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	SUBJECT

The Reading First Program (Title I, Part B, Federal No Child Left Behind Act), the Discontinuation of Funding for Ravenswood City School District Due to Lack of Significant Progress as Required, California Education Code Section 51700 and California Code of Regulations, Title 5 sections 11991-11991.2.
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	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) deny the appeal and discontinue the Reading First program funding for Ravenswood City School District (Ravenswood City SD) per Significant Progress regulation requirements of the Reading First Academic Index (RFAI).

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


In January 2006, the SBE adopted the Reading First Academic Index (RFAI) used in the definition of Significant Progress in improving reading achievement in kindergarten through grade three (Attachment 1). The RFAI includes three types of weighted achievement data:  (1) grades two and three Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program California Standards Tests (CST) in English-language arts (ELA), 60 percent; (2) grade three STAR California Achievement Test, Sixth Edition (CAT/6) norm-referenced subtests in reading, language arts, and spelling, 10 percent; and (3) the Reading First End-of-Year (EOY) Reading Assessments in either English or Spanish for kindergarten through grade three, 30 percent. It should be noted that although the state discontinued the CAT/6 assessment in 2009, the RFAI used for this Significant Progress determination is based on 2008 assessment data which included CAT/6. The 2009 RFAI is being reformulated and will not include the CAT/6.

The Significant Progress standard requires that more than half of an LEA’s schools score above one standard deviation below the mean on the RFAI for an LEA’s cohort. A cohort is made up of all the LEAs that were funded in the same round of sub-grant competition.

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS… (Cont.)


As defined in the current regulations, the measure of Significant Progress does not measure reading achievement progress from year to year, but measures the attainment of reading achievement as reflected by an LEA’s RFAI score in the fourth year of implementation of the program. The Reading and Literacy Partnership, the advisory committee to Reading First, considered many options in defining Significant Progress and advised that the measure as set forth in the regulations provides sufficient opportunity for an LEA to demonstrate that it has achieved Significant Progress.
There are 120 LEAs that have participated in the Reading First program. In November 2008, the SBE voted to discontinue the Reading First program funding for Mt. Diablo Unified School District, based upon the LEA’s RFAI and the fact that the LEA did not meet the Significant Progress criteria, pursuant to California Education Code Section 51700 and California Code of Regulations, Title 5 (5 CCR) sections 11991-11991.2. 

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


Ravenswood City SD is a cohort three LEA participating in the Reading First program.  

Reading First is an initiative intended to improve the reading achievement of high poverty and low achieving students in kindergarten through grade three. The program requires specific practices and materials based upon high quality research on how all children (those with English as their first language and those learning it as a second language) can best be taught to read.  In return for agreeing to implement the program, as required (each district and school signs assurances committing the district and school to implementing specific practices for students, teachers and principals), Reading First provides funding and technical assistance resources in districts with at least 40 percent or 1,000 or more second and third grade students scoring below basic and far below basic on the ELA portion of the CSTs. Additionally, the district must meet the low socioeconomic requirements under Title I, Part A and have at least 60 percent or 2,000 students qualify as low income.  Districts were given a commitment for four years of funding and when fifth year funding was made available, it was predicated on districts being able to show significant progress with the use of the program.
As part of the state’s commitment to each participating LEA, one of eight regional technical assistance centers (RTAC) is assigned to provide technical assistance. The RTACs coordinate and support professional development and technical assistance to teachers, coaches, and principals as needed. They meet with and advise LEA leadership teams, facilitate network meetings and visits to other districts, and provide assistance with assessments and implementation of core programs as well as address any obstacles preventing full implementation of the Reading First assurances (Attachment 2). The Reading First assurances were part of the original grant application and the superintendent, as well as each principal in participating schools, signed an

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


agreement to comply with the Reading First assurances. The RTAC is required to make a minimum of three visits annually, as stipulated in the RTAC scope of work.

All districts participating in the Reading First program were notified by mail of Significant Progress regulations on September 27, 2007 (Attachment 3). Ravenswood City SD received a warning letter January 7, 2008, that stated they were in danger of not meeting the standard for Significant Progress and could lose Reading First funding (Attachment 4). 
As defined in 5 CCR, Section 11991.1, Significant Progress measures reading achievement as reflected by the LEA’s RFAI score after the fourth year of implementation of the program. In order to continue to receive Reading First  funding, an LEA must achieve the Significant Progress standard. Ravenswood  City SD did not achieve Significant Progress following its fourth year due to only one of their three schools meeting the Significant Progress standard. The requirement states that at least half of the participating schools must meet or exceed the RFAI cut point. On January 12, 2009, a notification letter was mailed to Ravenswood City SD that stated they had not met Significant Progress and would no longer be receiving Reading First funding (Attachment 5).

Ravenswood City SD submitted an appeal within the required time frame (Attachment 6). They have three schools participating in the Reading First program; Belle Haven, Green Oaks, and Willow Oaks. The district states in their appeal that the RFAI scores indicate improved achievement as documented in the following table:

Ravenswood City SD RFAI Scores

	Participating

Schools
	2006
	2007
	2008
	06-08 Change

	Required RFAI


	32.2
	34.8
	37.6
	

	Belle Haven RFAI
	30.2*
	33.2*
	34.0*
	+3.8

	Green Oaks RFAI
	17.5*
	23.9*
	34.3*
	+16.8

	Willow Oaks RFAI
	36.0
	34.1*
	42.5
	+6.5

	*Did not meet requirement


	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


Ravenswoood City SD History of Implementation of Reading First
Upon investigation and discussion with the external evaluator, the CDE noted that the low scores for Green Oaks in 2006 and 2007 are due to the district not submitting complete EOY assessment data, despite this being a requirement for grant participation and funding. 

Ravenswood City SD states that since the 2007-08 school year, it has been monitoring to ensure fidelity to the core program as outlined in the Reading First assurances and increase student achievement. However, Ravenswood began receiving Reading First funding in the 2004-05 school year ($328,000) and its history of compliance with the Reading First assurances demonstrates an intentional lack of compliance that was systemic. During this time it continued to receive over $300K per year. The intentional lack of compliance was documented throughout 2004-05 through 2005-06 at the school site, district, and board level. It was noted in 2005 that the district Director of Literacy was openly critical of the Reading First practices, spoke at public board meetings against the research-based program adopted by the district for Reading First schools. On June 7, 2005, the Ravenswood City SD school board adopted a resolution that directly contradicted the Reading First annual assurances that the district and school leadership signed to receive the Reading First grants. 

