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19397-90 COORDIMATED COMFLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFPICATION OF FINDINGS

Pleases check review type below:

— ) —

—JLEA Self-Review |—-\x---JCDl validation —Jother

1 R 3
] LS Code: | O |9 | 6] 1 19 | 4| S | county EL DORADO i
} 1 A J i L . L “L 1,
| | |
| LEA Name PIONEER UNION ELEMENTARY | Cooperative EL DORADO COUNTY |
H ; —+ —
| { [
| SELPA EL DORADO CO. SE | Migrant Region: \
- I YI —
! . |
| CCR Coordinator Sharon Pia | Phone: | Reviev dates: 05/06-05/21/98 |
— A J

Forms CTS-la thrqugh CTS-1h represent the official report of findings of the LEA's self-

review or the California Dapartment of Education's (CDEB) validation review regarding the
compliance status of the district or agency.

S§ignatures and Distribution. Porms CTS-1a through CTS-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 each
applicable rogional LEA administrator (i.s., cooperative, migrant region, SELPA, county).
For 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 Rducation
CCR Teams Management Unit
P.0. Box 944272
Sacramento, CA 94244-2720

Required Response. Yor noncomplisnce findings identified by the CDE review team, the LEA

is required to resolve each finding within 45 calendar days of the exit date of the review.
In those casas vhen certain issues cannot be resolved within the required 45-calendar-
day period, the LEA must submit a proposed compliance agreement. In either case the LEA
must respond by submitting a completed *Proposed Resolution of Noncompliance Pindings,®
Form CTS5-4 or CTS-4m in Bection IV of the Coordinated Compliance Review Training Guide.

For noncompliant validation review results only: The date by
which your agency must submit its ®Proposed Resolution of
Noncompliance Findings® is: 07/03/90

Assurance. I certify chat a complete Coordinated Compliance Review has been conducted.

Bach applicable program compliance instrument has been applied. The findings in this
report are complete and accurate and identify all jtems found to be noncompliant.

§ignatures:

CDE CCR Team Leader: r —_
for CDE use only: |-

. -
Signature is Log:

I
Shn:clﬁ Pia S. Taylor CTS: ) |
|
Typed name / Typed name Route:
[
5 /6 /75 <Claley
Date / Data m7
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Yorn CTS-1b (Rev 7-97)

1997-90 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)
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| |

| 9 | LEA Neme
A 1

PIONEER UNION ELEMENTARY

U—

Assurance (for self -review only
Comp.iance Reviev inatrumnent (s
sccurate and identily oll items

1 have completed & reviev of the programis) listed helov using the approprisze Coordinated
! spplind al} compliance 1tems and tests 4nd the findings in this report are “plete and
‘ound to be noncompltiant

> yrm
Prograns reviewed and COE | !
program phone numbers t Names of revieveris® | Signeture of reviever s
o N
Irtegrated programs items | ! —
19161 6€57-27%¢ | s Taylor | S |
—+
Uniform complaint prodcduru | / (
(916) €57-461¢ | 8. Taylor
N v S 1ada~
Adult education | r
(9161 332-501) {
H
CalServe |
1916] 657-5442 |
.
T
Child development |
(916} 322-62)) | |
Consolidated programo —
1916) 637-39M) 8. Taylor S I !
Safe and Orug-Fres 8chools [}
snd Communities/Tobecco Use | =
Prevention Education i k_
(916) 657-3810 V. Linfor ./ (Lt ry
Eisenhowsr program Rl
19161 €57-4084%
GCender equity
{916) 637-301)
smigrant education
(9161 €3%7-1%13
Specisl educstion
(916) 445-4741 M. Pacey

vYocational education
1916} €57-2%)2

Vocational educstion civil rights

(9161 €37-2%1

Other reviewsr (e

assurance (or LEAs that receive & Document Review (for sell-review onlyl:

All complisnce items and tests have been aspplied.

1 have participsted in the self-reviev for this district.

Consolidated Programs Cooperative
Director or designes (il applicadle)

Migrant Region Director’
(1t applicable}

SELPA Director
v applicable) A

Otheris!
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1997-98 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF PINDINGS (Continued)
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California Department of Bducation Pege: H of |Y
Forwm CT3-1d (Rev 7-97)

1997-98 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

i O T T T |
|cuscm.|0|9|6|11|9I(JSELuu-u PIONEER UNION ELEMENTARY |

[ A e L A ;
This form 1s a summary. Complete only one for each district. For a cooperative

complete a separate form for each member district.

