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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

SPECIFIC WAIVER REQUEST – Instructional Materials Funding Realignment Program (IMFRP)                                                                                     
IMFRP-1 (Rev. 03-03-09)  http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/

 “24 Month” Rule
Send Original plus one copy to:

Waiver Office, California Department of Education 

Faxed originals will not be accepted!
1430 N Street, Suite 5602
Sacramento, CA 95814

	
	CD CODE
	

	0
	7
	6
	1
	7
	8
	8

	Local educational agency:

 Pittsburg Unified School District      
	Phone contact and recipient of approval/denial notice:

925-473-2314
Maria McCullough
	Contact person’s e-mail address:

mmccullough@pittsburg.k12.ca.us

	Address:                                          (City)                              (State)                        (ZIP)

2000 Railroad Ave. Suite I              Pittsburg,                          CA                     94565
	Phone (and extension, if necessary):

(925) 473-2314
Fax number:925-473-4265

	Period of request:  (month/day/year)

From:  July-1-2010   To:  June-30- 2011

	Local board approval date: (Required)

April 29, 2009
	Date of Public Hearing: (Required)

April 29, 2009

	LEGAL CRITERIA

	1. Authority for the waiver:   FORMCHECKBOX 
  Specific code section:  EC 60422(c)(1) through (3)
Section 60422(c) The State Board of Education may grant the school district additional time to meet the purchasing requirements of subdivision (a) if the governing board of the school district demonstrates, to the satisfaction of the state board, that all of the following criteria apply to the district:

(1) The school district has implemented a well designed, standards-aligned basic instructional materials program.

(2) The school district, at the time of its request for additional time pursuant to this subdivision, has sufficient textbooks or basic instructional materials for use by each pupil.

(3) The school district has adopted a plan for the purchase of standards-aligned instructional materials in accordance with subdivision (a) but the plan indicated an alternative date for compliance that is declared in the request for additional time.


	2. Education Code Section to be waived:  EC 60422(a) “24 month” rule for IMFRP adoptions
Curriculum Area:____ELA_______ Grade Levels: ___K-8___  Alternative Date for Compliance July,  2011
Note: Mathematics waivers are not needed see EC Section 60422.1 (a)


	3. Collective bargaining unit information.  
       Does the district have any employee bargaining units?  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No  X Yes     If yes, please complete required information 

       below:

      Bargaining units) consulted on date(s):  April    21,   2009
      Name of bargaining unit and name of representative(s) consulted: 

     


 Pittsburg Education Association – Iris Contreras, President     

      The position(s) of the bargaining unit(s):   FORMCHECKBOX 
  Neutral    FORMCHECKBOX 
  Support   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Oppose (Please specify why)

      Comments (if appropriate):       



CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

SPECIFIC WAIVER REQUEST
           IMFRP “24 Month” Rule
IMFRP -1 (Rev. 03-03-09)
	4. Education Code or California Code of Regulations section to be waived.  

EC 60422. (a) A local governing board shall use funding received pursuant to this chapter to ensure that each pupil is provided with a standards-aligned textbook or basic instructional materials, as adopted by the State Board of Education subsequent to the adoption of content standards pursuant to Section 60605 for kindergarten and grades 1 to 8, inclusive, or as adopted by the local governing board pursuant to Sections 60400 and 60411, for grades 9 to 12, inclusive. Pupils shall be provided with standards-aligned textbooks or basic instructional materials by the beginning of the first school term that commences no later than 24 months after those materials were adopted by the State Board of Education.

	5. Desired outcome/rationale. Give a general description of what adoption you want to postpone and the reason:
Pittsburg USD is requesting a waiver to delay the K-8 ELA adoption until July 2011.  It has implemented a well designed ELA program using the adopted SRA Open Court, Houghton Mifflin (K-5) and Prentice Hall (6-8) programs. In an effort to ensure all students achieve to their full potential site and district staff have done extensive work to support these programs which include: the development of standards-based pacing guides, development of common assessments and the training and utilization of researched based instructional strategies. The training included using core curriculum with fidelity to meet the needs of all students, engagement and intervention strategies, and REACH to meet the needs of struggling students. In addition Professional Learning Communities have been established to ensure collaboration around student achievement.  Teachers are now using these tools and strategies district wide, and assessment scores have shown improvement.  
Furthermore, putting off the ELA adoption by one year gives K-8 teachers more time to become well established with the Math Adoption which occurred in the spring of 2008.  Currently all elementary sites are working closely with math lead teachers, some sites are also working with the Alameda County Region IV Math project. The Jr. Highs are meeting weekly with math coaches through Pacent Learning Solutions. 

