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Call to Order 
President Green called the meeting to order at 8:15 a.m. 

Salute to the Flag
Board Member Nuñez led the Board, staff, and audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.

	ITEM 20
	Standardized Testing and Reporting Program: Designation of Achievement Test and Standardized Testing and Reporting Contractor
	INFORMATION 

ACTION


Deb Sigman, Director, Standards and Assessment Division reported that CDE had received six proposals from four vendors in response to the Request for Submission on the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program. The submitting companies were: 

Educational Testing Service, who submitted three proposals

Harcourt 

Pearson

CTB McGraw Hill 

Ms. Sigman reported on the comprehensive review of submissions conducted by the Department. As shown in the Last Minute Memorandum, different panels were convened to review the submissions.  

Based on this review, the Superintendent recommended that the Board select ETS with the CAT 6 as the norm referenced test. The Last Minute Memorandum includes a summary of the evaluation points given to each of the submitters. 

Each submission came from a qualified, nationally recognized company. A tremendous amount of work went in to the proposals, but the consensus was that ETS could best meet the needs.  

Rae Belisle, General Counsel, Sacramento County Office of Education and Special Consultant to the State Board of Education, conducted an independent review of the proposals, and recommended Educational Testing Service as the primary contractor, with either the CAT 6 or the Stanford 10 as the norm referenced portion of the STAR. 

Each publisher was given thirty minutes to make a presentation. President Green asked each presenter to come up for 20 minutes and to allow 10 minutes for Board deliberations. The order in which each publisher spoke was randomly selected.

Pearson 

Pearson was part of one of the ETS proposals as well as the Harcourt proposals, and also submitted its own proposal. Pearson proposed developing a longer range planning calendar for the Board’s use. Other suggestions included a plan to expedite the return of test results within three to six weeks using a parallel form; plans for an enhanced reporting and info system; a proposal to improve the reading lists, and a learning plan for every educator in the State.  

Mr. Fisher asked how continuity was judged and the Board engaged in a discussion of this issue.  

Ms. Chan liked the report format. She asked about cluster reliability. She also read that Pearson gives a six month decision timeline. She asked for a clarification of what Pearson is doing under the current contract and what they would continue to do. Pearson responded that they are currently responsible for production, printing, id of materials, packaging, distribution, retrieval, scanning, editing, resolution of data, performance scoring and machine scoring, aggregation of data, working with ETS for final format, and currently providing some of the reports. In the new proposal they would do the same work as they are doing now plus all of the reporting. 

Mr. Bersin asked if there was a subcontract between Pearson and CTB on the CAT 6 and said it would have been helpful for the Board to understand more about the agreements and how they are layered. It would be interesting to take advantage of some of the proposals of the other contractors. 

Ms. Johnson noted that the Board does have some flexibility to do that.  

Educational Testing Service 

The ETS representative discussed the company’s qualifications and asked the Board to remember their positive experience with ETS over the past few years. He reminded the Board that in that time they have moved from a system of norm referenced to a system based on state standards. They have eased the overall testing burden. They have been collaborative and creative, as evidenced by the Early Assessment Program. They invested over $2 million to help get results back early and created a Spanish test site for STAR and better reports to parents. Their core competency is test item development. STAR is the best assessment program in the country and ETS is proud to be part of the team with the CDE and the SBE and the subcontractors. For the future they propose faster turn around time using an innovative, two-form design. They proposed a pilot for computer-based testing which would spread up the delivery of test results to schools. And they would add the county superintendents as partners.  

Ms. Bloom sparked a discussion about turn around time and web-based formats. She emphasized the need for the data to be useful to parents and noted that not all parents have access to the web. Pearson responded that the next phase would be to work through all the aspects of this proposal or other proposals.  

Ms. Bloom asked about comparisons across years. What is the ability to see the growth and use that information to improve teaching. ETS responded that as a contractor ETS is able to do that, but the Board sets the policy.  

Ms. Johnson cautioned the Board to not push the test too far in a direction that it was not intended because we may lose the value of the test.  

Ms. Chan asked about the third grade language arts achievement dip. ETS reported that the third grade test had to be rigorous and test the third grade standards. The reading passages increased in length and difficulty. That was the only subject and only grade that did not show growth. The immediate response when this was noted was that there must be something wrong with the test. ETS opened the test information and looked at scaling, items, all aspects of the test. Once you eliminate the test as a factor, then you must look at how kids are performing. There is no clear answer.  

