 635 658 
East Oakland Leadership Academy High 9-12 N/A N/A N/A 657 
Oakland Aviation High School (OAHS) 9-12 N/A 519 518 557 
Leadership Public School (LPS), College Park 9-12 630 535 590 554 
ARISE High School 9-12 N/A N/A 488 507 

 

API - 2008  
 
Order rank based on 2008 API Score 

SCHOOL GRADES 2006 2007 2008 2009 
American Indian Public Charter School (AIPCS) 6-8 920 950 967 977 
American Indian Public High School (AIPHS) 9-12 N/A 940 958 946 
Oakland Charter Academy High School 9-12 N/A N/A 939 955 
American Indian Public Charter School II 6-8 N/A N/A 917 933 
Oakland Charter Academy (OCA) 6-8 857 896 902 943 
KIPP Bridge Charter Academy 5-8 N/A N/A 760 789 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 720 742 749 723 
Wilson (Lionel) College Preparatory Academy 6-12 665 667 735 792 
Oakland Military Institute, College Prep. Academy (OMI) 6-12 658 636 694 708 
Lighthouse Community Charter High School (LCC-HS) 9-12 568* 606 681 726 
Bay Area Technology School (BayTech) 6-12 656 633 635 658 
Oakland Unity High School 9-12 654 595 624 677 
Leadership Public School (LPS), College Park 9-12 630 535 590 554 
Oakland Aviation High School (OAHS) 9-12 N/A 519 518 557 
ARISE High School 9-12 N/A N/A 488 507 
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B. Comparison Sub-Group: Oakland Charter Schools: CST ELA & MATH  
 Similar Grades Served: 6-8, 6-12, 9-12 

CST - 2009  
Order rank based on 2009 CST % Proficient/Advanced 

CST ELA SCORES OVER-TIME  2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 
  Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv 

SCHOOL GRADES ELA ELA ELA ELA ELA
American Indian Public High School (AIPHS) 9-12 N/A   91% 92% 96% 
Oakland Charter Academy High School 9-12 N/A N/A N/A 93% 95% 
American Indian Public Charter School (AIPCS) 5-8 73% 82% 83% 87% 91% 
American Indian Public Charter School II 6-8 N/A N/A N/A 76% 81% 
Oakland Charter Academy (OCA) 6-8 37% 64% 73% 76% 79% 
KIPP Bridge Charter Academy 5-8 N/A N/A 42% 45% 58% 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 62% 53% 56% 56% 55% 
Wilson (Lionel) College Preparatory Academy 6-12 17% 21% 28% 37% 47% 
East Oakland Leadership Academy High 9-12 N/A N/A N/A N/A 44% 
Oakland Military Institute, College Prep. Academy (OMI) 6-12 30% 29% 30% 36% 43% 
Bay Area Technology School (BayTech) 6-12 23% 27% 22% 27% 35% 
Lighthouse Community Charter High School (LCCHS) 9-12 N/A 24% 23% 30% 35% 
Millsmont Secondary 6-12 N/A N/A N/A N/A 27% 
Oakland Unity High School 9-12 20% 19% 19% 21% 25% 
Leadership Public School (LPS), College Park 9-12 N/A 11% 10% 17% 18% 
ARISE High School 9-12 N/A N/A N/A 17% 13% 
Oakland Aviation High School (OAHS) 9-12 N/A N/A 15% 14% 11% 

 
Order rank based on 2009 CST % Proficient/Advanced 

CST MATH SCORES OVER-TIME  2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 
   Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv 

SCHOOL GRADES Math Math Math Math Math
American Indian Public Charter School (AIPCS) 5-8 79% 80% 92% 93% 93% 
Oakland Charter Academy (OCA) 6-8 31% 65% 77% 78% 88% 
Oakland Charter Academy High School 9-12 N/A N/A N/A 86% 87% 
American Indian Public High School (AIPHS) 9-12 N/A   76% 75% 86% 
American Indian Public Charter School II 6-8 N/A N/A N/A 78% 84% 
KIPP Bridge Charter Academy 5-8 N/A N/A 43% 36% 42% 
Wilson (Lionel) College Preparatory Academy 6-12 13% 22% 22% 36% 42% 
Millsmont Secondary 6-12 N/A N/A N/A N/A 31% 
Bay Area Technology School (BayTech) 6-12 22% 16% 24% 17% 30% 
Oakland Military Institute, College Prep. Academy (OMI) 6-12 18% 18% 18% 25% 19% 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 11% 17% 13% 19% 19% 
Lighthouse Community Charter High School (LCCHS) 9-12 N/A 22% 10% 3% 16% 
Leadership Public School (LPS), College Park 9-12 N/A 19% 9% 14% 14% 
East Oakland Leadership Academy High 9-12 N/A N/A N/A N/A 13% 
ARISE High School 9-12 N/A N/A N/A 4% 3% 
Oakland Unity High School 9-12 3% 2% 2% 2% 3% 
Oakland Aviation High School (OAHS) 9-12 N/A N/A 2% 1% 1% 
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B. Comparison Sub-Group: Oakland Charter Schools: CST ELA & MATH  
 Similar Grades Served: 6-8, 6-12, 9-12 

CST - 2008  
 
Order rank based on 2008 CST % Proficient/Advanced 

CST ELA SCORES OVER-TIME  2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 
  Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv 

SCHOOL GRADES ELA ELA ELA ELA ELA
Oakland Charter Academy High School 9-12 N/A N/A N/A 93% 95% 
American Indian Public High School (AIPHS) 9-12 N/A   91% 92% 96% 
American Indian Public Charter School (AIPCS) 5-8 73% 82% 83% 87% 91% 
American Indian Public Charter School II 6-8 N/A N/A N/A 76% 81% 
Oakland Charter Academy (OCA) 6-8 37% 64% 73% 76% 79% 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 62% 53% 56% 56% 55% 
KIPP Bridge Charter Academy 5-8 N/A N/A 42% 45% 58% 
Wilson (Lionel) College Preparatory Academy 6-12 17% 21% 28% 37% 47% 
Oakland Military Institute, College Prep. Academy (OMI) 6-12 30% 29% 30% 36% 43% 
Lighthouse Community Charter High School (LCCHS) 9-12 N/A 24% 23% 30% 35% 
Bay Area Technology School (BayTech) 6-12 23% 27% 22% 27% 35% 
Oakland Unity High School 9-12 20% 19% 19% 21% 25% 
ARISE High School 9-12 N/A N/A N/A 17% 13% 
Leadership Public School (LPS), College Park 9-12 N/A 11% 10% 17% 18% 
Oakland Aviation High School (OAHS) 9-12 N/A N/A 15% 14% 11% 

 
Order rank based on 2008 CST % Proficient/Advanced 
 

CST MATH SCORES OVER-TIME  2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 
   Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv Prof/Adv 

SCHOOL GRADES Math Math Math Math Math
American Indian Public Charter School (AIPCS) 5-8 79% 80% 92% 93% 93% 
Oakland Charter Academy High School 9-12 N/A N/A N/A 86% 87% 
American Indian Public Charter School II 6-8 N/A N/A N/A 78% 84% 
Oakland Charter Academy (OCA) 6-8 31% 65% 77% 78% 88% 
American Indian Public High School (AIPHS) 9-12 N/A   76% 75% 86% 
KIPP Bridge Charter Academy 5-8 N/A N/A 43% 36% 42% 
Wilson (Lionel) College Preparatory Academy 6-12 13% 22% 22% 36% 42% 
Oakland Military Institute, College Prep. Academy (OMI) 6-12 18% 18% 18% 25% 19% 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 11% 17% 13% 19% 19% 
Bay Area Technology School (BayTech) 6-12 22% 16% 24% 17% 30% 
Leadership Public School (LPS), College Park 9-12 N/A 19% 9% 14% 14% 
ARISE High School 9-12 N/A N/A N/A 4% 3% 
Lighthouse Community Charter High School (LCCHS) 9-12 N/A 22% 10% 3% 16% 
Oakland Unity High School 9-12 3% 2% 2% 2% 3% 
Oakland Aviation High School (OAHS) 9-12 N/A N/A 2% 1% 1% 
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Comparison Sub-Group ANALYSIS: Oakland Charter Schools 

This is not an apples to apples comparison as this reflects a comparison of 6-8, 6-12, and 9-12 
schools together.  Nonetheless this analysis does provide some approximations relative to other 
educational options for students attending the school. 

 The school is 28 API points (723) below the average performance (751) and 19 API points (723) 
below the average performance (742) of Oakland charter schools in 2009 serving similar grades.   

 The school is 5 API points (749) above the average performance (744) and 21 API points (749) 
above the average performance (728) of Oakland charter schools in 2008 serving similar grades.   

 Oakland School for the Arts serves a higher than average charter school percentage of African 
American students; a lower than average charter school percentage of English language learner and 
an average charter school percentage Special Education students, and has a lower than average 
charter school percentage of students designated as low income.   

 

ELA 
 Oakland School for the Arts is above the median performance of Oakland charter schools in 2009 

serving similar grade levels in English Language Arts.  

 Oakland School for the Arts is above the average performance of Oakland charter schools in 2009 
serving similar grade levels in English Language Arts.  

 Oakland School for the Arts is above the median performance of Oakland charter schools in 2008 
serving similar grade levels in English Language Arts. 

 Oakland School for the Arts is above the average performance of Oakland charter schools in 2008 
serving similar grade levels in English Language Arts. 

 

MATH 
 Oakland School for the Arts is below the median performance of Oakland charter schools in 2009 

serving similar grade levels in mathematics. 

 Oakland School for the Arts is below the average performance of Oakland charter schools in 2009 
serving similar grade levels in mathematics. 

 Oakland School for the Arts is below the median performance of Oakland charter schools in 2008 
serving similar grade levels in mathematics. 

 Oakland School for the Arts is below the average performance of Oakland charter schools in 2008 
serving similar grade levels in mathematics. 

 

SEE ATTACHMENT III: AVERAGES & MEDIANS 
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C. Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: API 
 Similar Grades Served: 6-8, 6-12, 9-12 
 Similar Demographic (< or > 50% Comparable low-income) 

 

API - 2009  
 
Order rank based on 2009 API Score 

SCHOOL LEVEL 2007 2008 2009 
Edna Brewer Middle 6-8 717 782 822 
Montera Middle 6-8 773 794 814 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 742 750 723 
Westlake Middle 6-8 675 680 716 
Claremont Middle 6-8 622 619 703 
West Oakland Middle 6-8 B 576 698 
Bret Harte Middle 6-8 682 668 670 
Skyline High 9-12 652 658 667 
LIFE Academy 9-12 577 635 659 
Elmhurst Community Prep 6-8 594 641 647 
Oakland Technical High 9-12 B 621 643 
Oakland High 9-12 599 629 633 
Alliance Academy 6-8 610 629 629 
Media College Preparatory 9-12 550 519 600 
College Preparatory and Architecture Academy 9-12 621 638 582 
MetWest High 9-12 595 571 580 
Far West 9-12 548 548 578 
ROOTS International Academy 6-8 563 570 575 
Mandela High 9-12 552 528 557 
East Oakland School of the Arts 9-12 521 478 554 
EXCEL 9-12 574 552 544 
YES, Youth Empowerment 9-12 521 537 535 
Business and Information Technology High 9-12 485 526 527 
Leadership Preparatory High 9-12 541 523 516 
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C. Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: API  
 Similar Grades Served: 6-8, 6-12, 9-12 
 Similar Demographic (< or > 50% Comparable low-income) 

 

API - 2008  
 
Order rank based on 2008 API Score 

SCHOOL LEVEL 2007 2008 2009 
Montera Middle 6-8 773 794 814 
Edna Brewer Middle 6-8 717 782 822 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 742 750 723 
Westlake Middle 6-8 675 680 716 
Bret Harte Middle 6-8 682 668 670 
Skyline High 9-12 652 658 667 
Elmhurst Community Prep 6-8 594 641 647 
College Preparatory and Architecture Academy 9-12 621 638 582 
LIFE Academy 9-12 577 635 659 
Alliance Academy 6-8 610 629 629 
Oakland High 9-12 599 629 633 
Oakland Technical High 9-12 B 621 643 
Claremont Middle 6-8 622 619 703 
West Oakland Middle 6-8 B 576 698 
MetWest High 9-12 595 571 580 
ROOTS International Academy 6-8 563 570 575 
EXCEL 9-12 574 552 544 
Far West 9-12 548 548 578 
YES, Youth Empowerment 9-12 521 537 535 
Mandela High 9-12 552 528 557 
Business and Information Technology High 9-12 485 526 527 
Leadership Preparatory High 9-12 541 523 516 
Media College Preparatory 9-12 550 519 600 
East Oakland School of the Arts 9-12 521 478 554 
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D. Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: CST ELA & MATH 
 Similar Grades Served: 6-8, 6-12, 9-12 

 

