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Executive Summary

Charter schools are not homogeneous and therefore one must be cautious about extending individualized statements about one charter system as if they were applicable to all. For the sake of the reader’s convenience this paper has been organized in distinct categories with their corresponding research quotations. This will assist the reader in examining whatever specific material is desired.
Due to multiple variable differences in administrative structures, curriculum designs,  independent funding sources, student enrollments patterns, staff recruitment policies, and employment patterns, it is often difficult to generalize comparisons between the effective functioning of charter schools and the “traditional”: public school. re. Section One presents a framework for such comparisons.
Section Three includes research on the actual effectiveness of charter school academic achievement. Multiple studies reveal that not all charter schools produce academic gains for their students, and for this reason it is questionable to generalize as to the overall achievement of charter schools per se. CREDO the Center for Research and Educational Outcomes in 2009, examined 70% of nation’s students attending charter schools and reported that 17% of charter schools reported academic gains significantly better than public schools, 46% no difference, and 37% were significantly worse. Methodological differences in the statistical procedures have led two Stanford researchers to opposing views regarding the research results. re. Section Seven.

 Social Policy for Public Funding, Section Two reveals that the public funding of 
charter schools has significant impact on taxpayer finances, and may have fiscal implications for the survivability of privately funded educational systems. Regulation of charter school systems is further complicated by the terms of legislative contracts, and the capability of public officials to properly regulate and supervise compliance to contractual agreements. Lacking proper state regulations and supervision, the charter system may be subject to fiscal or academic fraud as described in Section Five. Serving minority students raises the sensitive question of racial segregation.  It can be demonstrated that in the past charter schools can, by design, create schools that promote racial segregation re. Section Four. 
The intervention of private investors in the general organizational, fiscal, and educational operation of charter school presents yet another issue for public policy re. Section Six. The nature of charter school 501 ( c ) (3) status makes access to corporate records more difficult especially in the areas of corporate tax reports, interstate corporate locations, building  and facility purchases, rental agreements, media publicity, and general operational expenditures. The interface of differing corporate state contracts and regulations under a multiple charter operations further complicates public oversight.
Section Eight Focuses on the relationship between unions and charter schools. Proponents of charter schools insist that the unionization of their teaching staff would limit their systems’ capacity for innovation. Generally there are not specifics as to what innovative methodologies have been initiated in their teaching procedures other than extended class hours and individualized student contact. Indeed, an examination of the teaching procedures of the former nun dominated Catholic school system of the fifties and sixties demonstrated similar dynamics when the classroom was governed by a teaching staff of unpaid, non-benefit, overworked, single, non union religious educators. The unfair working conditions borne by these women who retired without pensions, health coverage, or retirement benefits, does not justify such practices being continued into the twenty first century. Nationally, in 2010, only about 12% of charter schools were unionized. Those who disagree with establishing charter schools argue that unionized teachers represent not only their own professional interests, but also that of their students and the promotion of educational methods and classroom environments conducive to better learning practices that benefit their students.

Section Nine Offers reflections on the KIPP (Knowledge in Power Program), the examination of the educational position of Michelle Rhee, and the latest findings of the CREDO study on 2013. It indicates that educational reports and studies have to be carefully examined since they may be subject to various interpretations as diverse as the educational or political ideologies of the presenter. Frequently, research procedures, sample selection, statistical methodologies will impact on presenting conclusions supporting or denying the writer’s particular point of view.
Quotes contained in this document are those of research specialists. Comments are those of the compiler and represent his viewpoint as to the nature of the material. 
The following are issues I will be addressing through research into more than sixty studies and educational articles.  
1. Charter schools are Not academically superior

