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Legislative Update 
These bills affect issue areas of the State Board of Education (SBE) Principles. These measures impact the policies related to SBE Principles, and/or the role of the SBE. Inclusion in this list does not constitute a SBE position for the legislation. The position (watch, support, support if amended, oppose, or oppose unless amended) of the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) has been noted in bill descriptions, where applicable.
1. Safeguard the State Board of Education-adopted academic content standards as the foundation of California's kindergarten through grade twelve (K–12) educational system; the same standards for all children.
AB 2069 (Carter) – Education: Curriculum/Standards
The bill would lift the current suspension on framework development and instructional materials adoptions, and allow the CDE to begin work on new frameworks and adoptions that would meet the new standards pursuant to SBX5 1 (Steinberg) to adopt the Common Core standards in English-language arts and mathematics by August 2, 2010.The bill would enable the CDE and the SBE to adopt those materials on an expedited basis. In addition, this bill ensures that California’s history-social science framework will be completed by June 1, 2011. Work on the updated curriculum framework in history-social science was nearly completed when Assembly Bill (AB) X4 2, implemented in July 2009, suspended all work on curriculum framework development and instructional materials adoptions through July 1, 2013.

This bill is sponsored by the Superintendent of Public Instruction and is in the Assembly Education Committee.

SB 1451 (Yee) – Instructional Materials

This bill would require the State Board of Education to review the proposed revisions to the Texas social-studies curriculum for the 2010-2011 school year, after which it would be required to report its findings to the Chair of the Assembly Committee on Education, the Chair of the Senate Committee on Education, and the Secretary of Education. According to the bill, the revisions, although not formally adopted in Texas, would have a national impact on textbook content since Texas is the second largest purchaser of textbooks in the United States, second only to California. 
This bill is scheduled to be heard in the Senate Education Committee on 
April 21, 2010.

2. Ensure that curriculum is rigorous, standards-aligned, and research-based utilizing State Board of Education-adopted materials or standards-aligned textbooks in grades nine to twelve, to prepare children for college or the workforce.

SB 381 (Wright) – Graduation Requirements

This bill, beginning with the 2010-11 school year, would prohibit a school district from adopting graduation requirements that include the completion of additional coursework that meets or exceeds the A-G requirements unless the district also requires the pupil to complete a sequence of at least three career and technical education (CTE) courses. However, this provision would not apply to a school district that, by June 30, 2009, had adopted graduation requirements for the completion of all minimum coursework necessary to meet the prerequisites for admission to a four-year California public university.

This measure is a two-year measure and is currently in the Assembly Appropriations Committee. The author decided to hold the measure in Assembly Appropriations due to fiscal concerns that may have not allowed the measure to pass out of the committee. It is supported by a number of organizations, including, but not limited, to the Western States Petroleum Association, State Building and Construction Trades Council, American Federation of Labor and Congress of Industrial Organizations (AFL-CIO), California Business Education Association, and California Industrial and Technology Education Association. It is opposed by a number of organizations, including, but not limited to, Ed Trust West, California School Boards Association (CSBA), California Teachers Association (CTA), Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce, Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund, Public Advocates, and the Association of California State Administrators (ACSA). 
3. Ensure the availability of State Board of Education-adopted instructional materials for Kindergarten and grades one to eight and locally adopted standards-aligned instructional materials in grades nine to twelve.
AB 314 (Brownley) – Instructional Materials
This bill would require publishers or manufacturers of instructional materials to provide equipment or technology associated with the use of instructional materials under consideration for purchase free of charge to the same extent as they are provided to any state or school district in the United States. The bill would also require publishers or manufacturers to furnish instructional materials offered by the publisher in an electronic format at a price that is less than the price charged for the printed version and would require the electronic version of any textbook to contain at least the same content as the printed version. 
Additionally, AB 314 would require that the SBE hold a publicly noticed informational hearing prior to the meeting at which it is scheduled to adopt the instructional materials. (The SBE practice has been to hold the hearing and make the adoption decision at the same meeting.) This measure would require the list of state-approved instructional materials by subject and grade level be posted on the CDE Web site and include the assessments or reports of findings and recommendations by expert reviewers and evaluators of the materials including: alignment of standards, program organization, pupil assessments, teacher support, and support for English learners. The bill would require the SSPI to develop, and the SBE to adopt regulations regarding the posting of adopted such materials. The bill extends the life of the adoption list for three years following the next adoption of instructional materials based upon a new or revised framework.

