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	ITEM ADDENDUM


	Date:
	November 2, 2011


	TO:
	MEMBERS, State Board of Education


	FROM:
	TOM TORLAKSON, State Superintendent of Public Instruction


	SUBJECT:
	Item 7 – Elementary and Secondary Education Act: Assignment of Corrective Action and Associated Technical Assistance for each of the 55 Local Educational Agencies in Cohort 5 of Program Improvement Year 3.


SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

Attachment 2 is a graphic timeline and table of the 5 cohorts in Program Improvement Year 3 including the number of LEAs and their assigned technical assistance levels.

Attachment 3 is a description of the recommendation of the corrective action, technical assistance, and associated requirements for each LEA in Cohort 5 of Program Improvement Year 3. The Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) targets for LEAs in Cohort 5 are significantly higher than the targets for LEAs in Cohort 1. Because the measurement gap between the current Federal and State accountability systems has widened, the recommendations for technical assistance for LEAs in corrective action have evolved in response to higher levels of academic achievement demonstrated in later cohorts. To better reflect this trend, an analysis of LEA performance using the State accountability growth model is presented for SBE consideration in Attachment 4.
Attachment 4 is an application of the objective criteria for each of the 55 LEAs in Cohort 5 of Program Improvement Year 3, including recommended technical assistance levels and an analysis of 2011 Growth Academic Performance Index (API) for each LEA.
ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 2:
Local Educational Agencies in Program Improvement Year 3 Subject to Sanctions-Three Year Review Schedule (2 Pages)
Attachment 3:
Corrective Action 6 and Associated Technical Assistance Requirements for each of the 55 Local Educational Agencies in Cohort 5 of Program Improvement Year 3 (4 Pages)
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Application of Objective Criteria for the 55 2011 Local Educational Agencies in Cohort 5 of Program Improvement Year 3 Corrective Action (8 Pages)
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Local Educational Agencies in Program Improvement Year 3 Subject to Sanctions
Three-Year Review Schedule
Summary of Cohorts 1–5
	Cohort
	Assigned Corrective Action 6

(CA6)
	Technical Assistance Level
	Total Number of LEAs
	Number of Schools in Program Improvement
	Quarterly Reporting

	
	
	Intensive
	Moderate
	Light
	Other
	
	At Date of Assigned CA6
	Currently
	

	1
	March 2008
	6
	36
	41
	6
	89
	1,111
	1,460
	7

	2
	November 2008
	1
	25
	24
	0
	50
	246
	379
	1

	3
	January 2010
March 2010
	1
	4
	24
	0
	29
	149
	202
	29

	4
	March 2011
	0
	57
	5
	0
	60
	343
	433
	0

	5
	November 2011

(Recommended)
	0
	39
	16
	0
	55
	347
	347
	0

	Total
	
	
	
	
	
	283
	2,196
	2,821
	


Updated November 2, 2011

Corrective Action 6 and Associated Technical Assistance Requirements
for each of the 55 Local Educational Agencies in Cohort 5 of Program Improvement Year 3
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) take the following individual actions for each of the 55 local educational agencies (LEAs) in Cohort 5 newly identified for Program Improvement (PI) Year 3 based on the 2011–12 Accountability Progress Report:
1. Assign Corrective Action 6 to each of the 55 LEAs as defined here:
Corrective Action 6 is defined consistent with the language adopted by the SBE at its March 2010 meeting, with the addition of professional development activities to support the implementation of the Common Core State Standards (CCSS). The most recent definition of Corrective Action 6 adopted by the SBE at its March 2010 meeting is outlined in Item 23 on the SBE March 10–11, 2010, Agenda Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr10/agenda201003.asp.

· Implement a standards-based/standards-aligned curriculum by providing:

· 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.

· 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.
· Provide professional development related to the CCSS as materials are available, such as LEA-wide professional development to increase awareness and understanding of the main concepts of the SBE-adopted CCSS, potential areas of integration of CCSS concepts and skills with current curriculum materials, and implications for improved rigor in effective instruction, student engagement and depth of knowledge.

· Ensure full implementation of the curriculum as measured by LEA support for implementation of the district assistance and intervention team (DAIT) standards adopted by the SBE at its September 2009 meeting (Item 6 on the SBE September 16–17, 2009, Agenda Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr09/agenda0909.asp) and the nine Essential Program Components (EPCs) 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 racial, ethnic, and socioeconomically disadvantaged student groups not meeting standards.
2.
Assign the category of light performance problems to 13 LEAs with a Relative Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Performance Index greater than 90 or a 2011 Growth Academic Performance Index (API) at or above 800 as an LEA and, for each significant subgroup, a 2011 API above the state average for that subgroup or above 800. Assign the category of light performance problems to 3 County Offices of Education. Assign the category of moderate performance problems to the remaining 39 LEAs. 

3.
Assign resources to each of the LEAs in Cohort 5 of PI Year 3 consistent with federal requirements to provide technical assistance while instituting any corrective action:

· The 13 LEAs and 3 COEs assigned the light performance problems category will be required to access technical assistance to assist with the implementation of Corrective Action 6. The 39 LEAs assigned the moderate performance problems category in Cohort 5 will be required to contract with a self-selected DAIT or other technical assistance provider to receive guidance, support and technical assistance pursuant to the SBE-adopted standards.

