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MARCH 2006 AGENDA

	SUBJECT

California Growth Model Proposal for Adequate Yearly Progress
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve this proposal to the United States Department of Education (ED) to enable California to use its Academic Performance Index (API) system, with some modifications, for determining Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) in identifying Title I districts and schools for Program Improvement (PI).

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


The SBE annually approves the Consolidated State Accountability Workbook which is the blueprint for the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001 accountability system for all schools and districts with sanctions for those schools and districts receiving Title I funds. 

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


On November 21, 2005, U.S. Secretary of Education Margaret Spelling called for the submission of growth model proposals to determine AYP as part of a pilot project. A necessary element of these proposals would be that a state could demonstrate a method for tracking growth of individual student performance. This in effect distinguishes between growth models, based on the capacity to link individual student test results, and improvement models, based on cross-sectional test results such as the API system. 

California will not have capacity to track individual pupil growth until 2008 with the full implementation of the California Longitudinal Pupil Achievement Data System (CALPADS). Therefore, it is not submitting a proposal to participate in the growth model pilot project. However, Secretary Spelling’s letter of November 21 also provided for the approval of performance indices based on cross-sectional test results as a method for 

determining AYP. Therefore, California proposes to submit its current API system, albeit with adjustments to the API growth target structure, for the approval of the ED. 

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


The general approach is to focus on the core concern of the NCLB Act which is the persistent and pernicious achievement gaps that exist between traditionally higher and lower-scoring pupil subgroups. To address this concern, CDE recommends that rather than change the API itself, CDE proposes three major changes in how and for whom API growth targets are computed: 1) the CDE would compute a separate API growth target for each pupil subgroup within a school. This would require schools to demonstrate “gap-closing” in order the meet its statewide API targets; 2) the rate of growth required for schools and pupil subgroups would escalate over time. This would give schools less time to meet the statewide performance goal of an API of 800; and 3) districts as well as schools would receive API growth targets. Currently, state law does not enable the calculation of these of API growth targets for districts.

	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


There is minimal cost in modifying the API calculations in determining AYP. 

	ATTACHMENT(S)


The California Growth Model Proposal for Adequate Yearly Progress may be provided as a last minute memorandum.
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