
OCBE Agenda Analysis - October 9, 2024
Four things for you review:

1. Charter School Application

The Orange County Board of Education's decision regarding a new charter school application reflects its
long-standing, often controversial support for charter schools. Charter schools can offer innovative educational
models, but the Board’s frequent approval of such applications has drawn criticism for undermining traditional
public schools by diverting funds and resources. This agenda item raises concerns about transparency and the
Board's alignment with public school interests, which critics argue is becoming increasingly extreme. The
Board has historically supported charters even when their educational outcomes or operational transparency
are in question, showing a persistent preference for privatization in education, which may not serve the broader
needs of all students.

2. Legal Expenses

The amount of legal expenses in the agenda stands out as particularly troubling. High legal costs suggest the
Board's frequent involvement in legal battles, likely stemming from its adversarial stances on state educational
policies and its defense of controversial decisions. This expense represents a significant use of taxpayer
money that could be better allocated to directly benefit students and educators. The Board’s continued reliance
on legal actions highlights a pattern of conflict rather than collaboration with other educational stakeholders,
suggesting an extreme approach to governance that prioritizes ideology over practical, cost-effective
decision-making.

3. Increase in Superintendent Pay

The decision to increase the superintendent's pay, especially in a time of fiscal challenges for many public
institutions, raises questions about the Board’s priorities. Dr. Bean was appointed two months ago and is
getting a raise? This move could be interpreted as self-serving, particularly when teachers and support staff
face ongoing funding struggles. It also speaks to the Board’s prioritization of top-level administration over
ground-level educational support, further reflecting an imbalanced focus in its governance.

4. Gloating About the Veto of SB907

The Board’s reaction to the veto of SB907 seems celebratory, a concerning stance given the context. SB907
aimed to increase oversight of charter schools, which many argue is essential for ensuring accountability and
transparency. The Board’s gloating over the bill's veto suggests an entrenched opposition to oversight and
accountability measures, reinforcing the perception that its actions are ideologically driven rather than focused
on the best interests of students and the community. By opposing such legislation, the Board is further
positioning itself as an outlier in the broader educational landscape, resisting reforms that many view as
necessary to ensure equity and quality in education.

Conclusion
The Orange County Board of Education’s agenda reveals a pattern of extreme decision-making, particularly its
aggressive support for charter schools, excessive legal spending, disproportionate compensation for
administrators, and a celebratory stance on the veto of accountability legislation. These actions reflect an
increasingly ideological approach that seems disconnected from the broader educational community's needs
and concerns, marking the Board as an outlier in its governance philosophy. This pattern calls for greater
scrutiny and public discussion about the Board’s priorities and the impact of its decisions on the county’s
educational system.


