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PUBLIC HEARING
September 1, 2017
Comments and Recommendations to Proposed Title V Regulations Regarding
California for a Global Economy Initiative
(Proposition 58 of 2017)

I am here today representing the California Association for Bilingual Education and the
Californians Together Coalition.

We welcome the opportunity to provide input to regulations promoting the development
of multilingual skills. The California for a Global Economy Initiative (CA.Ed.G.E.)
recognizes that multilingual learning is beneficial for all students. The intent of the
Initiative is to provide an opportunity for all students to develop skills that lead to their
proficiency in English and another language and to ensure that school districts meet the
obligation to ensure that English learners obtain proficiency in English and reach at least
grade level proficiency in academic achievement.

Outlined below are our comments and recommendations which we believe will bring
additional clarity and direction to the proposed regulations. We hope they will be
seriously considered in modifying the proposed Title V regulations specific to the
California for a Global Economy Initiative.

Comments and Recommendations

1. Section 11300 Definitions. The proposed regulations fail to include definitions
for two specific programs included in law [Education Code sections 306 © (1) &
(2)); dual-language immersion, transitional or development programs for English
learner students or any program that would ensure “academic achievement in both
English and another language”. Excluding these definitions suggests that districts
may rely on Sheltered English Immersion (SEI) programs alone, or make it a
preferred program and still fulfill their obligations under the law. This is not the
case and is exactly why CA Ed.G.E. was introduced and was designed to change.
Recommendations:

a) Proposed Section 11300 (d) should be amended to read as follows: “Language
Acquisition programs” are educational programs designed to ensure English
language acquisition as rapidly and effectively as possible for English
learners, that provide instruction to pupils on the state-adopted academic
content and ELD standards through Integrated and Designated ELD, and shall
lead to grade level proficiency and academic achievement in both English and
another language.
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Such programs include, but are not limited to: dual-language immersion,
transitional or developmental programs for English learners, and Structured
English Immersion. Such programs shall meet the requirements described in

section 11309 of this subchapter.”
b) Proposed regulation 11300 should be amended to include the definitions for

both dual-language immersion programs and transitional/developmental
programs for EL students:

“(n) Dual-language immersion programs means a language acquisition program
that provides integrated language learning and academic instruction for native
speakers of English and native speakers of another language, with goals of high
academic achievement, first and second language proficiency, and cross-cultural
understanding.

(0) Transitional or developmental programs for English learners means language
acquisition programs that provide instruction to pupils that utilizes English and a
pupil’s native language for literacy and academic instruction and enables an
English learner to achieve English proficiency and academic mastery of subject
matter content and higher order skills, including critical thinking, in order to meet
state-adopted academic content standards.”

2) Section 11300 (d) Definitions. The definition of “Language Acquisition
Programs” is confusing and creates a new category of “Language Program”
not referenced in the CA.Ed.G.E and is inconsistent with Education Code
section 306. Contrary to Education Code section 3060 the proposed
regulations narrow the definition of language acquisition programs focus
solely on English acquisition and content instruction solely through English
language development (ELD). It makes no mention of academic instruction in
languages other than English or the CA Ed.G.E. goal of “grade level
proficiency and academic achievement in both English and another language™.
As stated in (1) above, the proposed definition even fails to mention and fails
to define, dual-language immersion programs or transitional/developmental
programs for EL or any program that would ensure “academic achievement in
both English and another language.”

Recommendation: The proposed regulation 11300 (d) should be amended to
read as follows: ‘Language acquisition programs are educational designed to
ensure English acquisition as rapidly and effectively as possible for English
learners, that provide instruction to pupils on the state adopted academic
content and ELD standards through Integrated and Designate ELD, and shall
lead to grade level proficiency and academic achievement in both English and
another language. Such programs include, but are not limited to: dual-
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language immersion, transitional or development programs for English
learners and Structured English immersion. Such programs shall meet the
requirements described in section 11309 of this subchapter.”

3. Section 11301 Community Engagement. This proposed regulation fails to
adequately reflect the new requirements imposed on school districts regarding the
development of their Local Control Accountability Programs (LCAPs) during the
LCAP process. It fails to also include a reference to the programs identified in
Section 306: dual-language immersion and transitional or developmental
programs. The language clearly fails to capture the intent of the initiative, to
encourage the development of bilingual/multilingual programs where very few
schools have them.