AB 314 would significantly change the reviewer selection process for instructional materials and eliminate the SBE role in these decisions. This bill would allow school districts receiving Instructional Materials Funding Realignment Program (IMFRP) funds to recommend reviewers for grades Kindergarten through eighth grade instructional materials who meet specified requirements. This bill would require the SSPI to select, through random lottery, and appoint instructional materials reviewers and content review experts from the recommendations made by school districts and ensure that the reviewers reflect the various ethnic groups, types of districts, and regions in California and have experience in providing instruction to English learners and pupils with disabilities and ensure that the majority of those individuals selected are credentialed classroom teachers.
AB 314 would revise the timeframe by which pupils would be required to be provided with standards-aligned textbooks or basic instructional materials by the beginning of the first school term to no later than 36 months after those materials were adopted by the SBE Currently, the timeframe is 24 months.
Prior legislation, in 2008, attempted to make changes to the instructional material adoption process: AB 2315 (Mullin) and AB 2468 (Brownley). Both measures were vetoed by the Governor, whose veto messages stated that the SBE had recently addressed greater transparency and clear timelines and procedures in the instructional materials adoption process and that the SBE should maintain the authority over selection and appointment of instructional materials reviewers and content review experts. In addition, the Governor’s veto message for AB 2468 stated that current law already provides safeguards against California paying higher prices for instructional materials. The July 8, 2009, Senate Committee Education analysis indicates that the AFL-CIO, ACSA, CSBA, Small School Districts Association (SSDA), California Association of Suburban School Districts, and several county offices of education support this measure. The Association of American Publishers is opposed. 

This measure is a two year bill and is currently in the Senate Appropriations Committee. 
AB 2069 (Carter) – Education: Curriculum/Standards
The bill would lift the current suspension on framework development and instructional materials adoptions, and allow the CDE to begin work on new frameworks and adoptions that would meet the new standards pursuant to SBX5 1 (Steinberg) to adopt the Common Core standards in English-language arts and mathematics by August 2, 2010. The bill would enable the CDE and the SBE to adopt those materials on an expedited basis. In addition, this bill would ensure that California’s history-social science framework would be completed by June 1, 2011. Work on the updated curriculum framework in history-social science was nearly completed when Assembly Bill (AB) X4 2 was enacted in July 2009, and suspended all work on curriculum framework development and instructional materials adoptions through July 1, 2013.

This bill is sponsored by the Superintendent of Public Instruction and is scheduled to be heard in the in the Assembly Education Committee on April 21, 2010.
SB 1278 (Wyland) – Instructional Materials

This urgency measure, which is very similar to AB 2069, would  repeal the delay of the  adoption of instructional materials and replace the schedule for adoption by allowing instructional materials for specified subjects to be submitted in each year from 2012 to 2018, inclusive. The bill would require the state board to adopt a revised curriculum framework and evaluation criteria for instructional materials in history-social science in 2011. 

This bill is scheduled to be heard in the Senate Education Committee on 

April 21, 2010.

4. Support professional development for teachers on the adopted instructional materials that are used in the classroom. 
No legislation related to this SBE principle has been identified at this time. 

5. Maintain the assessment and accountability system, including Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR), Early Assessment Program (EAP), California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) and California English Development Test (CELDT).

