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The connection (?) 
between school spending 
and effectiveness
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Silicon Schools Five Year Goal (in 2012)
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How many students met or exceeded state 
standards? (SBAC 2015.16)
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How many economically disadvantaged students 
met or exceeded state standards? (SBAC 2015-16)
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Average cost of ~$10,000 per student across portfolio
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One of the least expensive models in our portfolio the 
highest performing
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Cost per student (2015.16)
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Costs per student in our portfolio is increasing with 
new California budgeting approach (LCFF)
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• $1,500 in increased 
spending over last 
few years

• 75% of that 
increase going to 
staffing

• 11% to facilities
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The relationship between spending on staffing and 
state assessment results in our portfolio
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