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	SUBJECT

Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program (II/USP) and High Priority Schools Grant Program (HPSGP): Adopt Title 5 Regulations Sections 1030.5 and 1030.6: Definition of Significant Growth and Criteria to Demonstrate Academic Growth for II/USP and HPSGP Schools Without Valid APIs
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION

	The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) adopt the revised regulations and send them forward to the Office of Administrative law for final approval.


	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION

	The SBE at the September 2004 meeting approved the commencement of the rulemaking process for the proposed regulations. The CDE was directed to provide a 45-day public comment period and conduct a public hearing on November 2, 2004.

Following the 45-day public comment period and the public hearing, the SBE approved a definition of significant growth with technical revisions at its November 2004 meeting that was circulated for a 15-day public comment period. One late comment was received seven days after the 15-day public comment period had closed.

At the January 2005 SBE meeting, in addressing the public comment, the CDE presented several new options for defining significant growth for HPSGP schools. At that meeting, the SBE expressed concern about the number and complexity of overlapping initiatives to support high priority schools and the capacity of the system to support them. The SBE took no action on the significant growth definition and directed staff to prepare information on the numbers and performance of schools in the various underperforming schools initiatives and the capacity of the system to support these schools.

At its March 2005 meeting, the SBE approved the staff’s recommendation (Option 6) as the definition of significant growth for High Priority schools. The CDE was directed to send the amended regulations out for a second 15-day public comment period and then to return the amended regulations for further consider by the SBE regardless of whether comments were received during the second 15-day public comment period.


	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES

	There were no comments received during the second15-day public comment period for the definition of significant growth for the HPSGP. An updated Final Statement of Reasons and the revised regulations accompany this document.


	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)

	Any school that becomes state-monitored would not receive HPSGP funding for its fourth year. This results in unspecified cost savings in general funds. However, this could be offset by whatever funds are appropriated to schools in sanctions.

There is currently no statutory authority that automatically appropriates funds for HPSGP schools subject to sanctions. This issue will be considered in the next state budget cycle. Therefore, no further fiscal analysis is possible at this time.


	ATTACHMENT(S)

	Attachment 1: Title 5. Education, Division 1. California Department of Education, Chapter 2. Pupils, Subchapter 4. Statewide Testing of Pupils and Evaluation Procedures, Article 1.6. Definition of Significant Growth and Criteria to Demonstrate Significant Growth for II/USP and HPSGP Schools Without Valid APIs (2 Pages)

Attachment 2: Final Statement of Reasons (1 Page)


Revised:  6/1/2009 12:06 PM
Revised:  6/1/2009 12:06 PM

