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The California Department of Education (CDE) is providing the following item to the State Board of Education (SBE) to reflect the Governor’s actions on legislative measures that reached his desk during the first half of the 2009-10 Legislative Session.

The Legislature adjourned the first half of the two-year Legislative Session on September 11, 2009. 

This Legislative Update is presented in two sections. The first section provides an overview of the Fifth Extraordinary Special Legislative Session called to address California’s eligibility for the federal Race to the Top (RTTT) grant. The second provides an update on legislation pertinent to the SBE including the Governor’s recent action taken during the first half of the regular 2009-10 Legislative Session.
Fifth Extraordinary Special Legislative Session

The Governor called for a special session and the Legislature has convened the 5th Extraordinary Session to consider legislation necessary for California to be competitive for the federal RTTT funds. According to the statement released by the Governor’s Office on August 27, 2009, the legislation will include provisions to do the following:

· Link Student Achievement and Teacher Performance Data

· Turn Around Struggling Schools by:
· Repealing California Charter School Cap 

· Allowing parents of students attending a low performing school the freedom to choose to attend another school in the state and removing the cap on “Districts of Choice”
· Focusing efforts on the five percent of schools that consistently underperform.

· Recruit and Retain High-Quality Teachers and Principals by:
· Rewarding teachers who are doing a good job

· Measuring student progress to help identify what works in the classroom.
· Improve Accountability for Schools by:
· Modifying how the state uses data to measure performance to more accurately track the progress of students, teachers, and schools on an annual basis
The Governor has identified SBx5 1 (Romero/Alquist/Huff/Wyland) as the primary legislation to address California’s RTTT eligibility as well as AB 1130 (Solorio) and SB 680 (Romero/Huff). (See pages 10 and 12.)

ABx5 1 (Solorio) - Cohort Growth Model
This measure would expand upon AB 1130 (Solorio) from the 2009-10 Regular Legislative Session. See page 9 for a description of AB 1130. Whereas AB 1130 states the intent of the Legislature that the Public Schools Accountability Act (PSAA) Advisory Committee consider adoption of a cohort growth model, ABx5 1 would require the adoption of a cohort growth model to:

· Identify various performance levels of growth.

· Be incorporated into the PSAA.

· Be consistent with federal Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) of 1965.

· Be consistent with any plan submitted by CDE as a requirement of receiving or allocating federal funds.

SBx5 1 (Romero/Alquist/Huff/Wyland) – Race to the Top
This is an urgency measure that would:
· Declare the intent of the Legislature that California apply for federal RTTT funds and that all necessary steps should be taken to make the state eligible for these funds.
· Remove the prohibition in the Education Code that precludes data in the California Longitudinal Teacher Integrated Data Education System (CALTIDES) from being used in conjunction with the California Longitudinal Pupil Achievement Data System (CALPADS) for personnel evaluations of teachers at the state level.

· Amend existing statute, requiring the State Chief Information Officer to include in its strategic plan, to link the state’s education data systems into one, include interagency agreements to implement the plan, and deliver the plan to the Governor and the Legislature by January 15, 2010. 
· Amend the Charter Schools Act of 1992 to remove the cap on the number of charter schools authorized to operate in California, beginning with the 2009-10 school year.

· Enact the Open Enrollment Act to allow pupils to enroll in any public school in the state. Districts would also be required to establish specific standards on acceptance or rejection of a transfer, including notification of acceptance or rejection within 60 days and any reasons for rejection.
· Be contingent upon the availability of federal funds, and require the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) to recommend to the State Board of Education (SBE) by February 1, 2010, criteria and conditions for identifying the lowest five percent of the historically low-performing schools. 
· Require the SBE to adopt the criteria and conditions, with revisions if necessary, by April 1, 2010. On or before June 1, 2010, and every year thereafter, the SBE and the SSPI would be required to identify the lowest five percent of the historically low-performing schools in the state. 
· Require the SSPI to ensure that the corresponding local educational agency, within 30 days of identifying schools, inform each employee and parent of a child enrolled in an identified school regarding any corrective action the local educational agency takes, if the school undergoes restructuring or if the school fails to make Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP), as determined by the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001.
· Require the SSPI and SBE to direct the school district to evaluate the reasons for the determination for each school identified. 