Mr. Gardner asked a question about using old test items and why the scope did not reflect field testing of writing prompts. The response was that in building a new test ETS would look at whether there were existing items that could be used, and that the field testing of writing prompts was going on in the current scope of work and did not need to be put in the new contract.  

The Board engaged in a discussion of the timeliness of the test results from the EAP.  

Superintendent O’Connell noted that ETS has been very responsive and their service has been outstanding. There is no other testing of this magnitude in the country.  

President Green asked that the Advisory Panels be included in the review of exemplars and release of items. ETS responded that they have always used the advisory panels in this way and that they would continue to do so. ETS reported that the Advisory Panels had been very helpful in the review of the third grade testing.  

CTB McGraw Hill 

CTB summarized the research and innovation of CTB over the past 20 years. CTB CAT6 ensures stability and understanding of student performance. They are pleased that CAT6 will continue to be a part of the program. They are proud of the work they have done with the CELDT in California. They are building on research and innovation. 

CTB indicated that they understood why the Board would choose to continue with the same contactor and, rather than try to dissuade the Board from that decision, wanted to discuss two innovations that had captured the imagination of the review panels. CTB reminded the Board that they have the ability to look across the proposals and find innovative ideas and can work with those ideas to bring them to fruition. They suggested transforming the way students, parents, and educators use results.  

Ms. Chan asked about the costs of these ideas and CTB McGraw Hill clarified that these would be additional costs.  

Mr. Fisher asked if the STAR student report was included in the ETS bid, and Ms. Sigman clarified that the CDE owns the STAR student report.  

Harcourt  

Harcourt noted that they built their proposal with one goal in mind: To build an assessment system to improve the lives of California students. He suggested that instead of tension between stability and innovation, the Board should have both. He suggested innovations in three areas:  

Create the ability to measure individual student progress over time through a vertical scale. He reported that the number one criticism of the field was the inability to use the data for longitudinal analyses. 

Improve student outcomes through extra resources and support. Harcourt would give customers the STAR Data loaded in to the assessment tool and add diagnostic assessments to be used throughout the year. Currently districts are playing extra for these assessments. He cited an Ed Source report that two of the points that differentiate good schools from poor ones are: 1) principal use of assessment data; and 2) extra assessments for the below and far below students for diagnostic assessment. 

Never compromise the integrity of the CST. CST is a summative assessment whose primary purpose is to hold schools accountable. This should be held steady and the standards and the blueprints should not be changed. However, the turn around time can be shortened such that 80% of the students would receive scores in three weeks. Harcourt would not recommend a two-form process because of security concerns. 

 

The president and CEO of Harcourt focused his remarks on one key point. He congratulated people for having considered these detailed proposals. “Rather than proposing big changes or new ideas – stay the course with attention to detail.” Does this accurately reflect the priorities of the Board? Are the people satisfied with the status quo?  

Another Harcourt representative suggested that complacency and commitment to the status quo is the quickest way to obsolescence. Harcourt would be happy to provide the preferred NRT – Stanford 10 – within the Board budget. He suggested that the Board had been hampered by lack of dialogue and asked the board to imagine this philosophy as a commencement address: no big changes, stay the course. He noted that Harcourt’s core competency is item development in elementary and secondary education, and that the current problems with the third grade test are evidence of lack of experience in this area.  

Mr. Fisher asked about the reasons for the differences in costs of the NRT. Ms. Chan questioned staff about security.  

Mr. Noonan proposed a research study that would link the CST to the SAT 10 vertical scale. This would allow looking at a third graders test score and look at the fourth grade score and see if they made growth. 

Ms. Belisle reported that the assessment liaisons have talked about this issue but there is not enough time to go through it. She suggested that both vertical scales and California norms have the same problem: Schools are not where we want them to be and they should be focused on proficient, not on how they compare to other schools.  

Ms. Chan asked about the possibility of just doing it with one cohort. Ms. Sigman reported that ETS has done district surveys and that they have suggested several ways to accomplish this. It was not put into this RFS because it was not one of the Board leadership’s priorities. However, a vertical scale could be done with any NRT.  