2. Charter schools are Not Cheaper

3. Charter schools lower teachers’ salaries

4. Charter schools Increase Government Expenditures

5. Charter schools Decrease Tax Revenue

6. Charter schools are Subject to Less Oversight

7. Charter schools are influenced by Secret External Funding

8. Charter schools do Not protect workers’ rights

9. Charter schools may Tend to Segregate

10. Charter schools Tend to be Selective in Student Selection
11. Charter schools are vulnerable to Corruption
INTRODUCTION: WHAT ARE CHARTER SCHOOLS
Charter schools were first initiated by Alfred Shanker, of the American Federation of Teachers, in New York City, in 1988. He later withdrew his approval of the operation. Since then such entities have operated through the approval of a state charter that stipulates the time and duration of the contract.  The specifics of operating such charter schools will vary widely from state to state, as will the extent of supervision required by each state. Charters receive funding from tax revenues, although they also receive funding from private sources which generally guard records according to their 501 ( c ) ( 3 ) status. Charters may have interstate home offices and be part of a large educational conglomerate. They might include elementary, secondary, and virtual or electronic divisions. By January 2010, there were more than 5,000 such school in operation nationwide enrolling more that 1.5 million students. Charter schools clearly disfavor unions or organized labor in their operations. Because of the divergence of their individual administrations, curriculum, educational methodology, student selection, teacher credentialing, and funding sources, it is difficult to make categorical evaluations or comparisons of the entire charter school network.  
SECTION ONE: CONTRACTUAL COMPLICATIONS
Section One will include quotes advising the charter authorizing agent to take appropriate precautions regarding compliance of charter schools to their signed contract. 
Charter schools are not homogeneous, they vary one from another in a number of dimensions. Thus, there is no single charter school effect. These differences affect accessibility, achievement, operation, and governance.

“After a series of well-publicized charter closures and compliance problems, some states began reexamining their charter systems with the aim of giving greater oversight.” 

Charter Schools, Education Week, 5-25-11.

“ Some advocates of charter schools argue that, unlike regular public schools, charter schools will be closed by public authorities if their academic performance is inadequate, We show that evidence about actual charter accountability is inadequate” (Carnoy, Jacobson, Mishel, Rothsein), Economic Policy Institute, 2005. 

“Over the last few years, the governance of charter schools has received increasing public attention. Policy makers are concerned that charter schools are not receiving enough support or scrutiny both before and after they become charter schools.” (Zimmer, Buddin et. al., Rand Education, 2003   

“There is general expectation in the charter school sector that authorizers haves a responsibility to regularly oversee charter school operations and progress towards meeting the goals in the charter. The reality is that only 36 percent of authorizers had a charter school office or staff in 2001-2002.” (U.S. Dept. of Education) ED.gov, 2002
Comment While the above quote might be dated, it bears the truth that unless monitoring fees for charter schools are included in the initial agreements, the chances are that the specific charter operation and tax payer expenditure will go unmonitored by the authorizing governmental agency.
SECTION TWO: THE COST OF CHARTER SCHOOLS TO THE TAX PAYER
It has long been held that Charter schools are not major expenses for the tax payer. They are said to cost less to operate per student than the public school system. These are a number of issues that will be covered in this section.
· Reportedly one third of all charter school admissions come from students previously enrolled in private schools. Cato Institute, Adam Schaefer Center for Educational Freedom

-
The shift of students from private to public schools represents a significant shift in the financial burdens for education from the private to the public sector.”
Richard Buddin, Policy Analysis, The Impact of Charter Schools on Public and Private School Enrollments, August 28, 2012, No. 707.

· Comment This implies additional tax payer expenditures since the costs for educating the newly enrolled charter students will have to be covered by taxpayer funding.
· “The flow of private schools students into charters has important financial implications for districts and states.” Buddin, op. cit

Comment Increased expenditures to cover previously enrolled private school students will only increase the financial burden for the private schools through its loss of student enrollment numbers, and their subsequent financial losses as they are struggling to survive.

