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Poge: _l__ u__’!_
_Peem CY8-15 (Rev. 7.87)

1997-90 COORDINATRD COKPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIPICATION OF FINDINGS

:] Other

Please check review type below:

—
L—LEA Self-Review Ci:jcnt Validation

T

SELPA: SOUTHWEST SELPA Migrant Region:

r T T T T o]
| | | | ] ] !
| Coscode- | 1 |9 | 6| 4 | 6 3| 4 | coumty 108 ANGELRS " {
[ 4. R A X i 4 H
|
{ LEA Name:  INGLEWOOD UNIFIED Cooperative: {
- —
]
|
—4

T

|

u“u- dates- 03/09-03/23/9
Forms CTS-1la through CTS-1h represent the officisl report of findings of the LEA's self-
review or the California Department of Bducation's (CDE} validation review regarding the
compliance status of the district or agency.

CCR Coordinator. Phone:

-——T— -

!
]

signatures and Distribution. Forms CT8-1a through CT8-1h must be completed by the LEA CCR
Coordinator or the CDE team leader. Copies will be distributed as follows: original
and one copy to the CDE, one copy to the district LEA representative, and one to esach
applicable rsgional LEA administrator (i.s., cooperative, migrant region, SELPA, county).
Yor LEA self-reviews: These forms are to be completed and submitted at least 30 days
prior to the CDE validation review. Mail the original and one copy to:

California Department of Bducation
CCR Teama Management tUnit
P.O. Box %4427
Sacramento, CA 94244-2720

Required Responce. PFor noncomplisnce findings ideatified by the CDR review team, the LRA
is required to resolve each finding within 45 calendar days of the exit date of the raview.
in those cascs whan certain issues cannot be 1esolved within the required 45-calendar-
day periocd, the LEA muat aubmit a proposed compiiance agreement. In either case the LEA
must respond by submicting a completed *Proposed Resolution of Noncompliance Findinge,*
Porm CTS-4 or CTS8-4m in Section IV of the Coordinated Compliance Review Training Guide.

Tor noncompliant validation review resulte only: The date by [
which your agency muat submit its *Proposed Resolution of
Noncompliance Pindings® is: 05/04/98

R —_—

Assurance. I certify that a complete Coordinated Compliance Review has been conducted.
Bach applicable prograa compliance instrument has been applied. The findings in this
report are complete and accurate and identify all items found to be noncempliant.

signatures:

CCR Coordinat

Por CDE use only:

Signaturs Log:
Willa D. Snorton 2. Goorahoo T8
Typed name Typed name Route:

3/13/98 1/13/9%
Date Date
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California Dspartssnt ol Bducation
Porn CT3-1b (Rev 7-97)

Page: _l_ of _1L

1997-90 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW

NOTIPICATION OF FINDINGS

(Continued)

Code 1 9 [ 4 6

—
{
[
4

.

r
]
|
i

[
!

M T T
] | ]
! ! |
. S k.

] 4 | Laa wame.  INGLEWOOD UNIPIED

L——J

Assurance (tor self.review only)- | have completed a review of the programial lieted below using the npprc,‘r:nu Coordinated

Compliance Review .natrument sl I applied all compliance items and teste and the findings in this report

accurate and identif{y all items found to be nonrompliant,

re complete and

Programe reviewed and CLE

program phone numbere Nameas of reviewer (s}

.‘M' of revieweri(s!

}

Integrated progra~s items

|
|
|
1954 6%7.27%4 | 8. Goorahoo
4
'S
tmiform complaint procedures |
!

4 ——-«g._—l

(9141 657.4674 8. Goorahoo
Mult education
1916, 322.801) k. Calvo , ) (_"
CalSarve !
(9161 637-%442
#
Child developwent |
(916) 122-623) | P. 8alas
Consol jdated programe 2
19161 637-297) P. Dibble /W;\-_
Safe and Drug-Pree $-hools .
and Communities/Tobacco Use d
Prevent ion Bducation &
1916) 6872010 K. lLowrey .
Risenhover program
(3161 ¢87-406€8 €. Rodevich
Gender equity /
1916) 657-201)
A 4
Prograa for LEP Students Suanna Gi1man-Ponce r /LA’WLU
Special aducation
{(916) 445-4741 3. Goorshoo
gl
Yocational education
1916; $37-2812 L. Murdock -
-
VYocational educstion civil righte
(916) 637-2%)2 L. Murdock
Other reviewsr(a) M. Rico //M é( e o
Aspurance for LEAS that receive a Documant Review (for self-reviev only): 1 have nl’uelnud in :ha aelf. erLu for this district.
All compliance {tems and tests have besn applied.
Consclidated Programe Cooperative
Director or designee (if applicabdlel
Sigrant Region Director
(L€ spplicable!l |
3
T
SELPA Director |
i1l appiicable)

Other (s} |
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California Department of Bducation

Poge: _’_ of __2
. Porm CTB-14 (Rev. 1-97)
1997-98 COORDINATED COMPLIARCE REVIEW
NOTIPICATION OF FPINDINGS (Continued)
| R o
Imcm:l 1 19 | 6 l 4 J 6 LJ 4 le.nnu-: INGLEWOOD UNIPIED |

This form is a summary.

Complete only one for each district.

complete a sevarate form for each member district.

For a coopcntﬁv;

Column 1 -- ltems: The number of items/tests in each program's compliance instrument is displa
Column 2 -- Moncompliant: If a program has any noncompliance findings, enter the number

balow and describe the specific findings on form CTS-1e (forms CTS-1f, 1g,

and 1h for IP1). If a program is totally compliant, enter a "0".

| Ttcol. 31 | teol. 2 | tcol. 11 | (Cal. 21
| Total ® Ron: | Total A Noa-
Code Program { lteme complfant Code Program | lteme compliant
: 1P1 { Integrated Programs ! ( 4) 3 Child Develcopment
| |
ucp Uniform Complaint t { 1] 0 APP Alternative payment ' (19)
proceduras ! |
{ |
| |
{
A Adult education {35) 0 4] Pederal block grant { (37}
- |
cPs Comp. ed. preachool {23) rce fanily child care } (22)
C8 CalServe (12) OEN General child (25} 0
development -
CON Consolidated prognm( fae) s MF3 Migrant federal {26}
LXP I based —_—
| G Gender equity [24] M33 Migrant state based | [(25]
| }
: IXE Eisenhower )] 3 R&R Resource & refarral | [14]
M Migrant education {24) __- SAC 8chool-age communityi [25) 0
) special education {773 21 sH Severely handicapped| (20)
SBEI | 8 °§§'1 ed. early [21) = s$PD 8chool-age parenting| [26])
sta - -_—
5cDPSq Safe & drug-free {16) s 8P8 Btate preschool g3)
schools & communities —
TUPE | Tobacco-use (12) 5 {
prevention |
v Vocational education (30} 1
|
VCR Voc. ed. civil rights| (36) ! -
I !
| |
|
|
L
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California Department of Educetion Page: 4 of 33
Pors CTR-10 (Rev. 7-9N — —
1997-98 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

