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The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) fund the local educational agencies (LEAs) as listed on the attached List of Local Educational Agencies and Their Respective Schools Recommended for Funding Using School Improvement Grant Funds (Attachment 8). The LEA applications recommended for funding represent 38 elementary schools, 15 intermediate/middle schools, 19 high schools, 1 county community school serving Kindergarten through grade 12 (K-12), and 1 K-12 charter school. The models selected by those schools include 39 transformation, 27 turnaround, 1 closure, and 0 restart.
The priorities for funding, established by the U.S. Department of Education (ED), are as follows:

Priority 1 – LEAs that commit to serve all their Tier I and Tier II schools

Priority 2 – LEAs that commit to serve some of but not all their Tier I and Tier II schools

Priority 3 – LEAs that commit to serve Tier III schools
A total amount of $415,844,376 is available under Section 1003(g) for this cohort of schools for a three-year period. However, the U.S. Department of Education (ED) requires that unless all Tier I and Tier II schools are served, 25 percent of the grant must be carried over to the following year for funding a second cohort. Because applications were not submitted for all Tier I and II schools, 25 percent will be carried over which results in $311,883,282 being available for this cohort. As a result, sufficient dollars are not available to fund all approvable Priority 1 LEA applications. Therefore, two Priority 1 LEAs that received the lowest scores of all Priority 1 LEAs at the Readers Conference are not being recommended for funding, and the Priority 1 LEA with the third-lowest score is being recommended for partial funding (Hayward Unified School District [HUSD]). Six other Priority 1 LEAs had elements of their applications found to be

 inadequate by the readers using the SBE-approved rubric. The Request for Applications clearly stated that "an application that receives a rating of 'inadequate' on any element will not be recommended for funding." Therefore, these six Priority 1 LEAs  are not being recommended for funding. Because available funding is not sufficient to fund LEAs beyond Priority 1, no LEAs identified as either Priority 2 or Priority 3 are being recommended for funding. 

HUSD applied on behalf of three of their schools. Because there will only be approximately $14 million available, and HUSD is requesting $18 million, the CDE recommends that HUSD be awarded whatever amount is available this year. The difference between available funding and the amount requested, approximately $4 million, could be paid in a subsequent year, subject to approval by the ED. If the ED does not approve that action, and only the $14 million can be awarded to HUSD, CDE recommends that HUSD accept only $12 million for two of its lowest performing schools and apply next year on behalf of the third school or select from one of the following options:

1. Accept the $14 million and partially fund the highest performing school. HUSD would be allowed to revise the scope of the plan for the partially funded school and resubmit the plan for SBE approval prior to the beginning of the school year. 

2. Revise all three school plans to reflect a total of $14 million and resubmit the plans for SBE approval prior to the beginning of the school year.

Attachment 9 provides district and school profiles of all LEAs and schools recommended for funding. Attachment 10 provides maps that indicate the geographic locations of LEAs and schools recommended for funding.
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