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	LAST MINUTE MEMORANDUM


	Date:
	November 2, 2005


	TO:
	Members, STATE BOARD of EDucation


	FROM:
	Sue Stickel, Deputy Superintendent

Curriculum and Instruction Branch


	RE:
	Item No. 37


	SUBJECT:
	Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program (II/USP) and High Priority Schools Grant Program (HPSGP): Proposed Intervention for Cohort 1 HPSGP Schools that Failed to Show Significant Growth and Request to Rescind State-monitoring for One II/USP School


As a result of the October 27, 2005, Academic Performance Index (API) data release, and continuing data changes, the status of ten schools in the Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program (II/USP) and High Priority Schools Grant Program (HPSGP) have changed. 
Five HPSGP schools are no longer recommended for state monitoring and five II/USP schools are now recommended for state monitoring. Attachment 2 has been revised and Attachment 3 has been added to reflect these data changes. 

Baker High in Baker Valley Unified completed data changes and has made significant growth as defined for the HPSGP and should not be subject to state monitoring. This school is not listed on the revised Attachment 2.
Subsequent to the October 27, 2005 data release, four Cohort 1 HPSGP schools have indicated that they are now changing data. These schools were included in the original November 2005 State Board of Education (SBE) Item, but as a result of their status as changing data, they are not now recommended for state monitoring.
In addition, five II/USP schools that have completed data changes are now subject to state monitoring and are listed in Attachment 3. Staff have confirmed with each district that the school data have been corrected and the district understands that the CDE will recommend the identified school(s) be state-monitored in November 2005. The CDE recommends:

1. That the SBE deem the five II/USP schools listed on Attachment 3 that were changing data and failed to make significant growth as state-monitored,
2. That the SBE assign a School Assistance and Intervention Team (SAIT) to the schools identified in Attachment 3 and allow the local governing board to retain its legal rights, duties, and responsibilities with respect to each school, and

3. That the SBE approve notice to districts that there may be potential additional sanctions following two API growth cycles. 
There may be additional schools subject to state monitoring in January 2006 as schools continue to make data changes. 

Attachment 2: Revised Cohort 1 High Priority Schools Grant Program Schools Without Valid Growth Academic Performance Index Data that Failed to Meet the Alternative Criteria for Significant Growth
Attachment 3: 2005-06 Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program

Cohorts 2 and 3 Schools that Completed Data Changes and Did Not

Make Significant Growth

	Revised Cohort 1 High Priority Schools Grant Program Schools Without Valid Growth Academic Performance Index Data that Failed to Meet the Alternative Criteria for Significant Growth

	CDS Code
	District Name
	School Name
	Met Alternative

Growth Criteria
	Difference in ELA 

% Proficient
	Difference in Math

% Proficient

	07617540734566
	Mt. Diablo Unified
	Mt. Diablo High
	No
	3.12
	-0.60

	10623646115224
	Parlier Unified
	Parlier Junior High
	No
	2.10
	-1.51

	10625211038298
	Washington Union High
	Easton Continuation High
	No
	3.70
	0.00

	16639821630011
	Lemoore Union High
	Jamison (Donald C.) High (Continuation)
	No
	-5.11
	-16.67

	16639821630144
	Lemoore Union High
	Yokuts High
	No
	0.00
	0.00

	19647331932128
	Los Angeles Unified
	Crenshaw Senior High
	No
	1.13
	-0.56

	19647331939305
	Los Angeles Unified
	Washington (George) Preparatory High
	No
	-0.56
	-0.02

	19734371932326
	Compton Unified
	Dominguez High
	No
	6.40
	0.42

	34674393431012
	Sacramento City Unified
	Burbank (Luther) High
	No
	4.07
	-12.62

	54718035430301
	Alpaugh Unified
	Alpaugh Junior-Senior High
	No
	8.00
	-3.82


	2005-06 Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program
Cohorts 2 and 3 Schools that Completed Data Changes and Did Not Make Significant Growth

	County
	District
	School
	Cohort
	2002 Base
	2003 Growth 
	Met 2003 Schoolwide Growth Target 
	Met 2003 Comparable Improvement
	2003 Base 
	2004 Growth 
	Met 2004 Schoolwide Growth Target
	Met 2004 Comparable Improvement 
	2004 Base 
	2005 Growth 

	Los Angeles    
	Hacienda la Puente Unified                                  
	Nelson Elementary                                           
	3
	602
	72
	Yes
	Yes
	678
	7
	Yes
	No
	690
	-2

	San Joaquin    
	Lodi Unified                                                
	Delta Sierra Middle                                         
	2
	635
	6
	No
	No
	622
	5
	No
	No
	631
	0

	Alameda        
	Oakland Unified                                             
	Lockwood Elementary                                         
	2
	503
	60
	Yes
	Yes
	563
	2
	No
	No
	565
	0

	Riverside      
	Coachella Valley Joint Unified                              
	Duke (Bobby G.) Elementary                                  
	2
	495
	24
	Yes
	Yes
	521
	10
	No
	No
	534
	-12

	Alameda        
	Oakland Unified                                             
	Harte (Bret) Middle                                         
	2
	628
	24
	Yes
	Yes
	647
	11
	Yes
	No
	664
	-13
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