AB 391 (Torlakson) – Independent Evaluation of the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program
This bill would require the SSPI, on or before April 1, 2011, to contract for an independent evaluation of the STAR Program. The evaluation would include, among other specifics, recommendations for improvements and revisions in the program, improving the technical characteristics of the tests for groups and individuals, including pupils with disabilities and English learners, improving grade level continuity and vertical alignment in the tests, and the ability to produce scores that are longitudinally comparable. This evaluation should also include increasing the integration of content from other core curriculum areas into test items and improving the alignment to any new content standards. The Superintendent would be required to provide this evaluation to the Legislature, the Governor, and the SBE on or before November 1, 2011. The bill would require the CDE to use federal funds for the purpose of contracting for the evaluation and would make the operation of these provisions contingent upon an appropriation for their purposes in the annual Budget Act or another statute.

This measure is in the Senate Education Committee. 
AB 2013 (Arambula) – Independent Study

This bill would require the CDE to include independent study programs and alternative schools serving high-risk pupils to participate in the alternative accountability system, regardless of the percentage of high-risk pupils enrolled. It would also specify the minimum contents of the alternative accountability system and require the superintendent to report to the Legislature by March 1, 2011, and January 1, 2012, on the data collected, based on the revised alternative accountability system.

Under current law, the SSPI develops and the SBE adopts the state's alternative accountability system, referred to as the Alternative School Accountability Model (ASAM). County office of education schools, community day schools, nonpublic schools, and nonsectarian schools may voluntarily participate in ASAM. The ASAM is currently being re-developed by the SSPI in consultation with the Public Schools Accountability Act Advisory Committee, which will eventually be submitted to the SBE for adoption. 

This measure is sponsored by the author and is scheduled to be heard in the Assembly Education Committee on April 21, 2010. 
AB 2083 (Assembly Committee on Education) – Graduation Rates

This bill would require the SSPI and SBE to use the closest approximation, using existing data, of the graduation rate defined pursuant to federal regulations related to Title I of  the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, if that rate can not be calculated, in applying the methodology specified in state statute for identifying persistently lowest achieving schools. 
SBX5 1 (Steinberg), which was part of the Race to the Top legislative package passed by the Legislature and signed by the Governor, adds to the state's "persistently lowest-achieving" school list high schools with a federally defined four-year longitudinal graduation rate of less than 60 percent in each of the last three years. However, California cannot calculate a four-year longitudinal graduation rate until the current 2009-10 school year is completed, which will be the fourth year that the California Longitudinal Pupil Achievement Data System (CALPADS) collected data to calculate the graduation rate. It is anticipated that a longitudinally-based four-year graduation rate may be available in spring 2011. This measure is meant to provide an alternative four-year graduation rate in lieu of an actual four-year longitudinal graduation rate using CALPADS.

This measure is sponsored and authored by the Assembly Education Committee and is in the Assembly Appropriations Committee. 
AB 2273 (Torlakson) – Public Schools Accountability Act 

This bill would add the California Education Opportunity (CEO) Index to the PSAA, which would require the SSPI to develop the CEO Index to measure performance and offerings of both elementary and secondary schools in preparing students for graduation and to become responsible and contributing community members after graduation. The SSPI would be required to establish an advisory committee to advise the Superintendent and the SBE on the CEO Index. Advisory committee members would serve a term not to exceed 2 years. Members would serve without compensation. The advisory committee would be required to make specified recommendations to the SSPI and the SBE by July 1, 2012.

This measure is sponsored by the author and is scheduled to be heard in the Assembly Education Committee on April 21, 2010. 

SB 381 (Wright) – Graduation Requirements

This bill, beginning with the 2010-11 school year, would prohibit a school district from adopting graduation requirements that include the completion of additional coursework that meets or exceeds the A-G requirements unless the district also requires the pupil to complete a sequence of at least three career and technical education (CTE) courses. However, this provision would not apply to a school district that, by June 30, 2009, had adopted graduation requirements for the completion of all minimum coursework necessary to meet the prerequisites for admission to a four-year California public university.

