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	CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
MARCH 2010 AGENDA

	SUBJECT

Elementary and Secondary Education Act: Amended Rubric for Evaluation of Revised Local Educational Agency Plans for 26 Local Educational Agencies in Program Improvement Corrective Action.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) adopt the amended rubric for the evaluation of Local Educational Agency (LEA) Plan revisions submitted by 26 of the 29 LEAs that had advanced to Program Improvement (PI) Corrective Action in September 2009.
	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


In January 2010, the SBE took the following actions for 26 of the 29 Cohort 3 LEAs in PI Year 3 Corrective Action:

· Revised the definition of Corrective Action 6, as follows:
· Implement a standards-based/standards-aligned curriculum by providing:
a. SBE-adopted kindergarten through grade eight (2001 or later) and standards-aligned grades nine through twelve core, and intervention materials, as appropriate, in reading/English-language arts and mathematics to all students. 
b. Support for a coherent instructional program in all schools based upon full implementation of the SBE adopted/standards-aligned instructional materials in every classroom, including interventions as needed.
· Provide appropriate professional development, including, but not limited to, materials-based professional development and use of effective instructional strategies.

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS (Cont.)


· Ensure full implementation of the curriculum as measured by LEA support for implementation of the district assistance and intervention team standards adopted by the SBE in September 2009 and the nine Essential Program Components for instructional success at the school level. 
· Target the instructional needs of students not meeting proficiency targets, especially English learners, students with disabilities, and any high-priority students not meeting standards.
· Required each LEA to revise its LEA Plan documenting:
· The steps the LEA is taking to fully implement Corrective Action 6 
· The steps its schools are taking to restructure and implement corrective action activities 
· Compliance of the Consolidated Application with federal and state law.
· Required each LEA to submit quarterly reports on its progress in implementing the LEA Plan.
At its January 2009 meeting, the SBE adopted a rubric for the state review of revised LEA Plans. This rubric was based upon the definition of Corrective Action 6 that was adopted by the SBE in November 2008, when it assigned corrective actions to the 50 Cohort 2 LEAs that had advanced to PI Year 3 in September 2008.

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


The proposed revisions to the SBE-adopted rubric conform to the newly-revised definition of Corrective Action 6. Bold italics indicate new language added and strikethroughs indicate language deleted.
	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


There will be minimal cost to the CDE to revise and disseminate the rubric.
	ATTACHMENT(S)


Attachment 1: Amended Rubric for Evaluating Program Improvement Year 3 Local Educational Agency Plan Revisions (10 Pages)
Amended Rubric for Evaluating Program Improvement Year 3 Local Educational Agency Plan Revisions
Name of LEA: ______________________________________________________________________________________________
Name of Reviewer: ________________________________________



Date of Review: ________________
The revised LEA Plan will document:
· Implementation of a standards-based/standards-aligned curriculum:
a. SBE-adopted kindergarten through grade eight (K-8 [2001 or later]) and standards-aligned grades nine through twelve (9-12) core, and intervention materials, as appropriate, in reading/English-language arts and mathematics to all students. 

b. Support for a coherent instructional program in all schools based upon full implementation of the SBE adopted/standards-aligned instructional materials in every classroom, including interventions as needed.
· Provision of appropriate professional development, including, but not limited to, materials-based professional development and use of effective instructional strategies.
· Full implementation of the curriculum as measured by LEA support for implementation of the DAIT standards adopted by the SBE in September 2009 and the nine Essential Program Components (EPCs) for instructional success at the school level. 
· Targeting of the instructional needs of students not meeting proficiency targets, especially English learners, students with disabilities, and any high-priority students not meeting standards.
· Consolidated Application compliance with federal and state law.
· Implementation of additional recommendations made by a district assistance and intervention team (DAIT), if assigned. 
	Required Elements
	No Revisions Needed
	Revisions Needed

