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4

/ INSTRUCTIONS POR THE SCHOOL PROGRAM REVIEW-
COMPLIANCE SCREENING PROCESS, 1981-82

] ..
Introduction b .

'l‘he Compliance Summary Form for Progre- ‘Review is used at .elemsentary and
secondary scheol sites to determine co-plience with federal and state mn
and regulations. -All schools receiving consolidasted applicatiop program’
funds are required to conform to the‘'standards specified in the Guide for
- Reviewing ! School”’ ProgrameCompliance. For .the first tile, this year's

document includes reference to stydents \h exceptional needs (PL 94-142 and
SB ;870), and includes amendments¥to bilingual education as & result of AB
507/80.

School program review teans use this inotr_ent to determihe program
compliance. However, since program reviews are not conducted in every school
each year, schools and districts are encouraged to use the insttument as an
ongoing planning tool.

A
H

Co-plience with these standards is the responsibility of the scbol
district. Compliance at each individual™¥¢hool is one test of oversll com-
. pliance by the district. Therefore, the rgsults of school program compliance
reviews will be important information us
district-level compliance reviews. a

’

7

Structure of the Compliance Summary Form for Program Review
[

The content of the summary form is orgcnized into three coiumns:

" Column l-Iten--lists compliance item numbers. The School Programs
Conplicnce Review Screening Items cantains the legal basis for each com=
‘pliance issue. There are 64 compliance items; in some cases, a compliance
item consists of sevetal parts, all of which are tobe given a siule

response, ' P
* Column Z“Finding--will be completed by the lead reviewer with: the
complTance determination based on the program review. Reviewers are to

e

circle one of the three pouil/:\le responses. . -
Column 3--Comments--reviewers are to enter‘in this column the reuon(l)
why a particular compliance item has been ‘marked "N.”

A} : ‘

Multiple ReLponces‘

i ¢ é
For e‘ach compliance item, reviewers are to select one of the following
three responses:

NA. This item is not applicable. . ' .

Y

Cs Compliant

N. Not compliant. Within 45 days, the school district must submit f
response to thg State Department of Education which either: - N
(1) describes how the noncompliance finding has been resolved;, or
(2) outlines a proposed co.plicnce agreement,

by program review teams conducting’

3
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’ N Reviewers are to lelect response “NA" uhen they detenine that, a
. J conpl:lance item is mot appltéable to the school. .
M Rev%eueu'are. to select ‘response “C” vhen they are able to verify that

the Bchool co.pliel with a compliance item. This response should be used
only whep the reviewer can clearly establish that the school is in compli-
ancé. Dp not select a “C" response when doubts or uncertainties remain

. . concerning compliance. The burden of proof for any issue re-ains with the
' school and the school diltrict.
“ Reviewers are to select reeponee N wvhen they are unable to verify that
\ . the scheol complies with a complisnce item. This response will necessitate a
oL written response from the school district to the Department regarding a-
"=  particular issue. . . ‘
’ . 0‘ . o
“ The Relationship Between Progem Compliance and Program Quality \

‘

V-henever possible, reviewers should link their assessment of program
. compliance.with their ‘assessment of program qualiti Some compliance items
s should be investigated sinultaneously with the assesgment of areas in the
Progrn Review Handbook. . ‘e

P .

] . The progression of compliance items' follows the same sequence as the
p an review process, namely: — . i

I. 1Instruction . ! ) ‘
I1. Instructional Support

; |111. Improvement Process

P A3

. Listed belo;v is an outline of compliance items from the School Program
Compliance Review Screening Items dnd those areas in the quality assesgment
e - process which correupond for e.le-entary and secondary schools:

]

) - 0 . Co-pliance
M items - Quality areas’
: ° . .? 3 i - .
N S 1. Jn*,truction 1-3 SIP, Title 1/SCE, Bilingual
. - . 4-8 Compensatory Bducatton
T s . 9-19 Bilingual Education
Lo 20, Special Education’
N oL 21-23 Miller-Unruh* i
) - . ) 24 Native American
I ~ P > . .. i . . R .
' I1. Instruitional  25-30  SIP, Title I/SCE, Bilingual . . '
. Support 31-33 School Improvement Program
' ' L 34-37, Compensatory Education Progranm e .
, ' 0 38-3 . Bilingual Education Program
.Y K4 ,wn"\l ,“ * R
) 111. Improvement 40-46. Bchool Site Council (SSC) ‘
AU . Process-- , = 47-55 $chool Advisary Council {8AC) -
3 . Planning, . 56-59° Bilingual Advisory Committee (BAC)
: Implementing, 60-62 Special Educstion _
- .- and ] 63 . Evaluation--SIP, Title I/SCE LD
. ' !velq.t'ing 64 lvaluetion--Co-penntory Education
- N
C ‘ﬂEt eppItcable eo ncondary. ? ‘
T Qe : # . ' : -
"o f ?81 | o .2 6.
” -~ * . i
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. ' It should be noted that not all items from the School Prograa Compliance. '
. Reviev Screening Items relate directly to the quality assessment process.

Noncompliant findings may or may not have a ma;ivi impact on rating -
4 program quality. For examplé, a school site council may have been estad~
lished by means other than peer sslection. This . may or say not have an 4
| impact on the effect of the school site council as assessed by~the three )
ﬁ .. paragraph descriptions in the Program Quality Review Inot:uun,t. In other .
' cases, where serious noncompliant situagiohs are found, it uy be hpouiﬁle
for the reviewers to judge quality. For example,' if the school is required
to have an elementary bilinguil education program ani does not, the reviewers
" are not able to mske a quality assessment. Since it is ;-pouiblc to judge
the quality of a nonexistent program, reviewers are to note on the school
report form.that -a particular area was not- assessed due to a serious non-
compliant situation. Conversely, total compliance with mlu and 'regulations
is- oot necessarily an indication that there is a high qunlity progru in
,existence. / C . .

i .
2

N . .
.

' . * 7, '
Further Guidance to 'the Reviewer . . C

. This section of the inatructions consists of operational statements and
questions to guide the reviewer in imaking compliance determinations. Ways

for approaching the issues through ddcumentation, interviews, student work, - °
and observation are listed for each major sectiom:. It is not necessary that f

I
the reviewer ,use every means listed in making a compliance detersination; P
these methods are intended to provide assistance to the rovu\nr rather than . . Y
) he '] yrcuribd protocol. : . » 5 .
- . l‘ , ‘ 3
. ’ - : P ’ " % N ‘ .
I. IRSTRUC‘!'ION s, , . ‘L e

) v’ o { N ° . -
msnncuou—slp, Title 1/8CE, uunguu B N L
o Use :)f Conodlidat.d Application hlourcu in the Inltructioml .
Prolrn (Items | and o 1 -
) . A

- In rcviewit; the instructional ptogrn planned for thc
participating students, determine through oburvation and intéview
that: vhat is received by the student oupplmn:o or increases, to

« the extent practical, the level-of serviges that would have been . |
prowided from regular, nonfmndd sources. - C e |

.

L L -

- Verify that services or ruourcu nornlly ofurd to the students '
. are not withdrawn ox reduced as a dircct result of ‘rit.lg 1/8CE . A
' funding.

s

- [ S |
& - : .
L .
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.’ Q'Isolation and Sggrsgatton (Ite- 3)

10.,‘\, .
] y Intervicv )
- \ '
< - Who assigns a .tudent to a special group or facility 'outside the
T ' ‘classroom?

, .- : )
. “ What 18 the basis for the assignment? - Is therk a way Ior the stuy,
dents to return to the regular classroom?

~ (hat are the tile periodl for aslign-entl to learning facilities .
outside the clalsroo- (30 linutes eoch day, one semester, six weeks,
YL etel)?
voo? J . y
- Hhat portion of the day are students out "of their classroom'for
special instruction? What do students miss while they are gone?

Lo - - Does all of the student's instruction take place in a special group?
. .- - Gy

. - How do classroom teachers coordinate studegf activities'with\resourté
' teachers? . T . . i

- a2
s ‘ D A Y
Observation ° . i T

"o Observe Title I/SGE participating~.tudent; in their instructional

_._ settings (classroom and learning centers) to determine: - . ©
=~ Flexible grouping and regrouping based on qples.ed needs of partici-
spants. ' .
v - . 4 N - ‘ -
' . - How long ltudents have been with their present group and how often"
. T { their group changel.

. - How were decisions made to extend activities'outlide the clasaroo.? o
. C W ~ How was assessment infqrnntion used to determine content -of curric-
ulua being tpught? N

- Does ethnic composition in the classroom refiect the total ICBOOIL
.. ethnic composition? ' . (
- Verify that staggcred sessions, extended dny lervices, other instruo~
s ’ tionlf seitings, and timé¢ periods do not allow separation of partici- ‘|
“ pating students from nonparticipating ltudentg throughout the duration
of $hose entire. sessions. .

= Verify’ th.t rcading. language, and math instruction (1- lcarning
centers) is in addition to and articulated with regular claslroo-

4

instruction. ) . n

- Are teachers knovlcd‘fablc of Title 1/8CE participants in thoir
classroom?




-

".-. which hai participating students.

Recordo/Docunnto - R

= 1f' the school has Title I/SCE' students, review the class. 11.: of each c’lan

Review the instructional: progru phnned for particlpating u;udents.

Reviev assessment material used in determining activitieo, materials, and
nethodologtes used.’ ~

- Review learning center schedule_ and tilé periodt, etc. .

!

~ Request to see class lio‘to for each gnde level and instructional time

pertods. . ) '\> 7 -
o Verify that pregrade, junior grade, or ldjugunt classes have not been .
established or supplemented with Consolidated Application funds.

~ Reviev samples of teachers' record keeping to verify movement of students
,(within the classroom and other learning centers) and the relationship of
activities to regular classroom < .

=~ Verify that 'l‘itle 1/SCE participants are not a tntproporttonate group in.
- particular classrooms. .

INSTRUCTION--COMPENSATORY EDUCATION o

e"Selection of Participants (Item &)
Records/Documents

No student scoring above the fiftieth percentile on the approved
assessment instrument may be identifiod and/or served as a Title .I/SCE
" participant.
- Request to see a list of Title I/SC'E ‘participants and otnndu‘diud test .
scores used’ in the selection procedure. )
. . _ <
- A tross-reference mpllng vill be ,n,.do: to make a compliance judgment.

e Provision of Pro‘ru (Item 5) and Use of Resources, (Items. 6-8) '

'uo'r: 'nuu items do not apply to Title \\/SC! schoolwide projects.

