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Closed Session
The Board met in Closed Session from 8:10 a.m. to 8:31 a.m.
Call to Order: Public Session

President Green called the Public Session to order at 8:35 a.m.
Salute to the Flag

Mr. Fisher led the Board, staff, and audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Announcements/Communications

President Green reminded the audience that the Board would recess around 10 a.m. to allow the Board and others to acknowledge the important contributions of Ms. Tacheny and Mr. Hastings. A reception would follow in the Press Room adjacent to the Board Room.

Closed Session Report

Chief Counsel Karen Steentofte reported that the Board had met in Closed Session.  In Closed Session the Board received an update from their attorneys on Centinela Valley Union High School District, et. al. v. State Board of Education, et al. and took no action.  The Board also received an update from their attorneys on Californians for Justice Education Fund et al v. State Board of Education and took action to direct their attorneys to accept a settlement offer regarding attorney fees that included withdrawing the State Board of Education’s appeal in this matter.

	ITEM 9
	No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001: Federal Program Monitoring Visit, Report of Findings and California’s Response.
	INFORMATION

ACTION


This item had been discussed the previous day. See Minutes from Wednesday, January 12, 2005. Action had been postponed until Thursday, January 13, 2005.

Mr. Flores summarized the CDE’s and SBE’s concerns about Critical Elements 1.3 and 1.4 of the federal monitoring report.

President Green asked Mr. Flores to address other issues raised in the monitoring report. Mr. Flores reported that the finding for Element 2.1, which addresses a state education agency’s (SEA) activities to support the hiring and retention of highly qualified staff, reflected the USDE’s concern that California wouldn’t meet the 2005-06 timeline for ensuring that all students would be taught by highly qualified teachers and paraprofessionals. The NCLB states that the SEA must provide guidance to LEAs for identifying qualified paraprofessionals, including providing examples of valid and reliable assessment tests, although there is no requirement that the SEA select a particular test. Mr. Flores recalled that the Board gave LEAs the responsibility to identify paraprofessional tests. He indicated that the CDE has a data collection in place by which LEAs report the number of qualified Title I-funded paraprofessionals they employ and that the CDE established annual growth objectives for each LEA. The proposed response describes these and other technical assistance activities the CDE has provided to LEAs.

Mr. Flores summarized the remainder of the proposed response by saying it reports activities California has already implemented and identifies things California could do to improve and strengthen assistance to the field. 

President Green commented that the CDE’s recommended action would provide a timely response to the USDE and referenced California’s intent to address elements 1.3 and 1.4 in a conversation with Secretary Spellings. Ms. Reiss concurred and encouraged the Board to convene its NCLB liaisons to begin development of an action plan given an adverse response from the USDE.

· ACTION: Ms. Johnson moved to approve the draft response from the President of the State Board of Education and the Superintendent for Public Instruction for submittal to the U.S. Department of Education subject to non-substantive changes as approved by the Executive Director of the Board and the Superintendent. Ms. Tacheny seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 9-0.

	ITEM 42
	Annual Report of Waiver Activity 2003.
	INFORMATION

ACTION


Judy Pinegar, Waiver Office, with assistance from Ms. Parker and Sue Stickel, Deputy for Curriculum and Instruction, provided an overview of the item and answered Board members questions.

There was no action taken on this item.

NON-CONSENT WAIVERS

ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE INDEX (adult testing irregularities)

	ITEM W-1
	Oakland Unified School District (OUSD) Academic Performance Index (API) Waiver. Specifically, the OUSD requests waiver of a portion of Title 5, CCR Section 1032(d)(1) & (6) to allow Peralta Elementary School to be given a valid API for the 2004 year despite “adult testing irregularities” (CST mathematics for 17 second-grade students) 16.8 percent.

Waiver Number: 5-11-2004

(Recommended for DENIAL)
	ACTION


Ms. Pinegar, with help from Robert Bernstein, manager of the Educational Planning and Information Center of the Assessment and Accountability Division, introduced this item to the Board. The CDE recommended denial of the waiver.