CST ELA - 2009  
 
Order rank based on 2009 CST % Proficient/Advanced 
 

SCHOOL GRADES ELA 08 ELA 09 
Montera Middle 6-8 60% 60% 
Edna Brewer Middle 6-8 53% 59% 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 56% 55% 
Urban Promise Academy 6-8 25% 39% 
Oakland Technical High 9-12 47% 38% 
Skyline High 9-12 43% 38% 
Bret Harte Middle 6-8 36% 36% 
Claremont Middle 6-8 28% 36% 
Westlake Middle 6-8 30% 33% 
MetWest High 9-12 42% 32% 
Oakland High 9-12 39% 30% 
West Oakland Middle 6-8 9% 26% 
LIFE Academy  9-12 24% 25% 
Roosevelt Middle 6-8 27% 24% 
Alliance Academy  6-8 20% 23% 
Madison Middle 6-8 19% 22% 
Far West  9-12 29% 21% 
Media College Preparatory 9-12 28% 20% 
Coliseum College Prep Academy  6-12 14% 19% 
College Preparatory and Architecture Academy 9-12 37% 19% 
Elmhurst Community Prep 6-8 17% 19% 
Frick Middle 6-8 14% 17% 
United for Success Academy 6-8 16% 16% 
ROOTS International Academy  6-8 14% 15% 
YES, Youth Empowerment 9-12 17% 14% 
East Oakland School of the Arts 9-12 11% 13% 
EXCEL 9-12 25% 13% 
Business and Information Technology High 9-12 14% 10% 
Mandela High 9-12 14% 10% 
Leadership Preparatory High 9-12 26% 8% 
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D. Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: CST ELA & MATH 
 Similar Grades Served: 6-8, 6-12, 9-12 

 
CST Math - 2009  
 
Order rank based on 2009 CST % Proficient/Advanced 
 

SCHOOL LEVEL MATH 08 MATH 09
Edna Brewer Middle 6-8 54% 60% 
Montera Middle 6-8 51% 52% 
West Oakland Middle 6-8 10% 43% 
Westlake Middle 6-8 36% 36% 
Madison Middle 6-8 26% 32% 
Claremont Middle 6-8 17% 31% 
Urban Promise Academy 6-8 17% 28% 
Bret Harte Middle 6-8 23% 26% 
Roosevelt Middle 6-8 28% 25% 
Elmhurst Community Prep 6-8 16% 21% 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 19% 19% 
Oakland Technical High 9-12 15% 18% 
United for Success Academy 6-8 8% 17% 
Alliance Academy  6-8 20% 16% 
LIFE Academy  9-12 13% 15% 
Oakland High 9-12 16% 15% 
Frick Middle 6-8 9% 14% 
Skyline High 9-12 14% 13% 
Coliseum College Prep Academy  6-12 10% 10% 
College Preparatory and Architecture Academy 9-12 12% 8% 
Mandela High 9-12 5% 7% 
ROOTS International Academy  6-8 5% 7% 
MetWest High 9-12 3% 5% 
Business and Information Technology High 9-12 3% 4% 
East Oakland School of the Arts 9-12 9% 4% 
EXCEL 9-12 2% 4% 
Far West  9-12 12% 3% 
Leadership Preparatory High 9-12 1% 3% 
Media College Preparatory 9-12 2% 2% 
YES, Youth Empowerment 9-12 1% 2% 
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D. Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: CST ELA & MATH  
 Similar Grades Served: 6-8, 6-12, 9-12 

 

CST ELA - 2008  
 
Order rank based on 2008 CST % Proficient/Advanced 
 

SCHOOL LEVEL ELA 08 ELA 09 
Montera Middle 6-8 60% 60% 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 56% 55% 
Edna Brewer Middle 6-8 53% 59% 
Oakland Technical High 9-12 47% 38% 
Skyline High 9-12 43% 38% 
MetWest High 9-12 42% 32% 
Oakland High 9-12 39% 30% 
College Preparatory and Architecture Academy 9-12 37% 19% 
Bret Harte Middle 6-8 36% 36% 
Westlake Middle 6-8 30% 33% 
Far West  9-12 29% 21% 
Claremont Middle 6-8 28% 36% 
Media College Preparatory 9-12 28% 20% 
Roosevelt Middle 6-8 27% 24% 
Leadership Preparatory High 9-12 26% 8% 
Urban Promise Academy 6-8 25% 39% 
EXCEL 9-12 25% 13% 
LIFE Academy  9-12 24% 25% 
Alliance Academy  6-8 20% 23% 
Madison Middle 6-8 19% 22% 
Elmhurst Community Prep 6-8 17% 19% 
YES, Youth Empowerment 9-12 17% 14% 
United for Success Academy 6-8 16% 16% 
Business and Information Technology High 9-12 14% 10% 
Coliseum College Prep Academy  6-12 14% 19% 
Frick Middle 6-8 14% 17% 
Mandela High 9-12 14% 10% 
ROOTS International Academy  6-8 14% 15% 
East Oakland School of the Arts 9-12 11% 13% 
West Oakland Middle 6-8 9% 26% 
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D. Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: CST ELA & MATH  
 Similar Grades Served: 6-8, 6-12, 9-12 

 

CST Math - 2008  
 
 
Order rank based on 2008 CST % Proficient/Advanced 
 

SCHOOL LEVEL MATH 08 MATH 09
Edna Brewer Middle 6-8 54% 60% 
Montera Middle 6-8 51% 52% 
Westlake Middle 6-8 36% 36% 
Roosevelt Middle 6-8 28% 25% 
Madison Middle 6-8 26% 32% 
Bret Harte Middle 6-8 23% 26% 
Alliance Academy  6-8 20% 16% 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 19% 19% 
Claremont Middle 6-8 17% 31% 
Urban Promise Academy 6-8 17% 28% 
Elmhurst Community Prep 6-8 16% 21% 
Oakland High 9-12 16% 15% 
Oakland Technical High 9-12 15% 18% 
Skyline High 9-12 14% 13% 
LIFE Academy  9-12 13% 15% 
College Preparatory and Architecture Academy 9-12 12% 8% 
Far West  9-12 12% 3% 
Coliseum College Prep Academy  6-12 10% 10% 
West Oakland Middle 6-8 10% 43% 
East Oakland School of the Arts 9-12 9% 4% 
Frick Middle 6-8 9% 14% 
United for Success Academy 6-8 8% 17% 
Mandela High 9-12 5% 7% 
ROOTS International Academy  6-8 5% 7% 
Business and Information Technology High 9-12 3% 4% 
MetWest High 9-12 3% 5% 
EXCEL 9-12 2% 4% 
Media College Preparatory 9-12 2% 2% 
Leadership Preparatory High 9-12 1% 3% 
YES, Youth Empowerment 9-12 1% 2% 
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Comparison Sub-Group ANALYSIS: OUSD District Schools 
 

This is not an apples to apples comparison as this reflects a comparison of 6-8 and 9-12 schools 
together.  Nonetheless this analysis does provide some approximations relative to other educational 
options for students attending the school. 

API 
 The school is 15 API points (695) above the median performance (680) of Oakland district 

schools in 2009 serving similar.   

 The school is 19 API points (714) above the median performance (695) of Oakland district 
schools in 2008 serving similar grades.   

 Oakland School for the Arts has demonstrated consistently high API performance and CST ELA 
performance when compared locally.  CST math performance has been average and below the 
median when compared locally. 

 Oakland School for the Arts serves a higher than average district percentage of African American 
students; a lower than average district percentage of English language learner and Special 
Education students, and has a lower than average district percentage of students designated as low 
income.   

 

ELA 
 Oakland School for the Arts is well above the median performance of Oakland district schools in 

2009 serving similar grade levels in English Language Arts.  

 Oakland School for the Arts is well above the average performance of Oakland district schools in 
2009 serving similar grade levels in English Language Arts.  

 Oakland School for the Arts is well above the median performance of Oakland district schools in 
2008 serving similar grade levels in English Language Arts. 

 Oakland School for the Arts is well above the average performance of Oakland district schools in 
2008 serving similar grade levels in English Language Arts. 

 

MATH 
 Oakland School for the Arts is below the median performance of Oakland district schools in 2009 

serving similar grade levels in mathematics. 

 Oakland School for the Arts is equal to the average performance of Oakland district schools in 
2009 serving similar grade levels in mathematics. 

 Oakland School for the Arts is below the median performance of Oakland district schools in 2008 
serving similar grade levels in mathematics. 

 Oakland School for the Arts is slightly above the average performance of Oakland district schools 
in 2008 serving similar grade levels in mathematics. 

 

SEE ATTACHMENT III: AVERAGES & MEDIANS 
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D. Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: CST ELA – Grade Level - 2009 
 Similar Grades Served: 6-8: Similar Socio-Economic Status 

6th Grade
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* OUSD Average 6th Grade ELA Proficient/Advanced 2009: 33%  

7th Grade
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* OUSD Average 7th Grade ELA Proficient/Advanced 2009: 38%  

8th Grade
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* OUSD Average 8th Grade ELA Proficient/Advanced 2009: 29%  

OSA – Charter Renewal Petition  DMO 
February 10, 2010  Page 26 of 64 



D. Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: CST ELA – Grade Level 2009 
 Similar Grades Served: 9-12 

 
9th Grade
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* OUSD Average 9th Grade ELA Proficient/Advanced 2009: 28%  
 

10th Grade
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* OUSD Average 10th Grade ELA Proficient/Advanced 2009: 24%  
 

11th Grade
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11th Grade 51% 32% 30% 29% 25% 22% 20% 19% 11% 10% 7% 7% 6%
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* OUSD Average 11th Grade ELA Proficient/Advanced 2009: 22%  
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D. Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: CST Math – Subject Area - 2009 
 Similar Grades Served: 6-8, 9-12 

 
Algebra Performance based on 6-8th grade student test results. 

Algebra I
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CST Algebra: 2009 * OUSD Average Proficient/Advanced Grades 6-8: 2009: 18%  
Algebra I Performance based on 9-11th grade student test results. 

Algebra I
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CST Algebra I: 2009 * OUSD Average Proficient/Advanced Grades 9-11: 2009: 5%  
Algebra II Performance based on 9-11th grade student test results. 

Algebra II
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CST Algebra II: 2009 *OUSD Average Proficient/Advanced Grades 9-11: 2009: 14%  
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Comparison Sub-Group ANALYSIS: OUSD District Schools - Grade Level and Subject Area 
 

ELA - CST 
 Oakland School for the Arts is above the average performance of Oakland district schools with a 

similar socio-economic profile in 2009 in 6th grade English Language Arts on the CST.  

 Oakland School for the Arts is above the average performance of Oakland district as a whole in 
2009 in 6th grade English Language Arts on the CST.  

 

 Oakland School for the Arts is equal to the average performance of Oakland district schools with 
a similar socio-economic profile in 2009 in 7th grade English Language Arts on the CST. 

 Oakland School for the Arts is above to the average performance of Oakland district as a whole, 
in 2009 in 7th grade English Language Arts on the CST. 

 

 Oakland School for the Arts is slightly above the average performance of Oakland district schools 
with a similar socio-economic profile in 2009 in 8th grade English Language Arts on the CST. 

 Oakland School for the Arts is above to the average performance of Oakland district as a whole, 
in 2009 in 8th grade English Language Arts on the CST. 

 

 Oakland School for the Arts is above the average performance of Oakland district schools with a 
similar socio-economic profile in 2009 in 9th grade English Language Arts on the CST.  

 Oakland School for the Arts is above the average performance of Oakland district as a whole in 
2009 in 9th grade English Language Arts on the CST.  

 

 Oakland School for the Arts is above the average performance of Oakland district schools with a 
similar socio-economic profile in 2009 in 10th grade English Language Arts on the CST.  

 Oakland School for the Arts is above the average performance of Oakland district as a whole in 
2009 in 10th grade English Language Arts on the CST.  

 

 Oakland School for the Arts is above the average performance of Oakland district schools with a 
similar socio-economic profile in 2009 in 11th grade English Language Arts on the CST.  

 Oakland School for the Arts is above the average performance of Oakland district as a whole in 
2009 in 11th grade English Language Arts on the CST.  
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MATH - CST 
 Oakland School for the Arts is above the average performance of Oakland district schools with a 

similar socio-economic profile in 2009 in Algebra 1 on the CST. 

 Oakland School for the Arts is above to the average performance of Oakland district as a whole, 
in 2009 in Algebra 1 on the CST. 

 

 Oakland School for the Arts did not test in Geometry in 2009 due to its revised course sequence in 
math. 

 

 Oakland School for the Arts is below the average performance of Oakland district schools with a 
similar socio-economic profile in 2009 in Algebra II on the CST.  

 Oakland School for the Arts is below the average performance of Oakland district as a whole in 
2009 in Algebra II on the CST.  
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E. Comparison Sub-Group: Oakland Charter Schools: 10th Grade CAHSEE  
 Similar Grades Served: 6-12, 9-12 

 

CAHSEE: ELA - 2009   
 
Order rank based on 2009 10th Grade CAHSEE % Passing 
 
ELA 

SCHOOL LEVEL ELA 06 ELA 07 ELA 08 ELA 09
American Indian Public High School (AIPHS) 9-12 N/A 100% 100% 100% 
Oakland Charter High 9-12 N/A N/A N/A 100% 
Wilson (Lionel) College Preparatory Academy 6-12 71% 80% 75% 94% 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 96% 96% 98% 90% 
Lighthouse Comm. Charter High School (LCC-HS) 9-12 N/A 71% 73% 88% 
Oakland Military Institute (OMI) 9-12 83% 70% 77% 80% 
Oakland Unity High School 9-12 78% 73% 68% 79% 
Oakland Aviation High School (OAHS) 9-12 N/A N/A 55% 77% 
Bay Area Technology School (BayTech) 6-12 N/A N/A N/A 61% 
ARISE High School 9-12 N/A N/A 50% 54% 
Leadership Public School (LPS), College Park 9-12 N/A 48% 55% 33% 

 
Comparison Oakland charter schools with 3 year trends 
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E. Comparison Sub-Group: Oakland Charter Schools: 10th Grade CAHSEE  
 Similar Grades Served: 6-12, 9-12 

 

CAHSEE: Math - 2009   
 
Order rank based on 2009 10th Grade CAHSEE % Passing 
 
Math 

SCHOOL LEVEL Math 06 Math 07 Math 08 Math 09 
American Indian Public High School (AIPHS) 9-12 N/A 100% 100% 100% 
Oakland Charter High 9-12 N/A N/A N/A 100% 
Wilson (Lionel) College Preparatory Academy 6-12 80% 76% 77% 96% 
Lighthouse Comm Charter High School (LCC-HS) 9-12 N/A 74% 78% 94% 
Oakland Unity High School 9-12 79% 71% 83% 83% 
Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) 6-12 84% 80% 69% 82% 
Oakland Military Institute (OMI) 9-12 86% 63% 73% 72% 
Oakland Aviation High School (OAHS) 9-12 N/A N/A 52% 70% 
Bay Area Technology School (BayTech) 6-12 N/A N/A N/A 56% 
Leadership Public School (LPS), College Park 9-12 N/A 47% 53% 56% 
ARISE High School 9-12 N/A N/A 57% 42% 

 
Comparison Oakland charter schools with 3 year trends 
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F. Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: 10th Grade CAHSEE  

 Similar Grades Served: 9-12 
 

CAHSEE: ELA – 2009  
 
Order rank based on 2009 10th Grade CAHSEE % Passing 
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* Life Academy Data for 06-07 unavailable on Data Quest at time of this report. 

