clab-dsid-sep11item01

Page 3 of 3

	California Department of Education
Executive Office
SBE-003 (REV. 08/2010)

clab-dsid-sep11item01
	ITEM #04 

	[image: image1.png]
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	SUBJECT

Elementary and Secondary Education Act: Approval of Local Educational Agency Plans, Title I, Section 1112 and Local Educational Agency Plan Overview.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve Local Educational Agency (LEA) Plans listed in Attachment 1.

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


The 2002 No Child Left Behind (NCLB) provisions of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) of 1965 state in Section 1112(e)(2) that the state educational agency (SEA) shall approve an LEA’s Plan if the SEA determines that the LEA’s Plan is designed to enable its schools to substantially help children meet the academic standards expected for all children. The approval of an LEA Plan by the local school board and by the SBE is a requirement for receiving federal funding sub-grants for ESEA programs.
The California review of initial LEA Plans under the NCLB authorization of ESEA was discussed by the SBE in June and July 2003. In June 2003, the SBE directed CDE staff to assess the relative presence of each of the LEA Plan provisions required by federal law and to avoid adding any additional requirements. Staff from across the CDE was trained to use checklists of the required provisions. 

At its July 2003 meeting, the SBE approved the CDE recommendation to approve all 1,040 LEA Plans, 395 of which required additional technical information but which were approved pending submission of additional materials. Since the current LEA Plan 
process was developed in July 2003, CDE goal reviewers have used the adopted checklists to review initial LEA Plans and the SBE has approved 1,583 LEA Plans.

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


The purpose of the LEA Plan is to develop an integrated, coordinated set of actions that LEAs will take to ensure that they meet certain programmatic requirements, including student academic services designed to increase student achievement and performance,
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


coordination of services, needs assessments, consultations, school choice, supplemental services, services to homeless students, and others as required.
School districts, county offices and direct-funded charter schools submit initial LEA Plans to the CDE as part of the application for ESEA funding. CDE program staff review Plans for compliance with the requirements of the ESEA. Reviews include review of the presence of required goals, planned activities, and proposed timelines to improve student performance in reading and mathematics.

Goals and activities address reading and mathematics, programs for English learner students; professional development and assurance of highly qualified teachers; safe and drug-free school environments conducive to learning; and strategies to improve student graduation rates, prevent dropouts, and promote advanced placement. If an LEA Plan lacks the required information, CDE program staff works with the LEA to ensure the necessary information is included in the Plan before recommending approval to the SBE.

Following initial CDE review and SBE approval of initial LEA Plans, federal law requires all LEAs and direct-funded charter schools to periodically review and update their LEA Plans as necessary. California defines this as an annual review and update. Any changes must be approved by an LEA’s local governing board, but routine LEA Plan updates are not submitted to CDE unless the LEA is in Improvement when requirements vary. 
Any LEA receiving ESEA funds that fails to make its Adequate Yearly Progress achievement goals or, in the case of Title II, fails to meet Highly Qualified Teacher requirements, becomes subject to improvement. Planning requirements, technical assistance, Plan review by CDE staff, and accountability requirements for LEA performance escalate as LEAs advance in improvement.
The CDE understands that the SBE is interested in strengthening LEA Plans. The SBE has expressed an interest in increasing the rigor of LEA plans now before ESEA is reauthorized. However, in May 2011 conversations with federal Student Achievement and School Accountability officials, CDE was cautioned about changing the standard for the review of initial LEA Plans, absent changing the standard for all LEA Plans. Further, ESEA Section 1112 (d) (2) states that each LEA Plan shall remain in effect for the duration of the agency’s participation in this section of ESEA.
Thus, CDE is disinclined to recommend changes to the initial review of LEA Plans. A future SBE item will address the natural policy opportunities which are available when LEAs fail to make academic achievement targets and advance into Improvement status. In the interim, the CDE is: reviewing its tools for LEA use while in Improvement, aligning them, as appropriate, to support implementation of the Common Core State Standards; conducting professional development on how to write, support, and monitor an effective LEA Plan; and working across ESEA Titles to create more internal coherence within ESEA-funded programs. 
	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


There is no fiscal impact to state operations.

	ATTACHMENT(S)


Attachment 1:
Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended for State Board of Education Approval (1 Page)
Attachment 2:
Academic Performance for Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended for State Board of Education Approval of Local Educational Agency Plan (1 Page)
Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended

for State Board of Education Approval

	Local Educational Agency Name
	County-District-School

Code
	Academic Performance

Data 

	Redwood Preparatory Charter School
	12-63016-0124164
	None available; opened August 2011

	Team Charter School
	39-68676-0124958
	None available; opened September 2011

	Tree of Life Charter School
	23-65615-6117386
	See Attachment 2


Academic Performance for Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended for State Board of Education Approval

of Local Educational Agency Plans

	LEA Name: Tree of Life Charter School

CDS CODE: 23-65615-6117386

	Met All Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Criteria
	English-Language Arts
	Mathematics
	Academic Performance Index (API)

	
	
	Percent At or Above Proficient
(56.8%)
	Met 2010 AYP Criteria?
	Percent At or Above Proficient
(58.0%)
	Met 2010 AYP Criteria?
	2009

Base API
	2010

Growth API
	Met 2009–10 Growth API Targets***

	Schoolwide
	Yes, met 4 of 4
	48.6
	Yes (CI)
	40.0
	Yes (CI)
	
	
	N/A

	African American or Black

(not of Hispanic origin)
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	American Indian or Alaska Native
	
	--
	--
	--
	--
	
	
	

	Asian
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Filipino
	
	--
	--
	--
	--
	
	
	

	Hispanic or Latino
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
	
	--
	--
	--
	--
	
	
	

	White (not of Hispanic origin)
	
	50.0
	**
	55.6
	**
	
	
	

	Two or More Races
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	

	Socioeconomically Disadvantaged
	
	28.6
	**
	28.6
	**
	
	
	

	English Learners
	
	--
	--
	--
	--
	
	
	

	Students with Disabilities
	
	**
	**
	**
	**
	
	
	


-- Indicates no data are available.

** Indicates AYP criteria are not applied because there are too few students in this subgroup to be numerically significant.

***Growth targets are 5 percent difference between the Base API and statewide target of 800. The 2010 API criteria for meeting federal AYP: a minimum “2010 Growth API” score of 680 OR “2009-10 Growth” of at least one point.
CI = Passed using confidence intervals: Small schools and LEAs with fewer than 100 valid scores have adjusted AMOs to account for the small number of test scores. These schools and LEAs met the adjusted percent proficient criteria using a confidence interval methodology. Very small schools and LEAs with fewer than 11 valid scores have adjusted API criteria to account for the very small number of test scores. These schools and LEAs met the adjusted API criteria using confidence interval methodology.
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