Individuals who addressed the Board:

Assembly Member Loni Hancock, also speaking for Assembly Chairmember Wilma Chan

Francis Kaimer, parent

Rosette Costello, principal of Peralta Elementary School 

Assemblymember Hancock stated that she was speaking as a grandparent of a Peralta student. She asked that the Board seriously consider data on the school’s academic record and approve the waiver. She reported that the school’s schoolwide API for 2002-03 was 757, its African American subgroup API was 741, and its low-income student subgroup API was 739. She commented that the school is very small with only about 100 students so that a problem with only one test item in one class could seriously impact the school.

Ms. Bloom asked about the effect of percentages when applied to a small vs. a large school population. In response, Mr. Padia reported that the Board picked a percentage because it’s fair to small schools. He indicated that, earlier in the state’s accountability system, the Board had used an absolute number, but would end up arguing with district people about its unfair effect. While some waiver requests with testing irregularities of close to 5% have been approved, the percent of students affected has never been as high as 16%.

President Green asked Ms. Sigman to explain the possible impact of one item being presented incorrectly. Ms. Sigman responded that, given the integrity of the testing system, one item could move a school into a different performance category. 

Ms. Kaimer countered that analyses performed by the school indicated that the testing irregularity had not impaired the integrity of the test. 

Board members discussed whether or not their approval of this waiver would set a precedent for future waiver discussions. Mr. Fisher asked Ms. Pinegar to speak to the precedent setting concern. Ms. Pinegar indicated that waivers are not considered precedent setting actions. Ms. Reiss commented that the reason the Board had discussions was to respond to the individual circumstances of each waiver request. Ms. Bloom suggested the Board was dealing with two policy issues. One was the waiver policy and the other was the specific testing regulation.

Mr. Nunez suggested that the nature of the waiver process permitted the Board to examine situations on a case-by-case basis. He commented further that, with all the issues reported in Oakland, it seemed important not to deny an API to a high performing school in Oakland. 

Ms. Tacheny acknowledged the difficulty in making decisions like this but emphasized the need to protect the rigor of the API process. 

Assemblymember Hancock commented that Secretary of Education Richard Riordan wanted to remind the Board the testing irregularity was self-reported. The purpose of the API is to provide accurate information on achievement to the public and to parents.

Mr. Padia indicated that the CDE is not insensitive to the effect of testing requirements on schools, but reminded the Board that the issue was protecting the integrity of the API. 

Gavin Payne, Chief Deputy Superintendent of Public Instruction, reiterated that CDE staff agonized over this decision because it operates the Oakland School District and is aware of the many unique circumstances within the district.  He affirmed, however, that the overriding issue was the integrity of the API system on which we base so much decision-making about data-driven instruction. He commented that Peralta Elementary School is a good school, would continue to be good school, and would experience little tangible effect of not having an API.

· MOTION FAILED: Ms. Tacheny moved to deny the waiver request as recommended by staff. Mr. Hastings seconded the motion. The motion failed on a vote of 4-6. Ms. Bloom, Mr. Nunez, Ms. Reiss, Mr. Williams, Mr. Gill, and Mr. Fisher voted against the motion.

· ACTION: Ms. Reiss moved to approve the waiver. Ms. Bloom seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 6-4. Ms. Johnson, Mr. Hastings, Ms. Tacheny, and Ms. Green voted against the motion.

	ITEM W-2
	Napa Valley Unified School District (NVUSD) Academic Performance Index (API) Waiver.  Specifically, the NVUSD requests waiver of a portion of Title 5, CCR Section 1032(d)(1) to allow Pueblo Vista Elementary School to be given a valid API for the 2004 year despite “adult testing irregularities”. (CAPA test for 9 students, 5.26 percent)

Waiver Number: 3-11-2004

(Recommended for DENIAL)
	ACTION


Mr. Bernstein provided background on this item.

Individual who addressed the Board:

Alina Tescana, Testing Coordinator, Napa Valley Unified School District

· ACTION: Ms. Tacheny moved to approve the waiver request. Mr. Fisher seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 10-0.