-
“About 50% of Catholic students enrolled in Catholic elementary school in 1965, as compared with only about 15% in 2009.” Buddin, op.cit

· Comment Financial failures of private schools will only cause greater reliance on private students to transfer to the public school system at additional tax payer expense. 
· The Cato Institute, a conservative think tank, suggests that assistance to private school systems negatively affected by charter school enrollment could be resolved by implementing a voucher system, or a special tax credit to assist in paying for current private school students.
Comment This only increases the burden on tax payers to cover these additional expenses.
        -  In their study of charter schools, Miron and Urschel found that the spending gap 

            between charter and public school operations was about 30%. This, they argued ,
            was explained by higher spending by the public school system for such items as 

            special education, student support services, transportation, and food services. In 
addition, much of the funding gap facing the charter school systems was offset by private contributions to charter schools. Buddin. Op.cit.
         - “Charter schools were less likely than matched conventional public schools to 


offer some types of programs (e.g. gifted and talented education or summer

school.”   Zimmer et al., Charter School Operations and Performance, Rand 


Education, 2003.
        - “Charter schools report paying more for administration as a percentage of overall
            spending as well as for salaries they pay administrative personnel.”

Valerie Strauss, The Answer Sheet6-29-10 quoting a study report by Miron and


Urschel, Western Michigan University
· “Traditional public schools spent  18.6% on average on employee benefits, 

compared with 9.9% for all charter schools on average.” Valerie Strauss op. cit.
Comment While charter schools reportedly receive less revenue per pupil than the traditional public school, $9,883 to $12,863, this difference may be related to the manner in which public schools receive their funding, and the fact that additional funding in terms of private contributions is not reported.
      -    “Although charter schools may be cheaper for the state to fund, the adjusted


scores suggest that Florida is also getting a lower return on these schools. With 

the state allocating more funding to building physical facilities for charter 


schools, the lower cost advantage may disappear while the lower return persists.”


Stanley Smith, “Charters Underperform Public Schools, Tampa Bay Times, 


11-24-12. (Professor of Finance at the University of Central Florida).
· COMMENT As previously mentioned, the cost of supervising charter school 

operations: their administrative policies, fiscal procedures, curriculum content,

student selection and evaluation, and teacher qualifications are expenditures that are frequently overlooked when determining overall operational cost per student.
SECTION THREE: CHARTER SCHOOL ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 




LEVELS
This section will address comments made as to the actual academic effectiveness of charter schools. The most generous statement that could be made is that charter schools are no panacea for all the nation’s educational difficulties. In general, it may be said that there are 15% academically advanced programs, 15% that are less advanced academically than the average public school, and the rest function at the same approximate level as the “traditional” public school. 
Research on the Estimated Effectiveness of Non-Profit-Charter-School Management Organizations (CMOs) on Middle School Student Achievement. Center for Research on Education Outcomes, June, 2009, Stanford, CA

The study (WWC) found that, on average, CMOs did not have a statistically significant impact on middle school performance on state assessments in math, reading, science, or social studies. Similarly, there was not a statistically significant impact of CMOs on graduation rates and rates of post-secondary enrollment for high school students”. Furgerson, J, Gill, B. et al., “ Charter-school management organizations: Diverse Strategies and Diverse Student Impacts”, Reported by Mathematica Research and the University of Washington’s Center on Reinventing Public Education, Princeton, NJ, 11-2012. 

In the pooled analysis students attending charter schools nation wide in 16 states were compared to similar students attending traditional public schools that had sent students to those charter schools.

The study found that “charter school students’ reading and math scores was slightly lower that the test score growth of similar students attending traditional public schools…Students in nearly one-fifth of the charter schools had higher test scores than students in traditional schools, while nearly one-third of charter schools had lower test scores that students in traditional schools.” Furgerson, J; Gil,B; et al. 

