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Over the past several years, state lawmakers have been devoting increasing attention to 

enacting legislation to better support the growth of high-quality public charter schools. 

By passing laws to lift caps on charter growth, allow nondistrict entities to serve as 

charter authorizers, and provide better funding and facilities support to charters, state 

lawmakers have been strengthening accountability provisions for these innovative 

public school options.

As part of these accountability efforts, a growing number of states have enacted 

laws that require charter schools to close if they do not meet certain performance 

benchmarks. In states such as Ohio, these laws have sometimes been borne out of 

state lawmakers’ frustration that authorizers have not been making the tough decisions 

to close charter schools that have failed to meet the academic goals in their charter 

contracts. In other states, including Mississippi and Washingon, state lawmakers have 

enacted such provisions as more of a precautionary measure to ensure that the lowest 

performing charter schools will actually be closed as public charter schools open for the 

first time in these states.

This document provides a brief description of existing state policies regarding the 

automatic closure of low-performing public charter schools. As of this writing, 11 states 

have enacted such policies: California, Florida, Indiana, Louisiana, Michigan, Mississipi, 

Nevada, North Carolina, Ohio, Texas, and Washington.

As state lawmakers consider these policies, they need to give serious thought to several 

issues, including the track record of authorizers in closing low-performing public 

charter schools, the sophistication of their states’ accountability systems, and how 

to handle public charter schools that serve high percentages of at-risk students. We 

strongly encourage lawmakers to work closely with their states’ public charter school 

stakeholders as they investigate this policy issue.
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