· Require each district to adopt at a local hearing of the school board one of the seven prescribed restructuring actions as defined by the NCLB Act. 

· If the school is a low-performing high school, require renewal efforts to focus primarily towards attaining a 90% four-year graduation rate. 

· If the school is a low-performing charter school, require the SSPI to recommend revocation of the charter, and require the SBE to hold a revocation hearing within 90 days. 

· Require the CDE to contract for an independent evaluation of the proposals included in this measure, which would be due to the Governor, the Legislature and the Department of Finance by March 1, 2015.

· Amend the Education Code to require CALPADS to consist of data elements that would include:
· The ability to match teachers with their pupils for the purpose of evaluating teacher preparation programs.

· Evaluation data for teachers and principals.

· Pupils’ scores on tests to measure whether pupils are prepared to attend a postsecondary educational institution.

· Information on the performance of students in postsecondary educational institutions and whether they are enrolled in remedial courses.

· Information, including whether pupils in K-12 are prepared to succeed in a postsecondary educational institution.

· The ability to share data from data systems from all segments of public education, including early care and education programs to postsecondary educational institutions.

SBx5 2 (Simitian) – Education Data
This measure is similar to SB 19 (Simitian) a data bill from the 2009-10 Regular Legislative Session. SBx5 2 was introduced as a back up in case SB 19 was vetoed by the Governor, which it was not (see page 13 for description of SB 19). At this time the bill remains as a placeholder for funding RTTT activities.
Legislative Update

The bills included in this information memorandum affect the SBE Principles, 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 836 (Torlakson) - Task Force For Education Technology.
This measure would require the SSPI to establish and convene a task force for education technology for purposes of making preliminary recommendations on technology literacy model standards for grades seven through twelve. The bill would require the task force to consist of no more than 15 education technology experts, including, but not necessarily limited to, parents, current credentialed teachers, administrators, school board members, researchers, and industry representatives. The task force would be required to address issues of professional development, hardware, telecommunications infrastructure, and funding as they relate to technology as part of recommendations that are to be presented to the SBE and the Legislature. 

The September 8, 2009, Senate Floor analysis indicated the following organizations were in support: American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees (AFSCME), AFL-CIO, American Telephone & Telegraph (AT&T), California Alliance of Arts Education, California School Boards Association (CSBA), California School Library Association, California State Parent Teacher Association (CAPTA), California Teachers Association (CTA), Computer Using Educators, Los Angeles County Office of Education (LACOE), Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD), Orange Unified School District, Riverside County Schools Advocacy Association, Santa Clara County Office of Education (SCDOE), and TechAmerica. No opposition was registered. 
This measure was vetoed by the Governor on October 11, 2009. Below is his veto message.

To the Members of the California State Assembly: I am returning Assembly Bill 836 without my signature. Earlier this year, I issued an Executive Order directing the State’s Chief Information Officer (CIO) to establish the Information and Communications Technology (ICT) Digital Literacy Council for the purposes of developing a California Action Plan for ICT Digital Literacy. The CIO is charged with working with stakeholders in both the education and technology fields to develop a plan to incorporate digital literacy in our schools and workforce. This bill would require the Superintendent of Public Instruction (SPI) to establish a task force for education technology, funded by private donations. The SPI does not need additional statutory authority to convene an internal task force for this purpose. Therefore, this bill is unnecessary. For these reasons, I am unable to sign this bill. Sincerely, Arnold Schwarzenegger
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.
SB 147 (DeSaulnier) - California State University Career Technical Education.
This bill would require the Trustees of the California State University (CSU) by January 1, 2014, to develop and implement a procedure for allowing students to satisfy a general elective course requirement for purposes of admission to CSU by completing a high school career technical education (CTE) course that meets criteria established by the SBE, subject to the approval of the Academic Senate.
A similar measure was introduced in the 2008-09 Legislative Measure, which would have required the CSU to adopt all CTE courses that meet the SBE approved CTE model standards. It was held in the Senate Appropriations Committee due to cost.
According to Senate Floor Analysis dated September 3, 2009, the State Building and Construction Trades Council, AFL-CIO, American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees, AFL-CIO, California Association of Regional Occupational Centers and Programs, California Association of Sheet Metal and Air Conditioning Contractors'  Association, California Automotive Business Coalition, California Chapter of the American Fence Contractors Association, California Correctional Peace Officers Association, California Farm Bureau Federation, California Fence Contractors Association, California Industrial and Technology Education Association, California School Employees Association California Space Authority California Teachers Association, Engineer Contractors' Association, Flasher/Barricade Association, Los Angeles Unified School District, Marin Builders' Association, Metropolitan Education District, and Small School Districts' Association support this measure.