CDE documented Ravenswood City SD’s non-compliance with the Reading First assurances. Site visit reports by the RTAC confirm that implementation was problematic at Ravenswood City SD and assessment and program implementation data was not submitted, as required. The CDE reviewed the Implementation Survey (Attachment 9) and the Budgets and Expenditure Reports (Attachment 10) that were completed by the district in 2005. These documents indicated that no teachers participated in the professional development training in 2004-05, as required. Additionally, the documents indicate that only the grade three teachers were using the adopted curriculum materials exclusively for teaching Reading/Language Arts. The Reading First assurances state that Reading First sites will “…ensure the full implementation of the adopted reading/language arts program for K-3 teachers and ensure that any supplemental materials, technology programs, or staff development programs will be in alignment with the scientific research-based, adopted program.”

The CDE also researched the student population and found the district has over 79 percent of their students designated English learners (ELs) and over 88 percent of the students are socioeconomically disadvantaged (SED). This is not unusual for Reading First districts since they are required to have at least 40 percent of students in grades 2 
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


and 3 scoring below basic and far below basic on the ELA portion of the CST’s and have at least 60 percent or 2,000 students qualify as low-income.
Ravenswood City SD states in their appeal that beginning in July 2007, new site and district leadership had established a strong focus on fidelity of implementation, adherence to the Reading First assurances, and a new system of accountability for student achievement.

The CDE has been well aware of the changes that occurred during this time period. The CDE has made two site visits to the Ravenswood City SD, one in January 2008 and another in February 2009 (Attachment 11). Both visits indicated the Reading First assurances were being followed as evidenced in classroom walkthroughs with the RTAC, principals, and coaches. The areas of concern noted in 2005 were being addressed. Teachers and coaches were participating in training. The district staff were monitoring as well as providing assistance with program implementation. New coaches and principals were working collaboratively with the teachers to improve instructional practices. However, when RTAC visited in February 2008 (year 5) it noted that: 1) teachers in Ravenswood USD Reading First program still did not understand the instructional sequence of Open Court, 2) evidence of all classrooms meeting the required number of minutes was lacking, and, 3) district pacing schedules were not in place.  All three of these elements are primary requirements of the Reading First program in the first year. 
Ravenswood City SD also claims in their appeal that they did not receive support from the California Technical Assistance Center (CTAC) and the RTAC “for the entire duration of the grant.”

The CDE investigated this portion of the appeal. The first year of funding (2004-2005), Ravenswood received strong support as evidenced by the RTAC site visit reports in January, February, March, and April of 2005 (Attachment 7 and 8). There was also a scheduled date for the CTAC and RTAC to present Reading First information to the Ravenswood City SD School Board. Documentation reflects that there were Reading First implementation compliance issues from 2004 through the spring of 2006. Ravenswood City SD continued to receive funding throughout this time period. The CTAC and CDE documented compliance issues (Attachment 12). On June 6, 2005, the administrator of the Reading/Language Arts Leadership Office, Craig Heimbichner, sent Ravenswood City SD’s Superintendent LaDawn Law a memo stating that “continuance in the Reading First program is conditional upon honoring the agreed upon Assurances that are stated in Appendix G of the sub grant” (Attachment 2). From 
approximately September 2005 through June 2007, the RTAC did not make any 
site visits to Ravenswood City SD nor did Ravenswood City SD request site 
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visits. During this time, the district teachers and coaches continued to attend the Reading First professional development sessions, the principal/coach summits, and quarterly LEA sessions. 
When the new district leadership started in fall 2007, they contacted the CTAC and CDE and requested technical assistance and site visits. Full support was resumed as required by the grant. 

In reviewing the appeal and all documentation, the CDE recognizes that Ravenswood City SD has made changes in their implementation of the Reading First program and the student achievement data indicates improvement since these changes were implemented, albeit 4 years after they signed assurances that they would make such changes. However, the Reading First Significant Progress standard adopted by the SBE, that would ensure continued funding, was not met by at least two of the three participating schools after four years of implementation as the regulations require.
Based upon Ravenswood City SD’s inability to meet the significant progress criteria following the fourth year of implementation as defined in the SBE-adopted regulations for the RFAI (Attachment 1) and on the previous SBE action regarding a similar appeal, the CDE recommends denial of the Ravenswood City SD appeal.

	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


The CDE’s recommendation is to deny Ravenswood City SD’s appeal and discontinue funding for the FY 2009-2010 and all subsequent years. Ravenswood City SD would not receive its $292,500 grant in FY 2009-2010. (This amount is based on the FY 2008-09 number of classrooms funded).

	ATTACHMENT(S)


Attachment 1:   Significant Progress Regulations (2 Pages)

Attachment 2:   Appendix G: School Site Assurances and Related Certification     

                         (1 Page)

Attachment 3:   California Department of Education’s Significant Progress Notification       

                         Letter to All Districts (2 Pages)

	ATTACHMENT(S) (Cont.)


Attachment 4:   California Department of Education’s Warning Letter to Ravenswood 
                         City SD (2 Pages)

Attachment 5:   California Department of Education’s Notification Letter to Ravenswood   

                         City SD (3 Pages)

Attachment 6:   Appeal Letter from Ravenswood City SD (3 Pages)

Attachment 7:   RTAC Site Visit Reports 2004-2006 (10 Pages)
Attachment 8:   Reading First LEA Record – In Crisis (3 Pages) (This attachment is not 

                
available for Web viewing. A printed copy is available for viewing in the State Board of Education office.)

Attachment 9: 
Implementation Survey 2004-05 (6 Pages) (This attachment is not available for Web viewing. A printed copy is available for viewing in the State Board of Education office.)

Attachment 10: Ravenswood Budgets and Expenditure Reports 2004-2008 

                        (23 Pages) (This attachment is not available for Web viewing. A printed copy is available for viewing in the State Board of Education office.)

Attachment 11: RTAC Site Visit Reports 2008-2009 (2 Pages)

Attachment 12:
Additional Compliance Issue Documents (16 Pages) (This attachment is not available for Web viewing. A printed copy is available for viewing in the State Board of Education office.)