The Charter School Dust- Up Economic Policy Institute 2005”. Conroy, M., Jacobsen, R. Mischel, L , and Rothstein, R., Economic Policy Institute, 2005.  
“We conclude that, based on 19 studies, conducted in 11 states and the District of Columbia, there is no evidence that, on average, charter schools out-perform regular public schools. In fact, there is evidence that the average impact of charter schools is negative. In the highest-quality schools the average effects of attending a charter school are null or negative.”
 “We speculate that while deregulation helps some educators devise good schools, it also enables others to devise bad schools and even corruptly managed schools.”
 “Based on the evidence, deregulation and de-unionization do not yield any bonanzas of learning, on average. If bonanzas are realized in some places, they are apparently offset by catastrophes in others.” 
Do Charter Schools Cut It? No
Lauwrence, Mishel, President of the Economic Policy Institute, Washington D.C. , appearing as an op-ed in the New York Daily News, 1-16-05

“Enough research has been done to know that the hopes many people had for them haven’t panned out. Charter school student, on average, don’t do better than similar students in regular public schools.”

“This is true for all types of students, whether they are minority urban students from low-income families of white suburban students. We need better oversight to eliminate those that don’t perform well.”

“Charters can provide options, but freed from regulation, some charters will adopt practices that yield worse results. The point should not be to expand charters as quickly as possible and make them unaccountable as possible. This will cause as much harm as good.”
Charter School Operations and Performance, Zimmer, R., Buddin, R., et al., Rand Education, 2003, (A Study of California Charter School Effectiveness) 9 schools
“We found no statistical difference in test scores between charter and conventional public schools”. “Our analysis suggests that charter schools have comparable or slightly lower test scores than to conventional public schools.”
 “Charter schools tended to do slightly worse that comparable students in math in both elementary and secondary conventional public schools.” “In reading, secondary charted schools scored slightly higher than comparable students.”
 “Policymakers are concerned that charter schools are not receiving enough support or scrutiny both before and after they become charter schools.”  
Evaluating the Impact of Charter Schools on Student Achievement:

A Longitudinal Look at the Great lake States

Miron, G., Corun, C., et al.  Arizona State University & the University of Colorado at Boulder, June 2007

This study coverer the states of Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, Wisconsin

“We conclude that charter schools in the Great Lakes region are currently performing at lower levels than predicted on state assessments ... that is in demographically similar public schools.”
“Illinois has the highest relative results, perhaps because some 15 percent of its charter schools have closed since 2000; when poorly performing schools close, aggregate results for remaining schools rise.”

“For some 60 percent of the school level comparisons drawn, charter schools were performing at levels lower than predicted.” 

“We have found that charter schools are not performing at levels that exceed traditional public schools,”
In Michigan charter schools, results no better than other public schools,
Berringer Nancy, Bridge magazine, 3-12-12

“While many charter schools produced outstanding results on statewide tests of academic achievement, taken on average, their test results were at or below statewide averages.”
Gary Miron, a Western Michigan University professor gave testimony to Michigan legislators considering the charter cap: “While I looked favorably upon the original intent of charter schools, I am increasing concerned that after two decades and substantial growth, the charter school idea has strayed considerably for its original vision. A growing body of research, as well as state and federal evaluations conducted by independent researchers, continue to find that charter schools are not achieving the goals that were once envisioned for them.”

Miron says” more charter schools will  simply mean that dwindling education dollars will be stretched further, and points to Detroit charters as an example: “ They should be doing better, but they’re not. So now instead of one struggling system, we have two. Instead of fixing our problems, we’re starting a whole new system, and the new system isn’t better.”
SECTION FOUR: SEGREGATION AND CHARTER SCHOOLS
Comment  The question of whether or not charter schools foster segregation is highly disputed. What can be said it that charter schools most frequently function in poor inner city areas where there is a high concentration of minorities. This having been said the following quotes should be taken into consideration.

“Some critics have charged that, on a school –by-school basis, charters are more racially segregated than traditional public schools thus denying students the educational benefits associated with attending a diverse school.” Civil Rights Project 2010

A 2010 study, by the University of Colorado-Bolder and Western Michigan, found that 
“most charter schools were divided into either very segregative high-income schools or very segregative low-income schools compared to their sending districts.” (Miron, Urschel, Mathis 2010). As found in Charter Schools, Education Week 3-25-11. 
In North Carolina, School Resegregation by Charter? 
Sue Sturgis, The Institute for Southern Studies, 1-25-13

“An authoritative 2009 study by Stanford University found that 37% of charter school

Students showed poorer academic gains than their counterparts in traditional public schools. Only 17% of charter school students experienced academic gains that were significantly better than their traditional public school students, while 46% showed no difference.”