Recommendation: The proposed section should be amended to read: “(a) As part
of the development of the LCAP and annual updates, an LEA shall inform and
receive input from stakeholders, including the English learner parent advisory
committee and the parent advisory committee, regarding the LEAs existing
language acquisition programs and language programs, and establishing other
programs including dual-language immersion programs, transitional or
developmental programs, and Structured English Immersion programs.”

4. Section 11311. Parent Requests for Language Acquisition Programs
This regulation should make it very clear the fact that a school district must
implement requested programs, to the extent possible. We believe, based upon
the language in the initiative, burden is on the school district to justify why
parental requests for a particular language acquisition program will not be
honored when the numerical triggers have been met. This proposed section fails
to adequately reflect this burden and should, provide minimum guidelines to
determine what is meant by the phrase “to the extent possible.” This proposed
section must be revised to make clear that the presumption is that the school will
provide the requested program. Additionally, the proposed section states that
resources necessary to implement a language acquisition program must be
identified. However, it does not explain how these resources would factor into the
determination that it is possible or not possible to implement the requested
program immediately or in the future.
Recommendations: a) Add a new subsection to read as follows: “(a) A LEA
shall establish and allow enrollment in any language acquisition program
requested by parents in accordance with Education Code 310, to the extent
possible.” b) Add language explaining how “resources necessary” will be used in
determining that it is possible or not possible to implement programs requested by
parents.

372 Florin Road Suite 311 Sacramento CA 95831
Phone: 916 395-2616 Fax: 916 421-1099
Email: madiaz@earthlink.net



tlsb-elsd-nov17item01
Attachment 4a
Page 5

Zaragoza-Diaz @ Associates
Martha Zaragoza-Diaz

5. Section 11311 (g)(3) (B) Parent Requests for Language Acquisition Programs
The proposed subsection (g) (3)(B) does not specify the form nor the content of
the denials. The proposed subsection also does not require that the explanation of
a denial be reasonable or delineate specific reasons for a denial. Lastly the
proposed regulation gives school districts 90 days to respond. As was required by
Proposition 227, parents or guardians were provided with a full written
description and, upon request from a parent or guardian, a spoken description of
the structured English immersion program and any alternative courses of study
and all education opportunities offered by the school district and available to the
pupils. Additionally, schools were given 20 days to act on parent exception
Waivers, or within 10 calendar days after the expiration of the 30-day placement
in an English only classroom or 20 instructional days upon submission to the
principal.

Recommendations: a) Amend this proposed subsection so that similar standards
and timelines are applied necessary to create the type of parental engagement
envisioned by CA Ed.G.E. b) A requirement that the district notify the requesting
parent within 5 school days about whether the requested program is currently
available, or whether the trigger for such a program has or has not been reached
and provide notice in writing, to parents of pupils attending the school, the
school’s teachers, and administrators, of its determination, should be reduced to
30 days and not 90 days.

6. Section 11311 (i) Parent Requests for Language Acquisition Programs
The proposed subsection (i) is inconsistent with Education Code Section 310. The
proposed subsection makes a distinction between parents of EL students and
parents of native speakers of English with respect to determining the numerical
triggers. Education Code section 310 does not make this distinction. On the
contrary, the statute envisioned that the parents of native English speakers should
be given the opportunity to request a bilingual/multilingual program along with
parents of EL students. Allowing a school district to not consider requests from
the parents of English learners when determining numerical triggers would be
inconsistent with the statue, negate the role of parents of EL students in the
process of seeking programs for their children and would mean that
bilingual/multilingual programs would rarely be implemented.
Recommendation: Amend proposed subsection 11311 (I) to read: “(i) A school
shall consider requests from parents of pupils enrolled in the school who are
native speakers of English when determining whether a threshold specified in
subdivision (g) is reached.”

Other recommendations that should be considered are:
e Establishing an appeal process for parents in the event districts do not abide by
the requirements of CA Ed.G.E.
4
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e Proposed Section 11316 should be clarified to ensure that the Notice is provided
in the primary language of a parent of an EL student unless it is an unreasonable
burden to do so.

e In light of California’s strengthened commitment to local control and stakeholder
engagement in the school funding and planning processes, proposed sections
11301 and 11311 should be amended to require more robust stakeholder
engagement and feedback for the development of acquisition language programs.