TITLE 5. Education
Division 1. California Department of Education
Chapter 11. Special Programs
Subchapter 22.5 Reading First Achievement Index/Definition 
of Significant Progress

§ 11991. Reading First Achievement Index.

(a) The California Reading First Plan, approved by the United States Department of Education on August 23, 2002, requires the development of criteria to determine progress for Reading First local educational agencies (LEAs). To comply with this requirement, the Reading First Achievement Index (RFAI) was created. The RFAI is an annually calculated numerical index of a school’s reading achievement in kindergarten through grade three, and comprises weighted test results from the following assessments:
(1) The Standardized Testing and Reporting Program (STAR), California Standards Test (CST) in English language arts, for grades two and three. Each of these assessments is weighted as 30 percent of a school’s RFAI, for a total of 60 percent; 
(2) The STAR norm-referenced subtests in reading, language arts, and spelling for grade three. The reading subtest is weighted as 6 percent, the language arts subtest as 2 percent, and the spelling subtest as 2 percent of a school’s RFAI, for a total of 10 percent; and
(3) The Reading First End-of-Year Reading Assessments in either English or Spanish for kindergarten through grade three. The kindergarten and grade three assessments are each weighted as 5 percent of a school’s RFAI, and grade one and two assessments are each weighted as 10 percent of a school’s RFAI, for a total of 30 percent. 
(b) If a school does not have test results as specified in section 11991(a), due to either not having classrooms in one or more of the primary grade levels, kindergarten through grade three, or having less than 11 students in any grade level, the LEA’s mean values on those missing data elements will be used to calculate the school’s RFAI. 
(c) If a school does not submit test results for any of the assessments specified in section 11991(a), a value of zero will be used for that data element to calculate the school’s RFAI. 
(d) If a school does not have at least 45 percent of the RFAI weights specified in section 11991(a), an RFAI will not be calculated for that school. 
NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 12001, 12032 and 33031, Education Code. Reference: Section 51700, Education Code; 20 USC 6361 (Title I, Part B, federal No Child Left Behind Act).

§ 11991.1. Defining Significant Progress/Continuance of Reading First Funding.

(a) In order to continue to receive Reading First Funding, a local educational agency (LEA) must achieve "significant progress" which is defined as having at least half of the LEA’s Reading First schools, which have an RFAI, achieve an RFAI that is above one standard deviation below the mean on the RFAI for the LEA’s cohort. 
(b) A cohort is made up of all the LEAs that were funded in the same round of subgrant competition. 
(c) Cohort One is defined as all of the LEAs in the round of subgrant competition that was funded commencing November 13, 2002.

(d) For Cohort One, if a LEA fails to make significant progress after the fifth year of implementation, the California Department of Education (CDE) shall notify the LEA that it will not be funded for the next year of implementation. 
(e) For all other cohorts, if a LEA fails to make significant progress after the fourth year of implementation, CDE shall notify the LEA that it will not be funded for the next year of implementation. 
NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 12001, 12032 and 33031, Education Code. Reference: Section 51700, Education Code; 20 USC 6362 (Title I, Part B, federal No Child Left Behind Act).

§ 11991.2. Appeal Process.

(a) For Cohort One, if an LEA fails to make significant progress after the fifth year of implementation, or for all other cohorts, if an LEA fails to make significant progress after the fourth year of implementation, CDE shall notify them in writing that they will not be funded for the next year of implementation (defunding determination). Such notice shall also include information regarding the LEA’s ability to appeal the defunding determination.
(b) If an LEA chooses to appeal the defunding determination, the following process shall be adhered to:
(1) Within 30 days of receipt of the defunding determination notification, the LEA shall file a written request for appeal with the CDE. The request shall include an explanation of the basis for the appeal and any supporting documentation.
(2) Upon receipt of an LEA appeal, the CDE shall have 30 days to investigate the appeal. CDE shall have the right to request the LEA to provide additional or clarifying information. CDE shall also have the right to reasonably extend the investigation period for up to an additional 30 days, if in its opinion, more time is required to complete a thorough review of the appeal and supporting documents.
(3) Upon completion of its investigation, CDE shall make a recommendation to the SBE to either uphold or deny the LEA’s appeal, including the reasons for such recommendation. CDE shall also notify the LEA that its investigation is complete and that the recommendation has been forwarded to the SBE.
(4) The SBE shall consider the recommendation at the earliest regularly scheduled SBE meeting at which the appeal can be placed on the Agenda.
(c) An LEA involved in the appeal process may continue to offer the Reading First program while the appeal is being considered and a final determination achieved. 
NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 12001, 12032 and 33031, Education Code. Reference: Section 51700, Education Code; 20 USC 6362 (Title I, Part B, federal No Child Left Behind Act).

Appendix G: School Site Assurances and Related Certification

School Site Assurances - REQUIRED

On behalf of the school, the principal and vice principal, as instructional leaders, agree to:


Establish a well-defined school vision (supporting district vision) with goals and objectives for student achievement (including the belief that all students can read at grade level if adequately taught).


Support full implementation of the district’s state-adopted reading/language arts program and protect the daily instructional time from disruptions for a minimum of 2.5 hours for Grades 1-3 and 1 hour for Kindergarten, through use of a pacing schedule. 


Require, in Year 1, or the first year the teachers work at a Reading First school site, that all teachers (K-3 and K-12 special education) participate in a state-approved AB 466 program that may be provided by the LEA (with LEA responsible for 80 hours of practicum).


Require, in Years 2 and 3, professional development tied to the adopted materials and building on year 1 professional development for K-3 and special education teachers, coaches, coordinators, and principals, in accordance with the LEA’s approved plan, and with technical assistance from the Technical Assistance Centers, as requested by the LEA.


Be involved in, and knowledgeable of, the instructional delivery of the program.


Organize and support regular, collaborative, grade level teacher meetings to discuss use of the instructional program and student results on the selected assessments, and to develop action plans for student interventions and/or additional teacher training.


Guide the monitoring of student progress based on the instructional program assessments and other assessments approved by the district; and use the results to make program decisions for the purpose of maximizing student achievement. 


Attend, in Year 1, or the first year the principal works at a Reading First school site, AB 75 Principal Training Program for Module 1 based on the district’s state-adopted reading/language arts program.