CONSENT WAIVERS: WC-1 through WC-9 

	WC-1
	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-25-2004
	ACTION

	WC-2
	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-25-2004
	ACTION

	WC-3
	Request by Shandon 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-25-2004
	ACTION

	WC-4
	Request by Waterford 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-25-2004
	ACTION

	WC-5
	Request by Acton-Agua Dulce 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-25-2004
	ACTION

	WC-6
	Request by El Tejon 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-25-2004
	ACTION

	WC-7
	Request by Natomas Unified School District to waive Title 5 California Code of Regulations 11960(a) related to charter school attendance for two different sites, Sacramento Valley Technical High School and Sacramento Valley Technical High School Independent Study Program, to allow a calendar with two different tracks.

Waiver Number: 6-10-2004
	ACTION

	WC-8
	Request by San Jose Unified School District for a retroactive waiver for the 2002/2003 fiscal year of Education Code (EC) Section 60119 regarding Annual Public Hearing on the availability of textbooks and instructional materials. The district had an audit finding for fiscal year 2002-2003 that they failed to properly notice (10 days) the public hearing. 

Wavier Number: 7-10-2004
	ACTION

	WC-9
	Request by Manhattan Beach 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 Hooked on Health, Substance Abuse, Violence Prevention Program, Kindergarten through fifth grade program.

Waiver Number: Fed-29-2004
	ACTION


Ms. Pinegar introduced the item.

· ACTION: Ms. Bloom moved to adopt staff recommendations to approve WC-1, WC-2, WC-3, WC-4, WC-5, WC-6, WC-7, WC-8, and WC-9, including any conditions, and with the changes to WC-7 that corrected the legal reference to the subject area of the waiver (from Education Code Section 11960(a) to Title 5 California Code of Regulations Section 11960(a)) and limited the term of the waiver to two years minus one day. Ms. Reiss seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 10-0.

NON-CONSENT WAIVERS

BOND INDEBTEDNESS

	ITEM W-3
	Request by Greenfield Union School District to waive Education Code (EC) Section 15102, to allow the district to exceed its bonding limit of 1.25 percent of the taxable assessed value of property.  (Requesting 1.31 percent)

Waiver Number: 2-11-2004

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

EC 33051(c) will apply
	ACTION


Ms. Pinegar provided background on the item.

· ACTION: Mr. Gill moved to approve the waiver on the condition that the bonded indebtedness of Greenfield Union School District not exceed 1.1 percent of the assessed valuation of taxable property of the district and that the waiver is limited to the sale of the bonds approved by the voters in the March 1999 election. EC 33051(c) will apply. Mr. Fisher seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 10-0.

CHARTER SCHOOLS

	ITEM W-4
	Request by Eagles Peak Charter School under Education Code (EC) Section 33050 to waive EC Section 47605.1(c)(2) pertaining to geographic limits on resource centers for nonclassroom-based charter schools so that Eagles Peak Charter School can continue to operate eight centers in two adjacent counties, and open two more centers in these counties.

Waiver Number: 4-11-2004

(Recommended for DENIAL)
	ACTION


Ms. Pinegar, with assistance from Ms. Reyes, provided background on this item. Ms. Reyes reported that geographic limitations were created under AB 1994 to prevent charter schools from developing learning centers removed from the authorizing LEA, which provides oversight. She described alternatives the charter school could utilize to remedy the problem.

Individuals who addressed the Board:

Lisa Corr, Attorney

Dr. Kathleen Hermsmeyer, Executive Director, Eagles Peak Charter School 

Brian Bristol, Superintendent, Julian Unified High School District (chartering agency)
Mr. Hastings commented that the Board was very concerned with relatively small districts approving charters that enroll large numbers of students. In this case, the district has an ADA of 250, but the charter school has an ADA of 1,500. Oversight of the charter school can be difficult because of the authorizing LEA’s dependence on revenue from the charter school. 

Ms. Bloom commented that the problem seemed to be an influx of students from a California Charter Academy school that had closed just prior to the start of the school year. Mr. Hastings indicated that, if granted a one-year waiver, the school would need to submit a petition to gain authorization to operate for additional years from the Riverside County Office of Education.