Column 1 -- Items: The number of items/tests in each program's compliance instrument is displa

Column 2 -- Noncompliant: If a program has any noncompliance findings., enter the number
below and describe the specific findings on form CTS-le (forms CTS-1f, lg,
and 1h for IPI). If a program is totally compliant, enter a “0".

Iﬁ Tl | T(Col 3 I tCol. ” i | ICol . nY| icol. 21 |
) | | Total | # Non- || | ] Total | @ Non
| Code Program | Items | compliant{| Code | Program | Iltems | compliant
% d # : N A A
| ] |
] IPI Integrated Programs [ 4) Q } Child Developmant 1
i |
t |
| UCP Uniform Complaint {1) 1 | APP Alternative payment (19) |
I procedures : ! —_—
|
| | |
: ! ] | I :
| A | Adult education [38) FBG FPederal block grant | ([37) |
|
|
| CPS Comp. ed. preschool (23) PCC Family child care (22)
|
!
| CS CalServe (12) GEN General child [25) !
| developmant -
!
| CON | Consolidated programs| [43) 9 NP3 Migrant federal (26)
} I| - based [
f G Gender oquity [24) MSB Migrant state based | [25)
|
!
| IKE Eisenhower {7 R&R Resource & referral [14)
|
|
| M Migrant education [24) SAC S8chool -age community| (25)
|
= s Special aducation (77} 0 SH Severely handicapped| [20])
|
: SRRI | S océnl ed. early [23) SPD School -age parenting| [26]
| star - e
|
s§aDPSC Safe & drug-fraee (1€) 1 SP8 State preschool (23}
: d schools & go«munitiu P R
{ TUPE | Tobacco-use {12) L
| prevention.
I v Vocational education (30])
|
|
| VCR | Voc. ed. 1ivil rights| [36) [
| . 1
} ]
| I .
I [ ]
I I !
| | |
L 1 ,
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California Department of Educabon
Form CTS-1e

Page_S of 1y

1997-98 COORDINATED COMPUANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

C ounty Oistrict code: [J l ]

. lv lleL LEA Nerw: Ploneer Union Elementary

see back of form for instructions

noncompliance findings
(Col.1} (Col.2 {qol.l {Col.4 (Col.§) (Cot. (Col.T)

Nmersl ) ) ) §)

[ CR
Program Site name or description of noncomplisnce

Kemy Tost suUrog. CA
lotter
UNIFORM COMPLAINT PROCEDURE S
Noncompilant kem

viucP 1 e K There are board approved uniforn cormplaint procedures, however, there is

no referencs 10 local civil law remedies in these procedures.

G oldhores I TN den 11 1T 9T
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Californis Departrnent of Education Page [ of |4
Form CT8-1¢

1997-98 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

CountyDistrict code: 0 l' ] [1 l. [lJi LEA Name: Ploneer Union Elementary

see¢ back of form for instructions

nonc ompliance Andings

col.1) | (Cot2 (Cf:u {Col.4 (Col.§) (Col. §) {Cal. T

Numers! ) ) ) CRor

[ CA
Program Site name descrigtion of moncompiiance
Rem Test | swrog.
Iotter
CONSOLIDATED PRCGRAMS

Commendations
The district and site staft and sdministration are coremended for thelr
effarts fo éeveiop and implermant many supplementary services for
educationally disadvaniaged students.
Noncormpilent erme

ICON 1 District ARhough the district hes deveioped an exteneive sctountsbility plan,

MrinCra there are ne boerd-esisdilahed sffectivenesea crileria for consolideled
’ programs and Ao annual evaluation of consolideted programs based on

this criteria for the echool.

VCON i ] Dietrict There are Ao achool alle plane which hve besn approved by the

MatnCri applicable councilsiconmitiess and the governing boerd,

VCON - ] District Thers is Ao parent involverment policy with the components required by
EC11802.

VICON | 34 MntnCrk The school aite councH does not have the appropriate
balance between the school and the
parent/student/community sides; the principaiis nots
member of the site council,

*Put an asterisk noxt to any finding that was also noncompliant during the last CCR.

Crthary QY798 doc |1 1797

DOE 20348




Catifornis Department of Education Page ] of }Y
Form CTS-1e

1997-88 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

County Oistrict code: (] Ll [} l‘ ll l‘ l‘ LEA Norme; Pronwer Union Elemerntary

see back ot form for Instructions

noncompiiance Rndings

{Col.1) (Col.2 (?ol.l {Cold {Col.§) {Cal. {Col. T)

Numer sl ) ) ) L]

[} CR
Program Site nave or description of noncompllance
Rem Test | surog CA
[
VRCON ] District Becauss there are ro achvol sites budgets . R is not posaibls to determine
MrnCrk whather 30% of the funds are spent at the school sile on direct services 10
students.