· All LEAs and COEs assigned the moderate or light performance problem categories in Cohort 5 that have PI schools will be provided with fiscal resources to access technical assistance. The purpose of the technical assistance is to analyze the needs of the LEA and its schools, amend the LEA Plan, and implement key action steps. Those LEAs in the light performance category that do not have PI schools will not receive fiscal resources to access technical assistance.
4.
Require, as consistent with previous SBE action taken in March 2011, that each LEA in Cohort 5 of PI Year 3 revise its LEA Plan documenting:

· The steps the LEA is taking to fully implement Corrective Action 6 and any additional recommendations made by a DAIT or other technical assistance provider. DAITs or other technical assistance providers will be directed to make specific recommendations to address the learning needs of any student group whose academic performance contributed to the failure of the LEA to make AYP.

· The steps each LEA is taking to support any of its advancing PI schools to restructure and implement school-level corrective action activities.

5.
Require, as consistent with previous SBE action taken in March 2011, that each LEA in Cohort 5 of PI Year 3 post its revised LEA Plan on its local Web site and send the Web link to the CDE for posting on the CDE LEA Plans for LEAs in PI Year 3 Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ti/leaplanpiyr3.asp.
6.
Adopt the following proposed timeline for each of the Cohort 5 LEAs in PI Year 3 in 2011–12:
November 9–10, 2011: The SBE assigns corrective actions and technical assistance to each of the 55 LEAs in Cohort 5 that advanced to PI Year 3 in 2011–12 and provides these LEAs with the opportunity to address the SBE concerning their assigned corrective action.

February 2012: As required in California Education Code Section 52059(e)(2), the DAIT or other technical assistance provider completes a report that is based on the findings of the needs assessment. The report shall include, at a minimum, recommendations for improving the areas that are found to need improvement. The report also shall address the manner in which existing resources should be redirected to ensure that the recommendations can be implemented.
March 10, 2012: Each of the LEAs in Cohort 5 of PI Year 3 submits a revised LEA Plan incorporating the recommendations for improvement and the redirection of resources outlined in the DAIT or technical assistance provider’s report to the CDE for review and feedback.

March 2012: The governing board of the LEA submits any appeals to the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) to be exempted from implementing one or more of the recommendations made in the report. The SSPI, with approval of the SBE, may exempt the LEA from complying with one or more of the recommendations made in the report.

March 2012: The CDE reviews the revised LEA plans and provides feedback to the LEAs based upon an SBE-approved rubric.

April 2012: The CDE reports to the SBE on its review of the Cohort 5 LEA revised plans.

April 2012: The governing board of the LEA shall adopt the report recommendations described in paragraph (2), as modified by any exemptions granted by the SSPI under paragraph (3), and the revised LEA Plan at a regularly scheduled meeting of the governing board.
May 2012: Cohort 5 LEAs post their LEA Plans on local Web sites.
7.
Require each LEA in Cohorts 1–5 of PI Year 3 to demonstrate progress of LEA Plan implementation and monitoring through annual electronic submission of local evidence to the CDE as described here:

· A mid-year and end-of-year summary description of the LEA’s progress towards implementation of the strategies and actions in the LEA plan.

· Documentation of a mid-year and end-of-year data analysis of the LEA’s progress towards student achievement goals in the LEA Plan based on local assessment data.

· Documentation of annual communication with the local governing board regarding the LEA’s progress toward student achievement goals in the LEA Plan.
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				Assigned Corrective Action		Time Completed		Time Remaining		Time Past 3 Years		Duration		Sum

		Cohort 1		Mar 08		1095		0		242		1095		1337

		Cohort 2		Nov 08		1095		0		4		1095		1099

		Cohort 3a		Jan 10		673		422		0		1095		1095

		Cohort 3b		Mar 10		609		486		0		1095		1095

		Cohort 4		Mar 11		245		850		0		1095		1095

		Cohort 5		Nov 11		0		1095		0		1095		1095

				Assigned Corrective Action		Time Completed		Time Remaining		Time Past 3 Years		Duration		Sum

		Cohort 1		Mar 08		1095		0		242		1095		1337

		Cohort 2		Nov 08		1095		0		4		1095		1099

		Cohort 3a		Jan 10		673		422		0		1095		1095

		Cohort 3b		Mar 10		609		486		0		1095		1095

		Cohort 4		Mar 11		245		850		0		1095		1095

		Cohort 5		Nov 11		0		1095		0		1095		1095

								DATEDIF(TODAY(),B16,"d")

								9-Nov-11		40856		1/1/08		39448

								1095 Days = 3 Years				7/1/14		41821

				Assigned Corrective Action		Time Completed		Time Remaining		Time Past 3 Years		Duration		Sum

		Cohort 1		Mar 08		36		0		7		36		43

		Cohort 2		Nov 08		36		0		0		36		36

		Cohort 3a		Jan 10		22		14		0		36		36

		Cohort 3b		Mar 10		19		17		0		36		36

		Cohort 4		Mar 11		8		28		0		36		36

		Cohort 5		Nov 11		0		36		0		36		36





ScheduleV2

		Cohort 1		Cohort 1		Cohort 1		Cohort 1

		Cohort 2		Cohort 2		Cohort 2		Cohort 2

		Cohort 3a		Cohort 3a		Cohort 3a		Cohort 3a

		Cohort 3b		Cohort 3b		Cohort 3b		Cohort 3b

		Cohort 4		Cohort 4		Cohort 4		Cohort 4

		Cohort 5		Cohort 5		Cohort 5		Cohort 5



&L&8*Cohort 3 was split into two groups due to Palo Verde and Soledad being assigned a DAIT provider and Round Valley being assigned Corrective Action 3 in March 2010.
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Cohort 2 Assigned in November 2008
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Cohort 3b Assigned in March 2010*
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Cohort 5 Recommended in November 2011
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Time Completed

Time Remaining

Time Past 3 Years
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