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Legislative Update 
These bills affect issue areas of the State Board of Education (SBE) Principles. These measures impact the policies related to SBE Principles, and/or the role of the SBE. Inclusion in this list does not constitute a SBE position for the legislation. The position (watch, support, support if amended, oppose, or oppose unless amended) of the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) has been noted in bill descriptions, where applicable.
1. Safeguard the State Board of Education-adopted academic content standards as the foundation of California's kindergarten through grade twelve (K–12) educational system; the same standards for all children.
AB 97 (Torlakson) – School Curriculum: Content Standards

This bill would establish the Academic Content Standards Commission for Science and History-Social Science consisting of 21 appointed members, as specified. In addition, this bill would require the SBE, upon recommendation of the SSPI, to adopt a schedule for the commission to review and recommend revisions to the science and history-social science curriculum area content standards, when funding permits. This bill would require the SBE to either adopt or reject the academic content standards as proposed by the commission and the SSPI within 90 days of their receipt and would also require the Superintendent and the SBE to present specified information to the Governor and appropriate committees of the Legislature.

This bill was re-referred to the Senate Education Committee on August 23, 2010.

SB 1451 (Yee) – Instructional Materials

This bill would require the SBE to notify the chairs of the Assembly and Senate Education Committees and the Secretary of Education’s office, if it determines any instructional materials submitted for consideration for adoption contain content that meets the revised standards for social studies curriculum in Texas, and requires the SBE to ensure that the next revision of the History-Social Science framework is consistent with existing requirements to ensure instructional materials include, portray accurately, encourage, and impress certain content upon pupils.

This measure is supported by the American Civil Liberties Union and the San Francisco Unified School District. It is opposed by the California Right to Life Committee.

This bill is currently on the Assembly floor, awaiting concurrence in Senate amendments.
2. Ensure that curriculum is rigorous, standards-aligned, and research-based utilizing State Board of Education-adopted materials or standards-aligned textbooks in grades nine to twelve, to prepare children for college or the workforce.

AB 2446 (Furutani) – Graduation Requirements

Under current law, a pupil may choose to take a course in visual arts or foreign language for purposes of meeting the state’s graduation requirement. This measure would add a career technical education (CTE) course as an option for fulfilling this requirement.  
The Association of California School Administrators (ACSA), the California Agricultural Teachers’ Association and a number of industry, business and labor associations, support this measure. It is opposed by the California Alliance for Arts Education, the California Association for Health Physical Education, Recreation and Dance, the California Language Teachers Association and the University of California Consortium of Language, Learning and Teaching. 
This measure was withdrawn from Senate Appropriations and re-referred to the Senate Rules Committee on August 23, 2010.
3. Ensure the availability of State Board of Education-adopted instructional materials for Kindergarten and grades one to eight and locally adopted standards-aligned instructional materials in grades nine to twelve.
SB 1278 (Wyland) – Instructional Materials

As amended, this urgency measure would require the SBE to adopt a revised curriculum framework and evaluation criteria for instructional materials in history-social science in 2011. 

This bill was held in Senate Appropriations and is now dead.
SB 1290 (Kehoe) – Physical education: Self-Defense and Safety Instruction

This bill would require the SBE and the Curriculum Development and Supplemental Materials Commission to include self-defense instruction and safety instruction in the next revision of the physical education framework for pupils in grades 7, 8, 9, 11, and 12.

This bill was enrolled to the Governor on August 25, 2010.
4. Support professional development for teachers on the adopted instructional materials that are used in the classroom. 
No legislation related to this SBE principle has been identified at this time. 

5. Maintain the assessment and accountability system, including Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR), Early Assessment Program (EAP), California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) and California English Language Development Test (CELDT).

AB 391 (Torlakson) – Independent Evaluation of the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program
This bill would require the SSPI, on or before April 1, 2011, to contract for an independent evaluation of the STAR Program. The evaluation would include, among other specifics, recommendations for improvements and revisions in the program, improving the technical characteristics of the tests for groups and individuals, including pupils with disabilities and English learners, improving grade level continuity and vertical alignment in the tests, and the ability to produce scores that are longitudinally comparable. This evaluation should also include increasing the integration of content from other core curriculum areas into test items and improving the alignment to any new content standards. The SSPI would be required to provide this evaluation to the Legislature, the Governor, and the SBE on or before November 1, 2011. The bill would require the CDE to use federal funds for the purpose of contracting for the evaluation and would make the operation of these provisions contingent upon an appropriation for their purposes in the annual Budget Act or another statute.

