California State Board of Education
Meeting Agenda Items for September 8-9, 2016



Bylaws

ARTICLE |
Authority

The California State Board of Education is established in the Constitution of the State of California and empowered by
the Legislature through the California Education Code.

ARTICLE I

Powers and Duties

The Board establishes policy for the governance of the state's kindergarten through grade twelve public school
system as prescribed in the Education Code, and performs other duties consistent with statute.

ARTICLE III

Members
APPOINTMENT

Section 1.

The State Board of Education consists of 11 members who are appointed by the Governor with the advice and
consent of two-thirds of the Senate.

CC, Art. IX, Sec. 7
EC 33000 and 33000.5

TERM OF OFFICE

Section 2.

a. The term of office of the members of the Board is four years, except for the student member whose term is one
year.

b. Except for the student member, who serves a one-year term, terms expire on January 15 of the fourth year
following their commencement. Members, other than the student member, continue to serve until the
appointment and qualification of their successors to a maximum of 60 days after the expiration of their terms. If
the member is not reappointed and no successor is appointed within that 60-day period, the member may no

longer serve and the position is deemed vacant. The term of the student member begins on August 1 and
ends on July 31 of the following year.

C. If the Senate refuses to confirm, the person may continue to serve until 60 days have elapsed since the refusal

to confirm or until 365 days have elapsed since the person first began performing the duties of the office,
whichever occurs first.



d. If the Senate fails to confirm within 365 days after the day the person first began performing the duties of the
office, the person may not continue to serve in that office following the end of the 365-day period.

EC 33001; 33000.5
GC 1774

VACANCIES

Section 3.

Any vacancy shall be filled by appointment by the Governor, subject to confirmation by two-thirds of the Senate. The
person appointed to fill a vacancy shall hold office only for the balance of the unexpired term.

EC 33002

STUDENT MEMBER
Section 4.
Finalists for the student member position shall be selected and recommended to the Governor as prescribed by law.

EC 33000.5

COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES

Section 5.

Members of the Board shall receive their actual and necessary travel expenses while on official business. Each
member shall also receive one hundred dollars ($100) for each day he or she is acting in an official capacity.

EC 33006
GC 11564.5

CONFLICT OF INTEREST CODE

Section 6.

Board members shall file statements of economic interest as required by the Fair Political Practices Commission. The
terms of a standard Conflict of Interest Code, adopted by the Commission and as may be amended, are incorporated
by reference and constitute the Conflict of Interest Code of the Board.

2 CCR 18730
5 CCR 18600

ARTICLE IV

Officers and Duties

PRESIDENT, VICE PRESIDENT



Section 1.

Officers of the Board shall be a president and a vice president. No member may serve as both president and vice
president at the same time.

Section 2.

a. The president and vice president shall be elected annually in accordance with the procedures set forth in this
section.

b. At the January meeting, the State Superintendent of Public Instruction shall ask members to nominate
individuals for the office of president. At that same meeting, the president shall ask Board members to
nominate individuals for the office of vice president. Any nomination for office must be seconded. No member
may nominate or second the nomination for himself or herself for either office.

C. Six votes are necessary to elect an officer, and each officer elected shall serve for one year or until his or her
successor is elected.

d. If, in the Board's judgment, no nominee for the office of president or vice president can garner sufficient votes
for election to that office at the January meeting, a motion to put the election over to a subsequent meeting is
in order.

€. Newly elected officers shall assume office immediately following the election.

f. In the event a vacancy occurs in the office of president or vice president during a calendar year, an election
shall be held at the next meeting. Any member interested in completing the one-year term of an office that has

become vacant may nominate himself or herself, but each nomination requires a second.

g. The State Superintendent of Public Instruction shall preside only during the election proceedings for the office
of president and for the conduct of any other business that a majority of the Board members may direct.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER

Section 3.
The State Superintendent of Public Instruction shall be secretary and shall act as executive officer of the Board.

EC 33004

DUTIES OF THE PRESIDENT

Section 4.

The president shall:

serve as spokesperson for the Board;

represent the position of the Board to the State Superintendent of Public Instruction;

appoint members to serve on committees and as liaisons, as prescribed in these Bylaws, and as may be
needed in his or her judgment properly to fulfill the Board's responsibilities;

serve as an ex officio voting member of the Screening Committee and any ad hoc committees, either by
substituting for an appointed member who is not present with no change in an affected committee's quorum
requirement, or by serving as an additional member with the affected committee's quorum requirement being
increased if necessary;

preside at all meetings of the Board and follow-up with the assistance of the executive director to see that



agreed upon action is implemented;

serve, as necessary, as the Board's liaison to the National Association of State Boards of Education, or
designate a member to serve in his or her place;

serve, or appoint a designee to serve, on committees or councils that may be created by statute or official order
where required or where, in his or her judgment, proper carrying out of the Board's responsibility demands
such service;

keep abreast of local, state, and national issues through direct involvement in various conferences and
programs dealing with such issues, and inform Board members of local, state, and national issues;

participate in selected local, state, and national organizations, which have an impact on public education, and
provide to other members, the State Superintendent, and the staff of the Department of Education the

information gathered and the opinion and perspective developed as the result of such active personal
participation;
provide direction for the executive director;

and, along with the executive director, direct staff in preparing agendas for Board meetings, in consultation with
other members as permitted by law, and determine priorities for the expenditure of board travel funds.

DUTIES OF THE VICE PRESIDENT

Section 5.
The vice president shall:

preside at Board meetings in the absence of the president;
represent the Board at functions as designated by the president; and
fulfill all duties of the president when he or she is unable to serve.

DUTIES OF COMMITTEE CHAIR

Section 6.
The chair of the Screening Committee or any ad hoc committee shall:

preside at meetings of the committee he or she chairs, except that he or she shall yield the chair to another
committee member in the event he or she will be absent or confronts a conflict regarding any matter coming

before the committee, and may yield the chair to another committee member for personal reasons; and

in consultation with the president, other committee members, and appropriate staff, assist in the preparation of
committee agendas and coordinate and facilitate the work of the committee in furtherance of the Board's goals
and objectives.

DUTIES OF LIAISON OR REPRESENTATIVE

Section 7.

A Board member appointed as a liaison or representative shall:

serve as an informal (non-voting) link between the Board and the advisory body or agency (or function) to
which he or she is appointed as liaison or representative; and

reflect the position of the Board, if a position is known to him or her, on issues before the advisory body or
agency (or within the function) to which he or she is appointed as liaison or representative and keep the Board



appropriately informed.
DUTIES OF A BOARD MEMBER APPOINTED TO ANOTHER AGENCY

Section 8.
The member shall:

to every extent possible, attend the meetings of the agency and meet all responsibilities of membership; and
reflect through his or her participation and vote the position of the Board, if a position is known to him or her,
and keep the Board informed of the agency's activities and the issues with which it is dealing.

ARTICLE V

Meetings
REGULAR MEETINGS

Section 1.

Generally, regular meetings of the Board shall be held on the Wednesday and Thursday preceding the second Friday
of each of the following months: January, March, May, July, September, and November. However, in adopting a
specific meeting schedule, the Board may deviate from this pattern to accommodate state holidays and special
events. Other regularly noticed meetings may be called by the president for any stated purpose.

EC 33007

SPECIAL MEETINGS

Section 2.

Special meetings may be called to consider those purposes specified in law if compliance with the 10-day notice
would impose a substantial hardship on the board or if immediate action is required to protect the public interest.

OPEN MEETINGS

Section 3.

a. All meetings of the Board, except the closed sessions permitted by law, and all meetings of Board committees,
to the extent required by law, shall be open and public.

b. All meetings shall conform to the Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act, including requirements for notices of
meetings, preparation and distribution of agendas and written materials, inspection of public records, closed

sessions and emergency meetings, maintenance of records, and disruption of a public meeting. Those
provisions of law which govern the conduct of meetings of the Board are hereby incorporated by reference into
these Bylaws.

C. Unless otherwise provided by law, meetings of any advisory body, committee or subcommittee thereof, created
by statute or by formal action of the Board, which is required to advise or report or recommend to the Board,

shall be open to the public.



GC 11120 et seq.

NOTICE OF MEETINGS

Section 4.

a. Notice of each regular meeting shall be posted at least 10 days prior to the time of the meeting and shall
include the time, date, and place of the meeting and a copy of the meeting agenda.

b. Notice of any meeting of the Board shall be given to any person so requesting. Upon written request,
individuals and organizations wishing to receive notice of meetings of the Board will be included on the mailing
list for notice of regular meetings.

SPECIAL MEETINGS (ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS)

Section 5.

a. Special meetings may be called by the president or by the secretary upon the request of any four members of
the board for the purposes specified in law if compliance with the 10-day notice requirements would impose a

substantial hardship on the board or if immediate action is required to protect the public interest.

b. Notice of special meetings shall be delivered in a manner that allows it to be received by the members and by
newspapers of general circulation and radio or television stations at least 48 hours before the time of the
special meeting. Notice shall also be provided to all national press wire services. Notice to the general public
shall be made by placing it on appropriate electronic bulletin boards if possible.

c. Upon commencement of a special meeting, the board shall make a finding in open session that giving a 10-day
notice prior to the meeting would cause a substantial hardship on the board or that immediate action is
required to protect the public interest. The finding shall be adopted by a two-thirds vote of the board or a
unanimous vote of those members present if less than two-thirds of the members are present at the meeting.

EC 33008
GC 11125

EMERGENCY MEETINGS

Section 5.

a. An emergency meeting may be called by the president or by the secretary upon the request of any four
members without providing the notice otherwise required in the case of a situation involving matters upon

which prompt action is necessary due to the disruption or threatened disruption of public facilities and which is
properly a subject of an emergency meeting in accordance with law.

b. The existence of an emergency situation shall be determined by concurrence of six of the members during a
meeting prior to an emergency meeting, or at the beginning of an emergency meeting, in accordance with law.

C. Notice of an emergency meeting shall be provided in accordance with law.
GC 11125.5

EC 33008
EC 33010

CLOSED MEETINGS



Section 6.
Closed sessions shall be held only in accordance with law.
GC 11126

QUORUM

Section 7.

a. The concurrence of six members of the Board shall be necessary to the validity of any of its acts.
EC 33010

b. A quorum of any Board committee shall be a majority of its members, and a committee may recommend
actions to the Board with the concurrence of a majority of a quorum.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Section 8.

The order of business for all regular meetings of the Board shall generally be:

Call to Order

Salute to the Flag

Communications

Announcements

Report of the State Superintendent of Public Instruction
Special Presentations

Agenda ltems

Adjournment

CONSENT CALENDAR

Section 9.

a. Non-controversial matters and waiver requests meeting established guidelines may be presented to the Board
on a consent calendar.

b. Items may be removed from the consent calendar upon the request of an individual Board member or upon the
request of Department staff authorized by the State Superintendent of Public Instruction to submit items for

consideration by the Board.

C. Items removed from the consent calendar shall be referred to a standing committee or shall be considered by
the full Board at the direction of the president.

ARTICLE VI

Committees and Representatives
SCREENING COMMITTEE

Section 1.



a. The president shall appoint a Screening Committee composed of at least three Board members to screen and
interview applicants for appointment to Board advisory bodies and other positions as necessary; participate, as

directed by the president, in the selection of candidates for the position of student Board member in
accordance with law; and recommend appropriate action to the Board. The president shall designate one
Board member as Chair of the Screening Committee.

b. In consultation with the chair, the president may appoint additional Board members, such as the appointed
Board liaison, to serve as voting members of the Screening Committee on a temporary basis. In accordance
with Section 4 of these bylaws, the president may also serve as an ex officio member of the Screening
Committee. The quorum requirement shall be increased as necessary to include the total number of Board
members, including temporary members, appointed to serve on the Committee for that purpose.

C. As necessary, the chair may create an ad hoc subcommittee of the Screening Committee to assist the
Screening Committee with its duties.

AD HOC COMMITTEES

Section 2.

From time to time, the president may appoint ad hoc committees for such purposes as he or she deems necessary.
Ad hoc committees shall remain in existence until abolished by the president.

REPRESENTATIVES

Section 3.

From time to time, the president may assign Board members the responsibility of representing the State Board in
discussions with staff (as well as with other individuals and agencies) in relation to such topics as assessment and
accountability, legislation, and implementation of federal and state programs. The president may also assign Board
members the responsibility of representing the Board in ceremonial activities.

ARTICLE VII

Public Hearings: General
SUBJECT OF A PUBLIC HEARING

Section 1.

a. The Board may hold a public hearing regarding any matter pending before it after giving notice as required by
law.

b. The Board may direct that a public hearing be held before staff of the Department of Education, an advisory
commission to the Board, or a standing or ad hoc committee of the Board regarding any matter which is or is
likely to be pending before the Board. If the Board directs that a public hearing be held before staff, then a
recording of the public hearing and a staff-prepared summary of comments received at the public hearing shall
be made available in advance of the meeting at which action on the pending matter is scheduled in
accordance with law.

5 CCR 18460



EC 33031
GC 11125

TIME LIMITS FOR THE PRESENTATION OF PUBLIC TESTIMONY

Section 2.

At or before a public hearing, the presiding individual shall (in keeping with any legal limitation or condition that may
pertain) determine the total amount of time that will be devoted to hearing oral comments, and may determine the
time to be allotted to each person or to each side of an issue.

5 CCR 18463
EC 33031

WAIVER BY PRESIDING INDIVIDUAL

Section 3.

At any time, upon a showing of good cause, the presiding individual may waive any time limitation established under
Section 3 of this article.

5 CCR 18464
EC 33031

ARTICLE VI

Public Hearings: School District Reorganization
SUBMISSION OF PROPOSALS AND PETITIONS

Section 1.

A proposal by a county committee on school district organization or other public agency, or a petition for the formation
of a new district or the transfer of territory of one district to another shall be submitted to the executive officer of the
Board. The executive officer of the Board shall cause the proposal or petition to be:

reviewed and analyzed by the California Department of Education;
set for hearing before the Board (or before staff if so directed by the Board) at the earliest practicable date; and

transmitted together with the report and recommendation of the Department of Education to the Board (or to
the staff who may be directed by the Board to conduct the hearing) and to such other persons as is required

by law not later than ten days before the date of the hearing.

CCR 18570

ARGUMENTS PRESENTED AT THE PUBLIC HEARING: ORIGINAL SUBMISSION

Section 2.

At the time and place of hearing, the Board (or staff if so directed by the Board) will receive oral or written arguments



on the proposal or petition. The presiding individual may limit the number of speakers on each side of the issue, limit
the time permitted for the presentation of a particular view, and limit the time of the individual speakers. The
presiding individual may ask that speakers not repeat arguments previously presented.

CCR 18571

RESUBMISSION OF THE SAME OR ESSENTIALLY IDENTICAL PROPOSAL OR PETITION

Section 3.

If the same or an essentially identical proposal or petition has been previously considered by the Board, the
documents constituting such a resubmission shall be accompanied by a written summary of any new factual
situations or facts not previously presented. In this case, any hearing shall focus on arguments not theretofore
presented and hear expositions of new factual situations and of facts not previously entered into the public record.

CCR 18572

ARTICLE IX

Public Records

Public records of the Board shall be available for inspection and duplication in accordance with law, including the
collection of any permissible fees for research and duplication.

GC 6250 et seq.

ARTICLE X

Parliamentary Authority
RULES OF ORDER

Section 1.

Debate and proceedings shall be conducted in accordance with Robert's Rules of Order (Newly Revised) when not in
conflict with rules of the Board and other statutory requirements.

Section 2.

Members of the public or California Department of Education staff may be recognized by the president of the Board or
other presiding individual, as appropriate, to speak at any meeting. Those comments shall be limited to the time
determined by the president or other presiding individual. All remarks made shall be addressed to the president or
other presiding individual. In order to maintain appropriate control of the meeting, the president or other presiding
individual shall determine the person having the floor at any given time and, if discussion is in progress or to
commence, who may participate in the discussion.

Section 3.



All speakers shall confine their remarks to the pending matter as recognized by the president or other presiding
individual.

Section 4.

Public speakers shall not directly question members of the Board, the State Superintendent, or staff without express
permission of the president or other presiding individual, nor shall Board members, the State Superintendent, or staff
address questions directly to speakers without permission of the president or other presiding individual.

Section 5.

The Chief Counsel to the Board or the General Counsel of the California Department of Education, or a member of
the Department's legal staff in the absence of the Board’s Chief Counsel, will serve as parliamentarian. In the
absence of legal staff, the president or other presiding individual will name a temporary replacement if necessary.

ARTICLE XI

Board Appointments

ADVISORY BODIES

Section 1.

Upon recommendation of the Screening Committee as may be necessary, the Board appoints members to the
following advisory bodies for the terms indicated:

a. Advisory Commission on Special Education. The Board appoints five of 17 members to serve four-year terms.
EC 33590

b. Instructional Quality Commission. The Board appoints 13 of 18 members to serve four-year terms.
EC 33530

C. Child Nutrition Advisory Council. The Board appoints 13 members, 12 to three-year terms and one student
representative to a one-year term. By its own action, the Council may provide for the participation in its
meetings of non-voting representatives of interest groups not otherwise represented among its members, such
as school business officials and experts in the area of physical education and activity.

EC 49533

d. Advisory Commission on Charter Schools. The Board appoints eight members to two-year terms.

EC 47634.2(b)(1)
State Board of Education Policy 01-04

OTHER APPOINTMENTS

Section 2.

On the Board'’s behalf, the president shall make all other appointments that are required of the Board or require Board
representation, including, but not limited to: WestEd (Far West Laboratory for Educational Research and

Development), Trustees of the California State Summer School for the Arts and the California Subject Matter
Projects.



SCREENING AND APPOINTMENT

Section 3.

Opportunities for appointment shall be announced and advertised as appropriate, and application materials shall be
made available to those requesting them. The Screening Committee shall paper-screen all applicants, interview
candidates as the Committee determines necessary, and recommend appropriate action to the Board.

ARTICLE XII

Presidential Appointments
LIAISONS

Section 1.

The president shall appoint one Board member, or more where needed, to serve as liaison(s) to:

. The Advisory Commission on Special Education.

. The Advisory Commission on Charter Schools.

a

b. The Instructional Quality Commission.

C

d. The National Association of State Boards of Education, if the Board participates in that organization.

€. The Commission on Teacher Credentialing.
OTHER

Section 2.

The president shall make all other appointments that may be required of the Board or that require Board
representation.

ARTICLE Xl

Amendment to the Bylaws

These Bylaws may be amended at any regular meeting of the Board, provided that the amendment has been
submitted in writing to the Board and members of the public with the meeting notice.

Abbreviations used in these Bylaws, citing Board authority, are:

Abbreviation Description ‘

CcC Constitution of the State of California

CCR California Code of Regulations




EC California Education Code

GC California Government Code

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

JPA-FWL Joint Powers Agreement Establishing the Far West Laboratory for
Educational Research and Development, originally entered into by the State
Board of Education on February 11, 1966, and subsequently amended

Status Date

Adopted April 12, 1985

Amended February 11, 1987

Amended December 11, 1987

Amended November 11, 1988

Amended December 8, 1989

Amended December 13, 1991

Amended November 13, 1992

Amended February 11, 1993

Amended June 11, 1993

Amended May 12, 1995

Amended January 8, 1998

Amended April 11, 2001

Amended July 9, 2003

Amended January 16, 2013




SBE Agenda for September 2016

Agenda for the California State Board of Education (SBE) meeting on September 8-9, 2016.

State Board Members

. Michael W. Kirst, President

= |llene W. Straus, Vice President
= Sue Burr

+ Bruce Holaday

= Feliza I. Ortiz-Licon

= Patricia A. Rucker

= Niki Sandoval

» Ting L. Sun

= Trish Williams

= Olivia Sison, Student Member
 Vacancy

Secretary & Executive Officer
 Hon. Tom Torlakson
Executive Director

» Karen Stapf Walters

Schedule of Meeting Location

Thursday, September 8, 2016 California Department of Education
8:30 a.m. Pacific Time % 1430 N Street, Room 1101

Sacramento, California 95814
STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 916-319-0827

The Closed Session will take place at
approximately 8:30a.m. (The Public may not
attend.)

Please see the detailed agenda for more information about the items to be considered and acted upon. The public is
welcome.

Schedule of Meeting Location

Friday, September 9, 2016 California Department of Education
8:30 a.m. Pacific Time * 1430 N Street, Room 1101

Sacramento, California 95814
STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 916-319-0827

Public Session. Public Session, adjourn to
Closed Session — IF NECESSARY.

The Closed Session (1) may commence earlier than 8:30 a.m.; (2) may begin at 8:30 a.m., be recessed, and then be
reconvened later in the day; or (3) may commence later than 8:30 a.m.

CLOSED SESSION AGENDA

Conference with Legal Counsel — Existing Litigation: Under Government Code sections 11126(e)(1) and (e)(2)(A), the



State Board of Education hereby provides public notice that some or all of the pending litigation follows will be
considered and acted upon in closed session:

= California School Boards Association, et al. v. California State Board of Education and Aspire Public Schools,
Inc., Alameda County Superior Court, Case No. 07353566, CA Ct. of Appeal, 15t Dist., Case No. A122485, CA
Supreme Court, Case No. S186129

= Cruz et al. v. State of California, State Board of Education, State Department of Education, Tom Torlakson et
al., Alameda County Superior Court, Case No. RG14727139

 D.J. etal. v. State of California, California Department of Education, Tom Torlakson, the State Board of
Education, Los Angeles Superior Court, Case No. BS142775,CA Ct. of Appeal, 2nd Dist., Case No. B260075
and related complaint from the U.S. Department of Justice

=« Emma C., et al. v. Delaine Eastin, et al., USDC (No.Dist.CA), Case No. C-96-4179

s« Options for Youth, Burbank, Inc., San Gabriel, Inc. Upland, Inc. and Victor Valley, Notice of Appeal Before the
Education Audit Appeals Panel, EAAP Case Nos. 06-18, 06-19- 07-07, 07-08 OAH Nos. L2006100966,
L2006110025, L20070706022, L2007060728, Los Angeles County Superior Court, Case No. BC 347454

 Peoples v. State of California, State Board of Education, Los Angeles County Superior Court, Case No.
BC618619

= Reed v. State of California, Los Angeles Unified School District, State Superintendent of Public Instruction,
Jack O’Connell, California Department of Education, and State Board of Education, et al., Los Angeles County
Superior Court, Case No. BC432420, CA Ct. of Appeal, 2nd Dist., Case No. B230817, CA Supreme Ct., Case
No. 5191256

» Valenzuela v. Tom Torlakson, the California Department of Education, the State Board of Education, Alameda
County Superior Court, Case No. RG16805941

s« Vergara et al. v. State of California, Governor Edmund G. Brown, Tom Torlakson, the California Department of
Education, the State Board of Education, Los Angeles County Superior Court, Case No. BC484642, CA Ct. of
Appeal 2nd Dist., Case No. B253282, B253310

= Whitlow et al. v. State of California, Department of Education, the State Board of Education, Tom Torlakson,
California Department of Public Health, Dr. Karen Smith, Director of Department of Public Health, Santa
Barbara County Department of Public Health, United States District Court Southern District of California, Case
No. 3:16-cv-01715-DMS-BGS

Conference with Legal Counsel — Anticipated Litigation: Under Government Code sections 11126(e), the State Board
of Education hereby provides public notice that it may meet in Closed Session to decide whether there is a significant
exposure to litigation, and to consider and act in connection with matters for which there is a significant exposure to
litigation. Under Government Code sections 11126(e)(1) and (e)(2), the State Board of Education hereby provides
public notice that it may meet in Closed Session to decide to initiate litigation and to consider and act in connection
with litigation it has decided to initiate.

Under Government Code Section 11126(c)(14), the State Board of Education hereby provides public notice that it
may meet in Closed Session to review and discuss the actual content of pupil achievement tests (including, but not
limited to, the High School Exit Exam) that have been submitted for State Board approval and/or approved by the
State Board.

ALL TIMES ARE APPROXIMATE AND ARE PROVIDED FOR CONVENIENCE ONLY

ALL ITEMS MAY BE HEARD IN A DIFFERENT ORDER THAN HOW THEY ARE LISTED ON THE AGENDA ON
ANY DAY OF THE NOTICED MEETING

THE ORDER OF BUSINESS MAY BE CHANGED WITHOUT NOTICE

Time is set aside for individuals desiring to speak on any topic not otherwise on the agenda. Please see the detailed
agenda for the Public Session. In all cases, the presiding officer reserves the right to impose time limits on



presentations as may be necessary to ensure that the agenda is completed.
REASONABLE ACCOMMODATION FOR ANY INDIVIDUAL WITH A DISABILITY

Pursuant to the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, any individual with a
disability or any other individual who requires reasonable accommodation to attend or participate in a meeting or
function of the California State Board of Education (SBE), may request assistance by contacting the SBE office at
1430 N Street, Room 5111, Sacramento, CA 95814; by telephone at 916-319-0827; or by facsimile at 916-319-0175.

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

FULL BOARD AGENDA
Public Session, Day 1

Thursday, September 8, 2016

Thursday, September 8, 2016 — 8:30 a.m. Pacific Time £
California Department of Education

1430 N Street, Room 1101

Sacramento, California 95814

s Call to Order

= Salute to the Flag

» Communications

 Announcements

= Report of the State Superintendent of Public Instruction

= Special Presentations
Public notice is hereby given that special presentations for informational purposes may take place during this
session.

» Agenda ltems

= Adjournment

AGENDA ITEMS FOR DAY 1

PLEASE NOTE: For the Local Control Funding Formula/Accountability item (Item 01) and Update on the State Plan
for the Every Student Succeeds Act (Item 02), individual speakers will be limited to one minute each. A group of five
speakers may sign up together and designate one speaker who will be allocated a total of three minutes for the

group.

Iltem 01

Subject: Developing an Integrated Local, State, and Federal Accountability and Continuous Improvement System:
Adoption of the Local Control Funding Formula Evaluation Rubrics; and Update on Local Control and Accountability
Plan and Annual Update Template Revisions and Progress on the Every Student Succeeds Act State Plan.

Type of Action: Action, Information

Iltem 02

Subject: Update on the Development of the California State Plan for the Every Student Succeeds Act.



Type of Action: Action, Information

Iltem 03

Subject: STATE BOARD PROJECTS AND PRIORITIES. Including, but not limited to, future meeting plans; agenda
items; and officer nominations and/or elections; State Board appointments and direction to staff; declaratory and
commendatory resolutions; Bylaw review and revision; Board policy; approval of minutes; Board liaison reports;
training of Board members; and other matters of interest.

Type of Action: Action, Information

ADJOURNMENT OF DAY’S SESSION

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

FULL BOARD AGENDA
Public Session, Day 2

Friday, September 9, 2016

Friday, September 9, 2016 — 8:30 a.m. Pacific Time %
California Department of Education

1430 N Street, Room 1101

Sacramento, California 95814

s Call to Order

= Salute to the Flag

 Communications

= Announcements

= Report of the State Superintendent of Public Instruction

= Special Presentations
Public notice is hereby given that special presentations for informational purposes may take place during this
session.

» Agenda Items

+ Adjournment

AGENDA ITEMS FOR DAY 2

ltem 04

Subject: California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress: Approve the State Superintendent of Public
Instruction Recommended Achievement Standard Setting for the California Alternate Assessment English Language
Arts and Mathematics Levels 1, 2, and 3; Approve the Proposed High-Level Test Design for the California Spanish
Assessment; and Provide an Update on Program Activities Related to the California Assessment of Student
Performance and Progress System.

Type of Action: Action, Information



= ltem 04 Addendum (Posted 31-Aug-2016)

ltem 05

Subject: Approval of 2016—17 Consolidated Applications.

Type of Action: Action, Information

ltem 06

Subject: California High School Proficiency Examination: Adopt the Regulations for Amendments to the California
Code of Regulations, Title 5, Sections 11520 Through 11525.

Type of Action: Action, Information

s Jtem 06 Attachment 3
s Accessible Alternative Version (AAV) of Item 06 Attachment 3

ltem 07

Subject: Elementary and Secondary Education Act: No Child Left Behind: Approval of Local Educational Agency
Plans, Title I, Section 1112.

Type of Action: Action, Information

ltem 08

Subject: Elementary and Secondary Education Act: No Child Left Behind: Assignment of Corrective Action,
Additional Fiscal Resources, and Associated Technical Assistance for Yosemite Unified School District, a Local
Educational Agency in Cohort 9 of Program Improvement Year 3.

Type of Action: Action, Information

ltem 09

Subject: Health Education Framework for California Public Schools, Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve, 2019
Revision: Approval of the Schedule of Significant Events and the Curriculum Framework and Evaluation Criteria
Committee Application Form.

Type of Action: Action, Information

ltem 10

Subject: Approval of the Charter School Numbers Assigned to Newly Established Charter Schools.

Type of Action: Action, Information



ltem 11

Subject: Approval of the Career Technical Education Incentive Grant: Grantee List.

Type of Action: Action, Information

WAIVERS / ACTION AND CONSENT ITEMS

The following agenda items include waivers that are proposed for consent and those waivers scheduled for separate
action because CDE staff has identified possible opposition, recommended denial, or determined present new or
unusual issues that should be considered by the State Board. Waivers proposed for consent are so indicated on each
waiver’s agenda item, and public comment will be taken before board action on all proposed consent items; however,
any board member may remove a waiver from proposed consent and the item may be heard individually. On a case-
by-case basis, public testimony may be considered regarding the item, subject to the limits set by the Board President
or by the President's designee; and action different from that recommended by CDE staff may be taken.

Federal Program Waiver (Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical Education Improvement Act)
[tem W-01

Subject: Request by four school districts for a waiver of Section 131(c)(1) of the Carl D. Perkins Career and
Technical Education Improvement Act of 2006 (Public Law 109-270).

Waiver Numbers:

s Colusa Unified School District Fed-15-2016

s Glenn County Office of Education Fed-16-2016

s Los Angeles Unified School District Fed-18-2016
» Scott Valley Unified School District Fed-17-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL)

Special Education Program (Extended School Year [Summer School])
[tem W-02

Subject: Request by three local educational agencies to waive California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section
3043(d), which requires a minimum of 20 school days of four hours each for attendance for an extended school year
(summer school) for special education students.

Waiver Numbers:

= Mariposa County Office of Education 4-6-2016
 Meadows Union Elementary School District 4-5-2016
. Shasta Union High School District 5-6-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Special Education Program (Resource Teacher Caseload)

ltem W-03



Subject: Request by Cypress Elementary School District under the authority of California Education Code Section
56101 and California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 3100, to waive Education Code Section 56362(c).
Approval of this waiver will allow the resource specialist to exceed the maximum caseload of 28 students by no more
than four students (32 maximum).

Waiver Number: 16-3-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Special Education Program (Resource Teacher Caseload)
[tem W-04

Subject: Requests by Poway Unified School District under the authority of California Education Code Section 56101
and California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 3100, to waive Education Code Section 56362(c). Approval of
these waivers will allow the resource specialists to exceed the maximum caseload of 28 students by no more than
four students (32 maximum).

Waiver Numbers:

s 9-6-2016
s« 10-6-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Special Education Program (Resource Teacher Caseload)
[tem W-05

Subject: Requests by Union Elementary School District, under the authority of California Education Code Section
56101 and California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 3100, to waive Education Code Section 56362(c).
Approval of these waivers will allow the resource specialists to exceed the maximum caseload of 28 students by no
more than four students (32 maximum).

Waiver Numbers:

s 8-5-2016
« 9-5-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Administrator/Teacher Ratio (Administrator/Teacher Ratio)
[tem W-06

Subject: Request by Mt. Baldy Joint Elementary School District to waive California Education Code Section
41402(a), the requirement which sets the ratio of administrators to teachers for elementary schools at nine for every
100 teachers.

Waiver Number: 24-6-2016



(Recommended for APPROVAL)

Charter School Program (Nonclassroom-Based Funding)
ltem W-07

Subject: Request by three local educational agencies to waive portions of California Code of Regulations, Title 5,
Section 11963.6(c), relating to the submission and action on determination of funding requests regarding
nonclassroom-based instruction.

Waiver Numbers:

» Bass Lake Joint Union Elementary School District 25-3-2016
s Penn Valley Union Elementary School District 7-5-2016
s Turlock Unified School District 20-6-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL)

Community Day Schools (CDS) (Collocate Facilities)
[tem W-08

Subject: Request by Perris Union High School District to waive portions of California Education Code Section
48661(a) to permit the collocation of Academy Community Day School on the same site as the Perris Educational
Options Program, an alternative school of choice.

Waiver Number: 1-6-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Equity Length of Time
[tem W-09

Subject: Request by three school districts to waive California Education Code Section 37202(a), the equity length of
time requirement for transitional kindergarten and kindergarten programs at the districts’ elementary schools.

Waiver Numbers:

. Alameda Unified School District 29-6-2016
= Douglas City Elementary School District 12-5-2016
s Fairfield-Suisun Unified School District 3-6-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Instructional Time Requirement Audit Penalty (Below 1982-83 Base Minimum Minutes)

ltem W-10



Subject: Request by Gilroy Unified School District under the authority of the California Education Code Section
46206(a), to waive Education Code Section 46201(b), the audit penalty for offering less instructional time in the
2015-16 fiscal year for students in grades four and five (shortfall of 695 minutes) at Rucker Elementary School.

Waiver Number: 23-6-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Out-of-State Use of Funds and Transportation Allowances
ltem W-11

Subject: Request by two school districts to waive a portion of California Education Code Section 35330(b)(3), to
authorize expenditures of school district funds for students to travel out-of-state.

Waiver Numbers:

+ Fairfield-Suisun Unified School District 15-5-2016
s Siskiyou Union High School District 32-6-2016 (EC 33051(b) will apply)

(Recommended for APPROVAL)

Sale or Lease of Surplus Property (Sale of Surplus Property)
ltem W-12

Subject: Request by Hacienda la Puente Unified School District for a renewal of four waivers to waive California
Education Code sections 17472, 17473, and 17474, and portions of sections 17455, 17466, 17468, 17469, 17470,
and 17475, which will allow the district to sell four pieces of property using a broker and a “request for proposal’
process, maximizing the proceeds from the sales. The properties are located at 16949 Wedgeworth Drive, Hacienda
Heights, CA, 15405 La Subida Drive, Hacienda Heights, CA, 16234 Folger Street, Hacienda Heights, CA, and 14162
East Lomitas Avenue, Avocado Heights, CA.

Waiver Numbers:

« 12-6-2016
s 13-6-2016
s+ 14-6-2016
s 15-6-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

School Construction Bonds (Bond Indebtedness Limit - Unified S.D.)
[tem W-13

Subject: Request by Coachella Valley Unified School District to waive California Education Code sections 15106 and
15270(a) to allow the district to exceed its bond indebtedness limit of 2.5 percent of the taxable assessed value of
property (requesting 3.25 percent).

Waiver Number: 17-6-2016



(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

School District Reorganization (Timeline Requirements)
ltem W-14

Subject: Request by Monterey County Office of Education for a renewal waiver of portions of California Education
Code Section 35706, regarding the 120-day timeline between the first public hearing and action on a petition by the
County Committee on School District Organization.

Waiver Number: 6-7-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL)

Schoolsite Council Statute
ltem W-15

Subject: Request by eight local educational agencies under the authority of California Education Code Section 52863
for waivers of Education Code Section 52852, relating to schoolsite councils regarding changes in shared,
composition, or shared and composition members.

Waiver Numbers:

s« Briggs Elementary School District 11-6-2016

s« Davis Joint Unified School District 6-6-2016

s Davis Joint Unified School District 7-6-2016

= Davis Joint Unified School District 8-6-2016

= Dunsmuir Joint Union High School District 5-5-2016
s Elkins Elementary School District 14-5-2016

= Hanford Joint Union High School District 34-6-2016
= Los Angeles Unified School District 18-6-2016

s Los Angeles Unified School District 19-6-2016

» Modoc Joint Unified School District 25-6-2016

+ Southern Trinity Joint Unified School District 1-5-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Special Education Program (Algebra | Requirement for Graduation)
ltem W-16

Subject: Request by California Education Authority Headquarters to waive California Education Code Section
51224.5(b), the requirement that all students graduating in the 2015-16 school year be required to complete a course
in Algebra | (or equivalent) to be given a diploma of graduation for a special education student based on Education
Code Section 56101, the special education waiver authority.

Waiver Number: 27-6-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)



State Testing Apportionment Report
ltem W-17

Subject: Request by six local educational agencies to waive the State Testing Apportionment Information Report
deadline as stipulated in the California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 11517.5(b)(1)(A), regarding the California
English Language Development Test; or Title5, Section 1225(b)(3)(A), regarding the California High School Exit
Examination; or Title 5, Section 862(b)(2)(A) prior to February 2014, regarding the Standardized Testing and
Reporting Program; or Title 5, Section 862(b)(2)(A), regarding the California Assessment of Student Performance and
Progress System.

Waiver Numbers:

= Camino Union Elementary School District 21-6-2016
= Camino Union Elementary School District 22-6-2016
s Irvine Unified School District 11-5-2016

= Long Beach Unified School District 2-5-2016

= Oakley Union Elementary School District 13-5-2016
s Pioneer Union Elementary School District 2-6-2016
« Pomona Unified School District 16-6-2016

(Recommended for APPROVAL)

END OF WAIVERS

PUBLIC HEARINGS

The Public Hearings will commence no earlier than 9:00 a.m. on Friday, September 9, 2016. The first Public Hearing
listed below will be held as close to 9:00 a.m. as the business of the State Board permits.

For Iltems 12 and 13, after the 10 minute presentations provided by both the official proponents and opponents,
members of the public may provide comments. Speakers will be limited to one minute each.

ltem 12

Subject: Appeal from an action of the Santa Clara County Committee on School District Organization to disapprove a
transfer of territory from the Santa Clara USD to the Cupertino Union School District and the Fremont Union High
School District.

Type of Action: Action, Information, Hearing

ltem 13

Subject: International Studies Language Academy: Consider a Material Revision of the Charter to Change from
Opening in 2016-17 to 2017-18.

Type of Action: Action, Information, Hearing

= ltem 13 Attachment 1



s ltem 13 Attachment 2
= ltem 13 Attachment 3
« ltem 13 Attachment 4
s ltem 13 Attachment 5
= ltem 13 Attachment 6

END OF PUBLIC HEARINGS

ltem 14

Subject: GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT. Public Comment is invited on any matter not included on the printed
agenda. Depending on the number of individuals wishing to address the State Board, the presiding officer may
establish specific time limits on presentations.

Type of Action: Information

ADJOURNMENT OF MEETING

This agenda is posted on the State Board of Education’s Web site. For more information concerning this agenda,
please contact the State Board of Education at 1430 N Street, Room 5111, Sacramento, CA, 95814; telephone 916-
319-0827; facsimile 916-319-0175. Members of the public wishing to send written comments about an agenda item to
the board are encouraged to send an electronic copy to SBE@cde.ca.gov, with the item number clearly marked in the
subject line. In order to ensure that comments are received by board members in advance of the meeting, please
submit these and any related materials to our office by 12:00 Noon on September 2, 2016, the Friday prior to the
meeting. If you do not meet the deadline, please provide 25 copies to distribute at the meeting.


http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/
mailto:SBE@cde.ca.gov
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CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

SEPTEMBER 2016 AGENDA

SUBJECT X Action
Developing an Integrated Local, State, and Federal
Accountability and Continuous Improvement System: Adoption of X
the Local Control Funding Formula Evaluation Rubrics; and

Update on Local Control and Accountability Plan and Annual
Update Template Revisions and Progress on the Every Student |[] Public Hearing
Succeeds Act State Plan.

Information

SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

California’s new accountability and continuous improvement system will build on the
foundations of the Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF).

Passed by the Legislature and signed by the Governor in 2013, LCFF significantly
changed how California provides resources to public schools and holds local
educational agencies (LEAs) accountable for improving student performance. That law
includes eight priority areas for school districts and charter schools (ten priority areas for
county offices of education) that define a quality education more broadly than a single
test score and requires that the accountability system consider all LCFF priority areas.

Under LCFF, LEAs receive base funding for each student they serve with additional
funding provided for each high needs student — defined as low income students, English
learners, and foster youth. LCFF increases local control over spending decisions while
requiring LEAs to adopt and annually update local accountability plans, known as Local
Control and Accountability Plans (LCAPs), developed with stakeholder input, that
address all LCFF priority areas.

Additionally, the State Board of Education (SBE) is required to develop an accountability
tool, known as evaluation rubrics, that includes state and local performance standards
for all LCFF priorities and that assists LEAs in identifying strengths, weaknesses, and
areas in need of improvement for LEAs and schools. The evaluation rubrics must also
identify a process for using the performance standards to identify LEAs in need of
additional assistance or intervention, which are defined in statute. By statute, the SBE
must adopt the evaluation rubrics by October 1, 2016.

By reporting performance on multiple measures that impact student performance across
the LCFF priorities, the new accountability system provides a more complete picture of
what contributes to a positive educational experience for students. It also promotes
equity by clearly identifying for school leaders, stakeholders, and the public any
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indicators where there are disparities among student groups. For LEAs and schools in
need of additional assistance or intervention, the more complete picture of performance
also helps ensure that the additional resources and supports are focused on the areas
where they are most needed and most likely to improve student outcomes.

This item is the tenth in a series of regular updates on California’s progress towards
transitioning to an integrated local, state, and federal accountability and continuous
improvement system based on multiple measures, as defined by the LCFF. The
purpose of this item is to present the SBE with recommendations to adopt the LCFF
evaluation rubrics by the statutory deadline of October 1, 2016.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommend that the SBE take the following action:

1. Adopt the LCFF evaluation rubrics with the following components:

a. The concise set of state indicators and local performance indicators
approved at the May and July 2016 State Board of Education meetings.

b. Performance standards for the state indicators and local performance
indicators based on the methodologies approved at the May 2016 State
Board of Education meeting and July 2016 State Board of Education
meeting, respectively.

c. Criteria for determining local educational agency eligibility for technical
assistance and intervention under the LCFF statutes based on the
performance standards for the state indicators and local performance
indicators.

d. Statements of Model Practices, with the content to be finalized at a future
date.

e. Links to external resources, with the content to be finalized at a future
date.

2. Approve:

a. The proposed performance standards, based on the approved
methodology to establish cut-scores and performance categories, for the
following state indicators:

i. Progress of English learners toward English proficiency based on
the English learner indicator (Priority 4)

ii. High school graduation rate (Priority 5)

iii. College/Career Indicator, which combines Grade 11 test scores on
English Language Arts and Math and other measures of college
and career readiness (Priorities 7 and 8)
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iv. Suspension rates by LEA type (elementary, high, and unified), and
by school type (elementary, middle, and high) (Priority 6)

b. The proposed standards for the local performance indicators:

i. Appropriately Assigned Teachers, Access to Curriculum-Aligned
Instructional Materials, and Safe, Clean and Functional School
Facilities (Priority 1),

ii. Implementation of State Academic Standards (Priority 2)
iii. Parent Engagement (Priority 3)
iv. Local Climate Surveys (Priority 6)

v. Coordination of Services for Expelled Students (Priority 9 — County
Office of Education Only)

vi. Coordination of Services for Foster Youth (Priority 10 — County
Office of Education Only)

c. The proposed criteria to determine local educational agency eligibility for
technical assistance and intervention under the LCFF statutes.

. Direct CDE staff to develop a recommendation for the November 2016 SBE
meeting on proposed performance standards, based on the approved
methodology to establish cut-scores and performance categories, for the state
indicator for student test scores on English Language Arts and Math for grades
3-8, that includes results from the second year of Smarter Balanced tests.

. Direct CDE staff to complete further development work on the College/Career
Indicator, including student course-taking information, and options to measure
access to a broad course of study (Priority 7) as a state indicator, for the next
phase of the evaluation rubrics.

. Direct CDE staff to further develop the content for the statements of model
practices and links to external resources so those components can be
incorporated into the web-based user interface in the future.

. Approve the proposed annual process for the SBE to review the evaluation
rubrics to determine whether newly available data and/or research support the
inclusion of a new state or local performance indicator or substituting such an
indicator for an existing indicator.

BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

Education Code Section 52064.5 identifies three statutory purposes for the LCFF
evaluation rubrics: to support LEAs in identifying strengths, weaknesses and areas for
improvement; to assist in determining whether LEAs are eligible for technical
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assistance; and to assist the Superintendent of Public Instruction in determining
whether LEAs are eligible for more intensive state support/intervention.

Given the central role of the evaluation rubrics in the emerging local, state and federal
accountability and continuous improvement system, it is also important to ensure that
students, parents, and other stakeholders and the public can access information on
LEA- or school-level performance. Staff recommend that the SBE adopt the initial
phase of the LCFF evaluation rubrics at its September 2016 meeting and anticipate that
the initial phase of the rubrics will evolve through the first couple of years of
implementation.

Attachment 1 presents an overview of the LCFF evaluation rubrics design and the
system components, as well as the web-based user interface. This attachment expands
upon the initial design approved by the SBE at the May and July 2016 meetings.

Attachment 2 provides a summary of the performance standards for the state indicators
based on the approved methodology to establish cut points and performance
categories. This attachment provides the updated analyses for the Graduation Rate,
Suspension Rate, Academic Achievement, College/Career, and English Learner
Indicators, and an update on when state-level data for Chronic Absence Indicator will be
available.

Attachment 3 recommends performance standards for the local performance indicators
to reflect the state priorities not currently addressed by the state indicators (e.qg.,
Implementation of State Academic Content Standards — Priority 2). The SBE approved
the methodology to establish these standards at the July 2016 meeting. This attachment
provides an overview of the final recommended standards and describes the next steps
in finalizing how LEAs will measure local performance relative to these standards.

Attachment 4 describes the proposal to determine LEA eligibility for technical assistance
and intervention under LCFF. This attachment expands upon an August 2016
information memorandum (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-
aug16item02.doc) that presents an overview of a proposed approach for providing
support to LEAs and schools.

Attachment 5 describes the timeline of developmental activities to support the Local
Control and Accountability Plan (LCAP) template, LCFF evaluation rubrics, and ESSA
State Plan over the course of the upcoming calendar year. A draft version of the
timeline and process to review the local and state indicators is included in an August
2016 Information Memorandum (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-
aug16item01.doc). An updated version of the timeline is presented in Attachment 5 and
incorporates the recent changes in the schedule to revise the LCAP template
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-exec-lasso-aug16item01.doc). The
timeline now reflects the additional activities and clarifies the opportunities for robust
stakeholder input as the accountability and continuous improvement system evolves.

Attachment 6 contains Education Code (EC) sections referencing the LCFF.
9/2/2016 1:42 PM
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SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND
ACTION

In August 2016, the SBE received the following information memoranda:

¢ An update on developing the new accountability and continuous improvement
system draft timeline (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-
aug16item01.doc)

e A framework for supporting local educational agencies and schools
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-aug16item02.doc)

e An overview of the college/career indicator structure and proposed measures
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-amard-
aug16item01.doc)

e Proposed percentile cut scores for state indicators
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-amard-
aug16item02.doc)

In July 2016, the SBE approved a design for the LCFF evaluation rubrics that includes:
a measure of college/career readiness; a methodology for establishing standards for the
LCFF priorities that are not addressed by the state indicators; the inclusion of standard
for the use of school climate surveys to support a broader assessment on school
climate (Priority 6); the inclusion of an equity report; and directed staff to develop an
updated timeline (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/jul16item02.doc).

In June 2016, the SBE received the following information memoranda:

e A summary of the decisions on accountability and continuous improvement that
were approved at the May 2016 meeting
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-jun16item01.doc)

e Draft statements of model practices
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-jun16item02.doc)

e Process to identify options for school climate surveys and a composite measure
of English learner proficiency (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-
dsib-amard-jun16item02.doc)

In May 2016, the SBE approved a design for the LCFF evaluation rubrics that includes:
a set of state indicators; a methodology for calculating performance as a combination of
status and change for the state indicators in order to differentiate performance at the
LEA and school levels, and for student groups; a component that supports the use of
local data; and concepts for a top-level display. The SBE also directed staff to prepare a
recommendation for the July 2016 Board meeting for establishing standards for the
LCFF priorities that are not addressed by the state indicators and options for
incorporating college and career readiness, local climate surveys, and an English
learner composite into the overall LCFF evaluation rubrics design
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/may16item02revised.doc).

In April 2016, the SBE received the following information memoranda:
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e A summary of the decisions on accountability and continuous improvement that
were approved at the March 2016 meeting
(http://lwww.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-amard-apr16item01.doc)

e Further analysis on potential key indicators
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-amard-apr16item02.doc)

e Additional analysis on the graduation rate to inform the methodology to set
standards for performance and expectations for improvement
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-amard-apr16item04.doc)

o LCAP template revisions (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-
exec-lasso-apri16item01.doc)

In March 2016, the SBE reviewed the proposed architecture of the single, coherent
accountability and continuous improvement system and options for developing a
concise set of state indicators for accountability and continuous improvement purposes.
The SBE took action to direct staff to proceed with further analysis and design work to
develop a complete draft of the LCFF evaluation rubrics prototype
(http://lwww.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/mar16item23.doc).

In February 2016, the SBE received a series of information memoranda on the following
topics:

e Updated timeline that details the proposed transition to the new accountability
and continuous improvement system
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-feb16item01.doc).

e Common terminology and definition of terms used to describe the proposed
architecture for the new accountability and continuous improvement system
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-feb16item02.doc).

e Draft architecture that clarifies how the pieces of the emerging, integrated
accountability system will fit together
(http://lwww.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-feb16item03.doc).

e Further analysis on the graduation rate indicator to illustrate potential standards
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-feb16item04.doc).

e Options for key indicators that satisfy the requirements of the LCFF and ESSA
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-feb16item05.doc).

e Overview of student-level growth models for Smarter Balanced summative
assessment results (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-
amard-feb16item01.doc).

e Review of college and career indicator (CCI) options
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-amard-
feb16item02.doc).

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

The 2016-17 state budget includes $71.9 billion in the Proposition 98 Guarantee. This
includes an increase of more than $2.9 billion to support the continued implementation
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of LCFF and builds upon the investment of more than $12.8 billion provided over the
last three years. This increase will bring the formula to 96 percent of full implementation.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1:

Attachment 2:

Attachment 3:

Attachment 4:

Attachment 5:

Attachment 6:

Overview of the Local Control Funding Formula Evaluation Rubrics and
Overview of Proposed Design Elements for the Web-Based User
Interface for the Initial Phase of Implementation (3 Pages)

Proposed Standards for Graduation Rate, Scores on the California
Assessment of Student Performance and Progress, Suspension Rates,
Progress of English Learners Toward English Proficiency, and
College/Career Readiness (6 Pages)

Proposed Standards for the Local Performance Indicators (6 Pages)

Proposed Criteria for LEA Eligibility for Technical Assistance and
Intensive Intervention under LCFF (4 Pages)

Draft Timeline for the Integrated, Local, State, and Federal
Accountability and Continuous Improvement System, Including Outreach
with Stakeholders (10 Pages)

California Education Code Sections 52064.5, 47607.3, 52071, 52071.5,
52072, 52072.5, 52060, 52066, 52064, and 52052 (15 Pages)
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Overview of the Local Control Funding Formula Evaluation Rubrics and Overview
of Proposed Design Elements for the Web-Based User Interface for the Initial
Phase of Implementation

Education Code Section 52064.5 identifies three statutory purposes for the Local
Control Funding Formula (LCFF) evaluation rubrics: to support local educational
agencies (LEAS) in identifying strengths, weaknesses and areas for improvement; to
assist in determining whether LEAs are in need of technical assistance; and to assist
the Superintendent of Public Instruction in determining whether LEAs are eligible for
more intensive intervention.

The State Board of Education (SBE) took action at the May and July 2016 meetings to
approve initial design elements for the evaluation rubrics and to specify elements that
will be included in the web-based user interface for the evaluation rubrics.

Key Issues and Recommendation

Evaluation Rubrics Components. The evaluation rubrics include the following
components:

e A concise set of state indicators and local performance indicators that reflect
performance on the LCFF priorities;

e Performance standards for the state indicators and local performance indicators
based on the methodologies approved at the May 2016 SBE meeting and July
2016 SBE meeting, respectively. This information will assist LEAs and schools in
identifying their strengths, weaknesses, and areas in need of improvement.

e Criteria for determining LEA eligibility for technical assistance or intervention
under the LCFF statutes, based on performance on the state indicators and local
performance indicators.

e Statements of model practices, which are qualitative descriptions of research-
supported and evidence-based practices related to the indicators, and links to
external resources. These optional resources will allow LEAs to access
information about research-supported and evidence-based practices related to
the indicators that may be helpful to LEAs in their analysis of progress.

Attachments 2 and 3 provide more detail on the state indicators and local performance
indicators and recommended performance standards. The content for the statements of
model practices and links to external resources will be finalized at a later date.

Staff recommend that the SBE adopt the evaluation rubrics, with the components
identified above.

Staff also recommend that the SBE direct California Department of Education (CDE)
staff to further develop the content for the statements of model practices and links to
external resources so those components can be incorporated into the web-based user
interface in the future.
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Web-Based User Interface. The web-based user interface will include a series of
displays and reports to present the information contained in the evaluation rubrics.
Specifically, the web-based user interface will include, at a minimum:

e A top-level summary data display for LEAs and schools that shows performance
in all LCFF priority areas and includes an equity report that further identifies the
instances where any student group is in the two lowest performance categories
for the state indicators (currently Red or Orange);

e A series of standard reports to display the relationship between state and local
indicators;

e A component that supports the analysis of local data, including the local
performance indicators;

e Statements of model practices, with the content to be finalized at a future date;
and

e Links to external resources, with the content to be finalized at a future date.

Additional details on these components of the web-based user interface are included in
the accompanying Appendix.

WestEd, on behalf of CDE and SBE staff, presented a webinar for stakeholders on
preliminary design features for the web-based user interface on August 26th. The
webinar introduced top-level display examples, design elements for the equity report,
and expanded report options to present the relationship between state and local
indicators. Participants provided feedback using a live poll-question option and
submitting written comments. The initial design features were reviewed with members
from the policy input stakeholder group and the User Acceptance Testing (UAT) group.
This feedback will inform the design of the web-based user interface and will be
summarized in a forthcoming information memorandum.

At the September SBE meeting, staff will walk through an example of a top-level display
for the web-based user interface and how this display could link to additional information
through the equity report. The example will also present design concepts for the
standard reports to be included in the evaluation rubrics. Following the SBE’s adoption
of the evaluation rubrics, staff will complete further development work on the user
interface, including consultation with stakeholders and user testing, so the web-based
tool will be available for users during the 2016-17 year.
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Appendix. Components of the LCFF Evaluation Rubrics Web-Based User
Interface

Top-Level Summary Data Display: This display will provide a summary report for use
by LEAs, schools, and their stakeholders showing performance relative to the standards
established for all LCFF Priorities. It will prominently reflect equity by showing areas
where there are significant disparities in performance for any student groups on state
indicators. Within the web-based system, this will likely be a main “landing page” for
each LEA and school.

Data Analysis Tool: The user interface will allow users to access more detailed data
reports that include both state and local indicators.

e State collected data will be prepopulated, if available.

e The tool will also support the upload of local data using standardized file formats.
This will allow local upload of data for indicators with standard definitions, but
where the data is locally held, as well as inclusion of locally determined indicators
that an LEA may add to align with its LCAP goals.

e The local data upload will also support LEAs in measuring their progress on local
performance indicators, as explained in greater detail in Attachment 3.

Statements of Model Practices: The user interface will also include the content from
the statements of model practices.

o Statements of model practices are qualitative statements describing examples of
effective practices and processes for LEAs to consider and compare to existing
practices and processes in place. Use of the statements of model practices is
optional and may be helpful to LEAs in their analysis of progress.

e The statements of model practice will be organized to correspond to the
organization of the indicators in the data analysis tool.

Links to External Resources: The user interface will also include links to existing
resources and sources of expert assistance (e.g., CDE digital library, CDE LCFF
Resources webpage, Collaboration in Common, the website for the California
Collaborative for Educational Excellence, and research-based resources identified by
stakeholders).
e These links connect users to more detailed information about implementing
specific programs or services that align with the statements of model practices.
e The links would be organized by indicators as optional resources for use by LEAs
and will also be accessible to local stakeholders.
e This component of the evaluation rubrics could evolve over time, for example,
directing users to a centralized clearinghouse of successful local practices,
information about local or regional networks, etc.
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Standards for Graduation Rate, Scores on the California Assessment of Student
Performance and Progress, Suspension Rates, Progress of English Learners
Toward English Proficiency, and College/Career Readiness

At the July 2016 State Board of Education (SBE) meeting, the Board reviewed proposed
performance standards for the state indicators based on the approved methodology.
That methodology uses equally weighted percentile cut scores for status and change to
determine a performance category for each state indicator. These determinations apply
to all local educational agencies (LEASs), including charter schools and county offices of
education, and to individual school sites and presents performance data disaggregated
by student groups.

This performance data will assist LEAs in local improvement efforts, in conjunction with
the annual Local Control and Accountability Plan (LCAP) and Annual Update process,
by providing clear and transparent information for decision makers and stakeholders.
The performance categories will assist county superintendents, the Superintendent of
Public Instruction/California Department of Education (CDE) and/or the California
Collaborative for Educational Excellence (CCEE) in determining which LEAs and
schools are eligible for assistance, support, and more intensive state intervention as
provided under the Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF) and the federal Every
Student Succeeds Act.

Staff recommend that the SBE take the following action at the September 2016 Board
meeting:

e Adopt the performance standards recommended in this Attachment for the four
state indicators with data currently available;

e Direct staff to develop a recommendation for the November 2016 SBE meeting
on proposed performance standards, based on the approved methodology to
establish cut-scores and performance categories, for the academic indicator for
student test scores on English Language Arts and Math for grades 3-8, that
includes results from the second year of Smarter Balanced tests; and

e Direct CDE staff to complete further development work on the College/Career
Indicator, including student course-taking information, and options to measure
access to a broad course of study (Priority 7) as a state indicator, for the next
phase of the evaluation rubrics.

State Indicators

Based on the SBE’s actions at its May and July 2016 meeting, the evaluation rubrics
design currently includes the following state indicators, which apply at the LEA and
school level:

e an academic indicator based on student test scores on English Language Arts
(ELA) and Math for grades 3-8, including a measure of individual student growth,
when feasible, and results on the Next Generation Science Standards
assessment, when available;

9/2/2016 1:42 PM



dsib-amard-sep16item01
Attachment 2
Page 2 of 6

e a college and career indicator, which combines Grade 11 test scores on ELA and
Math and other measures of college and career readiness;

e an English learner indicator that measures progress of English learners toward
English language proficiency and incorporates data on reclassification rates;

¢ a high school graduation rate indicator;

e a chronic absence indicator, when available; and

e an indicator for suspension rates by grade span.

Based on data that is currently available, staff recommend that the SBE adopt
performance categories for the following state indicators to be included in the initial
phase of the LCFF evaluation rubrics:
e Progress of English learners toward English proficiency based on the English
learner indicator,
e High school graduation rate,
e College/Career Indicator (CCl), which combines Grade 11 test scores on ELA
and mathematics and other measures of college and career readiness.
e Suspension rates by LEA type (elementary, high, and unified), and by school
type (elementary, middle, and high).

Additionally, as explained below, staff intend to present a recommendation for the
November 2016 SBE meeting proposed performance standards for the academic
indicator, based on results from second year of Smarter Balanced Summative
Assessment scores.

Proposed Performance Categories for State Indicators

The CDE presented the recommended “Status” and “Change” cut scores for each state
indicator, based on currently available data, along with the designated performance
categories, to the California Practitioners Advisory Group (CPAG) in June 2016. The
CPAG was supportive of the recommended cut scores and the approach to calculating
“Status” and “Change.”

As indicated in the August Information Memoranda on the proposed cut scores
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-amard-aug16item02.doc),
additions or adjustments to the indicators and cut scores occurred after the June 2016
CPAG meeting. As a result, the CPAG did not have an opportunity to provide feedback
to the additions/changes for three indicators: (1) LEA Suspension Rate, (2) LEA
Academic, and (3) College/Career. Changes to these indicators since the June 2016
CPAG meeting are addressed in the summaries below.

Academic Indicator for ELA and Mathematics

At the July 2016 SBE meeting, the SBE approved using the College/Career Indicator
(CClI), which includes the grade-eleven assessment results, as a state indicator, and
modifying the academic indicator to remove grade-eleven assessment results. CDE
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staff removed the grade-eleven assessment results from the LEA Academic Indicator
distributions and proposed new cut scores for “Status” and “Change”. (ELA and
mathematics cut scores are in Attachment 3 of the August Information Memorandum for
Proposed Cut Scores.)

As noted in the August Memorandum, only one year of Smarter Balanced Summative
Assessment results were available when the CDE completed the Academic Indicator
analyses for grades 3—8. As a result, it was not possible to establish cut points for
“Change,” so the CDE set the recommended performance levels based only on the
“Status” levels for the 2015 assessment results.

The CDE is currently analyzing the new assessment results, for the second year of
Smarter Balanced results released earlier this month. The analysis incorporates the
new information and the proposed performance levels based on “Status” for the 2016
assessment results and “Change” from the 2015 assessment results. The CDE will
present this updated analysis and proposed performance categories at the November
2016 SBE meeting.

Rather than approving the performance standards for this state indicator based on
incomplete data (i.e., without being able to calculate “Change”), staff recommend that
the SBE direct the CDE to develop updated performance categories, based on the
second year of assessment results for the SBE to consider at the November 2016 SBE
meeting.

English Learner Indicator

There are no changes to the ELI “Status” or “Change” cut scores. The CPAG was
supportive of the proposed cut scores at their June 2016 meeting. (The ELI cut scores
are in Attachment 5 of the August Information Memoranda for Proposed Cut Scores.)
High School Graduation Rate Indicator

There are no changes to the graduation rate “Status” or “Change” cut scores. The
CPAG was supportive of the proposed cut scores at their June 2016 meeting. (The
graduation rate cut scores are in Attachment 1 of the August Information Memoranda
for Proposed Cut Scores.)

College/Career Indicator

At the July 2016 SBE meeting, the SBE directed the CDE to prepare a recommendation
for the September 2016 SBE meeting on the technical specifications of the CCI.

To help inform those technical recommendations, CDE staff conducted two statewide

Webinars to obtain additional feedback from educational stakeholders on the CCI. The
300 plus participants represented a variety of educational stakeholders and provided
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feedback on the placement of each measure across the CCI performance levels
through a series of polling questions. The CDE reviewed the polling results with the
TDG at the August 3, 2016 meeting. Based on TDG'’s input, the CDE updated the
placement of each measure in the CCI. (The results of the polling questions are in
Attachment 2 of the August Information Memoranda on the Overview of the CCl.)

Following the August 3, 2016 TDG meeting, the CDE further modified the proposed CCI
performance levels. Due to the absence of robust career data, valid and reliable career
criteria for the “Well Prepared” performance level could not be determined. Proceeding
with a “Well Prepared” category at this time would result in an over-emphasis on the
college measures. The CDE recommends establishing criteria only for three levels
within the CCI, with the criteria for the “Well Prepared” performance level to be
developed when additional data on career readiness becomes available. The proposed
criteria for the CCl is attached as an appendix to this Attachment.

The CDE also recommends changes to some criteria in the CCI to reflect that the
Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments for grade 11 are more rigorous than the
former enhanced Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) program assessments.
The simulations used to develop the CCl used the Early Assessment Program (EAP)
results were based on the voluntary enhanced Standardized Testing and Reporting
(STAR) program through the 2013-14 academic year. Under the former STAR program,
students in grade 11 had the option of taking the EAP when they took the grade 11
STAR assessments for ELA and mathematics. Beginning in the spring of 2015, the
EAP was determined entirely from the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessment
results, which all grade eleven students must take. The proposed changes to the
criteria required new distributions and new proposed cut scores. (The CCI cut scores
are in Attachment 4 of the August Information Memorandum for Proposed Cut Scores.)

The updated distributions and cut scores were included in the August information
memorandum for informational purposes only. As noted in that memorandum, the most
current graduation cohort data file available for the data simulations was the 2013-14
cohort. Those students had the option of taking the EAP based on the former STAR
program in spring 2013. The data file for the 2014-15 graduating cohort is now
available, but those students also had the option of taking the EAP based on the former
STAR program in spring 2014. The first graduating cohort to take the Smarter Balanced
assessment in grade 11 is the 2015-16 cohort, and that data file will not be available
until the 2017 calendar year.

Due to the differences between the former EAP and the Smarter Balanced
assessments, both in terms of rigor and because all grade 11 students take the Smarter
Balanced assessments, the simulations used to establish the updated distributions and
cut scores in the August memorandum do not reflect fully the criteria that will be used to
measure performance on the CCI in the future. Those simulations nonetheless provide
the most accurate baseline from which to establish performance standards, based on
currently available information.
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Staff therefore recommend that the SBE approve performance categories for the CCI
based on “Status” only using the 2013-14 cohort data file and reconsider the approved
performance categories in September 2017 based on the first year of results on the CCI
that includes Smarter Balanced assessment results. Staff recommend using “Status”
only to establish the performance categories because there will be only one year of CCl
data available in fall 2017 that is based on the Smarter Balanced assessments.

The proposed performance category based on “Status” only is summarized in Tables 1
and 2 in Attachment 4 of the August Information Memorandum for Proposed Cut
Scores. The status level “very low” corresponds with the Red performance category and
the “very high” status level corresponds with the Blue performance category.
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-amard-aug16item02.doc)

Even though they are not based on the exact criteria in the proposed CCl, these
standards will provide a reasonable baseline for LEAs to use as they become familiar
with the new measure. Over the next year, LEAs will be able to review local practices,
supplemented by local data, and assess how they are likely to perform when the initial
state data on the CCI become available in fall 2017. Nonetheless, it will be important to
communicate clearly to LEAs, stakeholders and the public the limitations of the currently
available data and provide guidance on how the information can be used to inform local
planning during the transition to CCl results based on Smarter Balanced results.

Data for the initial cohort of graduates who took the grade 11 Smarter Balanced
assessments (the 2015-16 cohort) will be available next year. Staff will be able to
analyze that data by fall 2017 to calculate performance as “Status” only with this initial
year of data. Based on that data, the SBE can determine next fall whether adjustments
to the performance categories are warranted.

Suspension Rate Indicator for Local Educational Agency

The SBE specified that the suspension rate indicator should address differences in
suspension rates by grade span (e.g., elementary, middle, and high). The CDE
presented the school-level cut scores to the CPAG, but at the time of the June 2016
CPAG meeting, LEA-level cut scores were still being developed.

The CDE presented data simulations based on several methodologies for the LEA
suspension rate to the Technical Design Group (TDG) following the July 2016 SBE
meeting. Based on input from the TDG, CDE recommends setting suspension cut
scores based on separate distributions by LEA type (elementary, high, and unified).
Therefore, the suspension rate indicator has six different sets of cut points for “Status”
and “Change”: (1) three sets based on LEA type and (2) three sets based on school
type, which are unchanged from the June 2016 CPAG meeting. (Suspension rate cut
scores are in Attachment 2 of the August Information Memorandum for Proposed Cut
Scores.)

9/2/2016 1:42 PM


http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-amard-aug16item02.doc

dsib-amard-sep16item01
Attachment 2
Page 6 of 6

Appendix. Proposed College/Career Indicator Model

All students in the four-year graduation cohort minus students who take the California Alternate Assessment.