Ms. Belisle reiterated that the CSTs should be used only for what they were created for. It is a summative test. Always go back to what the system is about and stay focused. It is very important not to change the system.  

Mr. Noonan remarked that he did not hear anything in the proposals that would infer we would not stay the course. He suggested two major issues: 1) turn around time is a critical issue. Data that comes late is useless. 2) Parents want to know if their children are making progress. We need the ability to analyze the data for individual children in a longitudinal way. We need to consider not only what is critical to us at the State level but also what is needed at the local level.  

Ms. Chan suggested that change takes time, and that, without taking away what we have we could add on, strengthen and refine. We could add value to the assessment if we start with a small subgroup and track longitudinal data and work on turn around time and better reports.  

Ms. Johnson gave some historical perspective: 10-20 years ago we had an accountability system that was not an accountability system. We used a norm referenced test because it was important to us to compare ourselves with other states and also within California. The State made a conscious decision to move away from a NRT to a test based on California standards. The NRT keeps our system honest.  

Mr. Bersin suggested that this is a question of building on the extraordinary efforts of the past few years. There will always be technical refinements that need to be made and we should continue to insist on increased measurement proficiency. We need two kinds of supports: 1) better use of data. We need to help people understand where they are in terms of teaching and learning. We can link this to instruction and standards and provide real support to teachers in the classroom; and 2) we need to maintain support of the field for this assessment. There needs to be a comprehensible system that is communicated to the field. The incomprehensibility of results is a threat to what we are doing.  

Mr. Fisher asked about the process of selecting a contractor and negotiating a price, and how much flexibility we need to get the best of the ideas we have heard about.  

Ms. Belisle responded that the Board has a lot of flexibility. She suggested the Department come back in January with a scope of work including price which tells the contractor what the Board wants. The Board has the option of going back out and picking someone else.  

Mr. Fisher asked how close we are to longitudinal scores. Ms. Belisle reported that we need the longitudinal student data system set up and that we don’t have that yet. Superintendent O’Connell remarked that we are getting closer on the student identification system.  

Ms. Sigman said that since our standards are discrete they are, by design, not vertically scaled. However, there are other ways to do longitudinal scores that do not require the student identifier system to be in place and CDE is ready to bring back ideas about how to do this.  

Ms. Bloom reminded the Board of the importance of bringing parents information they can use. Parents are interested in whether the test is testing what their children have learned. And they want to know if the information that comes back from that test will be helpful.  

Mr. Gardner reported that what the students don’t want is to keep changing things. He suggested staying with the CAT6 and working on faster reporting time.  

Individuals who addressed the Board:
Larry Aceves, Association of California School Administrators 

Nancy Brynelson, California State University

Ann Desmond, California Parent-Teacher Association

Jo Behm, Past President, California Learning Disabilities Association 

Ms. Johnson asked the organizations to go back and ask their memberships for feedback regarding tightening the testing window.  

· ACTION: Ms. Johnson moved that the Board designate the submission of Educational Testing Service with the CAT/6 nationally-normed test as the STAR contractor for the next three years and reject all other submissions. 

 

This designation is expressly conditioned on ETS meeting each of the stated conditions that follow. If these conditions are not satisfied by the January 2006 State Board meeting, the State Board gives notice that it is expressly reserving its right to rescind this designation and select another submission at the January meeting. The conditions to be met are as follows: 

A draft contract and scope of work to which the parties will have reached substantial agreement shall be presented at the January 2006 State Board meeting. The contract shall be executed shortly thereafter with the approval of the State Board President or her designee and the Superintendent of Public Instruction or his designee. 

In no event shall the contract price exceed the amount that is estimated to be included in the annual Budget Act, based on the cost of the current Statewide Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program, and it is the intent of the State Board that the cost be less than that amount. 

The contract scope of work must provide a specific commitment that in addition to the current executive director of the STAR Program, ETS will include a senior decision-making person in Sacramento to serve as a designated liaison to the State Board for purposes of facilitating timely policy discussions. 

 

Further, the State Board reserves the right to extend the ETS designation for three additional years through December 31, 2011 subject to an evaluation of the overall quality of the STAR Program. 

Ms. Chan seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 10-0. Ms. Reiss was not present at the time of the vote. 

· ACTION: Ms Johnson further moved that the State Board accept the recommendations of ETS with respect to cluster scores, expedited return of results and exemplars with the caveat noted in Ms. Belisle’s memorandum that ETS include the Assessment Review Panels in the development of exemplars. 