CAHSEE: Math – 2009  
 
Order rank based on 2009 10th Grade CAHSEE % Passing 
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 Comparison Sub-Group ANALYSIS: CAHSEE - Oakland Charter Schools 

 

 The school is consistently above the average performance of other Oakland charter schools in 10th 
Grade CAHSEE ELA over the prior three years. 

 The school is slightly above and below average in performance compared to other Oakland charter 
schools in 10th grade CAHSEE over the prior three years. 

 The school has experienced a slight dip recently (2009) in its 10th grade ELA CAHSEE 
performance, while still maintaining a high pass rate.  The school has experienced a substantial 
increase recently (2009) in its 10th grade CAHSEE performance signaling needed improvements in 
math as compared to its performance the year prior.  

 Oakland School for the Arts serves a higher than average charter school percentage of African 
American students; a lower than average charter school percentage of English language learner and 
an average charter school percentage Special Education students, and has a lower than average 
charter school percentage of students designated as low income.   

 

Comparison Sub-Group ANALYSIS: CAHSEE - OUSD District Schools 

 

 The school is well above the average performance in both 10th grade CAHSEE ELA and math 
throughout the prior four years when compared to local district schools. 

 The school has consistently been the highest performing high school in 10th grade CAHSEE ELA 
when compared to local district schools and has in all but one of the past four years been the 
highest performing high school in 10th grade CAHSEE Math when compared to local district 
schools. 

 Oakland School for the Arts serves a higher than average district percentage of African American 
students; a lower than average district percentage of English language learner and Special 
Education students, and has a lower than average district percentage of students designated as low 
income.   
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G. Comparison Sub-Group: Oakland Charter Schools: SAT  
 

SAT - 2008  
Order rank based on 2008 SAT Average Scores 
 
Critical Reading Average* 
  2004-2005 2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 

SCHOOL 
Percent 
Tested 

Verbal 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Verbal 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Verbal 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Critical 
Reading 

Avg* 
Oakland School For The Arts (OSA) N/A N/A 91.80  468  100.00  484  83.33  512  
Oakland Military Institute, (OMI) N/A N/A N/A N/A 87.88  410  89.80  415  
Oakland Unity High N/A N/A 60.00  420  93.10  329  85.07  383  
Wilson (Lionel) College Prep Academy 63.16  383  E  360  E  328  98.15  343  
District: (Oakland Unified)  50.07  409  48.60  418  46.25  414  51.42  417  
County: (Alameda) 48.92  504  48.33  504  48.75  502  49.40  504  
Statewide: 35.86  499  36.66  495  36.90  493  35.85  494  
*Critical Reading Average (formerly called Verbal Average) 
 
 
Math Average* 
  2004-2005 2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 

SCHOOL 
Percent 
Tested 

Math 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Math 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Math 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Math 
Avg 

Oakland School For The Arts (OSA) N/A N/A 91.80  433  100.00  459  83.33  464  
Oakland Military Institute, (OMI) N/A N/A N/A N/A 87.88  435  89.80  450  
Oakland Unity High N/A N/A 60.00  399  93.10  334  85.07  383  
Wilson (Lionel) College Prep Academy 63.16  383  E  363  E  353  98.15  357  
District: (Oakland Unified)  50.07  436  48.60  435  46.25  438  51.42  435  
County: (Alameda) 48.92  536  48.33  537  48.75  532  49.40  532  
Statewide: 35.86  521  36.66  516  36.90  513  35.85  513  
 
 
Writing Average 
  2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 

SCHOOL 
Percent 
Tested 

Writing 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Writing 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Writing 
Avg 

Oakland School For The Arts (OSA) 91.80  480  100.00  482  83.33  511  
Oakland Military Institute, (OMI) N/A N/A 87.88  405  89.80  410  
Oakland Unity High 60.00  418  93.10  349  85.07  375  
Wilson (Lionel) College Prep Academy E  359  E  353  98.15  346  
District: (Oakland Unified)  48.60  419  46.25  413  51.42  419  
County: (Alameda) 48.33  507  48.75  502  49.40  504  
Statewide: 36.66  496  36.90  491  35.85  493  
* Writing component of SAT introduced in 2005-06. 
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http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eSchool%5efor%5ethe%5eArts%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-3030772&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2006-07&cSelect=Oakland%5eMilitary%5eInstitute,%5eCollege%5ePreparatory%5eAc%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0130617&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eUnity%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0100065&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2006-07&cSelect=Wilson%5e(Lionel)%5eCollege%5ePreparatory%5eAcademy%5e(Chart%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0130666&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I2.asp?cYear=2004-05&TheCounty=01,Alameda&cChoice=SAT2
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I1.asp?cYear=2004-05&cChoice=SAT1
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eSchool%5efor%5ethe%5eArts%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-3030772&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2006-07&cSelect=Oakland%5eMilitary%5eInstitute,%5eCollege%5ePreparatory%5eAc%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0130617&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eUnity%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0100065&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2006-07&cSelect=Wilson%5e(Lionel)%5eCollege%5ePreparatory%5eAcademy%5e(Chart%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0130666&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I2.asp?cYear=2004-05&TheCounty=01,Alameda&cChoice=SAT2
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I1.asp?cYear=2004-05&cChoice=SAT1
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eSchool%5efor%5ethe%5eArts%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-3030772&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2006-07&cSelect=Oakland%5eMilitary%5eInstitute,%5eCollege%5ePreparatory%5eAc%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0130617&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eUnity%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0100065&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2006-07&cSelect=Wilson%5e(Lionel)%5eCollege%5ePreparatory%5eAcademy%5e(Chart%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0130666&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I2.asp?cYear=2004-05&TheCounty=01,Alameda&cChoice=SAT2
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I1.asp?cYear=2004-05&cChoice=SAT1


H. Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: SAT  
 

SAT: Verbal - 2008  
 
Critical Reading Average* Order rank based on 2008 SAT Average Scores 

  2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 

SCHOOL 
Percent 
Tested 

Verbal 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Verbal 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Critical 
Reading Avg* 

Oakland School For The Arts (OSA) 91.80  468  100.00  484  83.33  512  
Skyline High 71.31  462  56.80  464  60.53  477  
Oakland Technical High 69.06  440  69.29  446  71.94  454  
Oakland High 60.44  411  70.87  417  65.23  405  
Media College Preparatory  34.38  383  25.35  393  37.10  393  
Life Academy  48.33  374  67.27  387  70.69  377  
East Oakland School Of The Arts 34.78  365  57.89  378  48.44  367  
Leadership Preparatory High 86.57  357  E  360  37.10  366  
Mandela High  52.56  338  40.85  363  45.00  361  
Yes, Youth Empowerment 0  N/A 2.33  ***  38.46  349  
College Preparatory And Architecture 71.62  365  91.84  377  92.98  340  
Business And Information Tech 0  N/A 0  N/A 49.41  337  
District: (Oakland Unified)  48.60  418  46.25  414  51.42  417  
County: (Alameda) 48.33  504  48.75  502  49.40  504  
Statewide: 36.66  495  36.90  493  35.85  494  

*Critical Reading Average (formerly called Verbal Average) 
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http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eSchool%5efor%5ethe%5eArts%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-3030772&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=Skyline%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0137943&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eTechnical%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0136051&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0135905&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=East%5eOakland%5eSchool%5eof%5ethe%5eArt%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0102962&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=Leadership%5ePreparatory%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0107417&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2006-07&cSelect=YES,%5eYouth%5eEmpowerment%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0100859&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=College%5ePreparatory%5eand%5eArchit%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0101063&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=Business%5eand%5eInformation%5eTechn%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0102954&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I2.asp?cYear=2004-05&TheCounty=01,Alameda&cChoice=SAT2
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I1.asp?cYear=2004-05&cChoice=SAT1


Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: SAT  
 

SAT: Math - 2008  
 
Math Average - Order rank based on 2008 SAT Average Scores  

  2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 

SCHOOL 
Percent 
Tested 

Math 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Math 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Math 
Avg 

Skyline High 71.31  492  56.80  496  60.53  499  
Oakland School For The Arts (OSA) 91.80  433  100.00  459  83.33  464  
Oakland Technical High 69.06  442  69.29  467  71.94  459  
Oakland High 60.44  456  70.87  461  65.23  452  
Life Academy  48.33  372  67.27  416  70.69  403  
Media College Preparatory  34.38  363  25.35  385  37.10  386  
Mandela High  52.56  348  40.85  397  45.00  380  
College Preparatory And Architecture 71.62  432  91.84  430  92.98  367  
Business And Information Techn 0  N/A 0  N/A 49.41  359  
East Oakland School Of The Art 34.78  355  57.89  366  48.44  349  
Yes, Youth Empowerment 0  N/A 2.33  ***  38.46  325  
District: (Oakland Unified)  48.60  435  46.25  438  51.42  435  
County: (Alameda) 48.33  537  48.75  532  49.40  532  
Statewide: 36.66  516  36.90  513  35.85  513  
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http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=Skyline%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0137943&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eSchool%5efor%5ethe%5eArts%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-3030772&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eTechnical%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0136051&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0135905&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=College%5ePreparatory%5eand%5eArchit%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0101063&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=Business%5eand%5eInformation%5eTechn%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0102954&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=East%5eOakland%5eSchool%5eof%5ethe%5eArt%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0102962&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2006-07&cSelect=YES,%5eYouth%5eEmpowerment%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0100859&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I2.asp?cYear=2004-05&TheCounty=01,Alameda&cChoice=SAT2
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I1.asp?cYear=2004-05&cChoice=SAT1


Comparison Sub-Group: OUSD District Schools: SAT  
 

SAT: Writing - 2008  
 
Writing Average - Order rank based on 2008 SAT Average Scores 

  2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 

SCHOOL 
Percent 
Tested 

Writing 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Writing 
Avg 

Percent 
Tested 

Writing 
Avg 

Oakland School For The Arts (OSA) 91.80  480  100.00  482  83.33  511  
Skyline High 71.31  464  56.80  457  60.53  474  
Oakland Technical High 69.06  442  69.29  450  71.94  452  
Media College Preparatory  34.38  380  25.35  364  37.10  414  
Oakland High 60.44  416  70.87  410  65.23  406  
Life Academy  48.33  367  67.27  392  70.69  396  
East Oakland School Of The Arts 34.78  358  57.89  371  48.44  377  
Mandela High  52.56  346  40.85  361  45.00  362  
Leadership Preparatory High 86.57  342  E  366  37.10  356  
Business And Information Technology High 0  N/A 0  N/A 49.41  355  
College Prep And Architecture Academy 71.62  364  91.84  368  92.98  346  
Yes, Youth Empowerment 0  N/A 2.33  ***  38.46  340  
District: (Oakland Unified)  48.60  419  46.25  413  51.42  419  
County: (Alameda) 48.33  507  48.75  502  49.40  504  
Statewide: 36.66  496  36.90  491  35.85  493  
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http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eSchool%5efor%5ethe%5eArts%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-3030772&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=Skyline%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0137943&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eTechnical%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0136051&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2005-06&cSelect=Oakland%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0135905&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=East%5eOakland%5eSchool%5eof%5ethe%5eArt%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0102962&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=Leadership%5ePreparatory%5eHigh%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0107417&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=Business%5eand%5eInformation%5eTechn%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0102954&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2004-05&cSelect=College%5ePreparatory%5eand%5eArchit%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0101063&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I4.asp?cYear=2006-07&cSelect=YES,%5eYouth%5eEmpowerment%5e--%5eOAKLAND%5eUNIFIED%5e--%5e0161259-0100859&cChoice=SAT4
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I2.asp?cYear=2004-05&TheCounty=01,Alameda&cChoice=SAT2
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/SAT/SAT-I1.asp?cYear=2004-05&cChoice=SAT1


Comparison Sub-Group ANALYSIS: Oakland Charter Schools & OUSD District Schools - SAT 

The analysis above is based on the most current publicly available performance data for the SAT. 

 

 The school is above the average Critical Reading SAT performance when compared with other 
Oakland charter schools, the District average, and the state-wide average. 

 The school is above the average Math SAT performance when compared to other Oakland charter 
schools, and the school is above the average Math SAT performance when compared to the 
District average and the state-wide average. 