WELL PREPARED — To Be Determined

The College/Career Indicator (CCl) measures for “Well Prepared” will be determined following further review of
potential state and local CCl measures as statewide data becomes available." California Department of
Education staff, with input from education researchers, practitioners, and stakeholders, will evaluate the CCI
model through the first phase of the Local Control Funding Formula evaluation rubrics and will propose a revised
CCI model for implementation in 2017—18.

PREPARED
Does the graduate meet at least 1 measure below?

High School Diploma and any one of the following:
A. Career Technical Education (CTE) Pathway Completion plus one of the following criteria:
- Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments: At least a Level 3 “Standard Met” on English language
arts/literacy (ELA) or Mathematics and at least a Level 2 “Standard Nearly Met” in the other subject area
- One semester/two quarters of Dual Enroliment with passing grade (Academic/CTE subjects)

B. Atleast a Level 3 “Standard Met” on both ELA and Mathematics on Smarter Balanced Summative
Assessments

C. Completion of two semesters/three quarters of Dual Enroliment with a passing grade (Academic and/or CTE
subjects)

D. Passing Score on two Advanced Placement (AP) Exams or two International Baccalaureate (IB) Exams

E. Completion of courses that meet the University of California (UC) a-g criteria plus one of the following
criteria:
- CTE Pathway completion
- Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments: At least a Level 3 “Standard Met” on ELA or Mathematics
and at least a Level 2 “Standard Nearly Met” in the other subject area
- One semester/two quarters of Dual Enrollment with passing grade (Academic/CTE subjects)
- Passing score on one AP Exam OR on one IB Exam

APPROACHING PREPARED
Does the graduate meet at least 1 measure below?

High School Diploma and any one of the following:
A. CTE Pathway completion

B. Scored at least Level 2 “Standard Nearly Met” on one or both ELA and Mathematics Smarter Balanced
Summative Assessments

C. Completion of one semester/two quarters of Dual Enroliment with passing grade (Academic/CTE subjects)
D. Completion of courses that meet the UC a-g criteria

NOT PREPARED
Student did not meet any measures above, so considered NOT PREPARED

1Future Local and State CCl Measures

Note: The following measures will be explored as Further Exploration on the following:
statewide data becomes available: . Course Information
e  Articulated CTE Pathway e Industry Certificate
e  Work Experience/Career Internship e  Additional career related data elements (e.g., Career Pathways
e  AP/IB Career Program Trust and CTE Incentive Grant)
. State Seal of Biliteracy . Pilot career ready assessments (i.e., National Occupational
. Golden State Seal Merit Diploma Competency Testing Institute)

8-29-16 [California Department of Education and State Board of Education]
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Proposed Standards for the Local Performance Indicators

This Attachment proposes standards for the Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF)
priorities that are not addressed by the state indicators (referred to as “local
performance indicators” throughout the rest of this Attachment). Staff recommend that
the State Board of Education (SBE) approve the proposed local performance indicators
as part of its action to adopt the initial phase of the LCFF evaluation rubrics.

Background

As a result of SBE action at its May and July 2016 meetings, the evaluation rubrics
design includes: (1) a concise set of state indicators and (2) a methodology for
establishing local performance indicators.

Under the approved approach, local performance indicators are based on collecting and
reporting locally held information, which is likely to enhance local decision making for
the relevant LCFF priority. Local educational agencies (LEAs) will assess their progress
on these indicators on a [Met / Not Met / Not Met for Two or More Years] scale.

Based on the SBE’s action at its July 2016 meeting, there will be local performance

indicators in the initial phase of the evaluation rubrics for the following LCFF priorities:
e Appropriately Assigned Teachers, Access to Curriculum-Aligned Instructional

Materials, and Safe, Clean and Functional School Facilities (Priority 1)

Implementation of State Academic Standards (Priority 2)

Parent Engagement (Priority 3)

School Climate — Local Climate Surveys (Priority 6)

Coordination of Services for Expelled Students — County Offices of Education

(COEs) Only (Priority 9)

e Coordination of Services for Foster Youth — COEs Only (Priority 10)

In addition to the state indicators and local performance indicators, the evaluation
rubrics will include other local indicators. As discussed in prior SBE materials, the
evaluation rubrics web-based system will include a feature that allows LEA users to
upload local data to provide a more complete picture of student performance. The
proposed local performance indicators are intended to compliment the other local
indicators.

Proposed Local Performance Indicators
This Attachment identifies the proposed standard for each local performance indicator.
Staff recommend that the SBE approve the proposed standard for the local

performance indicators as part of adopting the initial phase of the evaluation rubrics at
its September 2016 meeting.
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This Attachment also provides information about how LEAs would use self-assessments
and/or local measures to evaluate their progress on the local performance indicators
and report that information through the web-based evaluation rubrics system.

The rest of this Attachment is organized by LCFF priority. It identifies, for each LCFF
priority with a local performance indicator:
e The proposed standard;
e Information about the evidence that LEAs would use to demonstrate progress in
meeting the standard; and
e The criteria for assessing progress based on that evidence.

The Attachment also provides prompts that could be included in a self-assessment
instrument and/or local measures that LEAs could use to demonstrate progress on the
local performance indicator. Use of the web-based system will support LEAS in
demonstrating their progress on these local performance indicators. The web-based
setting makes it possible for some functions to be automated, which will reduce the time
needed to input the information that LEA users have collected to determine progress on
the local performance indicators.

For example, where a self-assessment is included as a way to demonstrate progress on
the local performance indicator, the web-based system could include a web form that
allows LEA users to complete prompts included in the assessment, with the summary
results automatically generated from the web form. Similarly, where LEAs track and
report their progress on local measures, the web-based system could include a drop-
down menu of possible options from which LEA users could select and then input the
relevant data, which would be incorporated into a standard report automatically.

If the SBE approves the proposed standards at its September 2016 meeting, staff will
consult with stakeholders to develop specific approaches for supporting LEAs in
determining progress on the local performance indicators by including self-assessments
and/or a menu of local measures and provide an update at the November 2016 SBE
meeting.
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Appropriately Assigned Teachers, Access to Curriculum-Aligned Instructional
Materials, and Safe, Clean and Functional School Facilities (Priority 1)

Standard: LEA annually measures its progress in meeting the Williams
settlement requirements at 100% at all of its school sites, as applicable, and
promptly addresses any complaints or other deficiencies identified throughout the
academic year, as applicable; and provides information annually on progress
meeting this standard to its local governing board and to stakeholders and the
public through the evaluation rubrics.

Evidence: LEA would use locally available information, including data currently
reported through the School Accountability Report Card (SARC), and determine
whether it reported the results to its local governing board and through the local
data selection option in the evaluation rubrics.

Criteria: LEA would assess its performance on a [Met / Not Met / Not Met for Two
or More Years] scale.

Examples of measures that could be included within the local data selection option in
the evaluation rubrics to support LEAs in reporting progress are:

Number/percentage of misassignments of teachers of English learners, total
teacher misassignments, and vacant teacher positions.

Number/percentage of students without access to their own copies of standards-
aligned instructional materials for use at school and at home.

Number of identified instances where facilities do not meet the “good repair”
standard (including deficiencies and extreme deficiencies).

The examples above are all data elements that are currently required as part of the
SARC. The web-based user interface system for the evaluation rubrics is being
developed based on the same data system that supports the California Department of
Education’s SARC template. Accordingly, the evaluation rubrics system could auto-
populate this data for LEAs that use the SARC template by aggregating the information
from all schools within the LEA.

Implementation of State Academic Standards (Priority 2)

Standard: LEA annually measures its progress implementing state academic
standards and reports the results to its local governing board and to stakeholders
and the public through the evaluation rubrics.

Evidence: LEA would determine whether it annually measured its progress,
which may include use of a self-assessment tool or selection from a menu of
local measures that will be included in the evaluation rubrics web-based user
interface, and reported the results to its local governing board and through the
local data selection option in the evaluation rubrics.

Criteria: LEA would assess its performance on a [Met / Not Met / Not Met for Two
or More Years] scale.

9/2/2016 1:42 PM



dsib-amard-sep16item01
Attachment 3
Page 4 of 6

Examples of prompts that could be included in a self-assessment instrument for this
LCFF priority are included below:
e How would you rate the strength of your district’s progress in implementing
California’s new standards in the following areas?
e How would you rate the preparedness of the following district and school staff to
implement California’s English Language Arts, English language development,
mathematics, and science standards?

Parent Engagement (Priority 3)

e Standard: LEA annually measures its progress in (1) seeking input from parents
in decision making and (2) promoting parental participation in programs, and
reports the results to its local governing board and to stakeholders and the public
through the evaluation rubrics.

e Evidence: LEA would determine whether it annually measured its progress,
which may include use of a self-assessment tool or selection from a menu of
local measures that will be included in the evaluation rubrics web-based user
interface, and reported the results to its local governing board and through the
local data selection option in the evaluation rubrics.

e Criteria: LEA would assess its performance on a [Met / Not Met / Not Met for Two
or More Years] scale.

Examples of measures that could be included in a self-assessment tool or tracked and
reported through the local data selection option of the evaluation rubrics include:

e Schools and districts have systems and structures in place to provide
parents/caregivers with the interpretation and translation services they need to
be full partners and participants.

e Percent of teachers and administrators who have participated in one or more
professional development opportunities related to engaging parents/caregivers in
decision making.

e Percent of parents/caregivers serving on school/district committees who report
feeling that their input is respected and valued and reflected in school/district
plans.

School Climate — Local Climate Surveys (Priority 6)

e Standard: LEA administers a local climate survey at least every other year that
provides a valid measure of perceptions of school safety and connectedness,
such as the California Healthy Kids Survey, to students in at least one grade
within the grade span(s) that the LEA serves (e.g., K-5, 6-8, 9-12), and reports
the results to its local governing board and to stakeholders and the public
through the evaluation rubrics.

e Evidence: LEA would determine whether it administered a survey as specified
and reported the results to its local governing board and through the local data
selection option in the evaluation rubrics.

9/2/2016 1:42 PM



dsib-amard-sep16item01
Attachment 3
Page 5 of 6

e Criteria: LEA would assess its performance on a [Met / Not Met / Not Met for Two
or More Years] scale.

Examples of the type of information that LEAs could provide through the local data
selection option in the evaluation rubrics include:

e Brief narrative description of key findings, including differences in results among
student groups.

e For surveys that provide an overall score, such as the School Climate Index for
the California Healthy Kids Survey, report of overall score for all student and
student groups.

e Analysis of a subset of specific items on survey that are particularly relevant to
student safety and connectedness.

Coordination of Services for Expelled Students — COE Only (Priority 9)

e Standard: COE annually measures its progress in coordinating instruction as
required by Education Code Section 48926 and reports the results to its local
governing board and to stakeholders and the public through the evaluation
rubrics.

e Evidence: COE would determine whether it annually measured its progress,
which may include use of a self-assessment tool or selection from a menu of
local measures that will be included in the evaluation rubrics web-based user
interface, and reported the results to its local governing board and through the
local data selection option in the evaluation rubrics.

e Criteria: COE would assess its performance on a [Met / Not Met / Not Met for
Two or More Years] scale.

Examples of prompts that could be included in a self-assessment instrument for this
LCFF priority are included below:

e Assess the status of required plan for providing education services to all expelled
pupils in that county, including most recent triennial update and required outcome
data.

e Assess extent of coordination on plan development and implementation with
each school district within the county.

e Assess progress in identifying: existing educational alternatives for expelled
pupils, gaps in educational services to expelled pupils, and strategies for filling
those service gaps.

Coordination of Services for Foster Youth — COE Only (Priority 10)

e Standard: COE annually measures its progress in coordinating services for foster
youth and reports the results to its local governing board and to stakeholders and
the public through the evaluation rubrics.

e Evidence: COE would determine whether it annually measures its progress,
which may include use of a self-assessment tool or selection from a menu of
local measures that will be included in the evaluation rubrics web-based user
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interface, and reported the results to its local governing board and through the
local data selection option in the evaluation rubrics.

Criteria: COE would assess its performance on a [Met / Not Met / Not Met for
Two or More Years] scale.

Examples of prompts that could be included in a self-assessment instrument for this
LCFF priority are included below. The COE would be able to rate its progress on the
prompts using a rating scale, e.g., 1 to 5 scale corresponding to different levels of
progress or implementation.

Assess the degree of implementation of a coordinated service program components for
foster youth in your county?

Establishing ongoing collaboration and policy development, including
establishing formalized information sharing agreements with child welfare,
probation, LEAs, the courts, and other organizations to determine the proper
educational placement of foster youth.

Building capacity with LEA, probation, child welfare, and other organizations for
purposes of implementing school-based support infrastructure for foster youth
intended to improve educational outcomes.

Providing information and assistance to LEAs regarding the educational needs of
foster youth in order to improve educational outcomes.

8-29-16 [California Department of Education and State Board of Education]
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Proposed Criteria for LEA Eligibility for Technical Assistance and Intensive
Intervention under LCFF

The Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF) is the foundation for California’s integrated
accountability and continuous improvement system. LCFF requires the State Board of
Education (SBE) to adopt, by October 1, 2016, evaluation rubrics that include standards
for local educational agency (LEA) and school performance and improvement for all of
the LCFF priorities and specify a process for identifying LEAs in need of assistance.

An August 2016 information memorandum provided a proposal for how the proposed
performance levels on state indicators and local performance indicators will assist in
identifying LEAs eligible for differentiated assistance and intensive intervention
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-aug16item02.doc). That
proposal is summarized below.

Staff recommend that the SBE approve the proposed approach when it adopts the
evaluation rubrics at the September 2016 SBE meeting.

Proposed Approach for Identifying LEAs in Need of Assistance or Intervention
under LCFF

Under the LCFF statutes, LEA eligibility for differentiated assistance and intensive
intervention is based on student group performance in each LCFF priority area.
Consistent with the LCFF statutes:
e An LEA would be eligible for differentiated assistance if any student group met
the performance criteria listed below for two or more LCFF priorities. Education
Code (EC) 52071(b) & 52071.5(b).
e An LEA would be eligible for intensive intervention if three or more student
groups met the performance criteria listed below for two or more LCFF priorities
in three out of four consecutive years. EC 52072 & 52072.5.

As discussed in the August 2016 memorandum, Red is the lowest of the five

performance categories for state indicators, and Not Met for or More Two Years is the
lowest rating for local performance indicators.
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Proposed Criteria for Determining LEA Eligibility for Differentiated
Assistance and Intensive Intervention

Basics (Priority 1)
¢ Not Met for Two or More Years on Local Performance Indicator

Implementation of State Academic Standards (Priority 2)
e Not Met for Two or More Years on Local Performance Indicator

Parent Engagement (Priority 3)
¢ Not Met for Two or More Years on Local Performance Indicator

Pupil Achievement (Priority 4)
¢ Red on both English Language Arts and Math tests OR
¢ Red on English Language Arts or Math test AND Orange on the other
test OR
¢ Red on the English Learner Indicator (English learner student group only)

Pupil Engagement (Priority 5)
e Red on Graduation Rate Indicator OR
e Red on Chronic Absence Indicator

School Climate (Priority 6)
¢ Red on Suspension Rate Indicator OR
e Not Met for Two or More Years on Local Performance Indicator

Access to and Outcomes in a Broad Course of Study (Priorities 7 & 8)
e Red on College/Career Indicator

Coordination of Services for Expelled Pupils — COEs Only (Priority 9)
e Not Met for Two or More Years on Local Performance Indicator

Coordination of Services for Foster Youth — COEs Only (Priority 10)
¢ Not Met for Two or More Years on Local Performance Indicator

The rest of this Attachment provides additional details on the proposed criteria for each
LCFF priority.

Basics (Priority 1), Implementation of State Academic Standards (Priority 2),
Parent Engagement (Priority 3), Coordination of Services for Expelled Pupils —
COEs Only (Priority 9), and Coordination of Services for Foster Youth — COEs
Only (Priority 10). There is a single local performance indicator for each of these
LCFF priorities.

9/2/2016 1:42 PM



dsib-amard-sep16item01
Attachment 4
Page 3 of 4

Staff recommend that an LEA with the [Not Met for Two or More Years] rating on a local
performance indicator would be eligible for technical assistance or intervention based
on the relevant LCFF priority for any student group that has a valid n-size (e.g., has a
valid n-size at the LEA level, as specified in EC 52052) at the LEA level.

Pupil Achievement (Priority 4). The indicator for the English Language Arts/Literacy
(ELA) and Math assessments and the English Learner Indicator (ELI) address this
LCFF priority.

Staff propose analyzing performance on the ELA and Math assessments together.
Specifically, staff propose that an LEA would be eligible based on this LCFF priority
whenever a student group that is in the Red category on one assessment is in the
Orange or Red performance categories on the other assessment.

The English learner student group, however, presents a special case. The English
Learner Indicator (ELI), which also addresses Priority 4, applies to English learners, in
addition to the indicator for assessments. Staff propose that an LEA would be eligible
for technical assistance or intervention based on this LCFF priority for the English
learner student group in two situations: (1) the condition described above for
performance on ELA and Math assessments and/or (2) being in the Red performance
category on the ELI.

Pupil Engagement (Priority 5). Graduation rate and chronic absenteeism address this
LCFF priority.

Staff propose that an LEA would be eligible for technical assistance or intervention
based on this LCFF priority whenever a student group is in the Red performance
category on either graduation rate or chronic absenteeism. Staff propose, however,
revisiting this decision when the SBE establishes performance categories after chronic
absence data become available in fall 2017. This will ensure that the final determination
is informed by data analysis.

School Climate (Priority 6). Suspension rate and the local climate survey standard
address this LCFF priority.

Staff propose that an LEA would be eligible for technical assistance or intervention
based on this LCFF priority whenever a student group is in the Red performance
category based on the LEA-level distribution.

Additionally, staff propose that LEAs that report a [Not Met for Two or More Years]
rating on the local climate survey local performance indicator would also be eligible for
technical assistance or intervention based on this LCFF priority.

Access to a Broad Course of Study (Priority 7) and Outcomes in a Broad Course
of Study (Priority 8). The College/Career Indicator (CCl) addresses these LCFF
priorities for the initial phase of the evaluation rubrics.
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Staff propose that an LEA would be eligible for technical assistance or intervention
based on these LCFF priorities if a student group is in the Red performance category on
the CCI. This indicator applies to two LCFF priorities, but staff propose that, for the
initial phase of the evaluation rubrics, the CCl would be considered only once for
assistance and intervention purposes.

Application of Criteria Based on Current Performance Levels

By statute, the SBE must approve changes to the evaluation rubrics or the template for
the Local Control and Accountability Plan and Annual Update by January 31 before the
fiscal year during which the template or evaluation rubrics are to be used by a school
district, county superintendent of schools, or charter school. Based on this statutory
provision, the earliest that technical assistance for LEAs could commence, based on
use of the evaluation rubrics, is 2017-18, which is the fiscal year following the SBE’s
September 2016 adoption of the evaluation rubrics.

As noted in Attachment 2, staff recommend that the SBE approve the performance
categories for the academic indicator at the November 2016 SBE meeting. This will
allow staff to incorporate the second year of Smarter Balanced Summative Assessment
results and recommend proposed performance categories based on a combination of
“Status” and “Change,” rather relying only on “Status” based on the first year of
assessment results.

Staff will present simulations at the November 2016 SBE meeting, reflecting the
updated proposed performance categories for the academic indicator, that estimate how
many LEAs would be eligible for technical assistance under the proposed criteria (i.e.,
have one or more student group meet the criteria for two or more LCFF priorities),
based on the most current performance data available.

Finally, as noted in the August information memorandum, staff propose that the criteria
approved by the SBE specify that, in the initial year that an LEA becomes eligible for
technical assistance, technical assistance will involve identification in writing of the
LEA’s strengths and weaknesses. This would establish a presumption that the more
intensive forms of technical assistance authorized by statute (assignment of an outside
expert to assist the LEA, including requesting that another LEA within the county partner
to support the LEA’s improvement, or referral to the California Collaborative for
Educational Excellence) would not occur unless an LEA is eligible for technical
assistance based on performance of the same student group(s) across the same LCFF
priorities in two consecutive years. This approach is consistent with a tiered approach to
assistance.

8-29-16 [California Department of Education and State Board of Education]
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Draft Timeline for the Integrated, Local, State, and Federal
Accountability and Continuous Improvement System, Including Outreach with
Stakeholders

At the July 2016 meeting, the Board directed staff to develop a proposed timeline
through the end of the 2017 calendar year that addresses the further developmental
work after approval of the initial phase of the evaluation rubrics, including, but not
limited to: (1) the state and local indicators, (2) standards for the state indicators and/or
LCFF priorities, (3) the statements of model practices, and (4) the alignment of
elements included in the ESSA state plan with the LCFF evaluation rubrics.

An August Information Memorandum presented a timeline of development and
transition activities for state and local indicators with a proposed process for annually
reviewing state indicators and introduced a draft timeline that defines the anticipated
SBE review and action, in addition to the ongoing developmental work over the next
calendar year (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-
aug16item01.doc).

At the July 2016 meeting, staff also sought feedback from SBE members on a draft
revised Local Control and Accountability Plan (LCAP) and Annual Update template and
accompanying instructions
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/jul16item03.doc). Among the
feedback that SBE members provided was an expectation to see a clear linkage
between the revised LCAP template and the Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF)
evaluation rubrics. SBE members also expressed support for requiring a plan summary
in the revised template that maximizes accessibility of the LCAP’s content for
stakeholders and the public.

In response to this feedback, staff prepared an updated draft, including explicit linkages
between the LCFF Evaluation Rubrics and the LCAP and Annual Update Template and
a robust plan summary, and sought additional stakeholder feedback after the July 2016
SBE meeting. However, opportunities to provide feedback to subsequent revisions of
the LCAP template following the July 2016 SBE meeting were limited prior to the
deadline for posting the September 2016 SBE meeting agenda. Understanding the
importance of making the revised LCAP template as strong as possible, staff concluded
that additional time was needed before finalizing a proposed revised LCAP template for
the SBE’s consideration. Consequently, on August 26, 2016, the SBE was provided with
an Information Memorandum (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-exec-
lasso-aug16item01.doc) that provided an updated timeline for the revised LCAP
template to ensure that stakeholders and the public are aware of the opportunities for
further input, including when an updated draft with fully developed instructions, will be
available for review. The CDE will present a proposed LCAP and Annual Update
Template for SBE adoption at the November 2016 SBE meeting.

The draft timeline clarifies the opportunities for stakeholder input on the initial
implementation of the LCFF evaluation rubrics, the process to revise the LCAP, and the
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proposed schedule for work groups to provide recommendations on school conditions
and climate and the English Learner Indicator.

California Practitioners Advisory Group (CPAG): The CPAG is an advisory
committee to the SBE (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/cc/cp/). The CPAG will review and
advise the SBE through the implementation of the initial phase of the LCFF
evaluation rubrics and the revised LCAP template. The CPAG will also inform the
development of the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) State Plan. The next
meeting is scheduled for September 29, 2016.

User Acceptance Testing (UAT) Group: In August, the UAT reviewed examples of
the draft cut-points and performance categories that informed the technical
assistance and support standards. The UAT also provided input on draft top-level
data displays and standard reports that will be used to prepopulate the initial phase
of the web based version of the LCFF evaluation rubrics. The UAT will review and
test the online prototype of the LCFF evaluation rubrics before the system goes live
in January 2017.

Equity and Policy Stakeholder Input Working Group: On August 19, 2016, WestEd,
on behalf of the SBE and CDE, convened representatives from statewide and
community-based organizations to review the design options for the evaluation
rubric and approaches to revise the LCAP template to promote interaction with the
LCFF evaluation rubrics. WestEd also hosted a webinar for stakeholders to review
draft top-level data displays and standard reports that will be used to prepopulate the
initial phase of the web based version of the LCFF evaluation rubrics. A session in
October 2016 will focus on the proposal to support the measurement of local
performance on the state priorities that are not currently addressed in the state
indicators (e.g., priorities 1,2,3,6,7,8,9,10).

School Conditions and Climate Work Group: The CDE established a work group in
August 2016 to review the existing school climate measurement approaches, tools,
resources, and surveys that measure broader aspects of school conditions and
climate (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-amard-
jun16item02.doc). This work group consists of approximately eight to ten members

with expertise in education measurement and school conditions/climate. One of the
objectives of this work group is to provide extensive stakeholder engagement on
topics related to school conditions and climate. The School Conditions and Climate
work group will present preliminary recommendations to the CDE in January 2017
that will inform the accountability and continuous improvement components that are
relevant to the school climate LCFF priority, in addition to the priorities that address
the basic conditions of learning, the implementation of state academic standards, the
access to broad course of study, course completion, and coordination activities.

English Learner Indicator Work Group: As outlined in a Memorandum to the SBE on
June 27, 2016 (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-amard-
jun16item02.doc), the CDE is developing a work group of experts to create a
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composite measure for the English Learner Indicator (ELI) that includes English
acquisition, reclassification rates, and long-term English learner (LTEL) rates. During
the 2016-17 school year, the CDE plans to convene the ELI work group four times
beginning in October 2016. The CDE will provide a progress update to the SBE
through an information memorandum in December and/or February and provide a
presentation of the work at the May 2017 SBE meeting. The ELI work group will be
comprised of individuals with English learner (EL) program expertise and EL data
expertise. The EL work group will have county and district representatives along with
representatives of stakeholder groups. The members will be charged with
determining if LTEL data can be incorporated into the current ELI. In addition, the
members will make recommendations on the methodology and timeline for
incorporating the LTEL data in the new accountability system.

The feedback received from the stakeholder input sessions and work groups will inform
the state and local indicators that will be made available in the LCFF evaluation rubrics.
The proposed prototype is flexible to support the inclusion of additional indicators or the
replacement of indicators over time as additional data become available. The rubrics
also support the use of local data, including the indicators that are not included as state
indicators at this time. As the definition of what is collected locally and reported to the
state becomes more standardized and/or as research emerges to support the use of an
indicator that has state level data available, staff will analyze these data to make
recommendations for including new indicators within the accountability and continuous
improvement system (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-sbe-
aug16item01.doc).

In recognition that data availability may change over time, and feedback from
stakeholders will inform the ongoing development of indicators, the SBE will have an
opportunity to review the LCFF evaluation rubrics annually, if necessary, to determine
whether to add a state indicator to the existing state indicators and/or to replace an
existing state indicator.

As noted in the timeline below, if the SBE determines a review is necessary, staff could
present a preliminary analysis of any indicator that may now be a candidate for inclusion
as a state indicator at the March SBE meeting. If appropriate, SBE may direct staff to
complete a full analysis of the potential indicator and present this analysis for SBE
review at the September SBE meeting. The SBE may then determine whether the state
indicators need to be revised based on the staff analyses and recommendations.

Staff recommend that the SBE approve the proposed annual process for the SBE to
review the evaluation rubrics as reflected in the timeline below, to determine whether
newly available data and/or research support the inclusion of a new state or local
performance indicator or substituting such an indicator for an existing indicator.
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Timeframe SBE Review and Decision Points Ongoing Development and Tasks
SBE received a series of Information Memorandum on the following topics: Early August-Continue receiving
g fopics: feedback on accountability and
e draft timeline and proposed annual review of the LCFF indicators, continuous improvement:
o aframework for technical assistance, e  Conference Calls
e an update on the college/career indicator and proposed cut-point and performance | ¢ Standing Meetings
August 2016 categories for the state indicators, and e Policy Input Sessions

e an updated timeline to revise the LCAP template.

Work Groups:
e CDE convenes the school
conditions and climate work

group

September 2016

LCFF Evaluation Rubrics:

Initial Phase of the Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF) Evaluation Rubrics for
SBE Adoption.

Performance categories for CAASPP, English Learner Proficiency, Graduation Rate,
Suspension Rate, and College/Career Readiness.

Criteria to determine eligibility for technical assistance based on performance on all
LCFF priorities.

Design dimensions for the evaluation rubrics web application that includes, but is not
limited to, the top-level data display, equity report, and standard reports.

CDE provides an update on the working groups to explore school conditions and
climate and English learner proficiency indicator.

ESSA State Plan:

Overview of the law and plan requirements, review of stakeholder feedback

California Practitioners Advisory
Group (CPAG) Meeting:

e CPAG provides feedback on
draft ESSA State Plan

e CPAG reviews plan for future
work on state and local

indicators (e.g., college /career

readiness)

e CPAG reviews the plan to
revise the LCAP template

Work Groups:

e CDE convenes the school
conditions and climate work

group
Proposed Information

Memorandum on updated draft for

revised LCAP template and
instructions
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Timeframe SBE Review and Decision Points Ongoing Development and Tasks

California Practitioners Advisory
Group (CPAG) Meeting:

e CPAG provides feedback on
draft ESSA State Plan

e CPAG reviews draft standards
for the LCFF local performance
measures

Early October-Continue receiving
feedback on accountability and
continuous improvement:

e Conference Calls

October 2016 e Standing Meetings
e Policy Input Sessions

Work Groups:

e School conditions and
climate work group will
provide opportunities for
stakeholder input

e CDE convenes the English
Learner Indicator work

group

Proposed Information
Memorandum on local indicators

LCFF Evaluation Rubrics: LCFF Evaluation Rubrics:

e California Collaborative for
Educational Excellence (CCEE)
workshop trainings

Update on local indicators to measure state priorities not addressed by the state indicators
(e.g., priorities 1,2,3,6,7,8,9,10) and implications for state performance standards based on

stakeholder input gathered in October 2016
November 2016
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Timeframe SBE Review and Decision Points Ongoing Development and Tasks

CDE provides an update on the School Conditions and Climate work group and the ESSA State Plan:
English Learner Indicator work group. CDE also provides an update on the Statements of e ESSA State Plan extended

Model Practices. public comment period begins

LCAP Template: November 18
Final changes to the LCAP template for SBE adoption. e [ESSA State Plan Stakeholder
Outreach Phase 2 begins
ESSA State Plan: o \Webinars
¢ Regional meetings
CDE presents first draft of ESSA State Plan based on stakeholder input, including CPAG e Survey
comments, for SBE review. e Stakeholder engagement toolkit

California Practitioners Advisory

Group (CPAG) Meeting:

e Provides feedback on ESSA
State Plan Update

e Update on the proposal to
review the LCFF evaluation
rubrics state and local
indicators and statements of
model practices

Work Groups:

e CDE convenes the school
conditions and climate work
group

e School conditions and climate
work group will provide
opportunities for stakeholder
input

e CDE convenes the English
Learner Indicator work group

December 2016
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Timeframe

SBE Review and Decision Points

Ongoing Development and Tasks

January 2017

LCFF Evaluation Rubrics:

o CDE presents preliminary recommendations to the SBE for transition plan to support
the use of school conditions and climate measures in the accountability and
continuous improvement system.

ESSA State Plan:
Second Draft ESSA State Plan for SBE Review.

e CDE revises ESSA State Plan based on stakeholder feedback, including the input
provided by the CPAG, and presents revised draft to SBE for provisional approval.

ESSA State Plan:

30 day public comment period
closes January 20

Stakeholder Outreach Phase 2
ends

Work Groups:
o CDE convenes the English
Learner Indicator work group

February 2017

Early February-Continue receiving
feedback on accountability and
continuous improvement:

e Conference Calls
e Standing Meetings
e Policy Input Sessions

California Practitioners Advisory
Group (CPAG) Meeting
e Reviews public comments
on ESSA state plan and
makes recommendations
e Advise SBE on annual
review of evaluation rubrics
state and local indicators

Proposed Information
Memorandum on the English
Learner Indicator
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Timeframe SBE Review and Decision Points Ongoing Development and Tasks

LCFF Evaluation Rubrics: Work Groups:

e CDE convenes the English
Learner Indicator working

group

Annual review of evaluation rubrics, including but not limited to the following:
e CAASPP performance categories

e English Learner Indicator
e Suspension Rate and School Climate
e Academic Engagement
March 2017 o College/Career Indicator
Proposed Submission of ESSA State Plan:
Following SBE approval, submit ESSA State Plan to ED
March 6™ is the first deadline to submit the ESSA State Plan to ED; ED has up to 120 days
to review ESSA State Plan. Note: July 3 is the second deadline to submit the ESSA State
Plan to ED.
Early April-Continue receiving
feedback on accountability and
continuous improvement:
e Conference Calls
e Standing Meetings
e Policy Input Sessions
California Practitioners Advisory
April 2017 Group (CPAG) Meeting

e Reviews progress on pilot
of state and local
indicators, feedback from
SBE on annual review

¢ Reviews alignment of
ESSA state plan to LCFF
evaluation rubrics (e.g.,
plan alignment activities)
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Timeframe SBE Review and Decision Points Ongoing Development and Tasks
LCFF Evaluation Rubrics:
May 2017 CDE presents recommendations to the SBE for transition plan to support the use of the
English Learner Indicator in the accountability and continuous improvement system.
Early June-Continue receiving
feedback on accountability and
continuous improvement:
e Conference Calls
e Standing Meetings
June 2017 e Policy Input Sessions
California Practitioners Advisory
Group (CPAG) Meeting
e Update on state and local
indicator pilots and
implications for standards
and technical assistance
ESSA State Plan:
Accepted ESSA State Plan is published. (Note: this is a tentative date based on the
submission of the plan in March).
July 2017
New Accountability System begins July 2017.
The ESSA State Plan takes effect 2017-18 and implements process to identify schools for
assistance.
Early August-Continue receiving
feedback on accountability and
continuous improvement:
e Conference Calls
e Standing Meetings
August 2017 e Policy Input Sessions
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Timeframe

SBE Review and Decision Points

Ongoing Development and Tasks

California Practitioners Advisory
Group (CPAG) Meeting
¢ Review proposal to revise

evaluation rubrics based on
the state and local indicator
pilots and SBE annual
review at the March SBE
meeting

September 2017

LCFF Evaluation Rubrics:

Possible action to revise the evaluation rubrics based on the annual review completed in
March 2017, any updated data elements and indicators based on stakeholder input.

2018-19

The new technical assistance, support, and interventions under LCFF and ESSA are

implemented.

Note: Dates and proposed development activities are subject to change. The table will be updated and presented at future SBE meetings.
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California Education Code Sections 52064.5, 47607.3, 52071, 52071.5, 52072,
52072.5, 52060, 52066, 52064, and 52052

Please note: the California Education Code sections referenced below do not reflect the
changes included in the 2016-2017 budget adoption and the enacted revisions to
legislation through the recently passed budget bills.

Education Code Section 52064.5.

(a) On or before October 1, 2016, the state board shall adopt evaluation rubrics for all of
the following purposes:

(1) To assist a school district, county office of education, or charter school in evaluating
its strengths, weaknesses, and areas that require improvement.

(2) To assist a county superintendent of schools in identifying school districts and
charter schools in need of technical assistance pursuant to Section 52071 or 47607.3,
as applicable, and the specific priorities upon which the technical assistance should be
focused.

(3) To assist the Superintendent in identifying school districts for which intervention
pursuant to Section 52072 is warranted.

(b) The evaluation rubrics shall reflect a holistic, multidimensional assessment of school
district and individual schoolsite performance and shall include all of the state priorities
described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060.

(c) As part of the evaluation rubrics, the state board shall adopt standards for school
district and individual schoolsite performance and expectations for improvement in
regard to each of the state priorities described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060.

Education Code Section 47607.3.

(a) If a charter school fails to improve outcomes for three or more pupil subgroups
identified pursuant to Section 52052, or, if the charter school has less than three pupil
subgroups, all of the charter school’s pupil subgroups, in regard to one or more state or
school priority identified in the charter pursuant to subparagraph (A) of paragraph (5) of
subdivision (b) of Section 47605 or subparagraph (A) of paragraph (5) of subdivision (b)
of Section 47605.6, in three out of four consecutive school years, all of the following
shall apply:

(1) Using an evaluation rubric adopted by the state board pursuant to Section 52064.5,
the chartering authority shall provide technical assistance to the charter school.

(2) The Superintendent may assign, at the request of the chartering authority and with
the approval of the state board, the California Collaborative for Educational Excellence
to provide advice and assistance to the charter school pursuant to Section 52074.

(b) A chartering authority shall consider for revocation any charter school to which the
California Collaborative for Educational Excellence has provided advice and assistance
pursuant to subdivision (a) and about which it has made either of the following findings,
which shall be submitted to the chartering authority:

(1) That the charter school has failed, or is unable, to implement the recommendations
of the California Collaborative for Educational Excellence.
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(2) That the inadequate performance of the charter school, based upon an evaluation
rubric adopted pursuant to Section 52064.5, is either so persistent or so acute as to
require revocation of the charter.

(c) The chartering authority shall consider increases in pupil academic achievement for
all pupil subgroups served by the charter school as the most important factor in
determining whether to revoke the charter.

(d) A chartering authority shall comply with the hearing process described in subdivision
(e) of Section 47607 in revoking a charter. A charter school may not appeal a revocation
of a charter made pursuant to this section.

Education Code Section 52071.

(a) If a county superintendent of schools does not approve a local control and
accountability plan or annual update to the local control and accountability plan
approved by a governing board of a school district, or if the governing board of a school
district requests technical assistance, the county superintendent of schools shall provide
technical assistance, including, among other things, any of the following:

(1) Identification of the school district’s strengths and weaknesses in regard to the state
priorities described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060, communicated in writing to the
school district. This identification shall include a review of effective, evidence-based
programs that apply to the school district’s goals.

(2) Assignment of an academic expert or team of academic experts to assist the school
district in identifying and implementing effective programs that are designed to improve
the outcomes for all pupil subgroups identified pursuant to Section 52052. The county
superintendent of schools may also solicit another school district within the county to act
as a partner to the school district in need of technical assistance.

(3) Request that the Superintendent assign the California Collaborative for Educational
Excellence to provide advice and assistance to the school district.

(b) Using an evaluation rubric adopted by the state board pursuant to Section 52064.5,
the county superintendent of schools shall provide the technical assistance described in
subdivision (a) to any school district that fails to improve pupil achievement across more
than one state priority described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060 for one or more
pupil subgroup identified pursuant to Section 52052.

(c) Technical assistance provided pursuant to this section at the request of a school
district shall be paid for by the school district requesting the assistance.

Education Code Section 52071.5.

(a) If the Superintendent does not approve a local control and accountability plan or
annual update to the local control and accountability plan approved by a county board of
education, or if the county board of education requests technical assistance, the
Superintendent shall provide technical assistance, including, among other things, any of
the following:

(1) Identification of the county board of education’s strengths and weaknesses in regard
to the state priorities described in subdivision (d) of Section 52066, communicated in
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writing to the county board of education. This identification shall include a review of
effective, evidence-based programs that apply to the board’s goals.

(2) Assignment of an academic expert or team of academic experts, or the California
Collaborative for Educational Excellence established pursuant to Section 52074, to
assist the county board of education in identifying and implementing effective programs
that are designed to improve the outcomes for all pupil subgroups identified pursuant to
Section 52052. The Superintendent may also solicit another county office of education
to act as a partner to the county office of education in need of technical assistance.

(b) Using an evaluation rubric adopted by the state board pursuant to Section 52064.5,
the Superintendent shall provide the technical assistance described in subdivision (a) to
any county office of education that fails to improve pupil achievement in regard to more
than one state priority described in subdivision (d) of Section 52066 for one or more
pupil subgroups identified pursuant to Section 52052.

(c) Technical assistance provided pursuant to this section at the request of a county
board of education shall be paid for by the county board of education receiving
assistance.

Education Code Section 52072.
(a) The Superintendent may, with the approval of the state board, identify school
districts in need of intervention.

(b) The Superintendent shall only intervene in a school district that meets both of the
following criteria:

(1) The school district did not improve the outcomes for three or more pupil subgroups
identified pursuant to Section 52052 or, if the school district has less than three pupil
subgroups, all of the school district’s pupil subgroups, in regard to more than one state
or local priority in three out of four consecutive school years.

(2) The California Collaborative for Educational Excellence has provided advice and
assistance to the school district pursuant to Section 52071 and submits either of the
following findings to the Superintendent:

(A) That the school district has failed, or is unable, to implement the recommendations
of the California Collaborative for Educational Excellence.

(B) That the inadequate performance of the school district, based upon an evaluation
rubric adopted pursuant to Section 52064.5, is either so persistent or acute as to require
intervention by the Superintendent.

(c) For school districts identified pursuant to subdivision (a), the Superintendent may,
with the approval of the state board, do one or more of the following:

(1) Make changes to a local control and accountability plan adopted by the governing
board of the school district.

(2) Develop and impose a budget revision, in conjunction with revisions to the local
control and accountability plan, that the Superintendent determines would allow the
school district to improve the outcomes for all pupil subgroups identified pursuant to
Section 52052 in regard to state and local priorities.
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(3) Stay or rescind an action, if that action is not required by a local collective bargaining
agreement, that would prevent the school district from improving outcomes for all pupil
subgroups identified pursuant to Section 52052 in regard to state or local priorities.

(4) Appoint an academic trustee to exercise the powers and authority specified in this
section on his or her behalf.

(d) The Superintendent shall notify the county superintendent of schools, the county
board of education, the superintendent of the school district, and the governing board of
the school district of any action by the state board to direct him or her to exercise any of
the powers and authorities specified in this section.

Education Code Section 52072.5.
(a) The Superintendent may, with the approval of the state board, identify county offices
of education in need of intervention.

(b) The Superintendent shall only intervene in a county office of education that meets
both of the following criteria:

(1) The county office of education did not improve the outcomes for three or more pupil
subgroups identified pursuant to Section 52052 or, if the county office of education has
less than three pupil subgroups, all of the county office of education’s pupil subgroups,
in regard to more than one state or local priority in three out of four consecutive school
years.

(2) The California Collaborative for Educational Excellence has provided advice and
assistance to the county office of education pursuant to Section 52071.5 and submits
either of the following findings to the Superintendent:

(A) That the county office of education has failed, or is unable, to implement the
recommendations of the California Collaborative for Educational Excellence.

(B) That the inadequate performance of the county office of education, based upon an
evaluation rubric adopted pursuant to Section 52064.5, is either so persistent or acute
as to require intervention by the Superintendent.

(c) For county offices of education identified pursuant to subdivision (a), the
Superintendent may, with the approval of the state board, do one or more of the
following:

(1) Make changes to a local control and accountability plan adopted by the county board
of education.

(2) Develop and impose a budget revision, in conjunction with revisions to the local
control and accountability plan, that the Superintendent determines would allow the
county office of education to improve the outcomes for all pupil subgroups identified
pursuant to Section 52052 in regard to state and local priorities.

(3) Stay or rescind an action, if that action is not required by a local collective bargaining
agreement, that would prevent the county office of education from improving outcomes
for all pupil subgroups identified pursuant to Section 52052 in regard to state or local
priorities.
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(4) Appoint an academic trustee to exercise the powers and authority specified in this
section on his or her behalf.

(d) The Superintendent shall notify the county board of education and the county
superintendent of schools, in writing, of any action by the state board to direct him or
her to exercise any of the powers and authorities specified in this section.

Education Code Section 52060.
(a) On or before July 1, 2014, the governing board of each school district shall adopt a
local control and accountability plan using a template adopted by the state board.

(b) A local control and accountability plan adopted by the governing board of a school
district shall be effective for a period of three years, and shall be updated on or before
July 1 of each year.

(c) A local control and accountability plan adopted by the governing board of a school
district shall include, for the school district and each school within the school district,
both of the following:

(1) A description of the annual goals, for all pupils and each subgroup of pupils
identified pursuant to Section 52052, to be achieved for each of the state priorities
identified in subdivision (d) and for any additional local priorities identified by the
governing board of the school district. For purposes of this article, a subgroup of pupils
identified pursuant to Section 52052 shall be a numerically significant pupil subgroup as
specified in paragraphs (2) and (3) of subdivision (a) of Section 52052.

(2) A description of the specific actions the school district will take during each year of
the local control and accountability plan to achieve the goals identified in paragraph (1),
including the enumeration of any specific actions necessary for that year to correct any
deficiencies in regard to the state priorities listed in paragraph (1) of subdivision (d). The
specific actions shall not supersede the provisions of existing local collective bargaining
agreements within the jurisdiction of the school district.

(d) All of the following are state priorities:

(1) The degree to which the teachers of the school district are appropriately assigned in
accordance with Section 44258.9, and fully credentialed in the subject areas, and, for
the pupils they are teaching, every pupil in the school district has sufficient access to the
standards-aligned instructional materials as determined pursuant to Section 60119, and
school facilities are maintained in good repair, as defined in subdivision (d) of Section
17002.

(2) Implementation of the academic content and performance standards adopted by the
state board, including how the programs and services will enable English learners to
access the common core academic content standards adopted pursuant to Section
60605.8 and the English language development standards adopted pursuant to former
Section 60811.3, as that section read on June 30, 2013, or Section 60811.4, for
purposes of gaining academic content knowledge and English language proficiency.

(3) Parental involvement, including efforts the school district makes to seek parent input
in making decisions for the school district and each individual schoolsite, and including
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how the school district will promote parental participation in programs for unduplicated
pupils and individuals with exceptional needs.
(4) Pupil achievement, as measured by all of the following, as applicable:

(A) Statewide assessments administered pursuant to Article 4 (commencing with
Section 60640) of Chapter 5 of Part 33 or any subsequent assessment, as certified by
the state board.

(B) The Academic Performance Index, as described in Section 52052.

(C) The percentage of pupils who have successfully completed courses that satisfy the
requirements for entrance to the University of California and the California State
University, or career technical education sequences or programs of study that align with
state board-approved career technical education standards and frameworks, including,
but not limited to, those described in subdivision (a) of Section 52302, subdivision (a) of
Section 52372.5, or paragraph (2) of subdivision (e) of Section 54692.

(D) The percentage of English learner pupils who make progress toward English
proficiency as measured by the California English Language Development Test or any
subsequent assessment of English proficiency, as certified by the state board.

(E) The English learner reclassification rate.

(F) The percentage of pupils who have passed an advanced placement examination
with a score of 3 or higher.

(G) The percentage of pupils who participate in, and demonstrate college preparedness
pursuant to, the Early Assessment Program, as described in Chapter 6 (commencing
with Section 99300) of Part 65 of Division 14 of Title 3, or any subsequent assessment
of college preparedness.

(5) Pupil engagement, as measured by all of the following, as applicable:
(A) School attendance rates.
(B) Chronic absenteeism rates.

(C) Middle school dropout rates, as described in paragraph (3) of subdivision (a) of
Section 52052.1.

(D) High school dropout rates.

(E) High school graduation rates.

(6) School climate, as measured by all of the following, as applicable:
(A) Pupil suspension rates.

(B) Pupil expulsion rates.

(C) Other local measures, including surveys of pupils, parents, and teachers on the
sense of safety and school connectedness.

(7) The extent to which pupils have access to, and are enrolled in, a broad course of
study that includes all of the subject areas described in Section 51210 and subdivisions
(a) to (i), inclusive, of Section 51220, as applicable, including the programs and services

developed and provided to unduplicated pupils and individuals with exceptional needs,
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and the programs and services that are provided to benefit these pupils as a result of
the funding received pursuant to Section 42238.02, as implemented by Section
42238.03.

(8) Pupil outcomes, if available, in the subject areas described in Section 51210 and
subdivisions (a) to (i), inclusive, of Section 51220, as applicable.

(e) For purposes of the descriptions required by subdivision (c), the governing board of
a school district may consider qualitative information, including, but not limited to,
findings that result from school quality reviews conducted pursuant to subparagraph (J)
of paragraph (4) of subdivision (a) of Section 52052 or any other reviews.

(f) To the extent practicable, data reported in a local control and accountability plan shall
be reported in a manner consistent with how information is reported on a school
accountability report card.

(g) The governing board of a school district shall consult with teachers, principals,
administrators, other school personnel, local bargaining units of the school district,
parents, and pupils in developing a local control and accountability plan.

(h) A school district may identify local priorities, goals in regard to the local priorities,
and the method for measuring the school district’s progress toward achieving those
goals.

Education Code Section 52066.

(a) On or before July 1, 2014, each county superintendent of schools shall develop, and
present to the county board of education for adoption, a local control and accountability
plan using a template adopted by the state board.

(b) A local control and accountability plan adopted by a county board of education shall
be effective for a period of three years, and shall be updated on or before July 1 of each
year.

(c) A local control and accountability plan adopted by a county board of education shall
include, for each school or program operated by the county superintendent of schools,
both of the following:

(1) A description of the annual goals, for all pupils and each subgroup of pupils
identified pursuant to Section 52052, to be achieved for each of the state priorities
identified in subdivision (d), as applicable to the pupils served, and for any additional
local priorities identified by the county board of education.

(2) A description of the specific actions the county superintendent of schools will take
during each year of the local control and accountability plan to achieve the goals
identified in paragraph (1), including the enumeration of any specific actions necessary
for that year to correct any deficiencies in regard to the state priorities listed in
paragraph (1) of subdivision (d). The specific actions shall not supersede the provisions
of existing local collective bargaining agreements within the jurisdiction of the county
superintendent of schools.

(d) All of the following are state priorities:
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(1) The degree to which the teachers in the schools or programs operated by the county
superintendent of schools are appropriately assigned in accordance with Section
44258.9 and fully credentialed in the subject areas, and, for the pupils they are
teaching, every pupil in the schools or programs operated by the county superintendent
of schools has sufficient access to the standards-aligned instructional materials as
determined pursuant to Section 60119, and school facilities are maintained in good
repair as specified in subdivision (d) of Section 17002.

(2) Implementation of the academic content and performance standards adopted by the
state board, including how the programs and services will enable English learners to
access the common core academic content standards adopted pursuant to Section
60605.8 and the English language development standards adopted pursuant to Section
60811.3 for purposes of gaining academic content knowledge and English language
proficiency.

(3) Parental involvement, including efforts the county superintendent of schools makes
to seek parent input in making decisions for each individual schoolsite and program
operated by a county superintendent of schools, and including how the county
superintendent of schools will promote parental participation in programs for
unduplicated pupils and individuals with exceptional needs.

(4) Pupil achievement, as measured by all of the following, as applicable:

(A) Statewide assessments administered pursuant to Article 4 (commencing with
Section 60640) of Chapter 5 of Part 33 or any subsequent assessment, as certified by
the state board.

(B) The Academic Performance Index, as described in Section 52052.

(C) The percentage of pupils who have successfully completed courses that satisfy the
requirements for entrance to the University of California and the California State
University, or career technical education sequences or programs of study that align with
state board-approved career technical education standards and frameworks, including,
but not limited to, those described in subdivision (a) of Section 52302, subdivision (a) of
Section 52372.5, or paragraph (2) of subdivision (e) of Section 54692.

(D) The percentage of English learner pupils who make progress toward English
proficiency as measured by the California English Language Development Test or any
subsequent assessment of English proficiency, as certified by the state board.

(E) The English learner reclassification rate.

(F) The percentage of pupils who have passed an advanced placement examination
with a score of 3 or higher.

(G) The percentage of pupils who participate in, and demonstrate college preparedness
pursuant to, the Early Assessment Program, as described in Chapter 6 (commencing
with Section 99300) of Part 65 of Division 14 of Title 3, or any subsequent assessment
of college preparedness.

(5) Pupil engagement, as measured by all of the following, as applicable:
(A) School attendance rates.
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(B) Chronic absenteeism rates.

(C) Middle school dropout rates, as described in paragraph (3) of subdivision (a) of
Section 52052.1.

(D) High school dropout rates.

(E) High school graduation rates.

(6) School climate, as measured by all of the following, as applicable:
(A) Pupil suspension rates.

(B) Pupil expulsion rates.

(C) Other local measures, including surveys of pupils, parents, and teachers on the
sense of safety and school connectedness.

(7) The extent to which pupils have access to, and are enrolled in, a broad course of
study that includes all of the subject areas described in Section 51210 and subdivisions
(a) to (i), inclusive, of Section 51220, as applicable, including the programs and services
developed and provided to unduplicated pupils and individuals with exceptional needs,
and the program and services that are provided to benefit these pupils as a result of the
funding received pursuant to Section 42238.02, as implemented by Section 42238.03.

(8) Pupil outcomes, if available, in the subject areas described in Section 51210 and
subdivisions (a) to (i), inclusive, of Section 51220, as applicable.

(9) How the county superintendent of schools will coordinate instruction of expelled
pupils pursuant to Section 48926.

(10) How the county superintendent of schools will coordinate services for foster
children, including, but not limited to, all of the following:

(A) Working with the county child welfare agency to minimize changes in school
placement.

(B) Providing education-related information to the county child welfare agency to assist
the county child welfare agency in the delivery of services to foster children, including,
but not limited to, educational status and progress information that is required to be
included in court reports.

(C) Responding to requests from the juvenile court for information and working with the
juvenile court to ensure the delivery and coordination of necessary educational services.

(D) Establishing a mechanism for the efficient expeditious transfer of health and
education records and the health and education passport.

(e) For purposes of the descriptions required by subdivision (c), a county board of
education may consider qualitative information, including, but not limited to, findings that
result from school quality reviews conducted pursuant to subparagraph (J) of paragraph
(4) of subdivision (a) of Section 52052 or any other reviews.

(f) To the extent practicable, data reported in a local control and accountability plan shall
be reported in a manner consistent with how information is reported on a school
accountability report card.
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(g) The county superintendent of schools shall consult with teachers, principals,
administrators, other school personnel, local bargaining units of the county office of
education, parents, and pupils in developing a local control and accountability plan.

(h) A county board of education may identify local priorities, goals in regard to the local
priorities, and the method for measuring the county office of education’s progress
toward achieving those goals.

Education Code Section 52064.
(a) On or before March 31, 2014, the state board shall adopt templates for the following
purposes:

(1) For use by school districts to meet the requirements of Sections 52060 to 52063,
inclusive.

(2) For use by county superintendents of schools to meet the requirements of Sections
52066 to 52069, inclusive.

(3) For use by charter schools to meet the requirements of Section 47606.5.

(b) The templates developed by the state board shall allow a school district, county
superintendent of schools, or charter school to complete a single local control and
accountability plan to meet the requirements of this article and the requirements of the
federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 related to local educational agency plans
pursuant to Section 1112 of Subpart 1 of Part A of Title | of Public Law 107-110. The
state board shall also take steps to minimize duplication of effort at the local level to the
greatest extent possible. The template shall include guidance for school districts, county
superintendents of schools, and charter schools to report both of the following:

(1) A listing and description of expenditures for the 2014—-15 fiscal year, and each fiscal
year thereafter, implementing the specific actions included in the local control and
accountability plan.

(2) A listing and description of expenditures for the 2014—15 fiscal year, and each fiscal
year thereafter, that will serve the pupils to whom one or more of the definitions in
Section 42238.01 apply and pupils redesignated as fluent English proficient.

(c) If possible, the templates identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a) for use by
county superintendents of schools shall allow a county superintendent of schools to
develop a single local control and accountability plan that would also satisfy the
requirements of Section 48926.

(d) The state board shall adopt the template pursuant to the requirements of the
Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 (commencing with Section 11340) of Part 1
of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code). The state board may adopt emergency
regulations for purposes of implementing this section. The adoption of emergency
regulations shall be deemed an emergency and necessary for the immediate
preservation of the public peace, health, safety, or general welfare.

(e) Notwithstanding subdivision (d), the state board may adopt the template in
accordance with the requirements of the Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act (Article 9
(commencing with Section 11120) of Chapter 1 of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the
Government Code). When adopting the template pursuant to the requirements of the
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Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act, the state board shall present the template at a regular
meeting and may only take action to adopt the template at a subsequent regular
meeting. This subdivision shall become inoperative on January 31, 2018.

(f) Revisions to a template or evaluation rubric shall be approved by the state board by
January 31 before the fiscal year during which the template or evaluation rubric is to be
used by a school district, county superintendent of schools, or charter school.

(g) The adoption of a template or evaluation rubric by the state board shall not create a
requirement for a governing board of a school district, a county board of education, or a
governing body of a charter school to submit a local control and accountability plan to
the state board, unless otherwise required by federal law. The Superintendent shall not
require a local control and accountability plan to be submitted by a governing board of a
school district or the governing body of a charter school to the state board. The state
board may adopt a template or evaluation rubric that would authorize a school district or
a charter school to submit to the state board only the sections of the local control and
accountability plan required by federal law.

Education Code Section 52052.

(a) (1) The Superintendent, with the approval of the state board, shall develop an
Academic Performance Index (API), to measure the performance of schools and school
districts, especially the academic performance of pupils.

(2) A school or school district shall demonstrate comparable improvement in academic
achievement as measured by the API by all numerically significant pupil subgroups at
the school or school district, including:

(A) Ethnic subgroups.

(B) Socioeconomically disadvantaged pupils.
(C) English learners.

(D) Pupils with disabilities.

(E) Foster youth.

(F) Homeless youth.

(3) (A) For purposes of this section, a numerically significant pupil subgroup is one that
consists of at least 30 pupils, each of whom has a valid test score.

(B) Notwithstanding subparagraph (A), for a subgroup of pupils who are foster youth or
homeless youth, a numerically significant pupil subgroup is one that consists of at least
15 pupils.

(C) For a school or school district with an API score that is based on no fewer than 11
and no more than 99 pupils with valid test scores, numerically significant pupil
subgroups shall be defined by the Superintendent, with approval by the state board.

(4) (A) The API shall consist of a variety of indicators currently reported to the
department, including, but not limited to, the results of the achievement test
administered pursuant to Section 60640, attendance rates for pupils in elementary
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schools, middle schools, and secondary schools, and the graduation rates for pupils in
secondary schools.

(B) The Superintendent, with the approval of the state board, may also incorporate into
the API the rates at which pupils successfully promote from one grade to the next in
middle school and high school, and successfully matriculate from middle school to high
school.

(C) Graduation rates for pupils in secondary schools shall be calculated for the API as
follows:

(i) Four-year graduation rates shall be calculated by taking the number of pupils who
graduated on time for the current school year, which is considered to be three school
years after the pupils entered grade 9 for the first time, and dividing that number by the
total calculated in clause (ii).

(i) The number of pupils entering grade 9 for the first time in the school year three
school years before the current school year, plus the number of pupils who transferred
into the class graduating at the end of the current school year between the school year
that was three school years before the current school year and the date of graduation,
less the number of pupils who transferred out of the school between the school year
that was three school years before the current school year and the date of graduation
who were members of the class that is graduating at the end of the current school year.

(iii) Five-year graduation rates shall be calculated by taking the number of pupils who
graduated on time for the current school year, which is considered to be four school
years after the pupils entered grade 9 for the first time, and dividing that number by the
total calculated in clause (iv).

(iv) The number of pupils entering grade 9 for the first time in the school year four years
before the current school year, plus the number of pupils who transferred into the class
graduating at the end of the current school year between the school year that was four
school years before the current school year and the date of graduation, less the number
of pupils who transferred out of the school between the school year that was four years
before the current school year and the date of graduation who were members of the
class that is graduating at the end of the current school year.

(v) Six-year graduation rates shall be calculated by taking the number of pupils who
graduated on time for the current school year, which is considered to be five school
years after the pupils entered grade 9 for the first time, and dividing that number by the
total calculated in clause (vi).

(vi) The number of pupils entering grade 9 for the first time in the school year five years
before the current school year, plus the number of pupils who transferred into the class
graduating at the end of the current school year between the school year that was five
school years before the current school year and the date of graduation, less the number
of pupils who transferred out of the school between the school year that was five years
before the current school year and the date of graduation who were members of the
class that is graduating at the end of the current school year.

(D) The inclusion of five- and six-year graduation rates for pupils in secondary schools
shall meet the following requirements:
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(i) Schools and school districts shall be granted one-half the credit in their API scores
for graduating pupils in five years that they are granted for graduating pupils in four
years.

(i) Schools and school districts shall be granted one-quarter the credit in their API
scores for graduating pupils in six years that they are granted for graduating pupils in
four years.

(iii) Notwithstanding clauses (i) and (ii), schools and school districts shall be granted full
credit in their API scores for graduating in five or six years a pupil with disabilities who
graduates in accordance with his or her individualized education program.

(E) The pupil data collected for the API that comes from the achievement test
administered pursuant to Section 60640 and the high school exit examination
administered pursuant to Section 60851, when fully implemented, shall be
disaggregated by special education status, English learners, socioeconomic status,
gender, and ethnic group. Only the test scores of pupils who were counted as part of
the enroliment in the annual data collection of the California Basic Educational Data
System for the current fiscal year and who were continuously enrolled during that year
may be included in the test result reports in the API score of the school.

(F) (i) Commencing with the baseline API calculation in 2016, and for each year
thereafter, results of the achievement test and other tests specified in subdivision (b)
shall constitute no more than 60 percent of the value of the index for secondary schools.

(i) In addition to the elements required by this paragraph, the Superintendent, with the
approval of the state board, may incorporate into the index for secondary schools valid,
reliable, and stable measures of pupil preparedness for postsecondary education and
career.

(G) Results of the achievement test and other tests specified in subdivision (b) shall
constitute at least 60 percent of the value of the index for primary schools and middle
schools.

(H) Itis the intent of the Legislature that the state’s system of public school
accountability be more closely aligned with both the public’s expectations for public
education and the workforce needs of the state’s economy. It is therefore necessary
that the accountability system evolve beyond its narrow focus on pupil test scores to
encompass other valuable information about school performance, including, but not
limited to, pupil preparedness for college and career, as well as the high school
graduation rates already required by law.

(I) The Superintendent shall annually determine the accuracy of the graduation rate
data. Notwithstanding any other law, graduation rates for pupils in dropout recovery high
schools shall not be included in the API. For purposes of this subparagraph, “dropout
recovery high school” means a high school in which 50 percent or more of its pupils
have been designated as dropouts pursuant to the exit/withdrawal codes developed by
the department or left a school and were not otherwise enrolled in a school for a period
of at least 180 days.

(J) To complement the API, the Superintendent, with the approval of the state board,
may develop and implement a program of school quality review that features locally
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convened panels to visit schools, observe teachers, interview pupils, and examine pupil
work, if an appropriation for this purpose is made in the annual Budget Act.

(K) The Superintendent shall annually provide to local educational agencies and the
public a transparent and understandable explanation of the individual components of
the API and their relative values within the API.

(L) An additional element chosen by the Superintendent and the state board for
inclusion in the API pursuant to this paragraph shall not be incorporated into the API
until at least one full school year after the state board’s decision to include the element
into the API.

(b) Pupil scores from the following tests, when available and when found to be valid and
reliable for this purpose, shall be incorporated into the API:

(1) The standards-based achievement tests provided for in Section 60642.5.
(2) The high school exit examination.

(c) Based on the API, the Superintendent shall develop, and the state board shall adopt,
expected annual percentage growth targets for all schools based on their API baseline
score from the previous year. Schools are expected to meet these growth targets
through effective allocation of available resources. For schools below the statewide API
performance target adopted by the state board pursuant to subdivision (d), the minimum
annual percentage growth target shall be 5 percent of the difference between the actual
API score of a school and the statewide API performance target, or one API point,
whichever is greater. Schools at or above the statewide API performance target shall
have, as their growth target, maintenance of their API score above the statewide API
performance target. However, the state board may set differential growth targets based
on grade level of instruction and may set higher growth targets for the lowest performing
schools because they have the greatest room for improvement. To meet its growth
target, a school shall demonstrate that the annual growth in its APl is equal to or more
than its schoolwide annual percentage growth target and that all numerically significant
pupil subgroups, as defined in subdivision (a), are making comparable improvement.

(d) Upon adoption of state performance standards by the state board, the
Superintendent shall recommend, and the state board shall adopt, a statewide API
performance target that includes consideration of performance standards and
represents the proficiency level required to meet the state performance target.

(e) (1) A school or school district with 11 to 99 pupils with valid test scores shall receive
an API score with an asterisk that indicates less statistical certainty than APl scores
based on 100 or more test scores.

(2) A school or school district annually shall receive an API score, unless the
Superintendent determines that an API score would be an invalid measure of the
performance of the school or school district for one or more of the following reasons:

(A) Irregularities in testing procedures occurred.

(B) The data used to calculate the API score of the school or school district are not
representative of the pupil population at the school or school district.
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(C) Significant demographic changes in the pupil population render year-to-year
comparisons of pupil performance invalid.

(D) The department discovers or receives information indicating that the integrity of the
API score has been compromised.

(E) Insufficient pupil participation in the assessments included in the API.

(F) A transition to new standards-based assessments compromises comparability of
results across schools or school districts. The Superintendent may use the authority in
this subparagraph in the 2013-14, 2014-15, and 2015-16 school years only, with the
approval of the state board.

(3) If a school or school district has fewer than 100 pupils with valid test scores, the
calculation of the API or adequate yearly progress pursuant to the federal No Child Left
Behind Act of 2001 (20 U.S.C. Sec. 6301 et seq.) and federal regulations may be
calculated over more than one annual administration of the tests administered pursuant
to Section 60640 and the high school exit examination administered pursuant to Section
60851, consistent with regulations adopted by the state board.

(4) Any school or school district that does not receive an API calculated pursuant to
subparagraph (F) of paragraph (2) shall not receive an API growth target pursuant to
subdivision (c). Schools and school districts that do not have an API calculated pursuant
to subparagraph (F) of paragraph (2) shall use one of the following:

(A) The most recent API calculation.
(B) An average of the three most recent annual API calculations.

(C) Alternative measures that show increases in pupil academic achievement for all
groups of pupils schoolwide and among significant subgroups.

(f) Only schools with 100 or more test scores contributing to the APl may be included in
the API rankings.

(9) The Superintendent, with the approval of the state board, shall develop an
alternative accountability system for schools under the jurisdiction of a county board of
education or a county superintendent of schools, community day schools, nonpublic,
nonsectarian schools pursuant to Section 56366, and alternative schools serving high-
risk pupils, including continuation high schools and opportunity schools. Schools in the
alternative accountability system may receive an API score, but shall not be included in
the API rankings.

(h) For purposes of this section, county offices of education shall be considered school
districts.

(i) For purposes of this section, “homeless youth” has the same meaning as in Section
11434a(2) of Title 42 of the United States Code.
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SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

The Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) was signed into law by President Barack
Obama on December 10, 2015, and goes into full effect in the 2017-18 school year.
The ESSA reauthorizes the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA), the
nation’s federal education law, and replaces the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB).

As part of California’s transition to ESSA, California must submit an ESSA State Plan to
the U.S. Department of Education (ED) in 2017. The State Plan will describe the State’s
implementation of standards, assessments, accountability, and assistance programs.
This agenda item provides an overview of the ESSA, ESSA Consolidated State Plan
requirements, and an update to inform the State Board of Education (SBE) and the
public regarding the development of the ESSA Consolidated State Plan.

RECOMMENDATION

The CDE recommends that the SBE take action as deemed necessary and appropriate.

BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

ESSA maintains the original purpose of ESEA: equal opportunity for all students.
Departing from the NCLB reauthorization, ESSA grants much more authority to states,
provides new opportunities to enhance school leadership, provides more support for
early education, and renews a focus on well-rounded educational opportunity and safe
and healthy schools. Under ESSA, states may submit a Consolidated State Plan to
apply for several ESSA programs. Consolidated State Plan requirements are defined in
proposed regulations, and they are designed and organized for states to consider
school improvement and support strategies across ESSA programs, allowing for a more
holistic system of support. An overview of ESSA programs, indicating which of the
programs will be included in the Consolidated State Plan, is provided in Attachment 1.

ESSA State Plans may be submitted to the ED on March 6, 2017, or July 3, 2017.
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Proposed regulations for the submission of state plans and accountability and a
template for submitting Consolidated State Plans are likely to be finalized by the end of
the year. However, there are many decisions the state education agency (SEA) can
make prior to the regulations being finalized that are based on the statute. Many
decisions related to standards and assessments, accountability, and supporting
educator excellence have already been made via the State’s ongoing efforts to
continuously improve California’s education system. An overview of ESSA Consolidated
State Plan requirements, indicating decision points, the status of various decisions, and
areas where final regulations will be needed to address plan requirements, is provided
in Attachment 2.