VRCON 3 [} MmnCrk Becaues thers are a0 school site budgsts, I is not possibie to detenmine
whvether coneolidsted program funds sre baing used o supplement the
besic education program.

VICON 3 b MntnCrk Becauss there ars no school sile budgets, R is not possibie to detenmine
whether there are muitifunded positions for which time sccounting ls
required.

CON L] K, w MretnCrk The school plsn is In the deveiopmantal phase; R muat contain &
description of the supplumantsi services for sducsionalty disadvantsged,
gifted and talervied, lirnited English proficient. and special sducation
students and budgets for sl consolideted programs.

(i teharey a9 7-u8 dos 11 1797

DOE 20349




[1a TN

Y QT

LTinEn

Calfomis Department of Egucation
Form CTS-1e {Rav. 8-87)

S L |

Page_% of (Y

1997-99 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

-

t CountyDlatnci codo ] 1

1

|

]

LCA name.Rionest

A

See back of form far (nstructiony

Noncompilance bngrg’

‘Col 1, (Cot ) {1l N Col 4) ol S, (Col ¢ «Co! 7;
Numes (o}

& Wio: Test 0r

g™ 'lem gt | Sudpg S'le rgmme Ca (escrplior of AoRcoMalarLe

I

SPCCIAL EOUCATION

There 478 A0 items 'derlfed as nor complignl. The district had 3

itenys

*Put 30 aateriak Aexl 10 30y finding that was 3150 noncompient Jurng the fast CCR.

somprenensve Belt-egvigw which resuited In the denfficaton of Aon -
loampllance Agprosfiate actions have been Tken ¢ 430've the identifigq *

DOE 20350



Cahitornia Department of Education
Form CTS-le (Rev 7-99)

1995-96 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continues)

Pugc_i__nf_l‘_-t_

County/Dutnct code 0 Lq 6 l | l 9 l 4 l S LEA Name Proncvr Umion Blementan Schoed Dt
See hack of torm for instructions.

Noncompliance Finding®

el b Wl () o Iy It N Aol m ol Ty

M ¢
Numers) R
& Test or
Program llem )elter | Subpeg Siie Name CA Descnption of noncompliance

[.N&DFSC Al

1-S&DFSC 2

111-S&DFSC | 4

V-S&DFSC |7

Districtwade

Districtwide

Districtwide

Districtwide

CA

CA

CA

S ORLG IREE SO 0
COMMUNITIES

Non-compliance

Although the Proneer Uinion Elementary Schoal
Distnel maintains s Catitornia Safe Schoal
Assexsment Feporting requirement, there is no
evidence (hal 1 has reviewed the data of conducted an
objective analysis of the current use tund
consequences of such user ot alcohol, fobaces and
vontrolled, 1llegal. addsctive, or harmful substances
as well as of the vinlence. safely. and discipline
prohlems among students whao attend the schoat ot
the apphicant. o has 1t drawn conclusions ghout
local needs.

There is no evidence thal Pioneere Union Elementary
School Destrict and Mountasn Creek Middic Schoaol
have estahlished goals and measurable objecnves lor
drug. alcohol, and violence prevention. nor that they
assess and publicly repont progress toward attaning
these goals

Although “Heres Loaking at You 2000™ cumculum
and instruction was evidenced in grades 7 & 4. there s
no evidence that Pioneer Union Elementary Schoul
District pmvides age-appropriate. developmentally
hased drug-. alcohol-, and vinlence-prevention
cducation programs for all students. preschool
through grade K.

Although the local improvement plan reflected
aspects of respect and sclf esteem building wtivities
integrated into the cducation cumculum, there was no
cvidence that the application was developed in
consultation wath 2 local advisory council tha
included, to extent possible. representatives of locaf
pavernment, business, parends, students, teacher,
puptls scrvices personnel, appropriale stite apenvies
prvate schoobs, the medical profession, law

*Put an asterisk next 10 any (inding that was also noncomphiant during the CCR.