All new learning requires time and focus to ensure outcomes are met.  Approval of this waiver will give teachers and students further learning opportunities and practice with the new math adoption, as well as the necessary time to build capacity with the tools that have been put in place to support the current ELA adoption.  

	Is this waiver associated with an “apportionment related" audit penalty? (per EC 41344)   X No      FORMCHECKBOX 
  Yes 

 (If yes, please attach explanation or copy of audit finding) 

Has there been a Coordinated Compliance Review finding on this issue?    X No      FORMCHECKBOX 
  Yes 

(If yes, please attach explanation or copy of CCR finding)                  
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                

	District or County Certification – I hereby certify that the information provided on this application is correct and complete.


	Signature of Superintendent or Designee:

>       
	Title:

Superintendent
	Date:

April 29, 2009

	Signature of SELPA Director (only if a Special Education Waiver)

> 
	Date:

     

	FOR CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION USE ONLY

	Staff Name (type or print):


	Staff Signature:

> 
	Date:



	Unit Manager (type or print):


	Unit Manager Signature:

> 
	Date:



	Division Director (type or print):


	Division Director Signature:

> 
	Date:



	Deputy (type or print):


	Deputy Signature:

> 
	Date:




CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

SPECIFIC WAIVER REQUEST
IMFRP “24 Month” Rule

IMFRP -1 (Rev.. 03-03-09)
Attachment A:  Desired Outcome/Rationale for Waiver

I. Responses to the Statutory Criteria for Waiver Approval:

EC 60422(c) The State Board of Education may grant the school district additional time to meet the purchasing requirements of subdivision (a) if the governing board of the school district demonstrates, to the satisfaction of the state board, that all of the following criteria apply to the district:

1. The school district has implemented a well-designed, standards-aligned basic instructional materials program.
The Pittsburg USD has implemented a well designed, standards aligned plan, in K-8 English Language Arts instruction and is therefore requesting a waiver to extend the adoption to July of 2011.   In Grades K-5, teams of teachers, literacy coaches and coordinators have worked to create pacing guides aligned to the state standards, in SRA Open Court and Houghton Mifflin adopted programs, which also include EL frontloading and comprehension strategies.  There have been numerous professional development sessions for teachers in the use of these pacing guides.  Teams of teachers also helped to create Systematic ELD lessons based on the work of Susana Dutro for instruction during the ELD period.  
An English Language Development Coach was hired to train teachers in the Susana Dutro model of Systematic ELD, and the use of frontloading strategies using the pacing guide.  This work has been completed, and an increased level of rigor in teaching is becoming evident.
In grades 6-8, the adopted program is Prentice Hall.  Teams of teachers, Literacy Coaches and coordinators have worked on Prentice Hall pacing guides and the alignment to state standards.  The focus has been to create common assessments that have the rigor of the CST exam, and assess the standards on the pacing guides.  They have recently revised the assessments for this year.  One of the two Jr. Highs is an Explicit Direct Instruction Focus School (EDI) through Alameda County Region IV, and the other Jr. High is applying for the program.  

The focus has been on rigorous direct instruction with researched based instructional strategies in all the K-8 schools using the adopted Standards Based program.  In addition, Professional Learning Communities have been established to ensure collaboration around student achievement.
2. The school district, at the time of its request for additional time pursuant to this subdivision, has sufficient textbooks or basic instructional materials for use by each pupil.