Iutorviow . . .

Your- compliance rcvlw of excess cost urvich obould establish that
services should establish that services provided are supplemental and do not
supplant district and state resoutces within the ,framework of the regulation.
The reviever must establish to t extent students are tncciviu an incresse
of services over what they would have received if the additional f\mding ware
not thoro. S '

.

e




* LS . s \\:
- T e - .
'. . .
’ S N © . : ¥ \
' 'l'ltle 1/SCE paid perlonnc,l - ) L .
/ ) . » ’(_
" " - Whit is. ! tYPiul workday foi you at the school? (Try to esnbligh .

- vhat kind of nrvic are given. .to whom, and how long.) .
. e What lC‘tivitiel are Aou. involved in when you are not working with:
' participating students? . -
= What resource'o are availsble to you in implementing the services to
Title 1/SCE participants (equip-ent, uteriald, 1n-|ervice‘tuining.
etc.)? . - .
s -

. - Where are these services given (time periods, locatioa)?r
. . ~ ’ LA, . .

[ se———

R

: L'"t. T fm‘ﬁ'ﬁm related to regular classroom ’activitien?

- Verif that the instructional utvicn are provided tg the identificd
participants only and are not uud to'meet thé general needs of the

. . tchool. :

- When a pooition is lult'ifunded, how do you-ensure that the proportion
of time spent is equitable according to the funding lourcp? .
o

== ,

t ' | = Do you know what percentage of your ti-e 1. 'ritle 1/SCE and what
percentage is SIP? . -

) " - How ie the initial useu*ut' made ‘to establish a participant's
S' specific needs? L -

-
- - -

. j‘ Who does the auenunt? . ) '

. ' = How does the assessment information get back to the classroom . |
) . tucher (1f uuuunt is donc by ruom;bc personnel)?

< How dou the teacher decide wlio- you, vjll work w:l.th?

- How 1s yout work coordinatcd‘ with the churm teacher? . | :

Y

- Do you have plannin; pcriods with thc clauroo- teacher? o ‘

4 .

\ar

N - How are groups establishcd? |

) - Who Qtahltshu the schedule for auigning otud\onto to lurn:lng
. centers? ] (
: - What are the'Title I1/SCE participaits missing from the regular
progras le they are receiving excess cost sérvices? Are these
services.superior in size, lcopc. and quality to vhat thcy are .
' nissing? . 7, , ‘ '
- Describe the ongoing anumnt of pa icipants 'to determine mastery
. of concepts or skills. . , L7
[ [ 4

1' - ~

' - 3
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1

Observation ~
'~ In vioitina the classroom and inotrucéionnl centero:'
= Look for evidence of resources- (1nc1ud1ng the type ‘of iteff. equip-
ment, and llteriell)'to be used in the implementation of the program:
as approved. ;/
v = Verify thli the teacher, aide, resource teacher, or volunteer can
identify perticipating otudents end 1s avare of their special .needs.

- Determine that exceso cost oervices are releted to special needl of
'perticipqnto. . . :

’ R P .

- Do exceoo cost lervices plus the regular activities in which the
-students participate meet their needs?-

/

¥ - Find Qut whether Title I/SCE personnek are working with perticipet-

ing otudento. : - '

. . . )

- Verify that the instructional services ere grovided to the identified

participants only and are not used to meet the general needs of the
school. .

- Verify that the instructiopal settings and time periods for partici-
pants do not allow supplanting of diotrict and otete effortf “\

/ '\'

= Determine whether the duties and proportion of ti-evopent for those
dutieo are appropriate to' each funding soprce. ;

"= Find out whether the okg&izkand knouledge gained fron staff develop-
ment activities-are being applied fn the classroom in leeting the
opeciel needs of ;Title I/SCE perticiponto.

= What are the Title I/SCE pe;ticipanto missing from the regular ‘
program while they are receiving excess cost services? Are these
services superior in size,. ocopea dhd quality to what: they ere
afssing?

« -,

.a
oy
L ,

Records/Dbcuments > ‘ : 7

.
»
¢

- Requelt a list of staff peid uith Consplidated Application funds end
s record of the percent;;e of time for uultlfunded peroonnel.

H .

- Review assessment information: ’ , '

LY
»

a. Initiel « b. Ongoin; T -

h .

- Review job deocriptionl for Connolideted Applicetibn peroonnel.
(IQT!: Job deocript(gnnxwill not establish qvidence bf co-plience ‘
tmd“.o ) * u Y . .
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-~ Review ochool/district procedures for justification of ,expeditures: .

4

a. Bquipoent b. Materlals, ;upplies
‘= Review the nmgeunt systens uaed at the lchool to control use of
equipment, rlterials. and lupplieo.

- Req'uqet equip.ent inventory (if available).
- Verify; that petty cash" or open account expenditures are -not being
used. . PP e
g . oo S -
- ’Review samples of purchase orders, requisitiong,. etc.

- Verify the relationqhin of those expendituree ,to the objectives and
activities in the 1mtruction or support co-ponente for phrticipet- -
ing students> » . )

[ - ' . - L . - . - :
s . ’ - . ¢
. . . R4 I
- f
INSTRUCTION=-Bilingual Education N
"o Identifi'cation of -Students (Item 9.) ' . : .

iagnostic Assessment of Students (Item 10)

. Provision of _an "a," *b,” "¢,” or "d" Tyye Progran (Ite-s 11 WZ)

‘<, ~—

‘e Conpolition of c.lulroo‘l (Items i3-15) T

’ ? Staffing (lceps 16 and 17) ) - ST
) ¢ ‘ - . -
Interviey - . i ’ . .

-

¢ oa

- . Verify with tucherq aides, parents of LEP studentl, ebd wvith LEP .-
students, that instructional divisions listed in Item 12 of the
School. Progrn Compliance R‘eviev Sc}eenclng Ite-c are tayght in the )
, bilingual classes. . ‘
. ’ * !
- Verify with teechers, aides, and parents of fluent-ﬂnglioh-
ptoficient (FEP) students end students themselves that second
language irdstruction is offered in the bilingual classes.

- Verify with the principal thet the lchool uses a Defartment-
+ 8pproved !nglish language proficiency test to deternine which
students are LEP. '

- Verify vith each principal and/or princi;nl :ucher of LEP ltudent}\ (
to- the bilingual “program that each bilingual teeching position is :
staffed by a bilingual crdu-culturul teacher or 'that the pouition ]
is under an approved weiver. .




. gl LT ’ o .

o - Verify with the principal that thc English reading and writing . .
g ). skills of all.pupils with a primary language other thap English in
-grades three tlirough twelve who.score fluent on the oral
.- proficiency test in mlioh are assessed usi istrict specificd
criutu, Imtru-ents, and procnduru.
r » :
- Verify vith each’ tucﬁor in a biungud position under. waiver that.
he or she has the auisnncc of & bilingual cross-cultural teacher
.id.o - -

T4

®

o - Verify with the prgcipd the nusber of bilingual ¢redentialed . ~—
teachars snd teachetrs undgr approved vaiver at’ the \behool. Use
Appndix T .
. N - - Verify with 1ndiv:ld teachers that specific LEP students receive
ot ol thc tyre of .individual learning ‘program specified in item’19.
\ AL N . <
hd ' - -’
L« . g ~ Verify with the principal that the primary 1 e and English
) ' language proficiency of each LEP student has De sessed in.
comprehension, speaking, reading, and writing. i they are’ -
availgple,, parnllel forms of the English proficie y instruments . *
.h. . » L . are md. }, . & ' '. ‘ - .\,‘ .
. ~ erfify \dth the principal that the pupil's relative language

® > _ 'proficiency 1is used to determiné the extent and sequence in which - .
Eﬂglish and the primary Ianguge will be used. .

-

« ‘Y ‘ .' N . -‘ - é . ; s
) - L | S
‘ Observation P . )

- While ylsiting the classrooms,, verify the’ following:

PR - That lcuonc in bilingual classrooms for the 1nﬁtrnctiom1 divi- -
P sions listed in item 12 take place. . -

. = In any kidergarten&hrough gr*de_oix biliuud clagsroom, all LEP
. students have the same primary language. . L
- Fluent-English-proficient céude'{ato in " a '. "b" or *¢" bilingual. ' ’ ‘
' classrooms, are offcrd imtruction in the pri.nry laaguagc of the <

o . otudcntu
- Baeh teacbcr in a ual poaition mdc iver has, auintance
from a bili_ngu crou-eu],turd teacher -aide. P - o /
S S ! T L
- . ®
‘ . X e j

-0 - .. 9 - . '



“ - Verify tﬁrough records that all apeq‘ifl éducation and, aigrant stu-

- "a,7 "by* or "c”. class havéth

s

"y
¢

Records/Documents
: ‘ : . >
-Jv:rify that all LEP students are on class 1sts for bilingusl
clgsses in kindergarten through ’ude twvelve or are geceiving
~services through an ILP, ' : )
'
=~ Verify that thero is on file at the uchool a vriften ‘withdrawal
request signed by a parent or guardian withdrawing his or her child \
from anx bilingual program, including ILPl.

- Verify that lessop planr for bilingual clauel cover the instruc-~ |
tional div-uionl listed. . . : .

~ Verify- that tl'(ete is an updated list of properly identified LEP
students. . .

- Verify that there is a co-pleted home language survey for e z
child’. .
. ¢

‘- Review test relultl to verify that each nev student with a primary.
language ﬁher than Engluh is given a language proficiency usees-d
ment in lish w:lthin 30 days of Qnrolhent.

dents have been included id the census.

