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	SUBJECT

High Priority Schools Grant Program: Recommendations for Comprehensive School Reform Schools that Converted to the High Priority Schools Grant Program and did not Achieve Growth Targets in 2004-05 and 2005-06

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) apply the standard procedure for reviewing High Priority Schools Grant Program (HPSGP) schools that fail to achieve growth targets to schools participating in the Comprehensive School Reform (CSR) Program that convert to the HPSGP.
	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


At the November 2004 meeting, the SBE adopted a procedure for staff to review the status of HPSGP schools that did not achieve their growth targets in each of their first two years of program implementation. The procedure directed the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) to send a letter to each of the governing boards of those schools that failed to meet their growth targets specifying certain local action requirements.
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


The federal Comprehensive School Reform Demonstration program (renamed CSR in 2002) was initiated in 1998 to improve the academic performance of low-performing schools by providing grants to implement research-based, school-site reform activities based upon comprehensive school plans. The 46 CSR schools included in this item are also Title I schools subject to accountability standards under the No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001. Under NCLB, Title I schools failing to meet Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for two consecutive years were identified for Program Improvement, and could exit the program only if the school made AYP for two consecutive years. 

Passage of Assembly Bill 2254 permitted CSR cohort 4 and 5 schools that were low enough on the 2005 Base Academic Performance Index (API) to be in the pool of schools eligible for HPSGP Cohort 2 that were allowed to convert to the HPSGP (Education Code [EC] Section 52055.600). Those schools that elected to convert were required to include their first two years of CSR funding as the beginning of their accountability timeline, thereby making 2005-06 their second year of HPSGP participation. Of the 92 eligible CSR schools, 70 elected to convert to HPSGP. Forty-six 
	
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


of the 70 converted schools failed to achieve their growth targets in 2004-05 and/or 2005-06 and are now subject to this 24-month review.

EC Section 52055.650(b) requires the SBE to review HPSGP schools that fail to achieve their growth targets in each of their first two years of implementation. The statute further specifies that the SSPI, with the approval of the SBE, may direct that the governing board of a school take appropriate action to provide corrective assistance to the school to achieve the components established in the school's action plan. 

The SBE adopted a procedure for staff to review the status of HPSGP schools that uses API growth scores and directed the SSPI to send a letter to each of the governing boards of the schools that failed to meet their growth targets during each year of implementation: (1) directing the local governing board to hold a public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to ensure that members of the school community are aware of the lack of progress; (2) requiring that the schools complete an Academic Program Survey; and (3) directing the local governing board to work with the school and undertake corrective strategies as indicated by the results of the survey.
	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


There is no fiscal impact.
	ATTACHMENT(S)


Attachment 1: Comprehensive School Reform Schools that Converted to the High Priority Schools Grant Program and did not Achieve Growth Targets in 2004-05 and 2005-06. (2 Pages)