The California Association for Bilingual Education and the Californians Together
Coalition also signed onto the letter submitted by the California Rural Legal Assistance
Inc and the Racial Justice-Education Lawyers” Committee for Civil Rights of the San
Francisco Bay Area to CDE’s Regulations Coordinator.

We can’t emphasize enough the importance of the implementation of the CA Ed G.E.
initiative via the regulations. There is much interest and excitement about the
opportunities for expanded program options leading to multilingualism for all of our
students. The Title V regulations need to capture the intent and language of Proposition
58 necessary to provide clear guidance and direction to school districts and schools and
an understanding by parents of Proposition 58. We believe our comments and
recommendations along with those provided by the California Rural Legal Assistance Inc
and the Racial Justice-Education Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights of the San
Francisco Bay Area provide that clarity and direction.

Please contact me t 916-395-2616 should you have questions regarding our comments or
recommendations.

Thank you.

TNl D
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FW: Comments regarding the Proposition 58 Regulations
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Jorge CuevasAntillon [mailto:jorgecuevasantillon@gmail.com]
Aonday, Sep ber 11, 2017 2:06 PM

zricia Alversc ‘Al son@cde.ce »

t: Comn tsregardi  the Proposition 58 RegL  ions

Please see attached comments and suggestions to rove the prc Hsed regr ions.
Thank you.
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Fatrieia Alverson, Regulations Coordinater
Caifornia Department of Education

e Tinde ¢a gov
T Ms Aherson

fease find Le nw suggested amendments to the regulations associated with Proposition 58 dealing with

teeduacatee of Lrgush Learmers

Tne suqnested amendments are hrghhighted in yellow and written in bold itahcs

The lwo suggested amend nents are directed to Section 11309 and Section 11311

Ite amendment to Sechior 11300 addresses the need to ensure that schools offer instruction in the
lunguaye other than English which is differentiated to the individual needs of second language learners

1English-speakers in this instance) and native speakers of that language

The arr endment to Section 11311 addiesses the reality that implementation of a requested language
acquisition program can be denied or significantly delayed by a school for a broad number of reasons and
parents have no statutunly defined recourse When such programs are denied or sicnificantly ae a/ed by
a schoo parents shoud be provided, whenever possible with the option to enroll pupils in a requested

program at another schoot

f v rhave any questions regarding these comments ard suggestions please contactt  at your

CulMceniende
Zest Regards
e, 4P Drsen EAD

Former Admonstrator Jalfornia Depairtment of Education
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Patricra Alverson, Regulations Coordinator
Adminstrative Support and Regulations Adoption Unit
Calitornia Department of Education

1430 N Street, Room 5319

Sacraniento, (A 95814

Regarding: Inputand Comments on the proposed Title V Regulations for Cufiforniu
Educatior fora Global Economy (CA Ed.GE.)

Cahtornia State PTA shares with many other organizations both interest and excitement
regarding the opportunities tor expanded program options leading to multilinguahsm for all
of Calitornmia’s students.

We endorse the following recommendations made by Californians Together m order to
bring addiional clarity and divection to the language of CA Ed.G.E. and believe they should
be considered in modifying the proposed regulations.

The definition of Parent Engagement must include and go beyond the advice of
the English Lea 1+ lvisory Committee. The LCAP process for parent
eugagement is an outreach to all parents not just advisory comnuttees. In addition
the language acquisition programs are for English Learners and parents of native
English speakers. Only consuiting the LCAP English Learner Advisory Committee
loes notinclude engagement of all parents and is a very limited definition for
ngagement in the process of establishing language acquisition programs.

I'he definition of “Language Ac  sitior  rogram”is confusing  d creates the
new  pgory of “Language Program” which is not referenced in CA Ed. G. E.
The regulations reference language acqusition progrums and wnguage progranis.
CA Ed.GUE. only specifies language acquisition programs and that definition
mcludes "The language acquisition programs provided to pupils shall be intormed
by research and shall lead to grade level proficiency and academic achies ement in
noth Pnghsh and another language.” This language should be mcluded i the
resulations and the sanguaae program should be deleted

Definitions should include Dual Langua mmers 1, Transitio ind
Developmental Language Ac sition Programs, The definitions must define all
LANguage dcquisition programs not just Structured English lmmersion.