Insist on and ensure the full implementation of the adopted reading/language arts program for K-3 teachers.


Ensure that any supplemental materials, technology programs, or staff development programs will be in alignment with the scientific research-based, adopted program.


Assure that the school’s Reading First Program and the staff and advisory committees responsible for Language Acquisition, Title I, School Improvement, and Special Education programs at the site level are coordinated.

School Site Assurances - OPTIONAL

· Assure that coaches are adequately prepared to serve as a peer coach to teachers implementing the adopted reading/language arts program. 

· Hold regular meetings with the reading coach who is working with your teachers; and conduct classroom observations with the coach on a regular basis.
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September 27, 2007

Dear Reading First Superintendents and Coordinators of Cohorts One through Three:

The Reading/Language Arts Leadership Office (RLAL) is very excited to begin a new school year with Reading First. My new staff and I have already been in contact with most of you and we are anxious to meet all of you. 

Given that this is the first year that Significant Progress could affect local educational agencies (LEAs), it is important that we are all aware of how it is measured and what the appeal process is, if your district does not achieve it.

The Definition of achieving Significant Progress as stated in California Code of Regulations, section 11991.1, Chapter 11 is: 

· At least half of the LEA’s Reading First schools need to have a Reading First Achievement Index (RFAI) that is above one standard deviation below the mean on the RFAI for that particular LEA’s cohort. Educational Data Systems, the state’s external evaluator, computes the RFAI calculations as part of their contract. 
· RFAI is calculated at the school level and the Significant Progress standard is applied after the fifth year in the program for cohort one and after the fourth year for cohort two, which is this year.

· Any LEA in cohort three that is at risk of not achieving the Significant Progress standard will receive a warning letter this year, based on RFAI for 2006-07. Again, Significant Progress will not be applicable for cohort three until the fall of 2008, using the RFAI for 2007-08. 

· Assessments used to calculate RFAI are: 

· California State Testing for English language arts

· Standardized Testing and Reporting norm-referenced test (CAT6) for grade three including: reading, language arts, and spelling subtests

· End-of-Year reading assessments 

If you receive a letter from the California Department of Education (CDE) stating your district did not achieve Significant Progress, these are the steps of the appeal process:

1. The LEA files a written request for appeal with the RLAL office at the CDE within 30 days of notification stating the reason(s) for appeal.

2. The CDE is given 30 days to investigate and request and/or gather additional information.

3. The CDE will then make a recommendation to the State Board of Education to uphold or deny the LEA’s appeal.

4. In the meanwhile, the LEA involved in an appeal process may (and should) continue to offer the Reading First program until officially notified on the results of the appeal.

We are always available for answering your questions at any time regarding this process. Information is also available on the CDE Web site located at www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/rl/rdfst06achievedef.asp as well as at www.calread.net/lea_sessions/index.html .

If you have any questions regarding this subject, please contact Carrie Roberts, Consultant, Reading/Language Arts Leadership Office, at (916) 323-4630 or by e-mail at croberts@cde.ca.gov. 

Sincerely,

Sharon Johnson, Administrator

Reading/Language Arts Leadership Office

California Department of Education

Phone (916) 319-0587

Fax (916) 323-2928

shjohnson@cde.ca.gov
[image: image4.png]1430 N STREET, SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-5901 ¢ 916-319-0800 ¢« WWW.CDE.CA.GOV




January 7, 2008

Maria De La Vega, Superintendent

Ravenswood City School District

2160 Euclid Avenue

East Palo Alto, CA 94303


Dear Ms. De La Vega:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that Ravenswood City Elementary School District is in danger of not meeting the standard for achieving Significant Progress based on the low Reading First Achievement Index (RFAI) scores of participating schools, and may lose its Reading First subgrant for the school year 2008-09. The standard is defined in Section 11991.1, Chapter 11, Subchapter 22.5 of the California Education Code: 

(a) In order to continue to receive Reading First Funding, a local educational agency (LEA) must achieve "significant progress" which is defined as having at least half of the LEA’s Reading First schools, which have an RFAI, achieve an RFAI that is above one standard deviation below the mean on the RFAI for the LEA’s cohort.

The complete regulations for significant progress can be found on the California Department of Education (CDE) Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/rl/readfirst04.asp.

As a Cohort Three district, this standard will be applied after the fourth year of implementation. This school year, 2007-08, is your fourth year of implementation.

Ravenswood City School District has three schools participating in Reading First. The 2007 RFAI indicates that all three of the schools in your district have not met Significant Progress. 

The mean RFAI for 2006-07, Cohort Three was 42.9 and the standard deviation was 8.1. The RFAIs are as follows:

Willow Oaks Elementary

34.1

Belle Haven Elementary

33.3

Green Oaks



23.9

In the event that your district has less than half the schools above the standard for significant progress next year, you will lose all Reading First funding. If this happens, you will have the opportunity to appeal the defunding determination. 

The CDE trusts that your district will be able to continue to work to improve the reading achievement of your Reading First students and will be able to meet the standard for Significant Progress in 2007-2008 school year. To that end, the CDE would like to offer to assist you in this endeavor. The CDE’s Reading/Language Arts Leadership Office will work with you in exploring possible avenues for assistance and support as needed.

If you have any questions regarding this subject, please contact Carrie Roberts, Consultant, Reading/Language Arts Leadership Office, at 916-323-4630 or by e-mail at croberts@cde.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Sharon Johnson, Administrator

Reading/Language Arts Leadership Office

SJ:cr
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January 12, 2009

Maria De La Vega, Superintendent

Ravenswood City School District

2120 Euclid Avenue

East Palo Alto, CA 94303


Dear Ms. De La Vega:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that Ravenswood City School District has not met the standard for achieving “significant progress” based on low Reading First Achievement Index (RFAI) scores in participating schools for the school year 2007-08. The standard is defined in Section 11991.1, Chapter 11, Subchapter 22.5 of the California Education Code (EC): 

(a) In order to continue to receive Reading First Funding, a local educational agency (LEA) must achieve "significant progress" which is defined as having at least half of the LEA’s Reading First schools, which have an RFAI, achieve an RFAI that is above one standard deviation below the mean on the RFAI for the LEA’s cohort.

(The complete regulations for significant progress may be accessed from the California Department of Education Introduction to Reading First Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/rl/readfirst04.asp).