= Check gil-ingu.al clasoi'oo- list to' see that ali LEP students in an,
uue primary language.
»

8
Check bilitgull classroom lists to vcrify that not more than two-

rds ,or less than one-third of the pupils in an_ "a,” "b,” or “¢”
dre Jimited-Engligh-proficient (LEP).
e

~ Verify that lesson planl for dilingual clultom offer instruction
to fluent-!ngliuh-proficient students in the priury language of

the LEP uudentu. h ro.
7 T
- Verify that otnff development records include types of topics
listed. . :
- Verify that the initul diagnoutic upennent 1s co-pleted within
90 days of-a pupil's eprollment. &/ :
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. \ ° K
e Provision of ILPs (Item 18)
) —— & -

_ObBervation , _
. - . § oo
- 1EP students are receivi seryices in an individual learning
- program -through a bilingysl teacher and/or bilingual cross-cultural
teacher aide.

~ Bilingual cross-cultural teacher aide is defined as an aide fluent
in English and the primary language of the LEP students in a
bilingual bicultural program. Such an aide -shall be familiar with”
the cultural heritage of the limf¥ed-English-proficient students in
the bilingual classes to which he or she ‘l assigned.

- Dealing with ILP instruction, verify that for’ every child that has .
been identif as a limited-English-proficlient student and is not ‘
part of an "4,” "b,” "c,”.or "d" type program, there is ewidence
that all conditiona as stated in item 18 have been met or
,addreued. , )

< Look for activities in which a student's primary hnguage is uoed

. to support his or her edt’catioual progru 4n the total nurriculu-. .

' ’

-~ Look at how luch time the student receive§ ‘support in the pr:lury
language and ESL. - ‘a
~ Verify that there is .access of the luited-znglioh-profic:lent
student to a bilingual teacher or aide.

=

Récordo/ DocunLto : . -

~ Verify that identified LEP students are listed as recaiviné an ILP.

,~ Verify that ‘the agtual ILP is in writing and is located in the
classroom where the student is or in a centralized location
agcessible to those working with the student.
~ Verify that the actual format of the ILP includes the two essential ~
" elements, namely, instruction in English-as-a-second language and
use of the primary language in an educationally supportive manner.
p . y

- Verify that. there was written or documented cvidetice of previous
consujtation) with parent and guardian related to the student's

initial scréening and placement. . - /
- \ ] " J N - a
: , : s
e Reclassification (Item 19) ’ ‘ ° -
5 -
Interview T h -
- Adk the principal and teachers how r‘ecluoifiution dccioionn are
aade. < e .
[} , " .
R.cordo/Docuonto '
- Ask to see a copy of the diotrict-ulopted rccluuificuion ) -
procedures. L. ‘ . -
. .
= Ask to see the results -of reclassification i':uuunto nade for -
pupils reclassified to FEPR status during the current school’ year.
3-8008




Y
IIISTIUCTION—-Spccial ucation (Item 20)

. Interviav o€

’ s -

’wm servicés provided ag soon after placement s ponible?
.‘ LT gy .
'lml do you provide for laxinun intaraction w:lth students who are

‘handicapped while meeting the special education needs of the

- ent? * . .

- lﬂﬂt arc aole exalplea of how individuals with exceptio al needs
interact with atudents who are not handicapped?

.
-

_‘“.- Are place.ent instruction, and relatéed services provided at no

-

hEEN

. SCo8t to the. parent? Are placement and related ‘services based upon
) "needs identified in the IEP? - (Reviewer's note: ' Not upon avail-
' ability qf program, space, and/or staff.) : roe

-"Are career/vocational educstion and counac],ing available to each
. student with exceptional noeda (aecondary)?

j ~
.‘ How. do regular and special education teachera coordinate instruc-

» tion? How are materials, media, equip.ent, and schedules adapted
to the needa of the chﬁ-d?

4

Obae.rvation .
—— .

In vigiting the regular edu7tiod classrooms and q;ecial

“cducation progra-a. ”

.
/"- 'y

© .Verify.that saximum #nteraction with nonhandicapped students occurs

yhile-apé’cial education needs are being met.. .

A3

" -~ Special education students are actively_ involved in a positive

' .. manner in the phydical education program to which they are

uaigncd. . ) F 4

- \ferify' that instruction Sin the resource rooms) is in addition to
C articulated with regular clanroo- instruction., '

~

v are iedia uteriala, and equipment- adapted to the needs of the

, ¢ gtudents?

‘.'- Verify that the schedule of the handicapped atudont is an accurate

. ucordajbocucnta

reflaction of the schedule of nonhandicapped’ peera.

<

- Varify dataa of placement and initiation of acrvicaa.

- Chu:k rolationa!lp between IEP identified progru nuda and avail~
- abilicy of programs. . ‘

- Check I!P ‘for evidence of vocational assessment and placenant in

appropr&an programs (secondary).
- Chack for tecords of student's progress.

12 16




INSTRUCTION—Mill¢r-Unruh (Items 21-23)

‘ .
7 . -

A}

" - o
'Intcrvicw - e

- Dotbuiae that the teacher ‘has been relfeved of all regular teaching
assigments and administrative duties and dcvotu fulI tilo to Hﬂ.ller
Unruh tucher dutiu. ’ , .

.
L4

/ = Determine that Hillerlfnruh teacher or teschers serve either students
'in kindergarten through grade three or grades four threugh lix unlen
under a\ approved \uiven )

Obsetvation '

~ »

= Verify that. the Miller-Unruh tucher is serving studerts in kindergarten
through grade three or gradu four through six. , :
- Thtough 1ntervu_w and observation, verify that the Miller~Unruh teacher
is supplementing reading instruction in the regular classroom by working —
with small groups or individual students and 1. providim ua,uunce to
the regular churoo- teacher._ '

\ 4

.
» ‘ 1 N
\/ - I

X4

_ _ .

. INSTRUCTION—Native American (Item 24)

o ' “ .
Interview - ' ’ - ’ ] oo

- 5etening4’f Native .American students are ticipati in any
" consolidated application program for which they are eligible.

- Determine "if Native American students' parents are involwgd where
they dre eligible. . .~

Records/Documents

- Review 1ist of Native ‘American students.

- Dctcrliue 1f Native American culture is an emphasis in the lchool'
lulticulturaf component of their school plan. - \/
. , &

]

A




_ I1. INSTRUCTIOMAL SUPPORT o | A
) - . . i v .
INSTRUGTIONAL SUPPORI-—SIP, TITLE 1/SCE. BILINGWL . | AR
- Staff Development (Items 25-27) . - ‘ s !
In’terviev ' - ' .

¢

,

How have eteff been involved in detenining the ekille neceuery to ilple.ent
the program as planned? . ‘)
] .

How have certificated, classified, and volunteer pereonnel been {nvolved in
determining the needs of the staf¥? . . !

~

. Inquire of interviewees how the staff have - participated end will perticipete .
(_m staff develop.ent activities. »

4 - Did staff developlent activities address expressed needs of staff (classrdom
1 teachers, other school personnel, instructional aides, parents, volunteers,
. and students in secondary schools)?
! ’ L )

Bow effective do staff feel staff development has been in strengthening their
skills of knowledge to implement the ptogrn.

- ~ How have the new skills and knowledge ecquired helped to fulfill each
person's reepomibility in eupporting the school program?

What staff development ectivitic_p included joint participation of teachers

and aides? N
i Records/Doguments ° -
Vo . ‘
<« = Review staff development activities:
" Content b. Attendance n ' . )
- Review staff eurve‘ regarding staff development needs. Determine whether
those expressed needs have been or will be met during the school year.
( - Review evaluat ion responses. . '
' ‘1
: - Reviev the school-level plan, “"Staff Developsent Component.”
Use of Consolidated Application Resources in Instructional Support Areas
ﬁmf .
Interviev ’ .
- Describe the management systea for ensuring that Title 1/SCE equipment,
euﬁpliee, and materials are used only for Title I/SCE students. *
: .
- . v ‘ '
. < V ~ ; . . \
Lo w18




INSTRU?TI.ONAL\QU'PPORT"SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
e Staff bevelopnent (Itens 3] and 32)

‘@ District Master Plan (Item 33) ’ _ o

Observation ‘ 4 : . ‘
In visiting . chn‘oo-s and -instructitnal cﬁntere, verify theu

- Title I/SCE equipment, euppliee, #nd materials are being used by
,project students to meet their special needs and are not used to
meet gener ‘class or school'needs. .

. rd

. Recazds /Doduments

Review a u-pling of - purcheee orders and requisitions to verify
at materials, supplies, and equipment purchased are reflected in
ivities found in the solution proceduree and are related to the

ummet needs of participants.

i .
In lueesing the uge of the resources in inltructionnl eupport
_through interview and observation recordss -

’

- Verify possible areas of supplanting such as reduction of local
support ‘efforts as a result of additional categorical funding.

- Verify through obserwation and records that the resources are, in
fact, allocated to the students for whom they er@ intended.

- Verify during classroom O (ervetion or throngh record keeping that

the materials and equipmen
used’ only for their benefit.

pu-rcheeed for those etudente are indeed .

¢

Interviev ' ' ,

- Inquire as to the extent to which qteff deve lopment ectivitiee express
the needs of teechers, other school persénnel, instructional ajdes, etc.

- Veri’y that uechers and other school personnel, including the site

principal, have participated in the design and uplnenutiun of .aff' D

development activities.

4

- During the teacher. interview, determine if the feachers have been in
the majority of any group participating in the design and inpl-enu-

tion of the staff’ develdpnent activities.

- How ere district services providéd to assist the echool?

Interview « v ' -

’

= What district services have bezn provided to eeeiyt the ecbool in
implementing ‘their School Imprdvement Plan? .

Hecords/Qocuments . ( A
- Reviev diezrict master phn for School Improvement (el-enga 1-10).

- Review schoél plan if assistance from dutrict ts part of school's
consolidated epplicetion plan. '

- Review district: etretegieq to assist the echool as part of t'he updated

district master plan if not part of the school plan.
r, .' N ) " k
A _'/\ . 1) . N ,
. . . ls . ,:' . =
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o NST!UCTIOML- WPNRT-—COMNSA"OIY EDUCATION PROGRAM

'Uao pf laaourcaa (It 34-36) ’ S “ "
e L2 lloninatrnctioﬁ, Setvice (Item 37) =

i ) . j \n ) . . .
. ».. -Through interview and observation: o Co . ’&
. ’ 'Verifi that the use of the resources i%antifi'od as inatructional‘ support fros
. coapenaatory education’ funding-are not used to meet the genersl needs of the

- .- .school or other students that are not ideritified aa pregram participants.