Parent Notification, Procedures, Timeliness and Appeal Process, There needs
to be clarficarion that notification determining the language acquisition programs
are tor all parents to enroll their children. All notifivations should be available in the
languages spoken at that school. The timeline of 90 calendar day's for a school to
determine whether or not it is practicable to offer such a program is too long, could
cause a year delay in program implementation and discourage parents to continue
with their request. This period should not exceed 20-30 davs. In the event the
sctiool decides it is not able to utfer the program, there needs to be an appeal
process delineated in the regulations.

Attachment 4g
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It addition, California State PTA makes the following comments and recommendations
related to specific language in Title 5. Education, Division 1., Chapter 110 Special Programs,
Subchapter 4. English Language Learner Education

C nt nendation #1
Section 11300, Defimtions. On Page 1. hne 16 thercas areterence to profe: fodd
tine’ during the regular school day inwhich there 1s a tocus on state adopts
Enghsh language development (ELE) standards to assist English learners Howevar,
“protectad time” is not defined.

PTA recommends that the CDE and State Board define "protected time’ in further
detail within the regulations that allows for public comment. Otherwise, teachers
and parents will not know what to expect nor anticipate for each English [earner in
terms of their rights and access to ELD.

C nent con ndation #2
On Page 2, line 15 “Stakeholders” means parents, pupils, teachers administrators,
other school personnel, and interested members of the public.

Comment/Recommendation - PTA recommends inserting “and fanilies” after
parents. We would make the same recommendation throughout the regtiiations

wherever "parents” are referenced.

Comment/Recommendation #3
Section 11301 Community Engagement
Recor ndation: On Page 3 beginning on line 18 amend to read:
(a) As part of the developiment of the LCAP and annual updates, an LEA shalinform
and receive input from stakeho.ders, including the English iearner parent

advisory committee and the parent adv ad
nizatior choaol sites inc
5¢ 1, SCno ecouncil A

CXISUNE (ANEUAZe QCGUISILON Programs ana languape progiais anu
cstablishing other such programs.

Comment/Recommer tion #4
Sertion 11310 Parental Notice
Recommendation: Page 6, lines 31 and 32 amend to read:
..... The notice specified in this section shall include a description of the process tor
parent Ufamilie ' guwith the timeli ddeadlines, to request alanguage

acquisiuon program or language program ror their child.

Respectfully submitted on behalf of California State PTA by
Mary Perry, Vice President for Education
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practicable to otter such a program is too long, could cause a year delay m
program implementation and discourage parents to continue with thei
request. This period should not exceed 20-30 days. In the event the schoal
decides itis not able to offer the program, there needs to be an appeal
process delineated in the regulations

Fam requesting that the above issued be addressed i anew draft of regul stions wnid
another period of time be estabhished tor mput on the modified regulations



tisb-elsd-nov17item01
Attachment 4h
24 Pages



tlsb-elsd-nov17item01
Attachment 4h
24 Pages

define all language acquisition programs notjust Structured English
Immersion,

4. Parent Notification, Procedures, Timelinessan  y; al  ocess ore
needs to be clarificaticn that notification determining tne language
acquisition pro - nsare forall pare o enroll their children. All
notitlcations should be avaiflable in the languages spoken at that school. The
timeline of 90 calendar days for a school ta determine whether or nat it
practicable to offer such a program is teo long, could cause a vear defay in
program imylementation and discourage parents te continue with therr
request. This period snould not exceed 20-30 davs. i the eventthe school
decides itis notable to offer the program, there needs Lo be anappeal
process dehimeated fn the regulations

lamrequesti  hat the above issued be addressed in a new draft of regulativns and
another period of time be established for input on the modified regulations.

Sincerely, 7
AN

. o /\

Executive Lhrector




Patnica Alverson Regulatons Coordinator
Vdmistrata e Support and Regulations Adoption Hnit
fal forma Department of Education

110 N Street, Room 5319

Sactamento CAY581Y

Regardi  Input and Comments on the propesed Title V Regulations tor Califorma
[ ducavon jora Global Feonomy (CA Ed.GE.)

chere s much nterest and excitement about the opportunities for expanded
progrim eptions leading to multiimgualism ror all of Califorma’s students The Title
Vorcoufations need to capture the intent and language of Proposition G¥ ta tacihtate
mplementaton, The totlowiny comments on the regulations are presented o brny
idditionat ¢ artty and direction to the language of CA Ed.GULE and should oe
conaderca nomedifying the proposed regnlations.

1.