The CSU, the University of California, and the California Postsecondary Education Commission are opposed to this measure. 

The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009.Chris Reefe 
SB 471 (Romero) - California Stem Cell and Biotechnology Education and Workforce Development Act of 2009.
This bill would create the California Stem Cell and Biotechnology Education and Workforce Development Act of 2009, to establish stem cell and biotechnology education and workforce development as a state priority and to promote stronger links among industry sectors, the California Institute for Regenerative Medicine (CIRM), and California public schools. The bill would require CDE to post certain information on its Internet Web site, including the CIRM model curriculum on stem cell science, and to communicate to science teachers and school districts the availability of this curriculum. 
The September 9, 2009, Senate Rules Committee analysis indicates that AFSCME, BayBio, BioCom, California Healthcare Institute, CIRM, California State University, Don Reed, Californians for Cures, San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, Student Society for Stem Cell Research and the University of California support this measure. The California Catholic Conference and the Life Legal Defense Foundation are in opposition. 

The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009.Chris Reefe 
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. 
AB 146 (Mendoza) - Instructional Materials: Delivery.
This measure, amended on September 1, 2009, would apply to school districts with 25,000 or fewer students. This bill would require a publisher or manufacturer of instructional materials offered for adoption or sale in California to guarantee delivery, if applicable, by the date specified in the contract with the district and would make a publisher or manufacturer that fails to deliver instructional materials within 60 days of the receipt of a purchase order from a school district liable for damages in the amount of $500 for each working day that the order is delayed beyond 60 calendar days unless late delivery results from a terrorist attack, natural disaster, act of war, worker strike, or delay in implementing governing board requirements. A $20,000 liability limit applies to any individual purchase order placed by a school district pursuant to this subdivision. The SBE adopted a regulation (California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 9530) which mirrored this bill, but was repealed for lack of statutory authority. A similar bill, AB 357 (Mendoza), was introduced in 2008, and would have made a manufacturer liable for damages if it did not deliver instructional materials within 60 days of receiving the purchase order from the district. The measure was vetoed by the Governor, who stated that districts already have the ability to negotiate penalties for publishers and therefore a statuatory mandate was unnecessary. 
The September 3, 2009, Senate Floor analysis indicates that AFL-CIO, Association of California School Administrators (ACSA), the Antioch Unified School District, the Riverside County Schools Advocacy Association, and California Federation of Teachers (CFT) support this measure. The Office of the Secretary of Education is oppposed to this measure. 
This measure was vetoed by the Governor on October 11, 2009. Below is his veto message.

I am returning Assembly Bill 146 without my signature. This bill is unnecessary since districts of any size may enter into contractual agreements with publishers and can negotiate any level of penalty based on a variety of contract terms, even without statutory mandate. I vetoed a similar bill last year on the same basis. For these reasons, I am unable to sign this bill. Sincerely, Arnold Schwarzenegger
AB 487 (Brownley) - Instructional Materials: Sale Of Surplus Or Undistributed Obsolete Instructional Materials.