 

As to methods to assist schools and districts analyze grade-level and course results, ETS is to work with Department and Board staff and Board consultants to develop a proposal to be included in the scope of work at the January 2006 State Board meeting. 
Mr. Williams seconded the motion. The motion passed by a vote of 10-0.
  

	ITEM 19
	Presidential Awards for Excellence in Mathematics and Science Teaching (PAEMST)
	INFORMATION 

ACTION


Jeff Zettel, Manager of the Awards Unit, introduced seven outstanding math and science teachers. Two of the teachers received the Presidential Award for 2005. The remaining five are 2005 State Finalists. The program is sponsored by the National Science Foundation, K-12. 

Superintendent O’Connell reminded the Board of the acute shortage of math and science teachers. He stated that these individuals represent all their great peers and are gifted educators who make science and math relevant, adventuresome and fun. They provide students critical thinking, analytical, and problem solving skills. He concluded that we are grateful for their leadership and proud to have them as honorees.  
 

2004 Presidential Awardees:
· Valerie Rose-Piver, Mathematics, Hillview Crest Elementary School, New Haven Unified School District

· Katrina Williams, Science, Steinbeck Elementary School, Central Unified School District 

2005 State Finalists for Excellence in Mathematics and Science Teaching:

· Susan Schreibman Ford, Mathematics, Delhi High School, Delhi Unified School District

· Peg Cagle, Mathematics, Lawrence Gifted/Highly Gifted Magnet School, Los Angeles Unified School District

· Caleb Cheung, Science, Frick Middle School, Oakland Unified School District

· Susan Deemer, Science, Katherine Delmar Burke School in San Francisco

· Catherine Nicholas, Science, Rio Norte Junior High School, William S. Hart Union High School District 

At 12:10 Ms. Steentofte announced that the Board would go into closed session and would return about 1:00.   

President Green reconvened the Board at 1:25.  

Report of Closed Session  

Ms. Steentofte reported that the Board received an update and took no actions on the following matters: A demand letter from Morrison and Foster and a demand letter from Public Advocates, Chapman et. al. v the California Department of Education et. al., Coachella Valley Unified et. al .v. the State Board of Education et al.  
	ITEM 21
	National Assessment of Educational Progress: Summary of 2005 results for California and the Nation
	INFORMATION 

ACTION


Eric Zilbert, consultant in the Standards and Assessment Division and NAEP coordinator, presented this item. He reported that the NAEP collects data from a sample of schools in each jurisdiction. The sample is random and stratified and reflects the population of the state. NAEP does allow parents to opt out but California has a very high participation rate. English Learner and special education pupils may be excused under certain circumstances.  

Mr. Zilbert explained that the NAEP is a matrix test and provides estimates only at the state level (except that large districts may sign up for additional testing and district data). No school scores are presented. NAEP scores are affected by changes in population over time, for example, between 2003 and 2005, California’s free lunch population increased from 50% to 56% at the fourth grade. 

Increases in California’s school lunch population mean that only Louisiana, Mississippi and New Mexico have a larger free lunch population. Prior to 2003 NAEP was voluntary; since 2005 it is mandatory if the district receives Title I funds.  

Nationally, and in California, we see an increase in achievement in mathematics, particularly at the fourth grade level. We also see increases in language arts, but not as significant as mathematics.  

California’s scores in reading and mathematics parallel the national trend. Hispanic and English learners have shown the greatest increases in reading scores; Asian students have shown the greatest increases in mathematics.  

NO ACTION WAS TAKEN ON THIS ITEM. 
	ITEM 22
	Standardized Testing and Reporting Program: Including but not limited to Program Update 
	INFORMATION ACTION


Ms. Sigman provided an update on the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program. She discussed the scheduled release of items from the California Standards Tests, developmental work on the California Modified Assessment Test, the work and recommendations of the writing task force, and previewed the upcoming peer review by the federal Department of Education for NCLB.  

She reported that the USDE indicates the elements a review must include; this review is centered on the technical quality of our assessment instruments. This review is scheduled for February. To date, five states have had assessment reviews; four of the states received a “deferred approval”, and one received a “final review pending”.  