 The school is above the average Writing SAT performance when compared with other Oakland 
charter schools, the District average, and the state-wide average. 
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EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM: CHARTER SCHOOL RENEWAL QUALITY REVIEW 
 
The quality of the school’s educational program has been evaluated through a three-day Site Inspection 
conducted on October 6, 7, 8, 2009 by District staff.  In addition, a Third-Party Review organization; 
Cambridge Education, has evaluated the school based on a two-day site inspection conducted 
concurrently on October 6 and 7, 2009.   
 
The following represent key findings of District staff: 
 
Strengths: 
 
o The school provides a rigorous curriculum that is aligned to the UC A-G requirements, and includes 

advanced learning opportunities through AP and honors courses. 

o The school provides an arts-preparatory curriculum that represents a broad range of arts emphasis that 
includes dance, instrumental music, arts management, visual arts, vocal, and theatre arts. 

o The school provides a rigorous arts-preparatory curriculum that requires intense study and provides 
multi-year pathways within a given arts-emphasis. 

o The school employs experienced, qualified arts-emphasis instructors who are primarily practicing 
artists as well as arts educators. 

o The school has prioritized the math performance of its students and it is widely communicated and 
understood by the school community, including students and parents, that the math performance of 
students needs to improve. 

o The current school leader; hired part-time in December, 2007 and full-time as of July, 2008 brings 
many years of experience leading the San Francisco School of the Arts (SF-SOTA) and is widely 
valued by the school’s governing board, staff, parents and students.  Improvements in the school’s 
academic program and operations are evident as a result of the school’s new leadership.  

o The school has acknowledged as historical gap in its admissions process that has provided 
opportunities for the potential of negative bias in the enrollment process; though specific cases of 
historical bias have not been identified.  This acknowledgement has led to the further development of 
the school’s admissions and audition process which seeks to ensure objective evaluation of students’ 
commitment to the school’s rigorous arts program and to eliminate the potential for negative bias.  

This includes:  
- a process that involves not only school staff, but community artists in the 

evaluation and recommendation process.   
- the executive director conducts a final review of recommendations looking for 

the evidence base in each 

- the school emphasizes auditioning students’ demonstrated “drive and ambition” 
in addition to evaluating existing talent to ensure that student with and without 
formal training can be equally considered 

WASC Report April, 2008* 
[* Based on 2005-2007 performance data – report included in petition submission.]  
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The API growth was most significant for African American and Socio-Economically Disadvantaged 
sub-groups.  African American students make up more that 60% of the student population and socio-
economically disadvantaged students make up more than a quarter of the student population.  The 
school’s program is demonstrating success for these sub-groups which have traditionally been 
underserved (p. 4). 

 
OSA students pass both the math and ELA CAHSEE at a greater rate than the state average.  
Students tend to perform more successfully in ELA than math.  This parallels other trends seen in 
student performance on the STAR tests (p. 5).   
 
Overall, OSA students perform better than the state and district averages in the majority of the 
subject areas.  On graduation students are accepted to competitive four-year colleges and 
universities, as well as specialized arts training programs.  The school’s unique mission – to provide 
pre-professional training in a pre-collegiate environment – sets OSA apart from other public charter 
schools in the Bay Area.  The program is rigorous at all levels in the arts and requires that students 
demonstrate self-discipline and dedication to their work in order to be successful (p. 7). 
 

[Three areas identified as Growth Areas in the WASC report have improved since that time.] 
 
> The size of the school has fluctuated greatly over the last three years.  […] within two years the 
school has not been able to grow its student population (p. 8). 

 
OSA has grown by almost 200 students over the past two years. 

 
There is a general lack of information or misinformation regarding the school’s reporting of truancy 
and attendance (p. 8). 

 
OSA has improved its administrative systems and attendance reporting is monitored regularly 
through the school’s PowerSchool system. 

 
Improving the expertise of staff and retaining the current qualified staff has been a challenge for OSA 
(p. 8) 

 
OSA has retained its teaching staff at a rate of 96% over the past two years. 
 
School performance report details: 
 

The school has developed a number of interventions and alternative coursework for students 
including: 

- Afterschool tutorial and homework help 
- Online coursework in all subject areas 
- Concurrent enrollment with Laney College 
- Summer school 
- Independent Study 
- Re-Entry: specialized academic intensive for two-hours each afternoon during 

arts curriculum.  Students receive homework help, guidance, organizational skills 
instruction, and case management. 
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Challenges: 
 
o The school has stated goals that they will prepare students for college vis-à-vis a “college-preparatory 

curriculum”.  The school does not yet have systems or a plan to evaluate and monitor if the school is 
in fact preparing students for success in college. 

o With general consensus, students and parents expressed a strong desire to see the school provide 
greater opportunities for students to experience a range of arts learning.  Students are expected by and 
large to focus arts-preparatory courses within their arts-emphasis and students and parents 
communicated that this comes at the expense of participation in and/or opportunities for learning 
across the arts content areas.  While this issue is not likely to detract from the school’s ability to 
achieve its stated outcomes, it is nonetheless an area of perceived growth in the program based on the 
expressed views of the school’s representative parent and student body.  

o The school has developed Expected School-wide Learning Results (ESLRs) and have identified 
methods for measuring progress against these standards.  The school has thought deeply about student 
learning and about how it can be defined and how it can be measured.  It is clear that the school has, 
particularly over the past two years, focused a great deal of attention on this question.  The school has 
stated that its ESLRs are embedded into the curriculum. 

o Based on the four ESLRs developed by the school: Effective Communicators, Critical 
Thinkers, Productive Citizens, Self-Disciplined Students and Artists; it is not clear which 
students are progressing adequately or not in each of the four ESLRs specifically?   

o Which students require intervention and/or where may the school’s educational program 
itself require further development or improvement to meet the varied needs of students 
within each ESLR is not clear.  It is not clear how the delivery of instruction is informed 
by the Means of Assessment the school has developed for each ESLR as outlined in their 
table set forth in their charter petition, and it is not clear how the decisions made by the 
school’s leadership with regard to the varied priorities of the school are informed by the 
progress of students within each ESLR.   

o While the school is most certainly on a clear path of focusing on student achievement 
through a lens that considers the whole child, there remains an underdeveloped aspect to 
the schools use of tools that can support the monitoring and use of data that would 
evidence student progress within the school’s stated ESLRs.  It would be of great value 
to the school and to the broader education community of Oakland to see this aspect 
of the OSA educational program further developed in the subsequent charter term. 

The following are areas of growth outlined in the school’s WASC Report from April, 2008. 
 

In addition, there seems to be a wider performance gap between African-American and White non-
Hispanic subgroups in the area of math (p. 5). 
 
The school needs to address the discrepancy between the performance of African American and 
White students, particularly in the area of mathematics. 
 
The school needs to focus on stabilizing its academic performance and maintaining or improving is 
current performance. 
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The WASC report describes various changes in the facility and administration prior to the 2008 WASC 
visit.  The report states; “With this degree of turmoil there has been little focus on the Recommendations 
of the WASC Initial Visit Team and no evidence of an action plan developed to accomplish these: 
 
[Following is a list of recommendations from the WASC Initial Visit Team.  The WASC Report, April 
2008 provides elaboration where steps by the school have been taken to address these issues and/or where 
these challenges persist.  SEE WASC Report included in original renewal charter submission for details.] 
  

1. Beginning preparation for the planned 2006 WASC visitation in Fall of 2004. 

2. Continuing outreach to the Latino and immigrant community to more closely align school 
demographics with those of the community. 

3. Ensure that faculty evaluation incorporates checks for understanding and focus on the California 
Content Standards to ensure success of students on the CST’s and CAHSEE. 

4. Adding a two-year Physical education requirement to satisfy state graduation requirements. 

5. Adopting a hands-on, minds-on math program that accelerates the learning of students who inter 
OSA with poor math preparation. 

6. Investigating the best way to deliver lab science classes so students may enter higher education 
institutions with their peers. 

7. Aggressively pursuing partnerships with local and national performing arts companies and 
technical, film, and television companies. 

8. Careful monitoring of students and staff for burn-out, in light of the extended day and week. 

9. Continuing to investigate ways to encourage solid preparation in the arts among younger 
students. 
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ADDITIONAL ACADEMIC CONSIDERATIONS: 
 
o The school provides a meaningful analysis and critique of both the existing achievement gap among 

African American and White students within the school; as well as a critique of the over-prevalent 
focus on standardized test performance with respect to common analysis of this gap.   

o An analysis of the past four years (2006-2009) illustrate that the ELA performance of African 
American students has remained largely unchanged over that period at an average of approximately 
46% proficient/advanced.  The CST math performance of AA students in OSA has improved by 
approximately 5% proficient/advanced.   

o The CST performance of African American students in English Language Arts is notably 
higher than the district as a whole.  The school attributes this in part to the language-rich 
aspect of the school’s arts curriculum, to the benefit of all students including its 
subgroups.   

o The CST performance of African American students in math has improved over the past 
three years and is largely equal to the district as a whole at this time. 

o The school illustrates an ongoing gap in the CST performance of African American 
students that is relatively smaller when compared to the gap within the district as a whole.  
This CST performance is largely comparable for English Language Arts; but is mitigated 
in math by the relatively low performance of OSA white students over-all.  The gap 
between OSA African American students in math when compared to the performance of 
white students in the district is essentially the same as the gap for the district African 
American students. 

o OSA has made a meaningful impact on the performance of African American students, 
which represent a significant population of the school.  The performance in math has 
improved and the performance in ELA has been consistently high relative to other public 
schools.  That said, an achievement gap among African American and White students is 
present in the school.  The school acknowledges this in its own review of its CST 
performance data and discussion of interventions to address the issue as follows: 

 “In no way is this meant to ignore the fact that an achievement gap exists at OSA 
and that measures must be taken to address it.  Concepts such as Re-Entry, 
where struggling students give up some of their arts time for tutoring; a teacher 
professional development program focusing on critical areas of staff interest 
such as classroom management, student achievement and grading practices; and 
a robust parent involvement group all are attempts to bring the achievement of 
all students up to the highest levels possible.”   

 
TEACHER CREDENTIALING: 
Consistent with Education Code, the OSA charter petition states; “Oakland School for the Arts will 
recruit, hire and train a core academic teaching staff that holds appropriate California credentials for 
the specific subjects they will teach.”  The district is currently reviewing the credential status of teachers 
employed at all charter schools in Oakland, including Oakland School for the Arts.  As of January 18, 
2010, staff has identified the following deficiencies: 
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1. Math & science teacher - middle school - serving on a Emergency 30-Day Substitute 
Credential which permits NO MORE THAN 30 days in any one assignment per school year. 

2. Algebra I & biology teacher – high school – no credential of record 

3. Language arts & history teacher – middle school – no credential of record 

4. Algebra II & statistics teacher - no credential of record 
 
District staff will be issuing a Notice to the school as of February 1, 2010 requiring verification of current 
credentialing status and/or action to be taken by the school to ensure proper employment of all teaching 
staff consistent with Education Code Section EC47605(l) Teachers in charter schools shall hold a 
Commission on Teacher Credentialing certificate, permit, or other document equivalent to that which a 
teacher in other public schools would be required to hold. [Flexibility exists for non-core teachers.] 
 
Staff is confident the school will be prepared to address this issue to ensure appropriately certificated 
teaching staff assignments within a reasonable timeframe.
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The following represent key findings of the Third-Party Review: 
 
Strengths: 
 
o The school has achieved the California Distinguished School’s 2009 recognition of the development 

of culture and a climate of high expectations. 
 
o The principal is a reflective leader who has a good awareness of the school’s strengths and its 

challenges. 
 
o The identified school leadership provides oversight of the adult learning with a strong belief in 

supporting staff and students in maximizing their potential with commitment to equality of 
opportunity. 

 
o Teachers have strong subject knowledge and art skills to enhance student learning. 

 
o Students form positive relationships with peers and adults; they respond well to the guidance they 

receive. 
 
o Student behavior in class and around the school is of a high standard. 

 
Challenges: 
 
o The school lacks formality in the analysis of performance data to identify relative achievements of 

different subgroups in order to formulate challenging and quantitative goals for the school’s 
continuous improvement. 

 
o The school does not have a robust system for monitoring classrooms practice to ensure that teachers 

are given regular feedback to develop their skills and expertise. 
 
o The school is aware of the lack of established interim benchmark assessments based on a variety of 

accountability tools for monitoring student progress and alternative performance in the arts. 
 
o The school does not have identified indicators that are used to measure its Expected Student Learning 

Results (ESLRs) and outcomes for students. 
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Third Party Review Evaluation 
 
Criteria 1: Improving Student Achievement 

 
A charter school achieving proficiency in this area promotes student learning through a clear 
vision and high expectations.  It achieves clear, measurable program goals and student learning 
objectives, including meeting its stated performance standards and closing achievement gaps of 
students. 

 
This area of the school’s work is PROFICENT. 
 

The school ensures that its middle and high school students access instruction in the core California 
standards-based curriculum, while nurturing their artistic talent through a comprehensive arts 
program.  In the current school year, the school has introduced AP and honors classes for higher 
achievers. 
 
Most students make good progress in their English language arts (ELA), whereas, learning in 
mathematics and the sciences are uneven across the middle school and high school. 
 
The curriculum enables students to acquire a range of core subject skills and knowledge alongside 
the development of their talents in the performing arts, visual arts, and in music. 
 