1 R
| coscode: | 2 |9 | 61 4 | 6 b ) 4 | LRA Neme: TNGQLEWOOD UNIFIRD
List the school sites included in the LEA self-review or CDE validation revie@ and check
the programis) that were reviewed at each site.
i R CRo) o sior R
| Adult| Cal |Child]Pre- |Con | $C/ |Risen-|Ondr | Mig ,iSpec |VocEd|Rarly
| Site MName et Juce Ed llnvc Dev |ochl |Prog !T'U'l !ho"r Isqty ‘l B4 | &4 ‘IICI Start
i I 1 b b
| INGLEWOOD CH. DEV. C | | X 1 L |L
1 | o O
| MORNINGSIDE MIG X ! X | X 1 X ! X
| ADULT ED BITES X !
i 1
! FREEMAN (DANIERL 1 X J
i L v
| KELSO (WILLIAM X X X X
I |
| CROZIER (GRORGE b4 X X X
L
)
!
( |
g L
|
|
|
!
[
|
]
|
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California Depariment of Educauon Page_5_of _33
Form CTS-i¢
199798 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued) ’ .
County District code., ) 9 6 4 6 K} 4 | LEA Name: INGLEWOOD UNIFIED

SCHOOL DISTRICT

See back of form tor rnsirucnions.

Noncompliance Finding * !

Gl 1 Gl T aCal YT Gl di | Gl S | (Cod 01 , 1Col T
Sumeral ! [« S !
& Ten i of i
Program Item lener  Subprg | Swe Name CA | Description of soncompliance
; : COMMENDATIONS ‘.
| | THE ADULT SCHOOL STAFF:

|
| For the establishment, development and enrichment of an
: advisory staff for the Adult School.

| For the operation of a comprehensive program for senior citizens
, o the First United Methodist Church that utilizes Aduh

: ! Education and also coordinates services from nurting and other

! supportive and allied programs.

5 For the operation of a job training program that utilizes both

) State and Federal Funding o provide a superb empioyment

For establishing and maintaining classes in 28 locations (o serve
Adults in the Inglewood Unified School Drstrict.

! For instituting. maintaining. and developing a systematic

: program of in-service/nalY development for the Adult Education
' Suf!.

1

!
THERE ARE NO NON-COMPLIANCE ISSUES,

DOE 18121



*Put an asterisk next to any finding that was als0 poacomplisnt during the last CCR.

Californa Department of Education _6o_33
Form CTS-le
199758 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW .
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Contewed) Y
County Dastnet code: 1 S 6 4 6 ] 4 | LEA Name: INGLEWOOD UNTFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT
See back of torm for Instructions.
Noncompliance Finding ¢
tCal 1+ | Cni 31 | 1Cod 3 [ 1Col 4 1Col. 34 (Cel 6! (Col7)
Numeral | @
A | Ten or
Program l ftem letser Swbprg. Sae Namw CA Descrptess of soacormpliace
| CONSOLIMATED PROGRAMS
| COMMENDATIONS

j 1. }nglewood Unifled ngooll District is commended
: or increasing parent involvement especially in

| parent education, parent training in reference 10

| espech.lly designed parenting ¢

2. Esublishing a comprehensive visible and uuble
Uniform Complaint Procedure.

*Put an astensk next to any finding that was also noncompliaat during te last CCR,
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*Put an asterisk next 10 any finding that was also poncampliant during the last CCR.

Califormsa Deparment of Education Page ! of_33
Form CTS-le
199798 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued) 7 :
County Dustnct code: 1 9 61461213 4 | LEA Name: INGLEWOOD UNTFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT !
See hack of form for insgucuons.
Noncompliance Finding *
tCni 1) ] 1Cat 21 | 1Col. 3 ) 1Cal &) tCol. $) fcol. ) {Col7)
Nvmeral [e §
& | Ten o
. ngrunJ ltem leer | Swbprg. Sne Name CA Desanptwe of seacomplusce
, CONSOLIDATED PROGRAMS
:I NON-COMPLIANCE
1CON . ! Duanat (o } There it a0t an soomal evaluation process that demonsiraies that
: i the district and each participsting scbool are mnplementing
| consolidated programs hat are effective under crieria established
' by e local governing board.
'l CON 1 Crotier @ | Not Each TAS coordinates resowrces and conduct timely
‘ ongoing reviews of seydent frogrest 10 revise e progran sl
i provide additionsl assistance 88 neoded.
neos o Crosier CA Not each school participating in programs funded through the
t ! consolinied application provides multi cultural educatios.
CCoN 1 Duna s | Eligibls children are not ideatified by the scbool on the basis of
multipie, sducationally relsted, objective criteria. (Tide |
stedents) _
v eoNp Duna €A | Thers was B evidencs that there are professional de velopment
i sctivities designed by school parsconel et include swraegies for
: idemtifying and sliminating pender and racial biss.
VOON |28 Cresier O | School plans ars st developed and wpdaied imamally wiss e
review advice sxd cenification of school sie comcil.
1
i VI CON 7] Cresins [ 3 There is mot & school siee comcil
|
v «© Diarse a | School plans aced 10 have & compiese description of services
i CoN provided 10 OATE. Special Bducation, EDY and LEP students.
l
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*Put an astersk next (o any finding that was also noncompliani during the last CCR.
Califormia Department of Education Page 8 of_33
Form CTS-1¢

1997938 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)
' .
Caounty Disttict code: ! 9 & 4 ¢ 3 4 | LEA Name: INGLEWOUD UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT

See back of torm for instructions.

Nuncomphiance Finding ® ! 1
i 1 o o (Gl T (Col 4 iCal. $i vo(Cal o) 1Cel. 71

Sumeral ‘

A Test : ' or

Program Jtem lettet  Svhorg | Sie Name CA Descnpics of noncomplimct
| | | LEP

COMMENDATIONS

N S

cohesiveness which creates the potentuial (or an aruculated

! ,l. Kelso and Pzyne are commended for building strong staff
|
; program.

2. Wonhington, Highland and Kelso are commended for strong
parental support.

|

} ). Worthington is commended for its recent development of o
, consistet ELD program which includes team-ieaching 10

l ! provide differentiated instruction according 10 diagnosed
peoficiency levels. This school is 4130 commended for

I strong administration and responsiveness (o teachers.

NON-COMPLIANCE

CON 2 CROZIER | | The District's Master Plan sets criteria for the redesignation of

‘ LEP studems to fluent English proficient (FEP) status. This

, redesignation procedure hes not been implemented at Crozier this
; year and there has not been any follow-up for students

| redesignated previously.