Segregation Fear Sinks Charter School  Stephanie Banchero Courrier_Journal (?)

6-28-12

“Nashville officials have rejected a proposal to open a charter school in a middle-class part of the city. The Metropolitan Public School Board voted 7-2 to reject the application  by Great Hearts Academies, an Arizona-based group. The board denied the application because members worried that the low-income parents won’t by able to easily transport  across town to a school on the west side, meaning the plan could effectively cause 

“segregated schools,” said a spokesperson for the district.”

“The incoming CEO of the national Alliance for Public Charter Schools, said expanding into suburban and middle-class communities is “important to broaden the base to all parents – including middle and upper-income – can see charters as a viable option for them …It helps build support for the idea of charters.” 

“Great Hearts currently has 12 schools, roughly 10% of whose students are low income 

and 30% minority.” 
Why the Racist History of the Charter School Movement is Never Discussed,
Christopher Bonastia, AlterNet, 3-9-12

The author, an historical sociologist, describes a time after Brown v. The Board of Education when Prince Edward County essentially closed its public schools from (1959-1964) and “funneled taxpayer dollars to the segregated white academies which were housed in privately owned facilities such as churches. Because there were no local taxes assessed to operate public schools during those years, whites could invest in private schools for their children. States and localities also enacted “Freedom of Choice” plans that typically allowed white students to transfer out of desegregated schools.”
Duke University

“Now new research suggests another problem with charters. They increase racial isolation.” Researchers at Duke University found that charter schools are much more likely than traditional public schools to be racially unbalanced. Duke’s Stanford School of Public Policy reported that whereas 30% of regular public school students attended a racially unbalanced school (one with less than 20 % or more than 80% minority enrollment) more than 60% of charter school students attended a racially unbalanced school.”

SECTION FIVE: SCANDALS AT CHARTER SCHOOLS
COMMENT:  No school system is totally free from its own set of scandals be they of  physical or sexual abuse, fiscal or administrative improprieties, or cheating on test scores by either students or faculty. Scandals have been discovered in both public and private educational entities. They occur wherever there are large sums or money available for the taking and human nature has the opportunity of inappropriate behavior. The following are examples of unfortunate incidents occurring in charter schools that might alert those involved in charter contract negotiations as to how to prevent a reoccurrence of these incidents. 
Philadelphia The Philadelphia Inquirer detailed an investigation into the city’s charter school system where 19 of 74 charter schools were under investigation. The founders of one charter system were alleged to have stolen one million from the school’s funds. The founding CEOs had relatives on the school payroll and on the board of trustees. 
(Vermont Public Radio, 6-27-11).

Indiana  Here the CEO of a charter school covering over seventy schools, purchased property then sold twenty seven school buildings to a theater real estate owner, leased back the buildings, and the subleased them to the charter schools.  Doug Martin, No Charter School Left Behind, 3-9-11.

New Orleans Clifford Bryan writes “It looks as if corruption has found its way to a New Orleans charter school. The way they are set up it’s bound to happen …money continues to flood the Louisiana Education system.” In the case cited approximately $600,000 was allegedly taken from a specific charter school. Clifford Bryan, examiner.com  
Washington D.C.  Here it was reported  by the Washington Post that “ key members of the public bodies that regulate and fund the schools have taken part in official decisions that stood to benefit themselves, their colleagues, employers, and companies with whom they have business ties” Schools Matters, 12-29-08.
Columbus, Ohio A news dispatch disclosed that “According to an analysis by the Columbus Dispatch of audits conducted under a new law, White Hat (the state’s largest management firm) makes about $ 1 million a year for each of the 34 charter schools it operates in Ohio. Altogether, the firm got $ 109 million in tax dollars, including 97 percent of the school’s state aid last year. How much is profit is somewhat unclear, since charter schools typically refuse to divulge details of their management contracts.”