This measure is a two-year measure and is currently in the Assembly Appropriations Committee. The author decided to hold the measure in Assembly Appropriations due to fiscal concerns that may have not allowed the measure to pass out of the committee. It is supported by a number of organizations, including, but not limited, to the Western States Petroleum Association, State Building and Construction Trades Council, American Federation of Labor and Congress of Industrial Organizations (AFL-CIO), California Business Education Association, and California Industrial and Technology Education Association. It is opposed by a number of organizations, including, but not limited to, Ed Trust West, California School Boards Association (CSBA), California Teachers Association (CTA), Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce, Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund, Public Advocates, and the Association of California State Administrators (ACSA). 
SB 930 (Ducheny) – Pupil Assessments for English Language Learners

This bill would require primary language assessments (PLAs) to satisfy requirements of the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001, including requirements regarding validity, reliability, and comparability, and would require the contractor chosen to develop the PLAs to report to the SBE as to how the assessments satisfy NCLB requirements. In addition, the bill would require the contractor selected to develop a PLA to have expertise and experience in developing primary language test items. 

This bill would require, the CDE, by September 1, 2012, to modify the existing California standards-based tests (CSTs) in order to eliminate linguistic complexity, and to identify and develop accommodations for English learners as specified. This bill also would require the primary language assessment beginning in 2012-2013 to be used to determine adequate yearly progress (AYP), but requires that the CAHSEE be used to determine AYP for students who take that exam for purposes of the Academic Performance Index (API). This measure would require that only the highest test score results of the primary language standards test or the English standards test be included in the AYP or API and also would require primary language assessments to be included in state and federal accountability systems that replace the AYP or API.                        

Additionally, this bill would require PLA test administration and reporting to be subject to the same requirements as the CSTs and deletes provision in current law authorizing school districts to allow English learners in grades 2-11 to take a second achievement test in their primary language. SB 930 would require pupils identified by the CELDT as limited English proficient who receive instruction in their primary language or who are literate in their primary language and have been enrolled in a school in the United States for less than three consecutive years to take a primary language assessment if a test is available. This bill would also authorize public schools to use the PLAs for the purpose of assessing pupils who are enrolled in dual immersion programs and who are non-limited English proficient and would require the assessment to be administered at the school district's expense as specified. 

This bill passed the Assembly Education Committee on April 14, 2010, at which time amendments were taken. These amendments, which are not yet in print, would require successor assessments developed and implemented after 2013 to minimize linguistic complexity and include the same accommodations for English learners as is specified in EC 60640(f) of this bill. In addition, the bill was amended to authorize the Superintendent to establish an advisory committee to advise the SBE on the inclusion of primary language assessments in the state's assessment system and in any successor measure to the state's federal and state accountability system. The majority of the advisory committee shall be comprised of persons with demonstrated expertise in developing academic assessments specific to English learners and persons with demonstrated experience in research and data specific to English learners.

Similar measures from previous years include, SB 385 (Ducheny) and SB 1580 (Ducheny), which were both vetoed by the Governor. According to the author this attempt is a more modest approach.  

SB 1448 (Price) - School Accountability

This bill, would be contingent on an appropriation of federal funds, would require the CDE to contract for the development of a new academic accountability indicator to replace the API, which would measures pupil-level growth in academic achievement over time using STAR, CELDT and CAHSEE assessments. The new indicator would be required to allow the state to comply with the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 and to measure adequate yearly progress under that act. In developing the new indicator, it would also:
· Require the CDE to convene an advisory board consisting of representatives from the state board, the Secretary for Education, the Department of Finance, the Legislative Analyst’s Office, parent groups, school districts, and education researchers to provide general guidance and make recommendations relative to modifying assessments, academic content standards, performance expectations, and eligibility criteria for state support and resources.

· Require the CDE, subject to funding being provided in the annual Budget Act, to contract with a consultant for independent oversight of the project to develop the new indicator. The consultant would be required to bi-annually submit a written report on the progress in developing the new indicator and how it is meeting specified goals to the SSPI, the SBE, the advisory board, the Director of Finance, the Legislative Analyst, and the Legislature.