NO ACTION WAS TAKEN ON THIS ITEM 
	ITEM 23
	California English Language Development Test: Including, but not limited to, Program Update, and 2004-05 Initial Identification Results
	INFORMATION ACTION 


Ms. Sigman advised the Board that there has been a decline in the number of students assessed under CELDT, which reflects a corresponding decline in the number of English learners. She reminded the Board that California instituted a change in the process to ensure that testing of Kindergarten students was delayed until the students were actually enrolled in Kindergarten. She also advised that there is a slight increase in the number of students who could be identified as English proficient.  

NO ACTION WAS TAKEN ON THIS ITEM 
	ITEM 26
	Physical Fitness Test (PFT): Adopt Amendments to Title 5 California Code of Regulations
	INFORMATION ACTION


Mr. Kairott presented this item. He reported that the Board approved the commencement of the regulatory process in September. The regulations went out for the 45-day comment period, and a public hearing was held November 2. There were no verbal comments but there were three written comments to which staff responded. Based on those comments, staff made some changes and so he was asking that the proposed regulations go out for a 15-day comment period.  

· ACTION: Mr. Williams moved that the Board approve the staff recommendation to approve the revisions included in the Last Minute Memorandum on this item with technical changes and to direct staff to circulate the proposed regulations for a 15-day comment period. If no substantive objections to these latest revisions are received during the 15-day comment period, the regulations are adopted and staff is directed to complete the rulemaking package and submit it to the Office of Administrative Law; if substantive objections to the latest revisions are received, staff will place the proposed regulations on the agenda for the Board’s January Meeting. Ms. Johnson seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 10-0. 

	ITEM 36
	Establishment of a Second Regional Occupational Center or Program: Approve Commencement of the Rulemaking Process for Amendments to Title 5, Section 11987-11994
	INFORMATION 

ACTION


Patrick Ainsworth, Director, Secondary, Postsecondary, and Adult Leadership Division, presented this item that was initially heard at the September 2005 Board meeting and was put over to see whether regulations would be appropriate to address the question of the establishment of second ROC/P programs within a county. 

There were three public speakers on this item.

Sherry Skelley Griffith, Association of California School Administrators 

Paul Waters, California Association of Regional Occupational Centers and Programs

Nick Foutes, Deputy Superintendent in San Joaquin County 

President Green raised the issues of accountability and access. Ms. Stickel replied that while the proposal from San Joaquin County staff included accountability, the Department did not have the statutory authority to put those conditions into regulations, but that the Board had asked the CDE to come back with regulations.  

Mr. Bersin noted that while the amount of money involved is insignificant, the issue raised about serving adults in ROP/C and accountability can’t be solved in regulations. 

Ms. Steentofte suggested that staff could go back and work with the Department to see if most of the issues could be solved in legislation.  

NO ACTION WAS TAKEN ON THIS ITEM 
	ITEM 35
	Consolidated Applications 2005-06: Approval
	INFORMATION 

ACTION


 Ms. Chan and Mr. Williams recused themselves from discussion and voting on this item.
 

· ACTION: Ms. Bloom moved that the Board approve the staff recommendation regarding the 2005-06 Consolidated Application for Regular Approval of 49 LEAs and Conditional Approval of 14 LEAs, with corrections that remove the following LEAs from the list of conditional approval and add them to the regular approval list: 

Del Mar Union Elementary 

Enterprise Elementary 

Fort Sage Unified 

Garden Grove Unified 

Lassen Union High 

 

Mr. Nuñez seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 7-0. Mr.  Fisher was not present at the time of the vote. Ms. Chan and Mr. Williams recused themselves. 
	ITEM 37
	Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program (II/USP) and High Priority Schools Grant Program (HPSGP): Proposed Intervention for Cohort 1 HPSGP Schools that Failed to Show Significant Growth and Request to Rescind State-monitoring for One II/USP School
	INFORMATION 

ACTION


Wendy Harris, Director, School Improvement Division, updated the Board on a number of changes to the lists of school districts provided to the Board.  

Individuals who addressed the Board were:

Larry Gurst, Los Angeles Unified School District

Carlos Manrique, Principal of Dominguez High School in Compton Unified 

Mr. Manrique asked for a delay in identifying Dominguez as a State Monitored School because of some technical problems with the data. Dominguez has made significant gains that would make it ineligible for the IISUP. He expressed concern that SAIT might create a negative impetus. 