As amended on July 14, 2009, this measure would require that all of the proceeds from the sale of surplus or undistributed obsolete instructional materials made by the SBE, school districts or County Offices of Education (COE) would be made available for school districts and COE’s to acquire basic instructional materials, supplemental instructional materials, or technology-based materials. This measure would also delete provisions authorizing the sale of surplus or undistributed obsolete instructional materials only to organizations that agree to use the materials solely for educational purposes and would authorize districts and COEs to sell surplus and obsolete materials without specifying the end use. Similar legislation has been introduced in the past that would have authorized the sale of usable surplus or undistributed obsolete instructional materials by school districts including: AB 1342 (Mendoza) in the 2007-08 Session, AB 2654 (Coto) in the 2005-06 Session, and AB 93 (Horton) in the 2005-06 Session, all of which were held in their house of origin. 
The July 9, 2009, Senate Revenue and Taxation Committee’s analysis indicates that AFSCME, Antioch Unified School District, and the San Francisco Unified School District (SFUSD) support this measure. No opposition was registered. 
The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009.Chris Reefe 
AB 1398 (Blumenfield) - Technology-Based Materials.
This bill would change the definition of "technology-based materials," for purposes of the instructional materials of the California Education Code (EC), to include the electronic equipment required to make use of those materials only if that equipment is to be used by pupils and teachers as a learning resource. This bill would ensure that school districts continue to provide all students with sufficient textbooks and instructional materials by clarifying that the authority provided by this bill would not relieve a district from complying with the requirements of the EC and may not occur if a COE has found the district to be out of compliance with that code section. The implication of this bill is that the SBE might have to include technology equipment in future adoptions in the same manner that they are required to provide textbooks. Organizations in support believe local schools must have the authority and opportunity to purchase equipment necessary to bring technology-based course curricula to life, while those in opposition believe that the state already is not able to meet the current instructional materials’ obligation in the core subjects and that computers are not a substitute for instructional content. 
The September 1, 2009, Senate Floor analysis indicates that Antioch Unified School District, the Association of California School Administrators (ACSA), the California County Boards of Education (CCBE), CTA, LAUSD, QUALCOMM global company, SFUSD, Sony Corporation, and Tech America support this measure. The Association of American Publishers, Inc. and Pearson Publishers are opposed to this measure. 

The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009.Chris Reefe 
SB 247 (Alquist) - Instructional Materials.
This measure would authorize a local governing board to use funding from the Instructional Materials Funding Realignment (IMFR) program to purchase state-adopted instructional materials for kindergarten through grade eight, inclusive, and state standards-aligned materials for grades nine to twelve, inclusive, in an electronic or hardbound format if it can ensure that each pupil will be provided with a copy of the instructional materials to use at school and at home. The measure also clarifies that providing access to the materials at school and at home does not require a local educational agency (LEA) to purchase two sets of materials. 
The August 18, 2009, Senate Floor analysis indicates that the California Manufacturers & Technology Association, LACOE, SDCOE, Santa Clara County Office of Education and TechAmerica support this measure. No opposition was registered. The Office of the Secretary for Education has a support position on SB 247.
The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009.Chris Reefe 
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 Development Test (CELDT).
AB 429 (Brownley) - The Public Schools Accountability Act of 1999: Advisory Committee.
This bill would encourage the Public Schools Accountability Act (PSAA) of 1999 Advisory Committee, by January 1, 2011, to make recommendations to the SSPI on the methodology for generating a measurement of academic performance using unique pupil identifiers and for developing a longitudinally valid assessment system in which annual academic growth can provide a more accurate and valid measure of a school's academic achievement growth and a pupil's academic achievement growth over time. It would also require the SSPI to immediately forward the recommendations to the SBE and the appropriate policy and fiscal committees of the Legislature, and the Department of Finance (DOF). Implementation of the recommendations would be contingent upon funding allocated in the annual budget act or other statute. To date, no funding has been allocated for this purpose.
The September 9, 2009, Senate Floor analysis indicates that ACSA, CCBE, CFT, CSBA, CAPTA, CTA, Californians Together Coalition, Hispanic Association of Colleges and Universities, LACOE, SFUSD, and SDCOE support this measure. No opposition was registered. 