School Matters, 7-13-06

COMMENTS: Additional statements can be found for Detroit, Arizona, Florida and other locations where there are charter schools in operation. While these might sound like isolated instances, the size and scope of these alleged fraud cases will leave one with the clear message that caution ought to be used in both contract negotiations, and especially in contract supervision, bearing in mind that one stated purpose of creating these systems was to reduce government overhead. It should be noted that these reported misadventures occurred in the areas of finance and real estate, and not in the area of educational outcomes.
SECTION SIX: CHARTER SCHOOLS AND BIG INVESTORS
COMMENTS:  While charter schools are reportedly motivated by the desire to improve the nation’s educational achievement, it is not surprising that there are financial entities also interested in achieving financial goals. As was obvious in the previous section there is big money involved in the charter school movement and its quest to privatize large segments of available educational funding. Why is this so? One would have to question the investors themselves. and they are very closed mouth about their transactions or their real financial motivations.
 What can be said is that charter schools are now large franchises with privately owned school systems generally covering several states. Among the names frequently mentioned on the list of charter school conglomerates are: the Cosmos Foundation, Nobel Network of Charter Schools, Pelican, the Gulen Movement, Great Head Start Academies, Abramson Science and Technology Charter Schools, and KIPP. Most of those mentioned have twenty, thirty, or more charter schools controlled by a central office. In addition to these there are very influential foundations promoting such movements among them the Gates Foundation, the Broad Foundation, the Likes Family Foundation, the Fordham Foundation (no relationship with Fordham University), and a list of others.
 There is also a list of think tanks supporting such educational endeavors such as the Heritage Foundation, the Cato Institute, among others, and finally there is ALEC the American Legislative Exchange Council, a conglomerate of think tanks, businesses, politicians, and investment supporters. Add to these banking investments, land and real estate investors, management companies.  For the most part all these entities are legitimate and function within legal statutes. One does however, get the definite impression, that charter schools are not mom and pop operations, nor are they merely non-profit organizations of conscientious teachers and well meaning social workers, striving to improve the nation’s educational standards. 
Among all these the Gulen Foundation has unique characteristics. Founded by a Turkish Muslim Imam, active in political, economic, and educational matters. His program administers over 120 charter schools in the United States enrolling 20,000 students. The program reportedly imports Turkish teachers for math and science programs, and there are few Americans on the faculties. It is stated that religion is not taught in these schools. 
SECTION SEVEN: CHARTER SCHOOL RESEARCH – READRON  V  HOXBY-




STANFORD V. STANFORD
Social policy is often sustained by social research. Conflicting research methodologies lead to differing conclusions and, often times, to social policy and legislation which are in diametric opposition to one another. Statistical methods, sample selection, randomness of subjects, modality of questions presented, and research methodology, will often result in media headlines that will produce wide spread community action and reaction. This is the case of conflicting analysis of two Stanford professors Reardon and Hoxby and their findings regarding the effectiveness of academic performance in New York charter schools. The former finds serious research limitations, the latter states that charter schools are more effective than public schools. It is a research technology question that only interests a few research wonks until it gets around to actual program funding and the expenditure of tax payer monies. 

 This is all the more interesting since CREDO – the Center for Research on Education Outcomes - at Stanford University found in its 2009 study covering 70 % of the nation’s students attending chartered schools, that “17 % of charter schools outperformed their public school equivalents, while 37% of charter schools performed worse than regular public schools, and the rest 46% were about the same. WHAT THEN IS THE QUESTION OF CHOICE FOR A PARENT ATTEMPTING TO SELECT A POSSIBLE CHARTER SCHOOL FOR THEIR CHILD’S ENROLLMENT?
  
Review of How New York City’s Charter Affect Achievement, Sean Reardon, National Education Policy Center, 9-12-09, (Professor of sociology Stanford University.

