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INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS

Regional Occupational Centers and Regional Occupational Programs
SECTION 11504.1.  Establishment of Additional Regional Occupational Centers or Programs (ROCP). 

SECTION 11504.2.  Student Participation in Additional ROCP.

SECTION 11504.3.  Maximum Permissible Average Daily Attendance.

SECTION 11504.4.  Evaluation of Additional ROCP.

SPECIFIC PURPOSE OF THE REGULATIONS

The proposed regulations establish the criteria upon which the State Board of Education (State Board) can evaluate a request by a county superintendent of schools from a county office of education to establish a second ROCP. California Education Code section 52301(a) permits a county superintendent of schools of each county, with the consent of the State Board, to establish and maintain at least one ROCP. The proposed regulations require the county superintendent of schools of the county office of education making the request to provide certain specific information to the State Board as supporting documentation for the request.

The proposed regulations are added to title 5, California Code of Regulations to provide guidance to a requesting county office of education on the program elements that must be presented to the State Board of Education to justify the formation of an additional regional occupational center or program within the same county.

NECESSITY/RATIONALE

The Education Code permits a county office of education to establish and maintain at least one ROCP with consent of the State Board.  Until recently, there has not been a request from a county office of education in California to establish an additional ROCP within the same county.

The Education Code contains no criteria or guidelines to assist the State Board to evaluate the merits of such a request.  The State Board, faced with its first request for a second ROCP, seeks guidance from the proposed regulations to evaluate any requests of this nature. 

TECHNICAL, THEORETICAL, AND/OR EMPIRICAL STUDIES, REPORTS, OR DOCUMENTS

The State Board did not rely upon any technical, theoretical, or empirical study, reports or documents in proposing the adoption of this regulation.

REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES TO THE REGULATIONS AND THE AGENCY’S REASONS FOR REJECTING THOSE ALTERNATIVES

At the September 7, 2005 State Board meeting, several alternatives were discussed during the public comment portion of the meeting on the first-ever request to the State Board by a county office of education to form a second ROCP.  The three most prevalent were (1) serve any additional pupils requiring ROCP instruction through the existing county ROCP structure, (2) reallocate the existing ROCP average daily attendance (a.d.a.) of the existing county ROCP to serve any additional pupils for ROCP instruction, or (3) use the allocated growth funding for the existing ROCP to serve students in the second ROCP.

The alternatives were considered by the State Board at the September 7, 2005 meeting, however, no formal action was taken on any alternatives.
REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED REGULATORY ACTION THAT WOULD LESSEN ANY ADVERSE IMPACT ON SMALL BUSINESS

It is not anticipated that there will be any adverse impact on small businesses that would necessitate developing alternatives to the proposed regulatory action. The proposed regulations apply only to county offices of education in California. 

EVIDENCE SUPPORTING FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON ANY BUSINESS

The proposed regulations are not anticipated to have a significant adverse economic impact on any business because the regulations apply only to county offices of education and not to business practices.
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