' - Vcrify that thorc is an equitablc provision of services as co-pared to the
. ‘services provided to the rest of the students.

N\

Through ycrification of rccorda and .observation:
}

- Assess that there {5 a dircct proportion between the duties and the amount ‘of
funding of personnel assigned to Title I/SCE services.

- Verify the existence of some records ‘de-onatrating the proportiona of time
and relationships of fundings.

N ' ‘. o
INSTRUCTIONAL SUPPORT-IILINGUAL EDUCATION PROGRAM "
. s
e Staff Development (Itu 38) ’ <
/\
O - Verify that staff fcvclop-apt records inc‘@e types .of topics 1iated.

« Also verify that ‘there are appropriate activities designed to- increaae the
( competencies of those teachers working in classes providing services to the
LEP students. . - .o . , .
"= During’ the -interviews with teachers’ and aides, inquire abbut methodologies or
other areas of staff development that address ‘bilingual cross—cultural
philosophy and linguistic skills,' including ESL and priury 1anguage ’
-ethodology. ,

N -

L4

- Vqrify with both bili-mual teachers and aidea that in-aervicc training doed

» . ‘ 1YY
'take place. . . ‘ ‘
. + ‘.‘ .

¢ Parent notification (1tem 39) d r .,

] ’

- - Vcrify vith parents of L!P students that proper notification haa beeg given,

. .

b Requoat to' see sample cdpies of ‘parant notification letters containing &£11
the elements ligted, namely, a ailplo, nontechnical description of the
program, an inv to parents to visit the program, and un opportunity to
participate in the bilingual advisory committees and an invitatfon to come to

-t the school for a conference concerning the"programs objactivaa‘,

.
-
b * .

16 - .« .
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II11.. ntnovmm' PIQCESS_EAKHIHG nm.mmmc AND !VALUATING
iy ‘
SCHOOL SITE comlcn. (SSC) _ ;;‘ . ' iy .
~ ¢ . .

- -

° gtablul-cnt of l;be SSC (Item 40) -

® llnbcfrohiyt and s.lectionv(ltm'b‘l"ulm'42)" . ‘ [’

o Role and Responsibilities (Item %3 and 44) ‘ ‘

o,’ Support to the SSC (Items 65}.-}!'6‘6) :

- Interview 1 - o R - ‘

—_— \ ; , . . .

" Ask interviewgu about how the committee was atructured. Does it comply
with provisions {n the law regarding selection of a ‘school site council,

- Bmple' ’ . ‘ ] :

-~ How were you selected as a lelber of the SSC?

- What 1is the SSJroceduru for filling vacancies that occur during the year?
T -t . -

. , L S ]
- How long can you remiin a member of the $SC?
\ ' °

o

- Who are 'thd'teacher representatives?

¢

Who are the student representatives. (ucondan; school)? ' 5
[} M . - ’. \ / - P

>
r * . ’

Regords/Documents . | o -

Review SSC minutes. . LY ‘ :

-
R

. Check mberuu list. . . . ' .

’

Review ssC bylavs and/or diatrict ucbool policies. . ,l :

-
1

Rgview diatrict m&icy regarding ulect*ion of SSC. T

Intirv:lev ' ‘ - - -
. ' - Inquire of the interviewees if they are aware of their duties and
respoasibilities. ‘ .
Do they know about and understand the ‘role of the SSC as .described 1in the
District Hutcr Phn for 8cbol Inprovmnt?

)

‘ - .
~ Establish lpocific aetivitiu uhcrc 8SC invodvement is -evident. . °

' ¢
- htabn\h ver:lfication that thcu 1l a plan to include the 8SC in the review .
of progras, implementation and in making judgments about the uunmnt of
. progr- cffect:lvcnul. . ,

v
»

- '

~
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- How are 8sC racopadationa used?

- ' = Explain the process at the school for dacidihg vhat would be included in the
School Taprovesent plan, )

.+, _ = What is your role as an SSC member?
. CA
- Bov have you been involved in: ’ /

"~ ‘ ’
Plannitg the progr-’ ‘
Review of program implementation '(éarrying tt out)" )
® -Assessment for prograa effectivancaa? -
' e Deciding to change it? ‘
‘ o Establishfng the School Ilprove.ent budgeta? ’

"

= Are intervieueea knbuledgeable of statute require-enta?

’

.
]

Do they undaratand the intent of the statute regarding their responsibility-

of the SSC? .
. N\ .
T s Hhat aaaiatance or support has the diatrict given the ssc in fulfil],iug its
purpose? . c ) s e

Ia the SSOaware of an’ exiating consolidated application grievance procedure?

- Hha; a"tepa.. do SSC aubera take if they have a grievance? ~
\ S o, N -

SCHOOL ADVISORY CoUNCEL (5AC) C ‘
® !atablial-ent of the SAC (Im 47) ) o \ -

; 4 Hubarahip aud Selection (Ite-a 42-51) - .
® Roles and Reayonaibilitiu (It,eaa 52 aod 9. - v v
o Support to the SAC (Itna S& and 55) . . o . \\

1 ' } .

Interview--School Advilory Council or Bilfngual Advisory Co-ittee

s = Ask interviewees if they are l:novledgeahle of federal regulations regarding
! | selection of SAC members. - L .
~ - What procedure digl your achebl/diatrict tuse in selecting the present’ mbara
of the SAC oyh bilingual adviaory committee? .
. L !
- Parents, were you aakad to ;ive your permission to be identified as members
of the SAC?

-
.

- How was this consent given to the school?




‘s

= Review diotriét selection process. (Verify that policy includes
_ selection. by Erentl in the+attendance area.) .

- Check .that SAC/diltrict advisory council (DAC) composition repreunt
‘a-majority of parenu of participating students.

members is ¢

- Review SAC/DAC bylaws or u‘ol/district policiel regarding SAC/DAC.
= Review SAC up-to-date membership list to detenine if nu-ber of
- rect.

= Review diutrict lethpd for verifying that parents
to. members of SAC.

anunt
\-—Kevi,ev diltrict procedures regarding time, place, and method of
selection for -SAC members.

: Verify that the notice unt ,to parentl did meet the approptiate
¢ ¢ language requiments. .

= )

- Review copiku of notices sent to parentu.

4
- Verify that conunity members (if selected) were selected by parentl
of students attending the school.

Interview=—Schoo Ad vigeryCouncil

-~ Does information revieved in :hgnimtu establish planned activities
for SAC involvement?

el
h
~

-

7
- »
p . _ .
< When did you receive y.aur notice regarding time and place for ulec-
oot tion of SAC members? . ' . .
feoe « Vas 1t in a language that you understood? , -
-~ \
- 7 Did the notice go tﬁ all parents in the attendance area?
' !/ g
~ = Do you know if-a majority of members on your SAC are parents of
. > » participating students? , ‘e
- Records/Docusents

[ -

-

- ﬂow were you involved in phnning the program (for this year)?
- ‘ﬂ’llt is planncd to assure your involvement in:

e Program mpl-cnution (carrying 1t out)?

o Making necessary changes in the program during the yur?

&
° !nluttn the progrs(hov vell have we met our planned objectives)?
) thc opinion of SAC.

~ Verify that meabers are knovlodgeable of. byhvu or policies gov.rn.h‘
480008
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k4

4

- —~

. , Il .
- Is SAC avare of_ piltdng consolidated application grievance procedure?

L]

=, What steps do SAC/DAT- take if they have a srfevance? ' < -
* [ ]

.

= How does the SAC coordinate its activitiel with the district adninistration
and other comclll?

. & »

- What is the process used ip -akir)g recommendations?

= How are these recommendstions used? ' .
* - . A

- Identify activities presently occurring as a result of SAC/DAC. recomnenda-

‘tions. ) . -

v ° ' . ]

=~ Verify that federal and state _documents are provided to SAC/DAC members on
Jdequest., N ,

~ Did SAC members have an opportunity to express their needa in carrying out .
their functions? - » »
. [}

Z Verify that the request did or will take place through a training session.

-
— »

Records/Docusients ) - .

- Review the SAC up-to-date nemberlhip list to determine if membership balance
is correct. . - . N

4

~ Review SAC/D\C minutes for content. : N o 7

~ Review the school procedures‘ for: = .

e Planning the prograns - ' ] )
e Carrying out the pIanned programs ~ ) ’ ¥
e Modifying programs N
‘e, Assessing the prograas p '
- <t . : "
-hvieu district's established procedure for providing program information to
C/DAC. . . .

~ Request to see samples of program information givtn to SAC.
. ' . ;‘ - ) 1 .

~ Review bylaws or policy regarding opepations of SAC.

~ Verify that’ SAC/DAC ninutu] are maintained.

¢ . .

e List of members
e Attendance at meetings
Qﬂinutu of each meeting

Check any reéordt vhich might show rigse of SAC/DAC recon-endations and
involvement.

Review SAC/DAC grievance procedure. ' t
. . . R ‘ \
Review trﬂ'tfng agendas, ndtice of meetings, attendance at ‘training sessions.

./: : - ' Q
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¢, BILINGUAL ADVISORY'CO’yITTBE (BAC)

. A
o Edtablishment of the BAC (Item 56)

. © Membership-and Selection (Item 57)

‘e Roles and Responsibilities (Item 58)

-

° Suppo;t to the BAC (Item 59)\ 3

’ - ‘f ) r
. . r -
Interview N
—crrocz .

= Verify that members had a role in coﬁcting the census and
'advi_sing-the-staff on the developuent of the bilingual pro T e

_ = Ascertain the degree to which the co-littee 8 involvement has beén
lo,licited by the school administration. |,

[ 4

Records/Documents

- Review school/district retords reflecting BAC establishment and
involvement,

Y ‘ - -:,’;.,
"Review plan for BAC continued involvement.

'0

~

Review minutes for content, e.g., election results.
Review by‘ws or, other school policies relating to the school's
Bilinguasl Advisory Committee, )
Verlfy that BAC's membership reflects the same percent'age of
parents of LEP students as does the student I.!'P population in the
‘school.

A} - ‘ . N
-

IMPROVEMENT PROCESS--Special Education
o Search and Referral (Item 60) |

Interview

r
.