DISTRICT | { Therw isalackof a clear articulased Distrct carriculum,
PAYNE standards of achievement, or consisient. regular oral and literacy
: KELSO assessment tied to the cwrriculum. This results in a significant
CE)N CROZIER number of LEP students not receiving instruction to develop
2 MORNING- English - a8 - second - lsnguage as sffectively and quickly s
SIDE possible.

HIOHLAND

*Put an asterisk next to any finding that was also noncompliant during the last CCR.
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Califomia Department of Education Page ¥ of 33
Form CTS-le

199798 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Conunued)

County District code. | 9 é 4 6 R 4 | LEA Name: INGLEWQOOD (INFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT

See back of form for instruciions.

Noncomphance Finding ©

e 1 Col 30 Gl 2 1Cal dt (Col. §i (Ced, 61 : 1Col. 74 .
. : I

SNumeral : fo (, !
A Ten ! or | !
Program Item letier _ Svbory Ste Narmw CA Descrrption of soncomphisace :

; . DISTRICT : CR | The District Master Plan describes 8 program of primary |

CON , ‘ * PAYNE langusge instruction to ensure equal access to the core }
K ' . CROZIER | curriculum (or LEP students. However. the Plan does not |

specify critetia that will be spplied to determine which LEP

. i students should receive this instruction. (Cniteris are described

' ! in the Operations Manual, but these critena require clarification,)
: The Plan does set out criteria that must be met in ordet for

‘ students (o transition from pnmary language instruction to
i English reading.

| PAYNE CA | Payne is not {ollowing the District's Muster Plan with respect
l ! to primary language instruction. Students who are still at the
[ i early levels of English acquisition have been placed in English
| reading before meeting the District's transition criseria.,

CROZIER CA | Crozier has not completed sufficient analysis of its students’
| Enghsh proficiency levels 10 determine which students require
primary language instruction. This results in a significant
number of students not feceiving access to the cors curriculum
through the primary language. per the criteria in the Plan.
At Crozier there is lack of maserials in all curriculsr areas

: available for LEP students.

|
CON . ’ ' DISTRICT | CR | The District Mastet Plan describes a program of Specially
o CROZIER Designed Academic tnstruction in Eaglish (SDAIE) to ensure

equal ecoest 10 the core curriculum (or sudents. However,
the Plan docs not specify eriteria that will be applied 10
determine which LEP studemts should receive this instruction.
Crozier has not compiesed sufficient analysis of the English
proficiency levels 10 drermine which students require SDAIE
instruction. This results in a significant number of students act
. receiving access 10 the core curriculum through SDAIE as

i described in the Maswer Plan.

|
|

*Put an asterisk nexito any finding that was also noncompliant during the last CCR.
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California Depsriment of Education PagelO of 33
Form CTS-le

199178 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Conunved)

County District code: P9 T e} &« 6] 3] & |LEAName INGLEWOOD ENIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT

See hack of form for instructions.

Noancomphance Finding ® '

TORE ot v . (€l X . 1Col &) 1Cnl 1 . 1Col. 6 ; (ol 7s i
Numeral l B 3 ! ,
A Ten ! 1 or ) ,
Program Item leticr Subpry Swe Name - CA Descriptron of agncomplisace :
CON * CROZIER ; CR | While Crozier has dedicated time and limited resources 1o ensure |
20b,¢ ' : ! that all LEP students have current idenufication assessments,
not all testing has been completed in & timely way. Evidence at |
i Crotier indicates that the lack of articulation results (n there not !
i : | being current assessment data for Crozier. This results in a large
{ number of LEP students not being able to be placed in an
‘ sppropriske program.
coN : KELSO ~ CR | The District Master Plan requires teachers who provide English
22 . CROZIER Language Development to hold appropriate stae centifications or
| WORTH- be in training to receive them.
INGTON
HIGHLAND Not all seachers assigned to provide ELD are appropristely
| credentialed, or in training for the requited credential.
CON CROZIER | CR | The Distict Master Plan requires teachers who provide
2la i WORTH- instruction in the primary language 10 hold appropriate siate
, INGTON centifications or be in training to receive them.
, MORNING-
i SIDE There are nov sufficient BCLAD teschers in training assigned to
| i HIGHLAND provide instruction through the primary language.
CON i | WORTH- CR | The District Master Plan requires seachen who provide
23 ! ' INGTON instruction through SDAIE to hold appropriste state
} certifications or be in training to receive them. Not al) teachers
i who are sasigned to provide SDAIE are qualified or in training.
I
]

*Put an asterisk next (o any finding that was also noncompliant during the last CCR.
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Cahfornia Department of Educauon Page 11 of__ 33
Form CTS- t¢
N 199798 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW ,
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Conunued: ,
County District code | 9 |6 4] 62 4 | LEA Name: INGLEWOOD UN[FIED SCHOOL !
DISTRICT :

See hack of torm (or instructions.

Noncumphiance Finding * !

ol 1y WCol 2 (G & (G 1Col 3) . 1Col. 6) l 1Cod. 74 )
Numera) ': oo
'S Teu ) \ ot
Program ftem fener Subprg ' SeName  ° CA w
CON i ; DISTRICT  CA In view of the large number of inexperienced emergency
A2 i teachers, there is a need to provide ongoing truning on SDALE
i strategies and mentoring o ensure implementation of these
f ' rnrategies.
' | There is a need to provide onpoing training for instructional
| aides assigned 1o provide suppon through the primary language
\ or SDAIE to ensure the use of sppropriate strategies.
CON DISTRICT l CR | The District-developed letter to inform perents of the voluntary

R perticipation in the services for LEP students is not cocrectly
completed at sites resulting in parents not receiving written
notificatios of the recommended program per the Bilingual
Mastet Plan (or their children. In a significant number of cases,
' these letters have been signed by parentis sfier the students have

' been placed in an instructional program.

CROZIER CR | The Diswrict’s guidelines for establishing s Bilingual Advisory
Committee have not been fully implemented nor has the
committee met all of the duties and obligations.

CON
A

|
|

“Put an asterisk next to any finding that was also noncomplisnt during the last CCR.
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Cahfornia Depanment of Educauon Pagel2 of 33
Form CTS-le

1997498 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

County Distnct code: 1 19 6 |4 6|3 |4 LEA Name: INGLEWOOD ¥NIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT

See hack of form for instructions.

Noncompliance Finding *
ey ol Ny (i & (Cid 43 (. 5y o 1Cof 63 - (Col.3s

\umeral ' (o ]
& Tent R o1
brogram frem et Subprg Se Neme | CA

|
|
- ; ; EISENHOWER
| |
COMMENDATIONS

i 1. The District is commended for their efforts 10 bring
! about tystemic change in mathematics through long
' " erm commitments and partnerships with agencies

! and buginesses in their community including

© TRW. California Suate University st Dominguez
Hills (CAPP Training) and the Math Renaissance
program.

