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	SUBJECT

Elementary and Secondary Education Act: Approve Local Educational Agency Plans, Title I, Section 1112.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve five specific Local Educational Agency (LEA) Plans listed in Attachment 1.

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


Since the current LEA Plan process was developed in July 2003 as a requirement of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA), the SBE has approved 1,499 LEA Plans.

Based on direction from the SBE, all LEAs in Program Improvement identified after November 18, 2009, will be required to document how they have resolved any Categorical Program Monitoring findings of non-compliance in their revised LEA Plans.
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


The federal ESEA Section 1112(e)(2) states that the state educational agency (SEA) shall approve an LEA’s Plan if the SEA determines that the LEA’s Plan is designed to enable its schools to substantially help children meet the academic standards expected for all children. The approval of an LEA Plan by the local school board and by the SBE is a requirement for receiving federal funding subgrants for ESEA programs. The LEA Plan includes specific descriptions and assurances as outlined in the provisions included in ESEA. 

The purpose of the LEA Plan is to develop an integrated, coordinated set of actions  LEAs will take to ensure that they meet certain programmatic requirements, including student academic services designed to increase student achievement and performance, coordination of services, needs assessments, consultations, school choice, supplemental services, services to homeless students, and others as required. In 

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


addition, LEA Plans summarize assessment data, school goals, and activities from the Single Plans for Student Achievement developed by the LEA’s schools.
Districts, counties, and direct-funded charter schools submit LEA Plans to CDE. CDE program staff review them for compliance with the requirements of the ESEA. Reviews include evaluation of goals and activities designed to improve student performance in reading and mathematics; improve programs for limited English proficient students; improve professional development and ensure the provision of highly qualified teachers; ensure that school environments are safe, drug-free, and conducive to learning; and promote efforts regarding graduation rates, dropout prevention, and advanced placement. If an LEA Plan lacks the required information, CDE program staff works with the LEA to ensure the necessary information is included in the plan before recommending approval. 

The LEA Plans listed in Attachment 1 represent direct-funded charter schools that are recommended for SBE approval. Following initial CDE review and SBE approval, all LEAs and direct-funded charter schools are expected to annually review their plans and update them as necessary. Any changes must be approved by an LEA’s local governing board. Attachment 2 provides academic performance data, where available, for the direct-funded charter schools listed in Attachment 1.
None of these direct-funded charter schools are in program improvement.

	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


There is no fiscal impact to state operations.
	ATTACHMENT(S)


Attachment 1: Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended for State Board of Education Approval (1 Page)
Attachment 2: Academic Performance for Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended for State Board of Education Approval of Local Educational Agency Plans (1 Page)

Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended 
for State Board of Education Approval
	Local Educational Agency Name
	County-District-School

Code
	Academic Performance

Data 

	Klamath River Early College of the Redwoods
	08-10082-0109777
	See Attachment 2

	Today’s Fresh Start Charter School
	19-64634-0119552
	None available: Opened September 2009

	Alain Leroy Locke Charter High School
	19-64733-1935154
	See Attachment 2

	Gompers Preparatory Academy
	37-68338-0119610
	None available: Opened August 2009

	Rocketship Three Elementary
	43-10439-0120642
	None available: Opening August 2010


Academic Performance for Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended for State Board of Education Approval

of Local Educational Agency Plans 
	Klamath River Early College of the Redwoods
CDS CODE: 08-10082-0109777

	Met All Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Criteria
	English-Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Academic Performance Index (API)

	
	
	Percent At or Above Proficient
(46.0%)
	Met 2009 AYP Criteria?
	Percent At or Above Proficient
(47.5%)
	Met 2009 AYP Criteria?
	2008

Base API
	2009

Growth API
	Met 2008–09 Growth API Targets***

	Schoolwide
	No, met 4 of 6
	**
	Yes (CI)
	**
	Yes (CI)
	
	489
	No

	African American or Black

(not of Hispanic origin)
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	American Indian or Alaska Native
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Asian
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Filipino
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Hispanic or Latino
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Pacific Islander
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	English Learners
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Students with Disabilities
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	


-- Indicates no data are available.

** Indicates AYP criteria not applied because there are too few students in this subgroup to be numerically significant.
***Growth targets are 5 percent difference between Base API and statewide target of 800. 2009 API criteria for meeting federal AYP: a minimum of 650 or 2008-09 growth of at lease one point.
CI = Passed using confidence intervals: Small schools and LEAs with fewer than 100 valid scores have adjusted AMOs to account for the small number of test scores. These schools and LEAs met the adjusted percent proficient criteria using a confidence interval methodology. Very small schools and LEAs with fewer than 11 valid scores have adjusted API criteria to account for the very small number of test scores. These schools and LEAs met the adjusted API criteria using confidence interval methodology. 
Academic Performance for Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended for State Board of Education Approval

of Local Educational Agency Plans 

	Alain Leroy Locke Charter High School

CDS CODE: 19-64733-1935154

	Met All Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Criteria
	English-Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Academic Performance Index (API)

	
	
	Percent At or Above Proficient
(46.0%)
	Met 2009 AYP Criteria?
	Percent At or Above Proficient
(47.5%)
	Met 2009 AYP Criteria?
	2008

Base API
	2009

Growth API
	Met 2008–09 Growth API Targets***

	Schoolwide
	No, met 2 of 22
	17.5
	No
	20.4
	No
	515
	539
	Yes

	African American or Black

(not of Hispanic origin)
	
	15.7
	No
	10.1
	No
	
	
	

	American Indian or Alaska Native
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Asian
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Filipino
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Hispanic or Latino
	
	17.1
	No
	24.9
	No
	
	
	

	Pacific Islander
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	
	18.1
	No
	21.4
	No
	
	
	

	English Learners
	
	17.4
	No
	24.9
	No
	
	
	

	Students with Disabilities
	
	38.5
	**
	21.6
	**
	
	
	


-- Indicates no data are available.

** Indicates AYP criteria not applied because there are too few students in this subgroup to be numerically significant.

***Growth targets are 5 percent difference between Base API and statewide target of 800. 2009 API criteria for meeting federal AYP: a minimum of 650 or 2008-09 growth of at lease one point.
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