- How well do parents and staff unders and when aud how to refer a
ltudent for special educaton?

- In vhat ways are the classroom and school environment, materials,
and teaching strategies modified to meet the needé of the student
before referral to special education? What nltcrnitive regular
progran placements were considered? s

El

. = How well do parents and staff understand the procedurel for uld.ng
5 -odtficationc to the regular program?
- }l the referral process of the school consistent with: SESR proce-
ures? How well is it uorkiq for the school?

21




Oboetvafion

- 1s zhere evidence that~the regular classroom prograa is. being
modified to meet .the needs of studentu?

L4

Recordl/Doculents .

.- Examine records to- deter-ine that all referrals have been
N processed.

~'Look' for evidence of program changes atteampted in the regular .
education program priof to referral of a child for special sdyca-
tion services. ) . . AT

- Reviey_ ESR procqdures to deternine school site conpliance with the
reconnt ed refe process‘ . A
A \

- Is the ytocedure uorking for‘the school site? '

- Sample assessment plans to determime if referral information is
utilized. e ‘

s
e Assessment (Item 61)
C

Interview . N ..
.- ~ é
: = Do all parents give_written consent “prior to assessnent? Are they
informed of reuults?

~ 18 the ‘assessment plan developed within 15 days of referral?

) .- - .

- Are assessment plans develdped and carried out by a multidisciplin-
ary team, including at -least one teacher or specialist in the area
of luspected,diuability?;

- a o 2 - ,
X)Is the’child assessed in all areds of stpengths, needs, modes of
‘,learning, as well as areal-of suspected disability? .

- In what ways are the acadeuic and nonacademic needs aﬂ(’::;engths

- of the st uient assessed? (Health, vision, hearingy social/emotional
status, social/cultural blekground, physical conditions, academic
performance, communicative status, motor abilities, adaptive
behavior, vocational aptitudes, interectl)

= Are primary language needs of parents and pupils provided for in

the assessment process? )
R , N




) i . *, : \ ‘ i ) A .
' - Recorda/Do‘Fm@a\ ‘ . Ny

‘ ) M thgre evidence that written consent was obtained prior to .
| -* assessaent and that parenta\ere informed of the assessment :
| - : reaulta? . - .

t . ~ - L

,’ - : . ‘= Check documentation of cc.pliance with all regulations regarding
| assessment, . . r

o Was the assessment plan de\reloped within 15 days’
° Haa the assessment nade by a nultidiaciplinary tean’

. Was the child asseaeed in all areas related to the suspected e <
diaability’ .

. m tHe assessment c&qleted before inicial special education Y
- placeaent" ’

o Is there evidence that-po single procedure was used as the

. criterion for determinihg.the placement of t‘?/ child} N
’ 7. @ Were the assessment materials and procedures selected and ’
adninistered .s0 as not to be racially, culturally, and/or
linguistically discriminatory?

<
‘Examine the evidence of prai:ices and " prgcedures to determine 1f *’
parents were informed of .thelir right to b ain an independent
evaluation of their child at public expe ‘ /

- Is there evidence that independent assessments were considered in J
making decisions regarding the child’s education?

"

o Individualized Educatipn Program (Item 62) ' -
. — . : _— . .

A " . ~

- ‘lﬁo typically participates in the IEP t‘ean meeting? " !

- Are the student's curtrent teacher, principal (or designee), and -
parent included on the teaa? "pa

E A o

<

; .
~'.1g the IEP ing arranged at a time and place mutually agreed :
v ¢ upom by thef.a'enta? ) '
. " . . ) ’ \
- Ate asaeaf;ent peraonne\) available at the. initial IEP meeting?
. ' . ’ N
- Are' flhtea- members provided with infor-ation regarding the r’pge . )
and types of special education services available? .

- Howéa the IEP used as a lanageaent tool for the student's program »
(e.§.,.to coordinate services, allocate services, allocate \tiu,
aonitor progreaa, evaluate placa-ent)?

9-@1 . I ~ 23 27 o . .




" ~ Does the instruction in°the resource lpecialilt room vary to
reflect the individull needs identified in the IEP? - \

- Is a meeting held to review and, if Appropriate, to revise each
student's IEP at least once a year? -

to- Hhat is the relationship between uaeﬁu‘ent information, goals and

‘,-) objective¥} and placement in least restrictive environment?
®
‘e * Observation
' Observe a nnple of special educatlon students to determine the’
folloving. - .. .
- Are gpecial eduefition s{ervices .provided as lpeciified in 1EP?
- Is the extent of participation” in the regular education program
N conoistent with the intent of the IEP?
- Records/Documents |
d -~
. J P Utilizing a ‘randon lapling of ?urrent IEPs, verify that they
i include the folloving: )
® ' = Present lévels 'of the studellat'.s perforngnf:e. t v
/ > - Annual goals based on assessment results. -
: ; - Shore-ter- objectives bued on annual goals.
- Specific upeciul education aud related ‘serv ces.
¢ = The extent of the.otudent'l participation in regular education
, services.
. J .. . .
- Bow physical education and appropriate ca_reer/vocational education
N\ needs are being met. ,
_ " = Projected dates of initiation of services. S Y
- , = Anticipated deration of services. - ' . ’
. - Objective criteria, a'\uluati’oq procedures, and schedules for deter-
sining, at least annually, if short-term objectives are being met.
. ] b " / » . ’
'~ Statement of consent and parent signatufe. ) .
E - PR ' x .
| , . .t 28
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EVALUATION--SIP, Title 1/SCE (Item 63)

'I;cordl/Docunént.

. 4

Review the SAC/SSC li;htes to v"ify that results of the annual

evaluation have been reported by the district governipg board. (This
report is usually given by a district staffperson.) 2?

EVALUATION--Compensatory Education (Item 64)

~ -

Records/Documents

e ° .
Review the minutes of the SAC to yerify that the council hasxbeen

informed of the progress of the compensatory education program at
least once a year,
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4 . SCHOQL PROGRAN COMPLIANCE KEVIm scununc s :
L 1981-82° . g
_em N A 1

- A 3

l’qr the ,;e"iewers' convenience, the items are organizad into \three ujor

ucfionl which coincide with the major’ sections of the Prograw Review

" Handbooks' 1. Imbructiow 1L. Instructional Support; III. Imprdvement
——— N .

Process. .
‘- ' . - e
S, . . . B}
1., INSTRUCTION _ .o . .
. _ - INSTRUCTION--SIP, Title 1/SCE, Bilingusl ;
K . ! o L
/ ~ bae &Consolidatedeplidatioa Resources in the Inatructional Program

1. Conaolidated application funds are used to provide services which
e auppla-ent and do not supplant local and other atp;e &unds.
: . (EC 52034(1);+ TI 126) .

. ‘2o Services, ‘equip-ent- -atelrials, and suppliea purchased with funds
# +  from a consolidated: application source are Gsed only with or for '
. " students eligible for service from that source. (T5 $944(a);
: TI 123 and 124) : .
.« s
L \ 2 o
. Isolation and Segregation r Lﬂ
T 3.)" The progran utilizing consolidated application ds does not:
‘\'. ’ "a. Segregate students on the basis of race, ethnicity, religionm,
A *  sex, or socioeconomic status. : .
- .' r .0 -
b. Crea.te apecial tracks for the educationally disadvantaged.
C. Eatabliah adjustment, pregrade, or juinior grade classes for the
4 educgtionally disadvantaged.
" d. Physically 1aolate children’ from: their classmates on a ached-
" - " s uled daily basis except: e
L " : : .
’ Elementary--On a temporary basis as a résult of a comprehensive
. diaghostic agsesswent until the diagnosed need has been allevi-
ated. (This truction does not substitute for instruction in
. the regular classroom.)
L . . : o . .
. Secofidary--For a limited portion of the day as a result of a
* ’ v comprehensive diagnotic assejsment ‘of student needs .and such
4 - . assignment will ‘terminate whan the diagnosed need has been
N allefviated‘. AT5 3934)

* Key' g0 references listed in perentheses after each co-pliance 1te-.
T TS--California Administrative Code, Title 5, Education .
EC—California Education'Code B :
TI--Title I, ESEA, Buic, Sections 101 through 134 ~ : .
" 34, CFR==Code # Federal Regulations 0 ) "\

.
‘e
- '.. i ' .
. . L / )7 . .
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N . INSTRUCTION--Compensatory Education

Selection eof Part icipants . ) .*

. , %4, Title 1/SCE students who are pasrticipants were chosen in accordance
. e, T with the specific criteria established by the district. (TS 6414;°
S - . T1 122-124) " {
v AY “' N , ‘
l?roiiuon of Progras = B !

L)
5. The program provided is of sufficignt size., ccope, and quality to
give reasonable promise of substantial progress toward meeting tbe
special educational needs of the participamts. (TI 124)

» . , [ . ‘

‘Use of hsouréu .

-

*6. Instructional services or other resources funded by Title I/SCE
funds are provided only to those students selected as particpants

. o and are not being used to meet the general needs of the school, the
. i student body at large, or specified grades in‘the school. (TI 123,
\ 124, 126) , . . , '

. s .
#7. Instructional services from state and local fundc prévided to
‘ Title 1/SCE participants are equitable with t,goce provided all
other students. (TS 3940; TI 126)

-
.

. ", ) *8, When positions of 1tutructiona1 staff are Mtichfuiu ‘l‘itie
) 1/SCE funds, the duties and proportion of time spent for those
dutiu are appropriate to those funding sources.’ (T5 3944; TI 127)

INSTRUCTION-~Bilingual Education *

. _ Idéntification of Students . \ :

9. The school maintaine an updated list of properly identified
limited-English-proficient (LEP) students, kindergarten through
grade cvelve. (T5 4304, 4305; EC 52164, 52164.1)°

-

-

Mﬁwtic Assessment of Students

. 10. A djiagnostic assessment of each LEP pupil,. ydergarte,n through
‘ ‘ grade twelve, has been made. (EC 52164.1(c)),

Provision of an "a,” "b," " ,:' or “4" Type Progras

s

.t -1l In kindergatten through grade six, .where there are ten or more 3?
: " stiadents with the same primary language it a grade lev
regardless of funding ‘sources, an "a,” “b,” or “c" bilingual
program is provided to each identifed LEP student (unless-withdrawm
.. : by his or her parent or guardian)., (EC 52165, 52173)

: O

I’I'E 'I do not apply to Title I/SCE schoolwide p:gjectl.
9-81 S
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- / 12! The "a,” "b,” or "c¢" program consists of at least the following for
t LEP students: % ‘ ; ' ‘

4

i " . - Daily English language development, including, vhen appropriaste,
+ resding and writing-skills. : :

Y - In an “a".progrsm, daily prisary language instruction in math and
C. language arts, including, when appropriate, reading and writing
for the purpose of sustaining achievment until the transfer to
English is made. T '
. 1

- In a "b" progras, ingtruction ‘designed to develop the pupil's
primary language, 1including, whep appropriate, reading and
. . - writing and other selected subjects taught in the prisary

langusge. . 1. A

o . * . =1In a "c* program, primary language instruction as required h;
. . : ( option “a” or "b.” ’
. N [ - .