Ms. Harris noted that Dominguez Hills had one valid API for one out of three years and suggested the Board might wait until the data are corrected.  

Ms. Harris responded to the issue of double or triple grant funds for some schools, Legislation passed limiting double funding to three years. There has been confusion due to multiple programs and multiple funding. 

· ACTION: Mr. Williams moved to: 

1. Determine that the five IIUSP schools and ten HP schools listed on Attachments 3 and 2 respectively of the Last Minute Memorandum are state-monitored; 

2. Assign a School Assistance and Intervention Team (SAIT) to these State-monitored schools and allow the local governing board to retain its legal rights, duties, and responsibilities with respect to each school; 

3. With regard to the HP schools, provide that other interventions may be imposed after two data points have demonstrated that the schools are not making progress in exiting the HP program; and 

4. Rescind the SBE action on September 8, 2005 to deem Dailey Elementary School in Fresno Unified School District as state-monitored and to assign a SAIT to the school. 

 

Mr. Noonan seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 9-0. Mr. Fisher was not present at the time of the vote. 
	ITEM 38
	Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program (II/USP) and High Priority Schools Grant Program: School Assistance and Intervention Team (SAIT): Approval of Expenditure Plan to Support SAIT Activities and Corrective Actions in State-Monitored Schools and Request to Rescind Expenditure Plan for One II/USP School
	INFORMATION 

ACTION


 

· ACTION: Mr. Noonan moved that the Board approve the staff recommendation that  

1. The SBE approve the expenditure plan shown in Table 1 of the Last Minute Memorandum, contingent upon legislative action to disburse funds, and 

2. The SBE rescinds the allocation of School Assistance and Intervention Team (SAIT) and Corrective Action funding for Dailey Elementary School in Fresno Unified School District. 

 

Ms. Chan seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 9-0. Mr. Fisher was not present at the time of the vote. 
	ITEM 39
	Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program and High Priority Schools Grant Program: Status Report on Participating Schools
	INFORMATION ACTION


 Ms. Harris provided a report on the revised SAIT process. The CDE now has two data points on SAIT schools. A last minute memorandum for this item supplements some of the data for the item. Ms. Harris reported on the successes of schools assigned a SAIT.  

NO ACTION WAS TAKEN ON THIS ITEM 

WAIVER REQUESTS 


CONSENT MATTERS
CARL D. PERKINS VOCATIONAL AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION ACT

	ITEM WC-1
	Request by Coast Unified School District for a waiver of Section 131(d)(1) of the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical Education Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-332) 

Waiver Number: Fed-21-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL)
	ACTION


 

	ITEM WC-2
	Request by Sierra Unified School District for a waiver of Section 131(d)(1) of the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical Education Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-332) 

Waiver Number: Fed-35-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL)
	ACTION


 

	ITEM WC-3
	Request by Humboldt County Office of Education for a waiver of Section 131(d)(1) of the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical Education Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-332) 

Waiver Number: Fed-23-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL)
	ACTION


 

	ITEM WC-4
	Request by Butte Valley Unified School District for a waiver of Section 131(d)(1) of the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical Education Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-332) 

Waiver Number: Fed-24-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL)
	ACTION


 

	ITEM WC-5
	Request by Lucerne Valley Unified School District for a waiver of Section 131(d)(1) of the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical Education Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-332) 

Waiver Number: Fed-25-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL)
	ACTION


 

	ITEM WC-6
	Request by Cuyama Joint Unified School District for a waiver of Section 131(d)(1) of the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical Education Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-332) 

Waiver Number: Fed-26-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL)
	ACTION


 

	ITEM WC-7
	Request by Trona Joint Unified School District for a waiver of Section 131(d)(1) of the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical Education Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-332) 

Waiver Number: Fed-27-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL)
	ACTION


 

	ITEM WC-8
	Request by Borrego Springs Unified School District for a waiver of Section 131(d)(1) of the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical Education Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-332) 

Waiver Number: Fed-28-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL)
	ACTION


 

REGIONAL OCCUPATIONAL PROGRAM

	ITEM WC-9
	Request by North Orange County Regional Occupational Program for a waiver of Education Code (EC) Section 52314.6(a) regarding the three percent limit on enrollment of students under the age of sixteen in the Regional Occupational Program (ROP). 

