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Migrant Education Program (MEP) Regional Parent Advisory Councils (RPACs)
Public Comment Summary Chart
Extended 45-day Public Comment Period November 30, 2018 through March 1, 2019

	Proposed
Section
	Commenter
	Comment/Recommendation
	Agency Response

	N/A
	Deborah Escobedo, et al.  
See Letter #3

Cynthia Rice, et al.
See Letter #10

Dalia Padilla
See Letter #6 

	Procedural Objections 
See Letters #3, 10, and 6.

Recommendation:
The commenters recommend that the full regulatory packet be translated into the three top languages spoken by California’s Migrant-EL students and posted with a new 45-day notice period.


	NO ACTION REQUIRED
This comment does not address the content of the regulations but focuses on the process for posting regulations. The California Department of Education (CDE) is not required to provide translated documents under the Administrative Procedures Act; however, the CDE posted a courtesy Spanish translation of the proposed regulations (APA). Pursuant to the APA, the CDE noticed and conducted a 45-day public comments period and extended this comment period after posting the Spanish translation.


	N/A
	Ana Laura Cruz Hernandez, et al.
See Letter#7

	SPAC Representation
See Letter #7.

Recommendation:
The commenter recommends for there to be two State Parent Advisory Council (SPAC) representatives and two community members to attend the meetings and increase the number of meetings from six to twelve. Additionally, the commenter recommends that the state conference to be held every year and for parents to choose the guest speakers and workshop topics.

	NO ACTION REQUIRED
These comments do not address the content of the regulations. The comments submitted pertain to the SPAC and not the RPAC. 





	Proposed
Section
	Commenter
	Comment/Recommendation
	Agency Response

	12011(a)
	Richard Braun
See Letter #1 

Region V, Regional Parent Advisory Council
See Letter #2 

Elizabeth Mora 
See Letter #4 

Jorgina Perez et.al
See Letter #5 

Dalia Padilla
See Letter #6 

Jose Torres,
See Letter #8 
	Composition of the RPAC
See Letters #1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 8 and 9.

Recommendation:

The commenters propose for more than ten, but not to exceed 15, representatives to attend the regional meetings because of multiple districts within the regions and to allow for alternate representative, as needed. Additionally, one commenter requests clarification about the three community members being a requirement or suggestion.

	PARTIALLY ACCEPT
The CDE agrees to accept that composition of the RPAC to be comprised with a maximum of 15 representatives. Additionally, the CDE agrees that the RPACs may elect up to three optional community members so long as the two-thirds requirement for parent members is met.

PARTIALLY REJECT
However, the CDE rejects the recommendation to allow alternate representatives. Alternate representatives do not attend every meeting, thus they would not be well informed or up-to-date on the current topics for meetings in or order to make informed decisions. 

	12012
	Richard Braun
See Letter #1

Jorgina Perez et.al
See Letter #5
	Timing of RPAC Elections
See Letters #1 and 5.

Recommendation:

The commenters suggest that if the SPAC timelines were more in line with the school years, a more reasonable timeframe, the RPAC elections could better align with SPAC.  It seems to create much more confusion to have elections in March when the school year is almost over as opposed to September or October (the beginning of the year). 
Proposal for April as the election month.
	REJECT
To assist local staff implement election timeline for the RPAC and PAC, it is important to create consistency between the two councils. SPAC nominations take place in March, elections take place in April, and officers are elected in early September. The proposed RPAC regulations follow this timeline.

	12014
	Region V, Regional Parent Advisory Council
See Letter #2
 
	Terms 
See Letters #2 and 6.

Recommendation:
We ask for there to be no term limits
	REJECT
Term limits are needed to maximize the number of parents to participate in the council.


	12015
	Richard Braun
See Letter #3


Jorgina Perez et.al
See Letter #6

	Termination 
See Letters #3 and 6.

Recommendation:
The commenters feel that the Migrant or Regional Director, at least the designee of the county superintendent, should have the authority to terminate a member from the RPAC
	REJECT
RPAC is modeled after the SPAC, which provides that only the SSPI may remove a parent. Similarly, only a local superintendent shall have authority to remove a parent from the RPAC. It will provide local staff opportunity to appeal to the local superintendent, who is likely an unbiased authority. 


	12018

	Richard Braun
See Letter #1
	Quorum
See Letter #1.

Recommendation:
Sub-section (c), if 2/3 are parents, there should be already quorum. If there is no quorum, then no action can be taken to vote in the community representatives.  Therefore, this is not needed.
	REJECT
A quorum is essential in the RPAC as members must be present at its meetings to make the proceedings of the meetings valid. Therefore a quorum is necessary with the two-thirds parent member requirement to conduct business of the meetings
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