This bill was enrolled to the Governor on August 24, 2010.
AB 2307 (Carter) – Academic Performance
This bill would require the SSPI and the SBE, as part of the Public Schools Accountability Act (PSAA), to allow a dropout recovery high school (DRHS) to report the results of an individual pupil growth model that is proposed by the school and certified by the SSPI. It would also define a DRHS as a high school in which 50 percent or more of its pupils are designated as dropouts pursuant to the exit and withdrawal codes developed by the CDE and the school provides instruction in partnership with any of the following: 

· The federal Workforce Investment Act of 1998 (WIA); 

· Federally affiliated YouthBuild programs; 

· Federal job corps training or instruction pursuant to a memorandum of understanding with the federal provider; and
· The California Conservation Corp (CCC) or local conservation corps certified by the CCC. 

It would also require the SSPI to review the individual pupil growth model proposed by the DRHS and certify the model, if it met all of the following requirements: 
· Measures learning based on valid and reliable nationally normed or criterion-referenced reading and mathematics tests; 

· Measures skills and knowledge aligned with state standards; 

· Measures the extent to which a pupil scored above an expected amount of growth based on the individual pupil's initial achievement score; and 

· Demonstrates the extent to which a school is able to accelerate learning on an annual basis.  

AB 2307 is sponsored and supported by the School for Integrated Academics and Technologies (SIATech) Charter School.
This bill was held in Senate Appropriations and is now dead.
AB 2083 (Assembly Committee on Education) – Graduation Rates

This bill would require the SSPI and SBE to use the closest approximation of the graduation rate defined pursuant to federal regulations related to Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, if the actual rate cannot be calculated, when applying the methodology specified in state statute for identifying persistently lowest achieving schools. This approximation would be calculated for each of the previous three years, using existing data.
SBX5 1 (Steinberg), which was part of the Race to the Top legislative package passed by the Legislature and signed by the Governor, adds to the state's "persistently lowest-achieving" school list high schools with a federally defined four-year longitudinal graduation rate of less than 60 percent in each of the last three years. However, California cannot calculate a four-year longitudinal graduation rate until the current 2009–10 school year is completed, which will be the fourth year that the CALPADS will have collected data to calculate the graduation rate. It is anticipated that a longitudinally-based four-year graduation rate may be available in spring 2011. This measure is meant to provide an alternative four-year graduation rate in lieu of an actual four-year longitudinal graduation rate using CALPADS.

This bill was vetoed by the Governor on August 23, 2010. 


In his veto message, the Governor stated the bill was unnecessary because the Superintendent and SBE have already created a list of the state’s persistently lowest-achieving schools using a methodology previously approved by the federal government.
AB 2320 (Swanson) – Charter School Petitions 
This measure would make changes to the charter school petition appeals’ process. Specifically, it would require charter school petitions to provide a reasonably comprehensive description of:

· The different and innovative teaching methods the school will use;

· How the implementation of the school's educational program, notification to parents about course transferability and the innovative teaching methods will provide vigorous competition within the public school system to stimulate continual improvement in all public schools; 

· How the governance structure of the school will create new professional opportunities for teachers, including the opportunity to be responsible for the learning program at  the school site; and

· The means by which the school will achieve a balance of students who receive free and reduced-price meals, are English language learners, or are individuals with exceptional needs.

It would also delete the authority of:

· School petitioners to submit a charter school petition to the SBE if a County Board of Education (CBE) denies the petition;
· The CBE or the petitioner to notify the CDE and the SBE upon the approval of a charter appeal; and
· A charter school to submit a petition directly to a CBE for a charter school that will serve students for whom the county office of education would otherwise be responsible for providing direct education and related services.
This measure is sponsored by the CTA and supported by the California Federation of Teachers (CFT), the California Labor Federation, AFL-CIO, and the California School Employees Association. It is opposed by the California Charter School Association and the SIATech.

This measure failed to pass the Senate Education Committee and is now dead.
SB 930 (Ducheny) – Pupil Assessments for English Language Learners

This bill would require that any primary language assessment developed by the CDE and administered to limited English proficient students on or after July 1, 2013, be included in the current and any successor measure to the state's assessment system and in any successor measure to the state's federal and state accountability system. It would require the results of the primary language assessment to be used in any successor measure to the state's assessment systems and in any other successor measure, as specified.

It would also require any successor state assessment system adopted on or after July 1, 2013, to include accommodations for English learners that will allow meaningful participation in the assessments and that address the unique linguistic and socio-cultural needs of the English learner without altering the test construct. 
Similar measures from previous years include, SB 385 (Ducheny) and SB 1580 (Ducheny), which were both vetoed by the Governor. According to the author this attempt is a more modest approach. 
This bill was enrolled to the Governor on August 25, 2010.
6. Ensure that the California Commission on Teacher Credentialing (CTC) and all teacher training institutes use State Board of Education-adopted standards as the basis for determining the subject matter competency of teacher candidates.
No legislation related to this SBE principle has been identified at this time.