At the time of this request, PUSD has sufficient textbooks and basic instructional materials for use by each pupil.  Replacement consumable ELA materials are ordered in June for the following year.  Attached is the most recent Board Resolution (#08-20) per EC 60119 on textbook sufficiency. 
3. The school district has adopted a plan for the purchase of standards-aligned instructional materials in accordance with subdivision (a) but that plan indicated an alternative date for compliance that is declared in the request for additional time.)

The district has a plan for each adoption.  The year prior to the adoption, committees are formed for each of the levels (K-5, 6-8, 9-12).  Representative groups of teachers review the state framework, create an evaluation instrument, review publisher presentations and determine the programs to pilot.  The next fall teachers pilot the programs chosen by the committees and complete the evaluation instrument.  The committee makes its recommendation based on data from the evaluation instruments and site feedback.  The recommendation is sent to the Board of Education for information and action.  Once adopted by the Board of Education, the materials are ordered and professional development is scheduled.   Pittsburg USD is requesting a waiver to begin the committee process in 2009-10, pilot in 2010-11 and adopt July of 2011.
Current Reading / Language Arts /ELD Adoption Funding Plan (Estimates)
	2009 Pilot (Fall) (ELA)
	2010 (Spring)
	2010 (Fall) Implement ELA

	No Cost
	Board Adoption – Purchase Materials
	Training Source: Title 2

	
	Cost: 1.1 million
	Cost: 120,000.00


Proposed Instructional Material Adoption Funding Plan (Estimates) 

	2011 (ELA)
	2013 (History/SS)
	2014 (Science)
	2015 (Math)
	2017 (ELA/ELD)

	Funding Source:
	IMFRP, based on 2008-09 student funding. 
(with 20% reduction per State of CA current budget information)

	470,070
	470,000
	470,000
	470,000
	470,000

	Estimated Cost
	
	
	
	

	1.1 Mil
	600,000.
	725,000
	1.3 Mil
	1.5 Mil


II. Assessment Information: STAR and local assessments in the particular subject matter 

Foothill Elementary API
	Year
	API
	API Rank
	Similar Schools Rank
	Percent of Growth from Previous Year

	2005
	631
	1
	1
	6

	2006
	672
	2
	2
	41

	2007
	660
	1
	1
	-12

	2008
	665
	
	
	5


Foothill - 2005-2008 Standards Test Scores for English/Language Arts—All Students
	Grade

Level
	2005 School
	2005 District
	2005 State-wide
	2006 School
	2006 District
	2006

State-wide
	2007 School
	2007 District
	2007

State-wide
	2008 School
	2008 District
	2008 State-wide

	2
	23
	39
	42
	27
	36
	47
	28
	37
	48
	36
	39
	48

	3
	12
	39
	31
	23
	24
	36
	18
	22
	37
	11
	20
	38

	4
	40
	32
	47
	41
	40
	49
	26
	39
	51
	35
	37
	55

	5
	19
	28
	43
	33
	30
	43
	34
	36
	44
	26
	38
	48


Heights Elementary
	Year
	API
	API Rank
	Similar Schools Rank
	Percent of Growth from Previous Year

	2005
	720
	4
	7
	37

	2006
	726
	4
	8
	6

	2007
	745
	4
	7
	19

	2008
	764
	
	
	5


Heights - 2005-2008 Standards Test Scores for English/Language Arts—All Students
	Grade

Level
	2005 School
	2005 District
	2005 State-wide
	2006 School
	2006 District
	2006

State-wide
	2007 School
	2007 District
	2007

State-wide
	2008 School
	2008 District
	2008 State-wide

	2
	48
	39
	42
	38
	36
	47
	40
	37
	48
	34
	39
	48

	3
	19
	39
	31
	28
	24
	36
	25
	22
	37
	30
	20
	38

	4
	38
	32
	47
	43
	40
	49
	51
	39
	51
	47
	37
	55

	5
	35
	28
	43
	24
	30
	43
	37
	36
	44
	43
	38
	48


Highlands Elementary

	Year
	API
	API Rank
	Similar Schools Rank
	Percent of Growth from Previous Year

	2005
	668
	2
	1
	30

	2006
	692
	3
	5
	24

	2007
	713
	3
	4
	21

	2008
	694
	
	
	-19


Highlands - 2005-2008 Standards Test Scores for English/Language Arts—All Students
	Grade