Previous efforts have been pursued to achieve similar goals. The Governor signed AB 1130 (Solorio) last year, which states legislative intent regarding the examination of methods for making and reporting comparisons of school and district academic achievement over time based on a cohort growth measure. ABX5 1 (Solorio) was also introduced during the Fifth Extraordinary Legislative Session, which would have required the SBE on or before August 1, 2010 to adopt a measure of annual academic achievement growth by cohort to identify various performance levels of growth and incorporated into the PSAA, and be consistent with the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001. Both measures were sponsored by EdVoice.

This measure was scheduled for a hearing in the Senate Education Committee on April 14, 2010; however, it was canceled by the author. It may be heard on April 21, 2010.

6. Ensure that the California Commission on Teacher Credentialing (CTC) and all teacher training institutes use State Board of Education-adopted standards as the basis for determining the subject matter competency of teacher candidates
No legislation related to this SBE principle has been identified at this time.

7. Strengthen coordination between K-12 and higher education.
No legislation related to this SBE principle has been identified at this time.
Other Bills of Interest to the State Board of Education

AB 2370 (Hernandez) – Districts of Choice

This bill would require a school district of choice to give priority to bilingual pupils, English learners, and pupils with special needs, including individuals with exceptional needs. It also makes legislative findings and declarations related to the fiscal responsibilities of the county superintendent of schools in implementing the limitation on the transfers out of a school district of residence. It would additionally require a school district of choice to ensure that a pupil who transfers into the district is enrolled in a school with a higher API score than the school in which the pupil was previously enrolled.

In 2009, the Legislature passed SB 680 (Romero), which extended the sunset of the Districts of Choice (DOC) provisions in the Education Code from July 1, 2009, to July 2016. It also repealed the prohibition on new districts electing to become a DOC; and required the Legislative Analyst to complete an evaluation of the DOC program and to report to the Legislature by November 1, 2014. 

Under the DOC provisions, a governing board of a school district may declare the district to be a "district of choice" willing to accept a specified number of inter-district transfers. A DOC is not required to admit pupils, but those pupils that it does elect to admit must be selected through a random process that prohibits enrollment based on academic or athletic performance. School districts of choice must give priority for attendance to siblings of children already in attendance in that district.

This bill scheduled to be heard in the Assembly Education Committee on May 5, 2010. 
SB 1186 (Liu) – Education Governance
This measure proposes to fundamentally restructure the roles of the SBE, SSPI and the Secretary of Education within the state’s educational governance structure. It would require the SBE’s ten non-student members to reside in ten different geographical regions of the state and reflect the state’s diversity. It would also eliminate the SBE’s authority to establish stateside educational policies and issues and it’s authority to issue subpoenas and compel witness attendance.

It would establish the Secretary of Education as a cabinet level position, which would be required to be confirmed by a two-thirds vote of the State Senate. The Secretary would additionally be required to develop and recommend fiscal and governance incentives that promote sharing and consolidation of educational services among school districts and county offices of education, expansion of the K-12 public education system to include early childhood education, and an increase in the ratio of school counselors to middle and high school pupils.

The SSPI’s authority would be expanded to include statutorily recognized oversight of state preschool and to ensure the delivery of P-12 education, including:

· Establishing educational expectations for pupils.

· Apportioning resources to schools.

· Managing statewide educational and financial accountability programs.

· Overseeing school district fiscal audit reviews.

· Serving as the independent spokesperson for California’s populace and pupils.

· Facilitating educational accountability by administering and promoting the effective use of data to measure and improve pupil learning. Educational accountability shall include, but not necessarily be limited to, all of the following:
· Measuring pupil and institutional performance to ensure adequate and equitable education and compliance with special education and civil rights law.