2. The District is further commended for their well
developed plan of activities and inservices that have
been coordinated with both reform and uate
documments.

Dexcription of noncompliance

[ NON-COMPLIANCE

HEIKE ! Diserer (o ] There is no evidence that private non-pmﬁ( schools have
been offersd the opportunity to perticipsts.

INAKE . ) Diswict ) There is no evidencs thet private school officials have
: been contacted and consutied sbowt the nopds of their
i students and teschers.
|
VILIKE! 1 Diswics a There are 00 expenditures for sducational services and
other beneflts provided for sligible private schoot staff.

i

1

{

1
Put an asterisk next (0 any finding that was also noncompliant during the last CCR.
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Cslifornia Depsriment of Education Pege13 of 33
Form CTS-1e

189796 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

CountyOistnct code: | 1 |9 |6 | 4] 6 [ 3] 4LEA Neme: INGLEWOOD UNIVIED ]

See back of form for instructions.

. ____Noncomphance Fenaing * !
(Cot1) ; 1C0l.2) , (Col.) (Cotdy (Col. 8) (Col §) (Cot 7
Numanl | (o]

s Tew - o
Program | fem fte! Sbpp . S0 Neme CA Oyscripyen of Noncmphence
: l Safe & Orug Free 8choois & Communites

i | gommendations

+ Keiso 8chool is commended for having Mr.
Bsker, an off-duty policermnen, who for 12 years

! has sssisted with campus supervition, provides

| parent education, conducts famity visits, and

j guides students.

f ’ + Crozier 8chool is commended for establishing
|

. Ssturday School to address the needs of truam
! students.

: + Momingsiie School is commended for ks on-
going parinerships with the Centinela Valey
Juvenile Diversion Program and Peace Colbors
to provide Conflict Resohlion training snd
parent education. '

Non-Comgliance

SOFSC| 1 District CR + There is no evidence that the district has con-

I ducted an objective analysis of the cument use
of alcohol, tobeoco and other drugs, as well as
of the prevaiencs of violence, safety, and dis-
cipline problems.

SOFsCi 2 District 1%, + There is N0 svidence that the district has ested-
lished goals snd messurable objectives for
drug, aicohol and viclence prevention and

pubiicly reports progress on atlsining these
goals,

SDFsC 4 Distriat CA + ARhough each of the three schools vished by
the team I8 providing some prevention instruc-
tion, there Is no evidence that the district has
used the This [V funds R received to conduct 8
compreshensive drug/alooholiviclence program
designed for al) students.

Put an asterisk next to any finding that was aiso noncomplant during the Isst CCR.
CCRForms 36
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Californis Depaniment of Education Page 14 of 33
Form CTS-1¢

199798 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

County Oustrici code: ] 1 | 8 | 6] 4 ] 6 [ 3 | 4 [LEA Name: EELEMP.%LHD__J
See back of form for insinictions.

Noncompience § mang * )
iCot 1t , (Col ) r iCot 3 (Col &) (Cot 8) (Cel.8) (Cot 7y
Numara! ' H CR
[ i Tem ”
Progrsm . Rem . lefter Suprg Ste N CA Owsorphon 8! Nonompeence
: 1 8afe & Drug Free 8chool & Communities
' ; contin...
SOFSC ' 5 | Oistrict CR * There is no evidence that the district contscted
! ! private non-profit school officials within its
l 1 boundaries to offer equitable services in 1996-
' ' 87.
) ' District CA
soFrsci & ! « There is no evidence that the district has
I ‘ offered steff development cpportunities to
: ! individuasts who implement the SDFSC Act.
soFsc: 7 | District CA
! | + Thers is no evidence that the district has
, ! dgeveioped ks SOFEC program in consultation
‘ with 8 locsl edvisofy councH.
SDFSC | 11 Oistrict CA
+ There is n0 evidence that the district has a
: | comprehensive drug/aicohol and violence
! prevention pisn that Is consistent with the
: ! district's approved Local improvement Plan.
SOFSC, 1% . District CR

, + There is no evidence that the district distributes
| funding consistent with an approved budget.

Put an asterisk next 1o any finding that was also noncomplam during the last GCR.
CCR Forms 30
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Californis Department of Education
Form CTS-1e

Pagel5 of 33

199798 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW

NOTIFICATION OF FIN

County District code [ 1

{9 {6 [ A6 |3

DIN Contin
Name: IRCLEWOOD UNIPIED

See back of form for instructions.

¥

Norcomphanos Frxng *

1coi V)
Numaers!
8
Program

{Col.2)

em

(o))

Ten
otar

(Cor4)

Subpry

(cat §)

340 Nefme

{Col.8)
cr
o
CA

cCod?

Descnpton 9! Noncem phance

TUPE

TUPE

TUPE

TUPE

TUPE |

TUPE

Kelso
Crozier
Morningside

District

Otstrict

District

District

Oistrict

CA

CA

CA

Tobacco Use Prevention Education (TUPE)

Commendations

s Kelso, Crozier and Momingside School are
commaended for displaying ami-smoking
information in the classrooms.

+  Keiso, Croziet and Momingside 8chools are
commaended for recognizing and participating
in activities for the Great American Smokeout.

Nen-Compliance

* There is no evidence that the district has
sstabished goals and measurable Objectives
for tobacco use prevalence education.

+ There is no evidence that the district has
provided integrated, comprehensive tobacco
use prevention instruction for ad students in
grades four through eight that includes a
minimum of six or mors hours per grade levet
annually.

+ There is no evidence that inservice training
specific (0 prevention of tobacco use is offered
to s¢hoo! staff.

+ There is 00 svidence that the district has
submitted required records and data on
expendRures, services, staff development,
parent aducetion, etc. o thel Caitfornie
Department of Educstion.

+ There i3 10 evidence (hat the district has
implemented & TUPE program consistent with
that descrived in s Locel improvement Plan,
application, and approved budget.

Put an asterisk next to any finding thal was alse noncomphan during the last CCR.

CCR Forms 1
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199791 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Contitwed)

County District code | U] 6 4 6 k) 4 | LEA Name: INGLEWOOD §NIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT

Sce back of form {or instructions

Noncompliance Finding ®
WGl L Gl Gl UGl 4 (Gl 6

(Col. 8) tCol.

Sumeral
& Teu
Program ftem letter | Subprg Sre Name

B

i

o !

CA | Descripnon of oncomphisace
i

i CAREER/VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND CIVIL RIGHTS

| » The Momingside High School Career/Vocauonal Education
teachers are cormmended 10¢ their efforts 10 ensure that their

courses mre accessibie 10 and effectively serve students with
special needs.

