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APPEAL PROCEDURES

The Categorical Program Complaints Management (CPCM) Office reviewed the original
complaint, the District's Decision, the appeal, the investigative file from the District, and the
District's complaint procedures. The CDE finds the District complied with its local UCP policies
and procedures.

APPLICABLE LAW

49010. For purposes of this article, the following terms have the following meanings:

(a) "Educational activity" means an activity offered by a school, school district, charter
school, or county office of education that constitutes an integral fundamental part of
elementary and secondary education, including, but not limited to, cunicular and
extracurricular activities.

(b) "Pupil fee" means a fee, deposit, or other charge imposed on pupils, or a pupil's parents
or guardians, in violation of Section 49011 and Section 5 of Article lX of the Califomia
Constitution, which require educational activities to be provided free of charge to all
pupils without regard to their families' ability or willingness to pay fees or request special
waivers, as provided for in Hartzell v. Connell (1984) 35 Cal.3d 899. A pupil fee includes,
but is not limited to, all of the following:

(1) A fee charged to a pupil as a condition for registering for school or classes, or as
a condition for participation in a class or an extracunicular activity, regardless of
whether the class or activity is elective or compulsory, or is for credit.

ALLEGATION

My appeal is based on Desert Sands Unified's factual statement that "these
funds are used by the local Associated Student Body for student activities or
student groups."



, Appellant

LEA's Findings of Fact:

The District conducted an investigation into parking fees at Palm Desert High
School and concluded that there has been a long standing practice at Palm
Desert High School of charging students a $15.00 to $18.00 parking fee to park
on campus. These funds are used by the local Associated Student Body for
student activities or student groups. They are not submitted to the District's
General fund, nor are they used for "services and activities which the district
must pay by law.

CDE's Determination as to LEA's Findings of Fact:

Although Appellant appears to base his appeal on a factual statement from the District, he does
not dispute the statement or state why it is incorrect. The evidence demonstrates that the
District charges a fee for an on-campus parking permit and the funds are used by the
Associated Student Body for studdnt activities.

Therefore, the CDE finds the District's findings of fact are supported by substantial evidence.

LEA's Conclusions of Law:

Palm Desert High School, like many, many public high schools up and down the
state of California, charge students who apply for and are selected for the
privilege of parking their car on school property during the school day. Based on
the above-described facts, applied to the law, parking a car on a public school
campus is not an "educational activity," and students who purchase a parking
permit are not charged a "pupil fee" as defined by Education Code section
4901 1.

CDE's Determination as to LEA's Conclusions of Law:

Driving to school is not an "educational activity" as defined by EC 49010(a). No student is
required to drive a personal vehicle to school or park the vehicle in the school parking lot as a
condition of participating in any class or educational activity.

The CDE finds that the District's legal conclusions are consistent with law.

CONCLUSION:

The appeal is denied.


