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	REFERENCES:  Authority: 

	Authority: Education Code (EC) Section 33050

Purpose: To waive provisions of EC sections 52055.5 (b) and (h)

	HISTORICAL NOTES

	None


Education Code (EC) Section(s) involved:

EC Section 52055.5 (b) Twenty-four months after receipt of funding pursuant to Section 52054.5, a school that has not met its growth targets each year and has failed to show significant growth, as determined by the State Board of Education, shall be deemed a state-monitored school.

EC Section 52055.5 (h) A school that has not met its growth targets within 36 months of receiving funding pursuant to Section 52054.5, but has shown significant growth, as determined by the State Board of Education, shall continue to be monitored by the Superintendent of Public Instruction until it meets its annual growth target or the statewide performance target. If, in any year between the third year of implementation funding and the first year the school meets its growth target, the school fails to make “significant growth,” as determined by the State Board of Education, that school shall be deemed a state-monitored school and subject to the provisions of paragraphs (1) to (10), inclusive, of subdivision (b).

Background:
In 1999, the State Legislature enacted II/USP. This program provides schools in decile ranks 1-5, an opportunity to apply for funding to improve student achievement in exchange for greater accountability. Schools participating in the program received $50,000 in the first year to develop an improvement plan and $200 per student annually to implement the plan for two to three years. In return for the funding, schools agreed to be held accountable for steadily increasing student achievement. According to the law, schools that do not demonstrate significant growth as defined by the State Board of Education become subject to state sanctions/intervention at the end of the two or three year period. Based on the recommendation of the Public Schools Accountability Act (PSAA) Advisory Committee, the State Board has defined significant growth as making at least one point of growth on the schoolwide API.

There have been a few occasions where higher-performing schools have become subject to state sanctions. For instance, a school may have made substantial growth in its first and second year of participation in the II/USP, but not made its growth targets, and then dropped down a few points on its API in its third year of participation. Even though the school has an API decile rank of 6 or higher, the school would be subject to state sanctions because it did not meet the significant growth criterion in its third year, or in subsequent years while “on watch.”
Waiver Guidelines/Criteria:
In order to evaluate a waiver request to release higher-performing II/USP schools from the state sanctions/intervention process and be placed “on watch,” the State Board of Education (SBE) requests that those Local Educational Agencies (LEAs) applying for a waiver provide documentation that the California Department of Education (CDE) professional staff will then use to review and make recommendations about the waiver request. The waiver request should include the following:

1. Verification that the school has a statewide API decile rank of 6 or higher 

2. Verification that the school exceeded its API growth target in the prior year to the extent that the growth covered the total growth expectation for both years. (For example, the growth target was 6 points the current year and 5 points the prior year. Therefore, in the prior year the school must have grown at least 11 points accounting for the current year’s schoolwide API point deficit on its schoolwide API to cover the growth expectation for the current year.)
3. Verification that all student groups have an API score that would place them in the decile rank 5. 
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