As a Cohort Three district, this standard will be applied for the 2008-09 school year.

Ravenswood City School District has three schools participating in Reading First. In order to meet the standard for significant progress and maintain funding after the fourth year of implementation, at least two of the three Reading First schools must have an RFAI that is above one standard deviation below the mean RFAI for the cohort. This last year, 2007-08, one school has met that standard, but two have not.

For the current year, the mean RFAI for Cohort Three is 45.6; one standard deviation (8.0) below that mean is 37.6. The RFAI for the district’s school that is above the standard deviation cutoff is:







RFAI


Cohort Difference
Willow Oaks Elementary


42.5


 +4.9

The two Reading First schools that have an RFAI that is below the standard deviation cutoff are:







RFAI


Cohort Difference

Green Oaks Elementary


34.3


-3.3
Belle Haven Elementary


34.0


-3.6
If Ravenswood City School District chooses to appeal the defunding determination, the following process shall be adhered to (EC Section 11991.2, Chapter 11, Subchapter 22.5):

§ 11991.2. Appeal Process.

(a) For Cohort One, if a local education agency (LEA) fails to make significant progress after the fifth year of implementation, or for all other cohorts, if an LEA fails to make significant progress after the fourth year of implementation, the California Department of Education (CDE) shall notify them in writing that they will not be funded for the next year of implementation (defunding determination). Such notice shall also include information regarding the LEA’s ability to appeal the defunding determination.
(b) If an LEA chooses to appeal the defunding determination, the following process shall be adhered to:

(1) Within 30 days of receipt of the defunding determination notification, the LEA shall file a written request for appeal with the CDE. The request shall include an explanation of the basis for the appeal and any supporting documentation.
(2) Upon receipt of an LEA appeal, the CDE shall have 30 days to investigate the appeal. The CDE shall have the right to request the LEA to provide additional or clarifying information. The CDE shall also have the right to reasonably extend the investigation period for up to an additional 30 days, if in its opinion, more time is required to complete a thorough review of the appeal and supporting documents.

(3) Upon completion of its investigation, the CDE shall make a recommendation to the State Board of Education (SBE) to either uphold or deny the LEA’s appeal, including the reasons for such recommendation. The CDE shall also notify the LEA that its investigation is complete and that the recommendation has been forwarded to the SBE.
(4) The SBE shall consider the recommendation at the earliest regularly scheduled SBE meeting at which the appeal can be placed on the agenda.
(c) An LEA involved in the appeal process may continue to offer the Reading First program while the appeal is being considered and a final determination achieved. 

NOTE: Authority cited: EC sections 12001, 12032, and 33031 Reference: 

Section EC 51700; 20 United States Code 6362 (Title I, Part B of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001).

Ravenswood City School District will need to file a written request for appeal with the CDE within 30 days of receipt of this defunding determination notification. Please submit your request to:

Phil Lafontaine, Director

Professional Development and Curriculum Support Division

California Department of Education

1430 N Street, Suite 4309

Sacramento, CA 95814-5901

If you have any questions regarding this subject, please contact Sharon Johnson, Education Administrator I, Reading/Language Arts Leadership Office, at 916-323-6269 or by e-mail at shjohnson@cde.ca.gov. 

Sincerely,

Phil Lafontaine, Director

Professional Development and Curriculum Support Division
PL:cr
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 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1


“OUR CHILDREN – OUR FUTURE”

March 20, 2009

Phil LaFontaine

Professional Development and Curriculum Support Division

California Department of Education

1430 N Street, Suite 4309

Sacramento, CA 95814-5901

Dear Phil LaFontaine,
I write to you on behalf of the Ravenswood City School District to file a written appeal with the CDE regarding our Reading First funding status. Please accept this revised version of our appeal; we were initially provided with incorrect RFAI scores from the CDE in our notification letter and have since updated our letter of appeal.

We received notification on January 12, 2009 that we did not make significant progress in 2008 and will no longer receive Reading First funds. I write to request an investigation due to a number of factors: our lowest scoring school is only 3.6 points below the cutoff score; we have made large gains since 2006 due to a change in both site administrators and district administrators; our Reading First R-TAC team has recently begun supporting our district again after some years of absence.

Ravenswood City School District has three Reading First schools:  Willow Oaks Elementary, Green Oaks Elementary, and Belle Haven Elementary with RFAI scores of 42.5, 34.3, and 33.0, respectively. Green Oaks is -3.3 points, and Belle Haven -3.6 points, from the cutoff score. Given that 50% of a district’s schools must make significant progress, the fate of our funding would be different if either Green Oaks’ or Belle Haven’s RFAI’s were slightly increased. Due to the complexity of calculating the RFAI, I can only estimate that this translates to a few more students at either Green Oaks or Belle Haven performing at benchmark on any 1 of the 4 main categories (Kindergarten End of Year Assessment; ELA CST; CAT/6; and, End of Year Fluency).

Since the 2006-2007 school year, Ravenswood City School District has made a concerted effort in aligning site and district monitoring to ensure fidelity to the core program as outlined in our Reading First Assurances. As a result, our three sites have made steady growth since this increased focus. The combination of a defined district vision, a change 

in site administrators, and a new stability at the district office level has contributed to improvements as demonstrated by the included table.

Table 1:  Ravenswood City School District RFAI Chart

	
	2006
	2007
	2008
	06-08 Change
	2008 Cohort Difference

	Belle Haven RFAI
	30.2
	33.2
	34.0
	+3.8
	-3.6

	Green Oaks RFAI
	17.5
	23.9
	34.3
	+16.8
	-3.3

	Willow Oaks RFAI
	36.0
	34.1
	42.5
	+6.5
	+4.9


Green Oaks is now only 3.3 points away from the cutoff of 37.6 after making a 10.4 point gain between 2007 and 2008 alone!  All three sites have made growth, and both schools that missed the cutoff are less than one half of a standard deviation outside of the accepted span for 2008.