The ESSA provides California with a number of opportunities to build upon the State’s
new directions in accountability and continuous improvement. California intends to align
state and federal education policies to the greatest extent possible. Through
implementation of the Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF), California has made
significant investments in the K—12 education system. ESSA funds are supplemental.
That is, they are intended to improve outcomes for disadvantaged students, in addition
to, not in place of, state investments. California has the opportunity to thoughtfully
dedicate federal resources to support outcomes that align to the state priorities.
Attachment 3 provides the SBE with context regarding appropriate uses of ESSA funds
at the state and local levels.

States are required to consult with diverse stakeholders at multiple points during the
design, development, and implementation of their ESSA State Plans. The SBE and
CDE are committed to ensuring a transparent transition to the new law and developing
an ESSA State Plan that is informed by the voices of diverse Californians. The first
phase of ESSA stakeholder engagement addressed three distinct goals: ensure
stakeholders have timely access to important information about ESSA, gather and
respond to questions regarding ESSA, and gather input from stakeholders about what
they would like to see in the state plan and the best ways for the State to sustain their
engagement in the plan development process. Phase | outreach activities included
webinars, a series of regional meetings held in partnership with California county offices
of education, and a survey. Results of the outreach have been analyzed and
summarized by the California Comprehensive Center in the Phase | Stakeholder
Outreach Summary Report, which was provided as an August information
memorandum available at http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-exec-
essa-aug16item02.doc. In addition, a summary of outreach and consultation activities
conducted by CDE staff in July and August 2016 is provided in Attachment 4.

Attachment 5 contains ESSA sections referencing specific program information
regarding appropriate uses of funds and the development, submission, and approval of
local educational agency plans.

The most current information regarding California’s transition to the ESSA is available
on the CDE ESSA Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/essa. Interested stakeholders
are encouraged to join the CDE ESSA listserv to receive notifications when new
information becomes available by sending a blank e-mail message to join-
essa@mlist.cde.ca.gov. Questions regarding ESSA in California may be sent to
ESSA@cde.ca.gov.
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SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND
ACTION

July 2016: CDE staff presented to the SBE an update on the development of the ESSA
State Plan including opportunities in the ESSA to support California’s accountability and
continuous improvement system, an update on proposed ESSA regulations, and a
description of stakeholder outreach and communications activities. SBE members
approved CDE staff recommendations to authorize the SBE President to submit joint
letters with the State Superintendent of Public Instruction in response to ESSA
regulations for accountability, data reporting, submission of state plans, and
assessments. Additionally, CDE and SBE staff presented to the SBE an update
regarding the development of a new accountability and continuous improvement
system, which led to the SBE approval of a measure of college and career readiness, a
methodology for establishing standards for state priorities, inclusion of a standard for
use of local climate surveys, an Equity Report within the top-level summary data
display, and the development of a timeline through the 2017 calendar year addressing
upcoming developmental work.

May 2016: CDE staff presented to the SBE an update on the development of the ESSA
State Plan including Title | State Plan requirements described in the ESSA, outreach
and consultation with stakeholders, and a draft State Plan development timeline. CDE
and SBE staff presented to the SBE an update regarding the development of a new
accountability and continuous improvement system, which led to the SBE approval of
specific design elements of the LCFF evaluation rubrics and direction to staff to prepare
recommendations and updates concerning standards for the LCFF priority areas and
feasibility of incorporating additional indicators. The SBE also approved the ESSA
2016-17 School Year Transition Plan and two federal ESSA waiver requests to address
double testing in science and Speaking and Listening assessment requirements. The
SBE also heard a presentation of the Final Report from the State Superintendent of
Public Instruction’s Advisory Accountability and Continuous Improvement Task Force.

March 2016: CDE and SBE staff presented to the SBE an update regarding
development of a new accountability system including information regarding the Local
Control and Accountability Plan and annual update template, evaluation rubrics, the
ESSA State Plan, and the revised timeline for transitioning to a new accountability and
continuous improvement system. The SBE approved appointments to the California
Practitioners Advisory Group.

January 2016: CDE staff presented to the SBE an update on issues related to
California’s implementation of the ESEA, including information regarding ESSA, and the
implications for state accountability and state plans.
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FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

California’s total K—12 funding as of the 2016—17 California Budget Act is $88.3 billion:

State  $52.9 billion
Local 27 .4 billion

Federal 8.0 billion
Total  $ 88.3 billion

This includes K—-12 revenues from all sources. ESSA funds are only a portion of the
total federal funding amount. The ESSA will be implemented in 2017—-18. No fiscal
changes are projected for the 2016—17 school year. The new law will become effective
for non-competitive formula grants in the 2017-18 school year.

The following fiscal information relates specifically to the programs included in the
ESSA Consolidated State Plan. State allocations for fiscal years 2016 and 2017 are
preliminary estimates based on currently available data. Allocations based on new data
may result in significant changes from these preliminary estimates. The 2016—-17
amounts provided below are based on actual grant awards, but are also subject to
change.

The 2017-18 amounts provided below are based on ED’s State Tables which are based
on the President’s Proposed Budget.

For Title I, minor changes to the amount of Title | funds that flow through each of the
four parts will be made, but the state grant formula overall is unchanged.

Title I, Part A: Improving Basic Programs Operated By State and Local Educational
Agencies: California currently receives approximately $1.767 billion. The CDE
anticipates that California will receive $1.803 billion in Title I, Part A funds in 2017-18.

Title I, Part B: State Assessment Grants: California currently receives approximately
$28 million from ESEA Title VI, State Assessments program. The CDE anticipates that
California will receive $26.4 million in ESSA, Title I, Part B funds in 2017-18.

Title I, Part C: Education of Migratory Children: California currently receives
approximately $128.7 million. The CDE anticipates that California will receive $116.2
million in Title I, Part C funds in 2017-18.

Title I, Part D: Prevention and Intervention Programs for Children and Youth Who Are
Neglected, Delinquent, or At-Risk: California currently receives approximately $1.7
million. The CDE anticipates that California will receive $1.2 million in Title |, Part D
funds in 2017-18.

Title Il, Part A: Preparing, Training, and Recruiting High Quality Teachers, Principals,
and Other School Leaders: The state grant formula will be adjusted, gradually
eliminating the hold harmless provision by 2023 and increasing the poverty factor and
decreasing the population factor from the current 65/35 ratio to 80/20 in 2020.
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According to a November report by the Congressional Research Service, California’s
Title II, Part A funding is projected to increase by more than $25 million by 2023 as a
result of these changes. California currently receives approximately $249.3 million. The
CDE anticipates that California will receive $252 million in Title II, Part A funds in 2017-
18.

Title Ill: Language Instruction for English Learners and Immigrant Students: The state
grant formula for Title 11l remains unchanged. California currently receives
approximately $150 million. The CDE anticipates that California will receive $167.6
million in Title Il funds in 2017-18.

Title 1V, Part A: Student Support and Academic Enrichment Grants: California does not
currently receive Title IV, Part A funding. The CDE anticipates that California will receive
$58 million in Title IV, Part A funds based on the President’s Proposed Budget.

Title IV, Part B: 215t Century Community Learning Centers: California currently receives
approximately $132.7 million. The CDE anticipates that California will receive $113.7
million in Title 1V, Part B funds in 2017-18.

Title V, Rural Education Initiative: California currently receives approximately $1.5
million from Title VI, Part B, Subpart 1 of ESEA. The CDE anticipates that California will
receive $3.5 million in 2017-18.

Title 1X, Part A: Education for Homeless Children and Youths: California currently

receives approximately $8.2 million. The CDE anticipates that California will receive $10
million in 2017-18.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1: Overview of Every Student Succeeds Act Programs (3 Pages)

Attachment 2: ESSA Consolidated State Plan Requirements and Decision Points
(30 Pages)

Attachment 3: ESSA State Plan: Information to Support Decision-Making Regarding
Use of Federal Funds (13 Pages)

Attachment 4: ESSA State Plan: Communications, Outreach, and Consultation with
Stakeholders: July—August 2016 (2 Pages)

Attachment 5: ESSA Sections Related to LEA Plans and State and Local Uses of
Funds as Codified in U.S. Code (38 Pages)



exec-essa-sep16item01
Attachment 1
Page 1 of 3

Overview of Every Student Succeeds Act Programs

This document provides an overview of programs included in the Every Student
Succeed Act. Programs included in the Consolidated State Plan are noted with an

asterisk (*).

Title Program

Purpose

Funds Available to SEA™

Title I, Part A* Improving Basic Programs Operated By |Estimated 2017-18 funding:
State and Local Educational Agencies $1.803 billion
* 99% to LEAs=
$1,784,970,000
* 1% for state administration=
$18,030,000
Title |, Part B* State Assessment Grants Estimated 2017-18 funding:
$26.4 million
Title I, Part C* Education of Migratory Children Estimated 2017-18 funding:
$116.2 million
Title |, Part D* Prevention and Intervention Programs for | Estimated 2017-18 funding:
Children and Youth Who Are Neglected, |$1.2 million
Delinquent, or At-Risk
Title Il, Part A* Preparing, Training, and Recruiting High |Estimated 2017-18 funding:
Quality Teachers, Principals, and Other |[$252 million
School Leaders * 5% for administrative and
state-level activities=
$12,600,000
* 95% to LEAs=
$239,400,000
Title Il, Part B National Activities: Variety of competitive |National authorized
grant opportunities including: appropriation for 2017-18:
« Literacy Education for All, Results for |$468,880,575
the Nation
» Teacher and School Leader Incentive
program (Formerly the Teacher
Incentive Fund)
» School Leader Recruitment and
Support
+ STEM Master Teacher Corps
Title 111* Language Instruction for English Estimated 2017-18 funding: $

Learners and Immigrant Students

167.6 million
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Title Program

Purpose

Funds Available to SEA™

Title IV, Part A* Student Support and Academic Estimated 2017-18 funding:
Enrichment Grants $58 million
» 95% to LEAs= $55,100,000
* 5% for administrative and
state-level activities=
$2,900,000
Title IV, Part B* 21st Century Community Learning Estimated 2017-18 funding:
Centers $113.7 million
Title IV, Part C Expanding Opportunity Through Quality |Information not yet available.
Charter Schools The CDE anticipates that
California will apply for funds
in 2017-18.
Title IV, Part D Magnet Schools Assistance SEA not eligible for funding
Title IV, Part E Family Engagement in Education SEA not eligible for funding
Programs
Title IV, Part F National Activities SEA not eligible for funding
+ Education innovation and research
» Community support for school
success
* Promise neighborhoods and
community schools
* National activities for school safety
» Academic enrichment
Title V* Rural Education Initiative Estimated 2017-18 funding:
$3.5 million
Title VI Indian, Native Hawaiian, and Alaska SEA not eligible for funding
Native Education
Title VII Impact Aid SEA not eligible for funding
Title VIII General Provisions and Definitions SEA not eligible for funding
Title IX, Part A* Education for Homeless Children and Estimated 2017-18 funding:

(Title VII, Subpart B

of the McKinney
Vento-Homeless
Assistance Act)

Youth

$10 million
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Title Program

Purpose

Funds Available to SEA™

Title IX, Part B,
Section 9212

Preschool Development Grants

National authorized
appropriation for 2017-18:
$250,000,000

™ State allocations are preliminary estimates based on currently available data.
Allocations based on new data may result in significant changes from these preliminary
estimates. The estimated amount of funds that may be used for state-level
administration in Titles IA, lIA, lll, and IV A is provided for planning purposes. However,
the state education agency (SEA) may use a portion of funds for administrative
purposes across programs.
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ESSA Consolidated State Plan Requirements and Decision Points

Proposed regulations for the submission of the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA)
Consolidated State Plans, including the template for the plan, are likely to be finalized
and approved by ED by the end of the calendar year. However, there are many
decisions the SEA can make prior to the regulation becoming final that are based on the
statute. Many decisions related to standards and assessments, accountability, and
supporting educator excellence have already been made via the State’s ongoing efforts
to continuously improve California’s education system. An overview of ESSA
Consolidated State Plan requirements, indicating decision points, the status of various
decisions, and areas where final regulations will be needed to address plan

requirements, is provided below.

e Rows indicated with the status of “Decided,” also shaded in green, represent
decisions that have already been made.

¢ Rows indicated with the status of “In process,” also shaded in yellow, represent

decisions that are in process.

¢ Rows indicated with the status of “Not yet decided,” also shaded in orange,
represent decisions that still need to be made to address plan requirements.

¢ Rows indicated with the status “Decision pending final regulations,” also shaded
in red, represent decisions that will be made, or potentially reconsidered, pending

final regulations.

State Plan Requirements

What this Means for California

Long Term Goals and Measurements of Interim Progress

Describe ambitious long term goals and
measurements of interim progress for all
students and separately for each subgroup
of students, how the state education
agency (SEA) established these, including
State-determined timeline for attaining
such goals for:

» Academic Achievement
e Graduation Rates
» English Language Proficiency

Measurements of interim progress require
greater rates of improvement for
subgroups of students that are lower-
achieving.

Status: In process

* What are California’s long term goals for
academic achievement, graduation rates,
and English language proficiency?

 When do we want to achieve those
goals?

* What measurements of interim progress
will California set for all students and
each subgroup of students?
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State Plan Requirements What this Means for California

Consultation and Coordination

Timely and meaningful consultation with
the following individuals/entities reflecting
the geographic diversity of the state:

1. The Governor, or appropriate officials

from the Governor’s office;

2. Members of the State legislature;

3. Members of the State board of

education (if applicable);

LEAs, including LEAs in rural areas;

Representatives of Indian tribes

located in the State;

6. Teachers, principals, other school
leaders, paraprofessionals,
specialized instructional support
personnel, and organizations
representing such individuals;

7. Charter school leaders, if applicable;

8. Parents and families;

9. Community-based organizations;

10. Civil rights organizations, including
those representing students with
disabilities, English learners, and other
historically underserved students;

11. Institutions of higher education (IHEs);

12.Employers; and

13.The public.

Status: In process

California’s Stakeholder Engagement Plan
was developed using guidance provided
by the Council of Chief State School
Officers and Partners for Each and Every
Child and what we have learned from
similar efforts to develop and implement
large scale education policies, such as the
landmark reform to our funding system
known as the Local Control Funding
Formula (LCFF).

Stakeholder engagement activities are
listed below. All of the activities are
opened to the public. CDE staff will also
continue to engage in targeted
consultation activities to ensure each
required individual/entity is consulted
during the development of the ESSA State
Plan.

Provide evidence of public notice of the
processes and procedures for developing
and adopting the State Plan.

Status: In process

Public Notice

» State Board of Education (SBE)
Meetings

 California Practitioners Advisory Group
Meetings (CPAG)

For each of the State Plan sections,
describe how the SEA conducted outreach
to and solicited input from
individuals/entities listed above:

* during the design and development
of State Plan

Status: In process
Phase I: What Californians Want For Their
Schools (April-November 2016)

Conducted Activities:
» California ESSA Webinar for Education
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State Plan Requirements

What this Means for California

Stakeholders and Public

* Regional Stakeholder Meetings

» Stakeholder Survey

» Targeted Consultation

* August 2016 SBE Memorandum: Every
Student Succeeds Act Stakeholder
Engagement — Phase | Report

Are there other activities California should
consider in order to engage stakeholders
in the development of the ESSA State
Plan during Phase 1?

« following the completion of the State
Plan by making it available for public
comment for not less than 30 days prior
to submission to ED

Status: In process

Phase II: Draft ESSA State Plan 30-Day
Public Review and Comment (November—
January 2016)

Planned Activities:

» Regional Stakeholder Meetings
« Targeted Consultation

» Stakeholder Engagement Toolkit

Are there other activities California should
consider in order to engage stakeholders
in the public comment period for the draft
ESSA State Plan during Phase II?

» Took into account the consultation
and public comment, including how
the SEA addressed concerns/issues
and any changes made as a result of
consultation and public comment.

Status: In process

Planned Activities:

 Incorporate input provided to the State
during Phase | into Phase Il activities
and the draft State Plan

» Gather feedback on draft State Plan
through an online survey during 30-day
public comment period

» Analyze feedback and, depending on
volume of feedback, address each
comment or address comments
grouped thematically

» Provide analysis of feedback to CPAG
and SBE

Are there other activities California should
consider in order to take into account the
consultation and public comment on the
draft State Plan?




exec-essa-sep16item01
Attachment 2
Page 4 of 30

State Plan Requirements

What this Means for California

Coordination of ESSA State Plan across

ESSA programs and other federal

programs, including:

e IDEA

¢ Rehabilitation Act

e Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical
Education Act of 2006

e Workforce Innovation and Opportunity
Act

e Head Start Act

e Child Care and Development Block
Grant Act of 1990

e Education Sciences Reform Act of
2002

e Education Technical Assistance Act of
2002

¢ National Assessment of Educational
Progress Authorization Act

e Adult Education and Family Literacy
Act

Status: In process
State-level program directors across all
programs:

* Involved in development of ESSA State
Plan to ensure alignment

» Will continue to meet throughout
implementation of ESSA to identify
issues, course corrections, and
additional alignment activities

Are there other ways for California to
coordinate federal programs?

Challenging Academic Standards and Academic Assessments

Provide evidence that the state has
adopted:

Challenging academic content standards
and aligned academic achievement
standards

Status: Decided

Common Core State Standards (CCSS)
for Math and English Language Arts
(ELA)/Literacy and CA Next Generation
Science Standards (CA NGSS)

Alternative Academic Achievement
Standards

Status: Decided
California Alternate Assessment Blueprints

English language proficiency standards

Status: Decided
California English Language Development
(ELD) Standards for K—12

High quality student academic
assessments in mathematics, reading
or language arts, and science

Status: Decided

California Assessment of Student
Performance and Progress (CAASPP)
includes the Smarter Balanced
assessment for ELA and math, and will
include science assessment based on CA
NGSS spring 2019

Assessments used under exception for
advanced middle school mathematics

Status: Decided
Not applicable
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Accountability System




exec-essa-sep16item01
Attachment 2
Page 7 of 30

State Plan Requirements

What this Means for California

+ Hispanic/Latino

* Native American

» Pacific Islander

* Two or More Races

* White

» Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
* ELs

» Students with Disabilities

* Foster Youth

* Homeless

Statewide Uniform Procedures for former
ELs and recently arrived ELs

Status: Decided

ELs in U.S. for less than one year:

* Not required to be tested in ELA

» Required to be tested in math

Former ELs included in EL subgroup for 4
years after redesignation in Academic
Indicator

Subgroup Minimum Number

Status: In process
30

Describe statistical reliability, procedure
for averaging data, privacy protections,
and number and percentage of
students not included in the
accountability system.

Status: In process

Meaningful Differentiation of Schools

Status: In process

» Using percentiles to create 5 by 5 grid

+ 25 results that combine Status and
Change to make overall determination
for each indicator

» Equal weight to Status and Change

» Status determined using current year
performance

» Change is the difference between
performance from the current year and
prior year or between the current year
and multi-year weighted average

» Percentile cut scores for Status:

» LEAs/schools ordered from highest
to lowest and four cut points
determined based on distribution

» Cut points create five Status levels:
*Very High
*High
*Median
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*Low
*Very Low

» For Change cut scores:

» LEAs/schools ordered separately
from highest to lowest for positive
change and lowest to highest for
negative change to create five
Change levels:

*Increased significantly
*Increased
*Maintained

*Declined

*Declined significantly

« Each indicator to have its own unique
set of cut points for Status and Change
» Cut points in place for 3 to 5 years
» Combining results for Status and
Change assigns Performance Category
color:
* Blue
» Green
* Yellow
* Orange
* Red

Distinct Levels of School Performance
for each indicator and how they are
calculated

Status: In process

Graduation Rate

» Four year cohort rate

+ Five year cohort rate requires further
review

+ Status determined using current
graduation rate

» Change is the average of prior 3 years

* Numbers, cut points, and percentages
to be determined

Academic Indicator

» CAASPRP for ELA/literacy and math
(grades 3-8)

» Current: Status determined using
current proficiency rate and Change is
prior year’s proficiency rate

» 2017-18: Status determined by scale
scores and Change determined by prior
year scale scores
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Career/College Indicator (CCI)

» Status determined using current CCI

* Numbers, cut points, and percentages

* Numbers, cut points, and percentages
to be determined

* High schools: Gr. 11 results
incorporated into College and Career
Indicator but also reported separately
by LEAs for transparency

* Three Levels:
* Prepared
* Approaching Prepared
* Not Yet Prepared
* Includes multiple measures:
+ a-—g Completion
* Dual Enrollment
Advanced Placement
International Baccalaureate
CTE Pathway completion
Smarter Balanced summative
assessments
* New data elements that may be
included later:
+ State Seal of Biliteracy
* Golden State Seal Merit Diploma
* Articulated CTE Pathways

rate and Change is difference between
current rate and prior year’s rate

to be determined
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Data Averaging Status: In process
All averages will be weighted across
multiple years.

Including All Public Schools in
Accountability System
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Identification of Schools -
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« Option 1 and 2 may result in
identification of more than 5% due to
ties; 3 criteria to break ties being
considered:

* Not meeting participation rate in
ELA/literacy and math

* Not meeting participation rate in
ELA/literacy or math

« Combined average percent of
students who met or exceeded
standards for ELA/literacy and math

* Option 3: CDE is running data
simulations and exploring options using
group data

» Schools with a graduation rate less
than 67% for three consecutive years
identified for comprehensive support
and improvement

 Alternative schools not included here
but 5% of lowest-achieving alternative
schools will be identified

Exit criteria for Comprehensive Support
and Improvement Schools

Status: Not yet decided
To be determined once identification
methodology is established

Methodology to identify schools for
Targeted Support and Improvement

Status: Not yet decided

Methodology to identify Comprehensive
Support and Improvement Schools will be
applied to each numerically significant
student group to identify schools for
Targeted Support and Improvement

Exit criteria for Targeted Support and
Improvement Schools

Status: Not yet decided
To be determined once identification
methodology is established

State Support and Improvement for
Low-Performing Schools

Allocation of School Improvement
Resources

Status: Not yet decided

What will be the process for awarding
grants to LEAs serving Comprehensive
and Targeted Support and Improvement
schools?

Evidence-Based Interventions

Status: Not yet decided

What will be the process to ensure
effective development/implementation of
support and improvement plans, including
evidence-based interventions?
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Support for Educators -
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administrators, and classified staff

What other strategies should California
consider?

How the SEA will work with LEAs to
develop or implement State or local
educator evaluation and support
systems, if applicable

Status: Not yet decided

+ CDE does not recommend using ESSA
funds to develop or implement a State
educator evaluation and system

» SEA could support LEAs developing or
implementing local systems by sharing
best or emerging practices around the
state—is this something California
should consider?

How the State will improve educator
preparation programs if it plans to use
funds for this purpose

Status: Not yet decided

CDE does not recommend using ESSA
funds to improve educator preparation
programs.

Educator Equity

Definitions

Ineffective Teacher

Status: Not yet decided

Consistent with statute, CDE recommends
developing statewide guidelines for LEA
definitions of “ineffective teacher”

Out-of-Field Teacher

Status: Decided

Definition: A certificated employee in a
teaching or services position for which the
employee does not hold a legally
recognized certificate, permit, or waiver
with an appropriate authorization for the
assignment or is not authorized for the
assignment under another section of
statute or regulations

Inexperienced Teacher

Status: Decided
Definition: A teacher who has two or
fewer years of teaching experience.

Low-income student

Status: Decided

Definition: Those students who are
eligible to receive Free or Reduced-Price
Meals

Minority Student

Status: Decided
Definition: Those students who are
American Indian/Alaska Native, Asian,
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African American, Filipino, Native
Hawaiian/Pacific Islander, Hispanic, or
Two or More Races/Not Hispanic

Optional Key Term: Underprepared
Teacher

Status: Decided

Definition: A teacher who is assigned
based on the issuance of a Provisional
Intern Permit, Short-term Staff Permit, or
Variable or Short-term Waiver

Optional Key Term:
Intern Teacher

Status: Decided
Definition: A teacher who is assigned a
District or University Intern Credential.

Demonstrate whether low-income and
minority students in Title | schools are
taught at disproportionate rates by
ineffective, out-of-field, or inexperienced
teachers compared to non-low-income
and non-minority students in non-Title |
schools

Status: In process
» Reported in the State Plan to Ensure
Equitable Access to Excellent
Educators, approved by ED in August
2015
» 2016 updates to plan include new data
and ESSA requirements
» Except for “ineffective” teacher data;
CDE is constructing a process to
develop statewide guidance for LEA
“‘ineffective” definitions that will lead
to a new data collection and analysis
» CDE is seeking an extension waiver
to include this data when it becomes
available
» Will use out-of-field, inexperienced,
intern, and underprepared data in
the meantime

Public Reporting

Status: Decided

» CDE to develop annual data profile to
analyze disproportionate rates

» California State Plan to Ensure
Equitable Access to Excellent
Educators presented to State Board of
Education annually

» Plan available on CDE Web site

Root Cause Analysis: identifies the
factors causing or contributing to
disproportionate rates

Status: Decided

Current root cause analysis available in
latest State Plan to Ensure Equitable
Access to Excellent Educators

Identification of Strategies: including
timelines and funding sources to
eliminate disproportionate rates

Status: Decided
Current strategies and progress on
continuing strategies available in latest
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State Plan to Ensure Equitable Access
Excellent Educators

Supporting All Students

Well-Rounded and Supportive
Education for Students

Strategies to ensure all children have
significant opportunity to meet academic
standards and career and technical
standards, as applicable, and attain, at
minimum, a regular high school diploma

Continuum of a student’s preschool —
12 education, including transitions from
early education to elementary school,
elementary to middle school, middle to
high school, and high school to
postsecondary educator and careers,
to support appropriate promotion
practices and decrease risk of dropping
out

Status: In process
Possible Strategies:
 Title I, Part A Guidance, Technical
Assistance, and Program Monitoring
» Title I, Part A LEA Plan
» Curriculum Frameworks
* Multi-Tiered System of Supports
» Title | Conference
« Title IV Part A and B Coordination
* Pupil Promotion and Retention
Policies
« Early Learning Foundations
Alignment Document
« Transitional Kindergarten
« Early Education to Elementary
School Transition Guidance
« Guidance for Articulation
Agreements
« Early Assessment Program
» Career Technical Education
Programs
» California Career Pathways Trust
« Title I, Part A 3% Set-Aside: California
Leadership Initiative
« Title I, Part A Direct Student Services

Are there other strategies California
should consider to ensure successful
transitions of students?

Equitable access to a well-rounded
education in subjects such as English,
reading/language arts, writing, science,
technology, engineering, mathematics,
foreign languages, civics and
government, economics, history,

Status: In process

Possible strategies:

« Title I, Part A Guidance, Technical
Assistance, and Program Monitoring
* LEA Plan review process
* Curriculum Frameworks
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geography, computer science, music,
career and technical education, health,
physical education, and any other
subjects, in which female students,
minority students, English learners,
children with disabilities, and low-
income students are underrepresented

Are there other strategies California
should consider to ensure equitable
access to a well-rounded education?

Title |, Part A, Direct Student Services

Title 11, Part A: Contract with California

Subject Matter Projects to provide

professional learning opportunities

Title I, Part B, National Activities:

» Subpart 2: Literacy for All, Results for
the Nation

» Subpart 4 Programs of National
Significance — STEM Master Teacher
Corps

Title IV A: Student Support and

Academic Enrichment Grants

Title IV B: 215t Century Community

Learning Centers

School conditions for student learning,

including activities to reduce:

a. Incidents of bullying and
harassment

b. Overuse of discipline practices that
remove students from the
classroom

c. Use of aversive behavioral
interventions that compromise
student health and safety

Status: Not yet decided
Possible strategies:

Are there other strategies California
should consider to improve school
conditions for student learning?

Title I, Part A Guidance, Technical

Assistance, and Program Monitoring

+ LEA Plan

» Safe and Supportive Schools
Program guidance

* Bullying and Hate-Motivated
Behavior Prevention guidance

Title Il, Part A 3% Set Aside and Local

Use of Funds

» Expand California Attendance Peer
Learning Network

» Behavioral Interventions Strategies
and Support Resources Training

Title IV, Part A

+ Student nutrition guidance

New Positive School Climate Program

(aligns with Title I, Part A, Title I, Part

A, and Title IV, Part A)

» Draws upon and expands California
School Climate, Health, and
Learning Survey
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Effective use of technology to improve
academic achievement and digital
literacy of all students

Status: Not yet decided
Possible strategies:
o Title Il, Part A, and Title IV, Part A
» Statewide Coordinated Professional
Development Program
» Technical Assistance
» System to share open educational
resources and best practices

What other strategies should California
consider to improve effective use of
technology?

Parent, family, and community
engagement

Status: Not yet decided

Possible strategies:

« Title I, Part A Guidance, Technical
Assistance, and Program Monitoring
+ LEA Plan

 Intra-Agency Cross-Program Family
Engagement Networking Team

What other strategies should California
consider to improve parent, family, and
community engagement?

Accurate identification of English
learners and children with disabilities

Status: Decided
Strategies in Place:

« Title Ill: California English Language
Development Test until English
Language Proficiency Assessment for
California is operational

« |IDEA: Federal Child Find activities

Optional: Other State-identified
strategies

Status: Not yet decided

Possible Strategies:

* Expand Project Cal-Well to address
student mental health (Title IV, Part A)

« Expand Tobacco Use Prevention
Education Program to include alcohol
and other drug use prevention (Title 1V,
Part A)

How the SEA will use Title IV, Part A -
Student Support and Academic
Enrichment Grants and other federal
funds to support the strategies listed
above

Status: Not yet decided
Possible uses of Title IV, Part A Funds:
See Attachment 3

Are there other appropriate uses of Title
IV, Part A funds that California should
consider?
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How the SEA will use Title IV, Part B -
215t Century Community Learning
Centers funds and other federal funds
to support the strategies listed above
and to ensure that processes,
procedures, and priorities used to
award subgrants are consistent with
requirements

Status: Not yet decided
Beyond the requirements of the program,
CDE is considering:

» Using California’s recently adopted
expanded learning Point-of-Service
Quality Standards and Programmatic
Quality Standards to evaluate
subgrantee applications

* Including additional funding priorities
such as replacing expiring grants, year-
round programming, previously funded
programs, and expansion of existing
grants

* Program evaluation based on new
state reporting requirements

Are there other elements California should
consider in administering Title IV, Part B?

Program Specific Requirements

Title I, Part A: Process/criteria SEA will
use to waive the 40% schoolwide poverty
threshold

Status: Not yet decided

Proposed Process/Criteria:

» LEAs, on behalf of schools, complete
Title | Part A — Notification of
Authorization of Schoolwide Program
(SWP) Report through Consolidated
Application and Reporting System

« SWP waivers approved by SEA if first
approved by school site council and
school meets one or more of the
following criteria:

* 225% of low income students

» Graduation rate is below state
average

» School Site Council recommends
that a SWP is the best way to serve
the student population

* 230% of EL student population

» School resides in high crime or gang
related community

» School has been identified for
comprehensive or targeted support

Title I, Part C: Education of Migratory
Children
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How SEA will establish and implement
system for the proper identification and
recruitment of eligible migratory
children, including preschool children
and children who have dropped out of
school, and how the State will
verify/document number of eligible
migratory children age 3-21 in the
State annually.

Status: In process

Proposed response:

» COEStar: local data collection software

» Migrant Education funded subgrantee
procedures

» COEStar Performance Reporter
produces list of all students who might
be eligible to be counted or served by
the program

» Subgrantees required to make contact
with eligible families at least once each
year

+ Children counted must have one of the
following: valid qualifying move date,
new residency date, or enrollment date
during period in question

» Migrant Student Information Network
(MSIN) used to avoid reporting
duplicates

How the SEA and local agencies
assess the unique educational needs of
migratory children and other needs that
must be met in order for migratory
children to participate effectively in
school

Status: In process

Proposed response:

« Subgrantees required to complete local
Comprehensive Needs Assessment
(CNA)

» CNA conducted by independent
agency for each Migrant Education
Program (MEP), and includes:

» Data collected from focus groups
(including students and parents)

» Staff surveys

» Academic testing data for region’s
migrant population

» CNA provides MEP regions and CDE
with assessment/evaluation of regional
migrant student and program needs

* CNA serves as basis for program
development/delivery

« Additionally, subgrantees complete
Individual Needs Assessment to
identify individual student needs,
including medical, social, and mental
health needs

How the SEA and local operating
agencies ensure that the unique needs
of migratory children are identified and
addressed

Status: In process
Proposed response:
» Three-part process:
1. Identify needs via local CNAs
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2. Develop a State Services Delivery
Plan (SSDP) based on meta-
analysis of local CNAs

3. Revise regional application based
on SSDP

Further, subgrantees required to

provide annual update via regional

application on three sections: needs of
migratory children, expected outcomes,
and student performance

Subgrantees required to report out on

student performance for each service

provided during school year

How the SEA and local operating
agencies will promote interstate and
intrastate coordination of services for
migratory children

Status: In process
Proposed Response:

MSIN and Migrant Student Information

Exchange (MSIX)

MSIX:

* National data collection system

* Mechanism for states to exchange
education related information for
migratory children who move from
one state to another

* Includes Migrant Student Locator to
help subgrantees locate migrant
students

Describe the unique needs of State’s
migratory children based on most
recent comprehensive needs
assessment

Status: In process
Proposed Response:
« California in the process of identifying

statewide needs based on meta-
analysis of the 20 regional local CNAs,
a draft of which available in August
2016

In September 2016 CDE convenes
stakeholders to discuss and prioritize
needs

Statewide CNA report to be available in
March 2017

Updated State Services Delivery Plan
ready in May/June of 2017

Describe the current measurable
program objectives and outcomes and
the strategies the SEA will pursue to
achieve such objectives and outcomes

Status: In process
Proposed Response:
+ California in the process of identifying

statewide measurable program
objectives and outcomes based on
meta-analysis of the 20 regional CNAs,
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a draft of which is available in August
2016

* In September 2016 CDE convenes
stakeholders to discuss and prioritize
measurable program objectives and
outcomes

» Statewide CNA report to be available in
March 2017

» Updated State Services Delivery Plan,
which includes the statewide
measureable outcomes, ready in
May/June of 2017

How the SEA will ensure programs
consult with parents of migratory
children, including state and local
parent advisory councils, in the
planning and operation of programs

Status: In process

Proposed Response:

» Education Code 54444 .2:
Requirements for soliciting parent
involvement in planning, operation, and
evaluation of programs through the
establishment of parent advisory
councils

» EC 54444 .4(a): responsibilities of
parent advisory councils

» Application for program includes
requirements for Parent Advisory
Councils (PACs):

* identify how parents are
recruited/selected

* how PAC is involved in reviewing
CNA, planning/development of
regional application, implementation
of services, and program evaluation

» Training provided to PAC to support
quality implementation of program

SEA’s processes and procedures for
ensuring migratory children who meet
the definition of “priority for services”
are given priority for program services

Measures and data used to
determine whether child meets
priority for services criteria

Status: In process

2016-17: Record of move and
assessment data lead to real time priority
for services (PFS) determination

Delegation of responsibility for
documenting PFS determinations and
provision of services for PFS children

Status: In process

» CDE responsible for documenting PFS
determinations

« Subgrantees responsible for
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provisioning services

Timeline for making PFS

determinations and communicating to
providers

Status: In process

+ Subgrantees notified within 24 hours of

» Determinations made immediately;
children evaluated as soon as county

offices of education document that the
move is verified

determination

Title Ill, Part A: Language Instruction for
English Learners and Immigrant
Students

Title V, Part B, Subpart 2 Rural and
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Low-Income School Program

SEA’s specific measurable program
objectives and outcomes, if applicable

Status: In process
» Current program objectives and
outcomes:
» Ensure all eligible LEAs are aware of,
and have the ability to apply
* Ensure LEAs report annually on
allowable uses of funds
» Provide technical assistance for the
application for and authorized uses of
funds

Are there other measureable program
objectives and outcomes California can
achieve through this program?

McKinney-Vento Education for
Homeless Children and Youth
Program

Procedures SEA will use to identify
homeless children and youths and
assess their needs

Status: Decided

* LEAs report this information in
CALPADS after identifying students in
a variety of ways, including, but not
limited to:
+ Self-identification
* Questions on registration forms
» Data inquiries
* In-take questionnaires

» CDE will continue to provide technical
assistance and training to LEAs to
improve identification of students and
increase use of intake tools to assess
the needs of students

SEA’s programs for school personnel
to heighten awareness of the specific
needs of homeless children and
youths, including such children and
youths who are runaway and homeless

Status: Decided

CDE will:

» Collect and post database of homeless
liaisons’ contact information

» Collect number of liaisons participating
in homeless education professional
development

+ Offer technical assistance to liaisons
who have not participated in
professional development

» Add a question to Consolidated
Application and Reporting System
(CARS) regarding other personnel that
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have participated in training

Update homeless educational rights
poster to align with ESSA requirements
Develop training modules on various
homeless education topics

SEA’s procedures to ensure disputes
regarding the educational placement of
homeless children and youths are
promptly resolved

Status: In process
Existing dispute resolution process:

CDE proposes to update the process to
include specific language regarding
timelines, stakeholder roles, student-
centered factors/best interest, and
eligibility

Schools refer student or
parent/guardian to homeless liaison to
carry out resolution process promptly
If parent/guardian or youth disputes
school selection/enroliment, they must
be provided a written explanation that
includes information about the right to
appeal

If dispute not resolved at the district
level, the county office of education
liaison reviews the dispute and makes
a determination

If dispute not resolved at the county
level, the State Homeless Coordinator
reviews the dispute and makes a
decision

SEA’s procedures to ensure youths
separated from public school are
identified and accorded equal access to
secondary education and support
services, including removing barriers
that prevent youths from receiving
credit for coursework completed while
attending school

Status: Decided

State law allows homeless students to
complete a school district’s or state
graduation requirements within a fifth
year of high school

CDE encourages LEAs to implement
case management for homeless
children and youth

CDE will train LEAs to analyze
homeless data, including dropout and
graduation rates, and how to
collaborate/coordinate with various
agencies to meet student needs

CDE will offer technical assistance to
showcase model LEA programs

SEA’s procedures to ensure homeless
children and youths have access to
public preschool programs

Status: In process

CDE collaborates with Head Start,
Early Head Start, and the Interagency
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Coordinated Council

» CDE proposes to coordinate with First
5 California

» CDE proposes to offer professional
development/technical assistance to
LEAs and preschool programs
regarding collaboration between
agencies

» CDE proposes to add a question to
CARS regarding homeless preschool
students

SEA'’s procedures to ensure homeless
children and youths do not face barriers
to accessing academic and
extracurricular activities

Status: Decided

California law requires a homeless child or
youth to be immediately deemed to meet
all residency requirements for participation
in interscholastic sports or other
extracurricular activities

SEA’s procedures to ensure homeless
children and youths are able to
participate in federal, state, and local
nutrition programs

Status: Decided

* LEAs conduct direct certification of
homeless children and youth with the
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance
Program (SNAP)

» CDE will continue to monitor LEAs to
ensure homeless children and youth
receive school meal services they are
eligible for and share data with LEAs
regarding the number of homeless
children and youth in the LEA
compared to the number of free and
reduced price meal services provided

SEA’s strategies to address problems
with respect to the education of
homeless children and youths,
including problems resulting from
enrollment delays and retention

Status: Decided

» CDE will provide training, guidance,
technical assistance, and program
monitoring

» CDE will encourage and provide
guidance for LEAs to implement case
management for homeless children and
youth, analyze their homeless data to
determine needs, and
collaborate/coordinate with various
agencies to meet their needs,
including, but not limited to, mental
health, counseling, housing, medical,
vision, dental, basic needs,
transportation, etc.
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Performance Management

and Technical Assistance

System of Performance Management
for implementation of State and LEA plans

Review and Approval of LEA Plans

Status: Not yet decided

* How will the SEA support the
development, review, and approval of
LEA Plans?

* How will the SEA determine if the LEA
activities align with LEA needs?

* Can COEs review LEA Plans?

Review and Approval of LEA
Comprehensive Support and
Improvement Plans

Status: Not yet decided

* How will the SEA support the
development, review, and approval of
Comprehensive Support and
Improvement Plans?

» Can COEs review these plans?

Collection and Use of Data: including
stakeholder input, to assess quality of
strategies and progress toward improving
student outcomes and meeting desired
program outcomes

Status: Not yet decided

* Review/disseminate CAASPP system
results

+ CDE will collect data for every LEA,
school, and subgroup of more than 30
students for each indicator to develop
and provide LEAs LCFF Evaluation
Rubrics

» Can COEs review/support development
of LEA Plans?

How the SEA will use information and data
on resource equity, including review of
LEA-level budgeting and resource
allocation related to:
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State Plan Requirements

What this Means for California

Educator qualifications

Status: In process
Included in State Plan to Ensure Equitable
Access to Excellent Educators

Access to advance coursework

Status: Decided
Included in CALPADS

Availability of preschool

Status: Decided

Collected through the California State
Preschool Program and voluntarily
reported in CALPADS

SEA’s plan to monitor SEA and LEA
implementation of included programs

Status: In process

» Federal Program Monitoring

» CDE/COEs review/support
development and implementation of
LEA plans

SEA's plan to continuously improve
implementation of SEA and LEA strategies
and activities that are not leading to
satisfactory progress toward improving
student outcomes and meeting the desired
program outcomes

Status: In process

 California Collaborative for Educational
Excellence (CCEE) provides support
for LEAs not making progress

» COEs review/support development and
implementation of LEA plans

+ CDE, COEs, CCEE, and other
partners:
» Provide technical assistance
+ Identify exemplary schools and

disseminate best practices

+ SSPI may intervene

How will the SEA continuously improve its

strategies?

SEA’s plan to provide differentiated
technical assistance to LEAs and
schools to support effective
implementation of SEA, LEA, and other
subgrantee strategies

Status: In process

» Accountability system to provide great
deal of information regarding LEAs,
their schools, and student subgroups in
relation to implementation of standards
and assessments progress

« Technical assistance differentiated
based on LEA-specific information

Technical Assistance to Specific LEAs

Status: Not yet decided

What technical assistance will California
provide to each LEA serving a significant
number of identified schools, including
technical assistance related to the
selection of evidence-based interventions?

Any Additional Improvement Actions:
including additional supports for
interventions in LEAs or authorized

Status: Not yet decided
What other actions will California take to
support improvement in LEAs serving a
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ESSA State Plan: Information to Support Decision-Making Regarding Use of
Federal Funds

The Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) provides California and its local educational
agencies (LEAs) with new opportunities to develop coherent plans that thoughtfully
utilize funds to support state priorities while meeting state and federal requirements.
The ESSA provides the State Board of Education (SBE) with a variety of opportunities
to supplement the State’s new directions in accountability and continuous improvement.
In its Consolidated State Plan, California is required to describe how the State will use
federal state-level activity funds, whether and how the State will utilize various set-
asides made available in the law, and how it will support LEAs to effectively and
efficiently use federal and state education resources to support continuous improvement
in the eight state priority areas.

This document is designed to provide the SBE with context to inform decision-making
regarding uses of ESSA funds at the State and local levels. It provides:

e An overview of funding sources within the ESSA and how Elementary and
Secondary Education Act State-level activity funds are currently used;

e An overview of the State’s investments in its education system; and

e A frame, and a variety of opportunities, that California might consider as it uses
ESSA funds to supplement State investments.

Overview of Funding Sources and Current Use of ESEA Funds

The ESSA provides California with several opportunities to utilize federal resources to
support state priorities. The SBE will need to decide how to use state-level activity funds
available in Titles Il, 1ll, and IV; how best to structure the required seven percent school
improvement reservation in Title |; and whether and how to use the optional
reservations in Titles | and Il. The information below regarding Titles I-IV is provided to
inform SBE decision-making.

The ESSA includes a number of additional programs, as indicated in Attachment 1 of
this item. State-level funds for these programs do not require significant decision-
making on the part of the SBE as amounts are relatively small and used primarily for
administration of local funds.

State allocations are preliminary estimates based on currently available data.
Allocations based on new data may result in significant changes from these preliminary
estimates. These preliminary estimates are provided for planning purposes only. Unless
stated otherwise, all grants are formula grants.
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Title I, Part A: Improving Basic Programs Operated By State and Local
Educational Agencies

The California Department of Education (CDE) anticipates that California will receive
$1.803 billion in Title I, Part A funds in 2017-18. Ninety-nine percent of the state
appropriation is subgranted to LEAs and the remaining one percent is used to
administer the funds (e.g., distribute funds, monitor expenditures, and provide technical
assistance and support). Allowable uses of Title | funds are described in Section 6312
of the ESSA (as codified in U.S. Code), provided in Attachment 5.

Under ESSA, California has two opportunities to reserve a portion of the LEA subgrant
allocation for specific activities:

1.

States are required to reserve seven percent of the LEA subgrant allocation for
school improvement activities. Funds must be awarded to LEAs, using either a
formula or competitive process, to support schools implementing comprehensive
support and improvement activities or targeted support and improvement
activities. Based on the projected state Title I, Part A allocation of $1.803 billion,
California must reserve $124,947,900 for school improvement activities. Of this
amount, 95 percent, or $118,700,505, will be awarded to LEAs and the remaining
$6,247,395 will be used for administration and State-level support of schools
implementing comprehensive or targeted support and improvement activities.

The state education agency (SEA) may also, after meaningful consultation with
LEAs, choose to reserve three percent of the LEA subgrant allocation for direct
student services. Allowable LEA direct student services expenditures include:

o Participation in academic courses not otherwise available at a student's
school, including advanced courses and career technical education (CTE)
coursework;

o Credit recovery;

o0 Activities that assist students in successfully completing postsecondary
level instruction (e.g., Advanced Placement and International
Baccalaureate courses);

0 Personalized learning activities, which may include high-quality academic
tutoring; and

o0 Transportation to allow a student enrolled in a school identified for
comprehensive support and improvement to transfer to another public
school.

Based on the projected state Title |, Part A allocation of $1.803 billion, California
would reserve $53,549,100 for direct student services. Of this amount, 99
percent, or $53,013,609, would be awarded to LEAs and the remaining one
percent, or $535,491, would be used at the state level to distribute and monitor
funds, create and maintain a list of State-approved tutoring providers, and ensure
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that LEAs offer sufficient options. Complete language of U.S. Code Section
6303(b) Direct Student Services is provided in Attachment 5.

California currently invests Title |, Part A state-level funds to:

1. Administer the funds, including distribution, monitoring, and providing technical
assistance to LEAs regarding the appropriate uses of funds as required by law.

2. Provide regional technical assistance regarding appropriate uses of Title | funds
via the Regional System of School and District Support.

Title I, Part A: Preparing, Training, and Recruiting High Quality Teachers,
Principals, and Other School Leaders

For Title Il, Part A, 95 percent of the state grant is subgranted to LEAs. The remaining
five percent is used for administration and State-level activities. The CDE anticipates
that California will receive $252 million in Title II, Part A funds in 2017-18. Of this
amount, $239.4 million will be subgranted to LEAs and the remaining $12.6 million will
be dedicated to administrative and state-level activities. Allowable uses of Title Il, Part A
funds are described in Sections 6661(c) and 6613 of the ESSA (as codified in U.S.
Code), provided in Attachment 5.

California currently invests Title Il, Part A state-level funds to:

1. Contract with the California Subject Matter Project (CSMP) to provide
professional learning to educators across the state. The CSMP, established in
1988, is another essential component within the California professional learning
infrastructure. With more than 90 regional sites statewide, the CSMP is a network
of nine discipline-based communities of practice that promote high-quality
teaching and leadership. The CSMP sites operate on fundamental beliefs that
include rigorous professional learning, designed collaboratively by K-12 and
university educators, to enhance learning for all students.

2. Monitor and provide technical assistance to LEAs to ensure that low-income and
minority students are not disproportionately served by inexperienced, unqualified,
or out-of-field teachers. This activity is designed to meet a statutory requirement.
Under No Child Left Behind, the Compliance, Monitoring, Intervention, and
Sanctions (CMIS) program was implemented to meet this federal requirement.
The CMIS Program will be updated to address new requirements in ESSA. This
new program will be called the California Educator Equity Technical Assistance
Program (CEETAP).

3. Collect and analyze CDE and California Commission on Teacher Credentialing
(CTC) data on educator experience and assignments to both monitor teacher
mis-assignments and inform the CMIS. This activity supports a statutory
requirement.

4. Support school leadership development activities.
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5. Provide equitable state-level professional development for non-profit private
school educators. This activity is required in statute.

6. Administer Title I, Part A funds, including distribution, monitoring, and providing
technical assistance to LEAs regarding the appropriate use of funds as required
by law. This activity is required in statute.

The ESSA provides California with an opportunity to reserve three percent of the Title I,
Part A LEA subgrant allocation for one or more activities for principals or other school
leaders consistent with allowable State activities. Based on the estimate of $252 million,
this represents $7,182,000.

Title Ill: Language Instruction for English Learners and Immigrant Students

For Title 1ll, we anticipate that California will receive $167.6 million in Title Ill funds in
2017-18. Of this amount, 95 percent, or $159,220,000, will be subgranted to LEAs and
the remaining five percent, or $8,380,000, will be available for administration and State-
level activities. Allowable uses of Title Il funds are described in Sections 6821(b) and
6826 of the ESSA (as codified in U.S. Code), provided in Attachment 5.

California currently invests Title Il state-level funds to support the following activities:

1. Administer the funds, including distribution, monitoring, and providing technical
assistance to LEAs regarding the appropriate uses of funds as required by law.

2. Provide regional technical assistance regarding appropriate uses of Title Il funds
via the Title 1l Regional Leads network.

Title IV, Part A: Student Support and Academic Enrichment Grants

California does not currently receive Title IV, Part A funding. We anticipate that
California will receive $58 million in Title IV, Part A funds based on the President’s
Proposed Budget. Of this amount, 95 percent, or $55.1 million, will be subgranted to
LEAs and the remaining five percent, or $2.9 million, will be available for administration
and State-level activities. Allowable uses of Title IV funds are described in Sections
7114 and 7117-7119 of the ESSA (as codified in U.S. Code), provided in Attachment 5.

California Investments

Federal funds are supplemental. It is important to keep in mind state investments in the
K-12 education system before making decisions regarding federal investments
designed to supplement the system. This section provides a brief overview of current
California investments to support the continuous improvement of schools, educators,
and students.
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State-Level Activities to Support the Continuous Improvement of Schools

The Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF) is the foundation for California’s integrated
accountability and continuous improvement system. The system is designed to support
all LEAs and schools to improve outcomes and opportunities for all students, and to
narrow disparities among student groups. LCFF requires differentiated assistance for a
subset of LEAs that are struggling to meet students’ needs, followed by more rigorous
intervention for any of those LEAs that have not improved student performance after
several years of assistance.

LCFF provides almost two thirds of all funding for California’s LEAs ($54 billion out of
$85 billion in 2015-16), and is the primary source of general purpose funding for K-12
instruction as well as for additional services for California’s disadvantaged students.

LCFF provides significant funding to support California’s disadvantaged students. LCFF
base grant funding is a uniform amount provided to all LEAs based on the grade span of
the students, but LEAs may receive up to an additional 42.5 percent for disadvantaged
students. Further, one of the primary provisions of LCFF is that each school district and
charter school must prepare the Local Control and Accountability Plan (LCAP) that
describes, among other things, how it will increase or improve services to its
disadvantaged students.

LCFF is highly student-centered, supporting early education through postsecondary
coordination, appropriate promotion practices, decreasing the risk of students dropping
out, equitable access to a well-rounded education, and improving school conditions for
learning. In the LCAP, LEAs must describe the annual goals to be achieved for all pupils
and each subgroup of pupils, expected outcomes, actions and services, and budgeted
expenditures to support the actions and services to be achieved for each of the eight
(ten for COEs) state priorities.

California’s 58 county offices of education (COEs) provide a wide range of services to
the state’s LEAs. COEs provide expertise in developing products and providing
professional learning opportunities, and their relationships with LEAs in their region
places them in a unique position to assist in planning and in reaching classroom
teachers. COEs provide quality professional development for educators statewide,
whether at the overview level or a deeper dive into specific subject matter, and have
developed training materials that prepare teachers to implement standards and support
student achievement. COEs are authorized to review and support the development of
LCAPs and local implementation of specific strategies described in local plans.

The California Collaborative for Educational Excellence (CCEE) was established in
2013 to advise and assist LEAs in achieving the goals in their LCAPs. The formation of
this new agency reflects California’s approach to improving student academic
achievement by directing focus on local decision-making and accountability. The CCEE
has been authorized and funded to provide training to LEAs in analysis of state and
local data in the LCFF Evaluation Rubrics for the purpose of identifying areas of need
within the LEAs educational program. LEAs will use this information to develop and
assess progress toward locally defined goals.
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State-Level Activities to Support Educator Excellence

The CTC is statutorily responsible for the design, development, and implementation of
standards that govern educator preparation for the public schools of California, for the
licensing and credentialing of professional educators in California, for the enforcement
of professional practices of educators, and for the review and discipline of applicants
and credential holders in the California. The CTC is responsible for issuing any and all
licenses required by law to serve in an instructional, administrative, service, or
counseling position in public schools in California. The CTC is also responsible for both
developing induction program standards and approving educator induction programs.

The CTC has statutory authority to oversee teacher preparation, licensing, and
induction, but in general, decisions regarding educator professional development,
compensation, and advancement are largely made at the local level.

The State develops and disseminates various guidance documents and tools to inform
local decision-making regarding the continuous improvement of educators:

California’s curriculum frameworks provide guidance for implementing the
content standards adopted by the SBE. Frameworks are developed by the
Instructional Quality Commission, which also reviews and recommends
textbooks and other instructional materials to be adopted by the SBE. The SBE
adopts curriculum frameworks for kindergarten through grade twelve (K-12) in
the core curriculum areas of English language arts/English language
development, mathematics, history-social science, science, and other subjects.
Based on current research in education and the specific content area, the
frameworks provide a firm foundation for curriculum and instruction by describing
the scope and sequence of knowledge and the skills that all students are
expected to master.

The Quality Professional Learning Standards (QPLS) present the elements of
a quality professional learning system that, if well implemented, will benefit
educators focused on increasing their professional capacity and performance.
The QPLS are available on the CDE QPLS Web page at
http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ps/qpls.asp.

The COEs and CCEE also support the professional learning and continuous
improvement of educators.

In addition, the 2015 State Budget appropriated $490 million to LEAs to provide
beginning teacher and administrator support and mentoring, professional development,
coaching and support services for teachers identified as needing improvement or
additional support, professional development for teachers and administrators aligned to
the state standards, and to promote educator quality and effectiveness. School districts,
COEs, and charter schools received approximately $1,466 per certificated full time
employee. Funds may be expended anytime during the 2015-16, 2016-17, and 2017-
18 fiscal years, with a final expenditure report due at the end of the 2017-18 fiscal year.
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State-Level Activities to Support All Students

California is deeply immersed in work to align its programs and services into a single
system that both recognizes the specialized needs of members of specific student
groups while also recognizing that many students may be eligible to receive a variety of
differentiated supports. That is, an identified “student with disabilities” may also be a
‘low-income student,” a “low-achieving student,” and a “migrant student.” Given this
more holistic approach, it is important to note that although California dedicates state
funds toward meeting the needs of specific groups (e.g., LCFF provides supplemental
funding to support the learning needs of English learners, foster youth, and low-income
students), many of the activities described below are designed to meet the needs of a
wide variety of students.

State Adoption of Standards, Frameworks, and Instructional Materials
California has adopted rigorous academic standards for English language arts
and literacy, English language development, mathematics, science, history-social
science, world language, physical education, health education, visual and
performing arts, and career technical education. Access to full participation in
these content and subject areas is supported by state-adopted curriculum
frameworks that include research and support for educators to provide access
and equity to rigorous coursework for all students, utilizing MTSS as mentioned
below, as well as guidance to publishers for the development of instructional
materials addressing the needs of all students.

Career Readiness Initiative

The overarching goal of the Career Readiness Initiative is to build and sustain
robust partnerships between employers, schools, and community colleges in
order to better prepare students for the 215t century workplace and improve
student transitions into postsecondary education, training, and employment.

Multi-Tiered System of Supports

The Multi-Tiered System of Supports (MTSS) is one of the research-based
systems that the CDE advocates to promote the building of a stronger student
academic and behavioral support system at the local level. California strongly
advocates for a MTSS framework as an example of a system-wide approach that
promotes deeper knowledge of differentiated instruction to support the needs of
all learners and provides targeted support for struggling learners.

California State Preschool Program

The California State Preschool Program (CSPP) provides both part-day and full-
day services that provide a core class curriculum that is developmentally,
culturally, and linguistically appropriate for the children served. The program also
provides meals and snacks to children, parent education, referrals to health and
social services for families, and staff development opportunities to employees.
The CSPP program is administered through LEAs, colleges, community-action
agencies, and private nonprofit agencies.
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After School Education and Safety Program

The After School Education and Safety program provides an opportunity to
merge school reform strategies with community resources. The goal is to support
local efforts to improve assistance to students and broaden the base of support
for education in a safe, constructive environment. It is the intent of the program to
encourage schools and school districts to provide safe and educationally
enriching alternatives for children and youth during non-school hours. The
program creates incentives for establishing locally-driven before and after school
education and enrichment programs.

Pupil Promotion and Retention

California’s statutory requirements around pupil promotion and retention also
contribute to the use of appropriate promotion practices. State law requires every
school district to have a written Pupil Promotion and Retention (PPR) policy
approved by the district's governing board. Consistent with EC Section
48070.5(b), a PPR policy needs to include students' grades and other indicators
of academic achievement.

Creating a Positive School Climate

The California School Climate, Health, and Learning Survey (Cal-SCHLS)
System was developed by WestEd. Cal-SCHLS is comprised of three interrelated
surveys developed for and supported by the CDE:

e California Healthy Kids Survey (CHKS)
e California School Climate Survey (CSCS)
e California School Parent Survey (CSPS)

These surveys provide schools and districts with critical information about the
learning and teaching environment, the health and well-being of students, and
supports for parents, school staff, and students that foster learning and school
success.

Local Activities

Each LEA is required to develop a LCAP in consultation with teachers, principals,
administrators, other school personnel, local bargaining units, parents, and pupils to
assess local needs, determine local goals, and develop a plan to achieve those goals.
LEAs may utilize LCFF funds to support the continuous improvement of schools,
educators, and student outcomes as related to any of the LCFF State Priorities, to meet
locally determined needs. COEs review and support the development of LCAPs and
local implementation of specific strategies described in local plans, providing technical
assistance and support as needed.

Using ESSA Funds to Supplement California Investments
There are a number of elements that should be considered when making decisions

regarding use of ESSA funds. First, the State must reserve sufficient state-level funds to
meet statutory requirements; including, but not limited to, the proper distribution and
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monitoring of LEA subgrants and the provision of technical assistance to LEAs
regarding local use of funds for required and allowable activities. Second, ESSA funds
are supplemental. That is, they are intended to improve outcomes for disadvantaged
students, in addition to, not in place of, state investments.

Third, it will be important for the State to review and consider information from California
stakeholders regarding elements they would like to see in the California ESSA State
Plan in general and, more specifically, how they would like to see federal funds used. A
great deal of stakeholder feedback was collected during Phase | of ESSA Stakeholder
Engagement; the summary report is available as an SBE August information
memorandum, available at http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/infomemoaug2016.asp.

Finally, the structure of the Consolidated State Plan aims to encourage States to think
comprehensively about implementation of the ESSA and leverage funding across
included programs, remove “silos” between different funding streams, and support
collaboration and efficiency across multiple programs. The U.S, Department of
Education expressed this notion in the proposed regulations for the submission of
consolidated state plans: “We seek to improve teaching and learning by encouraging
greater cross-program coordination, planning, and service delivery; provide greater
flexibility to State and local authorities through consolidated plans and reporting; and
enhance the integration of programs under the ESEA, as amended by the ESSA, with
State and local programs.”

In keeping with these considerations, several options that California might consider as it
makes decisions regarding use of ESSA funds are provided below.

Options for Supplementing State-Level Activities to Support the Continuous
Improvement of Schools

California is required to identify schools in need of additional assistance and reserve 7
percent of the LEA subgrant allocation for school improvement activities. These funds
must be awarded to LEAs, using either a formula or competitive process, to support
schools implementing comprehensive support and improvement activities or targeted
support and improvement activities. Funds may be awarded to a consortium of LEAs.
More information regarding school improvement under ESSA is provided in Section
6303 of U.S. Code, provided in Attachment 5.

1. California could use a portion of these funds to establish the California Support
Network (CSN). The CSN will consist of integrated lead support teams located in
11 existing regional hubs. The integrated teams would include, but not be limited
to, members consisting of:

o CDE Title | field Teams
o0 County Coordinators funded out of Title Il or other federal programs
o Other CDE field teams currently located at the county level

The primary goals of the CSN would include:


http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/infomemoaug2016.asp
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o Building the capacity of COEs to support school district LEAs working to
improve student performance and progress outcomes in their Title |
comprehensive and targeted support schools; and

o Effective allocation of federal resources to support county-led Title | school
improvement efforts.

Integrating other Federal and State funds (CCEE, Title Il, Title Ill, other Title I,
Part A, etc.), California could use a portion of the 7 percent school improvement
reservation to make subgrants to the CSN for technical assistance and support to
subgrantees beginning in the 2017-18 school year.

. California could design a Request for Applications (RFA) to award school

improvement funds to eligible LEAs. In designing the RFA, California must meet
the following ESSA requirements:

0 Make subgrants to LEAs that are of sufficient size and scope to fully and
effectively support school improvement activities and supports, and that
meet statutory requirements

o Prioritize funding for LEAs that demonstrate the greatest need for the
funds

o0 Prioritize funding for LEAs that demonstrate the strongest commitment to
use the funds to improve student outcomes.

Options for Supplementing State-Level Activities to Support Educator Excellence

1.

Stakeholder feedback regarding support for educator excellence indicates that
California should invest in ongoing professional development across disciplines
for teachers and administrators. The CSMP, described earlier in this document,
is a key component of California’s statewide professional learning infrastructure.
The CSMP provides rigorous professional learning experiences for educators
across the content areas, designed by K—12 and university educators to enhance
learning for all students. The CDE recommends that California’s investment in
the CSMP be maintained or expanded.

To respond to stakeholder feedback regarding additional supports for school
leaders and strengthen the statewide system of professional learning supports,
California could use the optional three percent set-aside of the Title I, Part A
LEA subgrant allocation to establish the California Leadership Initiative (CLI).
This new statewide regional network would focus on developing and providing
professional learning and other comprehensive systems of support for principals
and other school leaders to promote high-quality instruction and instructional
leadership.

The CLI would emphasize the development of culturally competent individual
leaders and leadership teams to guide and support teachers/staff in engaging
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students in differentiated teaching and learning so that all students graduate
ready for success in college and careers. The CLI would reference lessons from
past and current leadership initiatives focused on student-centered
improvements.

CLI activities could be shaped to support principals and other school leaders in
schools identified for comprehensive or targeted support and be rolled out via a
pilot process, reviewed, revised, and then offered statewide. The CLI would also
facilitate a new network of school and other leaders who collaborate and (1)
focus on a well-specified common aim, (2) develop a thorough understanding of
a problem and its causes and a shared working theory to improve it, (3) apply
evidence-based strategies and/or methods of improvement research to develop,
test, and refine piloted interventions, and (4) organize to accelerate
dissemination and integration into LEAs, schools, and other education contexts.

. California educators have consistently called for improved access to trusted
resources and the opportunity to collaborate in professional learning
communities (PLCs) using those resources. California could utilize Title IV, Part
A funds to further develop Collaboration in Common, an online platform designed
to help support local, regional, and statewide agencies access the resources they
are seeking, share the resources they are developing, and use research-based
PLC practices to collaborate on how they are being used most effectively.
Collaboration in Common will provide the informational technology backbone for
the California Way, supporting collaborative team approaches and the idea that
given the proper supports, local educators and agencies will achieve the positive
education change they are seeking. Collaboration in Common will provide
seamless access to valuable resources and PLC protocols to ALL California
educators, building equity and narrowing achievement and opportunity gaps.

Many stakeholder comments and questions centered on support for broadening
the “core” curriculum beyond math and reading to include civics, health and
physical education, visual and performing arts, and career, technical and
vocational education. California could utilize Title I, Part A and/or Title IV, Part A
state activities funds to support teachers and principals to implement the state-
adopted standards by providing professional learning opportunities based on
California’s curriculum frameworks, and conducting research to identify
resources and promising evidence-based practices used in schools successfully
implementing the state-adopted standards. This research would cover educator
professional development, curriculum and instruction, assessment practices,
collaboration with partner agencies, or any other practices that have contributed
to the successful implementation of state-adopted standards. Identified resources
and practices would be shared with other state and local agencies and
disseminated through Collaboration in Common, CDE Web pages, virtual or in-
person conferences, and an online database tied to the LCAP evaluation rubrics
statements of model practices.
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Options for Supplementing State-Level Activities to Support All Students

1. Many stakeholders expressed a need for the State to better address the non-
academic needs of students and families. California could utilize Title Il, Part A
and/or Title IV, Part A state activities funds to support teachers and principals to
address the needs of the whole child. Building upon the CDE’s work in promoting
Whole Child Community Schools (WCCS), California could develop guidance for
WCCS, identify and share successful WCCS strategies, and conduct training for
teachers and principals seeking to implement the WCCS approach.

2. California could, after meaningful consultation with LEAs, choose to reserve
three percent of the Title I, Part A LEA subgrant allocation for direct student
services. More information regarding this option is available at the beginning of
this document and in ESSA Section 6303(b) (as codified in U.S. Code), provided
in Attachment 5 of this item.

Supplementing Local Activities to Support State Priorities

Under ESSA, LEAs have a great deal of flexibility and are encouraged to use federal
funds to implement evidence-based strategies to address local needs. All California
LEAs receiving funds under the ESEA are required to develop and implement an LEA
Plan, the purpose of which is to develop an integrated, coordinated set of actions that
LEAs will take to ensure that they meet certain programmatic requirements.

The CDE, with direction from the SBE, and in partnership with COEs and the CCEE, will
provide direction, guidance, and training to LEAs in the development and
implementation of the LEA Plan requirements, with a focus on ensuring that local plans
are centered upon evidence-based strategies. Program offices within the CDE will
provide guidance to LEAs for the inclusion of required programmatic elements, as
applicable. COEs and the CDE will work collaboratively to determine that LEAs have
included necessary descriptions as part of review and approval; COEs, the CDE, and/or
the CCEE will work with the LEA to address any issues related to these plan elements
when providing technical assistance. More information regarding LEA Plan
requirements under ESSA is provided in ESSA Sections 6312 and 6826 (as codified in
U.S. Code), provided in Attachment 5.

The SEA could further encourage LEAs to use supplemental Federal funds to support
specific State priorities by developing and making available:

e Information regarding evidence-based strategies that support State priorities

e Documents that map State priorities to functional supports and Federal program
focus areas;

e Examples to provide concrete explanations of how Federal and State resources
can be productively and appropriately used to address State priorities; and
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A resource/guide for LEAs to maximize Federal and State resources through
planning and implementation. This could be accomplished by building upon

existing Quality Schooling Framework resources and/or other resources within
CDE.
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ESSA State Plan Development: Communications, Outreach, and Consultation
with Stakeholders: July—August 2016

States are required to consult with diverse stakeholders at multiple points during the
design, development, and implementation of their ESSA State Plans. The California
Department of Education (CDE) is committed to ensuring a transparent transition to the
new law and developing an ESSA State Plan that is informed by the voices of diverse
Californians. A summary of communications, outreach, and consultation activities
conducted by CDE staff in July and August 2016 is provided below.

