aab-sdad-jan08item02

Enclosure A
Page 1 of 3

Response from the California Department of Education (CDE)
to the October 2, 2007, Request from the U.S. Department of Education (ED)
for Further Documentation and Action

Regarding the Implementation of Public School Choice (Choice) in the Sacramento City Unified School District (SCUSD)
The following is offered in response to the request for actions taken by CDE in Sacramento City Unified School District to resolve Choice issues delineated in items numbered 1 and 2 on pages 3 and 4 of the October 2, 2007, letter to CDE from Kerri L. Briggs. 
Actions Taken with Sacramento City Unified School District

To ensure compliance with federal statute and regulations regarding the Choice notification requirements, CDE staff met with SCUSD officials on October 11, 2007, to review the local educational agency's (LEA’s) Choice notification process, letters, and forms and to provide technical assistance.  
We specifically questioned the wording in their letter that implied they were using lack of capacity as a reason for not providing parents with a Choice option. SCUSD indicated that the sentence was inserted to inform parents that they may not get their first choice of the two schools offered, depending on how many requested a particular school. When it was pointed out that their Choice enrollment form did not have any place for the parent to indicate their preference of the two schools, we were informed that the district’s process was to make personal contact with parents to ascertain the parents’ preference and discuss the placement. It was confirmed with the SCUSD administration that these phone calls were made.
CDE staff informed the LEA that any statements that might infer lack of capacity must be deleted from the notification letter and the enrollment form must include a space that allowed parents to indicate their preference of the school sites offered. In addition, the enrollment form must include an address so that parents had the option to either take the completed form to school or mail it. 
SCUSD presented evidence that prior to Choice being offered to any parents, the LEA had identified 251 available spaces in 17 of their non-PI schools, by grade level (Attachment A). With only 41 requests for transfers, this was more than ample space. Ultimately, no transfer requests were denied, although 18 parents changed their minds about accepting the transfer placement. Of the remaining 23, eight students received their first choice of schools and three received their second choice. The remaining 12 students were placed at alternative non-PI schools due to special requests by the parents to place siblings together at the same school. The district was able to accommodate the parents’ requests by offering alternative non-PI schools that may not have been on the original list of Choice schools.
CDE staff also emphasized the importance of timely notification of Choice transfers and prompt placement of all transferred students in their new schools. CDE staff stressed to the district to offer Choice in the spring of the previous year, by coordinating NCLB Choice with open enrollment requirements under state law. Early parent notification would occur for students attending Program Improvement (PI) schools that the LEA knew, based on AYP data, would not be exiting PI the following school year. Early notification would benefit students by allowing them to begin their new school on the first day of school, instead of a month or two into the school year.  SCUSD administration agreed, and they will be offering early notification in spring 2008 for placement in the 2008-09 school year.
Finally, we reiteriated necessary changes to SCUSD notification letters and forms that would remove anything that might be considered a barrier to full participation by parents. SCUSD agreed to make all the changes identified by the CDE staff, and the following specific changes were made:

· deleted the language “availability is also based on the requested school’s current grade level enrollment at the time of the application processing”, so that there is no reference to capacity 
· included information about the academic achievement of the transfer schools 
· revised the enrollment form to allow a parent to identify a preference for a first and second choice school 
· revised the enrollment form to allow a parent to not only return the completed form to the school but also mail in the form (this same change has been made to their SES enrollment form) 
The subsequently revised letters and forms are attached (Attachments B-F). CDE's review of these revisions has determined that appropriate choices are being provided to students and parents, and parents’ preferences are taken into account.
Written Guidance to All LEAs Regarding Lack of Capacity

The CDE developed and distributed a letter to the field regarding Choice on October 26, 2007, by both e-mail and hard copy (Attachment G). The letter reminded LEAs of their responsibilities for implementing Choice and specifically stated that lack of capacity should not be used to deny parents the opportunity to transfer their student from a school in need of improvement to a higher performing school. It also listed suggested options for creating additional capacity where needed.
In addition, CDE staff reviewed and discussed the content of the letter with District and County Categorical Program Directors at the November 6, 2007, monthly meeting (Attachment H). Additional technical assistance on Choice notification and lack of capacity issues will be provided at scheduled workshops for the statewide Title I Conference in April 2008, the California Co-op Directors Conference in February 2008, and the Professional Development Institute planned by the California Association of Administrators of State and Federal Education Programs (CAASFEP) in June 2008 (Attachment I).  
Future Actions to Strengthen Implementation of SES/Choice in California
The CDE is currently considering additional processes for strengthening oversight of supplemental educational services (SES) and Choice implementation throughout the state. The response to the Federal Monitoring Review Report will include more specifics, including the following:
· Reporting by all LEAs in both Consolidated Applications, Parts I and II regarding the numbers of students requesting SES and Choice transfers 
· Continuing to work closely with the largest 20 LEAs in SES and choice implementation, which serve approximately 41 percent of all Title I students in the State 
· Establishing an SES and Choice Task Force to advise the CDE on Choice and SES implementation issues, with assistance of the California Comprehensive Center (CA CC) at WestEd
· Collaborating with the CA CC to establish a comprehensive SES Web site that includes implementation tools
· Collaborating with the CA CC to develop a SES provider evaluation which provides sufficient data to assist in making state decisions on provider effectiveness and continued approval 
· Conducting a mid-year survey of the 20 largest districts for the 2007-08 school year regarding the numbers of the students requesting SES and Choice transfers
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