This measure was vetoed by the Governor on October 11, 2009. Below is his veto message.

I am returning Assembly Bill 429 without my signature. I appreciate the author's intent to address the issue of measuring annual academic achievement growth in schools. However, this bill circumvents the authority of the State Board of Education (SBE), by not providing the SBE with the authority to approve or modify the recommendations of the Public Schools Accountability Act advisory committee. I encourage the author to work with my Administration in the education Special Session to craft an acceptable measure. For these reasons, I am unable to sign this bill. Sincerely, Arnold Schwarzenegger
AB 476 (Torlakson) - The Standardized Testing and Reporting Program.
This measure would require the SSPI, on or before April 1, 2010, to contract with an independent evaluator for a meta analysis of existing information and data from the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) program to include a report to the Legislature, the Governor and the SBE by November 1, 2010. The evaluation would examine prior analysis of the alignment between the assessments and content standards. The evaluation would also include analysis of the following: usefulness of the STAR in state and local evaluations as well as its usefulness as a classroom diagnostic; evaluation of test results by student subgroups, including any group that has been differentially affected and other areas as specified. The bill would require the evaluator to submit recommendations on a variety of areas, including alternative diagnostic assessments that align with state content standards and vertical alignment. This bill would require the PSAA advisory committee to advise the SSPI on the independent evaluation of the STAR program, including making recommendations regarding the selection of the independent evaluator and the evaluation parameters. The bill would require the SSPI to appoint four additional members to the PSAA advisory committee for these purposes. Under existing law, the SBE participates in the STAR contract negotiations and PSAA recommendations are approved by the SBE.

The September 1, 2009, Senate Floor analysis indicates that ACSA, Business for Science, Math and Related Technologies Education, California Alliance for Arts Education, CTA, Small School Districts Association (SSDA), and California Science Teachers Association support this measure. No opposition was registered. 

This measure was vetoed by the Governor on October 11, 2009. Below is his veto message.

I am returning Assembly Bill 476 without my signature. The objectives of this bill are duplicative of work already being done by a variety of sources. Not only have there been reviews of California's standards and assessment system by the United States Department of Education's peer review process, the California Department of Education has a process which has included an independent alignment study and review of test items by various content and test development experts. Finally, this bill circumvents the State Board of Education in the selection of the independent evaluator and approving the evaluation and its recommendations. For these reasons, I am unable to sign this bill. Sincerely, Arnold Schwarzenegger  

AB 1130 (Solorio) - Academic performance.
This bill would require that if the PSAA advisory committee considers a measure of annual academic achievement growth by cohort or adopted through a state plan pursuant to a federal requirement or waiver, the committee would then have to: 1) utilize a growth model in the public domain that is not proprietary; 2) be able to be replicated by an independent statistician; 3) be able to be fully and accurately explain in a document available to the public. This bill also would declare legislative intent that the advisory committee considers recommendations of a study that was required pursuant to the 2007 Budget Act and federal requirements and guidance from the federal Department of Education (ED), and waivers for cohort growth measures approved for other states. This bill further declares legislative intent that the advisory committee considers measures used by other states to determine grade level performance benchmarks that indicate statistical confidence for several specified indicators.

The September 1, 2009, Senate Floor analysis indicates that ACSA, CSBA, CTA, and EdVoice (Sponsor) support this measure. The Governor supports this measure as part of his Race to the Top legislative package.

The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009.Chris Reefe 
AB 1435 (V. Manuel Perez) - Public school accountability.
This bill would require PSAA advisory committee to provide recommendations to the SSPI regarding the inclusion of the California English Language Development Test or a series of tests developed or acquired pursuant to EC Section 60810 and the feasibility of including English learner proficiency as a part of the API. The SSPI, with the approval of the SBE, would be required to include the measures in the API. The DOF is opposed to this measure due the costs that would be imposed by this measure. 