Overall, the quality of instruction is good. Teachers have strong subject knowledge to facilitate and 
support student learning. Most teachers effectively use their own assessments to be aware of students’ 
content knowledge while there is developing analysis and utilization of data among subject teachers 
to ensure that all work is differentiated and pitched at the right level for individual students.  There is 
limited opportunity for teachers to calibrate their grading of student work or to sample school wide 
student work, e.g. writing samples to ensure the match to state standards and expectations. The 
school lacks formality in the analysis of performance data to identify relative achievements of 
different subgroups, among different teachers, and between the genders in order to formulate 
challenging and quantitative goals for the school’s continuous improvement. The school leadership 
views this as ‘work in progress.’ 
 
Parents indicate that they are pleased with the efforts and achievements of their children both in the 
middle and high school.  Parents praise the support students receive from their teachers stating that 
there is a good level of challenge both in the academic subjects and the school’s emphasis on the 
arts.  Parents are kept informed through regular communication between home and school. 

 
Criteria 2: Strong Leadership 

 
The leaders of a charter school achieving proficiency in this area are stewards of the charter’s 
mission and vision and carry out their duties in a professional, responsible and ethical manner.  
Charter school leaders use their influence and authority for the primary purpose of achieving 
student success.  
 

This area of the school’s work is PROFICIENT. 
 

The Executive Director (ED) has good awareness of the school’s strengths and what needs to 
improve. As the driving force in moving the school forward and towards further school improvement, 
he maintains clear vision and mission that is shared through a transparent communication system 
with the Board, the school staff, and parents. He delivers a clear message focused on achieving 
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student success throughout the school. The current leadership has improved the high school 
educational program and more recently developed of a cohesive middle school curriculum. 
 
The focus of their leadership’s work is described as ‘teacher driven accountability,’ aiming to 
develop the school’s professional learning community which is still in an early stage of development. 
Without job specifications for the academic leaders, their evaluative roles and responsibilities are not 
clearly defined relating to the expected impact of their analysis of data for individual and school wide 
improvement relating to assessment, setting up formal assessment times, and mentoring new teachers. 
 
The ED holds himself accountable by ensuring that the school meets the terms of the OSA charter and 
that there is regular reporting of the school’s progress regarding fiscal accountability, student 
academic progress, and whole school improvement. 

 
Criteria 3: A Focus on Continuous Improvement  

 
A charter school achieving proficiency in this area engages in a process of continuous self-
improvement in order to increase the effectiveness of its educational program.  The school 
regularly assesses and evaluates student learning based on stated goals.  
 

This area of the school’s work is UNDERDEVELOPED. 
 

OSA uses state and district generated data, as well as data from standardized test results to identify 
individual students’ academic growth, gaps and discrepancies in the core subjects.  Yet, when 
students and parents were asked how close OSA grades compare to the state standards and 
expectations, they were not fully aware of these comparisons. 
 
Trends within each grade level are examined and evaluated with discussions held among the ED, 
board members, academic leaders, and teachers on a regular basis. Yet discussions do not 
consistently lead to individual targets being set for students or comprehensive modifications to 
teachers’ planning and lesson implementation. There is focus for ‘raising the bar,’ however, the 
measures for doing this are not set by performance indicators and/or measurable interim targets to 
know effectively the school is moving towards its goals. The school has not formalized interim 
benchmark assessments for the core subjects, nor does it have rigorous systems for analyzing 
performance data to effectively identify relative achievements between the genders, or for different 
subgroups in order to formulate challenging and quantitative goals for the school’s continuous 
improvement. 
 
The ED is aware of the gap in the school’s implementation of interim benchmark assessments for the 
core subjects and he further seeks to establish a range of accountability tools for monitoring student 
progress within art performance areas. This is an issue that further links to the school’s lack of 
identified indicators used to measure its Expected Student Learning Results (ESLRs) and outcomes 
for all students. The school is yet to establish long term school goals that are shared and known by all 
staff, parents, and board members. 

 
 (SEE Attachment II for detailed analysis of each criterion.) 
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Based on an analysis of Oakland School for the Arts’ performance outcomes and an evaluation of its 
educational program over the past four years, the school is deemed an Academic Success for the 
purposes of renewal.  The school’s Educational Program, over-all has been evaluated to be 
Underdeveloped with Proficient Features over-all.   
 
The school has met or made substantial progress towards meeting its Measurable Pupil Outcomes 
identified in its charter.  The school has presented measurable pupil outcomes for a subsequent charter 
term that expand upon and increase the number of measurable indicators for student learning. 
Additionally, the school has attained achievement rates above the median and/or averages of the 
comparison schools in those areas outlined in the OUSD Charter Renewal Standards.  Math remains a 
growth area for the school; however staff is confident that this area of improvement has sufficient 
initiatives to generate improved student achievement in this area.  
 
 
PARTNERSHIP 
 
Through a number of engagements, Oakland School for the Arts has supported the ongoing inquiry being 
conducted by the District to increase the enrollment and further develop the district operated East 
Oakland School for the Arts.  Along with Skyline High School and local other performing arts high 
school programs, OSA has been a key support in helping deepen the district’s understanding of the 
school’s audition process, core program structure, and specifics that include funding and program design. 
 
This partnership serves to provide a unique opportunity to reinforce the intent of charter law to stimulate 
improvements throughout the education system. 
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Renewal Standard II: Is the school an Effective, Viable Organization? 
 
The effectiveness and viability of the school has been evaluated through a three-day Site Inspection 
conducted on October 6, 7, 8, 2009 by District staff.  In addition, a Third-Party Review organization; 
Cambridge Education, has evaluated the school based on a two-day site inspection conducted 
concurrently on October 6 and 7, 2009. 
 
The following represent key findings of District staff: 
 
Strengths: 
 
o The school has transitioned from its use of EdTec as an outside provider of back office assistance, to 

an in-house Financial Director resulting in clear processes for overseeing the use of funds and 
improved ability to analyze their finances in the interest of developing sustainable budgets. 

o The school has moved into a beautiful facility (renovated Fox Theater) that provides a welcoming 
environment for students and adults, and meets the very unique programmatic needs of the school. 

o The school’s unique facility provides an opportunity for community based partnerships that assist in 
providing increased learning and arts opportunities for students. 

o The school maintains clean audits and while timely reporting of annual financial reports have been 
delayed at times over the prior charter term, the school has maintained adequate communication with 
its authorizer when delays have occurred. 

o The school engages its parent community.  While the first few years of the school’s prior charter term 
included a number of complaints made to the district regarding issues of staff/student relations, and 
concerns regarding the school’s leadership and its academic program; the school has developed a 
strong and active parent leadership body that has over the past two years worked to develop a parent 
handbook, raise funds for the school, and develop communication between the school and the home to 
support parents understanding of student academic progress. 

o The governing board of the school is comprised of individuals with varied backgrounds and expertise 
necessary for the effective operation and management of a charter school. 

o The school employs an admissions policy that includes the following: 
o As outlined by Education Code section 47605, Oakland School for the Arts is permitted, 

based on its specific charter, to audition students based on artistic talent and potential.  
Admission to Oakland School for the Arts is based solely on the audition and panel interview.  
Prospective students must submit an application form and a teacher recommendation form.  
After this information is submitted, the student is contacted with an audition appointment 
time.  For each arts emphasis area, there are specific processes in place gauging the artistic 
talent and aptitude of the applicant. 

o In each emphasis, the audition panel selects students based on aptitude and potential in the 
arts, not on prior training or academic achievement.  The audition and admission process is 
“grade blind,” meaning that academics are not a factor in determining admission to Oakland 
School for the Arts.  Applicants auditions are scored on a scale of 1-4, tallied and students 
are offered admission based on their cumulative audition scores.  Students are accepted to 
every available slot until the school reaches capacity in all emphasis areas. 
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Challenges: 
 
o The school governing board is represented by a majority of members that hold under 2-3 years of 

membership experience.  The board has undergone somewhat of an overhaul over the past three years.  
Board representative responses indicated an absence of formally developed policies for all aspects of 
financial oversight and academic program oversight, indicating this to be an area of growth. 

o The governing board does not regularly conduct formal votes or other mechanisms for ensuring clear 
and transparent decision-making.  It was stated by school leadership that the board discusses a topic 
until the president is satisfied that there is consensus, but no formal vote occurs when actions are 
taken. 

o The governing board representatives stated that at the time of the site inspection in October, 2009 they 
had not been engaged in the articulation of the charter renewal petition for the subsequent term; that 
they had not reviewed the charter petition of the prior charter term; and that they were not aware of 
key laws and regulations governing charter schools. 

o The governing board representatives acknowledge a need and interest in pursuing support for board 
training and development, particularly regarding their roles and responsibilities governing a charter 
school.  It is advised that the governing board access resources available through the district Office of 
Charter Schools regarding charter school governance, as well as procuring external support and 
assistance in further developing their capacity to effectively oversee and operate the charter school. 

WASC Report, April 2008 
 

OSA has gone through substantial leadership and governance turnover since its inception.  This has 
led to various iterations of vision statements that are unclear to students and teachers.  There is a 
clear vision statement based on the charter and deriving from the WASC self-study, combining pre-
professional training in the arts with a rigorous college preparatory academic curriculum.  The 
recently reconstituted governing board is organized to support the charter mission, and the newly 
hired Executive Director has high expectations and a track record that are inspiring confidence 
among faculty, staff and board.  The ESLR’s and action plan are consistent with increasing the rigor 
and quality of the academic program to match the reputation of the arts emphases (p. 14). 
 
In 2007 the school’s founder, Jerry Brown, reorganized the board and selected a new board with a 
CFA, Curriculum Officer, and a PR Officer.  These leaders have specific responsibilities in 
management.  They also have a new and experienced ED [Executive Director].  Revision of math and 
science and formalizing the arts into different domains are cited as evidence of collaboration directed 
by data and leading to increased student achievement.  There is additional certification that the 
board has a broad brush role while the site administration has day to day responsibility for 
operations (p. 15) 
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The following represent key findings of the Third-Party Review: 
 
Strengths: 
 
o Staff, board members and parents are very supportive of the school and its mission and charter 
 
o The school’s facilities are well maintained and resources adhere to meeting the requirements of the 

curricular and arts programs 
 
Challenges: 
 
o The Board members are not fully aware of their roles, responsibilities, and accountability in 

monitoring the work of the school 
 
o Fiscal monitoring of fund-raising strategies across the school are not systematically aligned to whole 

school priorities 
 
 
Third Party Review evaluation 
 
Criteria 4: Responsible Governance 
 

A quality charter school board and administration establish and implement policies that are 
transparent and focused on student achievement.  Charter school board members and 
administrators have a cogent understanding of and comply with the laws that govern charter 
schools.  
 

This area of the school’s work is UNDERDEVELOPED. 
 

The Board of Trustee members are gaining greater understanding of their responsibilities and role 
through governance training. The training and CDE updates from the ED have raised members’ 
awareness and given substance to their support in the school’s efforts to raising student academic 
achievement. 
  
The Board is seeking to expand its membership from 9 to 12 members to actively involve further local 
business leaders, community and parent representation. The OSA governance adheres to and 
consistently follows a fully adopted set of bylaws which include policies on the avoidance of interest 
conflicts, protocols and procedures, fiscal accountability, and delineation of roles and authorities 
within the school. The Board is transparent in its actions and minutes of meetings are made public. 
There are missed opportunities to ensure that the Board is fully uses its voting rights when involved 
in decision making. The Board has not fully established rigorous school systems to monitor the 
trends, issues, and potential changes in the environment in which OSA as a charter school operate. 
The Board actively engages the school’s authorizer in reviewing the school’s educational program 
and its fiscal status through regular communication about the school’s charter, fiscal accountability 
and regulations associated with its bylaws and the California Education Code. 

 
Criteria 5: Fiscal Accountability 
 

A quality charter school fulfils its fiduciary responsibility for public funds and maintains publicly 
accessible fiscal records.  The school conducts an annual financial audit which is made public.  
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This area of the school’s work is UNDERDEVELOPED. 
 

The school’s budget is prepared and monitored for accuracy on a monthly basis by the Executive 
Director, Finance Officer, and the Board of Trustees. The school’s new building, occupied since 
January 2009, meets the requirements for California schools in accordance with the Education Code. 
The school has budgeted for additional safety and security personnel, alarm system, and state-of-the 
arts fire safety systems. Prior to 2009, the school was not operating at capacity with low ADA of 300 
students. This would have made the school unviable in today’s financial terms. 
 
At the time of this report, the board was in the process of reviewing the latest audit. For 2008, the 
school was given a clear financial audit. The school has employed its own finance officer to replace 
the Ed-Tech services previously received to provide closer monitoring of all fiscal matters. The board 
has set precedence on monitoring immediate and long-range financial plans to ensure the school’s 
financial stability. In setting up rigorous systems for monitoring the budget, consideration is yet to be 
given to ensuring that all financial resources are directly related to the school’s purpose: the student 
achievement of learning goals, including the well-intended fund raising undertaken by staff and the 
APT. 

 
(SEE Attachment II for detailed analysis of each criterion.) 
 
 
CONSIDERATIONS 
 
Parent Complaint Procedures 
 
o The school would benefit from an improvement in the communication and dissemination of its parent 

and community complaint procedures.  The student and parent handbooks provided in the petition 
submission do not evidence sufficient articulation of the schools complaint procedures.  It is not clear 
how this is communicated to the school community.  Parent representatives stated they were unaware 
of the school’s formal complaint procedures, could not recall having ever received them, and assumed 
that complaints would go to the District if not satisfied at the school site without awareness of the role 
of the school’s governing board in responding to unresolved complaints. 
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IS THE SCHOOL AN EFFECTIVE, VIABLE ORGANIZATION 
 
An evaluation by staff of Oakland School for the Arts’ Fiscal Accountability and Governance following 
over their recent charter term included: 
 

 Evaluation of annual financial audits 

 Resolution of parent/community complaints 

 Timeliness of mandated reporting requirements 

 Financial controls and budgeting process 

 Effective use of resources 

 Consistency and strength of Governing Board oversight and Charter Management Organization 
(CMO) support 

 Standing with parents and within the community  

Based on this analysis, the school is deemed an Effective, Viable Organization for the purposes of 
renewal. 

