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	TO:
	MEMBERS, State Board of Education


	FROM:
	TOM TORLAKSON, State Superintendent of Public Instruction


	SUBJECT:
	Item 5 – Update on Issues Related to California’s Implementation of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act and Other Federal Programs Including, but not Limited to, the School Improvement Grant Approval of Funding of Local Educational Agencies and Schools for the 2012–13 School Improvement Grant Sub-Grants Under Section 1003(g) and Authorization to Approve California’s Fiscal Year 2011 Continuation Awards Only School Improvement Grant Application.


Summary of Key Issues

Federal School Improvement Grant (SIG) regulations provide equal priority for funding Tier I and Tier II schools. The U.S. Department of Education requires states to award SIG funds to serve Tier I and Tier II schools that local education agencies (LEAs) commit to serve prior to awarding any funds to an LEA to serve any Tier III schools. When determining the approvability of an LEA’s capacity to implement the selected school interventions, the California Department of Education (CDE) only recommends awarding funds to those LEAs that developed and submitted a comprehensive and viable application likely to improve student academic achievement.
Only LEA applications that met all of the requirements outlined below were considered for funding. This is a competitive grant, and had all LEAs with eligible schools submitted an approvable application, there would have been insufficient funds to meet the request. However, only 25 LEAs applied on behalf of 58 schools, and of those, 14 LEA applications on behalf of 39 schools met the requirements described below. The remaining 11 LEAs did not submit approvable applications. In addition, one school in an approved LEA was not funded because the LEA’s application did not adequately articulate a plan for fully implementing all required components of the selected intervention model.
For each Tier I and Tier II school that the LEA commits to serve, the LEA Request for Applications (RFA) required the LEA to demonstrate that it:

· Has analyzed the needs and the appropriateness of each model for each school and then selected the model that will be most effective for each school.
· Has the capacity to use SIG funds to provide adequate resources and related support to each Tier I and Tier II school identified in the LEA’s application in order to implement, fully and effectively, the required activities of the school intervention model(s) it has selected.
Summary of Key Issues (Cont.)

· Has consulted with relevant stakeholders regarding the LEA’s application and implementation of school improvement models in its Tier I and Tier II schools.

The LEA was also required to describe actions it has taken, or will take, to:

· Design and implement intervention(s) consistent with the final requirements that may include pre-implementation activities to be carried out prior to the beginning of the 2012–13 school year.

· Recruit, screen, and select external providers, if applicable, to ensure their quality.

· Align other resources with the intervention(s) including federal, state, private, and other district resources.

· Modify its practices or policies, if necessary, to enable its schools to implement the interventions fully and effectively.

· Sustain the reforms after the funding period ends.

The LEA also had to include a timeline delineating the steps it would take to implement the selected intervention in each Tier I and Tier II school identified in the LEA’s application. The LEA also must describe the annual school goals for student achievement on the Standardized Testing and Reporting tests in both reading/language arts and mathematics that it has established in order to monitor its Tier I and Tier II schools that receive school improvement funds.

The list of LEAs and their respective schools recommended for funding using the SIG funds is provided in Attachment 1, Part A.
The list of LEAs and their respective schools not recommended for funding is provided in Attachment 1, Part B.

The list of proposed adjustments to LEA and school budgets based on unallowable or excessive expenditures is provided in Attachment 1, Part C. SIG funds must supplement, not supplant, federal, state, local, or non federal funds. SIG funds may not be used for new construction, most transportation, class size reduction, or purchases not directly related to implementation of the selected intervention model(s).
The Disqualification Summary for the list of LEAs and their respective schools not recommended for funding is provided in Attachment 1, Part D.
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Attachment 1:
Local Educational Agencies and Their Respective Schools Recommended for Funding Using School Improvement Grant Funds     (11 Pages total)
Part A: Total Recommended Funding – Local Educational Agencies that Met RFA Requirements (Pages 1–2)
Part B: Funding Summary – Local Educational Agencies that Did Not Meet RFA Requirements (Pages 3–4)
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