· ACTION: Mr. Hastings moved to approve the waiver request for one year only. Ms. Reiss seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 9-0. Ms. Johnson was not present at the time of the vote.

The Board meeting recessed at 10:30 a.m. to allow time for honoring the contributions of Ms. Tacheny and Mr. Hastings, for presenting certificates of appreciation, and for the brief reception. 

The Board meeting reconvened at 11:15 a.m.

	ITEM 36
	Appointments to the Advisory Commission on Charter Schools. 
	INFORMATION

ACTION


Marta Reyes, Director of the Charter Schools Division, provided background information on this item.

The following individuals addressed the Board:

Gary Borden, Charter Voice

Sherry Skelly, Griffith, Association of California School Administrators
· ACTION: Mr. Nunez moved that the State Board appoint Commissioners Mark Kushner, Michael Piscal, Vickie Barber, and Rae Belisle to the Advisory Commission on Charter Schools. Mr. Fisher seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 9-0. 

	ITEM 37
	Charter Schools: Determination of Funding Requests for 2004-05 (and beyond) for Nonclassroom-Based Charter Schools.
	INFORMATION ACTION


Ms. Reyes introduced this item.

· ACTION: Mr. Williams moved that the State Board approve the 2004-05 (and beyond) determination of funding requests from charter schools pursuant to Education Code sections 47612.5 and 47634.2, and California Code of Regulations, Title 5 sections 11963 to 11963.6, inclusive, based upon the recommendations of the Advisory Commission on Charter Schools (ACCS) and the California Department of Education (CDE). Ms. Johnson seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 9-0.

	ITEM 38
	Request by the Hickman Community Charter District to Renew its Charter as an All-Charter District.
	INFORMATION ACTION

PUBLIC HEARING


Ms. Reyes asked Aiden Ely, Education Programs Consultant in the Charter Schools Division, to describe the staff review process and findings. Mr. Ely reported that CDE staff evaluated student performance at the district level as well as for every school. At both levels, the charter district exceeded criteria required for renewing the petition. The charter district reformatted its petition to reflect the California model charter school petition and incorporated recommendations made by CDE staff.

Ms. Bloom asked about API scores for the schools and noted that the similar schools ranking was quite low. Mr. Ely responded that charter schools often do not collect income data on their students’ families and, as a consequence, may not be assigned an appropriate similar school group. Ms. Reyes indicated that her division is working aggressively to help charter schools improve collection of student demographic information.

Public Hearing: Open. 11:45 a.m. 

There were no speakers.

Public Hearing: Closed. 11:46 a.m. 

· ACTION: Ms. Reiss moved to approve the request by the Hickman Community Charter District to renew its charter as an all-charter district. Mr. Gill seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 9-0. Mr. Hastings was not present at the time of the vote.

	ITEM 39
	Request by Waterman Charter School to Approve a Petition to Become a Charter School Under the Oversight of the State Board of Education.
	INFORMATION

ACTION

PUBLIC HEARING


Ms. Reyes asked Monique Moton, Education Programs Consultant in the Charter Schools Division, to discuss CDE staff findings. Ms. Moton reported that the Charter School:

· presents an unsound educational program for pupils to be enrolled in the charter school; 

· the petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition; and 

· the petition does not contain reasonably comprehensive descriptions of the required elements.

Ms. Moton also reported that the Advisory Commission on Charter Schools (ACCS) recommended denial of the petition.
Public Hearing: Open. 11:50 a.m. 

The following individuals addressed the Board:

Steve Stewart, Treasurer of Waterman Academy Inc.

Public Hearing: Closed. 12:02 p.m.
Mr. Nunez thanked the ACCS for its thoroughness in evaluating petitions that come to the State Board and for ensuring that only charter schools ready to hit the ground running are approved. Mr. Fisher affirmed the statement, indicating that the Board has an obligation to provide a gold standard and should not be accepting those that aren’t really well done.