OSA – Charter Renewal Petition  DMO 
February 10, 2010  Page 55 of 64 



 
Renewal Standard III: Has the school been faithful to the terms of its charter? 
 
Through the Charter School Renewal Quality Review (CSRQR) process, as well as a review of the 
school’s performance and operations throughout the term of its charter, an evaluation of the extent to 
which the school has been faithful to the terms of its charter has been assessed along the following: 

• Adherence to Proposed Educational Program 
• Pursuit of Measurable Pupil Outcomes 
• Compliance with Regulatory Elements 

 
Evidence indicates that the school has adhered to the terms of their charter: 
 
Staff has reviewed the school’s records on file with the District and deemed that Oakland School for the 
Arts has adhered to its proposed educational program, pursued its measurable pupil outcomes as stated in 
its charter, and has been compliant in its regulatory elements under its charter term.   
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RECOMMENDATION: 
 
It is the recommendation of staff, based on its thorough analysis of the charter school’s performance, to 
approve the charter renewal petition for Oakland School for the Arts, as revised, because the charter 
school has sufficiently met the standards and expectations set forth in the OUSD Charter Renewal 
Standards, as well as the standards and criteria set forth in the California Charter Schools Act, Education 
Code 47605, which governs charter school renewals.   
 
This approval is for the charter program and operation in its entirety as proposed and revised herein.  Any 
subsequent material revision of the provision of this charter may be made only with the approval of the 
District as charter authorizer (Education Code §47607(a)(1)).  Any material revision to any charter 
component must be proposed and considered according to the standards and criteria in Education Code 
§47605 (Education Code §47607(a)(2)). 
 
This report recommends that the Oakland Unified School District Board of Education approve the charter 
renewal petition for Oakland School for the Arts for a term of five years, as required by law (Education 
Code 47605 d(1)).  The charter renewal term would begin on July 1, 2010 and expire on June 30, 2015. 
The District will not accept a charter renewal request more than 270 days prior to the expiration of the 
charter. 
 
Because the charter is a legally binding performance contract, exact language is important.  Therefore, 
this report recommends that the charter’s text be amended as indicated in the attachment to this report.  
With these amendments, the charter contains reasonably comprehensive descriptions of all of the required 
charter elements.   
 
This report recommends that the Board of Education approve the Oakland School for the Arts petition for 
charter renewal, under the California Charter Schools Act, and incorporating the text amendments 
attached to this report.  Staff recommends this approval based on factual findings, specific to this 
particular charter school and renewal petition.  Be it here acknowledged, pursuant to the charter petition 
text submitted by the petitioner that if renewal is granted the petitioner opts to receive funding directly 
from the state. 
 
A charter may be revoked by the authority that granted the charter if the authority finds that the charter 
school committed a material violation of any of the conditions, standards, or procedures set forth in its 
charter (Education Code §47607(c)(1)).  The Board of Education’s approval of this charter shall 
incorporate the charter text amendments and associated deadlines as terms and condition of the charter.   
 
 
Attachment I: Charter Text Revisions 
Attachment II: Charter School Renewal Quality Standards 
Attachment II: Charter School Performance Comparisons; Averages & Medians 
Attachment IV: Charter School Renewal Quality Review 
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APPENDIX I - CHARTER TEXT REVISIONS: The approved charter is amended from the filed 
petition to incorporate the revisions below.  The charter school must submit to the District’s Office of 
Charter Schools one hard copy and one electronic copy in Word format of a revised charter to include all 
revisions outlined below no later than 5pm on April 1, 2010. 
 
Charter Text Text 

Reference 
Required Revision 

Student Admissions Policies 
and Procedures 

Charter 
Submitted 
not 
paginated 

Strike the following text: 
 
“Families will be notified immediately if their student 
is not selected to enroll in the high school, and OUSD 
will be notified of the non-selection if the student 
plans to return to OUSD.” 
 
The school must adhere to its discipline policies up to 
and including the expulsion procedures set forth in its 
charter in such cases as the school seeks to remove a 
student from the school’s program involuntarily.  Staff 
does not recommend the approval of the petition by 
the governing board of the district to include policies 
to be set forth in the charter that provide for 
involuntary transfer or involuntary withdrawal of 
students once enrolled, prior to graduation in the 
absence of the school’s suspension and expulsion 
policies and procedures set forth in their charter. 
 

Element N Charter 
Submitted 
not 
paginated 

Revise text as follows: 
 
“Reasonable time” will may be mutually agreed upon 
by OUSD and OSA.” 
 
Statute does not currently limit the district’s authority 
to establish a reasonable time period to cure a 
violation as proposed in this charter text. 
 

Element N Charter 
Submitted 
not 
paginated 

Revise text as follows: 
 
“Within two months of the receipt of this annual 
review, OUSD must may notify the governing board of 
OSA as to whether or not it considers the school to be 
making progress toward the specified goals.  This 
annual notification will may include the specific 
reasons for the charter-granting agency’s 
conclusions.” 
 
The authorizer reserves the right to implement charter 
school oversight as set forth in district policy. 
 

 
 

OSA – Charter Renewal Petition  DMO 
February 10, 2010  Page 58 of 64 



 
ATTACHMENT II: CHARTER SCHOOL RENEWAL QUALITY STANDARDS 
 
Oakland Unified School District Site Review Evaluation Criteria for Charter Renewal  
 
Is the School an Academic Success?  
 
Criteria 1: Improving Student Achievement  
A charter school promotes student learning through a clear vision and high expectations. It 
achieves clear, measurable program goals and student learning objectives, including meeting its 
stated performance standards and closing achievement gaps of students.  

 
A quality charter school . . .  

• Achieves clear, measurable program goals and student learning objectives, including meeting its stated 
performance standards and state and federal standards  

• Achieves comparably improved student learning outcomes relative to students in traditional public 
schools that students would have otherwise attended  

• Demonstrates high expectations for student achievement  

• Provides a challenging and coherent curriculum for each individual student  

• Implements and directs learning experiences (consistent with the school’s purpose and charter) that 
actively engage students  

• Allocates appropriate resources in the way of instructional materials, staffing and facilities to promote 
high levels of student achievement  

• Promotes academic risk-taking by supporting students in a safe, healthy and nurturing environment 
characterized by trust, caring and professionalism  

• Productively engages parental and community involvement as a part of the school’s support system  

• Shares its vision among the school community and demonstrates its mission in daily action and practice  

• Involves staff, students, parents and other stakeholders in its accountability for student learning and in 
the school’s program evaluation process  

 
Criteria 2: Strong Leadership  
The leaders of a charter school are stewards of the charter’s mission and vision and carry out their 
duties in a professional, responsible and ethical manner. Charter school leaders use their 
influence and authority for the primary purpose of achieving student success.  

 
A quality charter school leader . . .  

• Effectively communicates and engages stakeholders in the vision and mission of the school  

• Consistently puts into practice the educational program outlined in its charter  

• Generates and sustains a school culture conducive to student learning and staff professional growth  

• Actively monitors and evaluates the success of the school’s program  

• Provides regular, public reports on the school’s progress towards achieving its goals to the school 
community and to the school’s authorizer  

• Treats all individuals with fairness, dignity and respect  
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• Has a cogent understanding of the laws that govern charter schools and monitors the  trends, issues, and 
potential changes in the environment in which charter schools operate  

• Makes management decisions and uses his/her influence and authority for the primary purpose of 
achieving student success  

• Abstains from any decision involving a potential or actual conflict of interest  

• Respects diversity and implements practices that are inclusive of all types of learners consistent with the 
school charter  

• Engages community involvement in the school  

 
Criteria 3: A Focus on Continuous Improvement  
A charter school engages in a process of continuous self-improvement in order to increase the 
effectiveness of its educational program. The school regularly assesses and evaluates student 
learning based on stated goals.  

 
A quality charter school . . .  

• Uses information sources, data collection, and data analysis strategies for self-examination and 
improvement  

• Establishes benchmarks and a variety of accountability tools for monitoring student progress and uses 
the results of these assessments to improve curriculum and instruction  

• Establishes both long and short term goals and plans for accomplishing the school’s mission as stated in 
its charter  

• Uses student assessment results to improve curriculum and instruction  

• Uses the results of evaluation and assessment as the basis for the allocation of resources for 
programmatic improvement  

 
Is the School an Effective, Viable Organization?  
 
Criteria 4: Responsible Governance  
A charter school board and administration establish and implement policies that are transparent and 
focused on student achievement. Charter school board members and administrators have a cogent 
understanding of and comply with the laws that govern charter schools.  

 
A quality charter school board and administration . . .  

• Ensure that policies are implemented in a fair and consistent manner  

• Monitor the trends, issues, and potential changes in the environment in which charter schools operate  

• Seek input from impacted stakeholders  

• Enact policies that respect diversity and implements practices that are inclusive of all types of learners 
consistent with the school charter  

• Actively engage the school’s authorizer in monitoring the school’s educational program and its fiscal 
status  

 
Criteria 5: Fiscal Accountability  
A charter school fulfils its fiduciary responsibility for public funds and maintains publicly accessible 
fiscal records. The school conducts an annual financial audit which is made public.  
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A quality charter school . . .  

• Creates and monitors immediate and long-range financial plans to effectively implement the school’s 
educational program and ensure financial stability  

• Conducts an annual financial audit which is made public  

• Establishes clear fiscal policies to ensure that public funds are used appropriately and wisely  

• Ensures financial resources are directly related to the school’s purpose: student achievement of learning 
goals 
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ATTACHMENT III:  
CHARTER SCHOOL PERFORMANCE COMPARISONS - AVERAGES & MEDIANS 
 

 API 2009 API 2008 ELA 09 Math 09 ELA 08 Math 08 
 977  96% 93%   
 955  95% 88%   
 946 967 91% 87% 93% 93% 
 943 958 81% 86% 92% 86% 
 933 939 79% 84% 87% 78% 
 792 917 58% 42% 76% 78% 
 789 902 55% 42% 76% 75% 
 726 760 47% 31% 56% 36% 
 723 749 44% 30% 45% 36% 
 708 735 43% 19% 37% 25% 
 677 694 35% 19% 36% 19% 
 666 681 35% 16% 30% 17% 
 658 635 27% 14% 27% 14% 
 657 624 25% 13% 21% 4% 
 557 590 18% 3% 17% 3% 
 554 518 13% 3% 17% 2% 
 507 488 11% 1% 14% 1% 
Average 751 744 50% 40% 48% 38% 
Median 742 728 54% 47% 54% 47% 
       

 
 

OSA – Charter Renewal Petition  DMO 
February 10, 2010  Page 62 of 64 



 
OUSD SCHOOL PERFORMANCE COMPARISONS - AVERAGES & MEDIANS 
 

 API 2009 API 2008 ELA 09 Math 09 ELA 08 Math 08 
   60% 60% 60% 54% 
   59% 52% 56% 51% 
   55% 43% 53% 36% 
   39% 36% 47% 28% 
   38% 32% 43% 26% 
   38% 31% 42% 23% 
 822 794 36% 28% 39% 20% 
 814 782 36% 26% 37% 19% 
 723 750 33% 25% 36% 17% 
 716 680 32% 21% 30% 17% 
 703 668 30% 19% 29% 16% 
 698 658 26% 18% 28% 16% 
 670 641 25% 17% 28% 15% 
 667 638 24% 16% 27% 14% 
 659 635 23% 15% 26% 13% 
 647 629 22% 15% 25% 12% 
 643 629 21% 14% 25% 12% 
 633 621 20% 13% 24% 10% 
 629 619 19% 10% 20% 10% 
 600 576 19% 8% 19% 9% 
 582 571 19% 7% 17% 9% 
 580 570 17% 7% 17% 8% 
 578 552 16% 5% 16% 5% 
 575 548 15% 4% 14% 5% 
 557 537 14% 4% 14% 3% 
 554 528 13% 4% 14% 3% 
 544 526 13% 3% 14% 2% 
 535 523 10% 3% 14% 2% 
 527 519 10% 2% 11% 1% 
 516 478 8% 2% 9% 1% 
Average 632 611 26% 18% 28% 15% 
Median 669 636 34% 31% 35% 28% 
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ATTACHMENT IV: CHARTER SCHOOL RENEWAL QUALITY REVIEW 
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Information about the school 
 

Oakland School for the Arts (OSA) received its 501 (c)(3) non-profit status in 2001, opening its doors 
to students in 2002 as a public charter authorized by the Oakland Unified School District (OUSD). 
Changes from the originally charter took place in 2005 to transform OSA from a high school (400 
students) as a grade 6-12 charter school.  The school has reached its goal by serving a greater 
number of students with a current enrollment of 520 (280 high school and 240 middle school 
students). The students comprise 60 percent African American, 15 percent White, 12 percent Latino, 
and 7 percent Asian.  There are 20 special education students with individual educational plans 
(IEPS) and 20 English learners (EL).  
 