Level
	2005 School
	2005 District
	2005 State-wide
	2006 School
	2006 District
	2006

State-wide
	2007 School
	2007 District
	2007

State-wide
	2008 School
	2008 District
	2008 State-wide

	2
	37
	39
	42
	43
	36
	47
	45
	37
	48
	44
	39
	48

	3
	20
	39
	31
	25
	24
	36
	16
	22
	37
	19
	20
	38

	4
	29
	32
	47
	38
	40
	49
	35
	39
	51
	36
	37
	55

	5
	29
	28
	43
	27
	30
	43
	35
	36
	44
	34
	38
	48


Los Medanos Elementary
	Year
	API
	API Rank
	Similar Schools Rank
	Percent of Growth from Previous Year

	2005
	757
	6
	10
	41

	2006
	787
	7
	10
	30

	2007
	815
	7
	10
	28

	2008
	809
	
	
	-6


Los Medanos 2005-2008 Standards Test Scores for English/Language Arts—All Students
	Grade

Level
	2005 School
	2005 District
	2005 State-wide
	2006 School
	2006 District
	2006

State-wide
	2007 School
	2007 District
	2007

State-wide
	2008 School
	2008 District
	2008 State-wide

	2
	73
	39
	42
	62
	36
	47
	65
	37
	48
	53
	39
	48

	3
	8
	39
	31
	22
	24
	36
	40
	22
	37
	31
	20
	38

	4
	39
	32
	47
	52
	40
	49
	71
	39
	51
	47
	37
	55

	5
	32
	28
	43
	40
	30
	43
	62
	36
	44
	58
	38
	48


Parkside Elementary
	Year
	API
	API Rank
	Similar Schools Rank
	Percent of Growth from Previous Year

	2005
	668
	2
	4
	6

	2006
	695
	3
	5
	27

	2007
	680
	2
	2
	-15

	2008
	716
	
	
	36


Parkside Elementary 2005-2008 Standards Test Scores for English/Language Arts—All Students
	Grade

Level
	2005 School
	2005 District
	2005 State-wide
	2006 School
	2006 District
	2006

State-wide
	2007 School
	2007 District
	2007

State-wide
	2008 School
	2008 District
	2008 State-wide

	2
	36
	39
	42
	23
	36
	47
	22
	37
	48
	31
	39
	48

	3
	15
	39
	31
	18
	24
	36
	15
	22
	37
	8
	20
	38

	4
	25
	32
	47
	29
	40
	49
	28
	39
	51
	30
	37
	55

	5
	24
	28
	43
	28
	30
	43
	28
	36
	44
	25
	38
	48


Stoneman Elementary
	Year
	API
	API Rank
	Similar Schools Rank
	Percent of Growth from Previous Year

	2005
	665
	2
	1
	-18

	2006
	685
	2
	3
	20

	2007
	671
	2
	1
	-14

	2008
	719
	
	
	48


Stoneman - 2005-2008 Standards Test Scores for English/Language Arts—All Students
	Grade

Level
	2005 School
	2005 District
	2005 State-wide
	2006 School
	2006 District
	2006

State-wide
	2007 School
	2007 District
	2007

State-wide
	2008 School
	2008 District
	2008 State-wide

	2
	21
	39
	42
	38
	36
	47
	32
	37
	48
	38
	39
	48

	3
	20
	39
	31
	24
	24
	36
	21
	22
	37
	19
	20
	38

	4
	31
	32
	47
	43
	40
	49
	39
	39
	51
	36
	37
	55

	5
	23
	28
	43
	19
	30
	43
	33
	36
	44
	42
	38
	48


Willow Cove Elementary

	Year
	API
	API Rank
	Similar Schools Rank
	Percent of Growth from Previous Year

	2005
	685
	3
	2
	7

	2006
	713
	4
	6
	28

	2007
	687
	2
	2
	-26

	2008
	691
	
	
	4


Willow Cove - 2005-2008 Standards Test Scores for English/Language Arts—All Students
	Grade