7. Strengthen coordination between K-12 and higher education.
No legislation related to this SBE principle has been identified at this time.
Other Bills of Interest to the State Board of Education

AB 572 (Brownley) – Charter School Conflict of Interest Policies

This bill requires charter schools to abide by the same conflict of interest requirements as school districts. This bill specifies that, beginning July 2011, charter schools are subject to the following: the Brown Act, the California Public Records Act, the Political Reform Act of 1974, and Government Code 1090 which specifies that school board members may not be financially interested in decisions made by the board. 
This bill is currently on the Assembly floor, awaiting concurrence in Senate amendments.
AB 1741 (Coto) – Charter Schools

This bill would enable a governing board to deny a petition for the establishment of a charter school if the petitioner reasonably expects at least 15 percent of the pupils to be served are English learners, and the petition does not include specified information related to instructional programs for these pupils. It would require chartering authorities, in renewing a charter school, to consider the degree to which a school implemented those programs.  
This measure is supported by the California Council on Teacher Education, the CFT, the CTA, Californians Together, the Los Angeles County Office of Education, the Parent Institute for Quality Education, Public Advocates, the San Francisco Unified School District, and the United Teachers Los Angeles. It is opposed by the California Charter Schools Association.
This measure is on the Senate Floor, awaiting concurrence in Assembly amendments.
AB 2543 (Lowenthal) – Charter Schools

This bill would establish timelines for charter school renewals and appeals.  Specifically, it would:

· Require a charter school to submit a renewal petition to the chartering authority (CA) no later than September 15 prior to the expiration of the charter, or by an earlier date if mutually agreed upon by the CA and the charter school; specifies that a CA is not precluded from establishing a charter renewal deadline prior to September 15; and, specifies that existing timelines for the consideration of a charter renewal petition by a CA shall not be affected by these provisions.

· Require the governing board of a school district or a CBE to approve or deny a charter school renewal petition no later than December 15 prior to the expiration of the charter.

· Authorize a charter school to appeal a district board's denial of a renewal petition to the CBE, or a CBE’s denial of a renewal petition to the SBE, within 30 days of the date of the denial.
This measure is sponsored by the Los Angeles County Office of Education.

AB 2543 was enrolled to the Governor on August 25, 2010.
AB 2694 (Blumenfield) – Instructional Materials

This bill would expand the definition of "supplementary instructional materials" to include current, relevant technology, and would require school districts to include relevant technology-based materials when adopting instructional materials, if the materials are available and comparable to other, equivalent instructional materials.
This measure is supported by the CSBA and the CFT. No opposition is listed.

This measure was enrolled to the Governor on August 25, 2010. 
SB 847 (Steinberg) – Education Finance

This urgency measure would appropriate $1,201,534,585 from the Federal Trust Fund to the Office of Planning and Research (OPR) for purposes of implementing the federal Education Jobs and Medicaid Assistance Act of 2010 (Education Jobs Act), The OPR would then transfer funding to the CDE to be allocated to local educational agencies on the basis of an equal amount per unit of average daily attendance, as reported for the 2010–11 Second Principal Apportionment and in accordance of a specified schedule. On August 10, 2010, President Obama signed the Education Jobs Act which includes $16.1 billion in expanded Federal Medical Assistance Percentage funding for the states and $10 billion in education funding provided to the states to support an estimated 160,000 education jobs nationwide. The Education Jobs Act requires that the education funds provided to the states be spent by LEAs to prevent teacher layoffs in the 2010–11 school year,
This bill is awaiting a vote on the Assembly Floor.

SB 1298 (Hancock) – Regional Occupation Centers and Programs (ROCP)

This bill would restrict the authority of a school district to withdraw from a ROCP, for the 2011–12 fiscal year if the county board of education or the SBE determines that by doing so, it would negatively impact the CTE services received by high school pupils of other school districts and charter schools in the region. The bill would require a recipient of funds allocated for CTE services to expend those funds in accordance with the regional plan for occupational course sequences in order to meet documented labor market demand and focus on the needs of high school pupils. The bill would make legislative findings and declarations that, to be effective, ROCP course sequences be organized regionally, and integrated across local educational agencies and community colleges, with the active involvement of business, labor, and workforce development agencies.

Under the categorical flex provisions in the current year budget, ROCPs were included in Tier Three flex, which allows districts to receive these funds and use them for other purposes. 