All secondary LEP students, grades seven through t\'relve, in a "d” program are
~ provided s progran which consists of at least the following:, .

= Primary hqguagg Qt;sttuctionnl support in nonelective content
courses required for graduation. ’

- At least one period a day of muoh' language development,

‘4ncluding, when appropriate, reading and writing skills.
bR (EC 52165, 52163) : . - )

Composition of Classrooms

»

13. In any K-6 bilingual .educa\tion‘clucroon, the LEP,tudents_ have the
: same primary language. (T5 4306) .
4 F N
14. No more than two-thirds nor leSs than one-third of the students in
each k-6 bilinguhkl education ‘classroom are LEP. (EC 52167)

15. Fluent-English-proficient students 1*:.%!-6 bilingual clulrooi .
are offered insyruction in the langlage their LEP classmates.

(T5 4306) . .

<

Staffing . ' .

16. In kindergarten, through grade six \sach ~a,” “b,” or "c” classroom

«, ‘ * 1s staffed by a teacher who holds a certificate of competence or a
: .aningual cross-cultural credential” or is under State Board
\i!ppmvedg waiver. (TS5 4308, 4309; EC 52172, 52178)

R Y Each K-é': teacher in a position under waiver has the assistance of a
¥ . bilingusl cross-cultural teacher's aide. (T5 4309; EC 52178)

‘ o981 - - o o
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Provision of ILP- . Y

) 18.

\- -

P

Reclassificatfon ~

All kinder‘ar;en throqg grade ‘six LEP ltudenu not uerv/ in an

a, or e .type program, 1ncIud1ng.

a. Each LEP, student withdrawn by his or her parent or gunrdian
from. the “a;" "b,” or J¢” program oy

s . = ’ ..
Each LEP student in grades in wyhich fewer than ten LEP-students
Sof gahe same primary languige are.enrolled )

b.

*
@

and 111‘ LEP ucfmdary students, ades seven through twelve not
urved in a program, are provided, unless withdrawn by a parent
or guardisn, ‘a bilingual individual learning program which:

a. Is based on an individual student diagnostic sssessment and .

‘consultation with the etudent and parent or guardian

b. Is written ‘and kept on file gt the school; with a 1ist by name;
—~grade, and language of those students receiving the.program

-\

]

English-aa-a-ucond‘-lauguage (ESL) 3 -
d. Contains activitigs which -atilize the student's primary
Ianguage in an'educationally supportive manner -

e. Provides a bilivngual léarning opportunity through the use of a-

bilingual cross-cultural teacher and/or a bilingual cross-
3 cul;ural teacHer's aide (TS5 4301y EC 52165(b). 52163(f))

N ) AN ) - ) . .

-

19,

‘ o«

» .
The school conristently follows the diltrict-adoyﬁd language
reclassification criteria in reclassifying kindergarten through
grade twelve LEP pupils. (EC 52166 6) ) . .

L4

INSTRUCTION--Special Education ¢ '

* 20,

. E 3
The school prpvides special education and related services "in
accordance with individualized edycation programs in the least
restrictive eivironment and with the requirement of free appropri-
ate education. (34 CFR 300.4, 300.300, 300.304, 300.349, 300.500,
300.551; 20 UsC 1401(18), 1412(2) () (b), 1414(a)(1)(c),
1414(a)(5)(b); EC 56001(e), 56001(g), 56031, 56200(b), 56345(a)(4)

c. Conta?m activities which are depigned to teach the student

«

&




: NOTE: This item applies to schools with ten or more Native American - -

’ , - A !

INSTRUCTION—-Miller-Unruh o
71. The mllci-vth teacher devotes full time in prfondnép of the
following respondibilities: . : o

I

-

’\ a. !‘mpﬁlcunthg the reading inotruc'tiqn othervise provided in
. regular class for all -pupils in grade one , )

- b, Providing it;l'tructiqn .to small groups ~of pupils, and to
- individual pupils, in grades two and three or four through six
who have been determined to have reading disabilities

c. Providing in*service training ‘on imtructionﬁ techniques -
’ (EC 54146, 54147) ’

'22. The Miller-Unruh teacher or teachers serve either students in
- kindergarten through grade three or grades four through six unless
. under an approved waiver. (EC 54167) y o -

’}23. . The ‘Miller-Unruh teacher has been relieved of all regular teaching ' :
. and administrafive responsibilities. (EC 54146) .

3
N . . ) .«

INSTRUCTION-~Native American:

students. . ) . -

24. There is an implemented plan which provides equal educational
opportunity for Native American students. Native American students ‘
are not foreclosed fromparticipau‘ in any consolidated applica-~
tion program for which they are eligible. (TS 3934; State Board of

Education Policy Statesent), ) '
INSTRUCTIONAL SUPPORT ' A ' %
\ . ! . ’ ' . .
- INSTRUCTIONAL SUPPORT--SIP, Title 1/SCE, Bilirgual

Staff Development - - ' . / ' , -

25. All certificated, paraprofcuibnal, other appropriate classified, .
volunteer persognel involved in the school progras participate each )
year in ongoing staff development activities related to the unmet
needs of staff for {mplementing the program. (T573933; TI 124)

L J .

26, Staff development -activities ,provide Jjoint participation - of

certificated, paraprofessional, other appropriate classified, and
- volunteer persompel. (TS5 3933; TI 124) . 3

27. Staff development activities did or ‘will address the ob dctives - o
specified in the plan _and the capacity of school perponnel to .
implement the planned program. (EC 52019(a)) °

" ] . .
3 34
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.. Use of;Conlolidatcd Appliuuon Resourced in Imstructional Support Arup

-

L

28, Consolidated appfliu’tion fundc are used to provide in° instrue-
tional support areas, services vhich supplement and do not -supplant
local and other state funds.. (EC 52034(1) ‘!'I 126) 4

29. Consolidated appliution funds are uud to pmvide imtructional

support services only tor,.

’
.-

a, Students eligible for service from that source
< b Staff development for adults. who work with eligible ltudants .-
¢. Parent education and participation activiuet for pcreﬁts of
eligible students (TS 3944) .

30. Equip-ent, materials, and supplies purchasé& with funds from a
. consolidated application source-for instructional support areas are
used omnly with.or for students eligible for service: frdp' that
source. (T5 3944(a); TI '!26)

\ 0, . ’

3
* .

P} N \ . . -

T
INSTRUCTIONAL SUPPORT--School Imprevement Program
Stiff Development . - . 5 ‘ -

)

31. Scaff developunt sctivities were designed and iuplenented by
_clusroa teachers and other school personnel, including the school
principal, with the ’ld of outside opersonnel, as necuury.
(z¢*32019(.)) . \ _

32. Classroom teachers are in the @ajority -of any group desighated to
design staff devehp-ent prog?n for instructional - personnel,

(EC 52019(b)) . — / .
‘ N ? < p 4

District Master Plan - \ /
.

/7 .
33. An -up~to-date copy of the district master plan for\SIP. {elements’} -
through 10 and district strategies to assist this school) isa
saintained at the school. (T5 4023) .




.

IRSTRUCTIONAL &PM‘Ef-Cupuctory Bducstion P'l{gru i v

-
. ;

- Use of Resources e : . 115.

*34.

’ *35.

*36.

Instructional support _iorvicu ok' resources funded by Title I/SCE
are provided- ogly to those students selected as participants and
are not being used to meet the general needs of the school, the
student body st large, or specified grades 1in the school.
(T1 124, 126) _© -,

Instructional support services from state and local funds provided
to Title I/SCE -participants are equitable with those provided all’
other studeats. (TS5 3940; TI 126) ' :

.
2

When instructional support pasitions are multifunded using Title I/
SCE funds, there is written evidence' that the duties and proportion
of tfee spent for those duties are appropriate to those funding
sources. (T5 3941, 3944; TI 127) o L

’ -

]
EY

37,

.
> s

+

-~

Scaff Development

;/

.- _ Nofinstructional Service o .

Where staff paid with Title I funds aré assigned o supervisory

(yard, bus, or.lunchrooa®) duties, the district has gvidence that

such duties include only those td which.similarly situated salarié&d™
non-Title I staff are assigned, and do not exceed the same propor-

tion of total time assigned to:non-Title I staff, or 10 percent of

the toral time, vhichever is less. (EC 52034; TI 134)

» -

INSTRUCTIONAL SUPPORT--Bilingyal Education Program «~
. 4 .

'Items 38 and 39 apply to those specific grade levels, kinder-
garten through grade six, where there are ten or more LEP
students with the same prisary langusge, regardless of funding
sources or amounts. . o

i

hd »

38.

Staff development includes activities which identify and improve
bilingual teaching methodologies and bilingual cross-cultural
pbilosophy and education skills of teachers and aides.

(Ec-52170(b)) . | — o

Parent Notification- N ‘ ' .

39.

‘®

....... B - .

L *These items do nat apply to Title 1/8CE schoolwide projects.

‘AS

Before a LEP student was enrolled in an "s,” "b," "c,” or (for
grades seven through twelve) "d” program, a written notification in
English and in the primsry language was. sent to the ‘parent or
guardian of the student. e notification stated that unless the
school was fequested in writing by the pareat or guardian to
wvithdraw the gtudent from the progras, the student would resain
assigned. In addition, this' written notification to perent or
guardian included: (a) a simple, nontechnical description of the

program’s contant and purposes; (b)- dn’ invitation to visit the

‘program; '(c) an opportunity to phrticipate in the district, or

school committee on bilingual education; and (d) en invitation to
come to the school for .- conference concerning the program's
objectives. (T5 4307; BC 52173)

Q

N _ _ ’ . 3336 .