Date: July 8, 2016

Meeting: ESSA State Plan Stakeholder Meeting: Inland Valley Region
Participants: Any interested member of the public, and CDE staff
Details:

CDE staff, with the support of San Bernardino Superintendent of Schools staff,
presented an overview of the ESSA and the process and timeline to develop an ESSA
State Plan. Participants engaged in facilitated small group discussions to share
questions, concerns, and suggestions regarding the State Plan.

Date: August 10, 2016

Meeting: Advisory Commission on Special Education (ACSE) Meeting

Participants: ACSE members and staff, any interested member of the public, and CDE
staff

Details:

CDE staff presented an overview of the ESSA and the process and timeline to develop
an ESSA State Plan.

Date: August 12, 2016

Meeting: American Indian Oversight Committee Meeting

Participants: American Indian Oversight Committee members and CDE staff
Details:

CDE staff presented an overview of the ESSA and the process and timeline to develop
an ESSA State Plan, including the requirement for tribal consultation.

Date: August 19, 2016

Meeting: State and Federal Program Directors Meeting
Participants: State and Federal Program Directors and CDE staff
Details:

CDE staff provided an update to the program directors regarding the development of the
ESSA State Plan including information regarding federal regulations, the draft plan
development timeline, opportunities to participate, and communication structures.
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Date: August 24, 2016

Meeting: California Private Schools Advisory Committee
Participants: Committee Members and CDE staff
Details:

CDE staff presented an overview of the ESSA and the process and timeline to develop
an ESSA State Plan. Members and CDE staff discussed the implications of private
school equitable services requirements across ESSA programs.

Phase | Stakeholder Outreach Report

To inform ESSA State Plan development, the California Comprehensive Center at
WestEd compiled and analyzed stakeholder input collected during Phase | of
California’s ESSA Stakeholder Engagement Plan. This report was presented to the SBE
as an August information memorandum, available at
http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/infomemoaug2016.asp.

Other Communication Channels

Interest in California’s ESSA communication channels is growing. Below is a table
displaying the total number of Web page views for the CDE ESSA Web pages since
their inception in March 2016.

March | April May June | July

2,715 5376 | 7,803 | 12,259 | 8,963

Below is a table displaying the number of CDE ESSA listserv messages and the
number of subscribers to the CDE ESSA listserv since its inception in April 2016.

April | May |June |July

Listserv Messages | 4 6 5 4

Subscribers 299 562 931 1,061
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ESSA Sections Related to LEA Plans and State and Local Uses of Funds as
Codified in U.S. Code
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Title I, Part A

Section 6303. School improvement

(a) State reservations
To carry out subsection (b) and the State educational agency's statewide system of
technical assistance and support for local educational agencies, each State shall
reserve the greater of—

(1) 7 percent of the amount the State receives under subpart 2 of part A; or

(2) the sum of the amount the State—

(A) reserved for fiscal year 2016 under this subsection, as in effect on the
day before December 10, 2015; and
(B) received for fiscal year 2016 under subsection (g), as in effect on the
day before December 10, 2015.
(b) Uses
Of the amount reserved under subsection (a) for any fiscal year, the State educational
agency—

(1)(A) shall allocate not less than 95 percent of that amount to make grants
to local educational agencies on a formula or competitive basis, to
serve schools implementing comprehensive support and
improvement activities or targeted support and improvement activities
under section 6311(d) of this title; or

(B) may, with the approval of the local educational agency, directly
provide for these activities or arrange for their provision through other
entities such as school support teams, educational service agencies,
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or nonprofit or for-profit external providers with expertise in using
evidence-based strategies to improve student achievement,
instruction, and schools; and
(2) shall use the funds not allocated to local educational agencies under
paragraph (1) to carry out this section, which shall include—

(A) establishing the method, consistent with paragraph (1)(A), the State
will use to allocate funds to local educational agencies under such
paragraph, including ensuring—

(i) the local educational agencies receiving an allotment under such
paragraph represent the geographic diversity of the State; and

(i) that allotments are of sufficient size to enable a local educational
agency to effectively implement selected strategies;

(B) monitoring and evaluating the use of funds by local educational

agencies receiving an allotment under such paragraph; and

(C) as appropriate, reducing barriers and providing operational flexibility

for schools in the implementation of comprehensive support and

improvement activities or targeted support and improvement activities under
section 6311(d) of this title.
(c) Duration
The State educational agency shall award each subgrant under subsection (b) for a
period of not more than 4 years, which may include a planning year.
(d) Rule of construction
Nothing in this section shall be construed as prohibiting a State from allocating
subgrants under this section to a statewide school district, consortium of local
educational agencies, or an educational service agency that serves schools
implementing comprehensive support and improvement activities or targeted support
and improvement activities, if such entities are legally constituted or recognized as
local educational agencies in the State.
(e) Application
To receive an allotment under subsection (b)(1), a local educational agency shall
submit an application to the State educational agency at such time, in such form, and
including such information as the State educational agency may require. Each
application shall include, at a minimum—

(1) a description of how the local educational agency will carry out its
responsibilities under section 6311(d) of this title for schools receiving
funds under this section, including how the local educational agency
will—

(A) develop comprehensive support and improvement plans under
section 6311(d)(1) of this title for schools receiving funds under this
section;

(B) support schools developing or implementing targeted support and
improvement plans under section 6311(d)(2) of this title, if funds
received under this section are used for such purpose;

(C) monitor schools receiving funds under this section, including how the
local educational agency will carry out its responsibilities under
clauses (iv) and (v) of section 6311(d)(2)(B) of this title if funds
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received under this section are used to support schools implementing
targeted support and improvement plans;
(D) use a rigorous review process to recruit, screen, select, and evaluate
any external partners with whom the local educational agency will partner;
(E) align other Federal, State, and local resources to carry out the
activities supported with funds received under subsection (b)(1); and
(F) as appropriate, modify practices and policies to provide operational
flexibility that enables full and effective implementation of the plans
described in paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 6311(d) of this title; and
(2) an assurance that each school the local educational agency proposes to
serve will receive all of the State and local funds it would have received in the
absence of funds received under this section.
(f) Priority
The State educational agency, in allocating funds to local educational agencies under
this section, shall give priority to local educational agencies that—

(1) serve high numbers, or a high percentage of, elementary schools and
secondary schools implementing plans under paragraphs (1) and (2) of
section 6311(d) of this title;

(2) demonstrate the greatest need for such funds, as determined by the
State; and

(3) demonstrate the strongest commitment to using funds under this section
to enable the lowest-performing schools to improve student achievement
and student outcomes.

(9) Unused funds
If, after consultation with local educational agencies in the State, the State
educational agency determines that the amount of funds reserved to carry out
subsection (b) is greater than the amount needed to provide the assistance described
in that subsection, the State educational agency shall allocate the excess amount to
local educational agencies in accordance with—

(1) the relative allocations the State educational agency made to those
agencies for that fiscal year under subpart 2 of part A; or

(2) section 6338(c) of this title.

(h) Special rule
Notwithstanding any other provision of this section, the amount of funds reserved by
the State educational agency under subsection (a) for fiscal year 2018 and each
subsequent fiscal year shall not decrease the amount of funds each local educational
agency receives under subpart 2 of part A below the amount received by such local
educational agency under such subpart for the preceding fiscal year.

(i) Reporting
The State shall include in the report described in section 6311(h)(1) of this title a list
of all the local educational agencies and schools that received funds under this
section, including the amount of funds each school received and the types of
strategies implemented in each school with such funds.

Section 6303b. Direct student services
(a) State reservation
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(1) In general

(A) States
Each State educational agency, after meaningful consultation with
geographically diverse local educational agencies described in
subparagraph (B), may reserve not more than 3 percent of the amount
the State educational agency receives under subpart 2 of part A for each
fiscal year to carry out this section.

(B) Consultation
A State educational agency shall consult under subparagraph (A) with
local educational agencies that include—

(i) suburban, rural, and urban local educational agencies;

(ii) local educational agencies serving a high percentage of schools
identified by the State for comprehensive support and improvement
under section 6311(c)(4)(D)(i) of this title; and

(iii) local educational agencies serving a high percentage of schools

implementing targeted support and improvement plans under
section 6311(d)(2) of this title.
(2) Program administration

Of the funds reserved under paragraph (1)(A), the State educational agency

may use not more than 1 percent to administer the program described in

this section.
(b) Awards
(1) In general

From the amount reserved under subsection (a) by a State educational

agency, the State educational agency shall award grants to geographically

diverse local educational agencies described in subsection (a)(1)(B)(i).
(2) Priority
In making such awards, the State educational agency shall prioritize awards
to local educational agencies serving the highest percentage of schools, as
compared to other local educational agencies in the State—
(A) identified by the State for comprehensive support and improvement
under section 6311(c)(4)(D)(i) of this title; or
(B) implementing targeted support and improvement plans under section
6311(d)(2) of this title.
(c) Local use of funds
A local educational agency receiving an award under this section—

(1) may use not more than 1 percent of its award for outreach and
communication to parents about available direct student services
described in paragraph (3) in the local educational agency and State;

(2) may use not more than 2 percent of its award for administrative costs
related to such direct student services;

(3) shall use the remainder of the award to pay the costs associated with
one or more of the following direct student services—

(A) enrollment and participation in academic courses not otherwise
available at a student's school, including—

(i) advanced courses; and
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(i) career and technical education coursework that—
() is aligned with the challenging State academic standards; and
(I) leads to industry-recognized credentials that meet the quality
criteria established by the State under section 3153(a) of title 29;

(B) credit recovery and academic acceleration courses that lead to a
regular high school diploma;

(C) activities that assist students in successfully completing
postsecondary level instruction and examinations that are accepted
for credit at institutions of higher education (including Advanced
Placement and International Baccalaureate courses), which may
include reimbursing low-income students to cover part or all of the
costs of fees for such examinations;

(D) components of a personalized learning approach, which may include
high-quality academic tutoring; and

(E) in the case of a local educational agency that does not reserve funds
under section 6311(d)(1)(D)(v) of this title, transportation to allow a
student enrolled in a school identified for comprehensive support and
improvement under section 6311(c)(4)(D)(i) of this title to transfer to
another public school (which may include a charter school) that has
not been identified by the State under such section; and

(4) in paying the costs associated with the direct student services described
in paragraph (3), shall—

(A) first, pay such costs for students who are enrolled in schools identified
by the State for comprehensive support and improvement under
section 6311(c)(4)(D)(i) of this title;

(B) second, pay such costs for low-achieving students who are enrolled in
schools implementing targeted support and improvement plans under
section 6311(d)(2) of this title; and

(C) with any remaining funds, pay such costs for other low-achieving
students served by the local educational agency.

(d) Application
A local educational agency desiring to receive an award under subsection (b) shall
submit an application to the State educational agency at such time and in such
manner as the State educational agency shall require. At a minimum, each
application shall describe how the local educational agency will—
(1) provide adequate outreach to ensure parents can exercise a meaningful
choice of direct student services for their child's education;
(2) ensure parents have adequate time and information to make a
meaningful choice prior to enrolling their child in a direct student service;
(3) in the case of a local educational agency offering public school choice
under this section, ensure sufficient availability of seats in the public
schools the local educational agency will make available for public
school choice options;
(4) prioritize services to students who are lowest-achieving;
(5) select providers of direct student services, which may include one or
more of—
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(A) the local educational agency or other local educational agencies;

(B) community colleges or other institutions of higher education;

(C) non-public entities;

(D) community-based organizations; or

(E) in the case of high-quality academic tutoring, a variety of providers of
such tutoring that are selected and approved by the State and appear
on the State's list of such providers required under subsection (e)(2);

(6) monitor the provision of direct student services; and

(7) publicly report the results of direct student service providers in improving
relevant student outcomes in a manner that is accessible to parents.

(e) Providers and schools
A State educational agency that reserves an amount under subsection (a) shall—

(1) ensure that each local educational agency that receives an award under
this section and intends to provide public school choice under subsection
(c)(3)(E) can provide a sufficient number of options to provide a
meaningful choice for parents;

(2) compile and maintain an updated list of State-approved high-quality
academic tutoring providers that—

(A) is developed using a fair negotiation and rigorous selection and
approval process;
(B) provides parents with meaningful choices;
(C) offers a range of tutoring models, including online and on campus;
and
(D) includes only providers that—
(i) have a demonstrated record of success in increasing students'
academic achievement;
(i) comply with all applicable Federal, State, and local health, safety,
and civil rights laws; and
(iii) provide instruction and content that is secular, neutral, and non-
ideological;

(3) ensure that each local educational agency receiving an award is able to
provide an adequate number of high-quality academic tutoring options to
ensure parents have a meaningful choice of services;

(4) develop and implement procedures for monitoring the quality of services
provided by direct student service providers; and

(5) establish and implement clear criteria describing the course of action for
direct student service providers that are not successful in improving
student academic outcomes, which, for a high-quality academic tutoring
provider, may include a process to remove State approval under
paragraph (2).

Section 6312. Local educational agency plans
(a) Plans required
(1) Subgrants
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A local educational agency may receive a subgrant under this part for any
fiscal year only if such agency has on file with the State educational agency a
plan, approved by the State educational agency, that—

(A) is developed with timely and meaningful consultation with teachers,
principals, other school leaders, paraprofessionals, specialized
instructional support personnel, charter school leaders (in a local
educational agency that has charter schools), administrators
(including administrators of programs described in other parts of this
subchapter), other appropriate school personnel, and with parents of
children in schools served under this part; and

(B) as appropriate, is coordinated with other programs under this chapter,
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (20 U.S.C. 1400 et
seq.), the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (20 U.S.C. 701 et seq.),” the Carl
D. Perkins Career and Technical Education Act of 2006 (20 U.S.C.
2301 et seq.), the Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act (29
U.S.C. 3101 et seq.), the Head Start Act (42 U.S.C. 9831 et seq.), the
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11301 et seq.),
the Adult Education and Family Literacy Act (29 U.S.C. 3271 et seq.),
and other Acts as appropriate.

(2) Consolidated application
The plan may be submitted as part of a consolidated application under section
7845 of this title.
(3) State approval
(A) In general
Each local educational agency plan shall be filed according to a schedule
established by the State educational agency.
(B) Approval
The State educational agency shall approve a local educational agency's
plan only if the State educational agency determines that the local
educational agency's plan—

(i) provides that schools served under this part substantially help
children served under this part meet the challenging State academic
standards; and

(i) meets the requirements of this section.

(4) Duration
Each local educational agency plan shall be submitted for the first year for
which this part is in effect following December 10, 2015, and shall remain in
effect for the duration of the agency's participation under this part.

(5) Review
Each local educational agency shall periodically review and, as necessary,
revise its plan.

(6) Rule of construction
Consultation required under paragraph (1)(A) shall not interfere with the timely
submission of the plan required under this section.

(b) Plan provisions
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To ensure that all children receive a high-quality education, and to close the
achievement gap between children meeting the challenging State academic
standards and those children who are not meeting such standards, each local
educational agency plan shall describe—

(1) how the local educational agency will monitor students' progress in
meeting the challenging State academic standards by—

(A) developing and implementing a well-rounded program of instruction to
meet the academic needs of all students;

(B) identifying students who may be at risk for academic failure;

(C) providing additional educational assistance to individual students the
local educational agency or school determines need help in meeting
the challenging State academic standards; and

(D) identifying and implementing instructional and other strategies
intended to strengthen academic programs and improve school
conditions for student learning;

(2) how the local educational agency will identify and address, as required
under State plans as described in section 6311(g)(1)(B) of this title, any
disparities that result in low-income students and minority students being
taught at higher rates than other students by ineffective, inexperienced,
or out-of-field teachers;

(3) how the local educational agency will carry out its responsibilities under
paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 6311(d) of this title;

(4) the poverty criteria that will be used to select school attendance areas
under section 6313 of this title;

(5) in general, the nature of the programs to be conducted by such agency's
schools under sections 6314 and 6315 of this title and, where
appropriate, educational services outside such schools for children living
in local institutions for neglected or delinquent children, and for
neglected and delinquent children in community day school programs;

(6) the services the local educational agency will provide homeless children
and youths, including services provided with funds reserved under
section 6313(c)(3)(A) of this title, to support the enrollment, attendance,
and success of homeless children and youths, in coordination with the
services the local educational agency is providing under the McKinney-
Vento Homeless Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11301 et seq.);

(7) the strategy the local educational agency will use to implement effective
parent and family engagement under section 6318 of this title;

(8) if applicable, how the local educational agency will support, coordinate,
and integrate services provided under this part with early childhood
education programs at the local educational agency or individual school
level, including plans for the transition of participants in such programs to
local elementary school programs;

(9) how teachers and school leaders, in consultation with parents,
administrators, paraprofessionals, and specialized instructional support
personnel, in schools operating a targeted assistance school program



exec-essa-sep16item01
Attachment 5
Page 9 of 38

under section 6315 of this title, will identify the eligible children most in
need of services under this part;

(10) how the local educational agency will implement strategies to facilitate
effective transitions for students from middle grades to high school and
from high school to postsecondary education including, if applicable—

(A) through coordination with institutions of higher education, employers,
and other local partners; and

(B) through increased student access to early college high school or dual
or concurrent enroliment opportunities, or career counseling to identify
student interests and skills;

(11) how the local educational agency will support efforts to reduce the
overuse of discipline practices that remove students from the
classroom, which may include identifying and supporting schools with
high rates of discipline, disaggregated by each of the subgroups of
students, as defined in section 6311(c)(2) of this title;

(12) if determined appropriate by the local educational agency, how such
agency will support programs that coordinate and integrate—

(A) academic and career and technical education content through
coordinated instructional strategies, that may incorporate experiential
learning opportunities and promote skills attainment important to in-
demand occupations or industries in the State; and

(B) work-based learning opportunities that provide students in-depth
interaction with industry professionals and, if appropriate, academic
credit; and

(13) any other information on how the local educational agency proposes to

use funds to meet the purposes of this part, and that the local
educational agency determines appropriate to provide, which may
include how the local educational agency will—

(A) assist schools in identifying and serving gifted and talented students;
and

(B) assist schools in developing effective school library programs to
provide students an opportunity to develop digital literacy skills and
improve academic achievement.

(c) Assurances
Each local educational agency plan shall provide assurances that the local
educational agency will—

(1) ensure that migratory children and formerly migratory children who are
eligible to receive services under this part are selected to receive such
services on the same basis as other children who are selected to receive
services under this part;

(2) provide services to eligible children attending private elementary schools
and secondary schools in accordance with section 6320 of this title, and
timely and meaningful consultation with private school officials regarding
such services;
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(3) participate, if selected, in the National Assessment of Educational
Progress in reading and mathematics in grades 4 and 8 carried out
under section 9622(b)(3) of this title;

(4) coordinate and integrate services provided under this part with other
educational services at the local educational agency or individual school
level, such as services for English learners, children with disabilities,
migratory children, American Indian, Alaska Native, and Native Hawaiian
children, and homeless children and youths, in order to increase
program effectiveness, eliminate duplication, and reduce fragmentation
of the instructional program;

(5) collaborate with the State or local child welfare agency to—

(A) designate a point of contact if the corresponding child welfare agency
notifies the local educational agency, in writing, that the agency has
designated an employee to serve as a point of contact for the local
educational agency; and

(B) by not later than 1 year after December 10, 2015, develop and
implement clear written procedures governing how transportation to
maintain children in foster care in their school of origin when in their
best interest will be provided, arranged, and funded for the duration of
the time in foster care, which procedures shall—

(i) ensure that children in foster care needing transportation to the
school of origin will promptly receive transportation in a cost-
effective manner and in accordance with section 675(4)(A) of title
42; and

(i) ensure that, if there are additional costs incurred in providing
transportation to maintain children in foster care in their schools of
origin, the local educational agency will provide transportation to the
school of origin if—

(I) the local child welfare agency agrees to reimburse the local
educational agency for the cost of such transportation;
(I) the local educational agency agrees to pay for the cost of such
transportation; or
(1) the local educational agency and the local child welfare agency
agree to share the cost of such transportation; and 2
(6) ensure that all teachers and paraprofessionals working in a program
supported with funds under this part meet applicable State certification
and licensure requirements, including any requirements for certification
obtained through alternative routes to certification; and
(7) in the case of a local educational agency that chooses to use funds
under this part to provide early childhood education services to low-
income children below the age of compulsory school attendance, ensure
that such services comply with the performance standards established
under section 641A(a) of the Head Start Act (42 U.S.C. 9836a(a)).
(d) Special rule

For local educational agencies using funds under this part for the purposes described
in subsection (c)(7), the Secretary shall—
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(1) consult with the Secretary of Health and Human Services and establish
procedures (taking into consideration existing State and local laws, and
local teacher contracts) to assist local educational agencies to comply
with such subsection; and

(2) disseminate to local educational agencies the education performance
standards in effect under section 641A(a) of the Head Start Act (42
U.S.C. 9836a(a)), and such agencies affected by such subsection (c)(7)
shall plan to comply with such subsection (taking into consideration
existing State and local laws, and local teacher contracts), including by
pursuing the availability of other Federal, State, and local funding
sources to assist with such compliance.

(e) Parents right-to-know
(1) Information for parents
(A) In general
At the beginning of each school year, a local educational agency that
receives funds under this part shall notify the parents of each student
attending any school receiving funds under this part that the parents may
request, and the agency will provide the parents on request (and in a
timely manner), information regarding the professional qualifications of
the student's classroom teachers, including at a minimum, the following:

(i) Whether the student's teacher—

(I) has met State qualification and licensing criteria for the grade
levels and subject areas in which the teacher provides instruction;

(I) is teaching under emergency or other provisional status through
which State qualification or licensing criteria have been waived;
and

(1) is teaching in the field of discipline of the certification of the
teacher.

(i) Whether the child is provided services by paraprofessionals and, if
so, their qualifications.

(B) Additional information
In addition to the information that parents may request under
subparagraph (A), a school that receives funds under this part shall
provide to each individual parent of a child who is a student in such
school, with respect to such student—

(i) information on the level of achievement and academic growth of the
student, if applicable and available, on each of the State academic
assessments required under this part; and

(i) timely notice that the student has been assigned, or has been taught
for 4 or more consecutive weeks by, a teacher who does not meet
applicable State certification or licensure requirements at the grade
level and subject area in which the teacher has been assigned.

(2) Testing transparency
(A) In general
At the beginning of each school year, a local educational agency that
receives funds under this part shall notify the parents of each student
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attending any school receiving funds under this part that the parents may
request, and the local educational agency will provide the parents on
request (and in a timely manner), information regarding any State or local
educational agency policy regarding student participation in any
assessments mandated by section 6311(b)(2) of this title and by the
State or local educational agency, which shall include a policy,
procedure, or parental right to opt the child out of such assessment,
where applicable.
(B) Additional information
Subject to subparagraph (C), each local educational agency that receives
funds under this part shall make widely available through public means
(including by posting in a clear and easily accessible manner on the local
educational agency's website and, where practicable, on the website of
each school served by the local educational agency) for each grade
served by the local educational agency, information on each assessment
required by the State to comply with section 6311 of this title, other
assessments required by the State, and where such information is
available and feasible to report, assessments required districtwide by the
local educational agency, including—
(i) the subject matter assessed;
(i) the purpose for which the assessment is designed and used;
(iii) the source of the requirement for the assessment; and
(iv) where such information is available—
(I) the amount of time students will spend taking the assessment, and
the schedule for the assessment; and
(I) the time and format for disseminating results.
(C) Local educational agency that does not operate a website
In the case of a local educational agency that does not operate a website,
such local educational agency shall determine how to make the
information described in subparagraph (A) widely available, such as
through distribution of that information to the media, through public
agencies, or directly to parents.
(3) Language instruction
(A) Notice
Each local educational agency using funds under this part or subchapter
Il to provide a language instruction educational program as determined
under subchapter Il shall, not later than 30 days after the beginning of
the school year, inform parents of an English learner identified for
participation or participating in such a program, of—

(i) the reasons for the identification of their child as an English learner
and in need of placement in a language instruction educational
program;

(i) the child's level of English proficiency, how such level was
assessed, and the status of the child's academic achievement;

(iii) the methods of instruction used in the program in which their child
is, or will be, participating and the methods of instruction used in
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other available programs, including how such programs differ in
content, instructional goals, and the use of English and a native
language in instruction;

(iv) how the program in which their child is, or will be, participating will
meet the educational strengths and needs of their child;

(v) how such program will specifically help their child learn English and
meet age-appropriate academic achievement standards for grade
promotion and graduation;

(vi) the specific exit requirements for the program, including the
expected rate of transition from such program into classrooms that
are not tailored for English learners, and the expected rate of
graduation from high school (including four-year adjusted cohort
graduation rates and extended-year adjusted cohort graduation
rates for such program) if funds under this part are used for children
in high schools;

(vii) in the case of a child with a disability, how such program meets the
objectives of the individualized education program of the child, as
described in section 614(d) of the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act (20 U.S.C. 1414(d)); and

(viii) information pertaining to parental rights that includes written
guidance—

(I) detailing the right that parents have to have their child immediately
removed from such program upon their request;

(I) detailing the options that parents have to decline to enroll their
child in such program or to choose another program or method of
instruction, if available; and

() assisting parents in selecting among various programs and
methods of instruction, if more than 1 program or method is
offered by the eligible entity.

(B) Special rule applicable during the school year
For those children who have not been identified as English learners prior
to the beginning of the school year but are identified as English learners
during such school year, the local educational agency shall notify the
children's parents during the first 2 weeks of the child being placed in a
language instruction educational program consistent with subparagraph
(A).

(C) Parental participation

(i) In general

Each local educational agency receiving funds under this part shall

implement an effective means of outreach to parents of English

learners to inform the parents regarding how the parents can—

(I) be involved in the education of their children; and

(I) be active participants in assisting their children to—

(aa) attain English proficiency;
(bb) achieve at high levels within a well-rounded education; and
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(cc) meet the challenging State academic standards expected of
all students.
(i) Regular meetings
Implementing an effective means of outreach to parents under clause
(i) shall include holding, and sending notice of opportunities for, regular
meetings for the purpose of formulating and responding to
recommendations from parents of students assisted under this part or
subchapter lIl.
(D) Basis for admission or exclusion
A student shall not be admitted to, or excluded from, any federally
assisted education program on the basis of a surname or language-
minority status.
(4) Notice and format
The notice and information provided to parents under this subsection shall
be in an understandable and uniform format and, to the extent practicable,
provided in a language that the parents can understand.

Title Il, Part A
Section 6611(c). State uses of funds
(1) In general
Except as provided under paragraph (3), each State that receives an
allotment under subsection (b) for a fiscal year shall reserve not less than
95 percent of such allotment to make subgrants to local educational
agencies for such fiscal year, as described in section 6612 of this title.
(2) State administration
A State educational agency may use not more than 1 percent of the amount
allotted to such State under subsection (b) for the administrative costs of
carrying out such State educational agency's responsibilities under this part.
(3) Principals or other school leaders
Notwithstanding paragraph (1) and in addition to funds otherwise available
for activities under paragraph (4), a State educational agency may reserve
not more than 3 percent of the amount reserved for subgrants to local
educational agencies under paragraph (1) for one or more of the activities

for principals or other school leaders that are described in paragraph (4).
(4) State activities

(A) In general
The State educational agency for a State that receives an allotment under
subsection (b) may use funds not reserved under paragraph (1) to carry
out 1 or more of the activities described in subparagraph (B), which may
be implemented in conjunction with a State agency of higher education (if
such agencies are separate) and carried out through a grant or contract

with a for-profit or nonprofit entity, including an institution of higher
education.

(B) Types of State activities
The activities described in this subparagraph are the following:
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(i) Reforming teacher, principal, or other school leader certification,
recertification, licensing, or tenure systems or preparation program
standards and approval processes to ensure that—

(I) teachers have the necessary subject-matter knowledge and
teaching skills, as demonstrated through measures determined by
the State, which may include teacher performance assessments,
in the academic subjects that the teachers teach to help students
meet challenging State academic standards;

(I) principals or other school leaders have the instructional
leadership skills to help teachers teach and to help students meet
such challenging State academic standards; and

(1) teacher certification or licensing requirements are aligned with
such challenging State academic standards.

(i) Developing, improving, or providing assistance to local educational
agencies to support the design and implementation of teacher,
principal, or other school leader evaluation and support systems that
are based in part on evidence of student academic achievement,
which may include student growth, and shall include multiple
measures of educator performance and provide clear, timely, and
useful feedback to teachers, principals, or other school leaders,
such as by—

(I) developing and disseminating high-quality evaluation tools, such
as classroom observation rubrics, and methods, including training
and auditing, for ensuring inter-rater reliability of evaluation
results;

(I1) developing and providing training to principals, other school
leaders, coaches, mentors, and evaluators on how to accurately
differentiate performance, provide useful and timely feedback,
and use evaluation results to inform decisionmaking about
professional development, improvement strategies, and personnel
decisions; and

(IIl) developing a system for auditing the quality of evaluation and
support systems.

(iii) Improving equitable access to effective teachers.

(iv) Carrying out programs that establish, expand, or improve
alternative routes for State certification of teachers (especially for
teachers of children with disabilities, English learners, science,
technology, engineering, mathematics, or other areas where the
State experiences a shortage of educators), principals, or other
school leaders, for—

(I) individuals with a baccalaureate or master's degree, or other
advanced degree;

(I1) mid-career professionals from other occupations;

(IIl) paraprofessionals;

(IV) former military personnel; and
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(V) recent graduates of institutions of higher education with records
of academic distinction who demonstrate the potential to become
effective teachers, principals, or other school leaders.

(v) Developing, improving, and implementing mechanisms to assist
local educational agencies and schools in effectively recruiting and
retaining teachers, principals, or other school leaders who are
effective in improving student academic achievement, including
effective teachers from underrepresented minority groups and
teachers with disabilities, such as through—

(I) opportunities for effective teachers to lead evidence-based (to the
extent the State determines that such evidence is reasonably
available) professional development for the peers of such
effective teachers; and

(I) providing training and support for teacher leaders and principals
or other school leaders who are recruited as part of instructional

leadership teams.

(vi) Fulfilling the State educational agency's responsibilities concerning
proper and efficient administration and monitoring of the programs
carried out under this part, including provision of technical
assistance to local educational agencies.

(vii) Developing, or assisting local educational agencies in developing—

(I) career opportunities and advancement initiatives that promote
professional growth and emphasize multiple career paths, such as
instructional coaching and mentoring (including hybrid roles that
allow instructional coaching and mentoring while remaining in the
classroom), school leadership, and involvement with school
improvement and support;

(I) strategies that provide differential pay, or other incentives, to
recruit and retain teachers in high-need academic subjects and
teachers, principals, or other school leaders, in low-income
schools and school districts, which may include performance-
based pay systems; and

(1) new teacher, principal, or other school leader induction and
mentoring programs that are, to the extent the State determines
that such evidence is reasonably available, evidence-based, and
designed to—

(aa) improve classroom instruction and student learning and
achievement, including through improving school leadership
programs; and

(bb) increase the retention of effective teachers, principals, or other
school leaders.

(viii) Providing assistance to local educational agencies for the
development and implementation of high-quality professional
development programs for principals that enable the principals to
be effective and prepare all students to meet the challenging State
academic standards.
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(ix) Supporting efforts to train teachers, principals, or other school
leaders to effectively integrate technology into curricula and
instruction, which may include training to assist teachers in
implementing blended learning (as defined in section 7112(1) of
this title) projects.

(x) Providing training, technical assistance, and capacity-building to
local educational agencies that receive a subgrant under this part.

(xi) Reforming or improving teacher, principal, or other school leader
preparation programs, such as through establishing teacher
residency programs and school leader residency programs.

(xii) Establishing or expanding teacher, principal, or other school leader
preparation academies, with an amount of the funds described in
subparagraph (A) that is not more than 2 percent of the State's
allotment, if—

(I) allowable under State law;

(I) the State enables candidates attending a teacher, principal, or
other school leader preparation academy to be eligible for State
financial aid to the same extent as participants in other State-
approved teacher or principal preparation programs, including
alternative certification, licensure, or credential programs; and

(1) the State enables teachers, principals, or other school leaders
who are teaching or working while on alternative certificates,
licenses, or credentials to teach or work in the State while
enrolled in a teacher, principal, or other school leader preparation
academy.

(xiii) Supporting the instructional services provided by effective school
library programs.

(xiv) Developing, or assisting local educational agencies in developing,
strategies that provide teachers, principals, or other school leaders
with the skills, credentials, or certifications needed to educate all
students in postsecondary education coursework through early
college high school or dual or concurrent enroliment programs.

(xv) Providing training for all school personnel, including teachers,
principals, other school leaders, specialized instructional support
personnel, and paraprofessionals, regarding how to prevent and
recognize child sexual abuse.

(xvi) Supporting opportunities for principals, other school leaders,
teachers, paraprofessionals, early childhood education program
directors, and other early childhood education program providers
to participate in joint efforts to address the transition to elementary
school, including issues related to school readiness.

(xvii) Developing and providing professional development and other
comprehensive systems of support for teachers, principals, or
other school leaders to promote high-quality instruction and
instructional leadership in science, technology, engineering, and
mathematics subjects, including computer science.
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(xviii) Supporting the professional development and improving the
instructional strategies of teachers, principals, or other school
leaders to integrate career and technical education content into
academic instructional practices, which may include training on
best practices to understand State and regional workforce needs
and transitions to postsecondary education and the workforce.

(xix) Enabling States, as a consortium, to voluntarily develop a process
that allows teachers who are licensed or certified in a participating
State to teach in other participating States without completing
additional licensure or certification requirements, except that
nothing in this clause shall be construed to allow the Secretary to
exercise any direction, supervision, or control over State teacher
licensing or certification requirements.

(xx) Supporting and developing efforts to train teachers on the
appropriate use of student data to ensure that individual student
privacy is protected as required by section 12329 of this title
(commonly known as the "Family Educational Rights and Privacy
Act of 1974") and in accordance with State student privacy laws
and local educational agency student privacy and technology use
policies.

(xxi) Supporting other activities identified by the State that are, to the
extent the State determines that such evidence is reasonably
available, evidence-based and that meet the purpose of this
subchapter.

Section 6613. Local uses of funds
(a) In general
A local educational agency that receives a subgrant under section 6612 of this title
shall use the funds made available through the subgrant to develop, implement, and
evaluate comprehensive programs and activities described in subsection (b), which
may be carried out—
(1) through a grant or contract with a for-profit or nonprofit entity; or
(2) in partnership with an institution of higher education or an Indian tribe or
tribal organization (as such terms are defined under section 450b of title
25).
(b) Types of activities
The programs and activities described in this subsection—
(1) shall be in accordance with the purpose of this subchapter;
(2) shall address the learning needs of all students, including children with
disabilities, English learners, and gifted and talented students; and
(3) may include, among other programs and activities—

(A) developing or improving a rigorous, transparent, and fair evaluation
and support system for teachers, principals, or other school leaders
that—

(i) is based in part on evidence of student achievement, which may
include student growth; and
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(i) shall include multiple measures of educator performance and
provide clear, timely, and useful feedback to teachers, principals, or
other school leaders;

(B) developing and implementing initiatives to assist in recruiting, hiring,
and retaining effective teachers, particularly in low-income schools
with high percentages of ineffective teachers and high percentages of
students who do not meet the challenging State academic standards,
to improve within-district equity in the distribution of teachers,
consistent with section 6311(g)(1)(B) of this title, such as initiatives
that provide—

(i) expert help in screening candidates and enabling early hiring;

(ii) differential and incentive pay for teachers, principals, or other school
leaders in high-need academic subject areas and specialty areas,
which may include performance-based pay systems;

(iii) teacher, paraprofessional, principal, or other school leader
advancement and professional growth, and an emphasis on
leadership opportunities, multiple career paths, and pay
differentiation;

(iv) new teacher, principal, or other school leader induction and
mentoring programs that are designed to—

(I) improve classroom instruction and student learning and
achievement; and

(I1) increase the retention of effective teachers, principals, or other
school leaders;

(v) the development and provision of training for school leaders,
coaches, mentors, and evaluators on how accurately to differentiate
performance, provide useful feedback, and use evaluation results to
inform decisionmaking about professional development,
improvement strategies, and personnel decisions; and

(vi) a system for auditing the quality of evaluation and support systems;

(C) recruiting qualified individuals from other fields to become teachers,
principals, or other school leaders, including mid-career professionals
from other occupations, former military personnel, and recent
graduates of institutions of higher education with records of academic
distinction who demonstrate potential to become effective teachers,
principals, or other school leaders;

(D) reducing class size to a level that is evidence-based, to the extent the
State (in consultation with local educational agencies in the State)
determines that such evidence is reasonably available, to improve
student achievement through the recruiting and hiring of additional
effective teachers;

(E) providing high-quality, personalized professional development that is
evidence-based, to the extent the State (in consultation with local
educational agencies in the State) determines that such evidence is
reasonably available, for teachers, instructional leadership teams,
principals, or other school leaders, that is focused on improving
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teaching and student learning and achievement, including supporting
efforts to train teachers, principals, or other school leaders to—

(i) effectively integrate technology into curricula and instruction
(including education about the harms of copyright piracy);

(i) use data to improve student achievement and understand how to
ensure individual student privacy is protected, as required under
section 12329 of this title (commonly known as the "Family
Educational Rights and Privacy Act of 1974") and State and local
policies and laws in the use of such data;

(iii) effectively engage parents, families, and community partners, and
coordinate services between school and community;

(iv) help all students develop the skills essential for learning readiness
and academic success;

(v) develop policy with school, local educational agency, community, or
State leaders; and

(vi) participate in opportunities for experiential learning through
observation;

(F) developing programs and activities that increase the ability of teachers
to effectively teach children with disabilities, including children with
significant cognitive disabilities, and English learners, which may
include the use of multi-tier systems of support and positive
behavioral intervention and supports, so that such children with
disabilities and English learners can meet the challenging State
academic standards;

(G) providing programs and activities to increase—

(i) the knowledge base of teachers, principals, or other school leaders
on instruction in the early grades and on strategies to measure
whether young children are progressing; and

(ii) the ability of principals or other school leaders to support teachers,
teacher leaders, early childhood educators, and other professionals
to meet the needs of students through age 8, which may include
providing joint professional learning and planning activities for
school staff and educators in preschool programs that address the
transition to elementary school,

(H) providing training, technical assistance, and capacity-building in local
educational agencies to assist teachers, principals, or other school
leaders with selecting and implementing formative assessments,
designing classroom-based assessments, and using data from such
assessments to improve instruction and student academic
achievement, which may include providing additional time for teachers
to review student data and respond, as appropriate;

(I) carrying out in-service training for school personnel in—

(i) the techniques and supports needed to help educators understand
when and how to refer students affected by trauma, and children
with, or at risk of, mental iliness;
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(ii) the use of referral mechanisms that effectively link such children to
appropriate treatment and intervention services in the school and in
the community, where appropriate;

(iii) forming partnerships between school-based mental health
programs and public or private mental health organizations; and

(iv) addressing issues related to school conditions for student learning,
such as safety, peer interaction, drug and alcohol abuse, and
chronic absenteeism;

(J) providing training to support the identification of students who are
gifted and talented, including high-ability students who have not been
formally identified for gifted education services, and implementing
instructional practices that support the education of such students,
such as—

(i) early entrance to kindergarten;

(ii) enrichment, acceleration, and curriculum compacting activities; and

(iii) dual or concurrent enrollment programs in secondary school and

postsecondary education;

(K) supporting the instructional services provided by effective school
library programs;

(L) providing training for all school personnel, including teachers,
principals, other school leaders, specialized instructional support
personnel, and paraprofessionals, regarding how to prevent and
recognize child sexual abuse;

(M) developing and providing professional development and other
comprehensive systems of support for teachers, principals, or other
school leaders to promote high-quality instruction and instructional
leadership in science, technology, engineering, and mathematics
subjects, including computer science;

(N) developing feedback mechanisms to improve school working
conditions, including through periodically and publicly reporting results
of educator support and working conditions feedback;

(O) providing high-quality professional development for teachers,
principals, or other school leaders on effective strategies to integrate
rigorous academic content, career and technical education, and work-
based learning (if appropriate), which may include providing common
planning time, to help prepare students for postsecondary education
and the workforce; and

(P) carrying out other activities that are evidence-based, to the extent the
State (in consultation with local educational agencies in the State)
determines that such evidence is reasonably available, and identified
by the local educational agency that meet the purpose of this
subchapter.

Title lll, Part A
Section 6821(b). Use of funds
(1) Subgrants to eligible entities
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The Secretary may make a grant under subsection (a) of this section only if
the State educational agency involved agrees to expend at least 95 percent
of the State educational agency's allotment under subsection (c) of this
section for a fiscal year—

(A) to award subgrants, from allocations under section 6824 of this title, to
eligible entities to carry out the activities described in section 6825 of
this title (other than subsection (e)); and

(B) to award subgrants under section 6824(d)(1) of this title to eligible
entities that are described in that section to carry out the activities
described in section 6825(e) of this title.

(2) State activities
Subject to paragraph (3), each State educational agency receiving a grant
under subsection (a) of this section may reserve not more than 5 percent of
the agency's allotment under subsection (c) of this section to carry out one
or more of the following activities:

(A) Establishing and implementing, with timely and meaningful
consultation with local educational agencies representing the
geographic diversity of the State, standardized statewide entrance
and exit procedures, including a requirement that all students who
may be English learners are assessed for such status within 30 days
of enrollment in a school in the State.

(B) Providing effective teacher and principal preparation, effective
professional development activities, and other effective activities
related to the education of English learners, which may include
assisting teachers, principals, and other educators in—

(i) meeting State and local certification and licensing requirements for
teaching English learners; and

(ii) improving teaching skills in meeting the diverse needs of English
learners, including how to implement effective programs and curricula
on teaching English learners.

(C) Planning, evaluation, administration, and interagency coordination
related to the subgrants referred to in paragraph (1).

(D) Providing technical assistance and other forms of assistance to
eligible entities that are receiving subgrants from a State educational
agency under this subpart, including assistance in—

(i) identifying and implementing effective language instruction
educational programs and curricula for teaching English learners;

(ii) helping English learners meet the same challenging State academic
standards that all children are expected to meet;

(iii) identifying or developing, and implementing, measures of English
proficiency; and

(iv) strengthening and increasing parent, family, and community
engagement in programs that serve English learners.

(E) Providing recognition, which may include providing financial awards,
to recipients of subgrants under section 6825 of this title that have
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significantly improved the achievement and progress of English

learners in meeting—

(i) the State-designed long-term goals established under section
6311(c)(4)(A)(ii) of this title, including measurements of interim
progress towards meeting such goals, based on the State's English
language proficiency assessment under section 6311(b)(2)(G) of
this title; and

(i) the challenging State academic standards.

(3) Direct administrative expenses
From the amount reserved under paragraph (2), a State educational agency
may use not more than 50 percent of such amount or $175,000, whichever
is greater, for the planning and direct administrative costs of carrying out
paragraphs (1) and (2).

(c) Reservations and allotments

(1) Reservations
From the amount appropriated under section 6801 of this title for each fiscal
year, the Secretary shall reserve—

(A) 0.5 percent or $5,000,000 of such amount, whichever is greater, for
payments to eligible entities that are defined under section 6822(a) of
this title for activities, approved by the Secretary, consistent with this
subpart;

(B) 0.5 percent of such amount for payments to outlying areas, to be
allotted in accordance with their respective needs for assistance under
this subpart, as determined by the Secretary, for activities, approved
by the Secretary, consistent with this subpart; and

(C) 6.5 percent of such amount for national activities under sections 6861
and 7013 of this title, except that not more than $2,000,000 of such
amount may be reserved for the National Clearinghouse for English
Language Acquisition and Language Instruction Educational Programs
described in section 7013 of this title.

(2) State allotments
(A) In general

Except as provided in subparagraph (B), from the amount appropriated

under section 6801 of this title for each fiscal year that remains after

making the reservations under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall allot to
each State educational agency having a plan approved under section

6823(c) of this title—

(i) an amount that bears the same relationship to 80 percent of the
remainder as the number of English learners in the State bears to
the number of English learners in all States, as determined in
accordance with paragraph (3)(A); and

(i) an amount that bears the same relationship to 20 percent of the
remainder as the number of immigrant children and youth in the
State bears to the number of such children and youth in all States,
as determined in accordance with paragraph (3)(B).

(B) Minimum allotments
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No State educational agency shall receive an allotment under this
paragraph that is less than $500,000.

(C) Reallotment
If any State educational agency described in subparagraph (A) does not
submit a plan to the Secretary for a fiscal year, or submits a plan (or any
amendment to a plan) that the Secretary, after reasonable notice and
opportunity for a hearing, determines does not satisfy the requirements of
this subpart, the Secretary—

(i) shall endeavor to make the State's allotment available on a
competitive basis to specially qualified agencies within the State to
satisfy the requirements of section 6825 of this title (and any
additional requirements that the Secretary may impose), consistent
with the purposes of such section, and to carry out required and
authorized activities under such section; and

(ii) shall reallot any portion of such allotment remaining after the
application of clause (i) to the remaining State educational agencies
in accordance with subparagraph (A).

(D) Special rule for Puerto Rico
The total amount allotted to Puerto Rico for any fiscal year under

subparagraph (A) shall not exceed 0.5 percent of the total amount allotted
to all States for that fiscal year.

(3) Use of data for determinations
In making State allotments under paragraph (2) for each fiscal year, the
Secretary shall—
(A) determine the number of English learners in a State and in all States,
using the most accurate, up-to-date data, which shall be—
(i) data available from the American Community Survey conducted by
the Department of Commerce, which may be multiyear estimates;
(ii) the number of students being assessed for English language
proficiency, based on the State's English language proficiency
assessment under section 6311(b)(2)(G) of this title, which may be
multiyear estimates; or
(iii) a combination of data available under clauses (i) and (ii); and
(B) determine the number of immigrant children and youth in the State
and in all States based only on data available from the American

Community Survey conducted by the Department of Commerce, which may
be multiyear estimates.

Section 6824. Within-State allocations
(@) In general

After making the reservation required under subsection (d)(1), each State educational
agency receiving a grant under section 6821(c)(2) of this title shall award subgrants
for a fiscal year by allocating in a timely manner to each eligible entity in the State
having a plan approved under section 6826 of this title an amount that bears the
same relationship to the amount received under the grant and remaining after making
such reservation as the population of English learners in schools served by the
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eligible entity bears to the population of English learners in schools served by all
eligible entities in the State.
(b) Limitation
A State educational agency shall not award a subgrant from an allocation made under
subsection (a) of this section if the amount of such subgrant would be less than
$10,000.
(c) Reallocation
Whenever a State educational agency determines that an amount from an allocation
made to an eligible entity under subsection (a) of this section for a fiscal year will not
be used by the entity for the purpose for which the allocation was made, the agency
shall, in accordance with such rules as it determines to be appropriate, reallocate such
amount, consistent with such subsection, to other eligible entities in the State that the
agency determines will use the amount to carry out that purpose.
(d) Required reservation
A State educational agency receiving a grant under this subpart for a fiscal year—
(1) shall reserve not more than 15 percent of the agency's allotment under
section 6821(c)(2) of this title to award subgrants to eligible entities in
the State that have experienced a significant increase, as compared to
the average of the 2 preceding fiscal years, in the percentage or
number of immigrant children and youth, who have enrolled, during the
fiscal year for which the subgrant is made, in public and nonpublic
elementary schools and secondary schools in the geographic areas
under the jurisdiction of, or served by, such entities; and
(2) in awarding subgrants under paragraph (1)—

(A) shall equally consider eligible entities that satisfy the requirement of
such paragraph but have limited or no experience in serving
immigrant children and youth; and

(B) shall consider the quality of each local plan under section 6826 of this
title and ensure that each subgrant is of sufficient size and scope to
meet the purposes of this part.

Section 6825. Subgrants to eligible entities

(a) Purposes of subgrants
A State educational agency may make a subgrant to an eligible entity from funds
received by the agency under this subpart only if the entity agrees to expend the
funds to improve the education of English learners by assisting the children to learn
English and meet the challenging State academic standards. In carrying out activities
with such funds, the eligible entity shall use effective approaches and methodologies
for teaching English learners and immigrant children and youth for the following
purposes:

(1) Developing and implementing new language instruction educational
programs and academic content instructional programs for English
learners and immigrant children and youth, including early childhood
education programs, elementary school programs, and secondary
school programs.
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(2) Carrying out highly focused, innovative, locally designed activities to
expand or enhance existing language instruction educational programs
and academic content instructional programs for English learners and
immigrant children and youth.

(3) Implementing, within an individual school, schoolwide programs for
restructuring, reforming, and upgrading all relevant programs, activities,
and operations relating to language instruction educational programs
and academic content instruction for English learners and immigrant
children and youth.

(4) Implementing, within the entire jurisdiction of a local educational agency,
agencywide programs for restructuring, reforming, and upgrading all
relevant programs, activities, and operations relating to language
instruction educational programs and academic content instruction for
English learners and immigrant children and youth.

(b) Direct administrative expenses
Each eligible entity receiving funds under section 6824(a) of this title for a fiscal year
may use not more than 2 percent of such funds for the cost of administering this
subpart.

(c) Required subgrantee activities
An eligible entity receiving funds under section 6824(a) of this title shall use the
funds—

(1) to increase the English language proficiency of English learners by
providing effective language instruction educational programs that meet
the needs of English learners and demonstrate success in increasing—
(A) English language proficiency; and
(B) student academic achievement;

(2) to provide effective professional development to classroom teachers
(including teachers in classroom settings that are not the settings of
language instruction educational programs), principals and other school
leaders, administrators, and other school or community-based
organizational personnel, that is—

(A) designed to improve the instruction and assessment of English
learners;

(B) designed to enhance the ability of such teachers, principals, and other
school leaders to understand and implement curricula, assessment
practices and measures, and instructional strategies for English
learners;

(C) effective in increasing children's English language proficiency or
substantially increasing the subject matter knowledge, teaching
knowledge, and teaching skills of such teachers; and

(D) of sufficient intensity and duration (which shall not include activities
such as 1-day or short-term workshops and conferences) to have a
positive and lasting impact on the teachers' performance in the
classroom, except that this subparagraph shall not apply to an activity
that is one component of a long-term, comprehensive professional
development plan established by a teacher and the teacher's
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supervisor based on an assessment of the needs of the teacher, the
supervisor, the students of the teacher, and any local educational
agency employing the teacher, as appropriate; and
(3) to provide and implement other effective activities and strategies that
enhance or supplement language instruction educational programs for
English learners, which—
(A) shall include parent, family, and community engagement activities;
and
(B) may include strategies that serve to coordinate and align related
programs.
(d) Authorized subgrantee activities
Subject to subsection (c), an eligible entity receiving funds under section 6824(a) of
this title may use the funds to achieve any of the purposes described in subsection
(a) by undertaking 1 or more of the following activities:

(1) Upgrading program objectives and effective instructional strategies.

(2) Improving the instructional program for English learners by identifying,
acquiring, and upgrading curricula, instructional materials, educational
software, and assessment procedures.

(3) Providing to English learners—

(A) tutorials and academic or career and technical education; and
(B) intensified instruction, which may include materials in a language that
the student can understand, interpreters, and translators.

(4) Developing and implementing effective preschool, elementary school, or
secondary school language instruction educational programs that are
coordinated with other relevant programs and services.

(5) Improving the English language proficiency and academic achievement
of English learners.

(6) Providing community participation programs, family literacy services,
and parent and family outreach and training activities to English learners
and their families—

(A) to improve the English language skills of English learners; and

(B) to assist parents and families in helping their children to improve their
academic achievement and becoming active participants in the
education of their children.

(7) Improving the instruction of English learners, which may include English
learners with a disability, by providing for—

(A) the acquisition or development of educational technology or
instructional materials;

(B) access to, and participation in, electronic networks for materials,
training, and communication; and

(C) incorporation of the resources described in subparagraphs (A) and (B)
into curricula and programs, such as those funded under this subpart.

(8) Offering early college high school or dual or concurrent enrollment
programs or courses designed to help English learners achieve success
in postsecondary education.
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(9) Carrying out other activities that are consistent with the purposes of this
section.
(e) Activities by agencies experiencing substantial increases in immigrant
children and youth
(1) In general

An eligible entity receiving funds under section 6824(d)(1) of this title shall
use the funds to pay for activities that provide enhanced instructional
opportunities for immigrant children and youth, which may include—

(A) family literacy, parent and family outreach, and training activities
designed to assist parents and families to become active participants
in the education of their children;

(B) recruitment of, and support for, personnel, including teachers and
paraprofessionals who have been specifically trained, or are being
trained, to provide services to immigrant children and youth;

(C) provision of tutorials, mentoring, and academic or career counseling
for immigrant children and youth;

(D) identification, development, and acquisition of curricular materials,
educational software, and technologies to be used in the program
carried out with awarded funds;

(E) basic instructional services that are directly attributable to the
presence of immigrant children and youth in the local educational
agency involved, including the payment of costs of providing
additional classroom supplies, costs of transportation, or such other
costs as are directly attributable to such additional basic instructional
services;

(F) other instructional services that are designed to assist immigrant
children and youth to achieve in elementary schools and secondary
schools in the United States, such as programs of introduction to the
educational system and civics education; and

(G) activities, coordinated with community-based organizations,
institutions of higher education, private sector entities, or other entities
with expertise in working with immigrants, to assist parents and
families of immigrant children and youth by offering comprehensive
community services.

(2) Duration of subgrants
The duration of a subgrant made by a State educational agency under
section 6824(d)(1) of this title shall be determined by the agency in its
discretion.

(f) Selection of method of instruction

(1) In general
To receive a subgrant from a State educational agency under this subpart,
an eligible entity shall select one or more methods or forms of effective
instruction to be used in the programs and activities undertaken by the entity
to assist English learners to attain English language proficiency and meet
challenging State academic standards.

(2) Consistency
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The selection described in paragraph (1) shall be consistent with sections
6845 through 6847 of this title.

(g9) Supplement, not supplant
Federal funds made available under this subpart shall be used so as to supplement
the level of Federal, State, and local public funds that, in the absence of such
availability, would have been expended for programs for English learners and

immigrant children and youth and in no case to supplant such Federal, State, and
local public funds.

Section 6826. Local plans
(a) Plan required

Each eligible entity desiring a subgrant from the State educational agency under
section 6824 of this title shall submit a plan to the State educational agency at such
time, in such manner, and containing such information as the State educational
agency may require.

(b) Contents
Each plan submitted under subsection (a) of this section shall—

(1) describe the effective programs and activities, including language
instruction educational programs, proposed to be developed,
implemented, and administered under the subgrant that will help English
learners increase their English language proficiency and meet the
challenging State academic standards;

(2) describe how the eligible entity will ensure that elementary schools and
secondary schools receiving funds under this subpart assist English
learners in—

(A) achieving English proficiency based on the State's English language
proficiency assessment under section 6311(b)(2)(G) of this title,
consistent with the State's long-term goals, as described in section
6311(c)(4)(A)(ii) of this title; and

(B) meeting the challenging State academic standards;

(3) describe how the eligible entity will promote parent, family, and
community engagement in the education of English learners;

(4) contain assurances that—

(A) each local educational agency that is included in the eligible entity is
complying with section 6312(e) of this title prior to, and throughout,
each school year as of the date of application;

(B) the eligible entity is not in violation of any State law, including State
constitutional law, regarding the education of English learners,
consistent with sections 6846 and 6847 of this title;

(C) the eligible entity consulted with teachers, researchers, school
administrators, parents and family members, community members,
public or private entities, and institutions of higher education, in
developing and implementing such plan; and

(D) the eligible entity will, if applicable, coordinate activities and share
relevant data under the plan with local Head Start and Early Head
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Start agencies, including migrant and seasonal Head Start agencies,
and other early childhood education providers.
(c) Teacher English fluency
Each eligible entity receiving a subgrant under section 6824 of this title shall include
in its plan a certification that all teachers in any language instruction educational
program for English learners that is, or will be, funded under this part are fluent in
English and any other language used for instruction, including having written and oral
communications skills.

Title IV, Part A

Section 7114. State use of funds

(@) In general
Each State that receives an allotment under section 7113 of this title for a fiscal year
shall—

(1) reserve not less than 95 percent of the allotment to make allocations to
local educational agencies under section 7115 of this title;

(2) reserve not more than 1 percent of the allotment for the administrative
costs of carrying out its responsibilities under this subpart, including
public reporting on how funds made available under this subpart are
being expended by local educational agencies, including the degree to
which the local educational agencies have made progress toward
meeting the objectives and outcomes described in section 7116(e)(1)(E)
of this title; and

(3) use the amount made available to the State and not reserved under
paragraphs (1) and (2) for activities described in subsection (b).

(b) State activities
Each State that receives an allotment under section 7113 of this title shall use the
funds available under subsection (a)(3) for activities and programs designed to meet
the purposes of this subpart, which may include—

(1) providing monitoring of, and training, technical assistance, and capacity
building to, local educational agencies that receive an allotment under
section 7115 of this title;

(2) identifying and eliminating State barriers to the coordination and
integration of programs, initiatives, and funding streams that meet the
purposes of this subpart, so that local educational agencies can better
coordinate with other agencies, schools, and community-based services
and programs; or

(3) supporting local educational agencies in providing programs and
activities that—

(A) offer well-rounded educational experiences to all students, as
described in section 7117 of this title, including female students,
minority students, English learners, children with disabilities, and low-
income students who are often underrepresented in critical and
enriching subjects, which may include—

(i) increasing student access to and improving student engagement and
achievement in—
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(I) high-quality courses in science, technology, engineering, and
mathematics, including computer science;

(I) activities and programs in music and the arts;

(1) foreign languages;

(IV) accelerated learning programs that provide—

(aa) postsecondary level courses accepted for credit at institutions
of higher education, including dual or concurrent enrollment
programs, and early college high schools; or

(bb) postsecondary level instruction and examinations that are
accepted for credit at institutions of higher education, including
Advanced Placement and International Baccalaureate
programs;

(V) American history, civics, economics, geography, social studies, or

government education;

(VI) environmental education; or

(VII) other courses, activities, and programs or other experiences that

contribute to a well-rounded education; or

(i) reimbursing low-income students to cover part or all of the costs of
accelerated learning examination fees, as described in clause (i)(IV);

(B) foster safe, healthy, supportive, and drug-free environments that
support student academic achievement, as described in section 7118
of this title, which may include—

(i) coordinating with any local educational agencies or consortia of such
agencies implementing a youth PROMISE plan to reduce
exclusionary discipline, as described in section 7118(5)(F) of this title;

(i) supporting local educational agencies to—

(I) implement mental health awareness training programs that are
evidence-based (to the extent the State determines that such
evidence is reasonably available) to provide education to school
personnel regarding resources available in the community for
students with mental illnesses and other relevant resources
relating to mental health or the safe de-escalation of crisis
situations involving a student with a mental iliness; or

(II) expand access to or coordinate resources for school-based
counseling and mental health programs, such as through school-
based mental health services partnership programs;

(iii) providing local educational agencies with resources that are
evidence-based (to the extent the State determines that such
evidence is reasonably available) addressing ways to integrate
health and safety practices into school or athletic programs; and

(iv) disseminating best practices and evaluating program outcomes
relating to any local educational agency activities to promote student
safety and violence prevention through effective communication as
described in section 7118(5)(C)(iv) of this title; and

(C) increase access to personalized, rigorous learning experiences
supported by technology by—
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(i) providing technical assistance to local educational agencies to

improve the ability of local educational agencies to—

() identify and address technology readiness needs, including the
types of technology infrastructure and access available to the
students served by the local educational agency, including
computer devices, access to school libraries, Internet connectivity,
operating systems, software, related network infrastructure, and
data security;

(1) use technology, consistent with the principles of universal design
for learning, to support the learning needs of all students, including
children with disabilities and English learners; and

(1) build capacity for principals, other school leaders, and local
educational agency administrators to support teachers in using
data and technology to improve instruction and personalize
learning;

(i) supporting schools in rural and remote areas to expand access to
high-quality digital learning opportunities;

(iii) developing or using strategies that are innovative or evidence-based
(to the extent the State determines that such evidence is reasonably
available) for the delivery of specialized or rigorous academic
courses and curricula through the use of technology, including digital
learning technologies and assistive technology, which may include
increased access to online dual or concurrent enroliment
opportunities, career and technical courses, and programs leading
to a recognized postsecondary credential (as defined in section
3102 of title 29);

(iv) disseminating promising practices related to technology instruction,
data security, and the acquisition and implementation of technology
tools and applications, including through making such promising
practices publicly available on the website of the State educational
agency;

(v) providing teachers, paraprofessionals, school librarians and media
personnel, specialized instructional support personnel, and
administrators with the knowledge and skills to use technology
effectively, including effective integration of technology, to improve
instruction and student achievement, which may include
coordination with teacher, principal, and other school leader
preparation programs; and

(vi) making instructional content widely available through open
educational resources, which may include providing tools and
processes to support local educational agencies in making such
resources widely available.

(c) Special rule
A State that receives a grant under this subpart for fiscal year 2017 may use the
amount made available to the State and not reserved under paragraphs (1) and (2) of
subsection (a) for such fiscal year to cover part or all of the fees for accelerated
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learning examinations taken by low-income students during the 2016-2017 school
year, in accordance with subsection (b)(3)(A)(ii).

Section 7114. Activities to support well-rounded educational opportunities

(a) In general
Subject to section 7116(f) of this title, each local educational agency, or consortium of
such agencies, that receives an allocation under section 7115(a) of this title shall use
a portion of such funds to develop and implement programs and activities that
support access to a well-rounded education and that—

(1) are coordinated with other schools and community-based services and
programs;

(2) may be conducted in partnership with an institution of higher education,
business, nonprofit organization, community-based organization, or other
public or private entity with a demonstrated record of success in
implementing activities under this section; and

(3) may include programs and activities, such as—

(A) college and career guidance and counseling programs, such as—

(i) postsecondary education and career awareness and exploration
activities;

(ii) training counselors to effectively use labor market information in
assisting students with postsecondary education and career
planning; and

(iii) financial literacy and Federal financial aid awareness activities;

(B) programs and activities that use music and the arts as tools to support
student success through the promotion of constructive student
engagement, problem solving, and conflict resolution;

(C) programming and activities to improve instruction and student
engagement in science, technology, engineering, and mathematics,
including computer science, (referred to in this section as "STEM
subjects") such as—

(i) increasing access for students through grade 12 who are members of
groups underrepresented in such subject fields, such as female
students, minority students, English learners, children with
disabilities, and economically disadvantaged students, to high-quality
courses;

(ii) supporting the participation of low-income students in nonprofit
competitions related to STEM subjects (such as robotics, science
research, invention, mathematics, computer science, and technology
competitions);

(iii) providing hands-on learning and exposure to science, technology,
engineering, and mathematics and supporting the use of field-based
or service learning to enhance the students' understanding of the
STEM subjects;

(iv) supporting the creation and enhancement of STEM-focused

specialty schools;
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(v) facilitating collaboration among school, after-school program, and
informal program personnel to improve the integration of
programming and instruction in the identified subjects; and

(vi) integrating other academic subjects, including the arts, into STEM
subject programs to increase participation in STEM subjects,
improve attainment of skills related to STEM subjects, and promote
well-rounded education;

(D) efforts to raise student academic achievement through accelerated
learning programs described in section 7114(b)(3)(A)(i)(1V) of this title,
such as—

(i) reimbursing low-income students to cover part or all of the costs of
accelerated learning examination fees, if the low-income students are
enrolled in accelerated learning courses and plan to take accelerated
learning examinations; or

(i) increasing the availability of, and enrollment in, accelerated learning
courses, accelerated learning examinations, dual or concurrent
enrollment programs, and early college high school courses;

(E) activities to promote the development, implementation, and
strengthening of programs to teach traditional American history, civics,
economics, geography, or government education;

(F) foreign language instruction;

(G) environmental education;

(H) programs and activities that promote volunteerism and community

involvement;

(I) programs and activities that support educational programs that
integrate multiple disciplines, such as programs that combine arts and
mathematics; or

(J) other activities and programs to support student access to, and
success in, a variety of well-rounded education experiences.

(b) Special rule
A local educational agency, or consortium of such agencies, that receives a subgrant
under this subpart for fiscal year 2017 may use such funds to cover part or all of the
fees for accelerated learning examinations taken by low-income students during the
2016-2017 school year, in accordance with subsection (a)(3)(D).

Section 7118. Activities to support safe and healthy students
Subject to section 7116(f) of this title, each local educational agency, or consortium of
such agencies, that receives an allocation under section 7115(a) of this title shall use
a portion of such funds to develop, implement, and evaluate comprehensive
programs and activities that—
(1) are coordinated with other schools and community-based services and
programs;
(2) foster safe, healthy, supportive, and drug-free environments that support
student academic achievement;
(3) promote the involvement of parents in the activity or program;
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(4) may be conducted in partnership with an institution of higher education,
business, nonprofit organization, community-based organization, or other
public or private entity with a demonstrated record of success in
implementing activities described in this section; and

(5) may include, among other programs and activities—
(A) drug and violence prevention activities and programs that are

evidence-based (to the extent the State, in consultation with local
educational agencies in the State, determines that such evidence is
reasonably available) including—

(i) programs to educate students against the use of alcohol, tobacco,
marijuana, smokeless tobacco products, and electronic cigarettes;
and

(ii) professional development and training for school and specialized
instructional support personnel and interested community members
in prevention, education, early identification, intervention mentoring,
recovery support services and, where appropriate, rehabilitation

referral, as related to drug and violence prevention;

(B) in accordance with sections 7101 and 7121 of this title—
(i) school-based mental health services, including early identification of

mental health symptoms, drug use, and violence, and appropriate

referrals to direct individual or group counseling services, which may

be provided by school-based mental health services providers; and
(ii) school-based mental health services partnership programs that—

(I) are conducted in partnership with a public or private mental health

entity or health care entity; and

(I1) provide comprehensive school-based mental health services and

supports and staff development for school and community

personnel working in the school that are—

(aa) based on trauma-informed practices that are evidence-based
(to the extent the State, in consultation with local educational
agencies in the State, determines that such evidence is
reasonably available);

(bb) coordinated (where appropriate) with early intervening services
provided under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act

(20 U.S.C. 1400 et seq.); and
(cc) provided by qualified mental and behavioral health
professionals who are certified or licensed by the State

involved and practicing within their area of expertise;
(C) programs or activities that—

(i) integrate health and safety practices into school or athletic programs;

(i) support a healthy, active lifestyle, including nutritional education and
regular, structured physical education activities and programs, that
may address chronic disease management with instruction led by
school nurses, nurse practitioners, or other appropriate specialists or
professionals to help maintain the well-being of students;

(iii) help prevent bullying and harassment;
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(iv) improve instructional practices for developing relationship-building
skills, such as effective communication, and improve safety through
the recognition and prevention of coercion, violence, or abuse,
including teen and dating violence, stalking, domestic abuse, and
sexual violence and harassment;

(v) provide mentoring and school counseling to all students, including
children who are at risk of academic failure, dropping out of school,
involvement in criminal or delinquent activities, or drug use and
abuse;

(vi) establish or improve school dropout and re-entry programs; or

(vii) establish learning environments and enhance students' effective
learning skills that are essential for school readiness and academic
success, such as by providing integrated systems of student and
family supports;

(D) high-quality training for school personnel, including specialized

instructional support personnel, related to—

(i) suicide prevention;

(ii) effective and trauma-informed practices in classroom management;

(iii) crisis management and conflict resolution techniques;

(iv) human trafficking (defined, for purposes of this subparagraph, as an
act or practice described in paragraph (9) or (10) of section 7102 of
title 22);

(v) school-based violence prevention strategies;

(vi) drug abuse prevention, including educating children facing
substance abuse at home; and

(vii) bullying and harassment prevention;

(E) in accordance with sections 7101 and 7121 of this title, child sexual
abuse awareness and prevention programs or activities, such as
programs or activities designed to provide—

(i) age-appropriate and developmentally-appropriate instruction for
students in child sexual abuse awareness and prevention, including
how to recognize child sexual abuse and how to safely report child
sexual abuse; and

(i) information to parents and guardians of students about child sexual
abuse awareness and prevention, including how to recognize child
sexual abuse and how to discuss child sexual abuse with a child;

(F) designing and implementing a locally-tailored plan to reduce
exclusionary discipline practices in elementary and secondary schools
that—

(i) is consistent with best practices;

(i) includes strategies that are evidence-based (to the extent the State,
in consultation with local educational agencies in the State,
determines that such evidence is reasonably available); and

(iii) is aligned with the long-term goal of prison reduction through
opportunities, mentoring, intervention, support, and other education
services, referred to as a "youth PROMISE plan"; or
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(G) implementation of schoolwide positive behavioral interventions and
supports, including through coordination with similar activities carried
out under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (20 U.S.C.
1400 et seq.), in order to improve academic outcomes and school
conditions for student learning;

(H) designating a site resource coordinator at a school or local educational
agency to provide a variety of services, such as—

(i) establishing partnerships within the community to provide resources
and support for schools;

(ii) ensuring that all service and community partners are aligned with the
academic expectations of a community school in order to improve
student success; and

(iii) strengthening relationships between schools and communities; or

(I) pay for success initiatives aligned with the purposes of this section.