Waiver Number: 4-8-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)
	ACTION


 

SCHOOL SITE COUNCIL

	ITEM WC-10
	Request by the Igo-Ono-Plantina Union Elementary School District for a waiver of Education Code (EC) Section 52852, allowing one joint school site council to function for two small elementary schools. 

Waiver Number: 2-8-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL)
	ACTION


SAFE AND DRUG FREE 

	ITEM WC-11
	Request by Encinitas Union School District to waive No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB); Title IV, Part A, Section 4115 (a)(1)(c) to use Safe and Drug Free Schools and Communities funds to support the cost of The Michigan Model, which deals with the total development of the individual; intellectual, physical, social and emotional program for students in grades Kindergarten through sixth grade. 

Waiver Number: Fed-19-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)
	ACTION


 

	ITEM WC-12
	Request by Irvine Unified School District to waive No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB); Title IV, Part A, Section 4115 (a)(1)(c) to use Safe and Drug Free Schools and Communities funds to support the cost of The Great Body Shop – A multi-media approach to teaching life skills and prevention of drug and alcohol abuse and violence program for Pre-kindergarten through sixth grade. 

Waiver Number: Fed-20-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)
	ACTION


Judy Pinegar, Manager, Waivers Office presented these items. 

· ACTION: Ms. Bloom moved that the Board approve the staff recommendations on Items WC-1 – WC-12. Mr. Williams seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 8-0. Mr. Fisher, Mr. Nuñez, and Ms. Reiss were not present during the vote. 

 
NON-CONSENT WAIVERS
ELECTIONS

	ITEM W-1
	Request by Kings County Office of Education on behalf of the Hanford Joint Union High School District (JUHSD) to waive the requirement for a local election in Education Code (EC) Section 5020 after a specific recommendation by the Kings County Committee on School District Organization that would change the system of trustee elections in Hanford JUHSD. If the waiver is approved, a local election would not be held on the election “system change” itself. 

Waiver Number: 5-9-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL) 
	ACTION 


 

· ACTION: Ms. Johnson moved that the Board approve this waiver request. Mr. Noonan seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 8-0. Mr. Fisher, Mr. Nuñez, and Ms. Reiss were not present during the vote. 

 


 

INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIALS FUNDING REALIGNMENT PROGRAM (IMFRP)

	ITEM W-2
	Petition request under Education Code (EC) sections 60421(d) and 60200(g) by Glendale Unified School District to purchase Instructional Resources (Everyday Mathematics, Kindergarten c.1998/2004, Grades 1-6 c.2002) using Instructional Materials Funding Realignment Program (IMFRP) monies. 

Waiver Number: 21-5-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)
	ACTION


Ms. Pinegar introduced this item and indicated that the district request is to end November 2007, when the State Board will take action on a new list. The department is recommending the waiver be approved until November 2006 instead of 2007.  
Individuals who addressed the Board

Michael Escalante, Superintendent, Glendale Unified School District

Mary Boger, Board President, Glendale Unified

Bonnie Gould, Glendale Unified  
ACTION: Mr. Williams moved that the Board approve this waiver request until November 30, 2006, with staff-recommended conditions. Ms. Chan seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 8-0. Mr. Fisher and Mr. Nuñez were not present during the vote. 

 

PHYSICAL EDUCATION

	ITEM W-3
	Request by Yuba City Unified School District to waive portions of Education Code (EC) Section 51222(a), related to the statutory minimum of 400 minutes of physical education required each ten days for grades nine through twelve in order to implement a block schedule at River Valley High School. 

Waiver Number: 23-6-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

EC 33051(c) will apply
	ACTION


Ms. Pinegar presented the item to the Board. 

The Board discussed the problem of expecting students to be physically fit when they may go months without physical education. Ms. Johnson asked why CDE is recommending approval. Mr. Bersin commented that waiving physical education should not be the first thing that can be moved to accommodate a block schedule. He indicated it would be important to have the district come back once all the conditions are met and ask for the waiver request. Mr. Williams asked for data from their Fitnessgram, because that would help him make a decision. Mr. Noonan is in favor of flexibility, but the cost of such flexibility must be considered. He indicated that he does not see a viable plan for physical education. President Green recommended the district come back in January. 