The September 1, 2009, Senate Floor analysis indicates that the ACSA and Californians Together support this measure. No opposition was registered.

This measure was vetoed by the Governor on October 11, 2009. Below is his veto message.

I am returning Assembly Bill 1435 without my signature. The Public School Accountability Act advisory committee and the Superintendent of Public Instruction already have the authority to make the recommendations specified in this bill. Therefore, this bill is unnecessary. Furthermore, the California English Language Development Test would have to be substantially revised from its current form as a diagnostic test to be a valid and reliable academic achievement test before it should be considered for inclusion in the Academic Performance Index. For these reasons, I am unable to sign this bill. Sincerely, Arnold Schwarzenegger
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

SB 312 (Romero) - Public meetings and hearings.
This bill would require the SBE and the State Allocation Board (SAB) to provide for live video and audio transmission of all meetings and hearings that are open to the public through a technology that is accessible to as large a segment of the public as possible. The bill would require the SBE and the SAB to take all reasonable steps to provide for live video and audio transmission of all meetings and hearings that are open to the public through cable television, Webcast, and the K–12 High Speed Network. The SBE and the SAB also would be required to consult with the State Chief Information Officer for the purposes of implementing the provisions of the bill. 

The August 28, 2009, Senate Floor analysis indicates that AT&T, CSBA, LAUSD, Riverside County Schools Advocacy, and SSDA are in support of this measure. Regardless of this measure, CDE intends to Webcast the SBE meetings through the Imperial County Office of Education K-12 High Speed Network, as soon as possible. 

The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009.Chris Reefe 
SB 680 (Romero) - School Attendance: interdistrict transfers.
This bill would require any communication made by a district that allows enrollment of students under the choice options as described in EC Section 48301 to be factually accurate and not target individual parents or guardians or residential neighborhoods on the basis of a child’s actual or perceived academic or athletic performance or any other personal characteristic. This bill would also require a school district of choice, at its expense, to ensure that the auditor, who conducts the annual financial audit of the district, review the compliance with the requirements for a random, unbiased selection process and appropriate communications, which would occur simultaneous to conducting the annual audit.

SB 680 would prohibit a school district of choice from rejecting a transfer request from a special needs student, including an individual with exceptional needs, or an English learner.

SB 680 would allow a school district of residence to: 1) limit transfers if the district has a negative or qualifed status on the most recent budget certification, or 2) limit the number of students that are identified by the county superintendent of schools, if the county superintendent determines that the district will not meet the standards and criteria for fiscal stability for the subsequent fiscal year as a result of the effect of additional student transfers in that fiscal year. Notwithstanding any other provision regarding interdistrict transfers, this bill would allow a student to attend a school district of choice, including students who had received a notice of eligibility to enroll in the choice district or had been selected by means of a random selection process before June 30, 2009.

SB 680 would require a school district of choice to add specified categories of requests for transfers as part of its annual accounting and also provide this information to the DOF. This bill would delete the requirement that the SSPI annually report this information to the Governor, the Legislature, and the public by April 1. Instead, this bill would require that the DOF provide this information to the Legislative Analyst upon request, and require that the Legislative Analyst make specified information available to the Governor and the appropriate fiscal and policy committees of the Legislature regarding interdistrict transfers.

SB 680 would delete the prohibition and allow governing boards to become school districts of choice. This measure would extend the provisions of law governing interdistrict transfers to July 1, 2016 and would repeal those provisions as of January 1, 2017.

Finally, this bill would require the Legislative Analyst to conduct a comprehensive evaluation of the interdistrict transfer program and provide recommendations regarding the extension of the program. The Legislative Analyst would be required to include in its evaluation the annual data provided by the SSPI and the Legislative Analyst, and the evaluation report would be due to the appropriate policy committees of the Legislature and the Governor by November 1, 2014. 

The Governor supports this measure as part of his Race to the Top legislative package.