Section 7119. Activities to support the effective use of technology

(a) Uses of funds
Subject to section 7116(f) of this title, each local educational agency, or consortium of
such agencies, that receives an allocation under section 7115(a) ' of this title shall
use a portion of such funds to improve the use of technology to improve the
academic achievement, academic growth, and digital literacy of all students, including
by meeting the needs of such agency or consortium that are identified in the needs
assessment conducted under section 7116(d) of this title (if applicable), which may
include—

(1) providing educators, school leaders, and administrators with the
professional learning tools, devices, content, and resources to—

(A) personalize learning to improve student academic achievement;

(B) discover, adapt, and share relevant high-quality educational resources;

(C) use technology effectively in the classroom, including by administering
computer-based assessments and blended learning strategies; and

(D) implement and support school- and district-wide approaches for using
technology to inform instruction, support teacher collaboration, and
personalize learning;

(2) building technological capacity and infrastructure, which may include—
(A) procuring content and ensuring content quality; and
(B) purchasing devices, equipment, and software applications in order to

address readiness shortfalls;

(3) developing or using effective or innovative strategies for the delivery of
specialized or rigorous academic courses and curricula through the use
of technology, including digital learning technologies and assistive
technology;

(4) carrying out blended learning projects, which shall include—

(A) planning activities, which may include development of new
instructional models (including blended learning technology software
and platforms), the purchase of digital instructional resources, initial
professional development activities, and one-time information
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technology purchases, except that such expenditures may not include
expenditures related to significant construction or renovation of
facilities; or

(B) ongoing professional development for teachers, principals, other
school leaders, or other personnel involved in the project that is
designed to support the implementation and academic success of the
project;

(5) providing professional development in the use of technology (which may
be provided through partnerships with outside organizations) to enable
teachers and instructional leaders to increase student achievement in the
areas of science, technology, engineering, and mathematics, including
computer science; and

(6) providing students in rural, remote, and underserved areas with the
resources to take advantage of high-quality digital learning experiences,
digital resources, and access to online courses taught by effective
educators.

(b) Special rule
A local educational agency, or consortium of such agencies, shall not use more than
15 percent of funds for purchasing technology infrastructure as described in
subsection (a)(2)(B), which shall include technology infrastructure purchased for the
activities under subsection (a)(4)(A).
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CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
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SUBJECT
X] Action

STATE BOARD PROJECTS AND PRIORITIES.

Including, but not limited to, future meeting plans; agenda items;
and officer nominations and/or elections; State Board B
appointments and direction to staff; declaratory and
commendatory resolutions; Bylaw review and revision; Board _ .
policy; approval of minutes; Board liaison reports; training of [] Public Hearing
Board members; and other matters of interest.

Information

SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

1. SBE Draft Preliminary Report of Actions/Minutes for the July 13-14, 2016 meeting
2. Board member liaison reports

RECOMMENDATION

The SBE staff recommends that the SBE approve the Preliminary Report of
Actions/Minutes for the July 13-14, 2016, meeting (Attachment 1).

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND
ACTION

At each regular meeting, the State Board has traditionally had an agenda item under
which to address “housekeeping” matters, such as agenda planning; non-closed
session litigation updates; non-controversial proclamations and resolutions; bylaw and
Board policy review and revision; Board minutes; Board liaison reports; and other
matters of interest. The State Board has asked that this item be placed appropriately on
each agenda.

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

Not applicable.
ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1: State Board of Education Draft Preliminary Report of Actions/Minutes for
the July 13-14, 2016 meeting (30 Pages) may be viewed at the following
link: http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/mt/ms/.
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Information

SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

This agenda item reflects the collaborative efforts of several divisions within the
California Department of Education (CDE) to provide an update on the California
Assessment of Student Performance and Progress (CAASPP) System, and is an action
item to seek approval of the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI)
recommended achievement standard setting for the California Alternate Assessment
(CAA) for English language arts (ELA) and mathematics levels 1, 2, and 3, and the
proposed high-level test design for the California Spanish Assessment (CSA).

RECOMMENDATIONS

The CDE recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) adopt the SSPI's
proposed levels for the CAAs for ELA and mathematics levels 1, 2, and 3.

The CDE also recommends that the SBE approve the Proposed High-Level Test Design
for the California Spanish Assessment, which is inclusive of, but not limited to, the
purpose of the assessment, its target population, and a test development timeline.

The SBE approval of the high-level test design for the California Spanish Assessment
will allow the test development activities included in the CAASPP assessment
administration contract to continue.

BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

CURRENT HIGHLIGHTS

e The CDE launched the newly revised CAASPP Results Web site
(http://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/) on August 24 that includes additional features; for
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example, users are able to view a comparison of results across different entities
and change over time.

e Overall, all California students made real progress in just the second year of
CAASPP, showing across-the-board gains on tests designed to gauge their
preparation for college and career.

¢ In August 2016, California educators were involved in recommending threshold
scores for the CAA for ELA and mathematics that are included in this item for
SBE action.

Update on 2015-16 Administration of CAASPP

The CDE public release of the second operational administration of the Smarter
Balanced Summative Assessments took place on August 24, 2016. The news release
announcing the public release may be found on the CDE News Releases Web page at
http://www.cde.ca.gov/nr/ne/yr16. The CDE redesigned the CAASPP Results Web site
to accommodate new assessments as they become available, along with two new
features. The first feature allows users to view results from the previous year with the
current year scores. The second feature allows users to select up to three entities (e.g.,
school, district, county, or state) to view their results side by side. The CAASPP Results
Web site may be found at http://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/. The legacy assessments (i.e.,
California Standards Tests for Science, California Alternate Performance Assessments
[CAPA] for Science, and Standards-based Tests in Spanish for Reading Language Arts)
will be reported using the same platform as in previous years and will be released in the
fall.

In an ongoing effort to improve support to local educational agencies (LEAs) for the
2016-17 test administration and beyond, Educational Testing Service (ETS) used two
modes of outreach, both an online survey and focus groups, to learn about LEA
experiences in the second operational administration of the online assessments that
took place January 19 through July 26, 2016. The CDE will provide the findings from the
online survey and focus groups, and the resulting recommendations for improvement in
an October Information Memorandum.

CAASPP in Action

In August 2016, the CDE launched the CAASPP in Action series—a new resource in
which LEAs share their successes, challenges, and lessons learned while implementing
the CAASPP System. The series is comprised of reports documenting the strategic
implementation by LEAs of one or more components of the CAASPP System (e.g.,
interim assessments, Digital Library). Each report includes a district profile,
implementation goals, lessons learned, and next steps in an effort to continuously
improve teaching and learning. These resources are available on the CDE CAASPP in
Action Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/ca/caasppinaction.asp.
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Summer Hand-Scoring Workshops

In July and August 2016, ETS conducted eight one-day CAASPP Summer Hand-
Scoring Workshops throughout California. These workshops provided training to
educators in scoring constructed-response items and performance tasks for the English
language arts/literacy and mathematics tests. The interactive sessions allowed
educators to gain a deeper understanding of the Smarter Balanced rubrics and apply
their knowledge to score student responses. Over 870 educators attended one of the
eight workshops.

Assessment and Accountability Information Meeting (North/South)

Annual Assessment and Accountability Information Meetings hosted by the CDE will be
held September 27, 2016 and October 4, 2016, respectively. The meetings will be held
in Sacramento and Ontario, and are attended by LEA testing coordinators. Participation
in the live meetings, as well as the live broadcast, is expected to exceed 1,200
participants.

Further information about the 2016 Assessment and Accountability Information
Meetings may be found on the CDE 2016 Assessment and Accountability Information
Meetings Web Page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/ai/infomeeting.asp.

Smarter Balanced Digital Library Update

A Web-based interface that will allow educators to self-register for a Digital Library
account is under development by Smarter Balanced and expected to be available later
this school year. Currently, only LEA CAASPP coordinators can create a Digital Library
account for educators within their LEA. The new self-registration interface will allow
educators in Smarter Balanced member states to request and receive a Digital Library
account directly. To validate the status of requestors, the e-mail domain name of the
requestors will be validated against a list of California LEA e-mail domain names. This
validation approach will accommodate the vast majority of California educators.
Requestors without a valid e-mail domain name will be referred to their LEA CAASPP
coordinator for assistance.

The CDE has released a new resource titled, Supporting Student Accessibility Needs,
that has been added to the Professional Learning Series (PLS). The PLS are collections
of resources, primarily located in the Smarter Balanced Digital Library, that connect
educators to specific topics intended to develop a progression for learning. In addition to
Digital Library resource links, Supporting Student Accessibility Needs provides links to
four publicly-available archived Web presentations by nationally recognized special
education experts Dr. Martha Thurlow, Dr. Stephen Elliot, Dr. Alexander Kurz, and Dr.
Ann Schulte. This new PLS resource can be found on the CDE PLS Web page at
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/salinstructlearning.asp.
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The Instructional Learning Series (ILS)—a new resource being developed by the CDE
to assist educators in making connections between Smarter Balanced interim
assessment blocks (IABs) and the Digital Library—is under development and expected
to be released in the fall. The ILS is designed to engage educators with Digital Library
resources as they prepare students to take IABs throughout the school year. ILS
collections will be released for approximately 18 IABs—the blocks most frequently
administered for each content area and grade level.

In July 2016, the Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium hosted a Digital Library
workshop in Dallas, Texas for members of the State Network of Educators (SNE) and
State Leadership Team (SLT) members in consortium states. Approximately 57
participants attended, with 13 SNE members and 3 SLT members representing
California. The first two days of the workshop focused on training new SNE members,
submission and review of new resources, and the re-tagging of resources. The final day
of the workshop was devoted to Smarter Balanced staff and SLT members discussing
Digital Library goals and priorities for the upcoming school year.

Interim Assessments for the 2016-17 School Year

In September, the 2016—17 interim assessments for ELA and mathematics, as well as
the associated hand-scoring materials, will become available to LEAs. The blueprints for
the 2016-17 interim assessments are available on the CDE Interim Assessments Web
page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sa/sbacinterimassess.asp.

The CDE, through its CAASPP contractor, will host regional Digital Library/Interim
Assessment Clinics and Interim Assessment Hand-Scoring Workshops beginning
September 13 and continuing through October 7. The Digital Library/Interim
Assessment Clinics will provide information and guidance to LEA CAASPP coordinators
about professional learning and instructional resources, promoting the use of the Digital
Library, and an overview of interim assessments and considerations for administration.
The Interim Assessment Hand-Scoring Workshops will focus on providing processes
and materials for hand-scoring student constructed-responses to LEA teams of
educators who will, in turn, train other LEA staff in hand-scoring interim assessments.
These half-day trainings will take place at 10 locations throughout the state, with each
site accommodating approximately 100 LEA educators.

2016 Clinic and Workshop Locations and Dates

Location Date
Sacramento September 13
Fresno September 15
Santa Clara September 19
Concord September 20
Shasta September 26
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Location Date
Burbank September 28
Riverside September 29
Irvine September 30
Ventura October 5
San Diego October 7

Technology Update

The CDE continues to assist the K—12 High Speed Network (K12HSN) with the
implementation of the Broadband Infrastructure Improvement Grant (BIIG) programs,
which are designed to assist schools improve their connection to the Internet, in order to
administer computer-based assessments. As of August 18, 2016, 119 sites from the
first round of funding have been completed, with data passing through the circuits.
There are 8 sites with circuits installed waiting for equipment, and 40 sites with work in
progress. Two sites are currently pending; one due to an error in paperwork regarding
location, and the second is being rebuilt. Three sites are proceeding with solutions
procured through the second round of funding. In total, 156 unique sites are moving
forward using the second round of BIIG funding.

Additional information about the status of the remaining sites receiving upgraded
connections from BIIG 1.0 is available on the K12HSN BIIG Circuit Installation Web
page at https://sites.google.com/a/icoeapps.org/biig/. (Note: If the preceding link does
not display properly, copy and paste the Web address directly into a Web browser.)
Eight hundred sixty students used paper-based versions of the CAASPP for the 2016
administration due to technology obstacles. Seventy LEAs requested braille paper-
based versions of the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments for the 2016
administration.

Updates on Waiver Requests

On May 12, 2016, the SBE approved submission of two assessment waivers (see
Agenda ltems 8 and 13 from the SBE May Board Meeting Agenda, which can be found
on the SBE Meeting Web page at
http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/agenda201605.asp.

On June 1, 2016, the CDE and the SBE submitted two waiver requests to the U.S.
Department of Education (ED), a Science double testing waiver and a Speaking and
Listening waiver, which the ED approved.

Science Waiver—Double Testing Waiver

The CDE and SBE requested a two-year waiver of Sections 1204(j)(3) of the
Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA), as amended by the No Child Left Behind
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(NCLB) Act of 2001. California students in applicable grade levels will participate
in full-census pilot testing and field testing of new state assessments during the
2016-17 and 2017-18 school years. The waiver requested permission to not
double test or report individual scores for the new California Science Test
(CAST) and the California Alternate Assessment for Science (CAA for Science)
while conducting pilot and field testing of the CAST and the CAA for Science.
California has not yet received a determination from the ED to waive the double
testing of the science requirement.

Smarter Balanced—Speaking and Listening Waiver

On August 9, 2016, the ED granted a limited waiver request (under Title 1, Part
A, Section 8401[b]) to waive assessing certain reading/language arts content
standards that include speaking and listening standards for all students being
tested using the Smarter Balanced ELA assessments. The waiver applied to
section 1111(b)(3)(C)(ii) of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965
(ESEA), as amended by the NCLB, for school year (SY) 2016—17 and section
1111(b)(2)(B)(ii) of the ESEA, as amended by the ESSA, for SYs 2017-18 and
2018-19.

Update on the Development of the Pilot Test for the California Science Test

In March 2016, the SBE approved the CAST general assessment design. The CDE, in
collaboration with ETS, California science teachers, and stakeholder input, proceeded
with planning the next phase of the test development. The pilot test will be administered
to all general education students in grades five and eight, and a sample of high school
students.

The purpose of the spring 2017 pilot test administration is to:

e Test the performance and viability of newly-developed California Next Generation
Science Standards (CA NGSS)-aligned items, including technology-enhanced
items that involve the use of dynamic stimuli and other types of new media (e.g.,
simulated experiments); and

e Test the functionality of the assessment delivery platform, including its embedded
accessibility features, with special attention paid to the system’s rendering of
custom interaction items.

An Item Writer Training Workshop was conducted in Sacramento on April 20 and 21,
2016. Participants at this training (science educators from across California) were
trained by ETS science content and measurement experts on how to write CA NGSS-
aligned test items and tasks. ltems developed by the trained writers will be used on the
2017 pilot tests and future tests. Iltem development activities for the 2017 CAST pilot will
continue through the end of September. In October, a group of California educators
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(approximately 15 science teachers) will meet to review performance tasks and scoring
rubrics.

The administration timeline for the CAST includes the spring 2017 pilot test, the field
test in spring 2018, and the first operational testing in the 2018-19 academic year.

Update on the Development of the Pilot Test for the California Alternate
Assessment for Science

In July 2016, the SBE approved the conceptual design for the CAA for Science. The
approval of this design allowed the CDE to begin the work on the development of the
pilot plan and the materials for the spring 2017 pilot test administration.

ETS is working on modifying CA NGSS-aligned performance tasks to meet the specific
needs of the targeted student population. Each embedded performance task will be
aligned with the Core Content Connectors and originate from several resources
recommended by members of the concept design team. ETS will collaborate with the
CDE on the embedded performance task development in order to have these materials
ready for review. A group of California educators, both science teachers and special
education teachers, will meet in the fall to review tasks and scoring rubrics.

Action to Approve the SSPI's Recommended Achievement Standard Setting for
the California Alternate Assessment in English Language Arts and Mathematics
Levels 1, 2, and 3

The CAA standard-setting meeting took place the weeks of August 15 and 22, 2016.
Upon SBE approval, the Student Score Reports (SSRs) will be generated and sent to
LEAs in late October.

The CAAs, a part of the CAASPP System, have replaced the CAPA for ELA and
mathematics as of 2015. CDE staff collaborated with California educators and ETS on
the development of the CAA for ELA and mathematics. Table 1 illustrates, in
chronological order, the activities regarding the CAAs.

In August 2016, an Information Memorandum
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-adad-aug16item02.doc) was
submitted to the SBE providing an overview of the actions previously taken by the SBE
and details of the planned standard-setting process for the CAAs for ELA and
mathematics.

This September item seeks the approval of the SBE to adopt the proposed threshold
scores established through the standard-setting workshop. Attachment 2, California
Alternate Assessments Standard-Setting State Superintendent of Public Instruction’s
Recommendations for Achievement Standards Levels, will be provided as an ltem
Addendum and will be posted on or before August 30, 2016. These proposed threshold
scores will be used in the development of the student score reports and aggregate
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reporting activities for students with disabilities who took the 2016 CAA in ELA/math, to
be completed later this fall (Attachment 2, Tables 1 and 2).

The standard-setting panel that convened in August 2016 and recommended the
threshold scores (Attachment 2, Tables 3 and 4) for the CAA for ELA and mathematics.
Panel members included California educators and represented all regions of the state
and have extensive experience in working with the target student population. The
standard-setting panel’s recommendation was the product of professional judgments in
setting recommended thresholds to an ordered item book (e.g., Bookmark Method. See
August 2016 Information Memorandum for details on the Bookmark Method available
on the Information Memoranda Web Page at
http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/index.asp).

Table 1. California Alternate Assessments for English Language Arts and
Mathematics Key Reporting Activities

SBE approved the general performance level descriptors (PLDs) | January 2016
for the CAAs

SBE approved the content and grade-specific PLDs for the CAAs | May 2016

SBE approved the 2015-16 CAA Student Score Report (SSR) May 2016
templates

ETS conducts the CAA Bookmark Method Standard Setting

Workshop with educators August 2016

SBE considers for approval the alternate academic achievement | September 2016
standards (threshold scores)

ETS mails CAA SSRs to LEAs for distribution to parents October/November
(contingent on approval of threshold scores in September) 2016

Action to Approve the Proposed High-Level Test Design for the California
Spanish Assessment

The CDE is seeking approval from the SBE on the Proposed High-Level Test Design for
the California Spanish Assessment, which includes the purpose of the assessment, its
target population, and a high-level test development timeline.

Per California Education Code (EC) Section 60640(b)(5)(C), the Superintendent, in
determining the appropriate purpose for the California Spanish Assessment (CSA), took
into consideration the Seal of Biliteracy and accountability. The Seal of Biliteracy has a
foreign language requirement, which may be met, in part, by the CSA. In addition, once
the federal ESSA accountability and assessment regulations have been finalized, CDE
staff will return to the SBE for further discussion regarding the state's accountability
system. At present, it is unclear whether it is the federal government’s intent to include a
primary language assessment in a state’s accountability system.
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ETS is the current contractor for the CAASPP System and is responsible for developing
the CSA. Once developed, the CSA will replace the Standards-based Tests in Spanish
(STS) as the CAASPP primary language assessment. Per California EC Section
60640(5)(A), the STS may continue to be administered until a subsequent primary
language assessment, the CSA, aligned with the common core content standards in
ELA, is adopted.

The Proposed High-Level Test Design for the California Spanish Assessment
represents the proposed test design plan developed with input from nationally
recognized experts in the areas of linguistics and language development, including Dr.
Kenji Hakuta and Dr. Guadalupe Valdés, professors at Stanford University. The CDE
will continue meeting and working with stakeholders in the development of the CSA test
items, test blueprints, and general PLDs.

The purpose of the CSA will be to:

e measure a student’s competency in Spanish language arts and provide student-
level data.

e evaluate the implementation of Spanish language arts programs at the local
level.

e provide a high school measure suitable to be used, in part, for the State Seal of
Biliteracy.

Eligible students to take the CSA include:

e any student receiving Spanish instruction in California including students enrolled
in dual language programs; and

e any student seeking a measure that assesses their Spanish-specific reading,
writing, and listening skills.

e any recently arrived English learners who have been enrolled in a United States
school for less than 12 months.

Key aspects of the proposed high-level test design for the CSA are that it will:
e be aligned with the Common Core State Standards en Espafiol, which are a
Spanish translation of the Common Core State Standards for English Language
Arts with a linguistic augmentation including characteristics unique to the Spanish
language (i.e., accent marks, etc.).

e be administered to eligible students in grades three through eight and high
school.
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e assess the reading, writing, and listening domains. (The speaking domain may
be assessed at the local level in a one-on-one administration.)

e be an optional test.

e be a computer-based assessment

provide a pathway that will not require human scoring.

The following is the proposed timeline for the development of the CSA:

[S)Elszigandflcc))rntk?g g]:i iflj)rr?]li)e(\) SSepirl;lilsghh:AI\_ses\:aeslsTrr?eS:lt September 2016
gEgSaction on the proposed test blueprints and March 2017
Administration of the pilot test Fall 2017
Administration of the field test Fall 2018
Operational test Spring 2019
ssrlfzo?;t;%r(]:g-rllet\?eel threshold scores Fall 2019

Once the test design is approved by the SBE, it will be necessary to make revisions to
the CAASPP regulations prior to the CSA field test, including, but not limited to,
descriptions of eligible pupils, available testing window, and available accessibility
resources.

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND
ACTION

In August 2016, an Information Memorandum was sent to the SBE that outlines the
standard-setting for the CAAs for ELA and mathematics
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/index.asp).

In July 2016, the CDE provided the SBE with an update on the CAASPP activities and
approved the concept for the CA NGSS alternate assessment
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/jul16item01.doc).

In May 2016, the CDE provided the SBE with an update on the CAASPP activities and
approved both the 2015-16 CAA SSR templates and the proposed CAA PLDs
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/may16item07.doc). In addition, the
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SBE approved two letters to the ED requesting a waiver (under Title 1, Part A, Section

8401) to waive the:

e Double testing of the science test requirement
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/may16item08.doc).

e Applicable speaking and listening assessment requirements for the 2015-16
and 2016—-17 school years
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/may16item13.doc).

In May 2016, the SBE approved the adoption of the content and grade-specific PLDs for
the CAAs (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/may16item07.doc). These
PLDs guided the grade and content-specific standard setting efforts during the
standard-setting workshop with ETS in August 2016 as outlined in the August 2016 SBE
Information Memorandum.

In April 2016, an Information Memorandum was sent to the SBE that outlines the
process used to develop the content and grade-specific PLDs
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/infomemoapr2016.asp).

In March 2016, the SBE approved the development of three online CA NGSS
summative assessments to meet the requirements of the federal ESSA and California
EC Section 60640(b)(2)(B) consistent with the proposed test design in grades five and
eight and high school
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/mar16item02.doc). In addition, the
CDE provided the SBE with an update on the CAASPP activities
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/mar16item03.doc).

In January 2016, the CDE provided the SBE with an update on the CAASPP activities
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/jan16item03.doc). In addition, the
CDE presented the CAASPP SSRs for approval
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/jan16item04.doc and
http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/aqg/yr16/documents/jan16item04a.pdf).

In January 2016, the SBE took action to approve the proposed general PLDs for the
CAA (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/jan16itemQ7.doc).

In December 2015, the CDE provided the SBE with two Information Memoranda on the
Conducted and Planned Studies of the Validity, Reliability, and Fairness of the CAASPP
System (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-adad-
dec15item01.doc) and an Update on the Successor Primary Language Test
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-adad-dec15item02.doc).

In November 2015, the CDE provided the SBE with an update on the various CAASPP
activities including the enhancements to the test delivery system, regional trainings held
throughout the state,
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(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr15/documents/nov15item03.doc) and an Early
Assessment Program presentation by Carolina Cardenas, Director, Academic Outreach
and Early Assessment
(http://lwww.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr15/documents/nov15item03a1.pdf).

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

The costs for reporting CAASPP results to LEAs for the 2015—-16 through 2017-18 test
administrations, including the development and distribution of CAASPP SSRs specific to
each test administration, are included in the approved ETS CAASPP contract budget
approved by the SBE, the CDE, and the Department of Finance in May 2015.

The 2015 Budget Act includes $76 million for the CAASPP ETS contract work in fiscal
year 2015-16. Funding for 2016—17 and beyond will be contingent on an annual
appropriation from the Legislature.

The 2015 Budget Act provides $50 million for the K12HSN for the BIIG program grants
for LEAs and $10 million for the K12HSN professional development and technical
assistance activities.

The 2015 Budget Act also provides $94 million in funding for CAASPP contract activities
in 2015-16. This funding is being utilized for the following CAASPP contracts:

e Contract activities provided by ETS ($83.6 million: $7.6 million in Contract 5417;
$76 million in CN150012) were approved by the SBE for test administration and
development activities, including the development of CAA for Science and
primary language assessments.

e A contract with the University of California, Los Angeles ($8 million) was
approved by the SBE for Smarter Balanced consortium-managed services,
including access to the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments, Interim
Assessments, and Digital Library tools.

e A contract with the Human Resources Research Association ($774,117) was
approved by the SBE for a multiyear independent evaluation of the CAASPP
System per requirements in California EC Section 60649.

e A contract with the Sacramento County Office of Education ($1.5 million in one-
time funding) for CAASPP support activities, including regional CAASPP
Institutes and Senior Assessment Fellows services per authority in the 2015
Budget Act (6100-113-0001, Provision 13).

Funding for 2016—-17 and beyond will be contingent upon an annual appropriation being

made available from the Legislature in future fiscal years. The proposed Governor’s
budget for 2016—17 includes $93.03 million for ongoing costs for the CAASPP contracts
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listed above. However, the proposed budget does not include ongoing funding for the
Senior Assessment Fellows’ services.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1: California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress Outreach and
Professional Development Activities (4 Pages)

Attachment 2: California Alternate Assessments Standard-Setting Panel
Recommendations for Achievement Standards Levels will be provided
as an Item Addendum

Attachment 3: Proposed High-Level Test Design for the California Spanish Assessment
(23 Pages)
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California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress Outreach and Professional Development Activities

The California Department of Education, in coordination with its assessment contractor, has provided a variety of outreach activities to
prepare local educational agencies (LEAs) for the administration of the California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress
(CAASPP) System. Outreach efforts have included Webcasts, in-person test administration workshops, focus group meetings, and
presentations for numerous LEAs throughout the state. The following tables list presentations during July and August 2016. In addition,

the CDE continues to release information regarding the CAASPP System, including weekly updates, on its Web site and through
listserv e-mail.

Advisory Panel/Review Committee Meetings
Estimated
Date Event Location | Event Name | Number of Description
Attendees
Advisory
8/10/16- Commis§ion
Sacramento on Special 35 CAASPP update.
8/11/16 .
Education
Meeting
Webcasts
Estimated
Date Assessment Number of Description
Attendees
Public WebEXx briefing for LEA public information officers about the upcoming public
Information release of information for the spring 2016 test administration
8/17/16 | Officers Briefing 70
for upcoming
public release
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Webcasts
Estimated
Date Assessment Number of Description
Attendees
CAASPP Public Webcast to prepare for statewide release of the CAASSP results to the public.
8/22/16 Release Briefing 40
to the Media
In-Person Regional Trainings/Meetings
Estimated
Date Event Location Event Name Number of Description
Attendees
7/13/16 Sacramento CAASPP 20 Six focus groups (i.e., LEA CAASPP coordinators, site coordinators
Administration and test administrators, and special education and English learner
7/14/16  Ventura Focus Groups 9 teachers) were convened in July to provide feedback from the 2016
7/14/16 Los Angeles 9 administration of the CAASPP assessments.
7/14/16 Riverside 10
7/14/16  |San Diego 11
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In-Person Regional Trainings/Meetings

Estimated
Date Event Location Event Name Number of Description
Attendees
7/18/16  |ISacramento CAASPP 20 One-day workshops conducted in July and August to train educators
Summer Hand- 150 to score constructed-response items and performance tasks for
7/20/16  Hayward Scoring English language arts/literacy and mathematics and to prepare
7/25/16  |San Diego Workshops 195 students for the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments.
7/127/16  Nentura 129
7/29/16  |Los Angeles 249
8/2/16 Riverside 208
8/4/16  [Fresno 139
8/16/16  |Shasta 17
Presentations by CDE Staff
Estimated
Date Event Location Event Name Number of Description
Attendees
Special
7/15/16 Orange Educ.a.tlon o5 Update on the (_Dallforma_AIternate Assessments including the
Administrators of conceptual design for science.
County Offices
Regional
7/120/16 Sacramento Assessment 25 General update on the CAASPP System.
Network
CAASPP
7/121/16 Sacramento Stakeholders 12 CAASPP update.
Meeting
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Presentations by CDE Staff

Estimated
Date Event Location Event Name Number of Description
Attendees
CAASPP
8/18/16 Sacramento Stakeholders 12 CAASPP update.
Meeting
California Private
8/24/16 Sacramento School Advisory 25 CAASPP update.

Commission
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Section1l Overview

1A. Introduction

California is a state with great linguistic diversity. More than 40 percent of students in
California speak a language other than English.! Of these students, over 1.2 million speak
Spanish.? The student population in California includes students who are native speakers of
Spanish and students who are learning Spanish as an additional language. California’s
educational system includes instruction in Spanish in various forms.

California encourages and values bilingualism and biliteracy; an assessment measuring
Spanish reading/language arts skills can communicate acknowledgment of students’
progress toward these goals. Pursuant to California Education Code (EC) Section 60640(j),
the California Department of Education (CDE) may make available to local educational
agencies (LEAs) a primary language assessment aligned to the adopted common core
standards in English language arts. In the following pages, Educational Testing Service
(ETS) recommends a high- level test design for developing the California Spanish
Assessment (CSA). This new computer- based assessment for students in grades three
through eight and high school is proposed to measure Spanish skills in reading, writing, and
listening. It is part of the California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress
(CAASPP) System of assessments.

1B. Document Structure

ETS will adopt an evidence-centered assessment design approach for developing and
validating the CSA. Suggested high-level claims for the consideration are included in
Section 2.

To ensure transparency during the item development process, ETS has outlined the steps
the Assessment Development team will take to generate items for the CSA, beginning with
the creation of an item based on the standards, and moving through the various stages of

content review. The process by which items will be developed is described in Section 3.

ETS will develop machine-scorable item types for online administration by leveraging the
most current assessment innovations conducive to assessing reading/language arts skills
and practices that can be sustained by California’s assessment delivery system. A
description of item types is found in Section 4.

ETS will develop the CSA so that it is accessible to all students, including students with
disabilities and English learners. Section 5 provides a description of the research efforts
ETS will undertake to identify the accessibility resources for the CSA.

Section 6 provides an overview of the design assumptions and psychometric considerations.
6A summarizes the design assumptions; 6B provides the test format, and describes the
participation survey, as well as pilot test and field test plans. Section 6C discusses the
psychometric considerations for the CSA. These issues must be kept in mind during the test
development process, given the importance of these testing results in demonstrating the level
of students’ reading/language arts competency through Spanish.

' California Department of Education, DataQuest, Language Census Data for 2012—13
2 EDFacts/California Consolidated State Performance Report, 2012-13 and 2013-14
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Finally, Appendix A contains a proposed high-level test development timeline leading to the field test
in 2018. Appendix B documents the design team biographies and Appendix C contains references
that were used in developing this document.

1C. Key Assumptions
For planning and development purposes, ETS makes the following assumptions about the CSA:
1. The assessment will be developed with a focus on reading, writing, and listening.
2. The target population for the assessment will be:
a. students receiving instruction in Spanish in California; and/or

b. students seeking a measure that recognizes their Spanish-specific reading, writing, and
listening skills. Section 1E covers more information about this diverse population of test
takers.

w

The assessment will be an online, linear test (i.e., not adaptive).

s

No paper-pencil versions of the assessment will be developed (though it will support item by
item Print on demand, as an accessibility feature).

The CSA will be aligned with the California Common Core State Standards en Espafiol.
The pilot test for the assessment will be administered in the fall of 2017.

The field test for the assessment will be administered in the fall of 2018.

General performance level descriptors will be developed.

© ©® N o

A standard-setting process will be designed and implemented after the first operational
administration of the assessment. (Note, this is beyond the timeline of the current ETS
contract.)

10. Stakeholder input will be a critical component of the development process; there will be a
number of stakeholder reviews throughout the test development process.

11. The CSA will offer a pathway that will not require human scoring.

1D. Design Team

The CSA Design Team is comprised of ETS assessment development experts, psychometricians,
and research scientists experienced in developing assessments for English learners. The team
also includes two nationally recognized experts in linguistics: Dr. Kenji Hakuta, the Lee L. Jacks
Professor of Education at Stanford University, teaches courses on language development,
bilingual education, research methods, and statistics; Dr. Guadalupe Valdés, the Bonnie Katz
Tenenbaum Professor of Education at Stanford University, works in the area of applied linguistics.
Appendix B provides biographies for members of the Design Team.

1E. Assessment Purpose

ETS, in collaboration with nationally renowned experts, Kenji Hakuta and Guadalupe Valdés,
collaborated on the development of the purpose statement for the CSA. The purpose statement
was guided by EC Section 60640(j), which outlines the intent of a primary language
assessment.
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The purpose of the CSA is to measure a student’s competency in Spanish language arts in
grades three through eight and high school for the purpose of:

» providing student-level data in Spanish competency;

« providing aggregate data that may be used for evaluating the implementation of Spanish
language arts programs at the local level;

+ providing a high school measure suitable to be used, in part, for the State Seal of
Biliteracy.

The targeted test-taking population of the CSA consists of:
» students receiving instruction in Spanish in California

» students seeking a measure that recognizes their Spanish-specific reading, writing, and
listening skills

The CSA will be designed for computer delivery and will be 100% computer based. This is a
departure from the existing Standards-based Tests in Spanish (STS) which is delivered entirely on
paper. The CSA will be aligned with the California Common Core State Standards en Espafiol.

1F. Design Considerations

When designing the CSA, it is critical to recognize that there may be competing factors that drive
the development process. These factors include the target population for the test, their diverse
characteristics, and the context in which the test purpose and use are situated. Today’s students in
California are facing a shifting landscape of educational assessment as the state develops and
adopts more innovative computer-based assessments designed to measure more rigorous content
standards. This paradigm holds true for students taking the CSA.

Attention to the target population and their diverse characteristics is necessary for the design and
development of the CSA. As with other CAASPP assessments, the CSA will include a diverse
group of test takers, which is comprised of multiple subgroups of students. Anticipated subgroups
within the target population include:

= recently arrived English learners (ELSs)
= |ate arrivals (i.e., students arriving in middle school or later)

» students with interrupted formal educational (SIFE) experiences (i.e., students with
interrupted schooling, such as migrant or refugee students)

New arrivals have the potential to arrive at any time during the school year and at any grade
level from kindergarten through grade twelve (e.g., SIFE, late arrivals). Late arrivals include
students arriving to the U.S. in middle school or later.

It is important to recognize that some students may enter California schools with limited
experience in formal instruction, which often corresponds to limited exposure to formal
assessments in general and, in particular, tests on a computer.

Other considerations that must be taken into account when designing the CSA are sociolinguistic
in nature, such as the different varieties of Spanish spoken in California (Valdés, Fishman, Chavez,
& Pérez, 2006). Language may vary according to the setting, the relative status of the interlocutors,
the topic, or the functional purpose (Finegan & Biber, 2001). Finally,
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some students in California who experience Spanish as the language of instruction may be
learning Spanish as an additional language.

Students seeking a measure that recognizes their Spanish-specific reading, writing, and
listening skills may be a heterogeneous subgroup of test takers. Students may:

= use Spanish as their primary language or as an additional language

» be considered heritage speakers of Spanish or Spanish language learners

» have received classroom instruction in English or in Spanish as a foreign language
= have been mainly instructed in Spanish

Attention to the variety in both the student characteristics and the context in which Spanish will be
used will be important in assessment design, as well as in score interpretation, particularly as
students approach college and careers. When analyzing the CSA test-taking population, a given
subgroup will likely have higher representation at certain grade levels, given current
demographic trends and the programs in which Spanish instruction is available in California.
Students may transition from one type of instruction to another as they progress across grade
levels. Attention to these unique population characteristics will help guide design considerations
for the CSA.

1G. Overview of Test Design

Despite the wide variability in the target population and context surrounding the CSA, the focus of
the assessment in grades three through eight and high school, will be students’ demonstrated
competency in attaining reading, writing, and listening skills through Spanish. The assessment will
provide students an annual opportunity to measure their reading/language arts competency through
Spanish. In the future these results may become part of the State Seal of Biliteracy.

As reading and listening are key emerging sKkills that support student success across all subjects,
these skills will be more heavily emphasized in the earlier grades. The assessments in grades three
through eight will be shorter than the high school assessment. All grade-level assessments will
include a reading, writing, and a listening component.

For high-school students, ETS recognizes California’s desire for a Spanish reading/language arts
assessment that measures a high level of competency demonstrated by students, newly arrived or
otherwise, who are on track for exiting public instruction as biliterate graduates as highlighted in EC
Section 51460(a) (State Seal of Biliteracy). In the interest of providing ample opportunity to measure
the requisite skills, the high school assessment will include lengthier and more complex passages.
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Section 2  Design Methodology

2A. Standards and Claims

The foundation of any assessment is the content standards on which the test is based. The
Spanish version of the Common Core State Standards, California Common Core Standards en
Espafiol, was developed as a joint effort between the San Diego County Office of Education,
Council of Chief State School Officers, and the CDE.

The California Common Core State Standards en Espafiol are a translated and linguistically
augmented version of the English-language Common Core State Standards (CCSS) for English
Language Arts and Literacy (ELA).

The selection of the California Common Core State Standards en Espafiol allows ETS to
develop items that will measure a student’s competency in Spanish language arts in grades
three through eight and high school.

The California Common Core State Standards en Espafiol are organized into the following
domains:

» Reading standards

= Writing standards

» Speaking/Listening standards
» Language standards

The California Common Core State Standards en Espafiol guide instruction in a multitude of
contexts, including in-class collaborative activities, group reading of antiquated versions of the
language, and Question & Answer sessions following a presentation by peers. Consequently,
certain standards, while useful benchmarks for teacher-supported classroom learning, are not
conducive to large-scale assessments of a student’s performance in isolation.

It should also be noted that while the focus of the California Common Core State Standards en
Espafiol is acquired language arts competency, the domains above are also harmonious with a
four-skill language-learning framework (e.g., listening and reading, known as “receptive” skills, and
speaking and writing, known as “productive” skills).

Using the domains as a guide for the test design, ETS recommends the following claims for the
CSA:

A. Claim for Grades Three through Eight: Students can demonstrate progress toward a high
level of competency in attaining reading/language arts skills and practices through Spanish.

B. Claim for High School: Students can demonstrate a high level of competency in attaining
reading/language arts skills and practices through Spanish.

ETS also recommends the following Spanish language arts competency claims for all grade
levels:

A. Reading: Students can read, analyze, and interpret a variety of texts and genres through
Spanish.

% The language standards, which focus on vocabulary, can be seen as an integral support of each of the four skills.
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B. Writing: Students can write texts for a range of purposes and audiences in order to
accurately and convincingly present, describe, and explain ideas through Spanish.

The CSA will offer two models:

o The first model will consist of items in reading, listening and writing mechanics that can be
machine-scored. This model will be used in the pilot test.

e The second model will include the machine-scored items in the first model with the inclusion
of constructed- response items aligned to the writing domain. This model could be available
in the future. (Note that scoring constructed response items is not covered in the current

ETS contract.)
C. Listening: Students can comprehend spoken Spanish in a range of contexts.
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Section 3  Test Development Process

3A. Step 1—Blueprint Development

The first step in developing fair, valid, and reliable assessments is to develop high-quality test
blueprints and specifications targeted to the California Common Core State Standards en Espafiol
and aligned with general Performance Level Descriptors (PLDs). The ETS design team is
developing blueprints that will align with current best practices for reading/language arts
assessments. The general PLDs, and blueprints will be presented to the CDE and California State
Board of Education (SBE) for approval.

3B. Step 2—Item Development

ETS assessment specialists will begin to develop items for the assessment that are aligned with the
California Common Core State Standards en Espafiol and consistent with the goals of California’s
testing program. ltems will be written by ETS assessment developers and trained item writers
familiar with assessment development in Spanish and specifically trained for the CSA as well as
California educators who have received item writer training. All items will be reviewed by ETS
content and editorial staff, the CDE, and a review panel comprised of

California educators.

3C. Step 3—Forms Development

ETS assessment specialists and psychometricians will work closely with the CDE to create test
forms as specified in the test design.
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Section 4  Item Types

ETS will develop machine-scorable item types for online administration by leveraging the most
current assessment innovations conducive to assessing reading/language arts skills.

4A. ltem Types

There are both stand-alone items and passage-based items; all items may contain a stimulus (e.g.,
a passage, video, or image). Many of the items have technology-enhanced interactions. These
interactions include having a student respond by typing an answer, completing a graph, dragging a
response to a designated area, using drop-down box selection, or selecting multiple areas in a
graphic (also known as a “hot spot”). The assessment industry does not currently

offer artificial intelligence scoring of Spanish written responses; items developed for the CSA will be
machine-scored.
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Section 5  Accessibility Resources

The CSA may offer the accessibility resources commonly used in computer-based
assessments, where applicable for the construct.

ETS will work with experts to review the field of accessibility resources available for CSA and
determine the appropriate supports for this assessment and targeted test taking population. As the
CSA will be delivered entirely in Spanish, careful consideration of the quality of supports available
in Spanish will be necessary.

Language-based supports, such as glossaries, dictionaries, or even the opportunity to translate test
directions (into English), are all being considered for possible inclusion in the assessment. As the
development of the CSA ensues, accessibility resources offered in the different phases of the
assessment (i.e., pilot test, field test, etc.) will continually be refined.
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Section 6  Test Design Assumptions and
Psychometric Considerations

BA. Design Assumptions

When developing a test, a number of key assumptions have to be made regarding the
assessment, such as the purpose of the test, the target population, and the test format. As the
assumptions solidify and the requirements of the test become known, elements in the test design
will change to support those requirements. Although the scope of this contract is to develop and
execute a pilot test and a field test, it is important that these tests are designed to support the
provisional operational test design. The following is a list of key assumptions about the CSA:

» |tis alanguage arts assessment that measures a student’s competency in attaining
reading, writing, and listening skills and practices through Spanish.

= |t targets the following students:
o Students receiving instruction in Spanish in California; and/or

o Students seeking a measure that recognizes their Spanish-specific reading, writing, and
listening skills.

= |tis aligned with the California Common Core State Standards en Espaiiol.
= |tis alinear test delivered online under untimed testing conditions.

The approved draft test blueprint will be available prior to item development for the large-scale
field test.

6B. Test Design

Test Format

The CSA will be a linear test delivered online under untimed testing conditions. It will be untimed in
order to allow students to complete the test. Testing time guidelines will be developed and provided
to LEAs for scheduling purposes. The developmental maturity and attention span of students will be
taken into consideration. It is also important to note, in view of California’s

desire for a Spanish language arts assessment that measures a high level of competency
demonstrated by students who are on track for exiting public instruction as biliterate graduates, that
the high school test will be based on lengthier, more complex passages. Finally, we recognize that
the variety of Spanish-language programs and curricula available to students may pose some
additional challenges for score interpretation.

Test Participation Survey

The CSA targets two distinct voluntary populations: students receiving instruction in Spanish in
California and students seeking a measure that recognizes their Spanish-specific reading, writing,
and listening skills.

ETS plans to collect information on test participation from LEAs and/or schools through a survey in
2016. Questions on the survey may include, but are not limited to, the following:

= What is the projected test volume for each grade?
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= What are the purposes for administering the CSA at each grade?

Results of the participation survey will help refine the sampling plan for the pilot and field test
planning for the CSA.

Test Development Stages
To support the 2018-19 operational test design, there will be two test development stages:

= Stage 1: Pilot test development in 2017
= Stage 2: Field test development in 2018

Pilot Test in Fall 2017

The objective of the pilot test is to try out new items and/or new item types on the computer-
delivery platform. ETS wants to ensure that taking tests on a computer will not prohibit students
from demonstrating what they know and can do. Therefore, the main question ETS wants to
address through the pilot test is how students perform in an online environment using the
functionalities of online items. The focus is not on the content of the items except as it interacts with
the online testing mode. A stratified sample, including all target populations, will be recruited to
participate in the pilot test. ETS plans to recruit approximately 300 students per grade band. The
results from the test participation survey will help refine the sampling plan for the pilot test.

One pilot test form will be available for each of the following grade bands:
= Upper elementary (grades three—five);
= Middle school (grades six—eight); and
= High school (grades nine—twelve).

The pilot test experience, as outlined in Table 6.1, will be used to refine item-writing guidelines,
determine item types that could be administered operationally, observe students’ interactions with
the California Common Core State Standards en Espaiiol, and provide other ancillary information.

Table 6.1 2017 Pilot Test Design

# of Pilot Test Estimated
Iltems per Form Testing Time
Grades 3-8:
25-30 minutes
High School:
35-45 minutes
Grades 3-8:
10-15 minutes
High School:
20-30 minutes
Grades 3-8:
35-45 minutes
High School:
55-75 minutes

Iltem Type

Selected-response items (machine-scored) 20-25 items

Technology-enhanced items (machine-scored) 5-7 items

Estimated Total 25-32 items
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Field Test in Fall 2018

Since the field test forms will reflect the operational test blueprint, the main objective of the field test
is to evaluate item and form performance, in addition to providing students an opportunity to
familiarize themselves with this new test. The field test will provide item-level information as well as
the group performance data required for statistical analyses. For students not participating in the
pilot test, the field test will be the first opportunity for them to experience this new online
assessment. Results from the field test will allow ETS and the CDE to review the draft test blueprint.
For the field test, forms will be administered for grades three, four, five, six, seven, eight, and high
school. Table 6.2 shows a tentative field test design. ETS is committed to the development of the
number of items shown in Table 6.2. However, the voluntary nature of this test may impact the
number of items that are field tested due to potentially low student counts.

Table 6.2 2018 Field Test Design

# of Items
Item Type Developed per
Grade

# of ltems Taken Estimated
by Each Student Testing Time

Grades 3-8:
Selectgd-response items 115-120 items 20-45 items 50_—35 mmute.s
(machine-scored) High School:

60-75 minutes

Grades 3-8:
Technology-enhanced items : . 15-20 minutes
(machine-scored) 25-30 items 5-10items High School:

20-35 minutes
Grades 3-8:
Up to 75 minutes
High School:
Up to 110
minutes

Estimated Total 140-150 items 45-55 items

Based on the estimated testing time of the field test, the approximate testing time for the
operational administration of the CSA would be up to 75 minutes.

6C. Psychometric Considerations

Psychometric components of the assessments discussed in this section are based on the test
design assumptions described in Section 6A.

Stand-Alone and Embedded Field Testing

In the stand-alone field test and ongoing embedded field test, forms can be spiraled at the student
level to achieve random samples for test items. Pilot sampling strategies will be based on an
agreement between the CDE and ETS such that conclusions can be drawn for all three target
populations of the CSA. An advantage of online testing is the ability to embed field test items
dynamically to achieve the desired field test sample size and better meet the requirements of
psychometric models.

The embedded field testing of items can occur on an ongoing basis for each operational test
administration to support a mutually agreed upon refresh rate. Anticipated testing volumes at

9/2/2016 1:43 PM



dsib-adad-sep16item01
Attachment 3
Page 15 of 23

various grade levels will be taken into account when considering the frequency of the item
refresh rate. Based on low volume counts, a yearly item refresh may not be necessary.

This was the case with the previous STS; however, a key challenge in embedding field test items
during operational administrations at the various grade levels is small population size.* If
encountered, this restricts the number of items that can be field tested in each operational test
administration. There is a greater opportunity to field test more items and refresh test content more
rapidly at the lower grade levels, where there is a larger population of eligible students. At the
middle and upper grades, enrollment in Spanish instruction has attenuated, but test takers seeking
to demonstrate Spanish-specific reading, writing, and listening skills for other purposes may not yet
be included. ETS recognizes this as an ongoing challenge; the variety of Spanish- language
programs and curricula available to students will require attention when considering score reporting
and score interpretation.

4 The STS target population consisted of Spanish-speaking ELs who were receiving instruction in Spanish or who had attended
school in the U.S. for fewer than 12 months. The target population size ranged from 6,259 in grade three to 669 in grade eleven
in 2013; after 2014, the test is no longer mandatory.
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Psychometric Analyses Plan

The psychometric tasks and/or analyses that will be performed after each test administration are
outlined in Table 6.3. These analyses are described in more detail below.

Table 6.3 Psychometric Analyses Plan

Year Test Development Stage  Psychometric Task

2015-16  Test Design Test design, model selection, sampling plans,
identification of possible psychometric issues for special
studies

2016-17 Pilot Test Item analysis, differential item functioning (DIF) analysis,
and possible item response theory (IRT) item calibration

2017-18 Field Test Item analysis, DIF analysis, IRT item calibration, and

standard setting for achievement levels

Iltem Analyses

After each test administration, item analyses and DIF analyses will be conducted. Field-test items
that do not meet certain statistical criteria will be excluded from item calibration and later- stage
testing.

Item Parameter Estimation and Scoring

Item calibration will be conducted based on the Rasch model (Rasch, 1960/1980) for multiple-
choice items and the Rasch partial credit model (Masters, 1982) for polytomous items. A Rasch
model is assumed based on small sample sizes expected at higher middle grade levels; it also
supports number correct to scale score tables for operational scoring, which means student scores
will be dependent on the number of items answered correctly rather than item patterns. Each grade
level test will be on an independent continuous scale so that scores within each grade level can be
compared.

Equating
Although operational test equating is beyond the scope of the current work, the discussion and
concerns are related to the field test design.

After the field test, base scale and achievement levels will be established and will form the basis for
operational score reporting. For the first operational test administration, post-equating can be
implemented. Post-equating provides more accurate item parameter estimates, which can be
obtained from operational student samples; additionally, it will support standard setting.

After the first operational test administration, it may be necessary to recalibrate items to update
item statistics in the item bank.
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Appendix A: High-Level Test Development Timeline

Activity Date

SBI_E act_lon on t_he Proposed High-Level Test Design for the| September 2016
California Spanish Assessment

SBE action on the proposed test blueprints and general March 2017
Administration of the pilot test Fall 2017
Administration of the field test Fall 2018
Operational test Spring 2019
SBE action on the Fall 2019
performance-level threshold scores and PLDs
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Appendix B:Biographical Summaries: ETS Assessment
Design Team Members

Dr. Kenji Hakuta is the Lee L. Jacks Professor of Education at Stanford University, where he teaches
courses on language development, bilingual education, research methods, and statistics. He received
his PhD in Experimental Psychology from Harvard University in 1979, has held faculty positions at Yale
University and the University of California at Santa Cruz, and served as the founding dean of the
University of California, Merced. He currently serves as the co-chair of the Understanding Language
Initiative that addresses the challenges and opportunities of the CCSS for English learners (ELs).
Hakuta is a member of the National Academy of Education and the American Educational Research
Association and a fellow of the American Association for the Advancement of Science. Hakuta’s
research is in the areas of psycholinguistics, bilingualism, language shift, and the acquisition of English
in immigrant students. He is the author and editor of many articles and books, including Mirror of
Language: The Debate on Bilingualism (1986) and In Other Words: The Science and Psychology of
Second Language Acquisition (1994), both considered classics in the field. Besides research, Hakuta is
professionally active in the areas of language policy, education of language-minority students,
affirmative action in higher education, and improvement of quality in educational research. He has
served on the boards of the Spencer Foundation and the ETS, and he chaired the National Educational
Research Policy and Priorities Board of the U. S. Department of Education. He currently serves on the
boards of the National Academy of Education and California Education Partners. Hakuta is actively
involved in supporting the work of school districts and states around the country, and he leads several
professional learning communities, including at school districts in rural central California and a learning
community of state leaders organized by the Council of Chief State Schools Officers.

Dr. Guadalupe Valdés is the Bonnie Katz Tenenbaum Professor of Education at Stanford University.
Working in the area of applied linguistics, much of her work has focused on the English- Spanish
bilingualism of Latinos in the United States and on discovering and describing how two languages are
developed, used, and maintained by individuals who become bilingual in immigrant communities. Dr.
Valdés has investigated Latino students in elementary, middle school, high school, and college, leading
to 6 books and more than 70 articles. In the last several years, her work includes a number of articles,
including “Toward an ecological vision of languages for all: The case of heritage languages” in A.
Heining-Boynton’s Realizing Our Vision of Languages for All (2006) and “Bilingualism, heritage learners
and SLA research: Opportunities lost or seized” in the Modern Language Journal (2005). Valdés is also
the coauthor of a best-selling Spanish language textbook that focuses on the teaching of Spanish to
Hispanic bilinguals. Espafiol Escrito (first published by Scribner in 1978 and now published by Prentice
Hall) is now in its sixth edition. She was awarded the Joshua Fishman Award for Outstanding
Contributions and Leadership in the Heritage Language Field from the National Heritage Language
Resource Center at the University of California, Los Angeles in 2010. Valdés is a member of the
American Academy of Education, a fellow of the American Educational Research Association, and a
member of the Board of Trustees of ETS. She serves on the editorial boards of a number of journals,
including the Review of Educational Research, Bilingual Review, Written Communication, Modern
Language Journal, and Hispanic Journal of the Behavioral Sciences. In May 2000, Valdés received an
honorary doctorate from the University of Arizona for her work on the use of Spanish in the United
States.

Dr. Patricia Baron, Lead Research Project Manager, has served as the standard-setting director,
researcher, and lead facilitator in ETS’s Center for Validity Research. In this role, she directs standard
setting for ETS’s K—-12 testing programs. This experience includes providing consultation for the
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California Standardized Testing and Reporting program, the grades 2—11 Spanish-based assessments
of reading and mathematics, the grades 3—11 and Educational Opportunity Center (EOC)-modified
assessments, and the California Alternate Performance Assessment, in addition to directing standard
setting and performance level descriptor development for the Tennessee EOC, the Proficiency
Assessments for Wyoming Students, and the Wyoming Student Assessment of Writing Skills. Dr. Baron
has also designed and conducted validation studies and evaluated the alignment of innovative item
types to the CCSS. For the past seven years, she has focused on research in factors contributing to the
variability in standard setting, the development of mixed methods in curriculum and standards validity
studies for state assessments, and on the assessment of young ELs in the international context.
Significantly, she completed design and implementation of a standard-setting tool for the Bookmark
method, which provides a mechanism for expedited analysis and reporting with high quality assurance
standards. Before transitioning into her current position, she worked as the director of Government
Relations and Assessment Services, and she was a senior psychometrician in the Research and
Development division, conducting hundreds of equating and scaling studies for sixteen years. During
her time at ETS, she has been the lead psychometrician on high-stakes undergraduate and graduate
admissions tests, outcome assessments for college and higher level programs, and a national
assessment for Qatar. She has led development of the vertical scale and test design and helped plan
standard setting for Qatar in Arabic and English. She earned her EdD and M.Ed. in Educational
Psychology with a specialization in Educational Statistics and Measurement from Rutgers University,
where she also earned her BA in Psychology.

Dr. Danielle Guzman-Orth, Research Scientist, specializes in monolingual and bilingual
assessments, with particular focus on accessibility and accommodations for ELs, including ELs at risk
and ELs with disabilities. Along with her involvement in the California Assessment of Student
Performance and Progress (CAASPP) primary language stakeholder meetings, Dr. Guzman-Orth has
led and consulted on research studies for state and consortia contracts, such as the English Language
Proficiency Assessments for California (ELPAC), Smarter Balanced, Partnership for the Assessment of

Readiness for College and Careers, and English Language Proficiency Assessment for the 218t
Century (ELPA21). Her current research projects focus on improving assessment practices for young
dual-language learners and ELs with disabilities. Before coming to ETS, she gained valuable classroom
experience with ELs, ELs at risk, and ELs with disabilities in P-20 settings. She trained tutors to
implement instructional interventions with ELs and students with disabilities, provided English language
development instruction to ELs in first through sixth grade, and taught reading intervention for first grade
ELs. She holds an MA and PhD in Education with a specialization in Special Education, Disabilities, and
Risk Studies from University of California, Santa Barbara and a BA in Psychology and English from
California State University, Stanislaus.

Dr. Alexis A. Lopez, Research Scientist, is focusing on the assessment of language proficiency and
the assessment of content knowledge for K-12 ELs in the Center for English Language Learning and
Assessment at ETS. For the past four years, Dr. Lopez has conducted research on the use of
translanguaging in content assessments, dual-language assessments, and technology- enhanced
assessments. He has also led or co-led research studies for state and consortia contracts, such as the
ELPAC, the ELPA21, and the California English Language Development Test (CELDT) item alignment
to the 2012 English Language Development Standards. He previously worked as an associate
professor at Universidad de los Andes in Bogota, Colombia, and as a test development specialist at
Second Language Testing, Inc. in Washington, DC. He has participated in all facets of the test
development process, including developing test specifications, item writing, field testing, standard
setting, and conducting validation and alignment studies. He earned both his PhD in Education and
MA in Teaching English as a Second Language from the University of lllinois at Urbana-Champaign,

and his BS in English and Spanish from the Universidad Pedagogica Nacional in Bogota.
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Dr. Maurice Cogan Hauck, Assessment Development Strategic Advisor, is responsible for all
aspects of ETS assessment development work on K—12 English Language Learning assessments for
use in the United States, including ETS’s work on the ELPAC and the CELDT. In 2014, Dr. Hauck led
ETS’s work on the design and development of a pool of over 2,500 test items for the ELPA21
consortium, including a large proportion of innovative, technology-enabled task types. He has also led or
coled conceptualization, design, and development efforts for ETS assessment programs, including the
Test of English as a Foreign Language (TOEFL) Junior Comprehensive, TOEFL Junior Standard,
TOEFL Primary, and ELTeach™. Previously, he held a series of senior management positions in the
ETS Assessment Division in which he was responsible for ETS’s content development of assessment
programs, including SAT Reasoning and the Graduate Record Examinations® General test. Before that,
he spent four years managing the ETS K—12 English Language Learning group, for which he led the
development of several new tests of English language proficiency, including the Comprehensive
Learning English Assessment (CELLA). In addition to his work at ETS, he has 10 years of experience
as a teacher of English as a Second Language and academic writing and is the coauthor of three
textbooks. He earned his PhD in Language, Literacy, and Society and his MA in Applied Linguistics,
both from Columbia University. He holds a BA in English Literature from the University of California at
Berkeley.

Dr. Joyce Wang, Senior Psychometrician, will provide oversight for the technical and psychometric
tasks and issues that relate to pilot test and field test forms, sampling design, item analyses, standard
setting, research studies, and other technical analyses for the California Spanish Assessment (CSA).
Dr. Wang has more than seven years of experience in psychometrics, and for the past three years, she
has worked as senior psychometrician in Research and Development for ETS. She is responsible for
designing and implementing complex designs for the

scaling and linking of K-12 EL products and large-scale state contracts. She directs and supervises
research and statistical analysis activities, including item- and test-level statistical analyses and
research studies on technical issues, as well as scaling and equating results. Prior to joining ETS in
2011, she was a research scientist at CTB/McGraw Hill. Before that, she worked as a psychometrician
for ETS from 2002—-2006. She earned her PhD in Education with an emphasis on Research
Methodology from the University of California, Santa Barbara. She earned her MEng in Nuclear
Engineering with an emphasis on Health Physics from the University of Florida, and she earned her BA
in Nuclear Engineering from the National Tsing Hua University in Taiwan.

Helen McMahon, Senior Director, K—-12 Assessment, is the senior K—12 staff and content manager
at ETS responsible for the overall quality of the work on K—12 large-scale assessment contracts. In this
role, she oversees work done by the assessment development teams on the design of new
assessments as well as the subsequent work associated with the development of test content. She has
served in a variety of capacities since coming to ETS in 2004. She has worked as an assessment
developer and assessment director in the science group, as well as a senior process specialist. In her
current role as senior director, McMahon supervises the team of assessment directors who manage the
assessment development work in the mathematics, English language arts/literacy (ELA), social studies,
and science groups. She ensures that staff with the appropriate knowledge and experience are
assigned to programs and is responsible for the quality of the assessments produced by the K—12
division. Before joining ETS, she taught for 14 years at the intermediate and middle school levels. She
taught in a variety of configurations, including multi- subject upper elementary, as well as
mathematics/science and ELA/social studies team groupings. She specialized in teaching ELs and
students with learning disabilities. She earned an undergraduate degree in Agriculture Science with
additional studies in premed/preveterinary science at Texas State University. Most recently she has
completed 33 hours toward a master’s degree in Business Administration, also at Texas State
University.
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Dr. Ralph Morris, Assessment Director, is responsible for the supervision of ETS language arts staff,
as well as for the development of language arts assessments in English and Spanish for CAASPP. His
experience in assessment and content development will establish comprehensive and reliable subject
material. Dr. Morris has worked in language arts assessment development at ETS for ten years in roles
of increasing responsibility, including as an assessment specialist, content lead, and assessment lead.
Currently, he works as the language arts assessment director, where he is responsible for organizing,
implementing, and distributing content assignments for contracts; managing the content area within
projects while enforcing proper processes; and serving as the point of contact regarding product quality
and personnel issues. Before joining ETS, he was a middle- and high-school world languages teacher
(English as a Second Language, Spanish,

French, and German). He earned his PhD and MA from the University of Wisconsin—Madison with a
major emphasis in Germanic Philology and Linguistics and a minor emphases in both Romance
Philology and Linguistics and German Literature; he earned a BA in Modern Foreign Languages

from Lee University.

Jason Gonzalez, Test Development Team Lead (TDTL), is responsible for overseeing the overall
development schedule and process for the CSAs. Jason has over eleven years of experience working
on numerous California state assessments, most notably as the TDTL on the Standards- based Tests in
Spanish and the CELDT. Most recently, he helped schedule and organize the primary language, Digital
Library, and fine arts stakeholder meetings. He joined ETS in 2002 and prior to the TDTL role, he was
the lead editor on several large-scale assessments, including the California High School Exit Exam. His
experience with California testing programs, especially with Spanish language assessments, gives him a
unique insight into the intricacies of establishing a new statewide assessment for California.

Zulma Torres, Program Director, is responsible for overseeing the development and implementation
of the CSAs. She joined ETS in 2003, and her effective project management skills have been
instrumental in the highly successful management of many programs, including CELLA, Pruebas
Puertorriquenas de Aprovechamiento, and the Miami-Dade Interim Assessments. Most recently, she
led the team that worked on the ELPA21 item development project. In 2007, she earned ETS’s highest
honor for employees for her work on the Miami-Dade project. She is fluent in Spanish and earned her
bachelor’s degree from Rider University.

Dr. Rose Payan, Strategic Advisor, Business Development and English Learner Assessment,
worked with the Primary Language design team to provide guidance and information on state and
national trends regarding the assessment and instruction of ELs. During her 36-year tenure with ETS,
Dr. Payan has worked as a researcher on Hispanic higher education projects, and she has worked
closely with state organizations in teacher licensing exams and as a government relations manager for
the western region of the United States. Currently at ETS, she is the director of business development
and outreach for student and teacher assessments. In this position, she is responsible for ETS’s
business development in several states, including Arizona, New Mexico, Oregon, and Washington. Her
expertise in the assessment of ELs particularly comes in to play

when she works with the assessment development and research team in developing twenty-first
century assessments for ELs. Prior to her position in K—12 assessments, she worked at the Policy
Research and Evaluation Center, where she focused on issues surrounding EL instruction and
assessment and Latino education.

Dr. Payan’s background includes speaking and organizing numerous conferences relating to Hispanic
education. She was instrumental in ETS’s hosting of a national conference on Science, Technology,
Engineering, and Mathematics education and careers for Latinos, as well as in the ETS Achievement
Gap Conference on English Learners. Before coming to ETS, she worked as a speech and language
therapist, a school district bilingual program director and multicultural coordinator, and as a bilingual
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kindergarten teacher. She earned her PhD in Curriculum and Instruction from the University of
Colorado Boulder, where she studied measurement and evaluation, curriculum and instruction, and
bilingual special education. She earned her MA in Elementary Education from Claremont Graduate
School, and her BA in Speech and Language Pathology from the University of Texas at El Paso.
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DATE: August 31, 2016
TO: MEMBERS, State Board of Education
FROM: TOM TORLAKSON, State Superintendent of Public Instruction

SUBJECT: Item 4 — California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress:
Approve the State Superintendent of Public Instruction Recommended
Achievement Standard Setting for the California Alternate Assessment
English Language Arts and Mathematics Levels 1, 2, and 3; Approve the
Proposed High-Level Test Design for the California Spanish Assessment;
and Provide an Update on Program Activities Related to the California
Assessment of Student Performance and Progress System.

Summary of Key Issues

This addendum includes the State Superintendent of Public Instruction’s (SSPI’s)
recommendations for the threshold scores and the standard-setting panel’s judgments
for the California Alternate Assessments (CAA) for English language arts (ELA) and
mathematics. The standard-setting panel was comprised of educators from across
California, who had experience in working with the target student population.

As part of the standard-setting process, the California Department of Education (CDE),
along with its testing contractor, Educational Testing Service, analyzed the standard-
setting panel’s judgments to refine the data for consistency across all the CAA grade
levels tested. Tables 1 and 2 of Attachment 1 represent the SSPI's recommendations
for the CAA threshold scores for ELA and mathematics. Tables 3 and 4 include the
standard-setting panel’s judgements for the CAA for ELA and mathematics.

The CDE recommends that the State Board of Education adopt the SSPI’s proposed
CAAs for ELA and mathematics thresholds for levels 2, and 3 (Attachment 1, Tables 1
and 2).