CCR Forms 18

DOE 20351




Cahfarnia Bepanment of Education Page_L 0 o1_1Y
Form CTS-1c (Rev. 7-9%)

enlircement, community bascd urganszations, and
wiher groups with inteeest and expeane in druy and
yvialence prevention

V.S&DESC L} Disiniciwade | CA There s ne evadence that the kwal ads isors counail
duseminates information abogt program acinvines,
advines the Pioneer Unon BElementary: Schoal it
1 how o coerdinane and adnimister acuvities,
reviews propram evaluations or makes
tevammeidations tor impro emient

VS&DESC Y stncrwade | €8 There s o evidenee that the Poneer Gman
Elementary School Divinet conrdinaies Tutie 13

i programs and srtegres wath other tederal, st wind
vommunity-wide programs that are designed to reduee
Jrug/alcohot use and violenee

Although the local improvement plan for the Proneer
Union Elementary Schoal Districts menations
Distinetwide | CA nlerance, sportsmanship, and self esteem buiiding
aspects ax being considered 30 its PE. Language Ants,
and Math curnculum. there s no description for
comprehensive drug-und violence-prevention
program activities ner a plan lor haw they will he
varried ot

VI-S&DFSC

There is no evidence that the Puoneer Umon
Flementary School District Board has adopted a
VI.S&DFSC | 12 Distnctwide | CA paolicy regarding @ minimum onc-veae expulsion tor
any student who has hrought a fircarm to schoul (GSA
and California Education Cade Section 489 16)

There is no evidence that the Pioneer Union
Elementary School District Board has udopted o
Distnctwide | CA policy requiring referral (o the criminal justice or
juvenile delinquency sysiem ot any student who has
brought a firearm (o school.

VI-S&DFSC

There is no evidence that the Pioneer Union
Flementary School Distnct has developed or

4 Distnctwide | CA submitted the number of students expelled from cach
of its schools far weapons possession as reguired in
the Gun Free Schonls Act of 1994,

Vil.S&OFSC

Becausc there are no schoal sile budgets it 1s nt

possible to determine whether ur nut funding i«

disiributed consislent with an approved budget and

VILS&DFSC | 1§ Dhstriciwide | CA utiizes financial practices that meet legal

) requirements and help achicve the Pioneer Union

Elementary School Dustrict’s prinnities and goals for
# student services

Recanse there are nod school site budgets, if 18 not
possible 1o determine haw Title [V dollars were
alually expended.

*Put an asiensk nent to any hinding that wic also noncompliant dunng the CCR.
CCR Forms s
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California Department of Education Page _f[ wi_]Y
Form CTS-le (Rev. 7-99)

1995-96¢ COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continues)

County/Dutnct code | 0 l 9 6 l | I 9 I 4 J 5 LEA Name Poneer Union Elementary Shooal Distnet

See back of form for instructions.

Nencompilance Finding*

(Col 1 Col D] Col V| (Co & (Col & (Col &) WCal N

Numersl CR
& Tost or
Program [tem Letier | Subprg Slte Name CA Duscripibon of woncomplisnce

TOBACTO-USE PREVENTION (TUPE)

Commendations:

.- TUPE 2 Distnctwide | CA Although “Here's Looking at You 2000” has been
implemented in the Pioneer Union Elementary School
District and its board has an adopied tobecco free
policy. there is no evidence that the district has
developed and objective analysis of tobacco use
followed by apprapriate goals and measurable
objectives and sstablished s survey of results

N-TUPE 3 Districtwide | CA Although tobacco use prevention strtegies were
provided the grades 7 and § as evidenced by
interviewing teachers and students. there is no
evidence that tobacco use prevention instruction is
consistently provided to all students in grades (our
theough eight.

V-TUPE 6 Districtwide | CA Although saaff of Pioneer Union Elementary School
Dastrict received instruction in “Here's Looking &
You 2000™ curriculum, there is no evidence that in-
service lraining spectfic 1o the prevention of lobacco
was offered to school staff.

V-TUPE ? Districtwide | CA Although The Pioneer Union Elementary School
District Newsletter features a “Purent Notes™ section
and aanounces 8 varisty of health information items
and community events, there is no evidence that
parents we offered education specific to lobacco-use
prevention and intervention.

VI-TUPE 10 Districtwide | CA Because there are no school site budgets. it is not
possible to determine whether TUPE fund expenditures
for stafl, contracts, materials, supplies. and equipment
! supplement or supplant existing levels of service.

VI-TUPW il | Districtwide | CA There is no written cvidence to support tht

. supplementary services and positions that are
multifunded are funded proportionate to the time spent
for those duties. including whether or not TUPE funds
are proportionately charged 1o the multifunded
activity.

*Put an astensk next 1o any finding that was also noncompliant during the CCR,
CCR Forms 38
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Calornits Depariment of Education Page 1-of_jY
Form CT8-11

1997-08 COORDINATED COMPUIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS {Continued)

.J.

indicate below the findings for the integrated programs items. Use additions/ pages as necessary.