The school has an accredited California standards-based curriculum and Advanced Placement (AP) 
courses.  Additionally, students major in the fine- and performing-arts areas, including dance, theatre 
arts, arts management, vocal music, instrumental music, visual arts and literary arts.  In January 
2009, OSA moved into its permanent buildings, including the Oakland historical Fox Theatre.  The 
new facilities provide a comprehensive array of studios, music practice rooms, spacious classrooms, 
and a range of audio technology.  The school requires auditions as part of its admissions policy and 
it maintains a waiting list of applicants. 
 
The school’s 2009 Academic Performance Index (API) of 723 did not meet its growth target from the 
2008 Base API (749), with a decreased index of -26 points.  The school met the 2009 graduation 
rate with a change of -3.2 percent down from 96.2 to 93 percent form 2007 to 2008.  The average 2-
year change has been 5.4 percent.  For 2009, the school met the English language arts (ELA) 
proficiency criteria, but did not meet the 2009 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) in mathematics.  
 
The school has achieved the 2009 California Distinguished School status.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Part 1: The School Context
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School Strengths: 
 
• The school has achieved the California Distinguished School’s 2009 recognition of the 

development of culture and a climate of high expectations. 
 
• The principal is a reflective leader who has a good awareness of the school’s strengths and its 

challenges 
 
• The identified school leadership provides oversight of the adult learning with a strong belief in 

supporting staff  and  students in maximizing their potential with commitment to equality of 
opportunity  

 
• Teachers have strong subject knowledge and art skills to enhance student learning 
 
• Students form positive relationships with peers and adults; they respond well to the guidance 

they receive 
 
• Student behavior in class and around the school is of a high standard 
 
• Staff, board members and parents are very supportive of the school and its mission and 

charter 
 

• The school’s facilities are well maintained and resources adhere to meeting the requirements 
of the curricular and arts programs 

 
 

School Challenges: 
 

• The school lacks formality in the analysis of performance data to identify relative achievements 
of different subgroups in order to formulate challenging and quantitative goals for the school’s 
continuous improvement 

 
• The Board members are not fully aware of their roles, responsibilities, and accountability in 

monitoring the work of the school 
 
• The school does not have a robust system for monitoring classrooms practice to ensure that 

teachers are given regular feedback to develop their skills and expertise 
 
• The school is aware of the lack of established interim benchmark assessments based on a 

variety of accountability tools for monitoring student progress and alternative performance in 
the arts 

 
• The school does not have identified indicators that are used to measure its Expected Student 

Learning Results (ESLRs) and outcomes for students 
 
• Fiscal monitoring of fund-raising strategies across the school are not systematically aligned to 

whole school priorities 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Part 2: Overview 



 
OUSD Charter Renewal-Oakland School for the Arts: October 6, 2009 5

 
 

 
 

Overall Evaluation:  
This is an underdeveloped school with proficient features overall. 
 
Is the School An Academic Success? 
The school’s strong leadership, low OSA teacher turnover, very good student attendance (97 
percent), and improved curriculum are helping the school meet the terms of its charter and in being 
on its way to meeting this year’s whole school goal in ‘raising the bar.’  In 2008, the school made 
substantial progress towards meeting its measurable California State tests and student outcomes for 
ELA.  The school did not met its 2009 Academic Performance Index (API) for its school-wide growth 
target in mathematics, resulting in a decreased index of -26 points from the 2008 Base API (749) to 
723 points.  The 2008-09 graduation rate of 93 percent, was a marked decrease in the number of 
students graduating in comparison to the school’s 2007-08 graduation rate of 96.2 percent. Over a 
2-year average, this continues to be a downward trend (-5.4 percent). This graduation rate is similar 
to the graduation rates of other local charter and district high schools. Overall, the school’s 
performance is better than that of the local schools where the students would have otherwise 
attended.    
Teachers and staff care about the students and they provide growing consistency in their 
expectations for student achievement.  Teachers have good subject knowledge and arts skills to 
effectively facilitate student learning. While there is still room for improvement in teachers’ pacing 
and lesson planning, students are improving their skills across the core curriculum and in the arts.  
The OSA classrooms are welcoming, well resourced, and conducive to learning.  Students have 
growing accountability for their own learning through independent research and strong desires to do 
well both academically and in their chosen arts emphasis.   Most students form good relationships 
with peers and adults alike demonstrating behavior in class and around the school of a high 
standard that  positively impacts their learning.  They work hard and aspire to attend college, 
persevering to maintain a good grade point average (3.0 GPA). The students develop strong school 
identity and pride in their school.  

The curriculum is innovative and well-balanced between the standards-based and arts-based 
subject areas with lessons accommodated in well-appointed arts classrooms and studios.  Although 
there is a lack of a scientific lab, students have opportunities for first-hand experiments and 
exploratory studies.  Technology is well-used by the teaching staff to enhance their lessons and 
students confidently use computers for research, presentations, and word-processing.  Instruction is 
well aligned to a standards-based curriculum and teachers possess good subject knowledge and art 
skills to facilitate student learning.   

Parents welcome the school’s small school environment and acknowledge that the school leaders 
and staff know students well.  They are very supportive of the school and what it seeks to achieve in 
alignment with the terms of its charter.  Although there are opportunities for parents and board 
members to actively take part in decision making, this is an area for development to ensure that the 
work of the school is monitored and measured for its effectiveness in raising student achievement. 

 
Is the School an Effective, Viable Organization? 
The Board is very supportive of the school and shares the Executive Director’s (ED) commitment to 
ongoing improvement.  As members of the Board are gradually gaining confidence in executing their 
roles and responsibilities, there has been much dependence on the Executive Director’s cogent 
understanding of and compliance with the laws that govern the school.  The ED has engaged the 
Board in providing timely reporting of required information to the district and state for audit purposes.  
The Board accredits his guidance for the significant improvement in the Board’s oversight of fiscal 
operations and budgeting in generally acceptable accounting practices resulting in a clean 2009 
fiscal audit.  The school is becoming more rigorous in fiscal monitoring, although fund-raising 
strategies across the school are not systematically aligned to whole school priorities. 

Part 3: Main Findings 
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Further trust is evident through the ED’s good communication with the school staff, parents and the 
wider community.  Parents receive regular communication about their children’s progress and 
teachers’ guidance on what students need to improve.  Parents indicate that the access to students’ 
grades through PowerSchool helps them to be accountable for their children’s learning.  Parents and 
students state that the ED and his staff regularly seek parents’ feedback.  Parents state that there 
are opportunities for them to evaluate the strategies and programs implemented in school, such as 
the impact of direct tutoring and academic intervention to support student progress and social well-
being.  Interviews with students, staff, and parents indicated unanimous confidence in the school 
leadership regarding ‘raising the bar’ strategies for improving student achievement and in 
maintaining a safe and orderly school environment.  In accordance with its charter, the school has 
increased its overall enrollment as a grade 6-12 school and the number of students accessing the 
arts programs. 
The ED, board members and staff articulates a clear vision in creating a climate of high expectations 
for all students aligned to the school’s charter by focusing on students’ learning opportunities 
through a standards-based core curriculum and arts program.  The school continues to develop 
measurable program goals and student learning objectives to meet its stated performance standards 
in mathematics to meet its API growth target for all subgroups.   
 
Has the School Remained Faithful to the Terms of Its Charter? 
In 2005, Oakland School for the Arts amended its charter to include grades 6 to 8.  The charter 
changes increased student enrollment from 300 to 520 students, to address fiscal challenges the 
school faced under the previous leadership.  The school implements the standards-based curriculum 
and arts program with additional advanced placement (AP) classes as outlined in its revised charter 
to positively impact student learning for college readiness.  By extending the school’s program to 
include a middle school, the school has greater continuity in the curriculum developed. The school 
has effectively recruited highly qualified and subject-specific teachers with art emphasis and skills 
aligned to meeting the required core curriculum and arts fields within the terms of the charter.   
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Criterion 1: Improving Student Achievement 
A charter school promotes student learning through a clear vision and high expectations.  It achieves clear, measurable 
program goals and student learning objectives, including meeting its stated performance standards, state and federal 
performance standards, and closing achievement gaps of students. 
 
This area of the school’s work is proficient. 
Oakland School for the Arts has developed systems and structures to underpin the terms of its 
charter by creating a culture of high expectations. The school ensures that its middle and high 
school students access instruction in the core California standards-based curriculum, while nurturing 
their artistic talent through a comprehensive arts program. The school has gained the Western Area 
School Curriculum (WASC) accreditation for its high school curriculum in line with the University of 
California A-G requirements.  In the current school year, the school has introduced AP and honors 
classes for higher achievers.   

Most students make good progress in their English language arts (ELA), whereas, learning in 
mathematics and the sciences are uneven across the middle school and high school. The area of 
challenge to the school is raising student performance in algebra II and chemistry.  There has been 
steady growth in grade 6 CST ELA results, for example, from 55 percent to 65 percent at or above 
proficient compared to last year’s outcomes. Over a 4-year period, there has been a 21 percent 
increase in grade 6 ELA results which are above district and state averages.  Fifty-one percent of 
grade 7 students achieved ELA results at or above proficient. Mathematics results in grade 6 and 7 
are low at 23 percent and 32 percent respectfully.  These results are comparable to district 
outcomes, yet well below state averages.  

The 2009 Grade 8 ELA results are above district and state averages at 52 percent.   Grade 8 history 
results (33 percent) are below state averages (42 percent) while science achievement is in line with 
state averages at 56 percent at or above proficient.  Although the school did not meet its API 
mathematics targets, improvement is seen in students’ performance in Algebra 1 at grade 8 and 
grade 9.   In the high school, insufficient numbers passed at or above proficient level in Algebra II 
and in the sciences. 5 percent passed in general mathematics. Although grade 9 to 11 ELA 
outcomes have decrease from the previous 2 years, 2009 results remain above state averages.  
Student performance in mathematics and the sciences remains low overall in grades 10 and 11.  In 
the California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE), ninety percent of grade 10 students passed in ELA 
and 82 percent passed in mathematics.  

The curriculum enables students to acquire a range of core subject skills and knowledge alongside 
the development of their talents in the performing arts, visual arts, and in music. The students are 
good at developing their art emphasis, with growing learning in the core subjects, particularly ELA 
and algebra 1. Most students articulate their thoughts clearly and improve their higher order thinking 
skills.  The school’s concerted efforts to improve student academic vocabulary has resulted in a 
majority of students using a good range of vocabulary orally, but less so in writing.  Most students 
confidently analyze texts with their understanding going beyond the literary level by the time they 
reach high school.  Students, however, are not sufficiently proficient in the areas of problem solving 
and scientific inquiry.  

Overall, the quality of instruction is good.  Teachers have strong subject knowledge to facilitate and 
support student learning. Most teachers effectively use their own assessments to be aware of 
students’ content knowledge while there is developing analysis and utilization of data among subject 
teachers to ensure that all work is differentiated and pitched at the right level for individual students.  
There is limited opportunity for teachers to calibrate their grading of student work or to sample 
school wide student work, e.g. writing samples to ensure the match to state standards and 
expectations.  The school lacks formality in the analysis of performance data to identify relative 
achievements of different subgroups, among different teachers, and between the genders in order to 
formulate challenging and quantitative goals for the school’s continuous improvement. The school 
leadership views this as ‘work in progress.’   

Students have a clear understanding of ‘college preparedness’ with regards to the challenges of 
maintaining good grades in class and homework, demonstrating good behavior, and contributing to 
‘raising the bar’ in every aspects of their daily efforts.  The school has initiated a ‘re-entry’ program 
with daily afternoon tutorial, counseling, and case management services for a 9-week periods to 
support students facing academic challenges. This program is in an early stage of development to 
indicate its impact. The selection of students receiving support is based on the analysis of state test 
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results data, teachers’ assessments, discussions with parents, and continued monitoring by subject 
teachers and the academic leaders responsible for attendance and discipline.   High school students 
access online mathematics assistance through ‘study buddies’ with further online courses available 
for foreign language and science.  

Parents indicate that they are pleased with the efforts and achievements of their children both in the 
middle and high school.  Parents praise the support students receive from their teachers stating that 
there is a good level of challenge both in the academic subjects and the school’s emphasis on the 
arts.  Parents are kept informed through regular communication between home and school.  Parents 
use the PowerSchool data system for tracking student grades bringing some accountability for their 
role in their children’s education.  However, not all parents are aware how grades are formulated and 
how they compare to schools outside of the district to ensure that students are in the running for 
college and university places.  Parents welcome the audition process for entry to the school and as a 
means of allowing students to participate in performances, commenting that the auditions are, 
‘Means of selecting individuals for their potential and growth.’  Parents are well-aware of the need for 
students to maintain good grades and they state that ‘everyone has grown from their art emphasis 
on a daily basis’ rather than as electives intermittently seen on some schools’ timetables.’  The 
reoccurring message from OSA stakeholders is that ‘Academics come first.’ This is reflected in the 
curriculum balance, timetabling, and educational program that provide an holistic approach to 
meeting students’ academic needs alongside the arts. 
 
Criterion 2: Strong Leadership 
The leaders of a charter school are stewards of the charter’s mission and vision and carry out their duties in a 
professional, responsible and ethical manner.  Charter school leaders use their influence and authority for the primary 
purpose of achieving student success. 
 
This area of the school’s work is proficient. 
 