Attachment

Attachment 1: California Alternate Assessments Standard-Setting Recommendations
for Achievement Standards (Levels) (4 Pages)
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California Alternate Assessments Standard-Setting Recommendations for Achievement Standards (Levels)

Table 1

State Superintendent of Public Instruction’s Recommendations
for the Proposed Achievement Standards (Levels) for the
California Alternate Assessment for English Language Arts

Alternate-Level 1 Alternate-Level 2 Alternate-Level 3
Standard- Standard-
Setting Scale Setting Scale
% of % at or % of Threshold % at or % of Threshold % at or
Grade | Students above Students Score above Students Score above
3 54.3 100 24.7 195 45.7 21.0 220 21.0
4 60.6 100 27.8 200 394 11.6 225 11.6
5 57.0 100 34.5 200 43.0 8.5 225 8.5
6 57.0 100 36.2 200 43.0 6.8 230 6.8
7 594 100 32.2 200 40.6 8.4 225 8.4
8 494 100 43.0 195 50.6 7.5 225 7.5
11 46.0 100 46.8 195 54.0 71 225 7.1
Key

% of Students Percent of students statewide who would be placed at this alternate achievement standard (level) on the basis

of the results of the 2015-16 administration.

Minimum standard-setting scale score needed to achieve this alternate achievement standard (level) on the
2015-16 administration of tests. See note below.

Percent of students statewide who would be at and above this alternate achievement standard (level) on the
basis of the results of the 2015-16 administration.

Standard-Setting Scale
Threshold Score

% at and above

Note: Threshold scores were generated solely for the standard-setting process. Reporting scales will be developed to report scores on the Student Score Report
and public reporting.
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Alternate-Level 1 Alternate-Level 2 Alternate-Level 3
Standard- Standard-
Setting Scale Setting Scale

% of % at or % of Threshold % at or % of Threshold % at or

Grade | Students above Students Score above Students Score above
3 72.3 100 23.1 205 27.7 4.6 225 4.6
4 70.0 100 25.8 205 30.0 4.3 225 4.3
5 72.8 100 23.0 205 27.2 4.2 225 4.2
6 72.7 100 23.2 205 27.3 4.1 225 4.1
7 70.4 100 244 205 29.6 5.2 225 5.2
8 711 100 24.5 205 28.9 4.4 225 4.4
11 68.4 100 26.2 205 31.6 5.4 225 54

Key

% of Students

Percent of students statewide who would be placed at this alternate achievement standard (level) on the basis
of the results of the 2015-16 administration.

Standard-Setting Scale
Threshold Score

Minimum standard-setting scale score needed to achieve this alternate achievement standard (level) on the
2015-16 administration of tests. See note below.

% at or above

Percent of students statewide who would be at and above this alternate achievement standard (level) on the
basis of the results of the 201516 administration.

Note: Threshold scores were generated solely for the standard-setting process. Reporting scales will be developed to report scores on the Student Score Report

and public reporting.
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Alternate-Level 1 Alternate-Level 2 Alternate-Level 3
Standard- Standard-
Setting Scale Setting Scale

% of % at or % of Threshold % at or % of Threshold % at or

Grade | Students above Students Score above Students Score above
3 46.1 100 27.6 189 53.9 26.3 212 26.3
4 711 100 14.5 207 28.9 14.4 222 14.4
5 67.2 100 30.0 206 32.8 2.8 235 2.8
6 71.6 100 27.2 209 28.4 1.2 246 1.2
7 69.2 100 19.7 206 30.8 11.1 221 11.1
8 34.0 100 61.0 186 66.0 5.0 231 5.0
11 34.2 100 47.3 188 65.8 18.5 214 18.5

Key

% of Students

Percent of students statewide who would be placed at this alternate achievement standard (level) on the basis
of the results of the 2015-16 administration.

Standard-Setting Scale

Threshold Score

Minimum standard-setting scale score needed to achieve this alternate achievement standard (level) on the
2015-16 administration of tests. See note below.

% at or above

Percent of students statewide who would be at and above this alternate achievement standard (level) on the
basis of the results of the 2015—-16 administration.

Note: Threshold scores were generated solely for the standard-setting process. Reporting scales will be developed to report scores on the Student Score Report

and public reporting.
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Table 4
Standard-Setting Panel’s Judgments
for the Proposed Achievement Standards (Levels) for the
California Alternate Assessment for Mathematics
Alternate-Level 1 Alternate-Level 2 Alternate-Level 3
Standard-
Standard- Setting
Setting Scale Scale
% of % at or % of Threshold % at or % of Threshold % at or
Grade | Students | above | Students Score above | Students Score above

3 81.6 100 9.7 211 18.4 8.7 219 8.7

4 84.2 100 11.5 212 15.8 4.3 225 4.3

5 72.8 100 23.6 206 27.2 3.6 227 3.6

6 84.5 100 7.9 21 15.5 7.6 219 7.6

7 74.6 100 17.1 207 254 8.3 220 8.3

8 83.2 100 13.0 211 16.8 3.8 226 3.8

11 81.0 100 12.8 211 19.0 6.2 223 6.2

Key
% of Students Percent of students statewide who would be placed at this alternate achievement standard (level) on the basis
of the results of the 2015—16 administration.

Standard-Setting Scale Minimum standard-setting scale score needed to achieve this alternate achievement standard (level) on the
Threshold Score 2015-16 administration of tests. See note below.
% at or above Percent of students statewide who would be at and above this alternate achievement standard (level) on the

basis of the results of the 2015—-16 administration.

Note: Threshold scores were generated solely for the standard-setting process. Reporting scales will be developed to report scores on the Student Score Report
and public reporting.
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CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

SEPTEMBER 2016 AGENDA

SUBJECT
X] Action

Approval of 2016—-17 Consolidated Applications.
X] Information

[ ] Public Hearing

SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

Each local educational agency (LEA) must submit a complete and accurate Consolidated
Application (ConApp) for each fiscal year in order for the California Department of
Education (CDE) to send funding to LEAs that are eligible to receive federal categorical
funds as designated in the ConApp. The ConApp is the annual fiscal companion to the
LEA Plan as required by the federal Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) of
1965. The State Board of Education (SBE) is asked to annually approve ConApps for
approximately 1,700 school districts, county offices of education, and direct-funded
charter schools.

RECOMMENDATION

The CDE recommends that the SBE approve the 2016—17 ConApps submitted by LEAs
in Attachment 1.

BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

Each year, the CDE, in compliance with California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section
3920, recommends that the SBE approve applications for funding Consolidated
Categorical Aid Programs submitted by LEAs. Prior to receiving funding, the LEA must
also have an SBE-approved LEA Plan that satisfies SBE and CDE criteria for utilizing
federal categorical funds.

Approximately $2 billion of federal funding is distributed annually through the ConApp

process. The 2016—17 ConApp consists of six federal-funded programs. The funding
sources include:
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Title I, Part A Basic Grant (Low Income);

Title I, Part D (Delinquent);

Title Il, Part A (Teacher Quality);

Title IIl, Part A (Immigrant);

Title Ill, Part A (English Learner Students); and
Title VI, Part B (Rural, Low-Income).

ConApp data is collected twice a year. The Spring Release, which occurs from May to
June, collects new fiscal year application data, end-of-school-year program participation
student count, and program expenditure data. The Winter Release, which occurs from
January to February, collects LEA reservations and allocations, and program
expenditure data.

The CDE provides the SBE with two levels of approval recommendations. Regular
approval is recommended when an LEA has submitted a correct and complete ConApp,
Spring Release, and has no outstanding non-compliant issues or is making satisfactory
progress toward resolving one or two non-compliant issues that is/are fewer than 365
days non-compliant. Conditional approval is recommended when an LEA has submitted
a correct and complete ConApp, Spring Release, but has one or more non-compliant
issues that is/are unresolved for over 365 days. Conditional approval by the SBE
provides authority to the LEA to spend its categorical funds under the condition that it will
resolve or make significant progress toward resolving non-compliant issues. In extreme
cases, conditional approval may include the withholding of funds.

Attachment 1 identifies the LEAs that have no outstanding non-compliant issues or are
making satisfactory progress toward resolving one or two non-compliant issues that
is/are fewer than 365 days non-compliant. The CDE recommends regular approval of the
2016—-17 ConApp for these 1,570 LEAs. Fiscal data are absent if an LEA is new or is a
charter school applying for direct funding for the first time. Attachment 1 includes
ConApp entitlement figures from school year 2015-16 because the figures for 2016-17
cannot be determined until all applications and LEA Plans have been completed.

There are no LEAs with one or more non-compliant issues that is/are unresolved for
more than 365 days.

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION

For fiscal year 2015-16, the SBE approved ConApps for 1,694 LEAs. Attachment 1
represents the first set of 2016-17 ConApps presented to the SBE for approval.

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

The CDE provides resources to track the SBE approval status of the ConApps for
approximately 1,700 LEAs. The cost to track the non-compliant status of LEAs related to
programs within the ConApp is covered through a cost pool of federal funds. CDE staff
communicate with LEA staff on an ongoing basis to determine the evidence needed to
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resolve issues, review the evidence provided by LEA staff, and maintain a tracking
system to document the resolution process.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1: Consolidated Applications List (2016—17) — Regular Approvals (61 pages)
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The following 1,570 local educational agencies (LEAs) have submitted a correct and complete Consolidated Application
(ConApp), Spring Release, and have no outstanding noncompliance issues or are making satisfactory progress toward
resolving one or two non-compliant issues that are fewer than 365 days non-compliant. The California Department of

Education recommends regular approval of these applications.

Total Total Total
2015-16 2015-16 2015-16
County-District- ConApp Entitlement Title |
Number School Code LEA Name Entitlement Per Student Entitlement
1 119642120000000 | ABC Unified 4,208,056 204 3,140,352
2 | 39686270128553 | Acacia Elementary Charter 184,893 459 171,785
3 | 39686270128546 | Acacia Middle Charter 50,938 339 50,571
4 1 19769680109926 | Academia Avance Charter 198,615 424 196,581
51 19647330120097 | Academia Moderna 197,801 436 173,578
6 | 36750773631207 | Academy for Academic Excellence 7,062 0 0
7 | 45752670120170 | Academy of Personalized Learning 113,800 327 112,331
8 | 19647330126185 | Academy of Science and Engineering 84,415 367 83,382
9 | 23656152330454 | Accelerated Achievement Academy 48,994 304 48,417
10 | 19647330100743 | Accelerated Charter Elementary 133,783 424 118,663
11 |1 43694270125617 | ACE Charter High 117,394 531 116,250
12 | 43104390116814 | ACE Empower Academy 182,232 451 180,194
13 | 43694500129247 | ACE Franklin McKinley 101,867 679 101,098
14 | 43696660131656 | ACE Inspire Academy 36,430 346 36,430
15 | 01612590111476 | Achieve Academy 377,163 503 311,509
16 | 31667610000000 | Ackerman Charter 37,544 72 23,856
17 | 42767866118202 | Adelante Charter 69,794 254 53,794
18 | 36675870000000 | Adelanto Elementary 2,691,299 323 2,332,638
Alain Leroy Locke College Preparatory
19 | 19647330118588 | Academy 734,149 420 725,644
20 | 01611190130609 | Alameda Community Learning Center 0 0 0
211 01100170000000 | Alameda County Office of Education 1,385,401 3,552 1,380,220
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22 | 01611190000000 | Alameda Unified 1,654,843 175 1,179,046

23 | 01611270000000 | Albany City Unified 374,782 98 248,635

24 | 37683380111898 | Albert Einstein Academy Charter Middle 76,583 130 75,138
Albert Einstein Academy for Letters, Arts
& Sciences - Aqua Dulce Partnership

25| 19753090131201 | Academy 0 0 0
Albert Einstein Academy for Letters, Arts

26 | 19753090133231 | & Sciences - Odyssey 0 0 0
Albert Einstein Academy for Letters, Arts

27 | 19651360121731 | and Sciences 0 0 0
Albert Einstein Academy for Letters, Arts

28 | 19753090132191 | and Sciences-STEAM 0 0 0

29 | 12630320111203 | Alder Grove Charter 74,965 200 73,752

30 | 49705990000000 | Alexander Valley Union Elementary 4,826 39 1,895

31 | 19757130000000 | Alhambra Unified 6,217,231 354 4,618,098

32 | 27659610000000 | Alisal Union 3,785,792 419 2,765,513

33 | 54717950000000 | Allensworth Elementary 62,090 721 55,838
Alliance 6-12 College-Ready Academy

34 | 19647330132084 | #21 0 0 0
Alliance Alice M. Baxter College-Ready

35 | 19647330127217 | High 91,278 424 90,844
Alliance Cindy and Bill Simon

36 | 19647330121285 | Technology Academy High 210,964 465 208,324
Alliance College-Ready Academy High

37 | 19647330123141 | 16 110,043 421 108,632
Alliance College-Ready Middle

38 | 19647330128058 | Academy 12 193,049 461 191,582
Alliance College-Ready Middle

39 | 19647330120030 | Academy 4 212,307 466 209,875
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Alliance College-Ready Middle

40 | 19647330120048 | Academy 5 150,929 460 148,983
Alliance College-Ready Middle

41 | 19647330128033 | Academy 8 121,881 413 121,214
Alliance Collins Family College-Ready

42 | 19647330108936 | High 236,311 393 233,322

43 | 19647330111500 | Alliance Dr. Olga Mohan High 186,726 414 184,407
Alliance Gertz-Ressler Richard Merkin

44 | 19647330106864 | 6-12 Complex 425,611 434 420,583

45 | 19647330117598 | Alliance Health Services Academy High 183,337 408 181,074

46 | 19647330111518 | Alliance Jack H. Skirball Middle 183,394 415 181,086
Alliance Judy lvie Burton Technology

47 | 19647330108894 | Academy High 244,788 407 241,753

48 | 19647330128041 | Alliance Kory Hunter Middle 129,881 444 129,152

49 | 19647330128009 | Alliance Leadership Middle Academy 0 0 0
Alliance Leichtman-Levine Family

50 | 19647330117606 | Foundation Environmental Science High 173,108 328 170,628
Alliance Marc & Eva Stern Math and

51 1 19647330111658 | Science 227,124 378 224,239
Alliance Margaret M. Bloomfield

52 | 19647330124941 | Technology Academy High 110,452 393 109,941

53 | 19647330116509 | Alliance Morgan McKinzie High 124,561 400 122,851
Alliance Ouchi-O'Donovan 6-12

54 1 19647330111641 | Complex 432,008 431 426,823
Alliance Patti And Peter Neuwirth

55 | 19647330111492 | Leadership Academy 253,867 401 250,598
Alliance Renee and Meyer Luskin

56 | 19647330124891 | Academy High 199,192 362 196,496
Alliance Susan and Eric Smidt

57 | 19647330123133 | Technology High 199,934 393 198,151
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Alliance Tennenbaum Family
58 | 19647330121293 | Technology High 118,030 291 116,440
59 | 54718030000000 | Alpaugh Unified 268,554 796 231,025
60 | 43694270132274 | Alpha Cindy Avitia High 60,359 410 60,359
61 | 43693690125526 | Alpha: Blanca Alvarado Middle 161,161 367 158,888
62 | 43104390129213 | Alpha: Jose Hernandez Middle 141,411 431 140,584
63 | 02100250000000 | Alpine County Office of Education 0 0 0
64 | 02613330000000 | Alpine County Unified 58,230 701 47,193
65 | 37679670000000 | Alpine Union Elementary 209,709 122 138,377
66 | 36675950000000 | Alta Loma Elementary 668,125 113 475,974
67 | 54718110000000 | Alta Vista Elementary 452,724 787 376,903
68 | 36675870120592 | Alta Vista Public 0 0 0
69 | 36677360131151 | Alta Vista South Public Charter 0 0 0
70 | 31667790000000 | Alta-Dutch Flat Union Elementary 33,366 347 26,066
71 | 43693690000000 | Alum Rock Union Elementary 4,619,019 423 3,323,619
72 | 20651770000000 | Alview-Dairyland Union Elementary 176,918 460 149,012
73 | 10619940000000 | Alvina Elementary 90,696 495 79,916
74 | 33669770000000 | Alvord Unified 6,686,064 344 5,310,572
75 | 03739810000000 | Amador County Unified 809,657 21 668,986
Ambassador Phillip V. Sanchez Public
76 | 10623800124982 | Charter 0 0 0
77 | 01612596113807 | American Indian Public Charter 60,121 466 59,255
78 | 01612590114363 | American Indian Public Charter School |l 182,531 287 164,541
79 | 01612590111856 | American Indian Public High 55,140 251 54,335
80 | 37683380124206 | America's Finest Charter 106,396 336 91,873
81 | 30664230000000 | Anaheim Elementary 8,130,862 436 6,213,239
82 | 30664310000000 | Anaheim Union High 9,241,642 292 7,663,005
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Anahuacalmecac International
83 | 19768850132928 | University Preparatory of North America 137,882 374 137,882
84 | 45698560000000 | Anderson Union High 530,274 287 464,019
85 | 23655400000000 | Anderson Valley Unified 237,509 455 195,527
86 | 19647330124883 | Animo College Preparatory Academy 173,378 377 171,034
87 | 19647330123992 | Animo Ellen Ochoa Charter Middle 121,425 433 120,773
88 | 19646341996586 | Animo Inglewood Charter High 226,387 370 223,427
89 | 19647330111583 | Animo Jackie Robinson High 225,648 381 222,601
90 | 19647330124008 | Animo James B. Taylor Charter Middle 205,257 441 203,632
91 | 19647330122481 | Animo Jefferson Charter Middle 372,161 681 236,881
92 | 19647091996313 | Animo Leadership High 235,734 389 224,680
93 | 19647330129270 | Animo Mae Jemison Charter Middle 169,580 605 133,633
94 | 19647330106849 | Animo Pat Brown 252,606 428 249,494
95 | 19647330124024 | Animo Phillis Wheatley Charter Middle 217,414 355 214,389
96 | 19647330111575 | Animo Ralph Bunche Charter High 280,595 473 277,525
97 | 19647330102434 | Animo South Los Angeles Charter 239,147 392 236,195
98 | 19647330106831 | Animo Venice Charter High 199,713 339 197,051
Animo Watts College Preparatory

99 | 19647330111625 | Academy 209,854 375 207,206
100 | 19647330124016 | Animo Western Charter Middle 274,794 448 240,401
101 | 19647330122499 | Animo Westside Charter Middle 104,063 232 102,413
102 | 52714720000000 | Antelope Elementary 212,206 296 170,972
103 | 19648570112714 | Antelope Valley Learning Academy 0 0 0
104 | 19642460000000 | Antelope Valley Union High 7,336,010 333 6,664,136
105 | 07616480000000 | Antioch Unified 4,227,411 236 3,468,100
106 | 19647330117077 | APEX Academy 164,916 378 162,915
107 | 19647330126078 | Apple Academy Charter Public 106,626 333 105,233
108 | 36750770000000 | Apple Valley Unified 4,306,160 331 3,738,638
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109 | 19647330121079 | Ararat Charter 108,564 319 85,300
110 | 19642610000000 | Arcadia Unified 1,231,108 126 914,993
111 | 12626790000000 | Arcata Elementary 381,213 708 322,415
Architecture, Construction &
112 | 56725460120634 | Engineering Charter High (ACE) 28,420 153 28,420
113 | 34672800000000 | Arcohe Union Elementary 198,675 482 180,305
114 | 23655570000000 | Arena Union Elementary 82,074 321 64,430
115 | 01612590115238 | ARISE High 108,911 412 93,862
116 | 16638750000000 | Armona Union Elementary 382,087 382 307,239
117 | 37683380114520 | Arroyo Paseo Charter High 48,993 395 48,509
118 | 37680236116859 | Arroyo Vista Charter 66,031 66 45,956
119 | 19647330123158 | Arts In Action Community Charter 112,085 320 110,780
120 | 15633130000000 | Arvin Union 2,137,827 696 1,796,577
121 | 01612596118608 | ASCEND 193,138 446 167,352
Aspire Alexander Twilight College
122 | 34674470120469 | Preparatory Academy 113,937 265 112,177
Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary
123 | 34674470121467 | Academy 96,449 245 94,940
124 | 19101990109660 | Aspire Antonio Maria Lugo Academy 263,171 612 262,230
125 | 39686760121541 | Aspire APEX Academy 88,515 290 87,309
Aspire Benjamin Holt College
126 | 39685850101956 | Preparatory Academy 76,795 105 75,150
127 | 01612590109819 | Aspire Berkley Maynard Academy 194,481 366 176,598
128 | 34674390102343 | Aspire Capitol Heights Academy 106,888 366 105,491
Aspire Centennial College Preparatory
129 | 19647330126797 | Academy 206,257 377 203,777
130 | 01612590128413 | Aspire College Academy 117,066 409 103,163
131 | 41689996114953 | Aspire East Palo Alto Charter 323,350 417 281,801
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132 | 01612590120188 | Aspire ERES Academy 104,338 478 91,431
133 | 19647330122622 | Aspire Firestone Academy Charter 157,838 374 142,398
134 | 19647330122614 | Aspire Gateway Academy Charter 152,667 366 138,594
Aspire Golden State College
135 | 01612590118224 | Preparatory Academy 203,074 350 186,706
136 | 19647330124800 | Aspire Inskeep Academy Charter 159,163 461 140,134
137 | 19647330124792 | Aspire Juanita Tate Academy Charter 147,966 400 128,622
138 | 19647330114884 | Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy 132,701 429 118,436
139 | 39686760118497 | Aspire Langston Hughes Academy 224,454 314 221,505
Aspire Lionel Wilson College
140 | 01612590130666 | Preparatory Academy 201,260 379 198,794
141 | 01612596117568 | Aspire Monarch Academy 195,211 500 164,504
Aspire Ollin University Preparatory
142 | 19101990112128 | Academy 220,005 379 217,166
143 | 19647330122721 | Aspire Pacific Academy 200,316 406 198,071
144 | 39686760114876 | Aspire Port City Academy 109,107 272 107,551
Aspire Richmond Ca. College
145 | 07617960132100 | Preparatory Academy 70,713 306 70,713
146 | 07617960132118 | Aspire Richmond Technology Academy 79,295 315 79,295
147 | 39685856118921 | Aspire River Oaks Charter 219,743 562 73,165
148 | 39686760108647 | Aspire Rosa Parks Academy 150,030 391 148,208
149 | 19647330124784 | Aspire Slauson Academy Charter 147,801 432 131,501
150 | 50710430112292 | Aspire Summit Charter Academy 75,213 184 73,897
151 | 19647330120477 | Aspire Titan Academy 152,217 464 135,045
152 | 01612590130732 | Aspire Triumph Technology Academy 113,690 407 112,288
153 | 50712900118125 | Aspire University Charter 15,009 56 14,602
Aspire Vanguard College Preparatory
154 | 50711750120212 | Academy 57,023 170 56,003
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155 | 39685856116594 | Aspire Vincent Shalvey Academy 33,944 87 29,775
156 | 19753090127100 | Assurance Learning Academy 0 0 0
157 | 40687000000000 | Atascadero Unified 741,314 157 535,897
158 | 34674470133975 | Atkinson Academy Charter 0 0 0
159 | 24656310000000 | Atwater Elementary 2,505,200 511 2,151,197
160 | 31667870000000 | Auburn Union Elementary 491,933 244 368,547
161 | 37683383731395 | Audeo Charter 147,344 161 145,209
162 | 19648810113464 | Aveson Global Leadership Academy 52,950 128 52,039
163 | 19648810113472 | Aveson School of Leaders 465 0 0
164 | 19642790000000 | Azusa Unified 3,701,851 400 2,955,144
165 | 43694270131995 | B. Roberto Cruz Leadership Academy 24,007 307 24,007
166 | 15633210000000 | Bakersfield City 16,704,223 552 13,868,888
167 | 19642870000000 | Baldwin Park Unified 5,336,051 373 4,248,685
168 | 24656490000000 | Ballico-Cressey Elementary 113,810 299 96,158
Ballington Academy for the Arts and
169 | 13631230118455 | Sciences 50,345 162 49,505
170 | 04613820000000 | Bangor Union Elementary 35,834 322 24,853
171 | 39684860000000 | Banta Elementary 74,775 111 65,772
172 | 19765470118760 | Barack Obama Charter 136,776 434 135,031
173 | 36676110000000 | Barstow Unified 2,321,764 380 1,929,898
174 | 20651850000000 | Bass Lake Joint Union Elementary 247,712 290 205,253
175 | 19642950000000 | Bassett Unified 1,658,582 418 1,288,904
176 | 01612590106906 | Bay Area Technology 82,456 302 81,267
177 | 27102720124297 | Bay View Academy 0 0 0
178 | 37737910109785 | Bayshore Preparatory Charter 0 0 0
Beacon Classical Academy National
179 | 37682210132621 | City 80,855 423 68,693
180 | 36676370000000 | Bear Valley Unified 619,179 269 457,143
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181 | 15633390000000 | Beardsley Elementary 841,075 471 723,756
182 | 33669930000000 | Beaumont Unified 1,541,344 165 1,211,157
183 | 45698720000000 | Bella Vista Elementary 85,777 244 67,961
184 | 55723060000000 | Belleview Elementary 28,277 229 16,809
185 | 49706150000000 | Bellevue Union Elementary 687,349 382 603,244
186 | 19643030000000 | Bellflower Unified 3,434,807 261 2,785,452
187 | 41688660000000 | Belmont-Redwood Shores Elementary 267,696 68 158,494
188 | 15633470000000 | Belridge Elementary 3,097 88 1,357
189 | 48705240000000 | Benicia Unified 375,417 75 236,783
190 | 49706230000000 | Bennett Valley Union Elementary 67,132 64 42,672
191 | 01611430000000 | Berkeley Unified 1,258,531 128 818,470
192 | 43693770000000 | Berryessa Union Elementary 1,298,054 160 799,062
193 | 19647330106872 | Bert Corona Charter 145,859 388 128,987
194 | 19643110000000 | Beverly Hills Unified 763,548 191 616,301
195 | 12626950000000 | Big Lagoon Union Elementary 5,625 0 0
196 | 55751840000000 | Big Oak Flat-Groveland Unified 81,194 254 58,355
197 | 10101080119628 | Big Picture Educational Academy 42,023 224 41,598
198 | 14632480000000 | Big Pine Unified 83,682 486 71,402
199 | 47701850000000 | Big Springs Union Elementary 40,920 280 34,660
200 | 27751500000000 | Big Sur Unified 2,350 111 854
201 | 18640890000000 | Big Valley Joint Unified 72,811 443 58,264
202 | 04614080000000 | Biggs Unified 247,728 411 214,992
203 | 19647331931047 | Birmingham Community Charter High 1,087,213 339 1,025,573
204 | 14766870000000 | Bishop Unified 389,984 200 292,062
205 | 35674540000000 | Bitterwater-Tully Elementary 1,003 0 0
206 | 45698800000000 | Black Butte Union Elementary 236,136 1,174 213,266
207 | 09737830000000 | Black Oak Mine Unified 220,258 167 147,521
208 | 15633540000000 | Blake Elementary 363 0 0
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209 | 42691120000000 | Blochman Union Elementary 4,268 0 0
210 | 12627030000000 | Blue Lake Union Elementary 33,524 191 24,679
211 | 04614246119523 | Blue Oak Charter 91,734 213 90,286
212 | 47701930000000 | Bogus Elementary 1,295 0 0
213 | 19643290000000 | Bonita Unified 1,055,029 104 774,277
214 | 44697320000000 | Bonny Doon Union Elementary 28,580 21 20,985
215 | 37768510000000 | Bonsall Unified 276,283 115 199,720
216 | 37679830000000 | Borrego Springs Unified 159,720 385 123,894
217 | 27659790000000 | Bradley Union Elementary 54,074 667 48,140
218 | 13630730000000 | Brawley Elementary 1,768,536 449 1,344,815
219 | 13630810000000 | Brawley Union High 656,748 351 534,274
220 | 30664490000000 | Brea-Olinda Unified 580,078 99 394,337
221 1 07616550000000 | Brentwood Union Elementary 727,980 83 532,793
222 | 05615560000000 | Bret Harte Union High 183,429 220 159,571
223 | 12627290000000 | Bridgeville Elementary 7,889 232 1,760
224 | 56724470000000 | Briggs Elementary 130,052 226 96,968
2251 19647330112508 | Bright Star Secondary Charter Academy 191,188 338 188,607
226 | 41688740000000 | Brisbane Elementary 56,115 118 40,102
227 | 51713570000000 | Brittan Elementary 122,287 265 102,023
228 | 51713650000000 | Browns Elementary 28,505 196 25,969
229 | 09618380000000 | Buckeye Union Elementary 292,943 62 208,480
230 | 42691380000000 | Buellton Union Elementary 110,365 180 66,774
231 | 30664560000000 | Buena Park Elementary 1,607,155 333 1,180,303
232 | 54718290000000 | Buena Vista Elementary 44,597 220 36,510
233 | 19643370000000 | Burbank Unified 2,401,166 157 1,834,108
234 | 41688820000000 | Burlingame Elementary 326,974 97 200,753
235 | 53716620000000 | Burnt Ranch Elementary 8,473 87 4,697
236 | 10620420000000 | Burrel Union Elementary 83,665 669 52,403
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237 | 54718370000000 | Burton Elementary 1,061,630 235 847,341
238 | 04100410000000 | Butte County Office of Education 1,232,560 2,886 1,227,139
239 | 47736840000000 | Butte Valley Unified 115,017 384 84,708
240 | 47702010000000 | Butteville Union Elementary 51,650 234 48,182
241 | 15633700000000 | Buttonwillow Union Elementary 186,507 490 148,744
242 | 07616630000000 | Byron Union Elementary 271,549 167 253,010
243 | 41688900000000 | Cabrillo Unified 373,805 113 224,975
244 | 37679910000000 | Cajon Valley Union 6,355,354 399 4,988,545
245 | 05100580000000 | Calaveras County Office of Education 155,780 304 152,195
246 | 05615640000000 | Calaveras Unified 818,904 273 684,784
247 | 13630990000000 | Calexico Unified 4,839,655 523 3,740,847
248 | 07100740129528 | Caliber: Beta Academy 207,836 345 184,956
249 | 15633880000000 | Caliente Union Elementary 24,275 425 20,470
250 | 19647330133884 | California Collegiate Charter 0 0 0
California Connections Academy @
251 | 17640550129601 | North Bay 0 0 0
California Connections Academy @
252 | 39686500125849 | Ripon 69,004 78 67,507
253 | 10623310127175 | California Virtual Academy @ Fresno 136,479 264 134,305
California Virtual Academy @
254 | 55723630100099 | Jamestown 52,396 459 51,937
255 | 16638750112698 | California Virtual Academy @ Kings 137,553 284 135,637
California Virtual Academy @ Los
256 | 19650940112706 | Angeles 780,597 248 768,347
257 | 15636280127183 | California Virtual Academy @ Maricopa 315,918 264 310,899
258 | 37684036120893 | California Virtual Academy @ San Diego 536,276 211 526,500
California Virtual Academy @ San
259 | 39686270127191 | Joaquin 295,021 206 290,103
California Virtual Academy @ San
260 | 41689160112284 | Mateo 138,400 172 136,325
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261 | 49707970107284 | California Virtual Academy @ Sonoma 159,802 250 157,537
262 | 51714150129007 | California Virtual Academy @ Sutter 179,847 216 176,757

California Virtual Academy High @
263 | 15636280127209 | Maricopa 124,788 209 122,633
264 | 13631070000000 | Calipatria Unified 544,611 454 422,842

Camarillo Academy of Progressive
265 | 56725460115105 | Education 0 0 0
266 | 43693850000000 | Cambrian 296,765 86 177,323
267 | 19647330122861 | Camino Nuevo Academy #2 217,218 385 195,693
268 | 19647336117667 | Camino Nuevo Charter Academy 435,951 777 378,283
269 | 19647330124826 | Camino Nuevo Charter Academy No. 4 276,322 439 248,374
270 | 19647330106435 | Camino Nuevo Charter High 234,070 722 220,599
271 1 19647330122564 | Camino Nuevo Elementary No. 3 349,993 443 309,701
272 | 19647330127910 | Camino Nuevo High No. 2 171,238 362 168,903

Camino Science and Natural Resources
273 | 09618460123125 | Charter 193 0 0
274 |1 09618460000000 | Camino Union Elementary 63,292 151 50,422
275 | 43693930000000 | Campbell Union 1,644,048 215 1,186,804
276 | 43694010000000 | Campbell Union High 207,442 0 0
277 | 58727286115935 | Camptonville Academy 79,034 183 77,681
278 | 58727280000000 | Camptonville Elementary 28,326 416 19,257
279 | 11625540000000 | Capay Joint Union Elementary 30,642 162 26,147
280 | 30664640106765 | Capistrano Connections Academy 280,576 99 275,050
281 | 30664640000000 | Capistrano Unified 5,979,594 121 4,618,018
282 | 34674390123901 | Capitol Collegiate Academy 71,734 284 70,908
283 | 37680070000000 | Cardiff Elementary 0 0 0
284 | 37735510000000 | Carlsbad Unified 1,476,590 142 1,155,902
285 | 27659870000000 | Carmel Unified 300,564 119 245,750
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286 | 42691460000000 | Carpinteria Unified 430,997 193 303,503
287 | 10621661030840 | Carter G. Woodson Public Charter 133,268 362 130,174
288 | 10755980000000 | Caruthers Unified 630,591 444 516,867
Casa Ramona Academy for Technology,
289 | 36678760114405 | Community, and Education 158,708 785 147,439
290 | 45699140000000 | Cascade Union Elementary 857,260 782 713,546
291 | 19643450000000 | Castaic Union 76,011 0 0
292 | 45699220000000 | Castle Rock Union Elementary 2,859 0 0
293 | 01612590131672 | Castlemont Primary Academy 68,107 624 68,107
294 | 01611500000000 | Castro Valley Unified 897,687 97 672,725
295 | 40687260000000 | Cayucos Elementary 153,428 730 144,722
296 | 44697990117804 | Ceiba College Preparatory Academy 161,686 307 148,585
297 | 19647330123984 | Celerity Cardinal Charter 137,735 407 116,444
298 | 19647330115766 | Celerity Dyad Charter 317,665 453 275,843
299 | 19647330108910 | Celerity Nascent Charter 255,895 445 235,471
300 | 19647330122655 | Celerity Octavia Charter 193,296 483 168,901
301 | 19647330123166 | Celerity Palmati Charter 175,375 404 150,446
302 | 19647330115782 | Celerity Troika Charter 176,425 299 156,216
303 | 34739730000000 | Center Joint Unified 1,223,168 271 1,040,659
304 | 19643520000000 | Centinela Valley Union High 2,671,852 414 2,319,040
305 | 54718030112458 | Central California Connections Academy 52,195 128 51,301
306 | 36676450000000 | Central Elementary 814,623 173 634,332
307 | 10739650000000 | Central Unified 4,688,122 298 4,172,984
308 | 16638830000000 | Central Union Elementary 367,374 215 278,854
309 | 13631150000000 | Central Union High 1,031,481 250 788,432
310 | 30664720000000 | Centralia Elementary 1,035,946 230 738,847
311 1 19647090112250 | Century Academy for Excellence 106,337 472 104,965
312 | 19647090107508 | Century Community Charter 149,868 347 147,812
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313 | 50710430000000 | Ceres Unified 3,926,052 284 3,150,917
314 | 36676520000000 | Chaffey Joint Union High 5,169,687 212 4,414,649

CHAMPS - Charter HS of Arts-
315 | 19647330108878 | Multimedia & Performing 128,083 160 125,703
316 | 19643780000000 | Charter Oak Unified 931,398 181 732,944
317 | 37683383730959 | Charter School of San Diego 507,979 209 454,729
318 | 20756060000000 | Chawanakee Unified 270,892 322 239,317
319 | 29663160000000 | Chicago Park Elementary 6,168 0 0
320 | 04614240000000 | Chico Unified 3,396,343 277 2,709,081

Children of Promise Preparatory
321 | 19646340121186 | Academy 138,986 430 137,693
322 | 36676780000000 | Chino Valley Unified 5,227,720 181 4,126,042
323 | 20651930000000 | Chowchilla Elementary 776,506 384 630,345
324 | 20652010000000 | Chowchilla Union High 268,371 246 229,602
325 | 45104540111674 | Chrysalis Charter 31,609 162 31,104
326 | 27659950000000 | Chualar Union 115,066 333 70,035
327 | 37680230000000 | Chula Vista Elementary 6,585,876 277 5,092,300

Chula Vista Learning Community
328 | 37680236115778 | Charter 342,246 237 287,462
329 | 49706490000000 | Cinnabar Elementary 74,439 275 68,505
330 | 19647330126177 | Citizens of the World 2 83,793 166 82,743
331 | 19647330126193 | Citizens of the World 3 41,216 111 40,838
332 | 19647330122556 | Citizens of the World Charter Hollywood 89,107 209 65,150
333 | 38684780107300 | City Arts and Tech High 115,499 338 114,261
334 | 37683380124347 | City Heights Preparatory Charter 66,922 405 51,106
335 | 19647330127886 | City Language Immersion Charter 56,361 333 55,889
336 | 19643940000000 | Claremont Unified 702,081 99 534,477
337 | 10621090000000 | Clay Joint Elementary 48,402 205 41,801
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338 | 29663240000000 | Clear Creek Elementary 29,716 206 17,872
339 | 19647330129825 | Clemente Charter 134,866 548 134,202
340 | 49706560000000 | Cloverdale Unified 237,068 170 138,273
341 | 33736760000000 | Coachella Valley Unified 11,046,653 594 9,262,603
342 | 10621250000000 | Coalinga-Huron Unified 3,055,472 707 2,626,125
343 | 40754650000000 | Coast Unified 146,254 210 101,109
344 | 12626796120562 | Coastal Grove Charter 39,920 178 39,252
345 | 53716700000000 | Coffee Creek Elementary 1,419 0 0
346 | 42691610000000 | Cold Spring Elementary 14,186 91 9,904
347 | 37683380122788 | Coleman Tech Charter High 25,354 114 24,842
348 | 31667950000000 | Colfax Elementary 84,778 262 63,804
349 | 42691790000000 | College Elementary 76,219 340 60,975
Collegiate Charter High School of Los
350 | 19647330131821 | Angeles 32,263 597 32,263
351 | 36676860000000 | Colton Joint Unified 7,410,685 318 6,000,499
352 | 55723480000000 | Columbia Union 145,919 282 116,884
353 | 54718520000000 | Columbine Elementary 42,364 216 36,899
354 | 06100660000000 | Colusa County Office of Education 483 0 0
355 | 06615980000000 | Colusa Unified 369,181 254 247,810
356 | 34765050108837 | Community Collaborative Charter 313,500 632 280,193
357 | 34765050101766 | Community Outreach Academy 675,231 444 560,493
358 | 19647330129874 | Community Preparatory Academy 131,089 524 131,089
359 | 30664640123729 | Community Roots Academy 0 0 0
360 | 19734370000000 | Compton Unified 16,003,096 699 12,852,941
361 | 56737590000000 | Conejo Valley Unified 2,153,640 115 1,531,067
362 | 41690050127282 | Connect Community Charter 50,732 212 49,976
363 | 50755725030317 | Connecting Waters Charter 20,053 0 0
364 | 01612590114454 | Conservatory of Vocal/lnstrumental Arts 53,195 237 52,325
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Conservatory of Vocal/lnstrumental Arts
365 | 01612590132555 | High 0 0 0
Contra Costa County Office of
366 | 07100740000000 | Education 1,099,591 1,715 1,094,326
367 | 16638910000000 | Corcoran Joint Unified 1,429,367 437 1,114,517
368 | 04100410114991 | CORE Butte Charter 91,418 131 89,782
369 | 31103140119214 | CORE Placer Charter 30,491 127 29,925
370 | 43694500121483 | Cornerstone Academy Preparatory 102,358 224 100,715
371 | 52714980000000 | Corning Union Elementary 761,496 367 611,518
372 | 52715060000000 | Corning Union High 259,234 253 226,666
373 | 37680310000000 | Coronado Unified 221,669 70 162,760
374 | 33670330000000 | Corona-Norco Unified 9,301,204 169 7,653,208
375 | 49738820000000 | Cotati-Rohnert Park Unified 951,289 162 621,529
376 | 45699550000000 | Cottonwood Union Elementary 246,186 224 182,015
377 | 19644360000000 | Covina-Valley Unified 2,619,059 201 2,097,956
378 | 01100176001788 | Cox Academy 264,479 443 231,125
379 | 38684786112601 | Creative Arts Charter 21,026 50 20,433
380 | 54721400123273 | Crescent Valley Public Charter 0 0 0
381 | 10625470120535 | Crescent View South Charter 0 0 0
382 | 10101080109991 | Crescent View West Charter 0 0 0
383 | 19647330121848 | Crown Preparatory Academy 183,256 389 164,119
384 | 36676940000000 | Cucamonga Elementary 761,205 296 625,097
385 | 12627370000000 | Cuddeback Union Elementary 26,026 215 20,849
386 | 43694190000000 | Cupertino Union 1,164,275 61 435,385
387 | 55723550000000 | Curtis Creek Elementary 149,970 325 103,944
388 | 54718600000000 | Cutler-Orosi Joint Unified 2,815,617 687 2,372,773
389 | 12627450000000 | Cutten Elementary 248,163 433 230,872
390 | 42750100000000 | Cuyama Joint Unified 94,706 404 70,685
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391 | 30664800000000 | Cypress Elementary 467,563 118 267,610
392 | 19768690131128 | Da Vinci Communications High 27,003 133 26,667
393 | 19768690119636 | Da Vinci Design 82,474 151 81,179
394 | 19768690119016 | Da Vinci Science 75,920 146 74,593
395 | 37683386039457 | Darnall Charter 259,246 405 215,669
396 | 57726780000000 | Davis Joint Unified 829,144 96 536,847
397 | 14632710000000 | Death Valley Unified 5,874 202 2,391
398 | 37680490000000 | Dehesa Elementary 25,290 134 21,199
399 | 37680560000000 | Del Mar Union Elementary 85,905 0 0
400 | 08100820000000 | Del Norte County Office of Education 147,630 334 145,566
401 | 08618200000000 | Del Norte County Unified 1,487,345 416 1,207,834
402 | 15634120000000 | Delano Joint Union High 2,381,291 549 2,115,553
403 | 15634040000000 | Delano Union Elementary 4,231,073 556 3,534,393
404 | 47702270000000 | Delphic Elementary 1,094 0 0
405 | 34674130114660 | Delta Elementary Charter 38,592 93 37,873
406 | 50710680000000 | Denair Unified 488,653 383 422,190
407 | 33670410000000 | Desert Center Unified 48,002 2,000 42,280
408 | 19642461996537 | Desert Sands Charter 0 0 0
409 | 33670580000000 | Desert Sands Unified 8,384,384 296 6,811,609
410 | 36675876111918 | Desert Trails Preparatory Academy 194,384 379 177,617
411 | 15634200000000 | Di Giorgio Elementary 89,507 414 80,942
412 | 37680490119990 | Diego Hills Charter 0 0 0
413 | 37679830131144 | Diego Springs Academy 0 0 0
414 | 37681630124271 | Diego Valley Charter 0 0 0
415 | 54755310000000 | Dinuba Unified 3,848,800 579 3,388,001
416 | 37680236111322 | Discovery Charter 107,773 119 71,266
417 | 39754996118665 | Discovery Charter 427 0 0
418 | 19647330115253 | Discovery Charter Preparatory #2 144,637 482 143,173
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419 | 21653180000000 | Dixie Elementary 161,446 80 96,515
420 | 48705320000000 | Dixon Unified 544,798 163 362,707
421 | 24753170000000 | Dos Palos Oro Loma Joint Unified 1,397,195 614 1,181,121
422 | 53716960000000 | Douglas City Elementary 31,391 171 23,986
423 | 19644510000000 | Downey Unified 5,357,727 234 4,439,287
424 | 01612590129635 | Downtown Charter Academy 87,289 351 85,349
425 | 43104390123257 | Downtown College Prep - Alum Rock 233,289 403 195,108
426 | 43696664330585 | Downtown College Preparatory 133,605 420 131,482
427 | 43696660129718 | Downtown College Preparatory Middle 369 0 0
428 | 39686760117853 | Dr. Lewis Dolphin Stallworth Sr. Charter 74,204 343 73,217
429 | 31668030000000 | Dry Creek Joint Elementary 821,471 122 636,927
430 | 19644690000000 | Duarte Unified 1,012,422 295 769,771
431 | 01750930000000 | Dublin Unified 446,120 44 267,795
432 | 54718940000000 | Ducor Union Elementary 134,200 733 105,100
433 | 49706720000000 | Dunham Elementary 3,620 18 1,010
434 | 47702430000000 | Dunsmuir Elementary 110,052 1,236 86,016
435 | 47702500000000 | Dunsmuir Joint Union High 61,523 918 56,269
436 | 37683380127647 | e3 Civic High 142,604 352 141,255
437 | 54719020000000 | Earlimart Elementary 2,206,245 1,125 1,900,960
438 | 01612590129932 | East Bay Innovation Academy 15,475 45 15,201
439 | 51713730000000 | East Nicolaus Joint Union High 15,792 56 11,582
440 | 01612590100123 | East Oakland Leadership Academy 57,642 533 56,876
441 | 41690620126722 | East Palo Alto Academy 114,235 400 112,683
442 | 43694270000000 | East Side Union High 5,622,169 247 4,511,466
443 | 19644850000000 | East Whittier City Elementary 1,294,579 140 955,123
444 | 19644770000000 | Eastside Union Elementary 975,489 289 808,402
445 | 38684786040935 | Edison Charter Academy 216,913 305 192,658
446 | 15634380000000 | Edison Elementary 335,435 307 274,771
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447 | 10101086085112 | Edison-Bethune Charter Academy 242,263 438 225,088
448 | 30666700101626 | Edward B. Cole Academy 158,539 366 156,515
449 | 23656072330272 | Eel River Charter 25,563 370 25,224
450 | 37683386120935 | Einstein Academy 49,619 71 48,336
451 | 37679910108563 | EJE Elementary Academy Charter 188,658 360 158,773
452 | 37679910119255 | EJE Middle Academy 62,815 345 61,760
453 | 19647331932623 | El Camino Real Charter High 230,350 60 224,767
454 | 13631230000000 | ElI Centro Elementary 2,669,822 534 2,043,854
455 | 09100900000000 | El Dorado County Office of Education 801,190 773 747,400
456 | 09618530000000 | El Dorado Union High 588,029 86 462,278
457 | 19645010000000 | El Monte City 4,431,178 490 3,357,714
458 | 19645190000000 | El Monte Union High 3,782,561 405 3,112,449
459 | 24656800000000 | El Nido Elementary 58,621 366 43,712
460 | 19645270000000 | El Rancho Unified 2,820,396 310 2,204,697
461 | 19645350000000 | El Segundo Unified 215,853 66 156,055
El Sol Santa Ana Science and Arts
462 | 30666706119127 | Academy 267,287 296 222,537
463 | 15751680000000 | El Tejon Unified 296,468 391 250,714
464 | 37683380129395 | Elevate Elementary 0 0 0
465 | 34673140000000 | Elk Grove Unified 17,223,704 274 14,831,031
466 | 15634460000000 | EIk Hills Elementary 3,432 0 0
467 | 52715140000000 | Elkins Elementary 2,226 0 0
468 | 01611680000000 | Emery Unified 130,696 186 90,028
469 | 36677360128439 | Empire Springs Charter 66,952 73 65,069
470 | 50710760000000 | Empire Union Elementary 1,203,777 398 949,536
471 | 37683380129387 | Empower Charter 52,773 533 52,530
Empowering Possibilities International
472 | 57105790132464 | Charter 139,178 432 107,638
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473 | 37680800000000 | Encinitas Union Elementary 796,472 146 584,725
Encore Jr./Sr. High School for the
474 | 36750440116707 | Performing and Visual Arts 284,329 231 280,937
475 | 19647330120014 | Endeavor College Preparatory Charter 266,610 435 241,301
476 | 45699710000000 | Enterprise Elementary 1,330,165 362 1,071,329
477 | 19646911996438 | Environmental Charter High 167,498 325 164,391
478 | 19101990121772 | Environmental Charter Middle 133,704 378 131,934
Environmental Charter Middle -
479 | 19101990127498 | Inglewood 72,760 399 71,852
Envision Academy for Arts &
480 | 01100170112607 | Technology 98,127 241 97,043
481 | 01612590129403 | Epic Charter 130,834 454 129,874
482 | 37683380126151 | Epiphany Prep Charter 92,928 376 79,599
483 | 19647330126169 | Equitas Academy #2 Charter 126,455 424 125,437
484 | 19647330129650 | Equitas Academy #3 Charter 0 0 0
485 | 19647330119982 | Equitas Academy Charter 196,737 437 175,550
486 | 39685020000000 | Escalon Unified 551,702 204 410,305
487 | 37680980000000 | Escondido Union 5,733,309 332 4,336,926
488 | 37681060000000 | Escondido Union High 2,220,064 288 1,886,375
Escuela Popular Accelerated Family
489 | 43694274330726 | Learning 142,034 363 112,747
490 | 57726860000000 | Esparto Unified 232,184 234 157,622
491 | 36677020000000 | Etiwanda Elementary 1,083,085 78 834,253
492 | 12755150000000 | Eureka City Schools 1,368,810 372 1,053,834
493 | 31668290000000 | Eureka Union 233,930 71 161,645
494 | 37683380121145 | Evangeline Roberts Institute of Learning 52,832 285 52,089
495 | 41690620119503 | Everest Public High 61,546 163 61,546
496 | 19647330129858 | Everest Value 0 0 0
497 | 43694350000000 | Evergreen Elementary 1,858,823 153 1,270,963
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498 | 52715220000000 | Evergreen Union 217,342 211 179,201
499 | 36678760121343 | Excel Prep Charter 57,458 356 56,642
500 | 33671570125666 | Excel Prep Charter - IE 191,659 267 188,206
501 | 36679343630761 | Excelsior Charter 328,562 166 319,159

Executive Preparatory Academy of
502 | 19647330127852 | Finance 80,022 408 79,331
503 | 54768360000000 | Exeter Unified 1,218,401 428 1,030,299
504 | 19647330124198 | Extera Public 183,657 353 158,141
505 | 19647330128132 | Extera Public School No. 2 124,203 432 106,402
506 | 20652430107938 | Ezequiel Tafoya Alvarado Academy 180,882 397 154,520
507 | 15634610000000 | Fairfax Elementary 899,276 371 727,875
508 | 48705400000000 | Fairfield-Suisun Unified 4,773,983 222 3,772,577
509 | 45699890000000 | Fall River Joint Unified 246,043 207 192,109
510 | 37681220000000 | Fallbrook Union High 660,101 285 558,106
511 | 54753250000000 | Farmersville Unified 2,154,430 835 1,869,902
512 | 37680236037956 | Feaster (Mae L.) Charter 450,196 368 384,619
513 | 04614400000000 | Feather Falls Union Elementary 19,900 1,809 17,443

Fenton Academy for Social and
514 | 19647330131722 | Emotional Learning 55,949 327 55,949
515 | 19647336017016 | Fenton Avenue Charter 562,617 754 463,907
516 | 19647330115048 | Fenton Primary Center 302,120 377 260,410

Fenton STEM Academy: Elementary

Center for Science Technology
517 | 19647330131466 | Engineering and Mathematics 55,949 372 55,949
518 | 12753740000000 | Ferndale Unified 62,070 118 47,841
519 | 12627940000000 | Fieldbrook Elementary 22,672 153 16,388
520 | 56724540000000 | Fillmore Unified 1,357,739 358 1,082,752
521 | 10738090000000 | Firebaugh-Las Deltas Unified 1,217,095 537 1,001,197
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522 | 52715300000000 | Flournoy Union Elementary 7,164 311 2,375
523 | 34673300000000 | Folsom-Cordova Unified 3,674,072 185 2,966,780
524 | 36677100000000 | Fontana Unified 14,100,650 357 11,607,466
525 | 31668370000000 | Foresthill Union Elementary 167,336 427 138,779
526 | 49706800000000 | Forestville Union Elementary 92,206 268 64,425
527 | 47702920000000 | Forks of Salmon Elementary 3,395 0 0
528 | 23655650000000 | Fort Bragg Unified 602,172 335 486,629
529 | 49706980000000 | Fort Ross Elementary 3,118 155 1,575
530 | 18750360000000 | Fort Sage Unified 49,099 160 41,268
531 | 12768020000000 | Fortuna Elementary 490,631 423 415,850
532 | 12628100000000 | Fortuna Union High 169,555 149 140,746
533 | 34103480124651 | Fortune 404,456 338 400,575
534 | 30664980000000 | Fountain Valley Elementary 573,934 90 363,316
535 | 10621580000000 | Fowler Unified 985,121 389 849,074
536 | 51713810000000 | Franklin Elementary 65,303 136 47,133
537 | 01611760000000 | Fremont Unified 4,007,750 113 2,702,098
538 | 43694680000000 | Fremont Union High 237,267 0 0
539 | 45699970000000 | French Gulch-Whiskeytown Elementary 3,338 0 0
540 | 12628280000000 | Freshwater Elementary 73,032 229 63,504
541 |1 10101080000000 | Fresno County Office of Education 1,372,077 3,688 1,341,439
542 | 10621660000000 | Fresno Unified 49,654,732 698 42,757,930
543 | 15634790000000 | Fruitvale Elementary 435,846 134 391,153
544 | 12626790109975 | Fuente Nueva Charter 12,258 106 12,018
545 | 30665140000000 | Fullerton Joint Union High 3,236,524 227 2,758,535
546 | 50757390131185 | Fusion Charter 46,030 340 45,469
547 | 34765050101832 | Futures High 153,941 363 127,157
548 | 19647330108886 | Gabriella Charter 176,995 408 162,059
549 | 34673480000000 | Galt Joint Union Elementary 1,067,839 292 891,538
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550 | 34673550000000 | Galt Joint Union High 462,427 207 401,379
551 | 12628360000000 | Garfield Elementary 2,330 0 0
552 | 19645500000000 | Garvey Elementary 3,080,525 611 2,307,160
553 | 33103300128777 | Gateway College and Career Academy 0 0 0
554 | 38684783830437 | Gateway High 62,140 132 60,981
555 | 34674470128124 | Gateway International 168,596 353 137,893
556 | 38684780123265 | Gateway Middle 35,989 116 35,292
557 | 45752670000000 | Gateway Unified 1,788,922 713 1,564,170
558 | 47703180000000 | Gazelle Union Elementary 2,344 0 0
559 | 15634870000000 | General Shafter Elementary 71,598 441 65,080
560 | 52715480000000 | Gerber Union Elementary 189,148 468 145,828
561 | 49707060000000 | Geyserville Unified 33,956 137 20,768
Gifted Academy of Mathematics and
562 | 19647330112334 | Entrepreneurial Studies 79,881 456 79,047
563 | 43694840123760 | Gilroy Prep (a Navigator School) 80,188 190 66,278
564 | 43694840000000 | Gilroy Unified 2,410,304 210 1,738,158
Girls Athletic Leadership School Los
565 | 19647330133710 | Angeles 0 0 0
566 | 19645680000000 | Glendale Unified 7,908,245 303 5,728,475
567 | 19645760000000 | Glendora Unified 654,826 85 441,709
568 | 11101160000000 | Glenn County Office of Education 104,772 192 100,185
569 | 19647330114967 | Global Education Academy 111,802 473 93,196
570 | 19647330129833 | Global Education Academy 2 34,712 445 34,555
571 1 19647330128116 | Global Education Academy Middle 60,766 440 60,051
572 | 30664230131417 | GOALS Academy 34,623 173 34,254
573 | 19647330117978 | Goethe International Charter 0 0 0
574 | 09618790000000 | Gold Oak Union Elementary 87,315 185 60,959
575 | 55724130112276 | Gold Rush Charter 0 0 0
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576 | 09618870000000 | Gold Trail Union Elementary 57,984 107 47,465
577 | 47104700117168 | Golden Eagle Charter 88,916 228 87,588
578 | 04614570000000 | Golden Feather Union Elementary 82,402 735 62,990
579 | 20755800000000 | Golden Valley Unified 204,835 108 175,358
580 | 42691950000000 | Goleta Union Elementary 561,620 152 318,157
581 | 37683380119610 | Gompers Preparatory Academy 430,032 360 394,342
582 | 27754730000000 | Gonzales Unified 827,881 340 617,430
583 | 19645840000000 | Gorman Elementary 1,969 0 0
584 | 19645841996305 | Gorman Learning Center 210,167 91 200,412
585 | 19647331933746 | Granada Hills Charter High 741,856 161 728,917
586 | 45700030000000 | Grant Elementary 69,978 113 60,908
587 | 29663320000000 | Grass Valley Elementary 642,466 368 542,357
588 | 50710840000000 | Gratton Elementary 23,696 172 18,222
589 | 49707140000000 | Gravenstein Union Elementary 57,239 77 50,171
590 | 27660270000000 | Graves Elementary 968 0 0
591 | 12628510000000 | Green Point Elementary 1,919 0 0
592 | 24657550125575 | Green Valley Charter 28,285 186 27,813
593 | 15635030000000 | Greenfield Union 3,544,957 382 2,995,897
594 | 27660350000000 | Greenfield Union Elementary 1,322,254 376 1,013,054
595 | 47703260000000 | Grenada Elementary 45,090 249 40,986
596 | 04755070000000 | Gridley Unified 637,156 315 486,894
597 | 15101570124040 | Grimmway Academy 215,149 316 189,979
598 | 37681300000000 | Grossmont Union High 4,616,094 264 3,914,148
599 | 42692030000000 | Guadalupe Union Elementary 384,521 303 240,932
600 | 37684523730942 | Guajome Park Academy Charter 210,826 157 199,049
601 | 49707220000000 | Guerneville Elementary 139,243 511 109,351
602 | 24736190000000 | Gustine Unified 791,639 419 672,315
603 | 19734450000000 | Hacienda la Puente Unified 5,619,884 286 4,561,889
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604 | 11765620000000 | Hamilton Unified 293,190 397 240,844
605 | 16639170000000 | Hanford Elementary 2,484,717 421 2,066,358
606 | 16639250000000 | Hanford Joint Union High 942,134 249 807,073
607 | 47703340000000 | Happy Camp Union Elementary 66,263 552 52,602
608 | 44697570000000 | Happy Valley Elementary 13,481 0 0
609 | 45700110000000 | Happy Valley Union Elementary 256,161 512 218,945
610 | 37681630128421 | Harbor Springs Charter 69,058 86 67,228
611 | 36678760122317 | Hardy Brown College Prep 132,722 361 130,876
612 | 49707300000000 | Harmony Union Elementary 56,734 252 40,651
613 | 37683386040018 | Harriet Tubman Village Charter 150,795 376 127,754
614 | 50710920000000 | Hart-Ransom Union Elementary 133,356 122 114,923
615 | 19645920000000 | Hawthorne 3,403,343 386 2,725,699
616 | 01611920000000 | Hayward Unified 6,703,960 320 5,246,476
617 | 37683380114462 | Health Sciences High 143,768 252 141,481
618 | 37683380128066 | Health Sciences Middle 24,096 160 24,096
619 | 13631310000000 | Heber Elementary 343,266 278 244 414
620 | 36677360000000 | Helendale Elementary 100,208 96 82,789
621 | 37681303732732 | Helix High 531,919 222 461,560
622 | 33670820000000 | Hemet Unified 7,566,213 353 6,636,985
623 | 34765050108415 | Heritage Peak Charter 216,041 194 212,451
624 | 19646000000000 | Hermosa Beach City Elementary 0 0 0
625 | 36750440000000 | Hesperia Unified 7,100,713 328 6,147,301
626 | 50711000000000 | Hickman Community Charter 82,008 77 66,163
627 | 37683380131565 | High Tech Elementary 60,084 150 60,084
628 | 37683386117683 | High Tech Elementary Explorer 30,326 85 28,507
629 | 37683380106732 | High Tech High International 46,843 117 45,948
630 | 37683380108787 | High Tech High Media Arts 58,663 146 57,540
631 | 19647330100677 | High Tech LA 58,917 151 57,802
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632 | 37683380107573 | High Tech Middle Media Arts 48,864 156 47,978
633 | 34765050113878 | Higher Learning Academy 91,703 390 90,543
634 | 41689080000000 | Hillsborough City Elementary 23,590 0 0
635 | 35674700000000 | Hollister 1,303,265 243 887,868
636 | 35674700127688 | Hollister Prep 78,757 262 63,708
637 | 37683386117279 | Holly Drive Leadership Academy 72,325 478 68,782
638 | 13631490000000 | Holtville Unified 587,972 370 424,081
639 | 42692110000000 | Hope Elementary 126,575 126 83,220
640 | 54719440000000 | Hope Elementary 34,344 136 30,205
641 | 49707630000000 | Horicon Elementary 3,467 73 1,832
642 | 47703590000000 | Hornbrook Elementary 24,027 436 20,914
643 | 54719510000000 | Hot Springs Elementary 15,989 888 13,576
644 | 37680230124321 | Howard Gardner Community Charter 47,942 191 47,298
645 | 28662580000000 | Howell Mountain Elementary 35,159 439 25,148
646 | 56724620000000 | Hueneme Elementary 2,326,699 279 1,594,958

Hughes-Elizabeth Lakes Union
647 | 19646260000000 | Elementary 65,612 324 49,131
648 | 50755490000000 | Hughson Unified 651,742 304 521,323
649 | 12101240000000 | Humboldt County Office of Education 236,863 781 234,335
650 | 10101080111682 | Hume Lake Charter 13,695 198 13,458
651 | 30665300000000 | Huntington Beach City Elementary 627,531 89 430,532
652 | 12628850000000 | Hydesville Elementary 22,089 115 18,695

ICEF Inglewood Elementary Charter
653 | 19646340120303 | Academy 121,559 308 119,836