This bill was held on suspense and is now dead.
SSPI Sponsored Bills
AB 1841 (Buchanan) – Special Education: Parental Consent

This bill would bring the EC into compliance with recent federal Individual with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) Part B regulations adopted by the U.S. Department of Education. Specifically, it would clarify the EC to specify that when parents revoke their consent for their child’s Individualized Education Program (IEP), it would terminate their child’s IEP services. The LEA would be precluded from pursuing efforts to require IEP services should the district disagree with the parent’s revocation of consent.
EC Section 56346 must be amended to align with this new federal regulation in order to ensure that California will retain its federal IDEA grant eligibility of $1.2 billion.

This bill was enrolled to the Governor on August 16, 2010.
AB 1874 (Evans) – Vallejo City Unified School District

AB 1874 would extend the deadline for Vallejo City Unified School District (VCUSD) to sell its surplus property from July 1, 2004, to June 30, 2015. SB 1190 (Chesbro), Chapter 53, Statutes of 2004, appropriated $60 million for an emergency loan to VCUSD and required the SSPI to assume all the rights, duties, and powers of the governing board of VCUSD, and to appoint an administrator to serve during the term of the loan. The school district is still operating under a state administrator/trustee. SB 1190 also authorized the school district to sell its surplus property and use the proceeds from the sale to reduce or retire its emergency loan. This authorization was provided until June 30, 2007.
AB 1948 (Evans), Chapter 636, Statutes of 2008, extended the deadline from June 30, 2007 to July 1, 2010. Given the challenges of selling property during these difficult economic times, this bill would allow VCUSD additional time to sell surplus property and use those funds to pay down its emergency loan from the state. 

This measure was signed into law by the Governor on August 17, 2010. 
AB 2081 (Assembly Education Committee) – Technical Issues 
This is the annual CDE Omnibus clean up bill that makes technical changes to provisions in the EC that may be duplicative or outdated. 
This bill was signed by the governor on July 15, 2010.
AB 2560 (Brownley) – School Finance: Construction: Modernization
This bill would provide the CDE and the California School Finance Authority (CSFA) under the Office of the State Treasurer the statutory authority and guidelines on how to disperse the 2010 federal American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) Quality School Construction Bond (QSCB) tax credit volume cap. This bill would address the need for this authority for 2010, while SB 205 addressed the authority for 2009.
This bill was enrolled to the Governor on August 25, 2010.
SB 1354 (Hancock) – California Partnership Academies (CPA)
This bill is a technical clean up measure that would update the criteria for student participation in a CPA. Specifically, it clarifies the six criteria upon which a pupil may be identified as being at-risk. It clarifies one criteria as a score of “below basic” on standardized assessments rather than scoring at the 40th percentile. It also clarifies another criteria, “irregular attendance,” to mean being absent 20 percent or more of the school year. Additionally, it would clarify that CPAs must sequence their courses, which is already done under current practice. 
This measure was enrolled to the Governor on August 25, 2010. 
SCA 6 (Simitian) – Taxation: Educational Entities: Parcel Tax.
The California Constitution conditions the imposition of a special tax by a city, county, or special district upon the approval of two-thirds of the voters of the city, county, or special district voting on that tax, and prohibits these entities from imposing an ad valorem tax on real property or a transactions or sales tax on the sale of real property. This measure would alternatively condition the imposition, extension, or increase of a parcel tax, as defined, by a school district, community college district, or county office of education upon the approval of 55 percent of its voters voting on the proposition, if the proposition meets specified requirements. It would also make conforming changes to related provisions. 
This is an SSPI co-sponsored bill. The Senate Committee on Elections, Reapportionment and Constitutional Amendments Committee’s analysis indicates the Antioch Unified School District, ACSA, Association of Low Wealth Schools, CSBA, California Association of Suburban School Districts, California Communities United Institute, California County Boards of Education, CFT, California School Employees' Association, California Tax Reform Association, California Taxpayers' Association, CTA, Children Now, FIRST 5 Santa Clara County, Fremont Union High School District, Jefferson Elementary School District, League of Women Voters of California, Long Beach City College, Los Angeles Unified School District, Los Gatos - Saratoga Joint Union High School District, numerous individual school board members, Palo Alto Unified School District, Riverside County Schools Advocacy Association, San Carlos School District, SFUSD, San Mateo - Foster City School District, and Scotts Valley Unified School District support this measure. In opposition of this measure are the California Association of Realtors, California Taxpayers' Association, and the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association.

This measure is a two-year bill and is currently on the Senate Floor. 






























California Department of Education

August 2010