· Monitoring the implementation of state and federal programs.
· Identifying schools that fail to meet pupil achievement targets.
· Defining and implementing intervention strategies for schools that fail to meet pupil achievement targets.

It would also amend the Education Code pertaining to the Director of Education by removing its position of serving as executive officer to the SBE and establishing it as a SSPI appointed position vested with all the executive and administrative functions of the CDE. 

Senator Liu is the Chair of the Senate Education Subcommittee on Educational Governance and Accountability. This committee has held hearings to review various governmental committee and commission recommendations on how the state can make more efficient and effective its educational governance structure. Witnesses who have appeared before the committee include the Governor’s Committee on Education Excellence, the Little Hoover Commission, and the SSPI. 

This measure is scheduled to be heard in the Senate Education Committee on April 21, 2010. 

SB 1298 (Hancock) – Regional Occupation Centers and Programs (ROCP)

This bill would restrict the authority of a school district to withdraw from a ROCP if the SBE determines that doing so would negatively impact the career technical education services received by high school pupils of other school districts and charter schools in the region. The bill would require a recipient of funds allocated for career technical education services to expend those funds in accordance with the regional plan for occupational course sequences in order to meet documented labor market demand and focus on the needs of high school pupils. The bill would make legislative findings and declarations that, to be effective, ROCP course sequences be organized regionally, and integrated across local educational agencies and community colleges, with the active involvement of business, labor, and workforce development agencies.

Under the categorical flex provisions in the current year budget, ROCPs were included in Tier 3 flex. This allows districts to receive these funds and use them for other purposes. 

This bill is in the Senate Appropriations Committee.

SSPI Sponsored Bills
AB 1841 (Buchanan) – Special education: Parental Consent

This bill would bring the Education Code into compliance with recent federal Individual with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) Part B regulations adopted by the U.S. Department of Education. Specifically, it would clarify the Education Code to specify that when parents revoke their consent for their child’s Individualized Education Program (IEP), it would terminate their child’s IEP services. The local educational agency (LEA) would be precluded from pursuing efforts to require IEP services should the district disagree with the parent’s revocation of consent.
Education Code Section 56346 must be amended to align with this new federal regulation in order to ensure that California will retain its federal IDEA grant eligibility of $1.2 billion.

This measure passed the Assemby and is in the Senate Rules Committee.
AB 1874 (Evans) – Vallejo City Unified School District

AB 1874 would extend the deadline for Vallejo City Unified School District (VCUSD) to sell its surplus property from July 1, 2010, to January 1, 2015. SB 1190 (Chesbro), Chapter 53, Statutes of 2004, appropriated $60 million for an emergency loan to VCUSD and required the SSPI to assume all the rights, duties, and powers of the governing board of VCUSD, and to appoint an administrator to serve during the term of the loan. The school district is still operating under a state administrator/trustee. SB 1190 also authorized the school district to sell its surplus property and use the proceeds from the sale to reduce or retire its emergency loan. This authorization was provided until June 30, 2007.
AB 1948 (Evans), Chapter 636, Statutes of 2008, extended the deadline from June 30, 2007, to July 1, 2010. Given the challenges of selling property during these difficult economic times, this bill would allow VCUSD additional time to sell surplus property and use those funds to pay down its emergency loan from the state. 

This is awaiting a vote on the Assembly Floor. 
AB 2081 (Assembly Education Committee) – Technical Issues
This is the annual CDE Omnibus clean up bill that makes technical changes to provisions in the Education Code that may be duplicative or outdated. 
This bill is scheduled to be heard in the Assembly Education Committee on April 21, 2010.

AB 2172 (Carter) – Multiple Pathways
AB 2445 (Furutani) – Multiple Pathways
These two measures would serve as vehicles for the SSPI to sponsor legislation should statutory changes be needed to implement the Multiple Pathways Report recommendations. AB 2648 (Bass) from 2008 was a measure sponsored by the Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce that required the superintendent to develop a report that explores the feasibility of establishing and expanding multiple pathway programs in California high schools. A final draft and its submission to the Legislature and the Governor will likely occur in early April.