Professor Caroline Hoxby of Stanford University published the results of her study of New York charter schools favoring such institutions which were well publicized in the New York Daily News and the Washington Post. The comments reported here are responses to the Hoxby report.

Reardon: “The report relies on an inappropriate set of statistical models to analyze the data, however, the results presented overstate the cumulative effect of attending a charter school. In addition, the report does not provide enough technical discussions and
detailed description to enable a reader to assess the validity of some aspects of the report’s methodology and results.”

Headline-Grabbing Charter Schools Doesn’t Hold Up to Scrutiny, says Reardon
Reardon, S., Weiner, K., Miron, G., Education and the Public Interest Center, Stanford Education Press, 11-12-09

Reardon in reviewing the shortcomings of the Hoxby report noted:

“The statistical models destroyed the benefits of randomness.”

The reports claims regarding cumulative effects are based on inappropriate extrapolation.”

“It uses weaker criterion for statistical significance than is conventionally used.”

“The report describes the variations in charter school effects in a way that may distort the true distribution of effects by omitting many ineffective charter schools from the distribution.” 

Weiner, referring to the comparison of the study conducted by Stanford’s CREDO policy center that encompassed 65-70% of the nation’s charter schools states that ”the CREDO and Hoxby reports used different designs and covered different schools.” “It would be irresponsible to use the NYC results to drive policy in places throughout the U.S. where charters are apparently underperforming their competition.”  
Charter schools in Florida
“The average African-American student probably comes from a higher income home that the average African American student in a traditional school” “The Study (Florida Department of Education) does not correct for income level in most of all comparisons.” 

Professor Stanly Smith, University of Central Florida, State Impact, 11-26-12012.

“When the poverty and minority characteristics of the student population are controlled, the average charter school performs significantly lower than the average traditional public school by a little more than five percent” Stanley D. Smith, Tampa Bay Times, 11-24-12. “The state should be focusing on performance goals or socioeconomic status, not on race or ethnicity.”, op. cit.

SECTION EIGHT: CHARTER SCHOOLS AND UNIONS
Comment Charter schools currently reject the presence of unions or organized labor in their operations. The reason most often given is that collective bargaining interferes in their innovations and reformation of the educational system. In reality, the absence of a unionized teaching staff allows them to hire noncertified or experienced teachers, pay their staff less than the going employment scale, enforce additional non paid extra curricula activities, determine curriculum standards, initiate their own standards for teacher evaluations, hire or fire teaching staff at their own discretion, impose their own   working conditions, eliminate seniority or tenure, no pensions or retirement plan, limited if any health insurance,  and implement their own school calendar. Under these conditions, teachers have little say in the daily operations at the charter school.
This is reminiscent of the days of the nuns teaching in the Catholic schools. They worked for no pay, no health insurance, no Social Security, no retirement funds, long additional work hours, and naturally they were not unionized. The relationship between charter schools and unions may be summarized in Dianne Ravitch’s book “The Death and Life of the Great American School System”.

“As charter schools evolved, the charter movement became increasingly hostile to unions, Charter operators wanted to be able to hire and fire teachers at will, to set their own salary schedule, to reward teachers according to their performance, to control working conditions, to require long working hours; with few exceptions, they did not want to be subject to a union contract that interfered with their prerogatives as management.” p.124.
Regarding the highly dedicated religious teaching in Catholic schools, Ravitch notes that even the well known sociologist Father Andrew Greeley was not aware of the long term negative effects on the Catholic school system when the unpaid nuns were no longer available.    
“Charter schools offered an alternative not only to regular public schools, but also to Catholic schools, which were burdened by rising costs. As more and more states opened charter schools, more and more Catholic schools closed their doors”. p.128. Comment: The transfer of Catholic students from closing schools became the responsibility of the public school system and additional tax expenditures.  
“No one, to my knowledge, has demonstrated a clear indisputable correlation between teacher unionism and academic achievement, either positive or negative. The Southern states, where teachers’ unions have historically been either weak of nonexistent, have always had the poorest student performance on national examinations….Findland, whose students score highest on international assessments of reading, has a teacher force that is nearly 100 percent unionized.” Ravitch, op. cit., p.175. 
“A 2007-08 survey by the national Center for Educational Statistics, part of the Department of Education, found that full-time teachers in traditional public schools earned an average base salary of $49,800 and had to work an average of 38.1 hours a week to receive base pay, compared with $40,800 and 39.7 hours a week for charter school teachers.” Branchero & Porter, Wall Street Journal, 4-16-13. 