5 -, . , -
. III. DAROVEMENT PROCESS—- (ING, IMPLEMENTING, AMD EVALUATING .
" $chool Sige Council (§5C) S

v NOTE: Itm in this section apply tq schoolo receivins School IIprove-
. ment Program funds. . i

- & ‘
% ' EoteLl!.shlent of the SSC. -

40. A school lite council has been established. (EC 52012)
I - L ] .

Membership and Selection

4]1. The -elberohip of the SSC is as followl: o

- In elementary schools, half of the members are (a) the principal,
" classroom teachers, and other school personnel; and half are
(b) parents or other community meabers not employed by the school
district. Classroom teachers are a ujority of group (a).

. - In & schooll. half o& the w€abers are (a) the principal,
clas teachers{/ and other school personnel; and half are
(b) students, parents, or community members not employed by the °
N . school district. Classroom teachers are a majority of group (a);

s students comprise one-helf of group (b). (EC 52012)
42. Each of the’following were gelected by their' peets at the ochool
.+ [refer to procedures described in the school plan] teachers; other
¥V, school personnel; peren{ of students attending the school.
4 , Community members (if selected) were sgelected by parents of
T students attending the school. 1In secondary schools, students were

selected by other students. (EC 52012)

Roles and Responsibilities

43, The S$SC developed the school hprovenen{ plan, 1nc1ud1ng the school
improvement budget, ‘and recommended it to the governing board for
approval. (EC $2034) .
44, The SSC, with the principel, teachers, and other schbol personnel,
. is reviewing the iaplementation of ‘the school improvement prograa )
’ and is assessing, periodically, the efféctiveness of the program.
, (EC_52021)

Support to the S$SC . ] ,

.

45, Steff develoment ectivitieo did or will sddress the capacity of
the SSC to .monitor and eveluete the school iuprove-ent prograas.

46. . Staff development activities for members of the school site council
'vere designed in conjunction with members. : (EC 52019(b))

- .

9-81 - 3%
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" /School Advisory Council (8AC)

NOTE: Items 46, 47, and - 49 throukh 55 apply only to participating\
schools. Item 49 applies only.to schools serving 75 or wmore
students with Title 1/SCE funds. y)

-

Establishment of the SAC - .'

47. A school advisory council has been ‘established. (TI 125)

>

Membership and Selection .

#48. A majority of the le-!k-ttS on the Title I/SCE SAC parents are
parents of participating educationally disadvantaged students.
(TS 4423; TI 125) o .

49+ The SAC is ‘composed of at least eight members who ahall serve for
_térms of two years. (TI 125).

50, The SAC includes broad representation of the' parent population,
including socioeconomic and ethnic groups in the school attendance
area. , (T5 4423) .

51, The members of .the Title I/SCE SAC were elected by parentl 4n "the
school project area. All parents in the attendance area, including
parents of nonpublic school students, were eligible to particpate
in the selection of council members. (T5 4423; TI 125)

¥ Roles add Responsibilities .,

$52. The SAC is involved in planning, implementing, and daluating the
program for participesting students. (TS5 4101; TI 125\)

.53, The SAC operates under procedures which are adeqmte\:o ensure
! timely and proper 'performance of its functions; there 1s evide‘ce

t.h.t the SAC:
-7) - Has procedures for convening uetingl
’ - Recordl and maintains minutes of its peetingl (TS 4101; TI 125)
- X
/ b

Support to the SAC

54, The district has made available to SAC members copies of the ESEA,
Title F,"law and ulationn, consolidated application regulations,
sfate ldliniutratﬁ directions, and other information, as, appro-
prjate, 'for planning, implementing, and evaluating the prograa.
(T3 4101; TI 125) g

menbership.and provides appropyliate materials and assistance to the
medbers to enable them to caffy out their functions. (T5 4101;
s T1 125) ] -

55, The SAC training program 1is p}r‘neﬂ in full consultation .with the
t
ry

*This item does not apply to Title 1/SCE schoolwide projects.

[ .
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. IMPROVEMENT PROCESS--Speclal *Education

» 9=81

Bilingual Advisory Cowmittee (BAC)

NOTE: Items in this section apply to ochoolu with 21 or more limited-
English-proficient ltudentu. .

Eltabl:luh-ent of the BAC

s -
56. A school advisoty committee on bilingual education has been estab-

Meabership and Selection ) -

57. As a result of election by the parents or guardians of LEP stu-.
dents, the percentage of parents or guardians of LEP students on
the school committee on bilingual education is at least as great as
the percentage of '9 students in the school. (T5 431}]; EC 52176)

-
A S

Roles and Reaponuib:l.i:lt:leq ‘ ‘ .

- - ’ - ‘., ,‘ /c,
58. The school committee on bilingual education has assisted 1in
conducting the school’'s needs assessment and language census and

has advised the principal and stdff on the development of Ehe
school's bilingual education progran. (EC 52176)

Support to the BAC . . : .

59. Based on full consultation with its members, the school committee
on bilingual: education has been provided training materials and

training appropriate to -carrying' out connittee responsibilities.,

(T5 4311) =

%

" Search and Referral

/
»

60. All children in need of special-: education and related services must
be identified, located, and refemnged. (34 CFR 300.220; "20 USC

1414(a)(a) (A)) .
Assessment -

-
6l. The school shall establish and nple-ent procedures for educational

assessment for each ‘individual with exceptional needs; (34 cFR
300. 200, 20 USC 1412(5)(c)) e

individmlized Education Prolrn

62. An individualized education progrul shall be developed for every
» individual with exceptional needs and shall be reviewed periodi-

- cally and not less than‘annually. (34 CFR 300.341, 300.342,
300 343) ¢

36
39- :

.
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!VALUATION—SIP, T{tle 1/SCE

63.
periodic evaluation of the program.

‘

BVALUATION—-Co-penu tory Ed ucnt ion
64 .

program to the SAC.

Ky

(TS 4422; EC 52015¢g)s TI 124)

-

ﬁ; school has established and is implementing procedures for

L

There is evidence that the district governing board has‘reported
results of the annual evaluation of -the compensatory
(TS 4101; TI 124)

education

-
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Consolidated Programs Division ,:.“-';:f:.‘::.'}‘?".....“:".:;,""“‘
Form PR2 ( 9-81) . ! GColdoared—Priscipel (district copy)
P . »

SCHOOL PRUGRAM COMPLIANCE REVIEW--NOTICE OF FINDINGS

- CDS code 1. ? _ i - 'l
C . County . L - _ Cooperative
. Diltricg — , L_ o ._ ' Consortiq- )
School - : — ‘Date o'f ,nbtif-ica_tion (-onth/\datyyuﬁ

The attached copy of the Schopl Program Compliance Reviev Scre@f¥ng Instrwment is the
officjal report of findings of the State Department of Education progrés review regard-
ing the compliance status of the ‘school. . - » - ’
o . . [
1. Purpose. The purpose of the scheol program compliance reviev is to exsmine the school's
consplidated applicatioh programs fofwcompliance with federal and ‘state regulations.
The School Program Compliance Reviel Screening Instrument is.designed for use by the

State Department of Education program review teams. Schools are encouraged, to use it
s = for examining the compliance of theit progra=m. e

2., Signatures and Distribution. “This notice of findings will be completed and attached to
P ‘ the School Prdgram Compliance Review Screening Instrument at the completion of the
program review. . Copies of all schqol complifince review documents will be-distrjbuted
as follows: original and one copy to the State Defartment of Education and two copies

> " to the school principal acting n‘the'official representative of the district. The
- , principal is responsible for distributing copies’ to the appropriate district office
' personnel. - - ‘

. . -

3., Required Response. 1f noncompliance issues are identified by the program review team,
- ., - the district is required to resolve each issue within 45 didys of ¢ date of the review.
In the case vhere some issues cannot be resolved within the required 45-day period, the
\ - district may submit a proposed compliance agreement.' In either case, the distyict msust .
\/, . Tespond using either:or both of the following: R - fyt

@ Submit a compliance response which describes what p,a been done to correct the
complisnce exception (see Attachment A). © - .

o Submit a proposed complisnce agreement that describes how the district plans to-
come into compliance in the near future (see Attachment B).
- . -
4. Review Findings. . School program reviews are one of four major review processes through
e - ' which the Department identifies cdnsolidated program complidnce issues: . school plan
. - zeview, .xol program review, A-127D consolidated application review, and district
- . complisnce®eview. School program review findings do not necessarily imply identical
. findings from the other three review procuu:. The district is responsible for
responding to all noncompliance findings regardless of their source.

@

Af you have questions regarding the resolution of compliance issues, please contact your
: district Colboliqued Programs Direstor. Assistance from the State Department of Education

is available to your district. Compliance review completed.by:
' iocpouug should be mailed to: ! ] ’
.+ Ccentralized Services Section .’ . Lead reviewer -Date
., '  California State Department’ '
s - of Bducation -
A 721 Capitol Mall, Second Floor : . Reviewér - . Date
) jSetgamento, CA 95814 , .. . ‘ L . N
‘[Codipliance review screening instrument - Reviewer, 7 Daté
| received by: - . . ) & .
e o . . « Revigwer Date
w ottt ¢ Signature of principal Date ) . .
o S ' R Reviewer -~ Date
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- COMPLIANCK, SUMMARY FORM FOR PROGRAM REVIEW

- . - Form PR3 -~
. ‘ . . ’ : .
3 This form will be completed by the program review
i team leadér. The sigformation provided will be
; entered into the Department's computerized compli-
- - ance monitoring system. . .
s .
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Cahfotm.‘: State Depart-ent oi, !ducatmn B .

