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	SUBJECT

Update on issues related to California’s implementation of No Child Left Behind and other federal programs
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) take action as deemed necessary and appropriate. 

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


This standing item allows the CDE to brief the SBE on timely topics related to No Child Left Behind (NCLB) and other federal programs. 
At it’s March 2008 meeting, the SBE assigned corrective actions to 97 Year 3 Program Improvement (PI) local educational agencies (LEAs) based on 2007 assessment data. 

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


Proposed Timeline for Assigning Corrective Actions to Year 3 PI LEAs in 2008-09

In an effort to ensure that Year 3 PI LEAs are identified and assigned appropriate corrective actions in a timely manner, thereby providing students in those LEAs with the greatest benefit, the CDE is proposing the following timeline for the 2008-09 school year:

August 29, 2008 – Year 3 LEAs are identified for PI based on assessment data from the 2008 administration of the California Standards Tests and reported on the 2008 Accountability Progress Report system.

September 1-15, 2008 – Appeals based on substantive reasons (not on data corrections) may be filed with CDE. CDE will inform LEAs of the status of these appeals by the end of September.
November 5-6, 2008 – The SBE will act upon CDE recommendations to individually assign appropriate corrective actions for each LEA. The recommendation

SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)________________________________________
will be based on individual analysis by the CDE, and may include the use of a Priority Assistance Index, as outlined in Item 21 of the March 2008 SBE Agenda, 
including any refinements made to the Index prior to November 2008, and any additional information provided by the Year 3 PI LEAs that is considered to be pertinent to the assignment of differentiated corrective action. The SBE will also act upon CDE recommendations to individually assign appropriate technical assistance to each LEA. Such technical assistance may include, but not be limited to, working with a county office of education, District Assistance and Intervention Team (DAIT), or other assistance provider approved by the CDE, to analyze the capacities of the LEA including, but not limited to, fiscal, governance, and academic – especially those facing issues with English learners and students with disabilities. The assistance providers will provide technical assistance to the LEAs to fully implement the corrective action, report to the CDE their findings related to the capacity study, and make recommendations for any further action necessary to improve student achievement. These reports will be reviewed and summarized by the CDE for SBE consideration at the March 2009 SBE meeting. 

February 4, 2009 – All Year 3 PI LEAs must submit their revised LEA Plan to the CDE (90 days from the date of assigned corrective action). All capacity studies and recommendations from the county offices of education (COEs), DAITs, or other assigned assistance providers must be submitted to the CDE for review and analysis. The results of this review will be reported to the SBE at the March 2009 SBE meeting.

Progress reports will be filed by the COEs, DAITs or other assigned assistance providers every three months; in June 2009, September 2009, and a final report filed within one month of the end of the contract period. The final report will include recommendations for any further corrective actions deemed necessary.
Federal Monitoring of Title II, Part A

Personnel from the U.S. Department of Education (ED) were in California April 14-17, 2008, to review the state’s progress in meeting the highly qualified teacher provisions of NCLB, as well as our state’s administration of the Title II, Part A grant. Site visits were conducted in three LEAs: Los Angeles Unified, Compton Unified, and Lynwood Unified.
The ED review team examined:  

1. Evidence that the State has developed and implemented procedures to determine whether all teachers of core academic subjects are highly qualified and whether special education teachers who teach core subjects are highly qualified.

2. The data that is reported to the ED in the annual Consolidated State Performance Report.
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3. California’s plan for ensuring that each LEA that has not met annual measurable objectives for highly qualified teachers for two consecutive years has an improvement plan in place and that the state educational agency has provided technical assistance to the LEAs in formulating the plans.

4. LEA applications for and allocation of Title II, Part A funds.

Announcement of Flexibility from U. S. Secretary of Education Margaret Spellings

On March 18, 2008, Secretary Spellings announced a pilot project that would allow ten states to differentiate accountability for schools by allowing them to vary the intensity and type of interventions to match the academic reasons that lead to a school’s identification. This differentiated accountability is meant to assist states by allowing them to target resources and interventions to those schools most in need of intensive interventions and significant reform.
In return states must commit to build capacity for school reform; take the most significant actions for the lowest-performing schools, including addressing the issue of teacher effectiveness; and use data to determine the method of differentiation and categories of intervention.

The criteria for eligibility to participate in this pilot project are:

1. The state’s standards and assessment system must be fully approved as administered in the 2007-08 school year.

2. The state must have no significant monitoring findings related to provisions of NCLB. The ED will also take into consideration significant monitoring findings related to the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act.

3. The state must have an approved highly qualified teacher plan.

4. The state must provide timely and transparent adequate yearly progress information to the public.
	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


Any State or LEA that does not abide by the mandates or provisions of NCLB is at risk of losing federal funding. 

	ATTACHMENT(S)


None.

