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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 CPCM also requested and received additional 
information from the District regarding the athletic budget process. 
 
The CPCM finds that the District complied with its Uniform Complaint Procedures. 
 
California Code of Regulations, Title 5 (5 CCR) Section 4632 requires an appellant to 
specify the basis for the appeal of the District’s Decision and to state whether the facts 
are incorrect and/or the law was misapplied. Your appeal fails to specify a basis as 
required. Nevertheless, the CDE has processed your appeal. 
  
APPLICABLE LAW 
 
California Education Code (EC) Section 49010 provides in relevant part: 

 
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, curricular 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 IX of the California 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. lso 
Connell (1984) 35 Cal.3d 899. A pupil fee includes, but is not 
limited to, all of the following: 
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(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 extracurricular activity, regardless of whether the 
class or activity is elective or compulsory, or is for credit. 

 
… 

 
EC Section 49011 provides in relevant part: 
 

(a)  A pupil enrolled in a public school shall not be required to pay a 
pupil fee for participation in an educational activity. 

 
   … 
 
(c)  This article shall not be interpreted to prohibit solicitation of voluntary 

donations of funds or property, voluntary participation in fundraising 
activities, or school districts, schools, and other entities from providing 
pupils prizes or other recognition for voluntarily participating in fundraising 
activities. 

 
… 

 
ALLEGATION NO. 1 
 

The Appellant states:  
 

The problem with the Sports Funding Model, is that it goes one step too 
far -- that is after arriving at a budget for each sport, it then says the "cost 
of running each team will be divided by the number of participating players 
to determine the contribution level and every parent will have access to 
these budgets.."  This language is code that each player will be expected 
to "pay or raise" the per player "contribution" which really becomes a 
mandatory fee disguised as a "contribution".  
 

District’s Findings of Fact: 
 

I reviewed the document titled “Sports Funding Model” written by 
Miramonte High School Principal, Mr. Adam Clark, and found it to be 
compliant with laws relating to pupil fees. I found that the document 
described a budget building process and did not intentionally or 
unintentionally portray a fee as a donation. Parents and student-athletes 
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have not expressed that they have felt intimidated into contributing to the 
Miramonte athletic programs through their voluntary donations. Miramonte 
High School and District personnel communicate that all donations are 
truly voluntary and participation in our programs are [sic] never conditional 
upon receipt of a donation. I found all donations to be proper voluntary  
donations in compliance with AB1575 and Education Code 49010-49013. 
 
To avoid confusing future parents and student-athletes, the Miramonte 
High School and the District have removed the document titled “Sports 
Funding Model” from all websites and circulation. 
 

CDE’s Determination as to District’s Findings of Fact: 
 
Appellant did not dispute the District’s findings of fact. The evidence provided by 
Appellant indicates that a “Sports Funding Model” was posted on the District website. 
The Sports Funding Model indicated that the athletic budget for each athletic team 
would be based upon donations.  The budget would be developed by dividing the cost 
of running each team divided by the number of team players to develop the contribution 
level. There is no indication that any player was, in fact, required to pay a specified fee 
in order to participate on the athletic team.  
 
The evidence in the file demonstrates that in developing the budget and funding for the 
athletic teams, the District and high school principals met with parents and interested 
community members regarding the athletic budget and funding for athletic teams. 
Principal Adam Clark stated that he held two meetings at the school at which “attendees 
at the meeting were informed that participation in donating or contributing would be 
completely voluntary. Participation on any sports team would have no connection to who 
or who did not contribute.” The Acalanes UHSD Athletic Student Handbook describes 
the conditions for student eligibility for team participation. There is no indication in the 
handbook that eligibility is related in any way to fundraising efforts or the amount a 
student donates to the team. 
 
Therefore, the CDE finds the Districts findings of fact are supported by substantial 
evidence. 
 
 
 
 
District’s Conclusions of Law: 
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In conclusion, I was unable to find sufficient evidence to support your 
allegation that the Acalanes Union High School District and Miramonte 
High School have required student-athletes to pay a fee to participate or 
have violated AB1575 and/or Education Code 49010-49013. 
 

CDE’s Determination as to District’s Conclusions of Law: 
 
The evidence in the file does not demonstrate that any pupil was required to pay a fee 
in order to participate in the athletic program at Miramonte High School in violation of 
EC sections 49010-49011. Therefore, the CDE finds the District’s conclusions of law are 
not contrary to law. 
 
CONCLUSION: 
 
The appeal is denied. 
 