	
	Documented in revised LEA Plan
	Not addressed or documented in revised LEA Plan

	Instructional Materials: Mathematics
	

	1. The plan addresses district-wide implementation of most recent State Board of Education (SBE)-adopted K-8 (2001 or later) and standards-aligned materials in mathematics grades 9-12 core and intervention materials in mathematics:

	

	· Identifies SBE-adopted core programs currently in place and describes current levels of adoption 

	
	

	· Describes intervention materials currently in place for students working below grade level, including SBE-adopted materials for students working two or more 2 years below grade level    
	
	

	· Describes materials for English learners and students with disabilities (e.g., ancillary materials and strategies to help students access the curriculum)
	
	

	2,The plan clearly outlines the district process to adopt and phase-in the 2007 mathematics curriculum by fall 2009
	
	

	3.2. The plan incorporates the recommendations of the DAIT (Write N/A if there are no DAIT recommendations in this area.)


	
	


	Required Elements
	No Revisions Needed
	Revisions Needed

	
	Documented in revised LEA Plan
	Not addressed or documented in revised LEA Plan

	Instructional Materials: English-Language Arts (ELA)
	

	1. The plan addresses district-wide implementation of most recent State Board of Education (SBE)-adopted K-8 (2001 or later) and standards-aligned materials in ELA grades 9-12 core and intervention materials in ELA:


	

	· Identifies SBE-adopted core programs currently in place and describes current levels of adoption
	
	

	· Describes intervention materials for students performing below grade level, including SBE-adopted materials for students working two or more 2 years below grade level    
	
	

	· Describes materials for English learners and students with disabilities (e.g., ancillary materials and strategies to help students access the curriculum)
	
	

	2. The plan outlines a district process to adopt and phase-in the 2008  ELA curriculum by fall 2010
	
	

	3.2. The plan incorporates the recommendations of the DAIT (Write N/A if there are no DAIT recommendations in this area.)

	
	


	Required Elements
	No Revisions Needed
	Revisions Needed

	
	Documented in revised LEA Plan
	Not addressed or documented in revised LEA Plan

	Professional Development for Teachers
	

	1. The plan prioritizes the professional development needs of all mathematics teachers:
	

	· Documents the percent of mathematics teachers who have completed AB 466/SB 472 training (40-hour institute and 80-hour practicum) materials-based professional development in the most recent curriculum adopted by the district

	
	

	· Documents schedule to provide all mathematics teachers with SB 472 training (plus the 80 hour practicum) materials-based professional development, including the use of effective instructional strategies in the newly adopted mathematics curriculum adopted by the district, to all mathematics teachers who have not yet received this training.
	
	

	2. The plan prioritizes the professional development needs of all ELA teachers:
	
	

	· Documents the percent of ELA teachers who have completed AB 466/SB 472 training (40-hour institute and 80-hour practicum) materials-based professional development in the most recent curriculum adopted by the district
	
	

	· Documents steps to provide SB 472 training materials-based professional development, including the use of effective instructional strategies, to all ELA teachers who have not yet completed the institute and/or practicum in the currently adopted curriculum yet received this training.
	
	

	3. The plan prioritizes the need for all teachers of English Learners to complete SB 472 English Learner Professional Development (ELPD) after completing the initial 40-hour SB 472 institute 
	
	

	4. 3.The plan incorporates the recommendations of the DAIT (Write N/A if there are no DAIT recommendations in this area.)


	
	


	Required Elements
	No Revisions Needed
	Revisions Needed

	
	Documented in revised LEA Plan
	Not addressed or documented in revised LEA Plan

	Professional Development for Administrators
	

	1. The plan addresses the professional development needs of all administrators:
	

	· Documents percent of administrators who have completed AB 75/430 training (institute and practicum) materials-based administrator training in the most recent curricula adopted by the district
	
	

	· Documents steps to provide AB 430 training materials-based administrator training, including the use of effective instructional strategies, for all administrators who have not completed the institute and/or practicum this training.
	
	

	· Documents steps to provide administrators with training on the implementation of strategies for English learners, including Specially Designed Academic Instruction in English (SDAIE), and English Language Development (ELD) programs.
	