Part of the growth between 2007 and 2008 can be directly attributed to a change in both site and district administration. In July of 2007, Lisa Pruitt joined the Ravenswood City School District administrative team as the Director of Staff Development and Assessment, a position that had not existed before in the district. In August of 2007, I joined the team as the new Literacy Coordinator. All three of our sites also started the 2007-2008 school year with new site administrators. Together, the district team established a strong focus on fidelity of implementation, adherence to Reading First Assurances, and consistent support from the central office. Lisa and I met monthly with the Reading First coaches to provide a forum for focused professional development and collaboration time to ensure high fidelity to the Open Court Reading program. 
Lisa also implemented a new system of accountability district-wide to hold site principals accountable for data analysis, classroom monitoring, and student achievement gains. As illustrated in the above table, there was significant growth in the 2007-2008 school year. Since then, Lisa has been promoted to Assistant Superintendent of Curriculum and Instruction, I have continued on as Literacy Coordinator, and we have continued the work we began together in 2007. The district-wide accountability cycle has been strengthened and expectations augmented as our principals grow in their capacity to analyze data as well as in their general understanding of being a Reading First site. 
Our monthly coaches’ meetings continue to be a forum for professional development and collaboration; additionally, I meet individually with each of the three Reading First coaches to provide direct, differentiated support based on individual coaching needs. When Lisa and I came to the department in the summer of 2007, we were faced with a new department, a new director, a new literacy coordinator, and three new principals. Today, the department has stability, two sites have returning principals, and one site has a principal who is new to Reading First, but not new to the district or our high expectations 

for high fidelity implementation of the Reading First Assurances. I am confident that, given the opportunity to demonstrate it, our 2008-2009 RFAI scores will reflect even more growth as our district team continues to build on our capacity and expertise.

In addition, the change in administration has solidified our district-wide message. Though we only have 3 Reading First sites, we hold all of our sites to the same standards and expectations as outlined by the Reading First Assurances. All program decisions district-wide are made to support high fidelity implementation of Open Court Reading. Every school site is expected to implement Open Court Reading as intended by the publisher; every teacher is expected to collaborate with grade level colleagues both at their site and across the district through professional learning teams; every teacher is provided with the same opportunities to develop in their expertise with the program. Our Reading First sites are not separated, and as such, the teachers at our Reading First sites are not alone in their endeavors and have a full support group in their grade level cohorts.
Further, Ravenswood City School District has not had Reading First support from the CTAC or our Regional Technical Assistance Center (RTAC) for the entire duration of the grant. Upon starting this position in the 2007-2008 school year, I promptly made contact with our Reading First California Technical Assistance Center (CTAC) to discuss support for our schools. It was through this communication that I discovered both the history of the relationship Ravenswood City School District and the Reading Lions Center. Roxanne Higgins, Director of CTAC/RTAC, shared with me that her team had not been supporting Ravenswood, and that she was, in fact, surprised to hear that we were still receiving funds. We have since repaired the relationship and demonstrated to Roxanne Higgins, Director of CTAC/RTAC, Sharon Van Horn, CTAC Instructional Program Advisor, and Carrie Roberts, CDE Consultant the progress that the district is making. I have attached last year’s LEA Follow-Up Report from the Reading First CTAC as evidence of our growth and recent change. We have recently been visited again by Sharon Van Horn and Carrie Roberts, but the reports were not ready in time for this letter of appeal. We are confident that the new round of reports will be equally positive and reflective of continued growth and a clear commitment to student success.

Our district is moving in a positive direction and has determined how to effectively implement Reading First Assurances for the sake of our students. I hope that the evidence here is sufficient to convince you that Ravenswood City School District should indeed continue to receive Cohort 3 funding in the 2009-2010 school year. 
I thank you for your time and attention to this matter, and look forward to hearing the state’s response.
Respectfully,
Ching-Pei Hu
Literacy Coordinator
Ravenswood City School District
Reading First LEA Report
[Provided by the Regional Technical Assistance Center]

_______________________________________________________________
R-TAC Lead: Roxanne Higgins                Date Submitted: January 11, 2005

_______________________________________________________________
Date Report Sent: January 4, 2005

LEA: Ravenswood City Elementary School District 

LEA Contact Person: LaDawn Law

Date of Contact: January 4, 2005    

R-TAC Representative (s): Roxanne Higgins, Roberta Nichols, Teri Poppleton, Sharon VanHorn

Type of Contact (check one):

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Phone


     FORMCHECKBOX 
  Visit at Center

      FORMCHECKBOX 
  Visit to LEA

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  School(s) Visited: Belle Haven Elementary School

	Purpose of Contact:

1. Observe blending lessons at Belle Haven school in first grade with Reading First and non-Reading First district principals and Superintendent

2. Formulate “next steps” suggestions for school/district based on assessment data

3. Provide assistance to coaches in developing district-wide professional development and follow-up on oral blending in kindergarten and blending in first grade

	Needs or Concerns Addressed:

1. Some Sound/Spelling cards missing; cards not referred to during instruction; competing alphabet systems displayed in rooms

2. Pacing not consistent from room to room

3. Teachers not using TE’s during instruction

4. Direct Instruction fragmented and not consistently observed/not all routines are in place

5. Teachers accepting poor letter formation in student work


	Proposed Action:

1. Professional Development for kindergarten and first grade will include the following: 

      * research article; kindergarten will use previously assigned article 

        “ The Elusive Phoneme” for discussion, as well as reading the section from  

        the Program Appendix on oral blending; first grad will jigsaw “Teaching 

        Decoding”

      * video – first grade will show “Blending Techniques” and the blending 

        segment from video, which demonstrated many oral blending techniques

      * routines and procedures will be emphasized in both trainings

      * practice for teachers will be included in both trainings

      * follow-up with demonstration lessons and teacher opportunities for 

        classroom practice and peer feedback will occur at a later date

**It is the expectation that many of the concerns listed for Belle Haven school will be addressed both in the district-wide and site-based Professional Development provided by the coaches later this month. Indeed, during the debrief principals indicated that many of these same issues affected their schools, also. The coaches have identified ideal outcomes for both the kindergarten and first grade trainings, and have developed clear and well-defined objectives pertinent to both teachers and students.

The district will need to reinforce the importance and use of the pacing guide as a vehicle that supports equity in terms of teaching grade level standards and fosters collaboration among grade level teams.

Commendation to the Superintendent who will be instituting one- on- one conferences with all principals around the assessment data.