Both measures are scheduled to be heard in the Assembly Education Committee on 
April 21, 2010.
AB 2265 (Salas) – Pupil Achievement: California Longitudinal Pupil Achievement Data System

This measure would establish The Accurate Student Achievement Data Act of 2010. It would create an annual $5 per pupil grant program to help fund LEAs to better ensure that student-level data are being collected, maintained, and submitted accurately to properly track and assess student academic performance, and dropout and graduation rates. 

By establishing this grant program, LEAs would receive $5 per pupil contingent upon their meeting specified quality educational data criteria to help ensure that student-level data are produced, maintained and reported accurately. In 2007-08, there were approximately 6.3 million students enrolled in the K-12 system. If all districts met the specified quality educational data criteria, the annual cost to the state would be about $32 million.

Funding would be contingent upon an LEA:
1) Submitting its Annual Statewide Student Identifier (SSID) Maintenance on-time

2) Maintaining a SSID anomaly rate of 2 percent or less

3) Maintaining the SSID on a student’s transcript

4) Maintaining the statewide teacher identifier in appropriate systems

5) Maintaining a generic e-mail address to ensure timely communications between the state and LEAs on data issues

A similar measure, AB 1656 (Feuer/DeSaulnier) was sponsored by the SSPI in 2007; however, due to the high cost of the bill, it was amended to address an issue unrelated to education.
This measure is scheduled to be heard in the Assembly Appropriations Committee on 
April 21, 2010. 
AB 2560 (Brownley) – School Facilities: Construction: Modernization
This bill would provide the CDE and the California School Finance Authority (CSFA) under the Office of the State Treasurer the statutory authority and guidelines on how to disperse the 2010 federal American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) Quality School Construction Bond (QSCB) tax credit volume cap. This bill would address the need for authority for 2010, while SB 205 addressed the authority for 2009.
This measure is scheduled to be heard in the Assembly Education Committee on 
April 21, 2010.
SB 205 (Hancock) – Education Finance: Federal Tax Credit Bond Volume Cap
With its enactment, this law clarifies that the CDE and the California School Finance Authority, under the Office of the State Treasurer, are authorized to allocate federal QSCB tax credits to LEAs and charter schools, respectively. This law addresses the 2009 tax credit volume cap only.

This measure was signed by the Governor March 25, 2010. 
SCA 6 (Simitian) – Taxation: Educational Entities: Parcel Tax.
The California Constitution conditions the imposition of a special tax by a city, county, or special district upon the approval of two-thirds of the voters of the city, county, or special district voting on that tax, and prohibits these entities from imposing an ad valorem tax on real property or a transactions or sales tax on the sale of real property. This measure would alternatively condition the imposition, extension, or increase of a parcel tax, as defined, by a school district, community college district, or county office of education upon the approval of 55 percent of its voters voting on the proposition, and would also make conforming changes to related provisions. This is an SSPI co-sponsored bill. The Senate Committee on Elections, Reapportionment and Constitutional Amendments Committee’s analysis indicates the Antioch Unified School District, ACSA, Association of Low Wealth Schools, CSBA, California Association of Suburban School Districts, California Communities United Institute, CCBE, CFT, California School Employees' Association, California Tax Reform Association, California Taxpayers' Association, CTA, Children Now, FIRST 5 Santa Clara County, Fremont Union High School District, Jefferson Elementary School District, League of Women Voters of California, Long Beach City College, LAUSD, Los Gatos - Saratoga Joint Union High School District, numerous individual school board members, Palo Alto Unified School District, Riverside County Schools Advocacy Association, San Carlos School District, SFUSD, San Mateo - Foster City School District, and Scotts Valley Unified School District support this measure. In opposition of this measure are the California Association of Realtors, California Taxpayers' Association, and the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association.

This measure is a two-year bill and is currently on the Senate Third Reading File. 
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