The Executive Director (ED) has good awareness of the school’s strengths and what needs to 
improve.  As the driving force in moving the school forward and towards further school improvement, 
he maintains clear vision and mission that is shared through a transparent communication system 
with the Board, the school staff, and parents.  He delivers a clear message focused on achieving 
student success throughout the school.  The current leadership has improved the high school 
educational program and more recently developed of a cohesive middle school curriculum.  The 
school’s stakeholders show much praise for the school leadership and there is respect for the 
diligence of the teachers in serving the students both academically and within supportive roles.  The 
school leadership team includes the assistant principal and academic chairs that provide valuable 
guidance to teachers to improve their instruction. This team regularly meets with the ED ‘to make it 
happen.’   Working alongside the ED, the school leadership regularly visits classrooms, but a 
systematic monitoring process for face-to-face feedback process is lacking in order to support 
teachers’ professional development.  As a result, teachers are not set targets through professional 
plans.   
 
The focus of their leadership’s work is described as ‘teacher driven accountability,’ aiming to develop 
the school’s professional learning community which is still in an early stage of development.  Without 
job specifications for the academic leaders, their evaluative roles and responsibilities are not clearly 
defined relating to the expected impact of their analysis of data for individual and school wide 
improvement relating to assessment, setting up formal assessment times, and mentoring new 
teachers.  Strategies are in place to help teachers improve the quality of instruction. For example, 
there are opportunities for collaboration and sharing good practice.  Teachers are receptive to the 
guidance they receive and they welcome the weekly professional development sessions held in the 
school.  Additionally, teachers observe colleagues and state that they welcome constructive 
feedback from the leadership and peers.  The school leadership is building on the positive 
relationship between staff to promoting critical friends’ groups to improve teachers’ strategies for 
differentiation, classroom management, and student achievement. 
 
The ED holds himself accountable by ensuring that the school meets the terms of the OSA charter 
and that there is regular reporting of the school’s progress regarding fiscal accountability, student 
academic progress, and whole school improvement.  Staff, board members, and the school 
leadership abstain from any decisions involving a potential or actual conflict of interests.  The ED 
provides monthly financial reports to the Board and meets monthly with parents through the Alliance 
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for Parents and Teachers (APT) which is very active in fund-raising and decision making.  Policies 
are made public and accessible to ensure that board members and OSA stakeholders are aware of 
discipline procedures, compliance with state and federal law, and matters of safety for students and 
staff.  
 
There is good liaison between the school and its wider community through links such as the Youth 
Movement Records (YMR) for project-based learning and the District Arts Network that provides 
coach-mentors for students and their teachers’ professional development with facilitate technical 
assistances in the arts.  OSA is also affiliated with the National Arts Schools Network, the Music 
Service Initiative, and the National Association for College Admission Counseling that provides 
extended guidance and support to the school’s educational program and services to students.  
There are good links established with other schools, including a growing partnership with the new 
East Oakland School of Arts (ESOA). 
 
  
Criterion 3: A Focus on Continuous Improvement 
A charter school engages in a process of continuous self-improvement in order to increase the effectiveness of its 
educational program.  The school regularly assesses and evaluates student learning based on stated goals.. 
 
This area of the school’s work is underdeveloped. 
 
OSA uses state and district generated data, as well as data from standardized test results to identify 
individual students’ academic growth, gaps and discrepancies in the core subjects.  To demonstrate 
the school’s commitment to continuous school improvement, the school leadership has promoted 
teachers’ use of a range of assessments in all subjects based mainly on teachers’ own 
assessments.  The school leadership, including grade level leaders regularly reviews student 
progress logged within PowerSchool for tracking individual student progress in the academic 
subjects accompanied by processes implemented for comparing student work in the core subjects 
every 9 weeks.  Teachers provide rubrics and guidance for students to understand their progress 
per subject area.  Most students access the PowerSchool data to track their own progress.  
Students state that their work is challenging and that they fee well-supported by the OSA staff and 
the Executive Director knows them well.  Yet, when students and parents were asked how close 
OSA grades compare to the state standards and expectations, they were not fully aware of these 
comparisons.   
 
Trends within each grade level are examined and evaluated with discussions held among the ED, 
board members, academic leaders, and teachers on a regular basis. Yet discussions do not 
consistently lead to individual targets being set for students or comprehensive modifications to 
teachers’ planning and lesson implementation.   There is focus for ‘raising the bar,’ however, the 
measures for doing this are not set by performance indicators and/or measurable interim targets to 
know effectively the school is moving towards its goals.  The school has not formalized interim 
benchmark assessments for the core subjects, nor does it have rigorous systems for analyzing 
performance data to effectively identify relative achievements between the genders, or for different 
subgroups in order to formulate challenging and quantitative goals for the school’s continuous 
improvement. The ED is aware of the gap in the school’s implementation of interim benchmark 
assessments for the core subjects and he further seeks to establish a range of accountability tools 
for monitoring student progress within art performance areas.  This is an issue that further links to 
the school’s lack of identified indicators used to measure its Expected Student Learning Results 
(ESLRs) and outcomes for all students.  The school is yet to establish long term school goals that 
are shared and known by all staff, parents, and board members.  
 
The Executive Director, assistant principal, director of affairs, and academic chairs regularly visit 
classrooms for an overview of teaching and learning across the school.  Their observations inform 
professional development foci and strategies for improving instruction, such as the latest focus on 
developing writing strategies for all subject areas.  However, this has not amounted to a robust 
system for monitoring classrooms practice or ensuring that teachers receive regular feedback to 
develop their instruction. 

 
 
Criterion 4: Criterion 4: Responsible Governance 
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A charter school board and administration establish and implement policies that are transparent and focused on student 
achievement.  Charter school board members and administrators have a cogent understanding of and comply with the 
laws that govern charter schools. 
 
This area of the school’s work is underdeveloped. 
 
The Board of Trustee members are gaining greater understanding of their responsibilities and role 
through governance training.   The training and CDE updates from the ED have raised members’ 
awareness and given substance to their support in the school’s efforts to raising student academic 
achievement.  The good communication between the school leadership and the Board has further 
ensured that members have a shared commitment to ongoing school improvement.  Policies are 
implemented in a fair and consistent manner to underpin students’ equity of access to the core 
curriculum and arts program with respect for the diversity and practices that are inclusive of all types 
of learners consistent with the school charter. 
 
The Board is seeking to expand its membership from 9 to 12 members to actively involve further 
local business leaders, community and parent representation.  The OSA governance adheres to and 
consistently follows a fully adopted set of bylaws which include policies on the avoidance of interest 
conflicts, protocols and procedures, fiscal accountability, and delineation of roles and authorities 
within the school.  The Board is transparent in its actions and minutes of meetings are made public.   
There are missed opportunities to ensure that the Board is fully uses its voting rights when involved 
in decision making.  The Board has not fully established rigorous school systems to monitor the 
trends, issues, and potential changes in the environment in which OSA as a charter school operate.   
The Board actively engages the school’s authorizer in reviewing the school’s educational program 
and its fiscal status through regular communication about the school’s charter, fiscal accountability 
and regulations associated with its bylaws and the California Education Code.   
 
 
Criterion 5: Fiscal Accountability 
A charter school fulfils its fiduciary responsibility for public funds and maintains publicly accessible fiscal records.  The 
school conducts an annual financial audit which is made public. 
 
This area of the school’s work is underdeveloped. 
 
The school’s budget is prepared and monitored for accuracy on a monthly basis by the Executive 
Director, Finance Officer, and the Board of Trustees.  The school’s new building, occupied since 
January 2009, meets the requirements for California schools in accordance with the Education 
Code.  The school has budgeted for additional safety and security personnel, alarm system, and 
state-of-the arts fire safety systems.  Prior to 2009, the school was not operating at capacity with low 
ADA of 300 students.  This would have made the school unviable in today’s financial terms.  The 
concerted efforts to recruit additional students for the current school year have built the school’s 
ADA to a capacity of 520, with a waiting list for all grade levels.  This is no small feat. 
 
The Board has assessed on-costs for staffing and facilities with some reassurance that the school is 
fiscally sound for 2009-10.  The current certificate of occupancy, provided by the city of Oakland as 
of December 2008, specifies that the school building has been renovated to code, and that it is fully 
ADA compliant.  The board continues to strategize to secure grants and additional funds for the 
future.  At the time of this report, the board was in the process of reviewing the latest audit.  For 
2008, the school was given a clear financial audit.  The school has employed its own finance officer 
to replace the Ed-Tech services previously received to provide closer monitoring of all fiscal matters.   
The board has set precedence on monitoring immediate and long-range financial plans to ensure the 
school’s financial stability.   In setting up rigorous systems for monitoring the budget, consideration is 
yet to be given to ensuring that all financial resources are directly related to the school’s purpose:  
the student achievement of learning goals, including the well-intended fund raising undertaken by 
staff and the APT. The school maintains revenue within the CDE recommendations with no reported 
corrective actions in the latest financial audit (2008) based on sound application of accounting  
principles and standards. 
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Criterion 2:  Strong Leadership: The leaders of a charter school are stewards of the charter’s 
mission and vision and carry out their duties in a professional, responsible and ethical manner.  
Charter school leaders use their influence and authority for the primary purpose of achieving 
student success. 

5 4 3 2 1 

Criterion 2 overall score:  X    
2.1 Effectively communicates and engages stakeholders in the vision mission of the school  X    
2.2 Consistently puts into practice the educational program outlined in its charter.  X    
2.3 Generates and sustains a school culture conducive to staff professional growth   X   
2.4 Actively monitors and evaluates the success of the school’s program    X   

2.5 Provides regular, public reports on the school’s progress towards achieving  its goals to 
the school community and to the school’s authorizer  

 X    

2.6 Treats all individuals with fairness, dignity and respect  X    

2.7 Has a cogent understanding of the laws that govern charter schools and   monitors the 
trends, issues and potential changes in the environment in which charter schools operate 

 X    

2.8 Makes management decisions and uses his/her influence and authority for the primary 
purpose of achieving student success 

X     

2.9 Abstains from any decision involving a potential or actual conflict of interests X     

2.10 Respects diversity and implements practices that are inclusive of all types of  learners 
consistent with the school charter  

 X    

2.11 Engages community involvement in the school   X    
 

School Quality Review 5 4 3 2 1 
Overall  evaluation score   X   

Criterion 1: Improving Student Achievement: A charter school promotes student learning through a 
clear vision and high expectations.  It achieves clear, measurable program goals and student 
learning objectives, including meeting its stated performance standards, state and federal 
performance standards, and closing achievement gaps of students. 

5 4 3 2 1 

Criterion 1 overall score:   X    

1.1 Achieves clear, measurable program goals and student learning objectives,  including 
meeting its stated performance standards, and state and federal standards  

  X   

1.2 Achieves comparably improved student learning outcomes relative to students in 
traditional public schools that students would have otherwise attended 

 X    

1.3 Demonstrates high expectations for student achievement   X    
1.4 Provides a challenging and coherent curriculum for each individual student   X   

1.5 Implements and directs learning experiences (consistent with the school’s  purpose and 
charter) that actively engage students  

 X    

1.6 Allocates appropriate resources in the way of instructional materials, staffing and facilities 
to promote high levels of student achievement 

 X    

1.7 Promotes academic risk taking by supporting students in a safe, healthy and nurturing 
environment characterized by trust, caring and professionalism 

 X    

1.8 Productively engages parental and community involvement as a part of the school’s 
student support system 

 X    

1.9 Shares its vision among the school community and demonstrates its mission   
in daily action and practice 

 X    

1.10 Involves staff, students, parents and other stakeholders in its accountability for student 
learning and in the school’s program evaluation process 

 X    

School name: Oakland School for the Arts (OSA)
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Criterion 3: A Focus on Continuous Improvement: A charter school engages in a process of 
continuous self-improvement in order to increase the effectiveness of its educational program.  The 
school regularly assesses and evaluates student learning based on stated goals. 

5 4 3 2 1 

Criterion 3 overall score:   X   
3.1 Uses information sources, data collection and data analysis strategies for self-examination 

and improvement 
  X   

3.2 Establishes benchmarks and a variety of accountability tools for monitoring student 
progress and uses the results of these assessments to improve curriculum and instruction 

  X   

3.3 Establishes both long and short term goals and plans for accomplishing the school’s 
mission as stated in its charter  

  X   

3.4 Uses student assessment results to improve curriculum and instruction   X    

3.5 Uses the results of evaluation and assessment as the basis for the allocation of resources 
for programmatic improvement  

  X   

 
Criterion 4: Responsible Governance:  A charter school board and administration establish and 
implement policies that are transparent and focused on student achievement.  Charter school board 
members and administrators have a cogent understanding of and comply with the laws that govern 
charter schools. 

5 4 3 2 1 

Criterion 4 overall score:   X   
4.1 4.1  Ensure that policies are implemented in a fair and consistent manner  X     

4.2 4.2  Monitor the trends, issues and potential changes in the environment in which 
charter schools operate 

  X   

4.3 4.3  Seek input from impacted stakeholders   X   

4.4 4.4  Enact policies that respect diversity and implements practices that are 
inclusive of all types of learners consistent with the school charter 

 X    

4.5 4.5  Actively engage the school’s authorizer in monitoring the school’s educational 
program and its fiscal status 

  X   

 

Criterion 5: Fiscal Accountability:  A charter school fulfils its fiduciary responsibility for public 
funds and maintains publicly accessible fiscal records.  The school conducts an annual financial 
audit which is made public. 

5 4 3 2 1 

Criterion 5 overall score:   X   

5.1 Creates and monitors immediate and long-range financial plans to effectively 
implement the school’s educational program and ensure financial stability 

  X   

5.2 Conducts an annual financial audit which is made public  X   

5.3 Establishes clear fiscal policies to ensure that public funds are used appropriately 
and wisely 

 X    

5.4 Ensures financial resources are directly related to the school’s purpose:  student 
achievement of learning goals 

  X   


