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	CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
NOVEMBER 2005 AGENDA

	SUBJECT

No Child Left Behind Act of 2001: Update including, but not limited to, 2005-06 Program Improvement status for schools and local educational agencies, September 2005 Title III monitoring visit by United States Department of Education, and Title I monitoring visit follow-up
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The Board will hear an update on current No Child Left Behind (NCLB) activities and take action as deemed necessary and appropriate.

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


None.

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


2005-06 Program Improvement (PI) status of schools and local educational agencies (LEAs)

On September 20, 2005, California Department of Education (CDE) released the confirmed list of 2005-06 PI schools and LEAs.

Schools enter Program Improvement if they fail to make AYP for two consecutive years in the same content area (English-language arts or mathematics) or by the same indicators (Academic Performance Index or graduation rate). Once identified as being in PI, a school continues in PI with new sanctions added for each year it does not make AYP. Schools that do make AYP are retained at the same status as the previous year. .

The following chart illustrates the 2005-06 status of the 1,722 schools in PI out of a total of 5,887 Title I schools in California:

	2005-06 Status
	New status as of 2005-06
	Retained 2004-05 status
	Total

	Year 1
	320
	94
	414

	Year 2
	480
	65
	545

	Year 3
	390
	19
	409

	Year 4
	137
	18
	155

	Year 5
	239
	10
	249

	Total
	1,566
	206
	1,772


	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


The criteria for identifying LEAs (districts, and county offices of education) as PI were revised at the March 2005 State Board of Education (SBE) meeting as a result of the September 2004 Title I monitoring visit by the United States Department of Education (ED) as follows:

· If the LEA, based on the aggregation of all student scores, did not make Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) in the same content area (i.e., English-language arts or math) for two consecutive years; and

· If the disaggregation of the LEA’s results by grade span (grades two through five, grades six through eight, and grade ten) resulted in each grade span not making AYP in the same content area in those two years.

The revised criteria resulted in the identification of 142 districts at that time. However, by special agreement with ED, the 2005-06 school year is considered the first year of PI for these districts. On September 20, 2005, an additional seven districts and three county offices of education were identified for PI. One district was subsequently removed on appeal. The revised LEA Plan Addenda for these ten newly identified LEAs must be submitted to the CDE by January 20, 2006.

Two things that had significant impact on PI identification for this year were the one-year federal flexibility granted for students with disabilities (SWD) and safe harbor. By adding 20 percentage points to the percent proficient in the SWD subgroup for schools and districts who did not make AYP (based solely on the performance of this subgroup), 105 LEAs and 128 schools met their AYP goals that otherwise would not have.

Over 450 schools and nearly 60 LEAs benefited from safe harbor this year, meaning their overall AYP went from a “No” to a “Yes.” Safe harbor is met if ten percent fewer students score below proficient.

Title III monitoring visit by ED

The Office of English Language Acquisition, Language Enhancement and Academic Achievement for Limited English Proficient students (OELA) of ED conducted a program specific review of the State’s implementation of Title III requirements during the week of September 26-30, 2005. The Language Policy and Leadership Office staff and Veronica Aguila, Administrator, coordinated the visit.

An entry interview was held on Monday, September 26, 2005, and Tuesday, 

September 27, 2005. Sue Stickel, Deputy Superintendent of Curriculum, welcomed the OELA team and CDE representatives from various offices that are involved in working with English learners. Kathleen Leos, Assistant Deputy Secretary and Director of OELA, gave a brief overview of the purpose of the visit and then met with Sue Stickel and State Board Member Joe Nuñez.

The OELA team interviewed various CDE representatives to monitor Title III implementation including assessment, accountability, budget, data collection, and program implementation. The team visited four of the largest Title III funded districts: Fresno, Sacramento, Los 

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


Angeles, and Santa Ana. An exit interview was held on Friday, September 30, 2005. The ED staff indicated a written report will be sent to the CDE in 60 days.

Follow-up to Title I monitoring visit by ED

A review team from ED met with CDE staff on August 24, 2005, to conduct follow up interviews regarding the findings from the Title I monitoring visit that took place in September 2004. The original report of findings was received in December 2004 and the Board took action at the January and March 2005 meetings in response to those findings.  

The attached document is an excerpt which identifies only those issues that require further action to resolve all findings.

. 

	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


Any State or LEA that does not abide by the mandates and provisions of NCLB is at risk of losing federal funding. 

	ATTACHMENT(S)


Attachment 1 – California Department of Education, Status of Correction Actions Required from September 2004 Onsite Review by the U.S. Department of Education 

(3 Pages) (This attachment is not available for Web viewing. A printed copy is available for viewing in the State Board of Education Office.)
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