“About 87% of the 415 of the staff members at United Neighborhood organization, which operates 13 charter schools in Chicago, opted for union representation, the American federation of Teachers said.” Porter, Wall Street Journal, 4-2-13

SECTION NINE: CLOSING COMMENTS. 
Comment: Given the limitations of school systems one is urged to choose a panacea to resolve the difficulties. Charter schools are not that panacea. Formed and administered by human beings charted schools are subject to the same pitfalls that previous school systems and methods have faced in the past. One should be extremely cautious before blindly choosing any east alternative. Statistics can be deceiving and even the good achievers must be thoroughly examined before a final determination is attained.
Take for example the much exalted KIPP program. (Knowledge in Power Program). As Ravitch points out,” Most KIPP schools consistently outperform traditional public schools in the same neighborhood. But KIPP schools have a high attrition rate. Apparently many students and their parents are unable to unwilling to comply with KIPP’s stringent demands. A 2008 study of KIPP schools in San Francisco’s Bay Area found that 60% of the students who started in the fifth grade were gone by the end of the eighth grade. The students who quit tended to be the lower-performing students.” 

Ravitch, op. cit., p.136. 

 Then there is the question of Michelle Rhee, the former chancellor of the Washington, D. C. school system. She has become a nationally know representative of alternative school systems. In fact she represents a nation wide movement for the privatization of our national school system. In addition to her work in the District of Columbia, she has also been the chairperson of the Fordham Foundation, (no relation to Fordham University), a conservative think tank advocating for the establishment of charter schools. Over the years she has received financial backing from many of the foundations previously mentioned in this article. Currently, she is directing a nationwide program Students First which reportedly is a continuation of the philosophical and educational position she promoted in the D. C. area. Her reputation has been that of quickly firing teachers in the Dc. area who did not achieve her standards. However, the same Fordham Foundation had for many years a contract to train these very same teachers. Whatever be the truth of recent revelations, it has also been reported that there were irregularities in the administration of educational procedures during her time in Washington, D.C.

CREDO 2013
Differing analysis as to the longitudinal effect of charter school academic achievement will vary from researcher to researcher on the results of the most recent Center for Research of Education Outcomes (CREDO) from Stanford University. One should come to personal conclusions only after having carefully examining the complete research report. The review in the Wall Street Journal 6-25-13, would give the impression that charter schools achieved somewhat limited academic advances, although these were not conclusive. While some states recorded improved testing scores these scores were among Hispanic and Afro-American students, but scores were worse among white children. Margret Raymond, director of the CREDO program stated that “original CREDO study improved partly due to progress at individual schools and because of 8% of low-performing schools closed”. Branchero, WSJ, 6-25-13, p. A3. Once more it is difficult to make meaningful comparisons when there is no clear definition as to whether or not one entity is being compared with another entity of equal qualities. 

Final Concluding Remarks
A final word, when considering the approbation or rejection of proposals for establishing a state authorized charter school system, one must be extremely cautious. Some charter schools have been successful, some have produced equivalent academic results as traditional public schools, and some have failed miserably – unfortunately a considerable percentage. There have been administrative abuses, and academic failures. Governments who have authorized charter agreements frequently have failed the taxpayer in guaranteeing adequate supervision of the charter schools to assure contractual compliance. Charter schools have also avoided including physically challenged students, and in some rarer cases minority students. Financing, especially funding from wealthy investors needs to be monitored. There are no easy methods of assuring that all children in this nation have an opportunity to progress according to their educational capabilities. The search continues to achieve that goal. 
