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	SUBJECT

Elementary and Secondary Education Act: Action on Recommendations Related to California’s Assignment of Sanctions and Associated Technical Assistance for Select Cohort 1 2007 Local Educational Agencies in Program Improvement Year 3 Corrective Action.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) take action as deemed necessary and appropriate for the following four local educational agencies (LEAs) in Program Improvement (PI) Year 3 Corrective Action identified in January 2010: 

· Alisal Union Elementary School District
· Greenfield Union Elementary School District 
· McFarland Unified School District 

· Arvin Union Elementary School District 
	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


At the January 6, 2010, meeting, the SBE reviewed evidence and heard presentations from the eight LEAs in PI Year 3 listed below. Also interviewed were the districts’ District Assistance and Intervention Team (DAIT) providers. At issue were the districts’ progress of implementing PI Corrective Action and DAIT recommendations. These LEAs were previously identified by the assessment and accountability liaisons as needing further SBE review. They are:
· Alisal Union Elementary School District, Monterey County 
· King City Union School District, Monterey County 
· Greenfield Union Elementary School District, Monterey County
· McFarland Unified School District, Kern County 
· Reef-Sunset Unified School District, Kings County 
· Arvin Union Elementary School District, Kern County 
· Richland Union Elementary School District, Kern County
· Modesto City High School District, Stanislaus County  
After hearing presentations from the eight LEA representatives and their associated DAIT providers, and reviewing information from their completed quarterly reports, SBE members
	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS (Cont.)


had continuing concerns about the progress of four of the LEAs: Alisal Union Elementary School District, Greenfield Union Elementary School District, McFarland Unified School District, and Arvin Union Elementary School District. 
The SBE assessment and accountability liaisons volunteered to visit with the four LEAs, their DAIT providers, and associated organizational personnel to determine the best approach to helping each district immediately build capacity to improve student achievement.

At its November 2009 meeting, the SBE reviewed and discussed criteria for evaluating the progress made by 44 of the 97 LEAs identified for PI Year 3 (Cohort 1). The SBE expressed interest in the academic growth of selected 2007–08 LEAs in PI Year 3 in the moderate and intensive technical assistance categories. These 44 LEAs were then arrayed in Attachments 1 and 2 of the SBE November 2009 Item 16 ranked by varied Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) and Academic Performance Index (API) weights.

At the September 2009 SBE meeting, the SBE adopted a two-part template to be completed by the eight LEAs assigned intensive technical assistance in Cohorts 1 and 2 (2008–09). In the first part of the template, LEAs documented progress in implementing Corrective Action 6 and any recommendations made by the DAIT. In the second part of the template, LEAs provided detailed information regarding data collection and the use of formative or benchmark assessments. 

In November 2008, the SBE assigned Corrective Action 6 to 50 LEAs in Cohort 2 that had advanced to PI Year 3 in September 2008, and required each LEA to revise its LEA Plan to document implementation of Corrective Action 6. In addition, the SBE assigned differentiated technical assistance to each LEA based on LEA need as determined by its ranking on objective criteria which was a revised set of objective criteria different from what was determined for Cohort 1. In this November 2008 Cohort, 26 of the 50 LEAs were assigned or required to work with a DAIT and implement DAIT recommendations as detailed in their DAIT report. 
In March 2008, the SBE assigned Corrective Action 6 to 97 Cohort 1 LEAs in PI Year 3 and assigned differentiated technical assistance to each based upon the pervasiveness and severity of their academic performance problems. In this March 2008 Cohort, 44 of the 97 LEAs were assigned or required to work with a DAIT. California Education Code Section 52059(e)(4) requires that not later than 60 days after completion of the DAIT report, the governing board of the LEA shall adopt report recommendations as modified by any exemptions granted by the state.
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


The SBE will discuss the results of the visits with the four LEAs and their DAIT providers and take action as deemed necessary.

	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


The fiscal impact of this item consists of the local assistance costs from whatever action the SBE takes. The state operations costs are staff time for technical assistance and legal advice on selection of a trustee and support for school-level restructuring. 
	ATTACHMENT(S)


None.