Follow-up Date: February 4th or 11th, March 18th (tentative), April 8th, May 3rd, 

                            June 3rd 

Reading First LEA Report

[Provided by the Regional Technical Assistance Center]

_______________________________________________________________
R-TAC Lead: Roxanne Higgins                Date Submitted: April 16, 2005

_______________________________________________________________
Date Report Sent: April 16, 2005

LEA: Ravenswood City Unified School District 

LEA Contact Person: LaDawn Law

Date of Contact: April 8, 2005    

R-TAC Representative (s): Roxanne Higgins

Type of Contact (check one):

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Phone


     FORMCHECKBOX 
  Visit at Center

      FORMCHECKBOX 
  Visit to LEA

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  School(s) Visited: Belle Haven Elementary School

	Purpose of Contact:

1. Return visit to Belle Haven School

2. Assist principals, coaches, and district leaders in identifying non-decoding students, disfluent decoding students, and fluent decoding students.

3. Identify strategies and appropriate program-related materials to work with students in each fluency group.

4. Meet with site coaches to discuss upcoming K/1 professional development on writing.

	Needs or Concerns Addressed:

1. Differentiated fluency practice not occurring in many classrooms

2. Sound/Spelling cards not posted correctly in some classrooms

3. Evidence that Workshop may not be happening in all classrooms

4. Evidence that “full implementation” may not be happening in all K/1 classrooms


	Proposed Action:

1. Coach, with principal support, will assist teachers in knowing the fluency needs of their students, and will assist teachers in identifying correct practice materials for challenge, benchmark, strategic, and intensive students.

2. Coach and principal will initiate conversations with staff about correct card placement, and will set the expectation for next year that all students must have access to the cards.

3. Coach, with principal support, will provide professional development on the purpose and rationale of Workshop, and the “whys” behind the need to use program related materials. The principal will articulate the expectation that Workshop is on integral part of the program, without which, full implementation cannot be realized.

4. Principal will remind staff of the district’s and site’s commitment to meet the Reading First Assurances (Assurances for the Sake of Our Students, pp. 29-30),


Follow-up Date: June 3, 2005
Reading First LEA Report

[Provided by the Regional Technical Assistance Center]

_______________________________________________________________
R-TAC Lead: Roxanne Higgins                Date Submitted: February 15, 2005
_______________________________________________________________
Date Report Sent: February 15, 2005
LEA: Ravenswood Unified School District 

LEA Contact Person: LaDawn Law

Date of Contact: February 4, 2005    

R-TAC Representative (s): Roxanne Higgins, Sharon VanHorn, Teri Poppleton

Type of Contact (check one):

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Phone


     FORMCHECKBOX 
  Visit at Center

      FORMCHECKBOX 
  Visit to LEA

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  School(s) Visited: Green Oaks Elementary School

	Purpose of Contact:

1. Revisit blending procedures at first grade to note level of implementation since last meeting

2. Observe at kindergarten, time permitting



	Needs or Concerns Addressed:

1. Lack of explicit teaching and corrective feedback
2. Effective procedures not in place in all classrooms, resulting in lack of student engagement

3. Competing alphabets posted in first grade classrooms

4. Decodable books-are they being used effectively?

5. Coaches report Workshop is not happening in many classrooms


	Proposed Action:

1.  Continue the focus on first grade blending, since this is critical to student 
     success and still needs much refinement. Although many teachers feel they are 
     proficient at blending,  coaches will need to continue  blending demo lessons 
     and observations in classrooms.

2.  Coaches will observe the use of Decodable books, and revisit the Routine Card
     with teachers’ grade level meetings to ensure that effective instructional 
     procedures are in place.

3.  Principal will address issues at kindergarten that are impeding "full 
     implementation" of the program (e.g. the "Names" program, non-compliant 
     teacher, etc.) ("Assurances for the Sake of Our Students," pp. 29-30)

4.  Coaches will uses the video” Phases of Workshop" at the next inservice for 
     kindergarten and first grade.
*  Follow-up with LEA

   1.  materials for coaches

   2.  scheduling AB466 (filing Letter of Intent)


Follow-up Date: Friday, March 18th, 2005

Reading First LEA Report

[Provided by the Regional Technical Assistance Center]

_______________________________________________________________
R-TAC Lead: Roxanne Higgins                Date Submitted: March 25, 2005
_______________________________________________________________
Date Report Sent: March 25, 2005
LEA: Ravenswood City Elementary School District 

LEA Contact Person: LaDawn Law

Date of Contact: March 18, 2005    

R-TAC Representative (s): Roxanne Higgins, Sharon VanHorn, Teri Poppleton

C-TAC Representative and Guest: Marion Joseph

Type of Contact (check one):

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Phone


     FORMCHECKBOX 
  Visit at Center

      FORMCHECKBOX 
  Visit to LEA

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  School(s) Visited: Willow Oaks Elementary School

	Purpose of Contact:

1. Observe blending and other lessons  at Willow Oaks  School with Reading First and non-Reading First district principals, the site coach and Superintendent

2.  Formulate "next steps" suggestions for school/district  based on assessment 

     data

3.  Provide assistance to coaches in developing district-wide professional                  

     development on writing in Open Court, K/1



	Needs or Concerns Addressed: 

1. Workshop not evident in all classrooms

2. Fluency practice not evident in all classrooms

3. Lack of student writing apparent


	Proposed Action:

1. Implementing Workshop: understanding the purpose and rationale of Workshop vs. "centers," link to assessment, and use of program-related materials as a means of supporting student needs. Principals will reinforce the expectation that Workshop is to be a part of the daily schedule and related to program. Coaches will provide professional development in this area both at the district and site levels.

2. Using assessment data, the R-TAC will provide training to principals and 
    coaches on how to identify non-decoders, disfluent decoders, and fluent 
    decoders. The training will also include pinpointing the type of fluency practice 
    that is appropriate for each group of students, and the program-related materials 
    that will support critical and necessary  practice. Principals will articulate the 
    expectation that daily fluency practice should occur during Workshop. Coaches   

    will  support fluency practice at the classroom level.

3. Coaches have provided professional development to K/1 teachers on writing, 
     including a research article (Kame'enui), video on first grade writing instruction, 
     and a dig-in activity to track writing across a unit. The coaches emphasized in  

     this training that writing is not an isolated area of instruction; rather it reflects all 
     of the teaching that occurs in a comprehensive program.  

Questions: 

Assessment:  Principal reported that teachers are usually assessing on Fridays. Does this pertain to all elementary schools, just Reading First schools, or just this site? Is one whole day of instruction lost because of this? If so, how can the issue of over assessing be addressed? What assessments are being used and for what purpose? How does all of this assessing effect pacing?  