	

	· Documents steps to provide administrators with training on the implementation of programs for students with disabilities, e.g., Response to Intervention (RtI)
	
	

	2. The plan incorporates the recommendations of the DAIT (Write N/A if there are no DAIT recommendations in this area.)

	
	


	Required Elements
	No Revisions Needed
	Revisions Needed

	
	Documented in revised LEA Plan
	Not addressed or documented in revised LEA Plan

	Focus on High Priority Students
	

	1. The plan addresses the fundamental learning needs of English learners:
	

	· Documents district policies for assessing, placing in, and exiting English learners from ELD programs. 
	
	

	· Documents instructional delivery strategies that render content comprehensible to students learning English (e.g., SDAIE)
	
	

	2. The plan addresses the fundamental learning needs of students with disabilities:
	
	

	· Documents presence of or actions taken to provide support for general and special education teachers delivering specialized instruction to students with disabilities
	
	

	· Documents presence of, or actions taken to create, collaboration among general education and special education teachers by grade level or program
	
	


	3. The plan addresses the fundamental learning needs of other high priority students:
	
	

	· Documents presence of, or plans to provide, SBE-adopted intervention programs,  offered as separate, extended-period classes, for all students requiring intensive intervention in reading/English-language arts and/or mathematics
	
	

	· Documents presence of, or plans to provide, transitional and support classes for students requiring strategic intervention in reading/English-language arts and/or mathematics
	
	

	4. The plan incorporates the recommendations of the DAIT (Write N/A if there are no DAIT recommendations in this area.)


	
	


	Required Elements
	No Revisions Needed
	Revisions Needed

	
	Documented in revised LEA Plan
	Not addressed or documented in revised LEA Plan

	School in Corrective Action (Program Improvement Year 3)
	

	The plan:
	

	· Identifies the schools in Program Improvement Year 3
	
	

	· Identifies the corrective actions assigned to these schools
	
	

	· Identifies the level of implementation of program improvement activities in individual schools in corrective action
	
	

	Schools in Restructuring (Program Improvement Year 4) 
	
	

	The plan:
	
	

	· Identifies the number of schools in Program Improvement Year 4. 
	
	

	· Identifies the activities underway to implement restructuring in each Program Improvement Year 4 school
	
	

	· Identifies the level of implementation of restructuring activities in each Program Improvement Year 4 school
	
	


The LEA, if found out of compliance with the federal Title I and/or Title III requirements, has documented how it intends to address each non-compliance item. In the table below, indicate (with a check mark in each column) whether the LEA has identified and addressed each non-compliant item. The LEA should document its proposed resolution and the date by which it plans to resolve each non-compliant item.

	Instrument Name/Program
	Item #
	Finding #
	Proposed Resolution
	Proposed Resolution Date

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Additional DAIT Recommendations:  In accordance with EC Section 52059(e), a DAIT is required to assess the needs of an LEA in each of the seven areas listed below and to make recommendations in any area it determines to be in need of improvement. In the table below, indicate whether the DAIT report of findings includes recommendations in one or more areas and whether the revised LEA Plan documents steps to adopt the recommendations. Each assigned DAIT was also asked to comment on LEA readiness to engage in reform, defined as district leadership in each of the seven areas of DAIT work and evidence of coherent school-level strategies to improve student performance. 
	
	Area addressed in DAIT recommendations
	LEA Plan documents steps to adopt DAIT recommendation 
	LEA Plan does not document steps to adopt DAIT recommendations

	Governance
	
	
	

	Alignment of curriculum, instruction, and assessments to state standards
	
	
	

	Fiscal operations
	
	
	

	Parent and community involvement
	
	
	

	Human resources
	
	
	

	Data systems and achievement monitoring
	
	
	

	Professional development
	
	
	

	District capacity to engage in district-level reform and coherent school improvement strategies
	____ Cited in DAIT report
	______ Not cited in DAIT report


	Reader Comments