. +  The District is commended for its resolve of the myriad of
' Civil Rights non-complisnce items identified in the 1993-94
CCR snd for the exceptional documentation (Tle developed

for thit on-gite review, '

NON-COMPLIANCE

Voo 3 | Momingside | CA |, vocational Education programs supported with Perkins Act
[ i High School funds are not organized into coherent sequences of courses

designed to prepare students (or employment in occupetions
requiring less than ¢ baccalsurcate degree.

vw . X District CA |+ The District's announcement of non-discrimination does not
CR . include the required information about the Titke IX and
Section 504 Coordinatort(s). |

T
*Put an asterisk next to any finding that was also noncompliant during the last CCR.
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199798 COURDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continved)
County District code: LEA Name: INGLEWOOQOD D SCHOOL
1 9|6 4 | 6 31 4 DISTRICT |
See hachk of form tor nstructions. :
Noncompliance Finding * ‘ -
T (ol o0 (Col & (Coi 41 : 1Col 3i | 1Cel &) ; 1Col.7i '
Numeral : o :
A Tenr . o )
Prugram {tem lettet Swdorg Sie Narre CA Devcnption of soacomalunce {
i I . -
SPECIAL EQUCATION
i
! COMMENDATION
. The Special Education Coordinator has provided many
| Diswiet opportunities (or professional development workshops
! conference. hands-on-training through the team effort of the
: program specialist and the SELPA.

Special Education instructional stafl DIS staff and instruction
Kehso suppont staff were observed using strategies that truly involved

students in lesrning. Students were provided with opportunities
| to apply their learning and they showed much enthusiasm. Stafl
! is commended.

| _ The District's designated instructional staff are commended for

, Diwricy their commitment (o the students, the program and the

. inglewood Unified School District during this period of restricied
i physical, material and personne! resources.

| NON-COMPLIANCE

: The student ttudy tesm process is not fully utilized s some
nmsi ! Oiawrict school sites reviewed at some school sites reviewed and it is not
- kally weed s & regular education function with regular
education sff assuming the lsadership role and Special

Education saff serving as consultants. |

A single [EP developed does not always contain ths following
Disrict required components -
+  direct relationship between the statement of sducational
performance and the data obtained from the assessmem
- Parenual consent to all or part of the [EP
- Transition services for students aged 16 years or over which
inchade:

Instruction

Community saperience
*Put an anerisk nexi to any finding that was also noncompliant during the last CCR.

s
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199798 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW

NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continved) . .

Counts District code: LEA Name: !NOLEWOOD.:_;IVIFIED '
ICT

1l 6 | 4 6 3l 4 SCHOOL DIS

See back of form for instrucuions,

Noncompliance Finding ® i
Gl fr aCol 20 Cel b (Col &) 1Col $) 1Col. 61 tCol 71
\vnweral . [o 3
A Teu .
Program liem fetier Subpry. | Sive Norme CA Descrigeion of poncompliance
IER | Disrict @ ¢,

f . - Basis for determining when transition services are not

i 'i { - Studem participating or consideration when approprirte

l : action taken 10 obain agency pasticipation,

| « A description of the modificaion needed by student to the

f imsgrated in regulsr programs ( ex. adapiation of equipment.
use of technology, instructional assistants etc.)

1s2 District o A meeting is not always held annually for the purposes of

feviewing/ the [EP, present levels of educstionsl performances

do not alwsys demonstram growth over the previous year and

e{Tective criveria to measure previous year and effective criteriato

measyre student outcome is oot always used.

s District CA There is & need for sdministrators of categorical programs,
12 special sducation and general education curticulum and

, instruction to coordinase their efforts at the Central Office level.
There is no evidence that special Education staff is contistently
involved in curriculum development activities and there is a0
) evidence that Special Education curriculum for the Special Dy
X Class has been developed and aligned with the District's care.

ms
4

: Disrict a Asferral procedures are not always coordinated with other school-
; siwe programs, bilingual, Title | etc. |

'|
|

1"t s i i District a Notice of assesement it not always provided 10 s parent in a
!

16 reasongbie time befors aseessment and the asssszrment plan doss
not always contain the results of previous administered language
proficiency sssessment.

| There is & need 10 provide additional Prychologist to insure the
n|7 S| District Q| development of assessment plans within the 15 day timeline.

1

*Put an asterisk next (o any finding that was also noncompliam during the last CCR.
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199798 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

County Distnet code: LEA Name: INGLEWOOD ¥NIFIED :
1t | 6 |4 613 |4 SCHOOL DISTRICT J

See hack of torm for instructions.

Noncompliance Finding *

ol T Col 307 (Gl 4 i Col 41 1Col 3) | 1Col.or 1C 7 'l
Numeral l [ l
A . Tem i I e l ,
_Program item letter  Swbprg | SmeName @ CA Descripiron of noncompliance
1184 " Distnet P : When sppropriate the IEP does not always contain the following
. ; - iems: Linguistically appropriate goals and objectives
' - A behaviors! intervention Plan i

- English Language and primary language development
! scrvices that are provided when appropriate by the LEP
| | progam.
: - Differential proficiency standards {or graduation.

1SS ! District CA | 1n some IEPs reviewsd goals and objectives did not always show
a direct relationship between the present levels of performance
and the specific educational service and instruction provided
based on the individual identified need of the student.

1 S6 ' ‘ District Some regular education ieachens interviewed were not
- f knowledgeable about the contents of mainstreamed studenu [EP,
_ ' Genera! Education teacher need to panticipste in the [EP
. meetings.
. |
11 SR - g Distriet a General education programa (including a variety of general

i education progress such as, art, music, industrial arts, consumer
and homemaking education and vocational education are not
always availsble.

i
i

*Put an asterisk next (o any finding that was also noncompliant during the last CCR.
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Californua Deparunent nf Education Page_20_or 33
Form CTS-te

199798 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Coutinued)

