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At its March 9, 2006, meeting, Government Affairs Office presented the State Board of Education (SBE) with a brief update on the status of Senate Bill (SB) 472, Reauthorization of Mathematics and Reading Professional Development Program. This information memorandum is intended to provide the SBE a deeper understanding of the reauthorization of AB 466 and to know the potential impact on educational programs if SB 472 is not passed by the state legislature.

Attachment 1: Mathematics and Reading Professional Development Program (SB 472): Update Report on Reauthorization and Its Potential Impact (3 pages)
Mathematics and Reading Professional Development Program (SB 472)
Update Report on Reauthorization and Its Potential Impact
Senate Bill (SB) 472 (Alquist) includes language from SB 414 (original bill requesting reauthorization of Assembly Bill [AB] 466) and includes new language in response to the Governor’s September 29, 2005, SB 414 veto letter. He cited two specific reasons for his veto:

First, it would allow school districts to claim funding for the same hours
of staff development under both this program and the Beginning Teacher 
Support and Assessment program. Second, it reinstates the Instructional 
Time and Staff Development Reform (staff development buyback days) program… (See Governor’s SB 414 veto message.)

The Governor specifically requested that the legislature work with his administration to eliminate these problems and introduce and pass urgency legislation extending the program’s sunset date beyond its current date of June 30, 2006.

The bill is currently in the Assembly Education Committee awaiting hearing.
Potential Impact If SB 472 Does Not Pass
Maintaining California’s position as a world-class educational leader would be greatly impacted if SB 472 does not pass. At least five critical state and federal programs and initiatives would be negatively impacted: (1) Superintendent O’Connell’s Developing Highly Qualified Teachers and Administrators Initiative; (2) Reading First; (3) AB 430 (reauthorization of AB 75); (4) School Assistance Intervention Team (SAIT) Program; and (5) the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.
Developing Highly Qualified Teachers and Administrators Initiative

In his white paper addressing the issue, Superintendent O’Connell stated that there is: 
…a critical need for the reauthorization of the Mathematics and 
Reading Professional Development program so that teachers 
will be assured of continued access to this important professional 
development opportunity. 
SB 472 criteria includes strategies that specifically support English learners (ELs) and pupils with exceptional needs. Only 10 percent of ELs scored proficient or above in English-language arts on the 2004 California Standards Test (CST), an abysmal statistic that illustrates the critical need for teachers to continue to have access to this training. 

Reading First

Reading First teachers are required to attend AB 466 training. It is essential that they gain an understanding of the State Board of Education’s (SBE’s) adopted instructional materials program, academic content standards, frameworks, instructional strategies, and pacing schedules in order to increase the academic achievement of their students. If SB 472 is not passed, the viability of each district’s reading achievement and continuation in Reading First could be impacted. 

AB 430 (reauthorization of AB 75)
The Principal Training Program was reauthorized September 2005 and will be known as Administrators Training Program (AB 430) beginning July 1, 2006. A primary purpose for this program is to train school site administrators on their SBE-adopted mathematics and reading/language arts instructional materials, just as AB 466 is to train teachers on adopted materials. The linkage of both programs is critical. If SB 472 is not passed, one of the links will be missing. 

SAIT Program 
The SAIT process was put in place as a method to support and guide school personnel on improving instruction and increasing student achievement. The Academic Program Survey (APS) was developed as the instrument by which this guidance occurs. The nine Essential Program Components (EPC) are the basis for the APS. One essential component addresses if the district is providing all of the school’s teachers with AB 466 Professional Development through an SBE-authorized provider. If SB 472 is not passed, then the focus on a systematic, research-based professional development program informing teachers on SBE-adopted instructional materials, academic content standards, framework, and instructional strategies would not occur and school improvement could be jeopardized.

No Child Left Behind Act of 2001
According to the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001:

The key to helping all children learn is to help teachers in each and 
every classroom benefit from the relevant research. That can be 
accomplished by providing professional development for teachers on 
the use of scientifically based reading programs; by the use of instructional materials and programs that are also based on sound scientific research; 
and by ensuring accountability through ongoing assessments. (where is this quote from?)
The SBE-adopted criteria for AB 466 includes each of these essential components and requires training providers to include them in their training materials. If SB 472 is not passed, it will be a major set back and unravel much of the educational reform and initiatives that were developed and passed by the SBE over the past decade. 

Final Comments
As of February 28, 2006, nearly 67,000 teachers have been trained through AB 466, with more than $110 million invested in teacher training on SBE-adopted instructional materials. The July 1, 2005, California Department of Education’s Final Report to the Legislature confirms that AB 466 has been highly rated by both teachers and principals. Over 90 percent of principals surveyed rated the math training as increasing teaching effectiveness, and 97 percent of principals surveyed rated the reading training as increasing teaching effectiveness. Most teachers (86 percent) rated the training as being effective and more importantly, a preponderance of teachers (90 percent) increased their use of the instructional materials in their classrooms. 
Every safeguard has been put into place for ensuring that teachers learn and teach scientifically based instructional materials programs and that they use methodologies that consistently work toward increasing student achievement in reading and mathematics. The passage of SB 472 is a vital component to reaching this goal.