The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009.Chris Reefe 
SB 191 (Wright) - Charter Schools Funding.
This bill would prohibit the funding formula established by SB 319 (Migden), Chapter 355, Statutes of 2005, from applying to a charter school established through the conversion of an existing public school within a unified school district on or after January 1, 2010, and requires the conversion charter school established after January 1, 2010, to receive general purpose funding through the charter school block grant. This measure does not preclude a charter school or unified school district from agreeing to an alternative funding formula. 

The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009.Chris Reefe 
SSPI Sponsored Bills
AB 174 (Carter) - School District Reorganization.
Under current law, county committees on school district organization (county committees) review and make recommendations to the SBE on school district unification proposals. The reviews conducted by county committees include public hearings and analyses of the same conditions that the SBE considers. AB 174 would allow county committees to approve those unifications in which all affected districts support the unification and the county superintendent of schools supports the local approval process. These proposals would not have to come to the SBE for additional approval. AB 174 would maintain the existing requirement for a local election on the unification proposal. Although many unifications are locally controversial (i.e., one or more affected districts are opposed to the unification), a number of unifications are supported by all affected districts as well as by the county committee. The SBE has never disapproved a unification proposal that was supported by all affected districts and the county committee. The SBE has heard and approved 21 such unifications in the past 12 years. Last year, a similar measure was introduced, AB 2243 (Carter) that was vetoed by the Governor given the historic delay in passing the 2008‑09 State Budget. This measure is sponsored by the SSPI. 
The July 14, 2009, Senate Floor analysis indicates that the California County Boards of Education (CCBE) is supportive of this measure. The DOF is opposed to this measure stating that "this bill would likely accelerate the number of district reorganizations that would result in higher costs to the state at a time of severe fiscal uncertainty and that this bill could create a reimbursable state mandate to perform the additional duties proposed for districts under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process." 

The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009.Chris Reefe 
AB 261 (Salas) - Pupil Records: Privacy Rights.
This bill would amend the EC to bring it into compliance with the federal Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) regulations in order to maintain the state’s Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) eligibility. A similar measure was sponsored last year, AB 2630 (Salas), but was vetoed by the Governor due to concerns that the bill appeared to exceed federal law. AB 261 has been amended to address those concerns. 
The July 14, 2009, Senate Judiciary Committee Analysis indicates the SSPI, AFSCME, and AFL-CIO support this measure. No opposition was registered.
This measure was vetoed by the Governor on October 11, 2009. Below is his veto message.

I am returning Assembly Bill 261 without my signature. While the stated intent of this bill is purported to conform state special education law to changes to the federal Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, its provisions appear to expand beyond federal requirements, and therefore could expose the State to significant reimbursable state mandate costs. Therefore, I am unable to sign this bill. Sincerely, Arnold Schwarzenegger Chris Reefe 
SB 19 (Simitian) - Education Data.
This bill would enact statutory changes relating to the collection, reporting and use of data in both California Longitudinal Pupil Achievement Data System (CALPADS) and California Longitudinal Teacher Information Data Education System (CALTIDES) which are necessary to meet the requirements recently proposed by ED for funding under the purposes of competing for federal Race to the Top funds. 
The Senate Floor Analysis dated September 17, 2009, indicates Children Now, the Education Trust – West, Fight Crime: Invest in Kids California, the League of Women Voters of California, and Preschool California support this measure. This is an SSPI co-sponsored bill. No opposition was registered.
The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009.Lupita Alcalá 
SB 509 (Committee on Education) - Education.
This measure corrects errors, resolves conflicts in code sections, deletes obsolete references, and makes other noncontroversial changes to the EC. The contents of this bill are agreed upon by the education omnibus staff work group prior to inclusion in the bill so there is no support or opposition registered. 

The Governor signed this measure into law on October 11, 2009. 
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 COE upon the approval of 55 percent of its voters voting on the proposition, and 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, CCBE, CFT, CSBA, California School Employees' Association, CAPTA, 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, LAUSD, 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, Scotts Valley Unified School District, and the SSPI 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 passed the Senate Education Committee and is currently in the Senate Third Reading File. Lupita Alcalá 

