Level
	2005 School
	2005 District
	2005 State-wide
	2006 School
	2006 District
	2006

State-wide
	2007 School
	2007 District
	2007

State-wide
	2008 School
	2008 District
	2008 State-wide

	2
	41
	39
	42
	29
	36
	47
	34
	37
	48
	38
	39
	48

	3
	25
	39
	31
	28
	24
	36
	23
	22
	37
	18
	20
	38

	4
	23
	32
	47
	36
	40
	49
	27
	39
	51
	29
	37
	55

	5
	32
	28
	43
	37
	30
	43
	35
	36
	44
	36
	38
	48


Hillview Junior High
	Year
	API
	API Rank
	Similar Schools Rank
	Percent of Growth from Previous Year

	2005
	658
	3
	4
	20

	2006
	667
	3
	5
	1

	2007
	666
	3
	5
	-1

	2008
	677
	
	
	11


Hillview - 2005-2008 Standards Test Scores for English/Language Arts—All Students
	Grade

Level
	2005 School
	2005 District
	2005 State-wide
	2006 School
	2006 District
	2006

State-wide
	2007 School
	2007 District
	2007

State-wide
	2008 School
	2008 District
	2008 State-wide

	6
	26
	22
	38
	20
	20
	41
	27
	26
	42
	29
	25
	47

	7
	27
	28
	43
	30
	29
	43
	28
	30
	46
	34
	34
	49

	8 
	32
	25
	39
	31
	25
	41
	30
	27
	41
	25
	26
	45


Rancho Medanos Junior High (previously Central Jr. High)
	Year
	API
	API Rank
	Similar Schools Rank
	Percent of Growth from Previous Year

	2005
	618
	2
	2
	7

	2006
	613
	1
	3
	5

	2007
	636
	2
	4
	23

	2008
	665
	
	
	8


Rancho Medanos Jr. High (previously Central)

2005-2008 Standards Test Scores for English/Language Arts—All Students
	Grade

Level
	2005 School
	2005 District
	2005 State-wide
	2006 School
	2006 District
	2006

State-wide
	2007 School
	2007 District
	2007

State-wide
	2008 School
	2008 District
	2008 State-wide

	6
	18
	22
	38
	20
	20
	41
	24
	26
	42
	21
	25
	47

	7
	28
	28
	43
	27
	29
	43
	31
	30
	46
	35
	34
	49

	8 
	19
	25
	39
	20
	25
	41
	23
	27
	41
	27
	26
	45


III Summary Rationale: Request for an Alternative Date of Compliance for EC 60422(a)

Pittsburg USD is requesting a waiver to delay the K-8 ELA adoption until July 2011.  It has implemented a well designed ELA program using the adopted SRA Open Court, Houghton Mifflin (K-5) and Prentice Hall (6-8) programs. In an effort to ensure all students achieve to their full potential site and district staff have done extensive work to support these programs which include: the development of standards-based pacing guides, development of common assessments and the training and utilization of researched based instructional strategies. The training included using core curriculum with fidelity to meet the needs of all students, engagement and intervention strategies, and REACH to meet the needs of struggling students. In addition Professional Learning Communities have been established to ensure collaboration around student achievement.  Teachers are now using these tools and strategies district wide, and assessment scores have shown improvement.  

Futhermore, putting off the ELA adoption by one year gives K-8 teachers more time to become well established with the Math Adoption which occurred in the spring of 2008.  Currently all elementary sites are working closely with math lead teachers, some sites are also working with the Alameda County Region IV Math project. The Jr. Highs are meeting weekly with math coaches through Pacent Learning Solutions. All new learning requires time and focus to ensure outcomes are met.  Approval of this waiver will give teachers and students further learning opportunities and practice with the new math adoption, as well as the necessary time to build capacity with the tools that have been put in place to support the current ELA adoption.  

Finally, this waiver would enable the district to build up necessary funds to successfully adopt and offer professional development for the new ELA adoption and still be able to adopt History Social Studies within the scheduled 24 month window.