I~

e definition of Parent Engagementr include anc 1 be L
advice of the English Learner Advisory Committee. The 0OAP process tor
natent cngagement san otreach to o parents notjust advisory

porittee Inaddit on the language acquisition programs are tor Fnglish
Fearners and parents of native Enghish speakers. Only consulting the LCAP
b shle oo Advisory Committee does not mclude engogement of aly
ety and savery innted defimmon for engagement i the process ot

cotablinb g mgie acgaisition programs.

The detinition of "Language Acquisition Pro - m" is confu: d
vres the new category of "Langu rogram'is not ref A
Ed. G, E. The regulitions reference longuage acquisition programs and
anauage programs CAld, Gk ondy speaties language acquisition programs
and thar defimtion includes “The language acquisition programs provided to
cupthsshall be mtormed by reseirch and shall Tead to grade level proficiend
and academic achievementin both English and another Langiage. This
angnage should be mcluced in the regulations and the lanyuage program

Jhould he defeted.

Detinitions should include Dual Language Immersion, Tra  tional and
Developmental Language Acquisition Programs. The defitations meist
detie all lareuage acquistion prograims noljust Structured Fogelish

Py ersion

Parent Notification, Procedures, Timeliness and Appeal Process. T'heire
pecd o tobe dimcation thhat nonfication deternnning the language

Wques Lon programs are toralo parents to enroll thew chnddren Al

o Leshons hould be avilable i the languages spoken at that school The
e ne o9 aendar days tor o schoob to determine whether or not e o
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nracticable thy ofter such a program is too long, could cause a vear delay n
nrogramoamplementation and discourage parents to continue with ther
request, thrs period should not exceed 20-30 days. Inthe event the schou
tecides it is not able to olter the program, there needs to be an appeal

process dehireated in the regulations.

Fam requesting that the above issued be addressed in a new draft of regulations and
mother perrod of ime be established tor input onthe moditied regulations.

sieerely,

Vanessa Ca'deron Gare.a

State Seal ot Biliteracy District Coordinator
earming Design Coach

Oxnard Union High School District

Vi st dunig
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4, 1 .tNotification, Proc ,’1  eliness a, yeal Process.
There needs to be clarification that notification dewernuning the
language acquisition programs are for all parents to enroll their
children. All notifications should be available in the languages spoken
atthat school. The timeline of 90 calendar days for a school to
determine whether or not it is practicable to offer such a program is
too Jong, could cause a year delay in program implementatior and
discourage parents to continue with their request. This period should
not exceed 20-30 days. In the event the school decides it is notable tn
ofter the program, there needs to be an appeal process delinedted in
the regulations,

Iam requesting that the above issued be addressed in a new draft of
regulations and another perind of time be established tor input on the
modified regulations.

Simcerely,

L S/
i A Y
S

Hugo Morales
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practicable to ofter such a program is too long, could cause a year delav m
program implementation and discourage parents to continue with their
request. This period should notexceed 20-30 days. In the event the school
decides it is not ahle to offer the program. there needs to be an appeal
process delineated in the regulazions.

lam requesting that the above issued be addressed in a new dratt of reguiations and
another period of time be established for input on the modified regulations.

Sincerely,
tneed (Wercd

Editor

Larguage Magazine
21381B Pacific Coast Hwy
Ma ibu CA 80265
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practicable to ofter such a program is too long, could cause a year delay in
program impiementation and discourage parents to continue with their
request. This period should not exceed 20-30 days. In the event the school
decides it 1s not able to offer the progr there needs to be an appeal
process delineated in the regulations.

Lam requesting that the above issued he addressed in a new draft of regulations and
another period of time be established for input on the modified regulations.

Simcerely,

(laudia Lockwood (electronic signature)
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From: P
To: L¢ a Fajardo
Cc: Anars nristensen
Fw: b
Thure |
T
I'mtorwarding o public comment.
Pt
————— Orizmal Messuge-----
From [opes-NMendes \ eronika [ pes-mendes asandionet|

Sent: Phursday - September 07,2017 12:52 PN
ForPatricia Alverson - PATverson a ede.cagon

Subject Prop 3%

Patricia Alverson, Regulations Coordinator Administrative Support and Regulations Adoption Unit Calitornia
Department of Education

[430 N Street. Room 3319

Sacramento. CA 93814

Regardine: Input and Comments on the proposed Title V' Regulations for Calitornia Education for a Global
Feonomy (CN BdLGUED)

