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	CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
APRIL 17, 2006 AGENDA

	SUBJECT

No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001: Approve Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Providers for 2006-08
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve the attached list of providers for SES.

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


At the January 2005 meeting, the SBE approved new SES regulations, plus the revised SES providers application and rubric. At the May, July, and September 2005 meetings, the SBE approved 263 providers for a two-year period (2005-07). April 2006 is the first time the SBE will approve SES providers using the annual process as required in the new regulations. Providers approved by the SBE will be approved from July 1, 2006, to June 30, 2008.

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


Applications for potential providers were due to CDE on March 1, 2006. We received 67 applications to review. Of those, 57 applications were advanced for review at the Readers’ Conference in March 2006.

SES to low-achieving, low-income students is required by Section 1116(e) of NCLB. The CDE is responsible for establishing a list of approved providers, as described in Section 1116 (e)(4) of NCLB. CDE issued a Request for Application (RFA) in January, 2006 for interested SES applicants. The RFA is posted on the CDE Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ti/doucments/suppapp06.doc.

SES include “tutoring and other academic enrichment services” that are:

· Chosen by parents

· Provided outside the school day

· Research-based and demonstrate program effectiveness

· Designed specifically to increase the academic achievement of eligible children

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


CDE evaluates each application against a four-point rubric based on the SBE-adopted criteria. Each application must address the following four elements of the criteria:

· Element I.
Program

· Element II.
Staff

· Element III.
Research-based and high quality program effectiveness

· Element IV.
Evaluation/Monitoring

The process for reviewing the applications is as follows:

· Title I Policy and Partnerships (TIPP) Office date-stamps all applications when received and checks all applications for completeness.

· CDE program consultants in a Readers’ Conference review each application twice using SES scoring rubric based on SBE criteria. CDE program consultants also conduct specialized reviews regarding program effectiveness, services to English learners, services to students with disabilities, and on-line providers. There were 57 applications reviewed at the Readers’ Conference in March 2006. 

· TIPP manager reviews applications that have discrepant scores and a low rating.

· Application program descriptions are prepared and compiled for the SBE.

	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


Federal revenues are apportioned to LEAs to support the use of SES. LEAs must use a minimum of 5 percent and a maximum of 15 percent of the Title I, Part A, allocation for SES, unless a lesser amount is needed. Title V, Part A, Innovative Program funds can be also used to support SES.

	ATTACHMENT(S)


Attachment 1: 2006-08 SES Application Summary (1 Page)

Attachment 2: Supplemental Educational Services Provider Information (2 Pages)

This document is not available for Web viewing. A printed copy is available for viewing in the State Board of Education office.

2006-08 Supplemental Educational Services Application Summary

CDE received 67 applications for the 2006 SES application period. Following is a summary of these applications.

	Applications Recommended
	18 (27% of 67) 

· On-line providers =0

· Services for English learners =2 

· Services for students with disabilities =6



	Incomplete Applications
	10   (15% of 67) (Reasons included)

· Not all pertinent assurances signed

· Lack of demonstrated record of effectiveness

· Insufficient supporting documentation, e.g., lack of proof of being legally constituted and qualified to do business in California and of being fiscally sound to operate as a provider



	Applications Not Recommended


	39   (58% of 67) (Reasons included) 

· Description of the instructional content, materials, and staff was unclear.

· Application did not substantiate the research based for the proposed tutoring program.

· Data to support program effectiveness were incomplete; there was a lack of applicant’s demonstrated record of effectiveness. 

	Total
	67


CDE staff used the four-point rubric approved by the State Board of Education in January 2005 to evaluate the applications. After State Board approval of the April 2006 list of recommended providers, CDE will post the list on its Web site. The list of providers approved at the April 2006 meeting will be in effect through June 30, 2008.

Distribution by Type of Provider

	TYPE
	Current Count

(2005-07)
	4/06

 Recommendations

(2006-08)
	Total

	NP
	83
	4
	87

	FP
	109
	9
	118

	COE
	10
	1
	11

	LEA/Non-PI
	35
	2
	37

	Charter School (non-PI)
	1
	0
	1

	IHE
	3
	0
	3

	FBO
	15
	1
	16

	Non-PI School
	7
	1
	8

	Total
	263
	18
	281