! »
County Distnct code: t e lefa] o] 3] ¢ ]LEANEe INGLEWOOD UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT
See back of lorm Jor instructions.
____Noncompliance Finding °
Wl T ] 1Col T j 1Col 3 | 1Cal 4 iCol 5 1Cel. 6} (o %]
Numeral | o 3
& I Test [d
Propram liem i lener Swubpxg. S Nome CA Descrpuce of soscompliaece
i ! I
g ' s ON NONC IANCE
1S 1Y | \ cp | Vison and hearing screenings are completed for
R ! students being assessed but not consistently priof to the
; ; student study team meeting and the [EP meeting as
' i evideaced by records received.
[
i
M S8 | cr | Records received show inconsistency in reassessment of
| students every year. There i3 a need to provide
additional psychological staff
i
“ili §38 ! CR | The IEP does not consistently document the reason for
pl;cenlrem of students in schools other thas their home
school.
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Caliornsa Departnent of Education Page 21 or 33
Form CTS-le
199798 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Contnued) ' :
Counry Distnct code: l 9 6 4 6 3 4 | LEA Name: INGLEWOOD UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT )
Sce hack of form for instrucuons.
Noacomplance Finding *
T TGl DT Cel ) (Gl 4 1Col I iCel ) TCol 0
Numeral | - a
& i Tent [d
Program 1 liem lener { Subprg. $re Nasme CA Descrpuoe of soacompliaace
I I
; ! N NON CO AN
IV 848 ! Cr | There is a need to provide appropriate ongoing
. ‘ inservice tralning opportunities based upon a needs
; ' assessment for special education safYf, regular education
\ . | saff, suppont services personnel, parents. volunteers and
: : administrators at the Selpa, District and site levels
oA\ Sdb ! CR | There was no documented evidence that staff
| development activities are coordinated  the district and
: the school levels (¢.5. IASA Title 1, Bilingual -
|
IV 543 : cr | Core materials (12xt books are not always available for
{ use by the special day class siudents. useof a
; variety materials sad strasegies that reflect the students
unique learning style was not observed in classroom
visited, _
TV §52 cr | IEP's are not consistently developed with 30 days of
parent consent (o assessment a8 evidenced by records
and interviews |

*Put an asterisk next to any finding that was also noocompliant during te last CCR.
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Form CTS-le
199798 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW .
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Contmwed) '
County Distnct code: 1 9 6 1 416 3 | 4 | LEA Nane: INGLEWOOD UNTFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT '
See back of (orm for instrucuons
Noncomplance Finding *
iCel D | (ol NN €l 5y | (Col 61 (Col 1)
Sumetat | x
& Ten "
Program ] liem letrer Swiprg. Sne Nome CA Descripsse of poscompimect
' SPECIAL EDUCATION NON COMPLIANCE
| .
| . Too many specisl education students due to limited
1se | ! : | Dueia CR | option on some year round tracks , lack of
1 , accommodation for special day class and severely
; : hmdmed student, class scheduling, and availability
: of suitable electives for students with special needs.
[ | Service students are not the tame services as those
l } provided in the regular bilingusl/ELD program.
i
@ | CA | Schoo! stte plans 60 pot describe the rational and the
s l ’ Drseric extent of the participation of special education staff.
i ! There is alpo no description of services to both
[ ’ identified and non (dentified studeats. There is also no
description of strategies (¢.§. collaborative, pull out, side
by side, in the school site plan.
0 - State guidelines for students with low incidence
sl Dusia | CA | isabilities were not used In the self review u
sites where students with low (ncident dt attend.
|
|

*Put an asterisk next 10 any finding that was also noncompliamt during e last CCR.
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1997.98 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION INQS (Continved)

CDSCode: | 1 9| 671 4] 6] 2| 4] LEA Name: INGLEWOOD UNIFIED '

Indicate below the findings for the integrated programs items. Use additonal pages as necessan

INTRODUCTION

The four Integrated Program ltems (IPI) are all directly bound to the existence of a distnict’s “core
curriculum’. A core curriculum is defined as & written, board-approved course of study with an
aruculated scope and sequence that considers the age-grade level of the students and — at a
minimum — addresses the district’s instructional content aress of Reading. Language Arts,
Mathematics, Science and Social Science.

The Consolidated Compliance Review (CCR) validation team acknowledges that, in the 1997-98
school year, the Inglewood Unified School District is in the midst of major change; and that some
of this change is curricular. While elements of the core curriculum exists in a variety of forms
(e.g.. published resource documents and comumercially available instructional materials by grade
span in specific content areas), there is no evidence of a written board-approved course of study
for all students in the district. Consequently, because the [PIs cannot be anchored to the district's
core programs, all four of the items are found to be out of compliance at this time.

P11 Multifunded students receive the district's core curriculum through the district-supponed
instructional delivery system.

Noncompliant

o . .
The CCR validation team was unable to find evidence of a board core curriculum for the
Inglewood Unified School District. In the absence of a uniform plan, there can be no assurance
that the instructional delivery systems for multifunded students at the school visited are being
replicated at similar schools throughout the District.

Concerny {
Some Special Education students do not have access to the same text books used by students in the

regular school program.

Special Education staff need to be included in the development of Special Education instructional
materials used by the District.
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1997.98 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NO ATION O $ (Conynyed)

CDSCode: | | 91 6| ¢ 6] A|4]LEA: Name: INCLEWOOD UNTFIED ’

Indicate below the findings for the integraied programs sems. Use addiuonal pages as nccessany '

While it is acknowledged that the district has, in good faith, moved to put a comprehensive
multiple assessment system in place, the issues surrounding the lack of a core curriculum remains.
Until the core program has been definied and implemented. there will be no way to determine how
well. or to what extent, multifunded students in the district are achieving it.
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1997.98 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NO ATION OF FINDINGS (Conlinued)

CDSCode: | 1 | 9] 6| 4] 6| 3]4/|LEA: Name: mcuswooounmso"

Indicate below the findings for the iiegrated programs sems. Use sdditional pages as necessan’

IPL.2 Mubtifunded students receive appropriate multifunded program services for which they are
eligible. These services support their learning of the district’s core curriculum.

Noncompliant

Given that a core curriculum does not exist, the services provided by Title I, Bilingual and Special
Education funding lack a definable structure.

Concerns

For Title I and Bilingual Education, it is difficult to determine which students are receiving
supplemental services because, in some instances, all children participate in the supplemental
programs (¢.8.. intersession and after school tutoring).

At Momingside High School, no supplemental instructional materials were in evidence for limited
Proficient students.
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1997.98 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
S (Continued)

CLS Code: | 9| 6] 4] 6] 3

Indicate below the findings for the integrated programs ttems. Use additional pages as necessan . ¢

IP1.3 Multifunded students receive a coherent and coordinated program which enables them to
leamn the core curriculum.
Noncompliant

School staff reported that — at times — there is a lack of awareness or confusion about the types
and varieties of services for which some students are eligible.

Copcems

Interviews with school stafT indicate a need for those serving students in Title 1, Bilingual and
Special Education programs to share information relative to providing appropriate supplemental
services to eligible students in the least restrictive environment.

There is a need for greater articulation of program services for special needs students moving from
the elementary to the middle schools, and from the middle to the high schools.
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1997.98 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continved)

CDS Code: ! 91 6t 416 1| 4 LEA: Name: lNGLEWOODUN(FlEDY

Indicate below the findings for the iniegrated programs items. Use addiuonal pages as necessary
IP1.4 Data indicate that specially-funded students are learning the district’s core curriculum.