ICEF Inglewood Middle Charter
654 | 19646340120311 | Academy 62,367 288 61,433
655 | 19647330117952 | ICEF Innovation Los Angeles Charter 107,686 557 106,476
656 | 19647330117937 | ICEF Vista Elementary Academy 149,505 409 125,071
657 | 19647330115287 | ICEF Vista Middle Academy 82,767 343 81,684
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658 | 37683380108548 | Iftin Charter 245,289 490 203,235
659 | 45700290000000 | Igo, Ono, Platina Union Elementary 34,595 596 24,093
660 | 13631230121855 | Imagine Schools at Imperial Valley 307,776 366 249,965
661 | 33103300125385 | Imagine Schools, Riverside County 105,334 554 82,009
662 | 01611920113902 | Impact Academy of Arts & Technology 111,487 241 109,693
663 | 13101320000000 | Imperial County Office of Education 408,328 697 379,91
664 | 13631640000000 | Imperial Unified 688,308 170 526,194
665 | 09618950000000 | Indian Diggings Elementary 692 0 0
666 | 45700370000000 | Indian Springs Elementary 3,617 258 1,369
667 | 19647330121137 | Ingenium Charter 135,080 280 133,069
668 | 19647330127985 | Ingenium Charter Middle 59,693 392 58,958
669 | 37683380131979 | Ingenuity Charter 0 0 0
670 | 19646340000000 | Inglewood Unified 6,859,613 586 5,578,677
671 | 37683380118083 | Innovations Academy 36,159 103 35,514
672 | 19650940125393 | Insight @ Los Angeles 25,842 99 25,418
673 | 37684030125401 | Insight @ San Diego 9,734 61 9,567
674 | 37682210101360 | Integrity Charter 122,863 385 103,522
675 | 27660926118962 | International School of Monterey 630 0 0
676 | 30736500000000 | Irvine Unified 3,108,988 99 2,023,351
677 | 16639330000000 | Island Union Elementary 122,171 325 85,585
678 | 19647330106351 | lvy Academia 100,655 118 86,988
679 | 12628930000000 | Jacoby Creek Elementary 25,083 58 16,167
680 | 19647330109884 | James Jordan Middle 127,337 329 125,554
681 | 55723630000000 | Jamestown Elementary 204,677 624 188,098
682 | 37681550000000 | Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary 254,116 438 223,551
683 | 18641050000000 | Janesville Union Elementary 80,995 230 68,828
684 | 19101990106880 | Jardin de la Infancia 17,674 490 17,491
685 | 35674880000000 | Jefferson Elementary 637 0 0
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686 | 39685440000000 | Jefferson Elementary 290,471 123 227,489
687 | 41689160000000 | Jefferson Elementary 1,143,109 181 667,740
688 | 41689240000000 | Jefferson Union High 501,947 109 344,599
689 | 07617960132233 | John Henry High 49,131 389 49,131
690 | 07616970000000 | John Swett Unified 485,883 286 392,178
691 | 18641130000000 | Johnstonville Elementary 41,655 204 30,643
692 | 30664646117758 | Journey 20,228 47 18,975
693 | 37681630000000 | Julian Union Elementary 74,054 223 51,091
694 | 37681710000000 | Julian Union High 23,137 141 15,849
695 | 53717380000000 | Junction City Elementary 14,812 189 10,072
696 | 45700450000000 | Junction Elementary 52,822 199 42,274
697 | 47703670000000 | Junction Elementary 1,740 0 0
698 | 33670900000000 | Jurupa Unified 6,706,118 348 5,401,624
699 | 49708880000000 | Kashia Elementary 584 0 0
700 | 37683380126730 | Kavod Elementary Charter 0 0 0
701 | 37683386039812 | Keiller Leadership Academy 195,791 352 174,198
702 | 17640140000000 | Kelseyville Unified 606,381 357 486,705
703 | 21653340000000 | Kentfield Elementary 45,657 37 31,329
704 | 49707890000000 | Kenwood 3,628 0 0
705 | 10621660127514 | Kepler Neighborhood 82,516 267 81,613
706 | 19646420000000 | Keppel Union Elementary 849,222 324 644,730
707 | 10739990000000 | Kerman Unified 1,923,359 389 1,591,697
708 | 15101570000000 | Kern County Office of Education 2,232,889 701 2,216,433
709 | 15635290000000 | Kern High 12,852,641 336 11,573,912
710 | 15635450000000 | Kernville Union Elementary 478,837 545 412,452
711 | 50711340000000 | Keyes Union 367,871 334 297,471
712 1 49709126116958 | Kid Street Learning Center Charter 29,055 309 28,453
713 | 27660500000000 | King City Union 786,058 298 571,780
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714 | 37683386119598 | King-Chavez Academy of Excellence 160,202 481 140,136
715 | 37683380109033 | King-Chavez Arts Academy 89,096 484 76,621
716 | 37683380109041 | King-Chavez Athletics Academy 88,725 477 76,157
717 | 37683380118851 | King-Chavez Community High 212,642 354 191,873
718 | 37683380111906 | King-Chavez Preparatory Academy 166,428 462 152,099
719 | 37683386040190 | King-Chavez Primary Academy 181,130 464 150,273
720 | 10622650000000 | Kings Canyon Joint Unified 5,244,337 539 4,459,256
721 | 16101650000000 | Kings County Office of Education 167,599 0 164,950
722 | 54719690000000 | Kings River Union Elementary 474,019 1,055 381,877
723 | 16639580132860 | Kings Valley Academy 0 0 0
724 | 10622400000000 | Kingsburg Elementary Charter 542,293 240 425,065
725 | 10622570000000 | Kingsburg Joint Union High 617,987 521 582,497
726 | 19647330128512 | KIPP Academy of Innovation 95,275 381 94,763
727 | 19647330101444 | KIPP Academy of Opportunity 127,318 353 125,522
728 | 37683380101345 | KIPP Adelante Preparatory Academy 167,128 501 150,058
729 | 38684780101337 | KIPP Bayview Academy 101,461 346 100,276
730 | 01612590115014 | KIPP Bridge Academy 85,645 271 84,275
731 1 19647330121707 | KIPP Comienza Community Prep 207,061 374 175,599
732 | 19647330121699 | KIPP Empower Academy 185,136 331 182,503
KIPP Excelencia Community
733 | 41690050132068 | Preparatory 75,082 354 65,076
734 | 43693690106633 | KIPP Heartwood Academy 139,268 343 137,441
735 | 43694500129205 | KIPP Heritage Academy 58,738 271 58,317
736 | 19647330131771 | KIPP Ignite Academy 40,704 350 40,704
737 | 19647330127670 | KIPP lluminar Academy 215,926 481 155,938
738 | 01613090114421 | KIPP King Collegiate High 129,571 232 127,572
739 | 19647330100867 | KIPP Los Angeles College Preparatory 192,175 389 189,714
740 | 19647330125609 | KIPP Philosophers Academy 149,836 422 148,530
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741 | 43693690129924 | Kipp Prize Preparatory Academy 78,171 379 77,670
742 | 19647330131797 | KIPP Promesa Prep 40,704 353 40,704
743 | 19647330117903 | KIPP Raices Academy 231,238 423 201,221
744 | 38684780101352 | KIPP San Francisco Bay Academy 120,278 322 118,769
KIPP San Francisco College
745 | 38684780127530 | Preparatory 120,732 388 119,648
746 | 43694270116889 | KIPP San Jose Collegiate 125,478 259 123,660
747 | 19647330125625 | KIPP Scholar Academy 158,583 403 157,052
748 | 19647330125641 | KIPP Sol Academy 148,327 381 147,068
749 | 01613090101212 | KIPP Summit Academy 170,022 408 106,092
750 | 19647330129460 | KIPP Vida Preparatory Academy 135,984 417 134,847
751 | 52715550000000 | Kirkwood Elementary 13,157 146 11,884
752 | 16639580000000 | Kit Carson Union Elementary 97,645 247 81,707
753 | 47703750000000 | Klamath River Union Elementary 3,696 194 1,389
754 | 12629010000000 | Klamath-Trinity Joint Unified 498,130 463 406,765
755 | 12629190000000 | Kneeland Elementary 3,094 0 0
756 | 50711420000000 | Knights Ferry Elementary 4,690 0 0
Knowledge Enlightens You (KEY)
757 1 01611920127696 | Academy 133,680 257 132,796
758 | 17640220000000 | Konocti Unified 1,621,537 500 1,369,957
759 | 19646590000000 | La Canada Unified 100,107 0 0
760 | 30665630000000 | La Habra City Elementary 1,573,309 314 1,184,219
761 | 41689400000000 | La Honda-Pescadero Unified 88,236 241 63,003
762 | 37681970000000 | La Mesa-Spring Valley 3,118,651 256 2,387,887
763 | 07617130000000 | Lafayette Elementary 123,430 34 56,934
764 | 30665550000000 | Laguna Beach Unified 295,632 97 220,062
765 | 21653420000000 | Laguna Joint Elementary 999 0 0
766 | 27660760000000 | Lagunita Elementary 5,192 0 0
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767 | 17640550108340 | Lake County International Charter 18,311 234 18,038
768 | 17101730000000 | Lake County Office of Education 77,175 2,205 76,592
769 | 11625960000000 | Lake Elementary 28,167 162 23,977
770 | 33751760000000 | Lake Elsinore Unified 5,384,106 247 4,627,969
771 | 09619030000000 | Lake Tahoe Unified 1,017,898 254 732,096
772 | 17640300000000 | Lakeport Unified 478,137 306 389,984
773 | 43694920000000 | Lakeside Joint 29,142 331 22,187
774 | 15635520000000 | Lakeside Union 35,136 0 0
775 | 16639660000000 | Lakeside Union Elementary 292,265 970 229,918
776 | 37681890000000 | Lakeside Union Elementary 743,541 145 561,669
777 | 39767600000000 | Lammersville Joint Unified 226,752 57 174,343
778 | 15635600000000 | Lamont Elementary 1,819,504 600 1,507,111
779 | 19646670000000 | Lancaster Elementary 4,944,290 346 4,175,158
780 | 19647330108928 | Larchmont Charter 161,661 113 158,299
781 | 21653670000000 | Larkspur-Corte Madera 79,662 51 62,178
782 | 41689570000000 | Las Lomitas Elementary 53,537 37 19,188
783 | 19646830000000 | Las Virgenes Unified 982,417 86 741,144
784 | 19647330128025 | Lashon Academy 60,062 330 60,062
785 | 18101810000000 | Lassen County Office of Education 129,646 5,185 129,037
786 | 18641390000000 | Lassen Union High 167,534 199 139,677
787 | 52715630000000 | Lassen View Union Elementary 107,477 350 85,532
788 | 43694274330668 | Latino College Preparatory Academy 174,495 427 150,566
789 | 10622810000000 | Laton Joint Unified 319,048 447 228,616
790 | 09619110000000 | Latrobe 20,643 167 16,992
791 | 37683380128744 | Laurel Preparatory Academy 0 0 0
792 | 12626870124263 | Laurel Tree Charter 19,773 155 19,773
LaVerne Elementary Preparatory
793 | 36750440118059 | Academy 111,952 226 111,952
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794 | 19646910000000 | Lawndale Elementary 1,958,053 339 1,529,784
795 | 23739160000000 | Laytonville Unified 140,837 355 114,801
796 | 01100176002000 | Lazear Charter Academy 201,020 436 178,179
797 | 24657220000000 | Le Grand Union Elementary 172,773 415 140,745
798 | 24657300000000 | Le Grand Union High 279,844 560 244 145
799 |1 01611920108670 | Leadership Public Schools - Hayward 107,326 199 107,326
800 | 07617960101477 | Leadership Public Schools: Richmond 218,608 427 189,943
801 | 37683380106799 | Learning Choice Academy 149,180 153 146,476
802 | 01612590115592 | Learning Without Limits 173,539 422 154,296
803 | 19648810118075 | Learning Works 87,377 309 87,377
804 | 23752180000000 | Leggett Valley Unified 64,322 974 55,036
805 | 37682050000000 | Lemon Grove 1,301,175 331 1,027,674
806 | 16639740000000 | Lemoore Union Elementary 835,702 262 700,314
807 | 16639820000000 | Lemoore Union High 398,315 195 343,958
808 | 19647090000000 | Lennox 2,927,507 570 2,304,303
Leonardo da Vinci Health Sciences
809 | 37680230119594 | Charter 63,804 195 51,572
810 | 53717460000000 | Lewiston Elementary 68,935 1,253 60,965
811 | 19647330131904 | Libertas College Preparatory Charter 49,131 552 49,131
812 | 49707970000000 | Liberty Elementary 17,036 79 13,411
813 | 54719850000000 | Liberty Elementary 64,536 138 58,801
814 | 07617210000000 | Liberty Union High 530,674 64 416,102
815 | 19764970115725 | Lifeline Education Charter 254,749 443 241,571
816 | 21653750000000 | Lincoln Elementary 593 0 0
817 | 39685690000000 | Lincoln Unified 1,964,573 211 1,499,256
818 | 39685770000000 | Linden Unified 649,036 284 531,862
819 | 54719930000000 | Lindsay Unified 2,939,635 693 2,551,685
820 | 15635860000000 | Linns Valley-Poso Flat Union 49,801 1,509 47,901
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821 | 19647170000000 | Little Lake City Elementary 766,026 159 539,146
822 | 47703830000000 | Little Shasta Elementary 2,131 0 0
823 | 44697650000000 | Live Oak Elementary 576,569 273 427,295
824 | 51713990000000 | Live Oak Unified 673,322 372 537,587
825 | 01612000107839 | Livermore Valley Charter 0 0 0

Livermore Valley Charter Preparatory
826 | 01612000120931 | High 0 0 0
827 | 01612000000000 | Livermore Valley Joint Unified 1,472,488 116 1,030,755
828 | 24657480000000 | Livingston Union 1,176,422 459 918,378
829 | 39685850000000 | Lodi Unified 8,605,887 296 6,786,713
830 | 12629270000000 | Loleta Union Elementary 33,146 260 24,875
831 | 43695000000000 | Loma Prieta Joint Union Elementary 34,553 70 21,354
832 | 42692290000000 | Lompoc Unified 3,089,396 315 2,343,801
833 | 14632890000000 | Lone Pine Unified 111,429 282 86,642
834 | 19647250000000 | Long Beach Unified 32,014,245 405 25,958,542
835 | 30739240000000 | Los Alamitos Unified 490,226 49 337,713
836 | 43695180000000 | Los Altos Elementary 132,088 0 0

Los Angeles Academy of Arts &
837 | 19647330110304 | Enterprise Charter 153,599 407 140,342
838 | 19101990000000 | Los Angeles County Office of Education 12,294,975 2,558 12,101,017
839 | 19101990109942 | Los Angeles International Charter High 78,757 351 77,709
840 | 19647331996610 | Los Angeles Leadership Academy 188,793 350 186,009

Los Angeles Leadership Primary
841 | 19647330124818 | Academy 143,568 411 129,643
842 | 19647330000000 | Los Angeles Unified 356,130,253 677 | 300,631,613
843 | 19647330112235 | Los Feliz Charter School for the Arts 46,382 91 45,238
844 | 43695260000000 | Los Gatos Union Elementary 55,346 0 0
845 | 43695340000000 | Los Gatos-Saratoga Joint Union High 112,467 34 78,318
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846 | 52715710000000 | Los Molinos Unified 230,243 406 197,277
847 | 19647580000000 | Los Nietos 582,650 343 434,107
848 | 42692450000000 | Los Olivos Elementary 18,955 110 9,515
849 | 15635940000000 | Lost Hills Union Elementary 280,573 509 216,716
Lou Dantzler Preparatory Charter
850 | 19647330117945 | Elementary 122,921 364 121,533
851 | 19647660000000 | Lowell Joint 444 505 138 329,681
852 | 01612590126748 | LPS Oakland R & D Campus 113,854 334 113,854
853 | 17640480000000 | Lucerne Elementary 170,464 648 151,084
854 | 36750510000000 | Lucerne Valley Unified 320,914 457 249,578
855 | 40687590000000 | Lucia Mar Unified 1,828,619 170 1,255,731
856 | 43694270130856 | Luis Valdez Leadership Academy 71,814 360 60,387
857 | 43695420000000 | Luther Burbank 138,677 256 82,709
858 | 37684113731304 | MAAC Community Charter 77,053 244 51,444
859 | 20102070000000 | Madera County Office of Education 565,454 570 559,992
860 | 20652430000000 | Madera Unified 8,735,843 443 7,270,344
861 | 30665890000000 | Magnolia Elementary 2,546,774 397 1,974,734
862 | 19647336119945 | Magnolia Science Academy 248,011 450 203,657
863 | 19647330115212 | Magnolia Science Academy 2 132,004 266 128,977
864 | 19647330115030 | Magnolia Science Academy 3 159,578 339 157,386
865 | 19647330117622 | Magnolia Science Academy 4 59,892 320 58,843
866 | 19647330117630 | Magnolia Science Academy 5 86,916 579 85,666
867 | 19647330117648 | Magnolia Science Academy 6 46,493 273 45,206
868 | 19647330117655 | Magnolia Science Academy 7 79,293 264 77,785
869 | 19647330122747 | Magnolia Science Academy Bell 202,495 409 199,901
870 | 37683380109157 | Magnolia Science Academy San Diego 22,712 51 22,111
871 | 30768930130765 | Magnolia Science Academy Santa Ana 27,629 189 26,644
872 | 43104390120261 | Magnolia Science Academy Santa Clara 27,395 279 25,688
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873 | 13631720000000 | Magnolia Union Elementary 3,201 0 0
874 | 07100740114470 | Making Waves Academy 250,332 329 233,781
875 | 23655730000000 | Manchester Union Elementary 5,484 0 0
876 | 19753330000000 | Manhattan Beach Unified 298,674 44 217,013
877 | 39685930000000 | Manteca Unified 5,105,003 222 4,112,653
878 | 04614990000000 | Manzanita Elementary 71,998 262 61,983
879 | 07617966118368 | Manzanita Middle 49,844 369 49,198
880 | 42692290116921 | Manzanita Public Charter 102,106 244 100,797
881 | 12629350000000 | Maple Creek Elementary 457 0 0
882 | 15636100000000 | Maple Elementary 7,494 0 0
883 | 51714070000000 | Marcum-lllinois Union Elementary 24,865 162 15,794
884 | 48705816116255 | Mare Island Technology Academy 105,923 248 104,198
885 | 31750850117879 | Maria Montessori Charter Academy 20,543 79 20,038
886 | 15636280000000 | Maricopa Unified 129,450 391 118,592
887 | 21102150000000 | Marin County Office of Education 317,279 1,188 256,913
888 | 22655320000000 | Mariposa County Unified 615,249 353 450,768
889 | 05615720000000 | Mark Twain Union Elementary 233,217 285 203,755
890 | 49708050000000 | Mark West Union Elementary 318,271 217 274,888
891 | 58727360000000 | Marysville Joint Unified 4,174,013 449 3,289,931
892 | 19647330126136 | Math and Science College Preparatory 140,926 355 139,813
893 | 12753820000000 | Mattole Unified 13,696 17 1,865
894 | 06616060000000 | Maxwell Unified 78,586 237 59,854
895 | 13631800000000 | McCabe Union Elementary 124,319 91 114,997
896 | 47704090000000 | McCloud Union Elementary 50,760 995 37,355
897 | 15739080000000 | McFarland Unified 1,611,943 464 1,310,899
898 | 37683386113211 | McGill School of Success 63,309 408 62,656
899 | 12629500000000 | McKinleyville Union Elementary 340,694 294 265,904
900 | 15636510000000 | McKittrick Elementary 0 0 0
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901 | 24657630000000 | McSwain Union Elementary 127,903 155 101,488
902 | 13631980000000 | Meadows Union Elementary 162,978 355 120,953
903 | 23102310000000 | Mendocino County Office of Education 295,225 3,075 292,611
904 | 23655810000000 | Mendocino Unified 97,462 180 53,174
905 | 10751270000000 | Mendota Unified 2,286,606 709 1,896,239
906 | 41689650000000 | Menlo Park City Elementary 107,284 36 50,516
907 | 24657710000000 | Merced City Elementary 5,993,093 548 4,801,688
908 | 24102490000000 | Merced County Office of Education 811,917 696 778,749
909 | 24737260000000 | Merced River Union Elementary 38,252 265 31,720
910 | 24657890000000 | Merced Union High 3,729,647 382 3,261,560
911 | 51714150000000 | Meridian Elementary 16,846 221 11,693
912 | 56724700000000 | Mesa Union Elementary 74,434 118 57,208
913 | 19647330127977 | Metro Charter 47,795 234 47,308
914 | 15636690000000 | Midway Elementary 20,747 188 16,837
915 | 21653910000000 | Mill Valley Elementary 132,226 41 81,059
916 | 41689730000000 | Millbrae Elementary 251,602 103 135,257
917 | 39754990102392 | Millennium Charter 701 0 0
918 | 43733870000000 | Milpitas Unified 1,266,802 123 803,476
919 | 36750440114389 | Mirus Secondary 97,670 325 96,632
920 | 38767520123505 | Mission Preparatory 84,853 368 70,959
921 | 27660840000000 | Mission Union Elementary 2,900 0 0
922 | 19651360114439 | Mission View Public 0 0 0
923 | 48705814830196 | MIT Academy 77,243 186 75,878
924 | 50711670000000 | Modesto City Elementary 8,315,965 545 6,619,135
925 | 50711750000000 | Modesto City High 4,310,761 294 3,669,286
926 | 25102560000000 | Modoc County Office of Education 114,850 2,801 114,222
927 | 25735850000000 | Modoc Joint Unified 314,975 382 271,441
928 | 15636770000000 | Mojave Unified 1,913,812 705 1,767,987
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929 | 26102640000000 | Mono County Office of Education 18,924 0 0
930 | 10623230000000 | Monroe Elementary 173,374 1,019 159,638
931 | 19647900000000 | Monrovia Unified 1,411,533 240 1,064,392
Monsenor Oscar Romero Charter
932 | 19647330114959 | Middle 147,098 436 145,006
933 | 54720090000000 | Monson-Sultana Joint Union Elementary 275,632 611 233,635
934 | 19647336018204 | Montague Charter Academy 522,601 554 470,166
935 | 47704170000000 | Montague Elementary 118,062 608 98,001
936 | 49708130000000 | Monte Rio Union Elementary 9,974 118 3,023
937 | 19648080000000 | Montebello Unified 12,527,821 424 9,776,268
938 | 42692520000000 | Montecito Union Elementary 83,114 183 65,785
939 | 27102720000000 | Monterey County Office of Education 770,041 779 764,053
940 | 27660920000000 | Monterey Peninsula Unified 2,888,646 285 2,106,589
941 | 49708210000000 | Montgomery Elementary 20,036 607 17,571
942 | 56739400000000 | Moorpark Unified 767,796 115 480,681
943 | 07617470000000 | Moraga Elementary 60,719 32 31,790
944 | 43695750000000 | Moreland 692,139 140 411,621
945 | 33671240000000 | Moreno Valley Unified 13,091,511 383 11,249,353
946 | 43695830000000 | Morgan Hill Unified 1,430,858 168 1,057,432
947 | 36677770000000 | Morongo Unified 3,147,819 379 2,621,013
948 | 49708706109144 | Morrice Schaefer Charter 80,265 180 78,989
949 | 43696170000000 | Mount Pleasant Elementary 644,493 243 449,137
950 | 44697730000000 | Mountain Elementary 5,877 0 0
951 | 37682130000000 | Mountain Empire Unified 679,725 438 552,552
952 | 01612180000000 | Mountain House Elementary 2,020 126 1,139
953 | 45737000000000 | Mountain Union Elementary 34,255 469 26,397
954 | 53750280000000 | Mountain Valley Unified 230,481 838 183,767
955 | 19648160000000 | Mountain View Elementary 4,420,954 601 3,324,159
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956 | 36677850000000 | Mountain View Elementary 113,810 0 0
957 | 43695910000000 | Mountain View Whisman 679,111 133 371,851
958 | 43696090000000 | Mountain View-Los Altos Union High 292,662 72 196,428
959 | 36677930000000 | Mt. Baldy Joint Elementary 2,845 0 0
960 | 07617540000000 | Mt. Diablo Unified 6,916,218 217 5,287,410
961 | 47704250000000 | Mt. Shasta Union Elementary 179,781 336 145,016
962 | 37680236037980 | Mueller Charter (Robert L.) 428,573 330 368,371
963 | 13632060000000 | Mulberry Elementary 2,421 0 0
964 | 19647336119044 | Multicultural Learning Center 92,403 232 77,776
965 | 56725040000000 | Mupu Elementary 3,848 0 0
966 | 15636850000000 | Muroc Joint Unified 375,062 196 313,742
967 | 33752000000000 | Murrieta Valley Unified 2,230,845 97 1,999,479
968 | 37683386115570 | Museum 13,533 57 11,775
969 | 19647330102483 | N.E.W. Academy Canoga Park 217,944 436 190,079
970 | 19647330100289 | N.E.W. Academy of Science and Arts 151,247 433 127,077
971 | 28102800000000 | Napa County Office of Education 183,788 1,127 183,788
972 | 28662660000000 | Napa Valley Unified 2,798,805 153 1,956,137
973 | 37681890118323 | National University Academy 117,782 117 115,832
974 | 34674210132639 | National University Academy Robla 0 0 0
975 | 34752830000000 | Natomas Unified 2,192,270 153 1,848,749
976 | 01611190119222 | Nea Community Learning Center 36,561 69 36,561
977 | 36678010000000 | Needles Unified 546,013 550 457,545
978 | 29102980000000 | Nevada County Office of Education 470,834 368 465,861
979 | 29663570000000 | Nevada Joint Union High 414,943 150 328,267
980 | 18641620120287 | New Day Academy 49,347 147 48,437
981 | 19647330102541 | New Designs Charter 353,828 416 332,739
982 | 19647330120071 | New Designs Charter School-Watts 184,010 408 182,191
983 | 01612420000000 | New Haven Unified 1,843,985 151 1,266,504
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984 | 19647330111211 | New Heights Charter 177,311 408 162,492
985 | 39686190000000 | New Hope Elementary 98,206 501 75,023
986 | 19647330128371 | New Horizons Charter Academy 113,285 566 91,787
987 | 39686270000000 | New Jerusalem Elementary 38,192 25 32,364
988 | 19647330117614 | New Los Angeles Charter 91,629 299 90,327
989 | 19647330133702 | New Los Angeles Charter Elementary 0 0 0
990 | 19647330117911 | New Millennium Secondary 142,546 754 141,775
991 | 10101080125260 | New Spirit Charter Academy 36,107 316 35,642
992 | 19647330111484 | New Village Girls Academy 51,067 405 50,519
993 | 36678760120006 | New Vision Middle 114,750 365 113,383
994 | 19756636120158 | New West Charter 0 0 0
995 | 01612340000000 | Newark Unified 992,708 165 687,469
996 | 31668520000000 | Newcastle Elementary 44,683 24 35,319
997 | 19648320000000 | Newhall 1,160,841 172 871,459
998 | 50736010000000 | Newman-Crows Landing Unified 928,050 315 741,624
999 | 30665970000000 | Newport-Mesa Unified 5,126,091 236 4,039,682
1000 | 21654090000000 | Nicasio 1,559 0 0
1001 | 04614240110551 | Nord Country 32,860 196 32,395
1002 | 15636930000000 | Norris Elementary 25,088 0 0
1003 | 35675040000000 | North County Joint Union Elementary 88,527 116 72,097
1004 | 37684520114264 | North County Trade Tech High 31,776 192 31,342
1005 | 45700780000000 | North Cow Creek Elementary 6,164 0 0
1006 | 27738250000000 | North Monterey County Unified 1,364,842 299 975,636
1007 | 01612596117972 | North Oakland Community Charter 13,397 61 13,014
North Valley Military Institute College
1008 | 19647330100776 | Preparatory Academy 209,714 404 208,103
1009 | 12626870000000 | Northern Humboldt Union High 248,571 148 202,820
1010 | 45701690129957 | Northern Summit Academy 0 0 0
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Norton Space and Aeronautics
1011 | 36103630115808 | Academy 192,551 241 165,193
1012 | 19648400000000 | Norwalk-La Mirada Unified 5,001,061 263 4,014,025
1013 | 30666700106567 | Nova Academy 151,774 389 150,044
1014 | 33736760121673 | NOVA Academy - Coachella 76,472 369 75,529
1015 | 21654170000000 | Novato Unified 967,589 125 643,163
1016 | 51714230000000 | Nuestro Elementary 2,718 0 0
1017 | 33671570000000 | Nuview Union 319,854 152 228,874
1018 | 43696250000000 | Oak Grove Elementary 2,025,759 191 1,361,413
1019 | 49708390000000 | Oak Grove Union Elementary 66,753 81 44179
1020 | 34674390125591 | Oak Park Preparatory Academy 44,616 359 44,028
1021 | 45700860000000 | Oak Run Elementary 15,007 208 12,181
1022 | 54720170000000 | Oak Valley Union Elementary 107,750 193 73,033
1023 | 39686350000000 | Oak View Union Elementary 114,144 276 96,779
1024 | 50755640000000 | Oakdale Joint Unified 999,754 189 798,938
1025 | 01612596111660 | Oakland Charter Academy 178,216 1,196 176,777
1026 | 01612590114868 | Oakland Charter High 97,096 277 94,678
Oakland Military Institute, College
1027 | 01612590130617 | Preparatory Academy 199,547 318 189,013
1028 | 01612590000000 | Oakland Unified 21,291,808 575 16,548,892
1029 | 01612590100065 | Oakland Unity High 84,442 255 83,060
1030 | 01100170131581 | Oakland Unity Middle 0 0 0
1031 | 07617620000000 | Oakley Union Elementary 531,248 105 376,413
1032 | 27659616119663 | Oasis Charter Public 773 0 0
1033 | 19647330102335 | Ocean Charter 0 0 0
1034 | 44698070110007 | Ocean Grove Charter 2,375 0 0
1035 | 30666130000000 | Ocean View 1,730,262 198 1,212,252
1036 | 56725120000000 | Ocean View 724,143 268 454,674
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1037 | 37735690000000 | Oceanside Unified 5,445,260 286 4,356,319
1038 | 19101996116883 | Odyssey Charter 38,256 85 30,942
1039 | 56725200000000 | Ojai Unified 571,521 225 395,950
1040 | 49708470000000 | Old Adobe Union 260,614 153 155,389
1041 | 42769500132894 | Olive Grove Charter 0 0 0
1042 | 49708706066344 | Olivet Elementary Charter 54,461 164 53,534
1043 | 39103970120717 | one.Charter 0 0 0
1044 | 38769190132159 | OnePurpose 40,158 565 40,158
1045 | 36678190000000 | Ontario-Montclair 9,467,067 431 7,318,210
1046 | 19101990127522 | Optimist Charter 29,075 244 29,075
1047 | 10623310000000 | Orange Center 272,077 839 225,072
Orange County Department of
1048 | 30103060000000 | Education 5,322,842 1,182 5,149,691
Orange County Educational Arts
1049 | 30666700109066 | Academy 189,891 326 161,259
1050 | 30666210000000 | Orange Unified 6,731,700 236 5,216,417
1051 | 43696330000000 | Orchard Elementary 148,593 166 94,103
1052 | 42692600000000 | Orcutt Union Elementary 420,673 79 271,762
1053 | 12629680000000 | Orick Elementary 8,169 544 1,776
1054 | 07617700000000 | Orinda Union Elementary 37,469 0 0
1055 | 11754810000000 | Orland Joint Unified 789,808 361 629,803
1056 | 04615070000000 | Oroville City Elementary 953,206 400 751,082
1057 | 04615150000000 | Oroville Union High 866,117 399 763,786
1058 | 19647330101675 | Oscar De La Hoya Animo Charter High 255,873 418 252,815
1059 | 19647330109934 | Our Community Charter 46,421 105 45,482
1060 | 54720250000000 | Outside Creek Elementary 61,276 600 57,149
1061 | 14632970000000 | Owens Valley Unified 3,804 0 0
1062 | 56725380000000 | Oxnard 5,779,127 341 4,137,173
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1063 | 56725460000000 | Oxnard Union High 3,843,303 229 3,125,807
1064 | 45700940000000 | Pacheco Union Elementary 178,428 298 147,306
1065 | 44697810000000 | Pacific Elementary 8,125 0 0
1066 | 27661340000000 | Pacific Grove Unified 186,075 90 112,668
1067 | 10623560000000 | Pacific Union Elementary 290,859 751 235,339
1068 | 12629760000000 | Pacific Union Elementary 89,341 154 61,566
1069 | 12629271230150 | Pacific View Charter 87,956 888 86,832
1070 | 41689320000000 | Pacifica 256,367 80 147,769
1071 | 44697990000000 | Pajaro Valley Unified 6,706,455 336 5,028,965
1072 | 04615230000000 | Palermo Union Elementary 452,333 367 367,931
1073 | 19647331995836 | Palisades Charter High 253,265 87 247,363
1074 | 33671730000000 | Palm Springs Unified 10,013,657 445 8,374,189
1075 | 19648570125377 | Palmdale Aerospace Academy 234,106 211 234,106
1076 | 19648570000000 | Palmdale Elementary 7,178,792 376 6,073,630
1077 | 43696410000000 | Palo Alto Unified 769,949 61 418,788
1078 | 33671810000000 | Palo Verde Unified 1,216,710 386 909,876
1079 | 54720330000000 | Palo Verde Union Elementary 278,770 525 255,505
1080 | 19648650000000 | Palos Verdes Peninsula Unified 680,985 58 430,239
1081 | 15633620000000 | Panama-Buena Vista Union 3,731,640 213 3,364,964
1082 | 35675200000000 | Panoche Elementary 595 0 0
Para Los Ninos - Evelyn Thurman Gratts
1083 | 19647330122630 | Primary 149,185 448 120,322
1084 | 19647336120489 | Para Los Ninos Charter 170,448 450 141,523
1085 | 19647330117846 | Para Los Ninos Middle 326,788 912 325,299
1086 | 50712090000000 | Paradise Elementary 35,377 170 28,312
1087 | 04615310000000 | Paradise Unified 1,227,946 348 1,000,696
1088 | 58727360121632 | Paragon Collegiate Academy 38,057 233 37,446
1089 | 34769350132480 | Paramount Collegiate Academy 18,603 310 18,455
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1090 | 19648730000000 | Paramount Unified 5,773,053 372 4,501,769
1091 | 10623640000000 | Parlier Unified 2,481,210 733 2,086,947
1092 | 19648810000000 | Pasadena Unified 6,885,373 401 5,267,809
1093 | 34674210132019 | Paseo Grande Charter 0 0 0
1094 | 40754570000000 | Paso Robles Joint Unified 1,521,864 231 1,168,348
1095 | 19647330127878 | Pathways Community 99,486 543 98,888
1096 | 50712170000000 | Patterson Joint Unified 1,747,746 289 1,364,422
1097 | 42767866045918 | Peabody Charter 121,869 162 96,709
1098 | 12629840000000 | Peninsula Union 6,875 171 1,663
1099 | 29768770000000 | Penn Valley Union Elementary 160,503 234 132,429
1100 | 33671990000000 | Perris Elementary 4,984,181 847 4,421,691
1101 | 06616140000000 | Pierce Joint Unified 334,964 225 247,120
1102 | 10623720000000 | Pine Ridge Elementary 20,904 243 16,848
1103 | 49708700000000 | Piner-Olivet Union Elementary 154,142 458 125,257
1104 | 04733790000000 | Pioneer Union Elementary 52,591 922 38,754
1105 | 09619450000000 | Pioneer Union Elementary 70,427 232 48,277
1106 | 16639900000000 | Pioneer Union Elementary 325,710 210 300,272
1107 | 07617880000000 | Pittsburg Unified 3,265,780 310 2,546,930
1108 | 54720410000000 | Pixley Union Elementary 640,815 568 503,995
1109 | 30666470000000 | Placentia-Yorba Linda Unified 3,599,811 140 2,661,748
1110 | 31103140000000 | Placer County Office of Education 1,264,560 1,441 1,258,779
1111 | 31668860000000 | Placer Hills Union Elementary 107,295 140 65,296
1112 | 31668940000000 | Placer Union High 325,286 77 239,973
1113 | 09619520000000 | Placerville Union Elementary 393,333 305 316,403
1114 | 24658130000000 | Plainsburg Union Elementary 24,591 190 19,343
1115 | 24658210000000 | Planada Elementary 573,157 716 444,936
1116 | 11626380000000 | Plaza Elementary 19,000 100 14,640
1117 | 51714310000000 | Pleasant Grove Joint Union 26,891 137 17,408
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1118 | 29663730000000 | Pleasant Ridge Union Elementary 214,726 162 148,516
1119 | 56725530000000 | Pleasant Valley 808,089 120 592,509
1120 | 40687910000000 | Pleasant Valley Joint Union Elementary 26,493 240 21,005
1121 | 54720580000000 | Pleasant View Elementary 307,055 608 246,104
1122 | 01751010000000 | Pleasanton Unified 634,760 42 333,104
1123 | 32669693230083 | Plumas Charter 57,479 173 56,108
1124 | 32103220000000 | Plumas County Office of Education 10,619 408 10,155
1125 | 58727440000000 | Plumas Lake Elementary 78,839 63 71,425
1126 | 32669690000000 | Plumas Unified 545,366 284 418,684
1127 | 23655990000000 | Point Arena Joint Union High 40,131 276 34,147
1128 | 09619600000000 | Pollock Pines Elementary 196,032 289 161,851
1129 | 19649070000000 | Pomona Unified 11,957,065 484 9,530,565
1130 | 15637190000000 | Pond Union Elementary 134,571 608 119,299
1131 | 28662820000000 | Pope Valley Union Elementary 13,283 260 9,831
1132 | 19647330107755 | Port of Los Angeles High 187,692 193 184,747
1133 | 54755230000000 | Porterville Unified 8,581,229 608 7,523,826
1134 | 23738660000000 | Potter Valley Community Unified 77,251 279 57,289
1135 | 37682960000000 | Poway Unified 2,676,276 75 1,732,216
1136 | 19647330127936 | PREPA TEC - Los Angeles 96,466 426 95,287
1137 | 37683383731189 | Preuss School UCSD 374,430 445 346,180
1138 | 39754990102384 | Primary Charter 0 0 0
1139 | 11626460000000 | Princeton Joint Unified 39,874 243 25,061
Provisional Accelerated Learning
1140 | 36678763630993 | Academy 45,894 283 42,569
1141 | 19647330131847 | Public Policy Charter 64,821 432 64,821
1142 | 36678760109850 | Public Safety Academy 116,477 284 115,006
PUC CALS Middle and Early College
1143 | 19647330133298 | High 198,950 348 197,540
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1144 | 19647330129619 | PUC Community Charter Elementary 71,247 383 70,603

PUC Community Charter Middle and

PUC Community Charter Early College
1145 | 19647336116750 | High 213,548 274 203,371

PUC Early College Academy for
1146 | 19647330124933 | Leaders and Scholars (ECALS) 119,435 268 117,859
1147 | 19647330112201 | PUC Excel Charter Academy 129,384 403 127,732
1148 | 19647330129593 | PUC Inspire Charter Academy 79,809 378 79,345
1149 | 19647330102442 | PUC Lakeview Charter Academy 129,989 370 128,384
1150 | 19647330122606 | PUC Lakeview Charter High 124,195 298 122,540
1151 | 19647330102426 | PUC Milagro Charter 108,095 374 106,724

PUC Nueva Esperanza Charter
1152 | 19647330133280 | Academy 156,761 370 155,261
1153 | 19647330119974 | PUC Santa Rosa Charter Academy 86,484 448 85,535

PUC Triumph Charter Academy and
1154 | 19647330133272 | PUC Triumph Charter High 295,247 406 295,247
1155 | 19647336120471 | Puente Charter 42,630 402 42,111
1156 | 10623800000000 | Raisin City Elementary 294,514 975 246,528
1157 | 37683040000000 | Ramona City Unified 773,918 138 519,636
1158 | 37683120000000 | Rancho Santa Fe Elementary 0 0 0
1159 | 18641620000000 | Ravendale-Termo Elementary 1,088 108 0
1160 | 33672150126128 | REACH Leadership STEAM Academy 71,721 183 70,766
1161 | 01611430122697 | REALM Charter High 90,435 255 89,002
1162 | 01611430122689 | REALM Charter Middle 87,064 284 85,793
1163 | 52716390000000 | Red Bluff Joint Union High 482,069 322 406,734
1164 | 52716210000000 | Red Bluff Union Elementary 1,229,399 564 1,066,985
1165 | 36678430000000 | Redlands Unified 4,271,964 204 3,371,292
1166 | 23656152330413 | Redwood Academy of Ukiah 28,749 201 23,924
1167 | 41690050000000 | Redwood City Elementary 2,272,858 270 1,570,184

9/2/2016 1:44 PM



dsib-edmd

-sep16item01

Attachment 1

Page 46 of 61

Total Total Total
2015-16 2015-16 2015-16
County-District- ConApp Entitlement Title |
Number School Code LEA Name Entitlement Per Student Entitlement
1168 | 12626790127266 | Redwood Coast Montessori 8,350 84 8,162
1169 | 12768020124164 | Redwood Preparatory Charter 14,878 68 14,510
1170 | 52716470000000 | Reeds Creek Elementary 51,317 427 43,851
1171 | 19647330101683 | Renaissance Arts Academy 84,966 236 83,679
1172 | 19647330131680 | Renaissance Arts Academy K-12 0 0 0
1173 | 09619780000000 | Rescue Union Elementary 252,059 66 186,331
1174 | 19647330131870 | Resolute Academy Charter 51,925 529 51,925
1175 | 36678500000000 | Rialto Unified 9,196,766 338 7,522,772
1176 | 52716540000000 | Richfield Elementary 45,803 184 32,864
1177 | 07617960126805 | Richmond Charter Academy 104,676 486 66,213
Richmond Charter Elementary-Benito
1178 | 07617960129643 | Juarez 160,021 395 158,623
1179 | 07617960110973 | Richmond College Preparatory 135,851 306 118,539
1180 | 18641700000000 | Richmond Elementary 4,357 0 0
1181 | 15756301530500 | Ridgecrest Charter 76,706 177 72,845
1182 | 36678680000000 | Rim of the World Unified 929,394 257 751,275
1183 | 49708960000000 | Rincon Valley Union Elementary 354,969 103 208,480
1184 | 12630080000000 | Rio Dell Elementary 133,362 418 106,857
1185 | 56725610000000 | Rio Elementary 1,127,117 224 789,143
1186 | 39685850122580 | Rio Valley Charter 78,789 231 77,940
1187 | 39686500000000 | Ripon Unified 518,212 168 418,620
1188 | 19647330124222 | Rise Ko Hyang Middle 124,820 337 123,255
1189 | 09618380129965 | Rising Sun Montessori 0 0 0
River Charter Schools Lighthouse
1190 | 57726940131706 | Charter 7,600 79 7,600
1191 | 34674130000000 | River Delta Joint Unified 476,138 242 345,917
1192 | 39103970127134 | River Islands Technology Academy I 66,148 125 64,881
1193 | 23656150115055 | River Oak Charter 45,667 191 44,983
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1194 | 33103300110833 | River Springs Charter 772,730 131 727,892
1195 | 50755560000000 | Riverbank Unified 1,144,974 412 922,527
1196 | 10754080000000 | Riverdale Joint Unified 612,636 380 507,533
1197 | 33103300000000 | Riverside County Office of Education 3,420,433 1,213 3,352,184
1198 | 33672150000000 | Riverside Unified 12,024,346 286 9,869,815
1199 | 50712330000000 | Roberts Ferry Union Elementary 20,786 158 15,462
1200 | 34674210000000 | Robla Elementary 931,938 418 741,699
1201 | 43104390125781 | Rocketship Academy Brilliant Minds 206,795 354 175,760
1202 | 43104390125799 | Rocketship Alma Academy 233,250 415 203,656
1203 | 43104390123281 | Rocketship Discovery Prep 244172 475 215,410
1204 | 43104390131110 | Rocketship Fuerza Community Prep 174,950 297 144,109
1205 | 43104390120642 | Rocketship Los Suenos Academy 269,077 463 231,542
1206 | 43104390113704 | Rocketship Mateo Sheedy Elementary 244,051 391 209,162
1207 | 43694500123299 | Rocketship Mosaic Elementary 251,434 416 216,724
1208 | 41690050132076 | Rocketship Redwood City 95,746 395 80,028
1209 | 43104390119024 | Rocketship Si Se Puede Academy 270,993 466 230,381
1210 | 43694500128108 | Rocketship Spark Academy 187,399 305 152,328
1211 | 54720900000000 | Rockford Elementary 164,441 444 145,183
1212 | 31750850000000 | Rocklin Unified 902,673 79 732,338
1213 | 33672310000000 | Romoland Elementary 707,251 202 554,935
1214 | 15637500000000 | Rosedale Union Elementary 465,425 84 405,091
1215 | 49709040000000 | Roseland 423,862 267 266,109
1216 | 49709040101923 | Roseland Charter 451,325 369 410,567
1217 | 19649310000000 | Rosemead Elementary 1,185,344 453 868,823
1218 | 01612590131896 | Roses in Concrete 77,437 416 63,014
1219 | 31669100000000 | Roseville City Elementary 1,168,666 115 859,729
1220 | 31669280000000 | Roseville Joint Union High 785,312 77 623,279
1221 | 21654330000000 | Ross Elementary 40,756 105 32,309
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1222 | 21750020000000 | Ross Valley Elementary 221,450 95 149,797
1223 | 14633050000000 | Round Valley Joint Elementary 20,014 151 14,924
1224 | 23656070000000 | Round Valley Unified 367,286 992 330,250
1225 | 19734520000000 | Rowland Unified 5,032,749 351 4,054,751
1226 | 34674390102038 | Sacramento Charter High 257,508 270 253,813
1227 | 34674390000000 | Sacramento City Unified 23,162,879 577 18,835,917
1228 | 34103480000000 | Sacramento County Office of Education 1,660,642 1,955 1,653,864
1229 | 30736350000000 | Saddleback Valley Unified 3,444,233 118 2,446,507
1230 | 28662900000000 | Saint Helena Unified 171,999 135 104,503
1231 | 50712660000000 | Salida Union Elementary 591,495 232 451,443
1232 | 27661420000000 | Salinas City Elementary 3,259,737 358 2,397,264
1233 | 27661590000000 | Salinas Union High 4,736,409 322 3,903,034
1234 | 30103060126037 | Samueli Academy 102,803 273 101,718
1235 | 27661670000000 | San Antonio Union Elementary 48,115 295 43,547
1236 | 27661750000000 | San Ardo Union Elementary 182,091 1,802 163,155
1237 | 35103550000000 | San Benito County Office of Education 58,185 868 57,458
1238 | 35675380000000 | San Benito High 576,720 191 483,045
1239 | 36678760000000 | San Bernardino City Unified 30,014,724 599 25,427,930
San Bernardino County Office of
1240 | 36103630000000 | Education 2,592,599 1,171 2,542,646
1241 | 41690130000000 | San Bruno Park Elementary 404,216 148 236,530
1242 | 41690216112213 | San Carlos Charter Learning Center 0 0 0
1243 | 41690210000000 | San Carlos Elementary 133,241 41 64,874
1244 | 37683386119168 | San Diego Cooperative Charter 35,411 78 34,548
San Diego Cooperative Charter School
1245 | 37683380127654 | 2 0 0 0
1246 | 37103710000000 | San Diego County Office of Education 3,622,581 1,932 3,532,455
1247 | 37683380121681 | San Diego Global Vision Academy 52,418 243 51,581
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1248 | 37683380000000 | San Diego Unified 45,938,609 421 36,507,059
1249 | 37683460000000 | San Dieguito Union High 1,058,936 83 810,578
San Francisco County Office of
1250 | 38103890000000 | Education 614,669 2,187 613,635
1251 | 38684780000000 | San Francisco Unified 15,998,991 305 11,349,128
1252 | 19752910000000 | San Gabriel Unified 1,574,857 293 1,167,614
1253 | 33672490000000 | San Jacinto Unified 3,122,366 324 2,650,667
1254 | 33672496114748 | San Jacinto Valley Academy 186,361 143 170,844
1255 | 39103970121723 | San Joaquin Building Futures Academy 0 0 0
1256 | 39103970000000 | San Joaquin County Office of Education 1,277,458 832 1,207,297
1257 | 19650946023527 | San Jose Charter Academy 192,238 156 188,839
1258 | 43694274330676 | San Jose Conservation Corps Charter 17,651 55 16,934
1259 | 43696660000000 | San Jose Unified 7,048,024 222 5,310,247
1260 | 34674470000000 | San Juan Unified 13,956,211 310 11,814,067
1261 | 01612910000000 | San Leandro Unified 1,865,569 217 1,469,950
1262 | 01613090000000 | San Lorenzo Unified 2,782,547 253 2,182,316
1263 | 44698070000000 | San Lorenzo Valley Unified 294,387 110 196,898
1264 | 27661830000000 | San Lucas Union Elementary 183,792 3,403 167,453
1265 | 40688090000000 | San Luis Coastal Unified 1,015,528 135 685,359
San Luis Obispo County Office of
1266 | 40104050000000 | Education 1,121,886 2,257 1,092,911
1267 | 37737910000000 | San Marcos Unified 3,486,469 172 2,730,728
1268 | 19649640000000 | San Marino Unified 255,674 81 159,399
1269 | 41104130000000 | San Mateo County Office of Education 488,896 1,499 471,420
1270 | 41690470000000 | San Mateo Union High 782,068 93 519,830
1271 | 41690390000000 | San Mateo-Foster City 1,411,316 117 881,602
1272 | 40688250000000 | San Miguel Joint Union 295,036 479 256,190
1273 | 37683530000000 | San Pasqual Union Elementary 50,576 90 34,767
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1274 | 13632140000000 | San Pasqual Valley Unified 466,644 614 380,447
1275 | 21654580000000 | San Rafael City Elementary 934,173 195 620,813
1276 | 07618040000000 | San Ramon Valley Unified 1,084,833 33 600,884
1277 | 37683790000000 | San Ysidro Elementary 2,021,111 429 1,405,092
1278 | 10624140000000 | Sanger Unified 3,657,202 319 3,065,151
1279 | 30666700000000 | Santa Ana Unified 22,062,081 429 17,049,554
Santa Barbara County Office of
1280 | 42104210000000 | Education 350,153 0 344,704
1281 | 43104390000000 | Santa Clara County Office of Education 2,187,392 1,433 2,120,269
1282 | 56725790000000 | Santa Clara Elementary 586 0 0
1283 | 43696740000000 | Santa Clara Unified 2,057,584 135 1,299,946
1284 | 44698150000000 | Santa Cruz City Elementary 525,841 224 332,101
1285 | 44698230000000 | Santa Cruz City High 726,055 159 524,563
1286 | 44104470000000 | Santa Cruz County Office of Education 338,282 501 333,861
1287 | 42693100000000 | Santa Maria Joint Union High 2,147,769 278 1,713,286
1288 | 42691200000000 | Santa Maria-Bonita 5,579,113 336 3,988,814
Santa Monica Boulevard Community
1289 | 19647336019079 | Charter 403,686 430 348,020
1290 | 19649800000000 | Santa Monica-Malibu Unified 1,470,343 127 1,021,264
1291 | 56768280000000 | Santa Paula Unified 1,705,934 312 1,224,386
1292 | 27661910000000 | Santa Rita Union Elementary 773,305 225 562,138
1293 | 49709120000000 | Santa Rosa Elementary 1,350,091 260 867,347
1294 | 49709200000000 | Santa Rosa High 2,567,145 234 2,108,262
1295 | 42693280000000 | Santa Ynez Valley Union High 72,215 72 49,868
1296 | 37683610000000 | Santee 697,088 107 467,615
1297 | 30666216085328 | Santiago Middle 19,954 0 0
1298 | 43696820000000 | Saratoga Union Elementary 110,810 55 57,632
1299 | 54721080000000 | Saucelito Elementary 16,930 196 13,139
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1300 | 19649980000000 | Saugus Union 795,971 78 560,510
1301 | 21654740000000 | Sausalito Marin City 221,390 1,570 197,983
SAVA: Sacramento Academic and
1302 | 34765050114272 | Vocational Academy 195,271 275 192,994
1303 | 30666960000000 | Savanna Elementary 628,303 263 456,699
1304 | 37764710000000 | SBC - High Tech High 363,722 145 356,649
1305 | 19756971996693 | School of Arts and Enterprise 186,442 254 183,369
1306 | 10621661030642 | School of Unlimited Learning 75,646 315 69,413
1307 | 12630240000000 | Scotia Union Elementary 26,892 118 20,642
1308 | 47764550000000 | Scott Valley Unified 218,696 338 170,935
1309 | 49709380000000 | Sebastopol Union Elementary 186,735 351 153,642
1310 | 13632220000000 | Seeley Union Elementary 143,606 403 100,153
1311 | 47704580000000 | Seiad Elementary 1,892 0 0
1312 | 10624300000000 | Selma Unified 3,152,479 481 2,680,664
1313 | 15637680000000 | Semitropic Elementary 48,582 227 21,438
1314 | 41690620000000 | Sequoia Union High 1,173,927 135 820,837
1315 | 18641880000000 | Shaffer Union Elementary 73,513 401 57,234
1316 | 40688330000000 | Shandon Joint Unified 91,979 289 66,047
1317 | 45104540000000 | Shasta County Office of Education 569,512 2,305 566,279
1318 | 45701280000000 | Shasta Union Elementary 35,609 287 21,968
1319 | 20652430100016 | Sherman Thomas Charter 554 0 0
1320 | 20652430118950 | Sherman Thomas Charter High 0 0 0
1321 | 50712740000000 | Shiloh Elementary 40,187 254 34,491
1322 | 21733610000000 | Shoreline Unified 78,122 153 39,014
1323 | 31669440121624 | Sierra Expeditionary Learning 0 0 0
1324 | 22655320125823 | Sierra Foothill Charter 22,183 178 21,842
1325 | 15737420000000 | Sierra Sands Unified 1,285,603 260 1,075,717
1326 | 10752750000000 | Sierra Unified 325,042 241 259,238
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1327 | 46701770000000 | Sierra-Plumas Joint Unified 94,590 247 67,077
1328 | 09619860000000 | Silver Fork Elementary 558 0 0
1329 | 36738900000000 | Silver Valley Unified 563,428 267 456,754
1330 | 56726030000000 | Simi Valley Unified 2,024,230 112 1,535,526
1331 | 47104700000000 | Siskiyou County Office of Education 50,099 2,003 49,341
1332 | 47704660000000 | Siskiyou Union High 137,996 230 112,014
1333 | 36750510115089 | Sky Mountain Charter 2,895 0 0
1334 | 24658390000000 | Snelling-Merced Falls Union Elementary 36,398 438 29,990
1335 | 36739570000000 | Snowline Joint Unified 1,301,510 163 1,000,715
1336 | 36678760117192 | SOAR Charter Academy 127,577 281 125,689
1337 | 37683870000000 | Solana Beach Elementary 220,666 71 165,801
1338 | 48104880000000 | Solano County Office of Education 568,730 1,508 565,625
1339 | 27754400000000 | Soledad Unified 1,417,284 285 1,108,439
1340 | 42693360000000 | Solvang Elementary 73,240 128 40,330
1341 | 56726110000000 | Somis Union 100,230 457 89,826
1342 | 49709536111678 | Sonoma Charter 23,771 108 20,038
1343 | 49104960000000 | Sonoma County Office of Education 758,796 0 494,851
1344 | 49709530000000 | Sonoma Valley Unified 1,004,319 243 743,405
1345 | 55723710000000 | Sonora Elementary 221,212 316 168,878
1346 | 55723890000000 | Sonora Union High 351,077 339 319,805
1347 | 55723970000000 | Soulsbyville Elementary 92,632 184 68,907
1348 | 37683950000000 | South Bay Union 2,815,654 371 1,965,831
1349 | 12630320000000 | South Bay Union Elementary 348,773 629 319,466
1350 | 15637840000000 | South Fork Union 147,749 613 125,332
South Monterey County Joint Union
1351 | 27660680000000 | High 639,758 300 527,382
1352 | 19650290000000 | South Pasadena Unified 394,113 82 267,115
1353 | 41690700000000 | South San Francisco Unified 1,204,321 132 745,867
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1354 | 51714070109793 | South Sutter Charter 4,003 0 0
1355 | 19650370000000 | South Whittier Elementary 1,327,451 424 998,762
1356 | 12630400000000 | Southern Humboldt Joint Unified 381,916 485 290,199
1357 | 15637760000000 | Southern Kern Unified 1,329,593 411 1,178,151
1358 | 53738330000000 | Southern Trinity Joint Unified 78,256 663 68,958
1359 | 35675530000000 | Southside Elementary 5,873 0 0
1360 | 37684030000000 | Spencer Valley Elementary 2,445 53 0
1361 | 27662250000000 | Spreckels Union Elementary 116,451 120 101,820
1362 | 54721320000000 | Springville Union Elementary 74,399 248 65,179
1363 | 34674390101048 | St. HOPE Public School 7 187,162 311 184,366
1364 | 15637920000000 | Standard Elementary 1,198,221 390 1,072,468
1365 | 50105040000000 | Stanislaus County Office of Education 2,107,114 1,744 2,078,197
1366 | 50712820000000 | Stanislaus Union Elementary 1,211,379 357 953,998
1367 | 37681303731262 | Steele Canyon High 0 0 0
1368 | 37684110126086 | Stephen W. Hawking Charter 0 0 0

Stephen W. Hawkings Il Science,

Technology, Engineering, Art and Math
1369 | 37684110128082 | Charter 0 0 0
1370 | 39686760000000 | Stockton Unified 20,365,561 554 16,931,754
1371 | 54721400000000 | Stone Corral Elementary 138,849 1,036 106,730
1372 | 11626530000000 | Stony Creek Joint Unified 76,534 780 69,439
1373 | 49706150127662 | Stony Point Academy 24,026 222 23,878
1374 | 54721570000000 | Strathmore Union Elementary 427,130 507 335,046
1375 | 04615070129577 | STREAM Charter 37,251 137 36,569
1376 | 19650450000000 | Sulphur Springs Union 1,007,801 178 796,277
1377 | 55724050000000 | Summerville Elementary 102,095 253 72,912
1378 | 55724130000000 | Summerville Union High 51,189 72 35,356

Summit Leadership Academy-High
1379 | 36750440107516 | Desert 46,110 259 45,380
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1380 | 19647330131839 | Summit Preparatory Charter 33,686 518 33,686
1381 | 41690620112722 | Summit Preparatory Charter High 54,582 132 53,524
1382 | 07100740129684 | Summit Public School K2 50,011 217 50,011
1383 | 43694270123745 | Summit Public School: Rainier 44,055 122 43,296
1384 | 43104390123794 | Summit Public School: Tahoma 47,806 173 46,908
1385 | 54721730000000 | Sundale Union Elementary 194,797 260 147,608
1386 | 54721810000000 | Sunnyside Union Elementary 315,899 910 261,680
1387 | 01751190000000 | Sunol Glen Unified 2,826 0 0
1388 | 43104390124065 | Sunrise Middle 65,634 428 64,864
1389 | 25658960000000 | Surprise Valley Joint Unified 76,541 558 63,176
1390 | 18641960000000 | Susanville Elementary 379,073 366 289,631
1391 | 51105120000000 | Sutter County Office of Education 144,134 366 111,136
1392 | 51714490000000 | Sutter Union High 49,403 70 36,575
1393 | 37684110000000 | Sweetwater Union High 11,654,746 294 9,533,947
Sycamore Academy of Science and
1394 | 33751760120204 | Cultural Arts 44,912 92 44,912
1395 | 54722560125542 | Sycamore Valley Academy 0 0 0
1396 | 50712900000000 | Sylvan Union Elementary 2,242,861 273 1,895,977
1397 | 19647330106427 | Synergy Charter Academy 111,615 357 110,081
1398 | 19647330117895 | Synergy Kinetic Academy 187,219 392 184,842
1399 | 19647330124560 | Synergy Quantum Academy 232,927 400 230,005
1400 | 15638000000000 | Taft City 831,886 395 675,051
1401 | 36678760126706 | Taft T. Newman Leadership Academy 39,602 408 39,052
1402 | 31669440000000 | Tahoe-Truckee Unified 545,676 143 356,153
1403 | 21654820000000 | Tamalpais Union High 297,034 67 201,865
1404 | 19647330122242 | TEACH Academy of Technologies 99,351 431 98,136
1405 | 19647330129627 | TEACH Tech Charter High 0 0 0
1406 | 39686760124958 | TEAM Charter 142,620 277 140,593
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1407 | 15638260000000 | Tehachapi Unified 1,070,166 252 895,523
Tehama County Department of
1408 | 52105200000000 | Education 149,962 508 95,745
1409 | 33751923330917 | Temecula Preparatory 2,635 0 0
1410 | 33751920000000 | Temecula Valley Unified 2,814,553 98 2,361,315
1411 | 19650520000000 | Temple City Unified 1,073,242 181 810,074
1412 | 40688410000000 | Templeton Unified 256,701 105 190,591
1413 | 54721990000000 | Terra Bella Union Elementary 817,967 872 692,034
1414 | 01611190122085 | The Academy of Alameda 80,660 160 79,436
1415 | 01611190131805 | The Academy of Alameda Elementary 9,721 135 9,721
1416 | 19647336112536 | The Accelerated 340,475 443 301,701
1417 | 37680490127118 | The Heights Charter 0 0 0
1418 | 34674390106898 | The Language Academy of Sacramento 141,574 273 139,643
1419 | 38769270132183 | The New School of San Francisco 11,252 146 11,252
1420 | 37683386061964 | The O'Farrell Charter 555,091 430 451,827
1421 | 04615490000000 | Thermalito Union 1,521,856 1,052 1,325,736
1422 | 23655650123737 | Three Rivers Charter 0 0 0
1423 | 54722070000000 | Three Rivers Union Elementary 44,755 310 32,985
1424 | 37769010131193 | Thrive Public 38,494 198 38,365
1425 | 54722150000000 | Tipton Elementary 212,179 378 145,348
Today's Fresh Start Charter School
1426 | 19646340119552 | Inglewood 131,599 303 118,429
1427 | 19734370132845 | Today's Fresh Start-Compton 306,406 441 283,410
1428 | 19650600000000 | Torrance Unified 2,699,785 113 1,805,121
1429 | 39754990000000 | Tracy Joint Unified 3,104,099 197 2,433,398
1430 | 54722230000000 | Traver Joint Elementary 156,113 678 122,326
1431 | 48705650000000 | Travis Unified 391,472 72 285,625
1432 | 23656156117386 | Tree of Life Charter 15,363 149 15,076
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1433 | 35675610000000 | Tres Pinos Union Elementary 2,851 0 0
1434 | 12630570000000 | Trinidad Union Elementary 81,969 450 69,692
1435 | 53765130000000 | Trinity Alps Unified 230,693 341 203,424
1436 | 53717610000000 | Trinity Center Elementary 2,185 218 1,216
1437 | 42691120124255 | Trivium Charter 52,135 82 50,816
1438 | 54722310000000 | Tulare City 3,945,724 415 3,240,809
1439 | 54105460000000 | Tulare County Office of Education 987,884 574 927,694
1440 | 54722490000000 | Tulare Joint Union High 1,967,586 367 1,716,549
1441 | 25735930000000 | Tulelake Basin Joint Unified 281,436 609 207,029
Tuolumne County Superintendent of
1442 | 55105530000000 | Schools 515 0 0
1443 | 50757390000000 | Turlock Unified 4,023,832 290 3,223,147
1444 | 30736430000000 | Tustin Unified 3,529,075 146 2,643,335
1445 | 55724210000000 | Twain Harte 81,420 300 54,015
1446 | 49709610000000 | Twin Hills Union Elementary 54,162 43 37,795
1447 | 51714640107318 | Twin Rivers Charter 66,808 148 65,606
1448 | 34765050000000 | Twin Rivers Unified 14,871,943 570 12,455,321
1449 | 49709790000000 | Two Rock Union 24,063 153 17,665
1450 | 23656150000000 | Ukiah Unified 2,550,505 435 2,082,900
1451 | 43697080000000 | Union Elementary 399,404 70 224,002
1452 | 29664070000000 | Union Hill Elementary 16,796 0 0
1453 | 21655160000000 | Union Joint Elementary 483 0 0
1454 | 10621660114553 | University High 0 0 0
University Preparation Charter School at
1455 | 56725536120620 | CSU Channel Islands 103,860 215 89,046
1456 | 43104390113431 | University Preparatory Academy Charter 0 0 0
1457 | 19647330132027 | University Preparatory Value High 0 0 0
1458 | 36750690000000 | Upland Unified 2,389,048 209 1,898,007
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1459 | 17769760000000 | Upper Lake Unified 0 0 0
1460 | 37683380118000 | Urban Discovery Academy Charter 28,859 67 28,236
1461 | 01100170125567 | Urban Montessori Charter 32,660 103 32,030
1462 | 30103060133983 | USC College Prep Santa Ana Campus 0 0 0
1463 | 19647330132282 | USC East College Prep 39,274 404 39,274
1464 | 19647330125864 | USC Hybrid High 160,166 345 158,600
1465 | 48705730000000 | Vacaville Unified 2,130,484 172 1,590,072
1466 | 33752420000000 | Val Verde Unified 5,766,029 295 4,984,098
1467 | 19101990132605 | Valiente College Preparatory Charter 0 0 0
1468 | 19650780000000 | Valle Lindo Elementary 221,749 181 162,166
1469 | 05615800000000 | Vallecito Union 401,012 706 350,765
1470 | 37684370000000 | Vallecitos Elementary 81,318 430 69,395
1471 | 48705810000000 | Vallejo City Unified 4,800,252 338 3,755,123
1472 | 37756140000000 | Valley Center-Pauma Unified 570,937 137 337,122
1473 | 19647330122754 | Valley Charter Elementary 19,102 72 18,592
1474 | 50105045030234 | Valley Charter High 29,626 156 28,821
1475 | 19647330122838 | Valley Charter Middle 33,787 164 33,264
1476 | 50713240000000 | Valley Home Joint Elementary 74,867 509 60,112
1477 | 56725205630405 | Valley Oak Charter 0 0 0
1478 | 10621660106740 | Valley Preparatory Academy Charter 103,569 288 102,023
1479 | 19647330127894 | Valor Academy High 125,255 364 124,241
1480 | 19647336019715 | Vaughn Next Century Learning Center 1,237,480 431 1,084,557
1481 | 56726520000000 | Ventura Unified 2,749,014 158 1,965,402
1482 | 39103973930476 | Venture Academy 0 0 0
1483 | 36679180000000 | Victor Elementary 4,459,984 362 3,862,455
1484 | 36679340000000 | Victor Valley Union High 6,406,608 667 6,026,276
View Park Preparatory Accelerated
1485 | 19647336117048 | Charter 149,129 271 146,965
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View Park Preparatory Accelerated
1486 | 19647336121081 | Charter Middle 98,884 233 97,396
1487 | 19647330101196 | View Park Preparatory Accelerated High 147,510 225 145,250
1488 | 49753580114934 | Village Charter 0 0 0
1489 | 19647330129866 | Village Charter Academy 69,936 333 69,399
1490 | 01612590123711 | Vincent Academy 100,259 369 99,586
1491 | 15638340000000 | Vineland Elementary 531,408 577 432,889
1492 | 54722560000000 | Visalia Unified 10,622,089 377 9,002,612
1493 | 07616630130930 | Vista Oaks Charter 78,869 137 78,067
1494 | 56105610109900 | Vista Real Charter High 0 0 0
1495 | 37684520000000 | Vista Unified 6,095,847 275 4,792,671
Voices College-Bound Language
1496 | 43694500113662 | Academy 129,519 274 112,835
Voices College-Bound Language
1497 | 43104390131748 | Academy at Morgan Hill 30,633 336 30,633
Voices College-Bound Language
1498 | 43104390132530 | Academy at Mt. Pleasant 30,633 294 30,633
1499 | 10767781030774 | W. E. B. DuBois Public Charter 177,815 412 156,963
1500 | 11101160124909 | Walden Academy 0 0 0
1501 | 19647330100750 | Wallis Annenberg High 200,655 397 198,356
1502 | 07618120000000 | Walnut Creek Elementary 260,759 72 150,890
1503 | 19734600000000 | Walnut Valley Unified 1,406,707 95 960,519
1504 | 37754160000000 | Warner Unified 38,810 189 31,593
1505 | 15638420000000 | Wasco Union Elementary 1,653,827 454 1,325,967
1506 | 15638590000000 | Wasco Union High 712,274 390 612,332
1507 | 10625130000000 | Washington Colony Elementary 208,680 494 175,579
1508 | 57726940000000 | Washington Unified 2,290,441 304 1,769,531
1509 | 10767780000000 | Washington Unified 1,963,245 745 1,719,988
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1510 | 27662330000000 | Washington Union Elementary 37,026 41 25,148
1511 | 50755720000000 | Waterford Unified 639,284 359 519,649
1512 | 19647336114912 | Watts Learning Center 152,871 389 149,426
1513 | 19647330120527 | Watts Learning Center Charter Middle 147,221 400 145,448
1514 | 49709950000000 | Waugh Elementary 52,936 58 30,480
1515 | 54722640000000 | Waukena Joint Union Elementary 99,626 416 80,123
1516 | 24658620000000 | Weaver Union 1,580,682 561 1,386,092
1517 | 47704820000000 | Weed Union Elementary 155,330 644 118,246
1518 | 07617960000000 | West Contra Costa Unified 9,695,569 335 7,162,462
1519 | 19650940000000 | West Covina Unified 1,870,731 202 1,524,077
1520 | 10625390000000 | West Park Elementary 222,090 354 186,697
1521 | 49710010000000 | West Side Union Elementary 15,220 85 10,196
1522 | 19101990127274 | Westchester Secondary Charter 37,880 150 37,177
1523 | 31669510000000 | Western Placer Unified 971,010 147 806,883
1524 | 30667460000000 | Westminster 3,200,105 337 2,233,884
1525 | 13632300000000 | Westmorland Union Elementary 243,171 669 204,209
1526 | 10625470000000 | Westside Elementary 196,099 879 162,871
1527 | 19647330121012 | Westside Innovative School House 0 0 0
Westside Innovative School House
1528 | 19647330129379 | Charter Middle 0 0 0
1529 | 19651020000000 | Westside Union Elementary 907,307 105 717,609
1530 | 18642041830132 | Westwood Charter 4,031 0 0
1531 | 18642040000000 | Westwood Unified 106,878 562 82,920
1532 | 58727510000000 | Wheatland 330,907 247 269,311
1533 | 58727690000000 | Wheatland Union High 78,631 111 67,539
1534 | 45701690000000 | Whitmore Union Elementary 29,238 1,169 24,535
1535 | 19651100000000 | Whittier City Elementary 1,708,919 279 1,311,952
1536 | 19651280000000 | Whittier Union High 2,276,778 176 1,894,324
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1537 | 19646340101667 | Wilder's Preparatory Academy Charter 117,109 306 115,481
Wilder's Preparatory Academy Charter
1538 | 19646340116822 | Middle 0 0 0
1539 | 19651360000000 | William S. Hart Union High 239,994 0 0
1540 | 06616220000000 | Williams Unified 209,023 155 168,043
1541 | 23656232330363 | Willits Charter 33,272 266 32,183
1542 | 23656230125658 | Willits Elementary Charter 32,822 234 32,291
1543 | 23656230000000 | Willits Unified 760,592 501 618,897
1544 | 21654746118491 | Willow Creek Academy 55,328 147 52,718
1545 | 47704900000000 | Willow Creek Elementary 18,500 420 16,419
1546 | 35675790000000 | Willow Grove Union Elementary 1,048 0 0
1547 | 11626610000000 | Willows Unified 534,429 372 393,557
1548 | 49710190000000 | Wilmar Union Elementary 36,273 150 27,584
1549 | 19651510000000 | Wilsona Elementary 671,093 514 590,224
1550 | 49753580000000 | Windsor Unified 548,105 104 360,116
1551 | 51714560000000 | Winship-Robbins 30,117 157 28,674
1552 | 24658700000000 | Winton 1,011,884 540 809,857
1553 | 19768690000000 | Wiseburn Unified 219,714 87 159,695
1554 | 15101570119669 | Wonderful College Prep Academy 228,178 298 225,124
1555 | 54767940000000 | Woodlake Unified 1,183,468 503 988,681
1556 | 57727100000000 | Woodland Joint Unified 2,253,644 225 1,637,190
1557 | 54722980000000 | Woodville Union Elementary 486,424 1,011 391,807
1558 | 36678760126714 | Woodward Leadership Academy 29,464 210 29,464
1559 | 49710350000000 | Wright Elementary 279,669 170 182,284
Yav Pem Suab Academy - Preparing for
1560 | 34674390121665 | the Future Charter 174,088 411 152,798
1561 | 57105790000000 | Yolo County Office of Education 234,106 1,153 232,416
1562 | 20764140000000 | Yosemite Unified 476,479 246 431,145
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1563 | 19647330132126 | YPI Valley Public Charter High 35,521 555 35,058
1564 | 47705080000000 | Yreka Union Elementary 478,240 497 438,134
1565 | 47705160000000 | Yreka Union High 168,103 260 141,999
1566 | 51714645130125 | Yuba City Charter 68,463 321 61,523
1567 | 51714640000000 | Yuba City Unified 3,682,986 290 2,952,508
1568 | 58105870000000 | Yuba County Office of Education 216,901 3,943 192,442
Yuba Environmental Science Charter
1569 | 58105870117242 | Academy 31,076 334 30,428
1570 | 36679590000000 | Yucaipa-Calimesa Joint Unified 1,883,611 211 1,611,896

Total 2015—-16 ConApp entitlement funds for districts receiving regular approval: $1,904,643,104
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SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

The California Department of Education (CDE) is responsible for the oversight of the
California High School Proficiency Examination (CHSPE). Individuals who are at least
sixteen years of age or meet other eligibility requirements may take the CHSPE to earn
a Certificate of Proficiency which, by California law, is equivalent to a high school
diploma. Senate Bill (SB) 252 (Leno), signed by the Governor on September 30, 2015,
prohibits the CDE from charging fees to administer the CHSPE to a homeless child or
youth who is under twenty-five years of age. As required by this law, the State Board of
Education (SBE) adopted emergency regulations on May 11, 2016. Also under a
separate item, at that board meeting the SBE approved commencement of the standard
rulemaking process to make permanent the amendments to the California Code of
Regulations (CCR), Title 5, sections 11520 through 11525. Part of this process involved
a 45-day public comment period. At the conclusion of the comment period, the CDE
determined no changes are required and that the proposed regulations be adopted by
the SBE.