Ms. Steentofte reminded the Board that there is a policy on physical education that allows the staff to determine which waivers should be recommended for the consent item and which should not.  

NO ACTION TAKEN ON THIS ITEM 

PRINCIPAL TRAINING PROGRAM

	ITEM W-4
	Request by Sanger Unified School District to waive Education Code (EC) sections 44512(c) and 44515(b) regarding the timelines for twelve school administrators involved in the principal training program, established by Assembly Bill 75 (Statutes of 2001). 

Waiver Number: 4-7-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Conditions are that the district reports to the department which administrators completed the training before a final payment to the district is released and that the district completes the training of the twelve listed principals by June 30, 2006
	ACTION


Ms. Pinegar indicated there was one correction in this item. The code section to be waived includes 44515(a) as well as (b). The district will be finished by June 30, 2006. Ms. Chan spoke in support of these small school districts. Large ones can offer their own trainings, but small districts have to travel to these trainings.  

· ACTION: Mr. Noonan moved that the Board approve this waiver request, with staff-recommended conditions. Ms. Chan seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 7-0. Mr. Bersin, Mr. Fisher, and Mr. Nuñez were not present during the vote. 

 

	ITEM W-5
	Request by the Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) to waive the California Education Code (EC) Section 45108.5(b)(4) to increase permanently the number of Classified Senior Management Employees in the district. Current: 54 permanent. Proposed: add 12 new permanent designations for a total of 66 permanent designations (see attached list). 

Waiver Number: 3-9-2005

(Recommended for APPROVAL)
	ACTION


 

· ACTION: Ms. Johnson moved that the Board approve this waiver request. Mr. Gardner seconded the motion. The motion passed with a vote of 7-0. Mr. Bersin, Mr. Fisher, and Mr. Nuñez were not present during the vote. 


 END OF WAIVER REQUESTS 


	ITEM 24
	California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE): Including, but not limited to, Program Update
	INFORMATION ACTION


Ms. Sigman stated that on September 30, HumRRO released an evaluation report which has a number of recommendations. The primary recommendation was to keep CAHSEE in place. Dr. Weiss will be coming to the Board in January to give the Board an update. Legislation has been enacted that would provide additional resources for remediation of students who have not yet passed the CAHSEE. In accordance with the report’s recommendations, the Superintendent of Public Instruction directed staff to consider possible options or alternatives for the class of 2006.  

Individuals who addressed the Board were:

Silvia DiRuvo, California Association of Resource Specialists

Sherry Griffith, Association of California School Administrators

Mary Osteen, Teacher, Parent

Jo Rupert Behm, Former State President, Learning Disabilities Association of California 

Liz Guillen, Public Advocates and Campaign for Quality Education

Vanina Sucharitkul, Morrison and Forester

Elyna Cespedes, Escuelas Si Pintas No (Schools Yes, Jails No)/Youth In Focus 

NO ACTION WAS TAKEN ON THIS ITEM 
	ITEM 25
	California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE): AB 128 Funds for Intensive Instruction and Services
	INFORMATION 

ACTION


Ms. Sigman reported on the method and timeline of releasing funds to districts for intensive instruction and services. The CDE released a web-based application and ranked the schools that applied in accordance with the terms of the legislation. An appropriation of $600 per student for a total of $20 million was allocated. A total of 418 districts submitted requests for funding, of which 347 districts were funded representing 742 schools. 

Individuals who addressed the Board:

Jo Rupert Behm, Former State President, Learning Disabilities Association of California 

Elyna Cespedes, Escuelas Si Pintas No (Schools Yes, Jails No)/Youth In Focus 

Ms. Johnson noted that the terms of the legislation result in the money being disproportionately allocated to alternative schools at the expense of comprehensive high schools. She requested that the Board work with the SPI and Department of Finance to see if it is possible to have a better allocation of the funds.  

Ms. Sigman advised that the grant applicants must provide information about the kind of services they will provide, the number of students they will serve, and the number of students who passed. Ms. Chan asked a question about how schools estimated the number of students who would need the program. Ms. Sigman responded that schools reported how many students had not passed the CAHSEE prior to the September administration of the CAHSEE. Monies may be used for diagnostic exams as well as the remediation.  

NO ACTION WAS TAKEN ON THIS ITEM 

President Green adjourned the meeting at 4:15. 

Thursday, November 10, 2005
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