· ACTION: Ms. Reiss moved that the State Board deny the petition based on the staff findings regarding the soundness of the educational program, the likelihood of successful implementation, and the comprehensiveness of the descriptions of the required elements. Mr. Fisher seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 9-0. Mr. Hastings was not present at the time of the vote.

	ITEM 40
	Request by New Voices Charter School to Approve a Petition to Become a Charter School Under the Oversight of the State Board of Education.
	INFORMATION

ACTION

PUBLIC HEARING


Ms. Moton reported that the Charter School:

· presents an unsound educational program for pupils to be enrolled in the charter school; 

· the petitioners are demonstrably unlikely to successfully implement the program set forth in the petition; and 

· the petition does not contain reasonably comprehensive descriptions of the required elements.

Ms. Moton indicated that, with regard to the third finding, the petition is missing 12 of 16 required program elements. These include descriptions of the education program, measurable pupil outcomes, and methods to assess pupil outcomes. She reported that the ACCS recommended denial of the petition.
Public Hearing: Open. 12:15 p.m.

Individuals who addressed the Board:

Deirdre Duncan, parent

Statice Wilmore, founder and CEO of Walter E. Wilmore Foundation
Public Hearing Closed. 12:25 p.m.
Mr. Gill asked about plans for teaching special education students in the school. Ms. Moton indicated that New Voices proposed to teach deaf and hard of hearing students, but had made no provision in the petition to indicate how they would do that. She stated that special education staff had reviewed the special education portions of the plan. 

Ms. Bloom asked about the review process and whether there was interaction between the petitioners and the CDE. Ms. Reyes indicated that charters have the opportunity to respond to findings at the district and county office levels before coming to the SBE. However, the charter division is bound to make its findings based on the original petition. 

· ACTION: Mr. Nunez moved that the State Board deny the petition based on the staff findings regarding the soundness of the educational program, the likelihood of successful implementation, and the comprehensiveness of the descriptions of the required elements. Mr. Williams seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 9-0. Mr. Hastings was not present at the time of the vote.

	ITEM 41
	Request by Leadership Public Schools—Hayward to Approve a Petition to Become a Charter School Under the Oversight of the State Board of Education.
	INFORMATION

ACTION

PUBLIC HEARING


This item was postponed until the March meeting.

NON-CONSENT WAIVERS

II/USP (STATE MONITORED) WITH VALID API SCORES

	ITEM W-5
	Request by Atwater Elementary School District for Peggy Heller Elementary School in the Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program (II/USP) to waive sanctions in portions of Education Code (EC) Section 52055.5(h), in effect to keep the school on "watch" for the 2004-05 school year.  

Waiver Number: 1-12-2004

(Recommended for DENIAL)
	ACTION


Ms. Pinegar introduced the item by indicating that the Board does have a waiver policy for this section of the statute, but that this request did not meet the required conditions.

The Board discussed in depth the issue of determining when a school should be kept on “watch” and when it should become state monitored. Mr. Nunes commented that the school reflected a typical scenario of receiving help, showing a large spike in student scores, and then a flattening out. He predicted that, without SAIT-team support, the school would likely show another spike in response to its new district-created plan followed by another period of flat API scores.

Individual who addressed the Board: 

Dr. Lou Obermeyer, Superintendent, Atwater Elementary School District 

· ACTION: Mr. Nunez moved to approve the waiver request for one year. Ms. Bloom seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 8-0. Mr. Hastings and Mr. Fisher were not present at the time of the vote.

II/USP (STATE MONITORED) WITHOUT VALID 2003 API SCORES 

	ITEM W-6
	Request by Lodi Unified School District for Heritage Elementary School in the Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program (II/USP) to waive sanctions in portions of Education Code (EC) Section 52055.5(h), in effect to keep the school on "watch" for the 2004-05 school year.  

Waiver Number: 11-11-2000

(Recommended for DENIAL)
	ACTION


Ms. Pinegar, with assistance from Jenny Singh, consultant with the Intervention Assistance Office, provided background on the item. Ms. Pinegar reported that, because the school did not have a valid API, she was unable to apply the Board’s waiver policy. Ms. Singh explained that the school did not have a valid API because, in the prior year, the school had had a testing irregularity. 

