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Good Morning, Committee Chairman Grosso, members of the Committee on Education. My 
name is Maria Blaeuer, and I am the Director of Programs and Outreach at Advocates for 
Justice and Education (AJE). AJE is the federally designated Parent Training and Information 
Center (PTI) for the District of Columbia, it is our responsibility to provide free training, 
resources, individual assistance and support to parents and youth in navigating the special 
education process, negotiating school selection and placement, and addressing matters of 
school discipline, especially for students with disabilities. Naturally, this means we work with 
charter school families. We believe that education is a human right of all children and that a 
model of parent education and empowerment will lead to better outcomes for children at 
school and in life.  Attached to my testimony are some examples of how we do that work, and 
some additional information about us. 
 
AJE strongly supports increased transparency in use of taxpayer dollars in public 
education.  We know that increased transparency makes schools more responsive and allows 
parents, students and the community to engage with education policy in a more meaningful 
way.   
 
Therefore, we support Bill 23-0199, the Public School Transparency Amendment Act of 2019 
and other legislative efforts to increase school transparency, including budget transparency.     
 
We also support Bill 23-0281, the Public Charter School Closure Amendment Act of 2019 as a 
step in the right direction and I will discuss that towards the end of my testimony. 
 
Bill 23-0199, the Public School Transparency Amendment Act of 2019 creates more parity in 
the democratic governance and public access to information between DCPS and Charter 
students.  We know that requiring charters school to comply with FOIA and the District’s 
Open Meetings Law will help create a stronger, more authentic, home-school 
relationships.  This is good for all stakeholders. 
 
Students with disabilities are often an afterthought in discussions about education 
policy.  Merely having a presence in the room can make a difference.  I know that AJE’s 
presence at meetings across the District has resulted in students with disabilities being thought 
about when they would have otherwise been overlooked, even if all we do is observe the 
meeting.   
  



Page 2 
 

FOIA is similarly important to families and students with disabilities.  The ability to FOIA the 
PCSB is no substitute.   Here are some of the disparities we see currently that the current law 
would address.   
 

We are able to obtain information about students’ disciplinary hearing outcomes from 
OAH for DCPS, so that we can tell how often DCPS’ recommendation were upheld 
by an independent hearing officer.   We cannot get that data from charter LEAs, and 
the PCSB does not track that data (they only track the ultimate outcome). 

 
We are able to determine within DCPS what teachers have training in the proper and 
safe use of restraint and seclusion, as well as training on DCPS’ own policy. This has 
lead to some alarming data.  We cannot get that data from charter LEAs, and the 
PCSB does not track that data.. 

 
We are able to determine the number of special educators and related service providers 
in DCPS.  This has been invaluable to the community as we have been able to 
demonstrate where DCPS staffing is inadequate. We cannot get that data from charter 
LEAs, and the PCSB does not track that data. 

 
The lack of parity in transparency is clear.   
 
As a disability rights organization, we frequently say “nothing about us, without us.”   Which is 
why we support the introduction of shared governance to charter schools.  Shared governance 
has been common for decades in higher education, and the DCSBOE and neighboring 
jurisdictions both have student representation.   However, we are concerned that the bill, as 
written, might dilute the ability of parents to have a meaningful voice, because it allows the 
school to replace the two required parent members with one parent and one student.  We 
encourage the Council to simply add a student member requirement, and not allow schools to 
reduce the number for parents on the board. 
 
We support the legislation transmitted to the Council by the PCSB, Public Charter School 
Closure Amendment Act of 2019, as a step in the right direction.  
 
School closures are traumatic for schools and communities.  The orderly wind down of charter 
schools can minimize this trauma; in our experience the closure of a charter school is a deeply 
disruptive event for students and families.   We are glad that the PSCB is taking steps to 
address this, but continue to be concerned, as we have been in other contexts, that the PCSB 
will not use this authority to protect students out of a concern for the autonomy of the 
school.   
 
To ensure that this enhanced authority does not frustrate that purpose or intent of other 
legislation, regulations and policies governing how charter school use public funds, AJE asks 
that the Council include a requirement that the PCSB’s use of reasonable measures be 
“consistent with other statutory and regulatory requirements.”   We also ask that this bill 
should be expanded to apply to situations where it is not the PCSB’s actions via revocation or 
nonrenewal that results in a school closing, and/or in situations where only one campus of a 
multi-campus charter is impacted.  As written, this bill, while still a helpful step in the right 
direction, does virtually nothing to address family concerns about finding new schools, 
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accessing up-to-date information and ensuring access to extended school years, that were 
raised by Monument Academy’s potential closure or Cesar Chavez’s campus closure last 
school year.   The decision to close those schools (later reversed in the case of Monument) 
were made by the schools’ board of trustees, not the PCSB, and would not be addressed by 
this bill as currently written. 
 
Finally, I want to address some of the public discourse around this legislation and school 
transparency more generally, specifically that organizations like ours, who support increased 
transparency in public education are somehow anti-charter.  This is not true.   
Finally, I want to address some of the public discourse around this legislation and school 
transparency more generally, specifically that people and organizations like ours, who support 
increased transparency in public education are somehow “anti-charter.”  This is not true.   
 
Demanding excellence and accountability from all of our schools, for all of our children, is not 
an anti-charter position.  AJE, and other organizations supporting transparency are not anti-
anything except secrecy; we are all just trying to make charters better, like we do for all our 
schools, for all our kids.  
 
AJE staff's children and our client's children have attended charters, DCPS schools and 
nonpublic schools.  Two AJE staff members serve on boards of charter schools.  Our staff of 
6, as an organization, has provided tens of thousands of dollars of free professional 
development and training to charter teachers and administrators.    
 
AJE strongly supports increased transparency when it comes to the use of taxpayer dollars and 
public education and we encourage the passage of both these bills with our suggested 
changes.    
 
Thank you for your time. I am happy to answer any questions. 
  
 