.iu—cutuuul Services Section.|’

Consolidaged Programs Divisien Yellew--Comtralised Servicas Jectiom
. Form PR3 9-81) ; ‘ Pisk—Principsl (school copy
ST , PO Soldeared—Principal (district copy)
= ,' o s -COMPLIANCE SUMMARY FORM FOR PROGRAM mlm T

CDS code . ;-7 - '| . » -
'County - / . Cooperative
. - ‘ a yl ° - .
" District v Consortium

.SChoc‘;I,' — “Date of notification (mo./date/year)

'. e
L3

r'S

ne

> - INSTRUCTIONS TO REVIEWERS

A Check' the following ~‘all pbints of inciu_iry have been found to be in compliance./

The schpgl program is in compliance on all foints of inquiry. [

—

Use the” fbm below as & summary for the reyf;r of each co-plunce item. Column 1

contains the numbers of the camphance items.

Column 2 is for indicating the ¢ompliance

deterhination. The review team lead is to circle only one of the followmg responses for
EAGH jtem: "\
' NA - This item is ﬁot}/applxcable \ ' -
cC - C&nphant .r--,‘,.a" - .

. i
N - Noncomphant H’:.thm 45 days, the school district must submit a response
. ‘t.o :he State Department of Education which- either: ) describes how the

ancomph fm*mg has been fesolved, or (2) outlines a proposed com-
ghance aj dt. * Use Column 3 to indjicate the specific issues detem-
:mga*bhg ﬁoncompl;aﬁc-é If necgssary, attach an additional sheet.’ -
’7 . - [ !
Fmdm%, 1_“ . f . o - Comment s
@ st (3) . 2
A C N oL, . ‘ )
¢ R ™ E - % 0 ‘ -
mocn pf .V E °- . g
- - ' v ~ -
NA C. N ’ - i ,
, ‘ ~ . -
1 4 .
. . RS M
NA C § ' .
i . . _ I,
N .
14 '
NA C N_ /" \ .
- - \ -
‘MA C N L <
/ ¥
—_ % § / -
WA C K ' o ' -
‘_ i . ‘)_.
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Item | Pinding Comments
. (1 (2) i (3)
10 macn ‘
) Y -
1M | c : "
A T—
5’//' ~~
12 | WA C e
13 | R ¢
1 | A ¢ ' )
L} ‘, '
15 | ma ¢ ' :
16 | A C
17 | va ¢ —
; 18 | " C
19 | ma c
[
. -20 | WA C '
21 | ma ¢c
22 | HA ¢ N °
q /
23 |m ¢ :
. ¢
24 | WA C -
25 |wma ¢ i
. » [ 4
r ¢
26 WA C
‘ - . a
27 |m ¢ :
I~ N . . {
28 .Jma ¢







Page & CD8 code T
“Item Finding Comments
M I @ (3) .

. [
48 mcn ,
49 mA
" 50 NA
51 nA
52' \IA '
53 NA o Y
54 NA
\/45 NA ‘
- Y
56- NA
57 NA -
58 NA _ ;
59 NA
/50\ NA
6 NA .
62 | ma i
63 . | ma
/
64 NA

L. 3
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_ Californif State Department of l%uéation . N i
Consolidated Programs Division Wito—Contrelised Sosvices Section
. . , . * '] tellew—=Contralised Services Sectiom]:
) ’ Plak--Principal (echesl copy)
. CONTINUED COMPLIANCE COMMENTS swn' Soldeured—Principal (district copy)
(Yo be used when saditional explsnation is required.) v
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> . IRSTRUCTIONS FOR DISTRICTS SUBMITTING -~ -
‘ ' A PROPOSED COMPLIANCE RESPONSE g
— TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Attachment A.

INSTRUCTIORS FOR DISTRICTS SUBMITTING ' .
A PROPOSED COMPLIANCE AGREEMENT
TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

— Attchment B N \ i
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_ Consolidated Programs Division -

- regulations. —When a district receives official SDE notification of noncompli-

<
. 2
4 -
N

California State Department 6f Fducation . ' >

ATTACHMENT ‘A 3
* . \. //
INSTRUCTIONS FOR DISTRICTS SUBMITTING A PROPOSED COMPLIANCE RESPONSE

TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION :

All Consolidated Program compliance reviews conducted by the state Department -
of Education (SDE) |(school plan reviews, school program reviews, consélidated
application revi , and district compliance revievs) are conducted in accord-
ance with the iegal responsibilities set forth in federal and state laws and

ance findings in one or more.compliance reviews, the district is legally
responsible for their timely resolution. v ’

All noncompliance findings n.:;hto be resolved by the district within 45 days
of the officia\_notification:date by submitting to the SDE appropriate and
accurate information that identifies the completed activities necessary for
resalution.. All the activities must be stated in the past tense to show that
the issues have in fact beem resolved. The following must be included when

-submitting a compliance response:

1. Specify the activity or activities found to be not in compliance, in the -
schools affected, with the federal or state statutes or regulations.

2. Cite the specific federal or state itatute or regulation that has
been violated, or iggicate the number of the point of inquiry on the
official review notification document that is checked out of compliance.

- .

3. Describe the specific corrective activities that have been taken, /

X . and by whom (by title, not by name).

4 ¢ . ; 4
4. Specify the date the corrective activities were completed.
-~ - . ~
*s. 1f necessary,.submit amendments to the A-127D and /or school plans
(e.g., budget revisions). \

6. If the school progrgm is affected, submit amgnded assurance pages
for School Advisory Committeee, District Advisory Committee, School
Site Council, Bilingual Education Committee as appropriate.

7. rInclude the following ;/equest: o ‘ -

- The (name of school district or cooperative) requests approval

by #he SDE of the terms of the compliance response as described above.

’ , . -,
" J

éignatu;’ of authorized person Date !

Typed name and title Phone number

8. Submit the compliance response to:

-t ) California State Department: of Education
Consolidated Programs Division
¢ . Centralized Services Unit
721 Capitol Mall, Second Floor
._Sacramento, CA 95814

-
3

9, Submit the complissce re e on official school district stationery.
Include additional supportive information, -such’as documents and
. lengthy or detailed narzétives, as attachments to the compliance

. response. o _ [ . 50 '

+

g 51 L,

U




A . o r
Californid State Dcpaginent of Education S B A?TACH"I'T B
.Consolidated Programs Division ’

., INSTRUCTIONS FOR DISTRICTS SUBMITTING,A PROPOSED COMPLIANCE
AGREEMENT TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

B » .
Lf noncompliance findings cannot be resolved by .a district within the 45-day . -
response period, federal law and state regulation permit a district and the if-

State Department of Education to enter into 8 compliance agreement with the

district. The formal execution of such an agreement permits the Department to

suspend, for the duration of the .agreement, any enforcement gctions which it

may ,be obligated to perform in response to the nonco-pliandg!finding. However,

compliance agreements cannot be extended or rewritten, and therefore all issues

must be resolved within the time specified in the agreement. The following must
<§£ﬁﬁnclu1ed vhen submitt%ng a‘proposed compliance agreement: / )

1. Specify the activity or activities found to be not in compliance,
in the school(s) affected, with the fgdewel or state statutes or
regulations. .
2. Cite the specific federal or state law or regulation that has been
violated, or indisete the number of the point of inquiry om the review
| ] instrument checked gut of compliance. o

{ w - - - - - - - - .
- 3. Describe the specific corrective activities that willgbe taken, and by
‘ whom (by title, not by name). .
' 4., Specify the date by which the district/cooperative wil in compliance

with the federal or state law or regulation. This mu b negotiated
with the Department staff and may be for & period of time no longer |
than six months from the compliance agreement approval date.

. 5. Specify the method of reporting back to the State Department of Educa-
tion which({will demonstrate that the district/copperative has ceme into
compliance/with the federal or state law or regulationm.

[

6. Include the following éequest: i
The _ (name of school district or cooperative) requests approval
, by the California State Department of Eduqatitn of the terms of .the -
- . compliance agré¥ment identified above. . S

4

Signature of authorifed person Date :
/ . )
Typed name and title. -~ ‘Phone Number . e

7. Submit the proposed compliance agreement to: .

Californis State Department of Education
- . _* Consolidated Programs Division ~
Centralized Services Unit
721 Capitol Mall, Secomnd Floor L.
. - Sscramento, CA" 95814 . '
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Attach this Bilingual Teacher Information Sheet.

v

BILINGUAL TEACHER INFORMATION SHEET
" Fdrm PR3

4

This computer—generated sheet provides «

informatign on the number of bilingually
credentialled teachers and teachers under
approved waiver. ’ . .

When a school 1s required to have these
teachers, ‘the lead reviewer is to obtain the
Bilingual Teacher Information Sheet from the

school principal, utilize the .information to

determine compliance for items 16 'and 17,
and complete section III of the sheet.

(Appendix 4) to the School Program Compliance
Review--Notice of Findings (Appendix 1).

¢
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© California State Department of Education
Consolidated Programs Division
’ Form PR3 (9-81)

. " SAIMPLE

Mite--Contralized Ssrvices Section
VYellow--Contralised Services Section
Plak--Primcipal (scheel copy)
Goldeared—Priscipal (district copy)

& . BII.INUAL TEACHER INFORHATIdN SHEET‘

-

(Use this co-puter-geneuted sheet for itus 16 and 17

of the School Program Compliance Review Screening Items.)

- L

II1I. Check the, appropriate box below and return this fom with the School

Program Compliance Rev:?hﬁice of Findings. . . .
Z’The data in Section” 11 reflects turrent schogl bilingnal stgffing

information. V I . \

) ¢

The data in Section II needs modification. State Department of
Education staff should contact school/district staff for updating
Section 1I.

LS .
Lead reviewer's signature

s

Contact the Office of Consolidated Support Services at (916) 445-5382 or

(916) 323-0975 1f you luve quut;pnc regarding this data. '
9-81 ¢ '-‘

$1-108° 03-0212 300 10-81 oM 54

=

. . v

1. cos code (2151112131 516161412131218]0 .
@~ peeriée JEFFERSON LEVENTARY
, scwol _GEORGE WASHINGTON = S,
' 1I. Summary of Information . )
‘ Number of cert:lf:l.cat'ed bilingual teachers _]_ , -
Number of teachers.tmder‘wa:lver - _3__
IR A IS
, Teachers under approvedhwa:I.Ver Grade Assistea by aiae
© "__Jose Renza > 3 Yes
CarLOS Munoz e 1 - Yes
JOHN REGAN P 2 A Yes

s