Individuals who addressed the Board:

Catherine Pennington, Assistant Superintendent, Lodi Unified School District

William Huyett, Superintendent, Lodi Unified School District 
· ACTION: Ms. Tacheny moved to deny the waiver request on the basis of Education Code Section 33051(a)(1), grounds that the educational needs of the pupils are not adequately addressed. Ms. Bloom seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 8-0. Mr. Hastings and Mr. Fisher were not present at the time of the vote.

	ITEM W-7
	Request by Tulare Joint Union High School District for Tulare Western High School in the Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program (II/USP) to waive sanctions in portions of Education Code (EC) Section 52055.5(h), in effect to keep the school on "watch" for the 2004-05 school year.  

Waiver Number: 2-12-2004

(Recommended for DENIAL)
	ACTION


Ms. Pinegar, with assistance from Ms. Singh, provided background on the item. 

Individuals who addressed the Board:

Ross Gentry, Assistant Superintendent of Instruction, Tulare Joint Union High School District

Fern Barlogio, Principal, Tulare Western High School
· ACTION: Ms. Johnson moved to deny the waiver request on the basis of Education Code Section 33051(a)(1), the educational needs of the pupils are not adequately addressed. Ms. Tacheny seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 8-0. Mr. Hastings and Mr. Fisher were not present at the time of the vote.

	ITEM 43
	Wiseburn Unified School District Reorganization and Compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
	INFORMATION

ACTION


Larry Shirey, Consultant with the Financial Accountability and Information Services Office, explained that the Board had adopted a Negative Declaration and approved the proposed Wiseburn Unified School District Reorganization at its September 9, 2004 meeting. Since that date, an issue was raised about the sufficiency of the public notice leading up to the Board’s action. Mr. Shirey stated that, if there were any chance CDE did not provide sufficient opportunity for the public to participate, the best action would be to rescind the previous adoption.

Individual who addressed the Board:

John Peterson, Chief Petitioner

· ACTION: Ms. Reiss moved to approve the staff recommendation to rescind the September 9, 2004 Board actions to (1) adopt the Negative Declaration, and (2) approve the proposed Wiseburn Unified School District Reorganization, and to direct staff to place these items on the next feasible agenda for further action. Ms. Bloom seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 7-0. Ms. Tacheny, Mr. Hastings, and Mr. Fisher were not present at the time of the vote.

	ITEM 44
	School Accountability Report Cards: Proposed Changes Pursuant to Senate Bill 550 (Implementation of Settlement Agreement in Williams, et al. v State of California, et al.).
	INFORMATION

ACTION


Rachel Perry, Manager of the Evaluation, Research, and Analysis Unit, provided background on the item. She indicated that the proposed School Accountability Report Card (SARC) changes were made in response to the Williams settlement, and legislation. The legislation required that three elements be added to the SARC. 

Ms. Perry stated that the proposed changes would relate only to any SARCs not yet completed. With regard to the sufficiency of textbooks issue, the current proposal includes a new table that would allow districts to report the sufficiency of standards-aligned textbooks and other instructional materials separately by content area. The time period for the data used in the SARC for the sufficiency of textbooks section would also be changed such that the reporting time period would be the most recently collected data with month and year identified. The same language was added to the data definition for reporting on the safety, cleanliness, and adequacy of school facilities. In addition, the description should include a report on whether any of eight emergency facilities needs existed at the schools site if such data has been collected.

Individuals who addressed the Board:

Brooks Allen, American Civil Liberties Union 

John Affeldt, Public Advocate

Silvia DeRuvo, California Association of Resource Specialists and Special Education Teachers
· ACTION: Ms. Reiss moved to approve the revisions to the School Accountability Report Card for the 2003-04 and the 2004-05 school year as recommended by staff in the last minute memorandum. Ms. Tacheny seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a vote of 8-0. Mr. Hastings and Mr. Fisher were not present at the time of the vote.

President Green adjourned the meeting at 1:22 p.m.
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