Professional Development: At the time of our visitation, coaches needed to work on a professional development session for kindergarten and first grade teachers to be delivered March 22nd on the topic of Open Court Writing. The R-TAC team is more than happy to support the coaches with assistance   in professional development, but we need to be informed ahead of time as to the focus so we can be better prepared with suggestions and ideas. Have the coaches considered using or adapting any of the modules from the Coach Institutes for the PD days? This would eliminate the need for "reinventing the wheel," and would provide more planning time necessary for the development of effective training that is totally program aligned.


Follow-up Date: April 8, 2005, Belle Haven School
Reading First

Sacramento Regional Technical Assistance Center
Sacramento County Office of Education ( P.O. Box 269003 ( Sacramento, CA  95826-9003 ( Fax (916) 228-2677

Roxanne Higgins, M.A.

               Sharon Van Horn
                Lois Gardner-Mendoza
Director
                             Instructional Program Advisor            Instructional Program Advisor

(916) 228-2516
                             (916) 228-2671
               (916) 228-2632

June 30, 2005

Robyn Miller, Principal

Willow Oaks Elementary School

620 Willow Road

Menlo Park, CA 94025

Dear Ms. Miller:
As Director of the Sacramento Regional/Urban Technical Assistance Center, Dr. Furry has asked that I respond to your communication of June 14 to provide you with some feedback and clarification regarding the packet of materials you submitted to California Technical Assistance Center. 

We appreciate the fact that you have been very conscientious in completing these items as requested, but I need to draw your attention to the following:

· The School-Level Action Plans and the School Level Implementation Surveys are not to be submitted directly to C-TAC two weeks after school closure, but rather to the LEA itself. Once the LEA has reviewed the surveys and action plans to identify student needs district-wide, it can begin formulating the yearlong LEA Action Plan. Ultimately, it is the LEAs responsibility to submit the complete LEA Internal Evaluation Report to C-TAC no later than October 14th, 2005.
· The form you used for your School-Level Action Plan is actually the form for the Reading First LEA Action Plan.  (www.calread.net/lea_sessions): Check Internal Evaluation Report Materials- second to the last bullet from the bottom for the correct form.
· All End-of-Year Assessment data must be submitted electronically to C-TAC no later than August 5, 2005(ehensley@scoe.net).  The C-TAC data team has not received these items as of yet.
· Although I am not familiar with the work of Jan Richardson, I feel that I need to remind you that Open Court begins instruction in letter naming on day one of instruction when features of letters are introduced. Letter names and letter recognition are taught outright at the beginning of the year before introducing letter sounds, which commences in Unit 4. Hence, I am confused by the statement:”This research that indicates the importance of students learning letters at the beginning of the school year instead of at the end is supported by Jan Richardson.”

· Please be cognizant of the fact that shared writing and reading are not part of the Open Court Kindergarten program, and therefore, should not be part of the plan.

· You might want to reflect in Gr. 1 why there seems to be a discrepancy between the low fluency scores and higher comprehension scores as indicated on Gr. 1 Unit 9 assessment data. As you know, it is my position that fluency needs to be an on-going, major focus in your district.

You may remember that my intention was to return to Ravenswood on June 3rd, 2005 to meet with the coaches and address the various components, requirements, submission procedures and due dates regarding the Reading First Internal Evaluation. Unfortunately, this meeting had to be cancelled, so I am not surprised that there is some confusion regarding the protocols.  Please refer to www://calread.net/lea_sessions should you have further questions.

Sincerely,

Roxanne Higgins

cc Dr. Alice Furry

Reading First LEA Follow-Up Report

[Provided by the Regional Technical Assistance Center]

Region: Sacramento
     R-TAC Lead: Roxanne Higgins            Date Submitted: February 20, 2008

Date Report Sent: February 20, 2008

LEA:
Ravenswood City Elementary School District
            LEA Contact Person: Lisa Pruitt, Ching-Pei Hu

Date of Contact: February 6, 2008
R-TAC Representative(s): Roxanne Higgins, Sharon Van Horn

Type of Contact (check one): 

(  Phone                               ( Visit at Center (Visit to LEA          

X School(s) Visited: Green Oaks Elementary School

	Purpose of Contact: 

1. RTAC site visit to Green Oaks Elementary School to support new principal and coach in their commitment to improve student achievement at low-performing site


	Strengths Noted
1. New principal fully understands her role as an instructional leader, and has put foundational structures in place to change school culture.  These include:

· Collaborative time for grade level meetings

· Data analysis

· Coaching cycles

· Parent involvement

· Monitoring of lesson plans

2. New coach has had a positive, significant impact on the implementation of OCR

3. Principal and coach are a mutually supportive team with clearly defined goals and shared vision of necessary changes that must be made.

4. All adults on campus regarded as “teachers”


	Needs or Concerns Addressed:

1. Evidence that the instructional sequence in Open Court is not fully understood:  When components are not taught in the appropriate sequence, teachers lack understanding of the program as a system of instruction where components build upon each other from strand to strand and from lesson to lesson

2. Evidence that instructional minutes as recommended by the California State Framework may be lacking in some classrooms

3. District pacing schedules not firmly in place, indicating that teachers do not regard this tool as a structure for bringing equity to all students in terms of affording them equal access to the standards-based curriculum

Assurances for the Sake of Our Students, p. 30

School Site Assurances:  Required

· Support full implementation of the district’s State adopted reading/language arts instructional program and protect the daily instructional time from disruptions for a minimum of 2.5 hours for Grades 1-3 and 1 hour for kindergarten through the use of a pacing schedule.




	Proposed Action:

1. Principal, with coach and district support, will enact plan for next year to revisit, revise, and restructure teacher schedules that will:

· Align daily instruction with district pacing plan

· Support State Framework’s/Reading First Assurance on the required number of instructional minutes

      2.  RTAC will support in any way as needed


                  Follow-up Date:  March 29th/ Willow Oaks School and coach lesson study

Board Members: 
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                        Superintendent


Ravenswood City School District�Academic Services Department


2120 Euclid Avenue, East Palo Alto, California 94303�(650) 329-2800    Fax (650) 323-1072











9/4/2009 7:22 AM

