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	SUBJECT

Elementary and Secondary Education Act: Approval of Additional Providers to the 2010–2011 State Board of Education-Approved Supplemental Educational Services Provider List Based on Appeal.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve 16 additional Supplemental Educational Services (SES) providers based on appeal from the 2010 Request for Application (RFA). The approval is for a two-year period beginning July 1, 2010, through June 30, 2012. These additional providers allow for increased parent choice and additional provider options for existing and newly identified program improvement (PI) schools and local educational agencies (LEAs).
	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


At its May 2010 SBE meeting, the SBE approved 90 SES providers from July 1, 2010, through June 30, 2012.

At its January 2010 SBE meeting, the SBE approved 14 LEAs in PI as SES providers from January 6, 2010, through June 30, 2010.
In July 2009, the SBE authorized the CDE to jointly submit a waiver request to the United States Department of Education (ED) of 34 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Section 200.47(b)(1)(iv)(A) and (B), which currently prohibits LEAs in PI from serving as SES providers. Approval of this waiver was granted by ED on October 23, 2009.

In July 2009, the SBE approved five additional SES providers based on the appeal process. 

In January and March 2009, the SBE approved a total of 143 SES providers for a two-year period (July 1, 2009, through June 30, 2011), and removed a total of 98 providers who had failed to submit an Accountability Report from the list of previously approved SES providers.

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS (Cont.)


Previous to that, the SBE had approved 68 SES providers for the 2008–2010 list, 196 for the 2007–2009 list, 18 for the 2006–2008 list, and 263 for the 2005–2007 list. 
In January 2005, the SBE adopted rubric criteria for evaluation of SES applications.
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 


On March 2, 2010, CDE issued the Cohort 10 RFA and subsequently received 165 applications. Applicants who were not approved had the opportunity to submit letters of appeal by May 7, 2010. Attachment 1 provides a summary of Cohort 10 SES provider applications based on the appeals. The appellants were required to file a full and complete written appeal, including the issue(s) in dispute, the legal authority or other basis for the appeal position, and the remedy sought. The CDE staff re-evaluated the applications according to the review process used for all applications during the original SES RFA Readers Conference. The appeal process requires three readers per application, which increases inter-rater reliability. The CDE reviewed 36 letters of appeal and, in consultation with SBE staff, recommends 16 additional SES applicants for approval in Cohort 10. Information on the 16 additional SES applicants by content area, specialized services, and type of entity is provided in Attachment 2.
The distribution of the Cohort 10 providers by type of entity including the SBE-approved SES providers as of May 2010 and the additional 16 providers recommended for approval is provided in Attachment 3.
As background, Title I, Part A, Section 1116(e) of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) requires an SES provider to be approved by the SBE before they can offer tutoring services to low-income students in Program Improvement (PI) schools, Year 2 and beyond. The CDE is responsible for establishing and maintaining a list of SBE-approved SES providers.

SES is designed specifically to increase the academic achievement of eligible pupils through tutoring which includes academic services that are: 

· Selected by parents

· Provided outside the school day

· Research-based with demonstrated program effectiveness

The CDE evaluated applications against a rubric based on SBE-adopted criteria. SBE staff participated in the training and reviewed a limited number of the applications to 

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.) 


understand the process. In order to be recommended for approval, applicants must adequately address all four elements of the criteria:
· Element I.
Program

· Element II.
Staff

· Element III.
Research-Based and High Quality Program Effectiveness

· Element IV.
Evaluation and Monitoring

	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


Federal revenues are apportioned to LEAs to support the delivery of SES. LEAs must spend for SES an amount equal to a minimum of 5 percent and a maximum of 20 percent of the Title I, Part A allocation, unless a lesser amount is needed. Other state or local funds may also be used to meet this requirement to support SES.