For the past four years, the mainstay of the Inglewood Unified School District's assessment
program has been the Califomia Achievement Test, Fifth Edition (CAT/S). All students in grade |
are administered the Complete Battery; students in grates 2-11 received the Survey Version. Only
Special Education students identified as ‘severely handicapped’ and those with sign written
waivers are exempted from the annual testing program. Resource Specialist and Special Day
Class students are tested with accommodations as determined by the classroom teachers. The
Spanish Assessment of Basic Education, Second Edition (SABE 2) is administered to all limited
English proficient (LEP) students whose primary language is Spanish and who are enrolled in
Spanish/Reading classes.

To comply with state requirements, in 1996-97, Inglewood expanded its assessment procedures to
include the use of multiple measures: (1) a norm-referenced achievement test, (2) end of course
grades in Reading/Language Ans and Mathernatics, and (3) a third measure to be determined by the
school. (Reportedly just one school used only two measures — the normn referenced test and grade
scores — for assessing student progress in 1996-97.

All school compiled student assessment information in a matrix provided by the District Office.
Scores were combined to single performance levels for each student by assigning equal weights to
the measures used. While the material s 1-3 differed from that in grades 6-11, the district
maintained the S0th NCE and a grade of *C" or better for determining grade level proficiency.

The information compiled for each school was submitted to the District where is was analyzed by
school, grade and sub-test. School information was further disaglﬂegmd by program funding
source (i.e., Title 1, Bilingual, Special Education and GATE) for chool Accountability Report
as required for Pant 2 of the Consolidated Programs Application document.

Concems
Although the district current d.m‘ qumu student achievement information by pro funding
source, to meet federal ‘uidz{lnu, te 1 stipulates that student data is also to be 'n;';?gmd by
gender, ethnicity, lmg_uage proficiency, migrant status, Special Education, and by economic
disadvantaged. This Title I information is to be available at the school site and used for purposes
of strengthening services to students. All of the information for meeting this federal requirement is
currently available in the district however, personnel and financial resources may have to be
redirected in order to achieve it.
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1997-98 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continped:

CDS Code: | | 91 6| 4] 6] 3 4] LEA: Name: INCGLEWOOD UNIFIED ’

Use the space below to wnte summary siatements for the identified topics. '

Compliance trends. Summarize compliance trends, reflecting generai patierns of success or
problems.

1L

vi.

STANDARDS. ASSESSMENT AND ACCOUNTABILITY

There are not results of an annusl evaluation that demonstrate that the district and each
participating school are implementing consolidated programs that are effective under criteria
established by the local governing board. This issue will be resolved upon hoard established
cniteria that messures the effectiveness of the following programs: Title 1., Tide V1. SCE. SIP.
LEP and SB 1282.

TEACHING AND LEARNING

ltem 11 - CON 7 is cited as non-compliant. Not all Targeted assistance schools coordinate

resources and conduct timely ongoing reviews of student progress (o revise the program and

provide additionsl assistance ss needed. This was cited as non compliant in 1991 and in 1994,

This will be resolved when there is in place: (1) a procedure to emsure that all students are assesscd
regularly: (2) assessment results are available to appropriate staff members () actual program :
revisions are made based on the Title | students’ needs.

OPPORTUNITY (equai educational access)

11 - Con 17 is non-compliant. Eligible children are not identified by the school on the basis of
multiple educationally related objective criteria. This will be resolved upon establishing district
wide multiple criteria for selecting eligible students.

STAFFING AND PROFESSIONAL GROWTH

IV Con 21 is cited as being non-compliant because there it not evidence thet planned professional
development activities are implemented that include strategies for identifying and climinuing
pender and racial biss.

To resolve this issue there need 10 be activities designed by school personnel that specifically
address these issues.

GOVERNANCE AND ADMINISTRATION

There is not a school site council. This was cited as non-compliant in 1991, This will be
resolved when a school site council it established that meets the membership requirements.
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1997-08 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
TIFICATION OF PNDINGS (Continued)

COS Cotu: 1 0| 6] a] 6] 2] 4| LEA Neme: INGLEWOOOD UNIFIED ’ .

Uss the apace below 1o write summary stetermerts {or the identilied topics.

1 Compliamce treads. Summarize compliance trends, refleciing general patterns of success of
problerms.

In the previous coordnated comphance review of 1994 there were twenty three Rems of non
compliance in Special Education,
There are 21 Hems of non compliance in this 1998 review.

Many of the presert tems were identified through the seff review process and they wers
identified through the diligent efforts of inglewood Unified Specisl kducation staff.

interview of staff reveal an ongoing desire foward establishing and maintaining compliance.

Many of the tems involve meeting strict timeiines that are not likely 10 be met with the limited
number of psychoiogiet presertly avalisble.

There is 8leo currert need 1o provide appropriaste assesement, instructional materials text books,
#ic.. o accommodate the variety of lsaming styles and needs of individuais with sxceptional ‘
needs a3 well as the need for staft to coordinate and colisborate avallable services and resources.

To provide comprshensive and spprooriate services for students with special needs, speciel
education staff shoukd be inciuded in the planning, development and implementation of sl district
ndeavers e.9., curricuium development, standard asessement, stafl development, program
evaluation stc.

The district should assess the need for edditional peychologist, nurses and Special Education
tsachers as R reistes to the Necessary services required by stuxients with special needs.

Connectivity and continulty is needed in the delivery ol services to students to enhance the
sducational benefits needs of all students in the Inglewood Unifled 8choot District. |
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Gomglianse TYrands

CaresriYooational Exscution and Ciyil Righis

Two noncompliant Rems were Kkisntified In this year's caresr/vocations! educstionsl Civil Rights Re-
view compared 10 the nine noncompliant Rems identified in (he 1903-04 review. The first noncom-
pliant lem can be resclved by developing coherent sequences for sach of the vocational education
programs supporied with the Perking funds. The second noncompiant Rem can be mctw’ad by frevis-
ing the district’s Non-discriminstion Announcement (0 inciude (he name, address end teisphone
number of the person(s) designated to coordinate Titie |X and Section 504 compliance activities and
by including the snnouncement in the annusi employee and studentparent handbooks.
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1997-88 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continved)

CDS Code 1 p| 6| 4| ¢ 3 | 4| LEA Name INGLEWOOD UNIFIED ]
P
Use the space below 1o write summary statements for the identified topics.