Lhere is much interest and excitement about the opportunities for expanded program options leading (o
multilingualism tor alt of Calitornia’s students. The Tide Voregulations need to capture the intent and Tunguage of
Proposition 38 1o tacilitate implementation. The following comments on the regulations are presented to bring
additional cluriny and divection to the fanguage of CA BA.GLELand should be considered in modify ing the proposed

regulations,

b The darinition of Parent b ngagement must inelude and go beyond the advice ot the g I eamner Advison
Comnutiee. e T CAP process for parent engagement is an outreach o all parents not just adyvisory committees. In
addition, the Tanguage acquisition programs are tor Eoglish Tearners and parents of native bnglish speakers. Only
consulting the TC AP English Tearner Advisory Committee Joes not include engagement of all parents and is o ver
mited detinition tor engagement in the process of establishing language acquisition programs,

2. The detiniton of =1 anguage Acquisition Program™ is confusing and creates the new cat 1y ol “lLanguage
Program™ is notreterence in CA Ld. G Fhe regulations reference language acquisition programs and language
programs, CA Ed. Gl oonly specifies language acquisition programs and that definition includes ~The language

acquisition programs provided to pupils shall be informed by research and shall lead to grade fevel proficiency and
avademic achiey ement in both English and another language.”™ This language should be included in the v lations

and the fang program should be  xted.

3. Delinitions should include Dual 1T anguage Immersion. Transitional and Developmental Lai age Acquisition
Programs.  |he delinitions must detine all fanguage acquisition programs not just Structured Lngtish Immersion.
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4. Parent Notification. Procedures. Timeliness and Appeal Process. There needs to be clarification that
notification determining the language acquisition programs are tor all parents to enroll their children. Al
notifications should be available in the languages spoken at that school. The timeline of 90 calendar day s for a
school to determine whether or not it is practicable to offer such a program is too long. could cause aycar delay in
program implementation and discourage parents to continue with their request. This period should not exeeed 20-30
days. Tnthe event the school decides it is not able to offer the program. there needs to be an appeal process

delinecated inther  lations.

I am requesting that the aboy e issued be addressed ina new draft of regulations and another period of time he
established for input on the moditied regulations.

Veronika 1 opes-Nendes. Principal
Rosc rksBler  tan
vopes-mendes asandinet
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Patricia Alverson, Regulations Coordinator
Administrative Support and Regulations Adoption Unit
California Department of Education

1430 N Street, Room 5319

Sacramento, CA 95814

Xilonin Cruz-Gonzalex
389 E Srerra Madye Ave
Azusa CA 91702
9/11/2017

Regardi Inputand Comments on the proposed Title V Regulations for Califorma
Lducation jor a Global Economy (CA Ed.GE)

There is much interest and excitement about the opportunities for expanded
program options leading to multilingualism for all of California’s students. The Title
V' regulations need to capture the intent and Janguage of Proposition 58 to facilitate
implementation. The following comments on the regulations are presented to bring
wdditional clarity and divection to the language of CA EA.G.E. and should be
considered in moditying the proposed regulations.

1.

The definition of Parent Engagement must include and go beyond the
advice of the English Learner 2 ‘isory Committee. The LCAP process for
parent engagement is an outreach to all parents not just advisory
committees. tn addition, the language acquisition programs are for English
ear s and parents of native English speakers. Only consulting the LCAP
Enghsh Learner Advisory Committee does not include engagement of all
parents and is a very limited definition for engagement in the process ot
establishiyg language acquisition programs.

The definition of “Language A rogram” is confus nd
creates the veat  ryof ” Program” is not ref ein CA
Ed. G E. The regulations reference tanguage acquisition programs and
funauage programs. CA Bd. G, L only specifies language acquisition programs
and that detnition includes “The language acquisition programs provided to
pupds snall he antormed by research and shatl lead to grade level proficiency
aud acadenuc achievement o both English and another language.” This
[nguage should beancluded m the regutations and the language program
shoald be deleted

Definitions should inc  leD  Lang e' nersion an ionaland
Developmental Language Acquisition Programs. The definitions must
define all language acquisition programs not just Structured English

fmt  sion.
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4. Parent Notification, Procedures  meliness and Appeal Process. There
needs to be clanfication that notitication determining the language
acquisition programs are for all parents to enrodd their children. All
notifications should be available in the languages spoken at that school The
timeline of 90 calendar days fora school to determine whether o1 not it
practicable to offer such a program is too tong, could cause a yea Wwon
program implementation and discourage parents to continue with their
request. This period should notexceed 20-30 days. [n the event the school
decides it is not able to offer the program, there needs to be a1 appea
process delineated in the regulations.