	ATTACHMENT(S)


Attachment 1: Cohort 10 2010–2012 Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Providers Application Summary Including Results of Appeals (2 Pages) 

Attachment 2: Recommended Cohort 10 Supplemental Educational Services Providers Based on Appeal by Content Area, Specialized Services, and Type of Entity (1 Page)
Attachment 3:
Distribution of Cohort 10 Supplemental Educational Services Providers by Type of Entity (1 Page)
Cohort 10 2010–2011 Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Providers Application Summary Including Results of Appeals
The California Department of Education (CDE) received 165 applications for the 2010 SES providers’ application period. The following is a summary of these applications.
	Summary of Applications
	As of May 2010
	As of July 2010 with Appeals

	Applications Recommended for Approval
	90 (55% of 165)

· English Language-Arts, Mathematics and Science

· English Language-Arts and Mathematics

· English Language-Arts only

· Mathematics only

· Math and Science 
	106 (64% of 165)

	Incomplete or Late Applications
	24 (15% of 165)
· Did not provide electronic and hard copy of online profile with confirmation

· Did not sign all pertinent assurances

· Did not submit all four required elements in the narrative

· Did not complete Template for Quality Verification of Testing Instrument 

· Did not submit sufficient supporting documentation, e.g., lack of proof of being legally constituted and qualified to do business in California and/or being fiscally sound to operate as a provider

· Did not meet the submission deadline
	24 (15% of 165)

	Applications Not Recommended for Approval


	51 (30% of 165)

· Failed to describe an instructional program that meets the specifics identified in regulations

· Failed to describe staffing, resource and monitoring as identified

· Failed to provide two year record of academic effectiveness and/or complete valid and reliable testing instrument

· Failed to describe procedures for evaluation and monitoring of student progress, program effectiveness and LEA consultation

· Identified as Program Improvement LEA for 2008–2009

· Did not provide 2008–2009 SES Accountability Report
	35 (21% of 165)

	Total
	165
	165


.

Cohort 10 2010–2012 Supplemental Educational Services (SES) Providers Application Summary Including Results of Appeals
	Appeals Received

Appeals Recommended for Approval
	36 (71% of 51 failed applications)

16 (44% of 36)


CDE staff used the rubric approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) in January 2005 to evaluate the applications. After SBE approval of the July 2010 list of providers approved on appeal, the CDE will post the list on the CDE Supplemental Educational Services Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ti/supplemental.asp. The list of providers approved at the July 2010 meeting will be in effect from July 1, 2010, through June 30, 2012.

Recommended Cohort 10 Supplemental Educational Services Providers Based on Appeal by Content Area, Specialized Services, and Type of Entity

	Provider Name
	English-Language Arts
	Math
	Science
	EL
	SWD
	Online 
	Type of Entity

	Able Academics
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	For Profit Organization

	Academic Goals, Inc.
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	For-profit Organization

	Alpha Tutoring Services, Inc.
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	For-profit Organization

	ATS Project Success
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	For Profit Organization

	Boys and Girls Club of Garden Grove
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	Non Profit Organization

	California Reading and Literature Project
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	Non Profit Organization

	CLK Enterprise, DBA Kumon Learning Center
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	For-profit Organization

	Cullinan Education Center, Inc.
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	For-profit Organization

	Kumon Math and Reading Center of Redwood City
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	For-profit Organization

	Learn It Systems, LLC
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	For-Profit Organization

	Legacy Charter School
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	Charter School

	Mustard Seed Tutorial Center
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	Non Profit Organization

	Reading Partners
	X
	
	
	X
	X
	
	Non Profit Organization

	RT Fisher Educational Enterprises, Inc/ The QUAD
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	
	For Profit Organization

	Sylvan Learning Center - Brighter Futures Incorporated
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	For Profit Organization

	Vista Unified School District
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	Local Educational Agency


Distribution of Cohort 10 Supplemental Educational Services Provider by Type of Entity
	Type of Entity
	2009 Recommended for Approval for 2009–2011 Service Period
	Additional Providers Recommended for Approval for January-June of 2010 Service Period
	2010 Recommended for Approval for 2010–2012 Service Period*
	Total

	Charter Schools (not in PI)
	0
	0
	2
	2

	Community-Based
	0
	0
	0
	0

	County Offices of Education
	5
	0
	0
	5

	Faith-Based
	1
	0
	0
	1

	For-Profit
	132
	0
	64
	196

	Local Educational Agencies (not in PI)
	5
	0
	9
	14

	Local Educational Agencies (in PI)
	0
	14
	0
	14

	Non-Profit
	52
	0
	25
	77

	Public Schools (not in PI)
	1
	0
	1
	2

	Sole Proprietor
	10
	0
	5
	15

	Total
	206
	14
	106
	326


*Note: Includes the 90 SES providers approved by the SBE in May 2010 and the 16 additional SES providers recommended for approval in this item.
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