1. Compliance trends. Summarize compliance trends, reflecling general patiems of success
or problems.

Qaneral Compliance Trands

The Safe and Drug Free Schools and Communtities Program (TRie IV) hed 8 out of 16 items out
of compliance and the Tobacco Use Pravention Education Program (TUPE) had § out of 11
ilems out of compliance. The team was unable (0 determing i Tile IV and TUPE programs
and services ware provided at the district level in 1996-97, due to a significant change in the
personnel conducting those programs and 8 subsequent absencs of documentation covering
that penod of time. District stafl are working vigorously (0 complete the annual repornts, provide
accurate information (ot the schools on a number of requirements, address stafl development
needs, reconcile budgets, etc. Mowever, given the number programs for which the curment staff
is responsidle, and the severs shortage of personnel to assist with these tasks, R will be very difh-
cult 10 “reinstote preventive programs at the school site® as cahed for in Section Vil of the dis-
trict's Strategic Plan. If the district altocates syfficient additional personnel time {0 reactivate
programs and compiete the requirements referenced in these SDFSC and TUPE iems. the team
feels that compliance can be achieved.

As Crozier School and the district continue 10 develop procedures for ensuring thst LEP prof-
ciency data are transferred from feeder schools 10 receiving schools in & timely manner, the
schoo! will be able to implement the redesignation criteria established in the Bilingua! Educa-
tion Master Plan. This will result In more eligible students being redesignated from LEP to FEP,
and the follow-up of previously redesignaled stugents will be compieted on the time Ines set by
the district.

As the District moves forward to compiete the developmernt of ELD curticulum, including stan-
dards of achievement, and consistent, regutar oral and Merscy assessment tied to the curricy-
lum, a significant number of LEP students wil receive articulated instruction to develop English
- &s - second-language in & manner thet is more effective. When this curriculum is completed,
the District will need to design and implernent & training program for teachers and administrators
on all aspects. |

District, Payne, Crozier

The District Master Plan describes 8 program of primary langu instruction to ensure equal access
to the core curmiculum for LEP students. To determine which LEP students should receive this in-
struction, the Plan will need 10 specify criteria thal wil be applied to determine when a student's
English languege proficiency requires that insiruction through the primary langusge will be provided.
While the Plan sets out critaria that must be met in order for students to transition from pamary lan-
guage instruction to English reading, the District will need to augment training to ensure that these

criteria are used consistently. This will ensure that students move into English reading in a consistent
and systemalic way.
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Complianan_TYrands continued... Page 32 of 33

The District needs 10 develop systems (0 ensure articulstion of LEP student proficiency data trom the
elemaentary to the middie schools and from these schools to the high schools. These procedures.
when fully impiemented. will suppor the efforts of the receiving schools 10 place LEP students ac-
cording 10 the Master Plan provisions. Ouring the current schoot year, Crozemer School nepds to com-
plete the analysis of s students’ English proficiency levels to determine which students rpquire pn-
mary language instruction in order 10 mors accurstely provide nstruction that will meet the needs of
the students. .

At Crozier. the school and district need 10 deveiop and impiement 8 short-term and bongimm pisn to
snsure thal all LEP students have adequate and sufficient learning matensis. This will require an
assessment of needs and a plan to aliocate funds and support from the distnct.

The Master Pian needs to specify criteria that will be applied to determme which LEP students
should receive Specially Designed Academic Instruction in English (SDAIE) to ensure equal access
to the core curriculum for LEP students. When these criteris are developed. the district will need to
irain teachers and admmisirators on the criteria and the appropriate placemant of students described
in the Master Plan.

Crozier will need to compiete the analysis of the English proficiency levels of LEP students to deler-
mine which students requirs SOAIE instruction.

CON 20b.0 - initial identification

The District and Crozier School need 1o further develop procedures established in the Mastier Plan to
ensure that all LEP students have curmenti identification essessments anticulated between feeder snd
receiving schools.

The District and schools will need to deveiop procedures 10 ensure that teachers who are assigned 1o
provide ELD sre regulany notified of the need to obtain required certification within an established
ume line. A process for monitoring completion of training needs to be impiemented in order 10 an-
sure that tearners futflil training agreements and apply for centifications.

The District and schoois wil need to develop procedures 10 ensure that ieschers who are assigned to
provide primary language instruction are regularly notifled of the need to obtain required certifice-
tion within an astablished time ine. A process for monitoring completion of training needs to be im-
plemented in order (v ensure thal teachers fulfil training agreements and apply for certifications.

CON 23b Sufficient Qualified Biaff to Provide SRAIE

The District and schools will need to develop procedures to ensure that teachers who sre dssigned to
provide primary langusge instruction are regularty notified of the need (o odtain required certifica-
tion within an ostablished tine ne. A process for monRoring compietion of training needs to be im-
plemented «n order 10 ensure thet teachers fulfil training sgreements snd apply for certifications.

The District wil need 10 provide ongoing training on SDAIE strategies 10 leachers (0 ensure use of the
most appropriate techniques 10 ensurs that LEP students recsive full understanding of the curricu-
lum. This training needs to be supporied through reguiar mentoring to ensure full and consistent im-
plementation of these strategies.
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The District will need 10 review the clarity of the curren letisr to inform parents of the voluntary par-
ticipation n the gervices for LEP students which currently does not ¢iearly indicate the grogram
which Is recommended Dy the schools. The procedures described in the Master Plan wll need 10 be
presenied through sessions for school staffs on a reguier basis (0 ensure that parents receive written
notification of the recommended program for their chikiren in time to make decisions before the stu-
dents are placed in any described instructiona! program.

The District's guidelines for constituting & Bilingusl Advisory Committee and ensunng that all ele-
ments of traning and responsidilty have been fully implemented need to be followed at the school
site. .

General commendations. List general or cross-program commendations related o the
coordinated compliance review process (commendations related {0 specific programs shouid b
be wentified on Form CTS-le).

1 The district sdministration and Kelso, Crozier, and Momingside schools are commended for
their efforts to strengthen perent involvement through Spirit Focus Groups, Study Circles,
and annual need assessments.

2 The distict sdministration and Kelso, Crozier and Momingside schools are commended for
their efforts to make positive change, and educate students in the midst of high teacher
tumover, district reorganization and limied personnel resources.

3 The district is commended for expanding early childhood educstion and tmplemenling
Jumpstan, an interactive parent/child program that prepares children for kindergarten.

4 The district is commended for pursuing granis and esisblishing innovative pannerships with
business and colleges and universities (e.g. UCLA, the Catifornia Insthute of Technology
and \he Packard Foundation) to suppoent instruction and staff development.

5. The District is commended for implomonm? programs such as Assessment, Planning, Pro-
gramming and Intervention (APPI), Math Engineering, and Science Achievement (MESA),
and College Opportunities Program to increase the college going rates of underrepresented
students.

€. Despite hmited resources. {here has been an effont by the Bilingual instructional Depant-
ment to monior the programs for LEP students. This has resulted in accurate identification
of areas in which the Bilingusl Education Master Plan has not been fully implemented.

These have also been steps taken 10 respond 1o thee areas by schools with the help o{ the
central office.
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