Iam requesting that the above issued be addressed in a new draft of regu atiors and
another period of time be established for input on the moditied regulations

Sincerely,

Xilonin Cruz-Gonza.ez

Azusa USD Board of Education Vice-President
389 E. Sierra Madre Ave,

Azusa CA 91702
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parents to enroll their children. All notifications should be available in the languages
spoken at that school. The timeline of 90 calendar days for a school to determine whether
or not it is practicable to offer such a program is too long, could cause a year delay in
program implementation and discourage parents to continue with their request. This
period should not exceed 20-30 days. In the event the school decides it is not able to offer
the program, there needs to be an appeal process delineated in the regulations.

1 requesting that the above issued be addressed in a new draft of regulations and another
period of time be established for input on the modified regulations.

Bestr rds,

Vickie Ramos Harris
Montebello, CA

o “harris@gmait o
L1o-sM-rrad ]
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Carla B. Herrera
17313 Leslic Avenue
Cerritos, CA 90703
562-500-8820 Cell - chherrera@mac.com

Patricia Alverson, Regulations Coordinator
Administrative Support and Regulations Adoption Unit
California Department of Education

1430 N Street, Room 5319

Sacramento, CA 95814

September 11, 2017

R rding: Input and Comments on the prr sed Title V Regulations for California
Laucation for a Globul Economy (CA Ed.G.E.}

There is much interest and excitement about the opportunities for expanded
program options teading to multilingualism for all of California’s students. The Title
V regulations need to capture the intent and language of Proposition 58 to facilita
implementation. The following comments on the regulations are presented to bring
additional clarity and direction to the language of CA Ed.G.E. and should be
considered in modifying the proposed regulations.
1. The definition of Parent Engagement must include and gc !
ad eo ieEngli Learner Advisory Committee. The LCAP process for
parent engagement is an outreach to all parents, not just advisory
committees. In addition, the language acquisition programs are for English
Learners, native English speakers, as well as for already bilingual (1-FEP/R-
FEP) students. Therefore there must be an outreach to ALL parents
including ELs, I-FEPs, R-FEPs and native English speakers. Only consulting
the LCAP English Learner Advisory Committee does not include - gement
of all parents and is a very limited definition for engagement int rocess of
establishing language acquisition programs.

2. 10f “Language Acqu tior rogram” is conl (
>w category of “Language Program” that is me
The regulations reference language acquisition programs and
language programs. CA Ed. G. E. only specifies language acquisition programs
and that definition includes “The language acquisition programs provided to
pupils shall be informed by research and shall lead to grade level proficiency
and academic achievement in both English and another language.” Only this
language should be included in the regulations and the language program
should be deleted.
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3. ) uld in D)
1l rsion il
Acquisition Programs, The definitions must define all language acquisition
programs, not just Structured English Immersion.

4. Pa Notification lures, Timeline ! rocess. There
needs to be clarification that notification deternunmg tne language
acquisition programs are for all parents to enroll their children. All
notifications should be available in the languages spoken at that particular
school. The timeline of 90 calendar days for a school to determine whether
or not itis practicable to offer such a program is too long, could cause a vear
delay in program impl  :ntation and discourage pa  ts to continue with
their request. This period should not exceed 20-30 days. In the event the
school decides it is not able to offer the program, there needs to be anappeal
process delineated in the regulations.

I hereby request that the above issues be addressed in a new draft of regulations
and another period of time be established for input on the modified regulations.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

e
Larla B. Herrera

Retired Bilingual Educator
Two-Way rsion Specialist and Consultant
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practicable to ofter such a program is too Jong, could cause a year delay :n
program imolementation and discourage parents to continue with their
request. s period should not exceed 20-30 days. In the event the school

decides it is not able to offer the program, there needs to he an appeal
ess delineated in the regulations.

I am requesting that the above issued be addressed in a new draft of regulations and
another period of time be established for input on the modified regulations.

Martha Hernandez /
2630 Bellerive Court

Oxnard, California 93036
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