RECOMMENDATION

The CDE recommends that the SBE:
e Approve the Final Statement of Reasons
e Adopt the proposed regulations

e Direct the CDE to submit the rulemaking file to the Office of Administrative Law
(OAL) for approval

e Authorize the CDE to take any necessary ministerial action to respond to any
direction or concern expressed by the OAL during its review of the rulemaking file
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BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

Individuals who are at least sixteen years of age, or have been enrolled in the tenth
grade for one academic year or longer, or are completing their final semester of tenth
grade are eligible to take the CHSPE to earn a Certificate of Proficiency which, by
California law, is equivalent to a high school diploma. The CHSPE is administered by
the Sacramento County Office of Education under a contract with the CDE.

Individuals who take the CHSPE must register for the test and pay the fee for
administration and scoring of the test at their own expense. SB 252 provides the
opportunity for a verified homeless child or youth, who is under the age of 25 and meets
other eligibility requirements, to take the CHSPE at no cost. The law requires that a
qualified homeless services provider who has knowledge of the examinee’s housing
status verify that status for the examinee to be eligible for the fee waiver. Education
Code Section 48412(c)(3) defines a homeless services provider as either “A homeless
services provider listed in paragraph (3) of subdivision (d) of Section 103577 of the
Health and Safety Code, or any other person or entity that is qualified to verify an
individual's housing status, as determined by the department.”

The CDE received no public comments during the 45-day public comment period. The
45-day public comment period began on May 27, 2016, and closed on July 11, 2016.
This agenda item recommends the proposed amendments to the CHSPE regulations be
adopted by the SBE.

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND
ACTION

SB 252 required emergency regulations in addition to the regular rulemaking process.
On May 11, 2016, the SBE approved the Finding of Emergency and adopted
Emergency Regulations for amendments to the CCR, Title 5, Sections 11520 through
11525. The SBE also approved the proposed regulations and directed the CDE to
commence with the rulemaking process including a 45-day public comment period.

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

An Economic and Fiscal Impact Statement is provided as Attachment 3.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1: Final Statement of Reasons (1 Page)
Attachment 2: Proposed Regulations (4 Pages)

Attachment 3: Economic and Fiscal Impact Statement (STD. 399) (5 Pages)
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FINAL STATEMENT OF REASONS
CHSPE

UPDATE OF INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS

The original proposed text was made available for public comment for at least 45 days
from May 27, 2016 through July 11, 2016. No individuals provided comments during the
45-day comment period.

A public hearing was held at 1:30 p.m. on July 11, 2016, at the California Department of
Education. No individuals attended the public hearing.

SUMMARY AND RESPONSE TO COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE INITIAL
NOTICE PERIOD OF MAY 27, 2016 THROUGH JULY 11, 2016.

No written comments were received during the 45-day public comment period.
ALTERNATIVES DETERMINATION

The State Board of Education has determined that no alternative would be more
effective in carrying out the purpose for which the regulation is proposed or would be as
effective and less burdensome to affected private persons than the proposed regulation
or would be more cost effective to affected private persons and equally effective in
implementing the statutory policy or other provisions of law.

LOCAL MANDATE DETERMINATION

The proposed regulations do not impose any mandate on local agencies or school
districts.

07-11-16 [California Department of Education]
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The State Board of Education has illustrated changes to the original text in the
following manner: text originally proposed to be added is underlined; text proposed to

be deleted is displayed in strikeout.

Title 5. EDUCATION
Division 1. California Department of Education
Chapter 11. Special Programs
Subchapter 8. High School Proficiency Certificates
Article 1. Certificate of Proficiency
§ 11520. Definitions.
(a) “Certificate” means a certificate of proficiency awarded by the State Board of

Education (SBE) as described in Education Code section 48412(a)(2).

(b) “Homeless Certification Form” means a form provided by the California

Department of Education (CDE) that is to be completed by an authorized homeless

services provider to verify that a youth is homeless as defined in Education Code

section 48412. The Homeless Certification Form (issued 03/2016) is incorporated by

reference in California Code of Regulations, title 5, section 11530.
(c)a) “Parent” as used in Education Code Ssection 48410(e), relating to verified

parental approval, means the natural parent, or adoptive parent or legal guardian,

having legal custody of the pupil.

(d) “Testing accommodations” means any variation in the assessment environment

or process that does not fundamentally alter what the test measures or affect the

comparability of scores.
NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 48410; and 48412 and-54426, Education Code.
Reference: Sections 48410 and 48412, Education Code.

§ 11521. Placement on Pupil Transcript.

A school district shall, for each pupil who demonstrates proficiency as provided in
Education Code Ssection 48410(e), indicate the pupil's accomplishment and the date of
the proficiency certificate award on the pupil's official transcript.

NOTE: Authority cited: Section 33031, Education Code. Reference: Section 48410,

Education Code.
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8§ 11522. Requirement for Exemption from School Attendance Form.

Each school district shall develop a form which evidences parental consent for
exemption from further compulsory school attendance pursuant to Education Code
Ssection 48410(e). The form shall be made available upon request to 16- and 17-year-
old pupils who have been awarded the Certificate of Proficiency by the State Board of

Education demeonstrated-proficieney. The form shall contain at least the following
information:

(a) A general explanation of the pupil's rights of exemption from compulsory school
attendance and of re-enroliment in the public high schools.

(b) The date of issuance of a certificate of proficiency.

(c) The signature of the parent and the date.

(d) The signature of a school administrator who has personally confirmed the
authenticity of the parent's signature and the date.
NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 33031 and 48412, Education Code. Reference: Section
48410, Education Code.

8§ 11524. Waiver of Fees.
(a) The contractor selected to administer the examination shall not collect fees from

individuals who are under 25 years of age, meet all other reqgistration requirements, and

are verified to be homeless by a homeless services provider as defined in Education

Code section 48412, except for fees for additional services not related to reqular test

reqgistration including, but not limited to, reqistration for a test administration after the

reqular reqgistration deadline set by the contractor, request to change the testing date

after the reqular registration deadline set by the contractor, request for a transcript or

duplicate certificate, or request to expedite services. The contractor shall not charge

fees to individuals who are verified to be homeless for any other administrative services

without prior approval of the CDE.

(b) The fee waiver for individuals who are under age 25 and are verified to be

homeless by a homeless services provider as defined in Education Code section 48412

shall include only fees for services related to test administration. The fee waiver shall

not include fees for services or documents required to verify the need for testing

accommodations, test preparation, or other services not related to test administration.

9/2/2016 2:04 PM
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NOTE: Authority cited: Section 48412, Education Code. Reference: Section 48412,

Education Code.

§ 11525. Homeless Certification.

(a) To be eligible for a fee waiver, at the time of reqgistration for a test administration,

a homeless youth must submit all standard required reqistration materials to the

contractor including documentation required for all testing accommodations that the

individual may need and an original completed Homeless Certification Form.

(b) Only the Homeless Certification Form may be used to certify that the registrant is

homeless. The Homeless Certification Form must include all of the following

information:
(1) The full legal name of the registrant;
(2) The date of birth of the registrant;
(3) The signature of the registrant affirming, under penalty of perjury, a statement

that he or she is homeless and under 25 vears of age;

(4) The printed name of the homeless services provider:;

(5) The title of the homeless services provider;

(6) The business address, phone number, and e-mail address of the homeless

services provider;

(7) The signature of the homeless services provider affirming, under penalty of

perjury, a statement that he or she is an authorized homeless services provider and that

the reqistrant is homeless as defined in Education Code section 48412;

(8) The date that the Homeless Certification Form is completed by the homeless

services provider; and

(9) The date the Homeless Certification Form expires.

(c) The Homeless Certification Form is valid for a period of one year from the

certification date and may be renewed annually until the certified homeless youth

reaches 25 years of age. If the certified homeless youth reaches 25 years of age within

one vear from the certification date, the Homeless Certification Form will be valid only

until one day before the certified homeless youth reaches 25 years of age.

(d) The homeless services provider or the provider’'s agency shall retain a copy of all

Homeless Certification Forms issued to certified homeless youth until each certified

9/2/2016 2:04 PM
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homeless youth reaches 28 years of age. The homeless services provider or the

provider’s agency shall make copies of Homeless Certification Forms available to the

CDE upon request.

(e) The contractor shall retain all original Homeless Certification Forms issued to

certified homeless youth until each homeless youth reaches 28 years of age. The

contractor shall make original Homeless Certification Forms available to the CDE upon
request.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 33031 and 48412, Education Code. Reference:
Sections 48410 and 48412, Education Code.

04-26-16 [California Department of Education]
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STATE OF GALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE

S 6601~
ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT SAM Section 6601-6616

(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)
STD. 399 (REV. 12/2013)

ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

DEPARTMENT NAME CéNTACI' PERSON EMAIL ADDRESS TELEPHONE NUMBER

Education Linda Hakala Ihakala@cde,ca.gov 319-0658
DESCRIPTIVE TITLE FROM NOTICE REGISTER OR FORM 400 NOTICE FILE NUMBER
California High School Proficlency Examination {CHSPE) (dated 03-07-16) 7

A. ESTIMATED PRIVATE SECTOR COST IMPACTS Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record.,

1. Check the appropriate box{es) below to indicate whether this regulation:

D a. Impacts business and/or employees |—] e, Imposes reporting requirements

|:| b, Impacts small businesses |:} f. Imposes prescriptive instead of performance
[ ] ¢ Impacts jobs or occupations [} 9. impacts individuals

[] d. Impacts Cailfornla competitiveness h. None of the above (Explain below):

The regulations clarify statute and would not impose add'| private sector costs

If any box in Items 1 a through g Is checked, complete this Economic Impact Statement.
If box in Item 1.h. is checked, complete the Fiscal Impact Statement as appropriate,

2. The estimates that the economic impact of this regulation (which includes the fiscal impact) is:

w

wr

m

{Agency/Department)
[] Below $10 million
[] Between $10 and $25 million
[ ] Between $25 and $50 million

D QOver $50 milllion [If the economic Impact is over $50 million, agencies are required to submit a Standardized Regulatory Impact Assessment
as specified in Government Code Section 11346.3(c)]

. Enter the total number of businesses Impacted:

Describe the types of businesses {Include nonprofits):

Enter the number or percentage of total
businesses impacted that are small businesses:

Enter the number of businesses that will be created: eliminated:

Explain:

. Indicate the geographic extent of impacts: |:[ Statewide

[ ] Lacal or regional {List areas): i

Enter the number of Jobs created: and eliminated:

Describe the types of jobs or occupations impacted:

. Will the regulation affect the ability of California businesses to compete with
other states by making it more costly to produce goods or services here? |:| YES i_! NO

If YES, explain briefly:

PAGE 1
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE SA n 6601
ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT SAM section 6601-6616

(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)
8TD. 386 (REV. 12/2013)

ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT (CONTINUED)
B. ESTIMATED COSTS fnc_l'ude caleulations and assumptions in the rulemaking record._ ’

1. What are the total statewide dollar costs that businesses and Individuals may Incur to comply with this regulation over its lifetime? $

a. Initial costs for a small business; $ __ Annual ongoing costs: $ ___ Years:
b, Initial costs for a typical business:§ Annual ongoing costs: $ Years:
c. Initlal costs for an individual: ) __ Annual ongoing costs: $ Years:

d. Describe other economic costs that may occur:

2. If multiple industries are impacted, enter the share of total costs for each Industry:

3. Ifthe regulation Imposes reporting requirements, enter the annual costs a typical business may incur to comply with these requirements. .
Include the dollar costs to do pragramming, record keeping, reporting, and other paperwork, whether or not the paperwark must be submitted. $

4. WIll this regulation directly impact housing costs? El YES [ JnNo

IFYES, enter the annual dollar cost per housing unit: $

Mumber of units:

5. Are there comparable Federal regulations? []YEs [lno

Explain the need for State regulation given the existence or absence of Federal regulations:

Enter any additional costs to businesses and/or individuals that may be due to State - Federal differences: $

C. ESTIMATED BENEFITS Estimation of the dollar value of benefits is not specifically required by rulemaking law, but encouraged.

1. Briefly summarize the benefits of the regulation, which may Include among others, the
health and welfare of California residents, worker safety and the State's environment:

2, Are the benefits the result of: [ | specific statutory requirements, or D goals developed by the agency based on broad statutory authority?

Explain:

3, What are the total statewide benefits from thls regulation over its lifetime? $

4. Briefly describe any expansion of businesses currently doing business within the State of Callfornla that would result from this regulation:

D. ALTERNATIVES TO THE REGULATION /nclude calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record., Estimation of the dollar value of benefits is not
specifically required by rulemaking law, but encouraged,

1. List alternatives considered and describe them below. If no alternatives were considered, explain why not:

PAGE 2
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE SAM Section 6601-6616

ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)

STD. 399 (REV. 12/2013)
ECONOMIC INIPACT STATEMENT (CONTINUED)

2. Summarize the total statewide costs and benefits from this regulaﬂm and each alternative considered:

Regulation: Benefit: § Cost: §
Alternative 1:  Benefit: § Cost: §
Alternative 2. Benefit: § Cost: §

3. Briefly discuss any quantification Issues that are relevant to a comparison
of estimated costs and benefits for this regulation or alternatives:

4, Rulemaking law requires agencies to conslder performance standards as an alternative, If a
regulation mandates the use of specific technologies or equipment, or prescribes specific
actions or procedures, Were performance standards consldered to lower compllance costs? D YES D NO

Explain:

E. MAJOR REGULATIONS Include calculations and assumptions in the rufemalé.'ng record.

California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) boards, offices and depm'!ments are required to
submit the following (per Health and Safety Code section 57005), Otherwise, skip fo E4.

1. Will the estimated costs of this regulation to California business enterprises exceed $10 million? |:| YES ]:| NO
If YES, complete E2. and E3
If NO, skip to E4
2. Briefly describe each alternative, or combination of alternatives, for which a cost-effectiveness analysis was performed:

Alternative 1:

Alternative 2;
{Attach additlonal pages for other alternatives)

3. Forthe regulation, and each alternative Just described, enter the estimated total cost and overall cost-effectiveness ratio:

Regulation: Total Cost $ Cost-effectiveness ratlo: §
Alternative 1: Total Cost § Cost-effectiveness ratio: §
Alternative 2: Total Cost § Cost-effectiveness ratio: §

4. Will the regulation subject to OAL review have an estimated economic impact to business enterprises and indlviduals located in or doing bustness in California
exceeding $50 million in any 12-month period between the date the major regulation Is estimated to be filed with the Secretary of State through12 months
after the major regulation s estirated to be fully implemented?

CIves  [no
If YES, agencies are required to submit a Standardized Regulatory Impact Assessment (SRIA) as specified in
Government Code Section 11346.3(c) and to include the SRIA in the Initial Statement of Reasons.

5. Briefly describe the following:
The increase ar decrease of investment in the State:

The Incentive for innovatlon in products, materials or processes:

The benefits of the regulations, including, but not limited to, henefits to the health, safety, and welfare of California
residents, worker safety, and the state's environment and quality of life, among any other benefits identified by the agency:

PAGE 3
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE SAM Section 6601-6616
ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)

§TD. 289 (REV. 12/2013)

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT .

A. FISCAL EFFECT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 6 and attach caiculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the
current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

I‘“ | 1. Additlonal expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year which are reimbursable by the State. (Approximate)
= (Pursuant to Section 6 of Articte X|lI B of the California Constitution and Sections 17500 et seq. of the Government Code).

$

[_] a. Funding provided in

Budget Act of orChapter_  ,Statutesof

|:| b. Funding will be requested In the Governor's Budget Act of

Fiscal Year:

[]2 Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year which are NOT reimbursable by the State, (Approximate)
(Pursuant to Sectlon 6 of Article XIII B of the California Constitution and Sections 17500 et seq. of the Governrment Code).

.
Check reason(s) this regulation is not reimbursable and provide the appropriate information:

[] a. implements the Federal mandate contained in

l:] b. Implements the court mandate set forth by the Court.

Case of: ~ vs,

|:| ¢. Implements a mandate of the peaple of this State expressed In their approval of Proposition No.

Date of Election:

|___| d. Issued only In response to a specific request from affected local entity(s).

Local entity{s) affected:

|:| e, Will be fully financed from the fees, revenue, etc, from:

Authorized by Section; of the Code;

|:| f. Provides for savings to each affected unit of local government which will, at a minimum, offset any additional costs to each;

"

|:| g. Creates, eliminates, or changes the penalty for a new crime or infraction contalned in

|:| 3. Annual Savings. (approximate)

$

|:| 4, No additional costs or savings, This regulation makes only technlcal, non-substantive or clarifying changes to current law regulations.
|:| 5. No fiscal Impact exists. This regulation does not affect any local entity or program,

> . Bl
lg' % Other. Eplain The regulations do notimpose any additional costs as they clarify statute and provide specificity.

PAGE 4
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF FINANGE SAM Section 6601-6616
ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT )
(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS)

STD. 399 (REV. 12/2013)

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT (CONTINUED)

B. FISCAL EFFE_C‘r ON STATE GOVERNMENT Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 4 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the current
year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

D 1. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year, (Approximate)

$

Itis anticipated that State agencies will:

[] a. Absorb these additional costs within their existing budgets and resources.

D b. Increase the currently authorized budget level for the Fiscal Year

[:] 2. Savings in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

|:| 3. No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any State agency or program.

[X] 4. Other. Explain  The regulations do not impose any additional costs as they provide clarity and consistency.

C. FISCAL EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDING OF STATE PROGRAMS Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 4 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal
impact for the current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.

|:| 1. Additional expenditures in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

[T] 2. savings in the current State Fiscal Year. (Approximate)

$

3. Nofiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any federally funded State agency or program.

[] 4. Other. Explain

FISCAL OFFICER SIGNATURE DATE

&(ﬁ&‘&\ %M‘ .\ ) April 19,2016

The signature.attests that the agency has completed the STD. 399 according to the instructions in SAM sections 6601-6616, and understands

the impacls of the proposed rulemaking. State boards, offices, or departments not under an Agency Secretary must have the form signed by the

highest ranking official in the organization.
AGENCY SECRETARY.

Finance approval and signature is required when SAM sections 6601-6616 require completion of Fiscal Impact Statement in the STD. 399,
R DATE

25JunN e

DATE

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE PROGRAM BUDGET

PAGE &

8/26/2016 2:12 PM



AAV of Item 06 Attachment 3

This page is the Accessible Alternative Version (AAV) of Iltem 06 Attachment 3 from the California State Board of
Education (SBE) Meeting Agenda for September 2016. The scanned ltem 06 Attachment 3 (PDF) version is
considered to be the official version of the document.

Economic and Fiscal Impact Statement

(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS). User entries from the STD. 399 (REV. 12/2013) Form.
Department Name: Education

Contact Person: Linda Hakala

E-mail Address: |hakala@cde.ca.gov

Telephone Number: 916-319-0658

Descriptive Title From Notice Register Or From 400: California High School Proficiency Examination (CHSPE)
(dated March 7, 2016)

Notice File Number: Z

Economic Impact Statement

Section A. ESTIMATED PRIVATE SECTOR COST IMPACTS (Include calculations and assumptions in the
rulemaking record.)

Section A.1.Check the appropriate box(es) below to indicate whether this regulation:

= Selected option is H: None of the above (Explain below)
= Option H explanation: The regulations clarify statute and would not impose additional private sector costs.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Section A. FISCAL EFFECT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Indicate appropriate boxes1 through 6 and attach
calculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.)

. Selected option is 6: Other. Explain. The regulations do not impose any additional costs as they clarify statute
and provide specificity.
Section B. FISCAL EFFECT ON STATE GOVERNMENT (Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 4 and attach
calculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.)
» Selected option is 4: Other. Explain. The regulations do not impose any additional costs as they provide clarity

and consistency.

Section C. FISCAL EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDING OF STATE PROGRAMS (Indicate appropriate boxes1
through 4 and attach calculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the current year and two subsequent Fiscal
Years.)

= Selected option is 3: No fiscal impact exists. This regulation does not affect any federally funded State agency


mailto:lhakala@cde.ca.gov

or program.

Fiscal Officer Signature: Signed by Linda Hakala dated April 19, 2016

The signature attests that the agency has completed the STD.399 according to the instructions in the State
Administrative Manual (SAM) sections 6601-6616, and understands the impacts of the proposed rulemaking. State
boards, offices, or department not under an Agency Secretary must have the form signed by the highest ranking
official in the organization.

Agency Secretary: Contains signature dated April 25, 2016

Finance approval and signature is required when SAM sections 6601-6616 require completion of Fiscal Impact
Statement in the STD. 399.

Department of Finance Program Budget Manager: Contains signature dated June 28, 2016
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CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

SEPTEMBER 2016 AGENDA

SUBJECT

X] Action
Elementary and Secondary Education Act: No Child Left Behind:
Approval of Local Educational Agency Plans, Title |, Section [X] Information

1112.

[ ] Public Hearing

SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

The Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) provides federal funding that
may be available to local educational agencies (LEAs) (defined as districts, county
offices of education, and direct-funded charter schools) for a variety of programs.
Currently, three direct-funded charter schools submitted an LEA Plan as part of the
application for ESEA federal funding. California Department of Education (CDE)
program staff review LEA Plans for compliance with the requirements of ESEA before
recommending approval to the State Board of Education (SBE).

While the ESEA has been reauthorized as the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) and
signed into law by President Barack Obama on December 10, 2015, most of the
provisions of the ESSA will not take effect until the 2017-18 school year.

RECOMMENDATION

The CDE recommends that the SBE approve the three direct-funded charter school
LEA Plans listed in Attachment 1.

BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

The federal ESEA Section 1112(e)(2) states that the state educational agency (SEA)
shall approve an LEA Plan if the SEA determines that the LEA Plan is designed to
enable the LEA’s schools to substantially help children meet the academic standards
expected for all children. As a requirement for receiving federal funding sub-grants for
ESEA programs, the local governing board and the SBE must approve the original LEA
Plan. Subsequent approval of revisions to LEA Plans is made by the local governing
board and kept on file with the original LEA Plan. The LEA Plan includes specific
descriptions and assurances as outlined in the provisions included in the ESEA.

The purpose of the LEA Plan is to develop an integrated, coordinated set of actions that
LEAs will take to meet certain programmatic requirements, including student academic

9/2/2016 2:04 PM
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services designed to increase student achievement and performance, coordination of
services, needs assessments, consultations, services to homeless students, and others
as required.

CDE program staff review LEA Plans for compliance with the requirements of the ESEA
including evaluation of goals and activities designed to improve student performance in
reading and mathematics; improve programs for English learner students; and promote
efforts regarding graduation rates, dropout prevention, and advanced placement. If an
LEA Plan lacks the required information, CDE program staff work with the LEA to
ensure the necessary information is included in the LEA Plan before recommending
approval.

Following initial CDE review and SBE approval, all LEAs are expected to annually
review their LEA Plan and update the LEA Plan as necessary. Any changes to an LEA
Plan must be approved by the LEA’s local governing board.

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND
ACTION

Since the current LEA Plan process was developed in July 2003, as a requirement of
the ESEA, the SBE has approved 1,870 LEA Plans.

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

There is no fiscal impact to state operations.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1: Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended for State Board of
Education Approval (1 Page)

Attachment 2: Academic Performance for Direct-Funded Charter Schools

Recommended for State Board of Education Approval of Local
Educational Agency Plans (2 Pages)
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Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended
for State Board of Education Approval

Local Educational Agency

County-District-School

Academic Performance

Name Code Data
X?g;oerr';l'; éopl'c‘)ftch“g;? 17 64055 0129601 See Attachment 2.
Insight @ San Joaquin 39 68627 0133116 NO”%Z;?;L?\%':; gg?g_ed in
SIATech 37 68452 0106120 See Attachment 2.
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Academic Performance for Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended for State Board of Education Approval

of Local Educational Agency Plans

LEA Name: California — English-Language Arts Mathematics Academic Performance Index (API)***
Connections Academy @ North A(\:I(equlate Percent At or Percent At or
Bay earty Met 2014 Met 2014
CDS CODE: 17 64055 0129601 Progress Abp\_/e AYP Abp\_/e AYP 2013 2014 Met 2-014
(AYP) Proficient Criteria** Proficient Criteria** Base API Growth APl | API Criteria
Student Groups Criteria (100.0%) (100.0%)

Schoolwide ves,met3ofl 67 19.0
Black or African American -- --
American Indian or Alaska Native -- --
Asian -- --
Filipino -- --
Hispanic or Latino -- --
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander -- --
White 60.0 13.3

Two or More Races

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged

English Learners

Students with Disabilities

-- Indicates no data are available or there are too few students in this student group to be numerically significant.

**  California received a one-year waiver from the U.S. Department of Education (ED) that allows AYP determinations to exclude the percent proficient. However,
the ED is requiring California to display the percent proficient data on the AYP Report. The AYP Report used only the participation information from the 2015
Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments and California Alternate Assessment Field Test, not the assessment results. The results from the assessments
will be displayed within the percent proficient but will not be used for AYP determinations.

*** California’s education system went through landmark changes in 2014 with the implementation of the Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF), the transition to
a new testing system, and the shift to develop a new state accountability system. Given these changes, at the March 2015 meeting, the State Board of
Education (SBE) approved the State Superintendent of Public Instruction’s (SSPIs) recommendation to not calculate the following Academic Performance

Index (API) reports:
e 2014 Base API
e 2015 Growth API
e 2015 Base API

As a result of suspending the APIs, the SBE also approved the removal of the API as an additional indicator for all schools for AYP reporting purposes.

9/2/2016 2:04 PM
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Academic Performance for Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended for State Board of Education Approval

of Local Educational Agency Plans

Made English-Language Arts Mathematics Academic Performance Index (API)***
LEA Name: S\ATech A(\:I((-:(;(;l:late Percent At or Percent At or
CDS CODE: 3768452006120 | o ess Above Met 2ot Above Met 2ot 2013 2014 Met 2014
(AYP_) Proficient Criteria** Proficient Criteria** Base API Growth APl | API Criteria
Student Groups Criteria (100.0%) (100.0%)
Schoolwide No, met 1 of 7 15.0 0.0
Black or African American -- --
American Indian or Alaska Native -- --
Asian -- --
Filipino -- --
Hispanic or Latino 15.4 0.0
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander -- --
White -- --
Two or More Races -- --
Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 15.0 0.0

English Learners

Students with Disabilities

-- Indicates no data are available or there are too few students in this student group to be numerically significant.

**  California received a one-year waiver from the U.S. Department of Education (ED) that allows AYP determinations to exclude the percent proficient. However,
the ED is requiring California to display the percent proficient data on the AYP Report. The AYP Report used only the participation information from the 2015
Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments and California Alternate Assessment Field Test, not the assessment results. The results from the assessments
will be displayed within the percent proficient but will not be used for AYP determinations.

*** California’s education system went through landmark changes in 2014 with the implementation of the Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF), the transition to
a new testing system, and the shift to develop a new state accountability system. Given these changes, at the March 2015 meeting, the State Board of
Education (SBE) approved the State Superintendent of Public Instruction’s (SSPIs) recommendation to not calculate the following Academic Performance

Index (API) reports:
e 2014 Base API
e 2015 Growth API
e 2015 Base API

As a result of suspending the APIs, the SBE also approved the removal of the API as an additional indicator for all schools for AYP reporting purposes.
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CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

SEPTEMBER 2016 AGENDA

SUBJECT

X] Action
Elementary and Secondary Education Act: No Child Left Behind:
Assignment of Corrective Action, Additional Fiscal Resources, :
and Associated Technical Assistance for Yosemite Unified X Information
School District, a Local Educational Agency in Cohort 9 of
Program Improvement Year 3. [ ] Public Hearing

SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

California Education Code (EC) Section 52055.57(c) states that a local educational
agency (LEA) identified for corrective action under the federal Elementary and
Secondary Education Act (ESEA) of 2001 shall be subject to one or more specific
sanctions as recommended by the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI)
and approved by the State Board of Education (SBE).

While the ESEA has been reauthorized as the Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) and
signed into law by President Obama on December 10, 2015, the new accountability
provisions of the ESSA will not take effect until the 2017-18 school year.

RECOMMENDATION

The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the SBE assign
Corrective Action 7 and technical assistance resources as indicated in Attachment 1, to
Yosemite Unified School District (YUSD), consistent with federal requirements to
provide technical assistance to support the implementation of any corrective action, and
direct the LEA to proceed with the steps outlined in California EC Section 52055.57.

BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

In accordance with the ESEA Section 1116(c)(10)(C) and California EC Section
52055.57(c), any LEA that has advanced to Program Improvement (PI) Year 3 shall be
subject to one or more of seven federal sanctions as recommended by the SSPI and
approved by the SBE.

Since 2007, the SBE assigned a total of 439 Corrective Actions to Pl Year 3 LEAs: 338

PI LEAs in Cohorts 1-6 were assigned Corrective Action 6 and 101 Pl LEAs in Cohorts
7-9 were assigned Corrective Action 7.

9/2/2016 2:05 PM
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On June 27, 2016, the CDE released updated 2014—15 Accountability Progress
Reporting (APR) results. YUSD’s Pl status changed from PI Year 2 to Pl Year 3 as a
result of the updated APR data. Due to the late release of this data, YUSD will be
required to fulfill the requirements of their new Pl Year 3 Corrective Action status during
the 2016-17 school year. The transition provisions in the ESSA requires LEAs to
continue to implement the same interventions in the 2016—17 school year as when they
were identified for corrective action in the 2015-16 school year.

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND
ACTION

With the recognition that the landscape of California’s educational policy, practice, and
student achievement has changed significantly since 2007-08, the CDE recommended
in November 2013, that the SBE consider assigning the sanction delineated in
California EC Section 52055.57(c)(7), instead of the sanction described in California EC
Section (c)(6). Also, the adoption of the California State Standards and a significant
state appropriation to support their implementation by all LEAs essentially duplicated
the previously assigned sanction, Corrective Action 6.

As a result, the SBE approved a change in the assigned federal sanction for Cohorts
7-9 LEAs. The approved sanction was changed to Corrective Action 7, as delineated in
California EC Section 52055.57(c)(7).

Corrective Action 7, as defined by the SBE, requires an LEA assigned to corrective
action to continue to reserve an amount equal to 10 percent of its Title |, Part A
allocation to provide professional development for teachers and administrators. As
defined in the 2015 General Assurances for Program Improvement Local Educational
Agencies Corrective Action Resources, professional development includes, but is not
limited to, professional development focused on standards-based/standards-aligned
instruction and materials, implementation of the California State Standards, and the use
of effective instructional strategies.

The professional development is designed to strengthen the academic achievement of
the LEA’s students determined to be in the greatest need of assistance. This 10 percent
reservation is a continuation of the mandated set-asides for all LEAs identified for
improvement in Pl Years 1 and 2.

In January 2016, the CDE recommended and the SBE identified and assigned
Corrective Action 7 and technical assistance resources to 14 LEAs in Cohort 9 of PI
Year 3. (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/jan16item15.doc)

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

The 2015 California State Budget, as described in Assembly Bill 93, ltem 6100-134-
0890, Schedule (2), appropriated approximately $31 million for LEAs in corrective
action. California EC Section 52055.57(d) provides a formula to allocate $150,000 per
Pl school for LEAs with intense performance problems; $100,000 per Pl school for
LEAs with moderate performance concerns; and $50,000 per Pl school for LEAs with
9/2/2016 2:05 PM
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minor or isolated (light) performance concerns. No fiscal resources are identified for
LEAs in PI Corrective Action that do not have any schools in PI.

There are sufficient funds in Budget Line ltem 6100-134-0890 to support the
recommendations in Attachments 1 and 2. Funds will be used to support the
implementation of assigned corrective actions, including professional development.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1: Assignment of Corrective Action 7 and Associated Technical Assistance
Requirements for Yosemite Unified School District in Cohort 9 of
Program Improvement Year 3 (1 Page)

Attachment 2: Application of Objective Criteria for Yosemite Unified School District in
Cohort 9 of Program Improvement Year 3 Corrective Action 7 (1 Page)

9/2/2016 2:05 PM
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Assignment of Corrective Action 7 and Associated Technical Assistance
Requirements for Yosemite Unified School District in Cohort 9 of

Program Improvement Year 3

The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of
Education (SBE) take the following actions for Yosemite Unified School District (YUSD)
based on the updated 2014—-15 Accountability Progress Reporting:

1. As a result of the overall improvement in student achievement over time
associated with YUSD, assign the category of light performance concerns to

YUSD.

2. Assign additional resources to YUSD consistent with federal requirements to
provide technical assistance while instituting any corrective action.

YUSD will be provided with additional fiscal resources to implement the
assigned corrective action. YUSD may utilize the additional fiscal
resources to: (1) access technical assistance in order to analyze the
needs of the local educational agency (LEA) and its schools; (2) review
and revise the LEA Plan as necessary; (3) access professional
development resources to improve the academic achievement of the
LEA’s students determined to be in the greatest need of assistance; and
(4) continue the implementation of standards-based/standards-aligned
instruction and materials.

3. Require, as established by the SBE at its November 2013 meeting, that YUSD
will continue to reserve an amount equal to 10 percent of its Title |, Part A
allocation to provide professional development for teachers and administrators to
strengthen the academic achievement of the LEA’s students determined to be in
the greatest need of assistance.

Professional development includes, but is not limited to, professional
development focused on standards-based/standards-aligned instruction
and materials, implementation of the California State Standards, and the
use of effective instructional strategies.

9/2/2016 2:05 PM
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Application of Objective Criteria for Yosemite Unified School District in Cohort 9
of Program Improvement Year 3 Corrective Action 7

Attachment 2
Page 1 of 1

County AYP AYP Percent Number N”".‘bef N“”ﬂ‘ber Pergent Differentiated
o L County AYP . of Title | | of Title | | of Title | ,
District | District Name Targets | Targets of Title | Technical
Code NEls Met Possible UGIEIEIES Schools =EEels | SENdels | SereeE Assistance
Met Not in PI in Pl Not in PI
Yosemite
2076414 | Unified School | Madera 10 12 83.3 2 0 2 0 Light
District

AYP = Adequate Yearly Progress
Pl = Program Improvement

California Department of Education — July 2016
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CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

SEPTEMBER 2016 AGENDA

SUBJECT
X] Action
Health Education Framework for California Public Schools,
Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve, 2019 Revision: Approval of X
the Schedule of Significant Events and the Curriculum

Framework and Evaluation Criteria Committee Application Form.

Information

[ ] Public Hearing

SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

The State Board of Education (SBE) adopted the Health Education Content Standards
for California Public Schools, Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve, in March 2008 but
was unable to revise the curriculum framework for health education to reflect the
standards due to legislation (Assembly Bill X4 2, Chapter 2, Statutes of 2009—10 Fourth
Extraordinary Session, and Senate Bill 70, Chapter 7, Statutes of 2011) that suspended
work on curriculum frameworks until July 1, 2015. With the end of the suspension, the
SBE can now begin work on the 2019 revision of the Health Education Framework for
California Public Schools, Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve (Health Education
Framework). The California Code of Regulations, Title 5 (5 CCR), Section 9511 allows
the SBE to establish a Curriculum Framework and Evaluation Criteria Committee
(CFCC) to assist in the development of curriculum frameworks and evaluation criteria
and lists the requirements regarding the recruitment process and qualifications for
members of the CFCC. This item is the first in what will be a series of items regarding
the 2019 revision of the Health Education Framework.

RECOMMENDATION

The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the SBE approve the
Schedule of Significant Events and the CFCC application form for the 2019 revision of
the Health Education Framework as recommended by the Instructional Quality
Commission (IQC).

BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

The revision of the Health Education Framework is a multi-step process. It involves
educators, content experts, and other stakeholders participating in the focus group
meetings and as members of the CFCC. Throughout the revision process, there are
opportunities for public input at focus group, CFCC, IQC, and SBE meetings and during
two 60-day public review periods.
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The framework revision process requires action by the SBE at key points, including the
approval of a Schedule of Significant Events (Attachment 1) and the CFCC application
form (Attachment 2) as first steps in the process. In May 2019, the SBE will take action
on the IQC recommendation regarding adoption of the revised Health Education
Framework.

The Curriculum Frameworks and Instructional Resources Division and a professional
writing team will be supporting the framework revision. Other divisions within the CDE
will also provide support and advice in their areas of expertise.

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND
ACTION

The SBE adopted the Health Education Content Standards for California Public
Schools, Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve, in March 2008.

In January 2009, the SBE approved a timeline for the 2011 revision of the Health
Framework. Members of the SBE attended focus group meetings in April and May 2009
to hear educator and public input on the revision.

The SBE was unable to take further action on the 2011 revision of the Health
Framework due to the enactment of Assembly Bill X4 2 (Chapter 2, Statutes of 2009-10
Fourth Extraordinary Session, signed in July 2009) and Senate Bill 70 (Chapter 7,
Statutes of 2011), which suspended the process and procedures for framework
revisions until the 2015—-16 school year.

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

The estimated cost of the revision of the framework is $1.7 million for work over a 3—4
year period. This estimate includes the costs for the contracted writers, travel for the
CFCC members and CDE staff, production of materials for focus groups and CFCC
meetings, editing and graphic design services, technology services, IQC meetings
related to the framework revision, and CDE staff costs.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1: Draft Schedule of Significant Events for the 2019 Revision of the Health
Education Framework for California Public Schools, Kindergarten
Through Grade Twelve (2 Pages)

Attachment 2: Draft Application for Appointment to the Health Education Curriculum
Framework and Evaluation Criteria Committee (8 Pages)

9/2/2016 2:05 PM
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Schedule of Significant Events for the 2019 Revision of the
Health Education Framework for California Public Schools,
Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve

Event

Schedule

Instructional Quality Commission (IQC) approves
Schedule of Significant Events and Curriculum
Framework and Evaluation Criteria Committee
(CFCC) Application

June 20, 2016

Focus Group recruitment letter and application
distributed to districts, health education and
stakeholder organizations, and institutes of higher
education

July 2016

State Board of Education (SBE) approves Schedule
of Significant Events and CFCC Application (pursuant
to 5 CCR, §9513)

September 8-9, 2016

Recruitment of CFCC (at least 90 days pursuant to 5

September/October—December

CCR, §9513) 2016
Superintendent appoints Focus Group members October 2016
Four Focus Group meetings (pursuant to 5 CCR November 2016
§9511[c])
e November 1, 2016: Tulare County Office of
Education, Visalia
e November 7, Sacramento County Office of
Education, Sacramento, and via
videoconference at Siskiyou and Butte County
Offices of Education
e November 15, Alameda County Office of
Education, Hayward
e November 29, Long Beach Unified School
District, Long Beach
IQC reviews Focus Group Report and recommends January 2017
CFCC members and guidelines for the revision of the
framework to the SBE
SBE appoints CFCC, receives Focus Group Report, March 2017

and approves guidelines for the revision of the
framework

CFCC Meetings
The following meeting dates are scheduled to be held
in Sacramento:

May 4-5, 2017

June 19-20, 2017
August 10-11, 2017
September 18-19, 2017

May 2017-January 2018

9/2/2016 2:05 PM
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Event Schedule
e November 29-30, 2017
e January 25-26, 2018
IQC approves draft Health Education Framework for March 2018

initial 60-day public review period

First 60-day public review of the Health Education
Framework (pursuant to §9515[a][3])

April-June 2018

Health Subject Matter Committee (SMC) analyzes August 2018
field review results and edits draft framework
IQC approves draft Health Education Framework for September 2018

second 60-day public review period and recommends
draft Health Education Framework to SBE

Second 60-day public review of the Health Education
Framework (pursuant to §9515|c])

November 2018-January 2019

Health SMC/IQC review comments from the second March 2019
60-day public review period and recommends final

edits to the Health Education Framework for SBE

adoption in May

SBE action to adopt the Health Education Framework May 2019
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DRAFT
Application for Appointment to the Health Education Curriculum Framework and
Evaluation Criteria Committee

Applications must be received by December 15, 2016

The State Board of Education (SBE) is recruiting members of the Health Education
Curriculum Framework and Evaluation Criteria Committee (CFCC). The CFCC will play a
significant role in the revision of the Health Education Framework for California Public
Schools, Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve (Health Education Framework). The
Health Education Framework will be revised to incorporate and support the Health
Education Content Standards for California Public Schools, Kindergarten through Grade
Twelve (Health Education Standards), adopted by the SBE in March 2008, and to reflect
current statutes and research in health education. The CFCC provides input on the initial
draft of the revised framework in accordance with guidelines approved by the SBE.

CFCC members include single-subject and multi-subject credentialed teachers; school,
district, and county administrators; school nurses and other health care providers;
college and university personnel representing academic departments and schools of
education; and representatives of citizen groups, educational organizations, industry, or
other agencies. The Instructional Quality Commission (IQC), which serves as an
advisory body to the SBE, recommends applicants for the CFCC to the SBE.

Serving on the CFCC represents a significant commitment of time and personal energy.
Between May 2017 and January 2018, CFCC members will participate in six meetings
(two days each) in Sacramento and spend a considerable amount of time between
meetings reviewing or researching portions of framework drafts. Travel and per diem
costs are reimbursed at standard state rates; however, no stipend or substitute pay is
provided.

Instructions:
e Answer all of the questions. An asterisk (*) denotes a required field.

After answering all of the questions on a page, select the “Next” button.
e You must submit a résumé with your application.
e On the last page of the Application, select the “Preview” button.

e On the next screen, review all of the responses, and then select the
“Submit” button on the bottom of the screen.

e After you have submitted the Application, save your Confirmation ID given on the

next page. Select the “Print” button to obtain a hard copy. Select the “Download
Application in pdf’ button to download a pdf version of your application.
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Personal and Professional Information

First Name:
Last Name:

MlI:

Home Street Address:
Home City:

Home State:

Home Zip Code:
Home Phone:
Personal E-mail:

Employer’s Business Name:
Position Title:

Business Street Address:
Business City:

Business State:

Business Zip Code:
Business Phone:

Business E-mail:

Current Position(s):
Check all that apply.

o

(0}

Administrator (school, district, or county)

Teacher providing instruction to students in kindergarten or grades one through
twelve. Note that teachers must have a California teaching credential, defined as
a professional credential under 5 CCR 80001.

Teacher not providing instruction to students in kindergarten or grades one
through twelve (e.g., mentor teacher or certificated teacher employed by school
districts or county offices of education who is not in a position that requires a
service credential with a specialization in administrative services)

Curriculum specialist

School nurse

Health care provider

Higher education professor (subject area or teacher preparation program)

Researcher in health education or related field
9/2/2016 2:05 PM
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o Parent or other community member
0 School board member
o Other: (drop-down box)

Grade Levels of Expertise:
Check all that apply.
o K-2
3-5
6-8
9-12
Other Grade Levels (e.g., transitional kindergarten, higher education): (drop-
down box)

O o0Oo0o

Subjects Taught:
Check all that apply.
0 K-6 Multiple Subject Classroom
Health Education
Physical Education
Life Science
Biology
Other subject not mentioned above: (drop-down box)

O O0OO0OO0Oo

Years Teaching in a K—=12 Environment: (drop-down box)
Experience Teaching English Learners:

Have you provided effective instruction to English learners? ONo 0OYes
If yes, at what grade levels and for how many years? List any specialized credential,
certificate, or training in this area.

Experience Teaching Students with Disabilities:

Have you provided effective instruction to students with disabilities? 0 No [ Yes
If yes, at what grade levels and for how many years? List any specialized credential,
certificate, or training in this area.

Highest Degrees/Certifications:
List the four highest academic degrees and/or certifications you have earned and the
awarding institution. List your highest achievement first.

Degree/Certification #1.:
Institution #1:

Degree/Certification #2:
Institution #2:

9/2/2016 2:05 PM



ilsb-cfird-sep16item01
Attachment 2
Page 4 of 8

Degree/Certification #3:
Institution #3:

Degree/Certification #4:
Institution #4:

Gender (optional):

o Male

o Female

o Decline to state

o Other (drop-down box)

Ethnicity (optional):
Please select all that apply from below:
0 Hispanic/Latino

o0 American Indian or Alaska Native

o Asian

o Black or African American

o Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander
o White

o Decline to state

o Other (drop-down box)

Health Education Experience and Expertise

Standards-Based Interdisciplinary Instructional Experience:

Describe a standards-based health education lesson you have taught or developed that
also supports student learning in science or mathematics or literacy with informational
text. (This interdisciplinary lesson should be aligned to state-adopted standards in
science, mathematics, or English language arts/literacy, as appropriate, in addition to
the state-adopted standards for health education.) Use 2,000 characters or less.

Differentiated Instruction for a Diverse Student Population

Using the lesson described above, explain how you would differentiate instruction so
that it is appropriate for students of all races, genders, sexual orientations, and ethnic
and cultural backgrounds, students with disabilities, and students who are English
learners. Use 2,000 characters or less.

Areas of Expertise and Leadership:
Check all the health content areas that apply.

0 Nutrition and Physical Activity
Growth, Development, and Sexual Health
Injury Prevention and Safety
Alcohol, Tobacco, and Other Drugs
Mental, Emotional, and Social Health
Personal and Community Health

O O0O0OO0O0
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Describe how your education and experience have prepared you to serve as a member
of the Health Education CFCC. As part of your response, please describe your
knowledge of and experience with the Health Education Standards, in particular in one
or more of the health content areas you checked above, and your expertise in providing
instruction that supports students’ health literacy, developing student assessments, and
serving as an instructional leader. Use 2,000 characters or less.

Previous Committee Experience: Have you ever served on a committee that was
engaged in the development of standards or curriculum or the review of instructional
materials? If yes, briefly detail your experience. Use 1,000 characters or less.

Relationship with Publishers: Conflict of Interest Disclosure Statement

Your answers below will serve as the disclosure of certain information as required by
the “Statement of Activities that are Inconsistent, Incompatible, or in Conflict with Duties
of a Member of an Educational Policy Advisory Commission or a Committee or Panel
Thereof,” as amended January 1978, and California Code of Regulations, Title 5,
Education, Section 18600. Your answers will be the basis for an eligibility ruling in the
event some activity appears to be inconsistent, incompatible, or in conflict with the
duties assigned to the CFCC.

For the questions below, “immediate family” is defined as your spouse and dependent
children (California Government Code Section 82029).

Question 1:

Do you or a member of your immediate family have, or have you had, a business
relationship at any time over the last 12 months with a publisher that produces
instructional materials for California? If YES, list the company(-ies) that you have dealt
with and the amount (if any) of remuneration received. Use 1,000 characters or less.

Question 2:

Are you currently employed by or under contract to any person, firm, or organization
which will do business with or submit instructional material to the California Department
of Education (CDE)? If YES or UNCERTAIN, please explain and provide as much detail
as possible, including name of firm, nature of contract, dates of contract, and
compensation. Use 1,000 characters or less.

Question 3:

Have you ever been employed by or had any other kind of contractual relationship with
any person, firm, or organization doing business with, or submitting instructional
materials to, the CDE? If YES or UNCERTAIN, please explain and provide as much
detail as possible, including name of firm, nature of contract, dates of contract, and
compensation. Use 1,000 characters or less.

Question 4:
Do you expect to receive any royalty payments during your period of service on the
Health Education CFCC? If YES or UNCERTAIN, please explain and provide as much
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detail as possible, including name of firm, nature of contract, dates of contract, and
compensation. Use 1,000 characters or less.

Question 5:

Were you or any member of your immediate family an author, contributor, or editor of
(or consultant on) any textbook, other curriculum material, or project proposal that is
likely to be submitted to the CDE? If YES or UNCERTAIN, please explain and provide
as much detail as possible, including name of firm, nature of contract, dates of contract,
and compensation. Use 1,000 characters or less.

Question 6:

Have you received compensation, do you expect to receive compensation, or do you have
any other kind of contractual relationship with any organization that is either a subsidiary,
parent organization, or “sister organization” of any entity which will do business with your
advisory body or will submit materials to your advisory body? If YES or UNCERTAIN,
please explain and provide as much detail as possible, including name of firm, nature of
contract, dates of contract, and compensation. Use 1,000 characters or less.

Applicant Acknowledgement/Certification

v" | understand that this application becomes public information when submitted.
The answers to the questions under Relationship to Publisher: Conflict of Interest
Disclosure Statement are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief. My supervisor and | are aware that, while travel and per diem costs will be
reimbursed at standard state rates, no stipend or substitute reimbursement is
provided to CFCC members. | have discussed this application with my supervisor
and have received approval for release time to participate in all related activities.
The CFCC meetings in Sacramento are tentatively scheduled for May 4-5, 2017;
June 19-20, 2017; August 10-11, 2017; September 18-19, 2017; November 29—
30, 2017; and January 25-26, 2018.

Supervisor/Employer Information and Professional References

Supervisor/Employer
Please provide contact information for the individual who can authorize release time.

First Name:

Last Name:

Position Title:

Phone:

E-mail: (generates e-mail message to your employer)

When you submit your application form, a message will be automatically sent to the
employer’s e-mail address you enter above.

[sent from healtheducationframework@cde.ca.gov]

9/2/2016 2:05 PM
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Dear <First Name> <Last Name>,

This message is being sent to notify you that <First Name> <Last Name>
(<e-mail address>), a member of your staff, has submitted an application to
participate as a member of the Curriculum Framework and Evaluation Criteria
Committee (CFCC) for the 2019 revision of the Health Education Framework. If
appointed by the State Board of Education (SBE), the candidate is committing to
attend a sequence of meetings and to support the revision of the Health
Education Framework. Panel members will attend six meetings at the California
Department of Education in Sacramento from May 2017 to January 2018 and
devote significant time outside of the meetings to review draft frameworks. (The
CFCC meetings are tentatively scheduled for May 4-5, 2017; June 19-20, 2017;
August 10-11, 2017; September 18-19, 2017; November 29-30, 2017; and
January 25-26, 2018.) Travel and per diem costs are reimbursed at standard
state rates; however, no stipend or substitute pay is provided

Professional References
Please provide the names and contact information for at least one and up to three
professional references.

First Name:
Last Name:
Position Title:
Institution:

Street Address:

City:
State:

Zip Code:
Phone:
E-mail:

First Name:
Last Name:
Position Title:
Institution:

Street Address:

City:
State:

Zip Code:
Phone:
E-mail:
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First Name:
Last Name:
Position Title:
Institution:
Street Address:
City:

State:

Zip Code:
Phone:

E-mail:

Upload a Résumé

Note: Please attach a current résumé as it relates to your educational background and
experience in health education in kindergarten through grade twelve and/or higher
education. If you are a classroom teacher, list the classes you are currently teaching
and the grade level(s). Also, please indicate any specialized training you have had in
health education instruction in the past five years. Please limit your résumé to two or
three pages and include your name on each page. Please limit the size of the file to
under 5 MB.
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CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

SEPTEMBER 2016 AGENDA

SUBJECT

Xl Action
Approval of the Charter School Numbers Assigned to Newly
Established Charter Schools. I Information

[] Public Hearing

SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

The State Board of Education (SBE) is responsible for assigning a number to each
approved charter petition. California Department of Education (CDE) staff present this
routine request for assignment of charter numbers as a standard action item.

RECOMMENDATION

The CDE recommends that the SBE assign a charter number to each charter school
identified in Attachment 1.

BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

Since the charter school law was enacted in 1992, the SBE has assigned numbers to
1,827 charter schools, including some approved by the SBE after denial by local
educational agencies. Separate from that numbering system, nine all-charter districts
have been jointly approved by the State Superintendent of Public Instruction and the
SBE.

California Education Code (EC) Section 47602 requires the SBE to assign a number to
a charter school that has been approved by a local entity in the chronological order in
which it was received. Each number assigned shall correspond to a single petition that
identifies a charter school that will operate within the geographic and site limitations of
this part. Charter schools that share educational programs and serve similar pupil
populations may not be counted as separate schools. This numbering system ensures
that the state stays within a statutory cap on the total number of charter schools
authorized to operate within California. The cumulative statutory cap for the fiscal year
2016-17 is 2,050. The statutory cap is not subject to waiver.

The charter schools listed in Attachment 1 were recently authorized by local boards of
education and the SBE as noted. A copy of the charter petitions are on file in the
Charter Schools Division.
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SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND
ACTION

The SBE is responsible for assigning a number to each approved charter petition. The
CDE presents this routine request for assignment of charter numbers as a standard
action item.

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

There is no fiscal impact to the state resulting from the assignment of numbers to
recently authorized charter schools.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1: Assignment of Numbers for Charter School Petitions (2 Pages)
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Classroom-Based/

Number Term Charter Name County Author_lzmg Nonclassroom-
Entity
Based
Pathways Actgz;?gua
1828 7/1/2016- Academy Los Unified Nonclassroom-
6/30/2021 Charter School- Angeles Based
. School
Adult Education L
District
Sequoia
2/1/2016— Sequoia Union Union
1829 6/30/2021 Elementary Tulare Elementary | Classroom-Based
Charter School School
District
, Nuview
1830 7/1/2016— sfr:\égtl ﬁflaefgée Riverside Union Nonclassroom-
6/30/2017 I School Based
District
Orange Combination:
1831 7/1/2016— Citrus Springs Orange County Clagzrogrrréj?sed
6/30/2021 | Charter School 9 Department | f’ ’
of Education onclassroom-
Based 48 percent
San Diego Igol;ﬁgg
1832 7/1/2016— Workforce San Diedo U%ifi(gd Nonclassroom-
6/30/2021 Innovation High 9 Based
School
School o
District
Orange County Orange
1833 7/1/2016— Workforce Oranae County Nonclassroom-
6/30/2021 Innovation High 9 Department Based
School of Education
Los Angeles
7/1/2016— Sylmar Charter Los Unified
1834 6/30/2021 High School Angeles School Classroom-Based

District
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Authorizin Classroom-Based/
Number Term Charter Name County 1zIng Nonclassroom-
Entity
Based
1835 7/1/2016- Audeo Charter San Diedo s;?[gf%rg;?-d Nonclassroom-
6/30/2021 School I 9 : Based
of Education
Acton-Agua
Dulce
1836 7/1/2016- Empovyer Los Unified Nonclassroom-
6/30/2021 Generations Angeles Based
School
District
7/1/2016- California Santa Jo(i:nliylj]rrm?f?ed Nonclassroom-
1837 | g/30/2021 | STEAMSanta | g0 o School Based
Barbara L
District
. . Duarte
California School o
1838 6/30/2017- of the Arts-San Los Unified Classroom-Based
6/30/2022 . Angeles School
Gabriel Valley District
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CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

SEPTEMBER 2016 AGENDA

SUBJECT

X] Action
Approval of the Career Technical Education Incentive Grant:
Grantee List. [X] Information

[1 Public Hearing

SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

Before the California Department of Education (CDE) can make annual grant awards for
the Career Technical Education Incentive Grant (CTEIG), the California Education Code
(EC) Section 53074 requires that the CDE submit a list of recommended new and
renewal grant recipients to the State Board of Education (SBE) for review and approval.
The CDE brought a list of grantees to the January and March 2016 SBE meetings for
funding from the 2015-16 fiscal year. The CDE is now providing a list of eligible
grantees for the 2016-17 fiscal year. These grantees did not apply for, or were not
awarded, funding from the 2015-16 fiscal year. Current grantees will provide the CDE a
progress report and renewal application. The CDE will provide a grantee renewal list for
SBE approval at the March 2017 SBE meeting.

RECOMMENDATION

The CDE recommends that the SBE approve the list of grantees for the grant term of
October 1, 2016, through June 30, 2018.

BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

The CTEIG program was established as part of the 2016—17 California State Budget.
The CTEIG was created as a state education, economic, and workforce development
initiative with the goal of providing pupils in kindergarten through grade twelve,
inclusive, with the knowledge and skills necessary to transition to employment and
postsecondary education. The purpose of the CTEIG is to encourage the development
of new career technical education (CTE) programs and enhance and maintain current
CTE programs during implementation of the school district and charter school local
control funding formula (LCFF).




ilsb-cctd-sep16item01
Page 2 of 4

A grant recipient under EC Section 53072 may consist of one or more, or any
combination, of the following:

Qo oo

School Districts

County Offices of Education

Charter Schools with an active charter number

Regional Occupational Centers or Programs operated by joint powers authorities,
provided that the application has the written consent of each participating local
educational agency (LEA).

The focus of the grant is the delivery and sustainability of high quality CTE programs.
Grant recipients of these funds are expected to implement and maintain a CTE program
meeting the elements of a high quality CTE program pursuant to EC Section 53071(c):

(1)

(2)
3)

(4)

S

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

Offers high quality curriculum and instruction aligned with the California CTE
Model Curriculum Standards, including, but not limited to, providing a coherent
sequence of CTE courses that enable pupils to transition to postsecondary
education programs that lead to a career pathway or attain employment upon
graduation from high school.

Provides pupils with quality career exploration and guidance.

Provides pupil support services including counseling and leadership
development.

Provides for system alignment, coherence, and articulation, including ongoing
and structural regional or local partnerships with postsecondary educational
institutions, with documented formal written agreements.

Forms ongoing and structural industry and labor partnerships, documented
through formal written agreements and through participation on advisory
committees.

Provides opportunities for pupils to participate in after school; extended day; and
out-of-school internships, competitions, and other work-based learning
opportunities.

Reflects regional or local labor market demands and focuses on current or
emerging high-skill, high-wage, or high-demand occupations.

Leads to an industry-recognized credential, certificate, or appropriate
postsecondary training/employment.

Is staffed by skilled teachers or faculty and provides professional development
opportunities for those teachers or faculty members.
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(10)Reports data, as a program participation requirement, to allow for an evaluation
of the program.

In addition to meeting the minimum requirements as outlined, the CTEIG requires a
proportional dollar-for-dollar match as follows:

a. For the first funding term, $1.00 for every $1.00 received from this program. For
the 2015-16 application matching funds may be based on local match
expenditures starting July 2015 through June 2017.

b. For the second funding term, funds expended from the grant dollars must be
matched $1.50 for every $1.00 received from this program, and must be
expended by June 30, 2018.

c. For the third funding term, funds expended from the grant dollars must be
matched $2.00 for every $1.00 received from this program, and must be
expended by June 30, 2019.

The local match may include funding from school district/charter school LCFF
apportionments pursuant to EC Section 42238.02, the federal Carl D. Perkins Career
and Technical Education Improvement Act of 2006, the California Partnership
Academies, the Agricultural Incentive Grant, or any other source except from the
California Career Pathways Trust.

Per EC Section 53070, the grant amounts are appropriated as follows, unless otherwise
determined by the Superintendent in collaboration with the executive director of the
state board:

a) For applicants with average daily attendance (ADA) of less than or equal to 140,
4 percent is designated

b) For applicants with ADA of more than 140 and less than or equal to 550,
8 percent is designated

c) For applicants with ADA of more than 550, 88 percent is designated
LEA allocations are determined using the following formula:

e A base amount calculated on an LEA’s proportional share of the total 2015-16
ADA in grades seven through twelve

e A supplemental allocation calculated on each of the following:
o New CTE programs
o English-learner, low-income, and foster youth students
o Higher than average dropout rates
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Higher than average unemployment rates
Existing student participation in CTE programs
Regional collaboration

Operation within a rural area

O o0Oo0o

Grant applicants were required to validate how the applicant met, or will over the course
of the first grant period meet, the minimum eligibility criteria which includes:

e the demonstration of high-quality CTE programs,
e how the applicant would match the dollars received from the CTEIG, and
e the sustainability of CTE programs for three years past the cessation of the grant.

Applicants unable to demonstrate high-quality programs and/or sustainability were not
recommended for funding.

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND
ACTION

The SBE received information regarding the CTEIG in December 2015. The SBE
received items for CTEIG Grantee Approval in January and March 2016.

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

Funds from the CTEIG are appropriated to the CDE from the General Fund for the
CTEIG in the following amounts:

(1) For the 2015-16 fiscal year, $400 million
(2) For the 2016-17 fiscal year, $300 million.
(3) For the 2017-18 fiscal year, $200 million.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1: CTEIG Recommended Grant Recipients (to be added by September 6,
2016)
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Executive Office
SBE-007 Federal (REV. 02/2014) ITEM #W-01

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

SEPTEMBER 2016 AGENDA

El Federal Waiver

SUBJECT

Request by four school districts for a waiver of Section 131(c)(1) of .
the Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Education Improvement & Action
Act of 2006 (Public Law 109-270).

Waiver Numbers: Colusa Unified School District Fed-15-2016 |X| Consent
Glenn County Office of Education Fed-16-2016
Los Angeles Unified School District Fed-18-2016
Scott Valley Unified School District Fed-17-2016

SUMMARY OF THE ISSUES

The California Department of Education recommends approval to waive the Carl D.
Perkins Career and Technical Education Improvement Act of 2006 (Perkins Act), Public
Law 109-270 Section 131(c)(1), which requires local educational agencies (LEAS)
whose allocations are less than $15,000 to enter into a consortium with other agencies.
If they are unable to do so, under Section 131(c)(2), they may waive the consortium
requirement if the LEA is in a rural, sparsely populated area, or is a public charter
school operating secondary vocational and technical education programs, and is unable
to join a consortium, thus allowing the districts to meet the needs of their students.

Authority for Waiver: Federal Waiver Authority (Public Law 109-270)
Section 131(c)(2).

RECOMMENDATION

X Approval [] Approval with conditions [ ] Denial

SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES

The criterion for qualifying for this waiver is demonstration that the LEAs cannot form or
join a consortium that handles the Perkins funds. There are no other districts in the local
area willing to join in a consortium. Districts are located in various rural counties and
have student populations ranging from 372 to 1,450. Districts are seeking waivers to
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function independently in order to meet the needs of the students in the district.
Local board approval date(s): Various

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION

Section 131(c)(1) of the Perkins Act requires LEAs whose allocations are less than
$15,000 to enter into a consortium with other LEAs for the purpose of meeting the
$15,000 minimum grant requirement. Section 131(c)(2) of the Perkins Act permits states
to waive the consortium agreement if the LEA is in a rural, sparsely populated area or is
a public charter school operating secondary vocational and technical education
programs, and is unable to join a consortium.

The State Board of Education (SBE) Waiver Policy #01-01: Carl D. Perkins Career and
Technology Education Improvement Act: Consortium Requirement for Minimum
Allocation, available at http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/documents/perkinspolicyr.doc, has
criteria defining rural that are specifically tied to the National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES) Locale Codes numbers 23, 31, 32, 33, 41, 42, or 43.

The SBE has approved all waivers of this statute that have been presented to it to date.
Demographic Information:

Colusa Unified School District has a student population of 1,450 and is located in a
Town: Distant (32) area in Colusa County.

Glenn County Office of Education has a student population of 372 and is located in a
Town: Distant (32) area in Glenn County.

Los Angeles Unified School District - CHAMPS Charter High School of the Arts has a
student population of 956 and is located in a City: Large (11) area in Los Angeles
County. The waiver rule still applies due to the school being a recognized public charter
school operating secondary vocational and technical education programs.

Scott Valley Unified School District has a student population of 665 and is located in a
Rural: Remote (43) area in Siskiyou County.

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

Approval will enable these districts to receive an annual Perkins Act allocation that is
listed on Attachment 1. The waivers have no significant effect on the distribution of
Perkins Act funds statewide.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Attachment 1: Districts Requesting Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Education
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Waivers (1 page)

Attachment 2: Colusa Unified School District Federal Waiver Request Fed-15-2016 for

Colusa High School (1 page) (Original waiver request is signed and on
file in the Waiver Office.)

Attachment 3: Glenn County Office of Education Federal Waiver Request Fed-16-2016

for Various Schools (2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on
file in the Waiver Office.)

Attachment 4: Los Angeles Unified School District Federal Waiver Request
Fed-18-2016 for CHAMPS Charter High School of the Arts (1 page)
(Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver Office.)

Attachment 5: Scott Valley Unified School District Federal Waiver Request Fed-17-2016

for Etna High School (1 page) (Original waiver request is signed and on
file in the Waiver Office.)
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Districts Requesting Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Education Waivers
; NCES : :
Waiver District Period of Request Local Board Locale Demographlc Perklns_Act
Number Approval Date Code Information Allocation
Requested:
- o July 1, 2016, to June 30, 2020 Student population of
Fed-15-2016 | Colusa Unified School District May 10, 2016 32 | 1,450 located in Colusa $10,605
for Colusa High School .
Recommended: County
July 1, 2016, to June 30, 2020
Requested:
Glenn County Office of July 1, 2016, to June 30, 2020 Student population of 372
Fed-16-2016 : . May 18, 2016 32 ) $2,410
Education for Various Schools . located in Glenn County
Recommended:
July 1, 2016, to June 30, 2020
Requested:
Los Angeles Unified School July 1, 2016, to June 30, 2020 Student population of 956
Fed-18-2016 | District for CHAMPS Charter May 31, 2016 11 located in Los Angeles $11,684
High School of the Arts Recommended: County
July 1, 2016, to June 30, 2020
Requested:
Scott Valley Unified School July 1, 2016, to June 30, 2020 Student population of 665
Fed-17-2016 o ) June 15, 2016 43 R $6,366
District for Etna High School . located in Siskiyou County
Recommended:
July 1, 2016, to June 30, 2020

Created by California Department of Education

July 13, 2016
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California Department of Education
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Federal
CD Code: 0661598 Waiver Number: Fed-15-2016 Active Year: 2016
Date In: 5/13/2016 9:07:22 AM
Local Education Agency: Colusa Unified School District
Address: 745 10th St.
Colusa, CA 95932
Start: 7/1/2016 End: 6/30/2020
Waiver Renewal: Y
Previous Waiver Number: Fed-07-2012-W-02 Previous SBE Approval Date: 9/13/2012

Waiver Topic: Federal Program Waiver

Ed Code Title: Carl D. Perkins Voc and Tech Ed Act
Ed Code Section: PL 109-270 Section 131(c)(1)

Ed Code Authority: PL 109-270 Section 131(c)(2)

Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC Section: PL 109-270 Section 131(c) (1)
EC Authority: PL 109-270 Section 131(c) (2)

Outcome Rationale: Colusa Unified School District falls below the minimum allocation of
$15,000. As a result, we are required to ask for a waiver, because we cannot help that our
district is a small rural high school. We cannot grow any larger or gain more students to meet
the minimum allocation because our community and population in our school district boundaries
are not as high as urban or inner city school districts. The funding is necessary to provide
adequate career technical education for our students so they may be a productive employee in
our predominant ag industry within Colusa County and/or go on to further their education in the
industry. There is a high need for skilled welders, mechanics, animal scientists and pest and
crop advisers in our area.

Student Population: 368

City Type: Rural

NCES Code: 43

Local Board Approval