1 § | LEANae
Ploneer

Union

CO6 Code: . l ' 4

1. WP Muitifunded students receive the district's core curriculum through the district-supported instructional
delivery system.

—_X__ Compliant Noncompliant
Obsarvations: !

The validation revisw team agrees with the findings of the selfrevisw that multifunded students recsive the district's
core curriculum through the district-supported instructional delivery system, Staf, including staff who serve
mulifunded students, are invoived in the development of the core curriculum through the El Dorado County Office
of Education SEEK - 12 process. Curriculum development foliows the state framework cycle. Staff development
occurs at the county and district level 10 assure access by all students to the core curricutum,

2. M2 Muftifunded students receive the approprishe supplemental program services for which they are
eligible. These services support their learning of the district's core curriculum.

X___ Compliant Noncomphant
Observations:

The validation review tsam agrees with the findings of the ssifteview that multifunded students receive the
sppropriate supplsrnental program services for which they are eligible and that thess services support their lsaming
the district's core curriculum, Educationslly disadvantaged students have access to afer-school tutoring, the
Saturday Acadenty, the Student Bupport Centar, and other supplemental services. There are no limied English
proficient students st the school reviewed. Gifted and talented students are provided afWer-school snhancement
opportunities. :

A

O ey as9T 9k d 11 1797
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Page i3 of [Y

1997-98 COORDINATED COMPUANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

[} LEA Narme:
Ploneer
Unvion

County/District code: ()

indicate below the findings for the integrated programs items. Use additional pages as necessary.

3. P13 Multifunded students receive a coherent and coordinated program which enables them to larn the
dIsVicTs core curriculum.

_X__ Complant NoncompHant

Observations:
The validation review team agrees with the findings of the self-review that multifunded students receive a coherent
and coordinated program which snables them to lsarn the distict's core curriculum. Student progress is monitored
formally and informelly by all staff and referrals to student study eam occur as appropriate. Many services are
available to students prior to sst referral. Due to the Friday staff development time and grouping of students with
taam tnachers, thers are many opportunities for consultation among all staff members providing services to specific
students.

4, P4 Data indicste that specially-funded students are lsarning the district's core curriculum.

Lesmning Assessment:

Pionesr Union Elsmentary School has submitted the student achisvement information calied for on pages M and 3§
of the Consolidated Application, Part I. It is being reviewed by California Department of Education staff. A brief
analysis of the findings will be sent to the superintendent.

G Loy sy 798 dows 11,1797
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California Department of Educstion Page 14 of 14
Form CT8-1h

1997-98 COORDINATED COMPLIANCE REVIEW
NOTIFICATION OF FINDINGS (Continued)

SUMMARY STATEMENTS
County/District code: 0 ’ [} 1 ] 4 [ ] LEA Name:
Ploneer
Union

Use the spale below to write summary statements for the identifled topics. Instructions for completing this form
are on the reverae,

1. Compliance trends. Summarize compliance trends, reflecting general patterns of success or problems.
During the 1984 compliance review four Consolidated Progrsm kems were identified as non-compliant. During the
Spring 1997 self-review thirteen items were identifled as noncompliant in the programs also particlpating in the
validation review.

The 1998 validation review team identifled 27 tems as noncompliant; one In Uniform Complaint Procedures, § in
Consolidated Programs, nonein Special Education, six in Tobacco Use Prevention, and eleven in Safe and Drug-free
Schools and Communities. Along the dimensions of IASA Goals 2000 these Rems occur as follows:

I. Standards, assessment, and accountabllity: CON1; SDFSC 1and 2; TUPE 2
. Teaching and leaming: TUPE

ill. Opportunity: SDFSC 4

(V. Staffing and professionsi growth: TUPE §

V. Parent and community involvement: CON28, 28; SOFSC 7,8, and §; TUPE 7
Vi. Governance: UCP1, CON34; SDFSC 11,12, and 13

Vil. Funding: CON 38, 37a,37b; SOFSC 14 and 1§; TUPE 10 and 11

School Site Plan: CON4O kand w

2. Genenal commendations (for COE validation reviews only). Liet general or cross-program commendations related
to the coordinated compliance review process. (Commendations relsted to specific programs should be
Identified on Form C78-1e.)

The district and site administration and staff are commended for the creation and maintenance of a safe, clean,
caring school environment in which students and staff can focus on the sducational program for all students.

The district and ske administration and staf¥f are commended for the development and implementation of many
whole-school monitoring and support services for all students to assure sarly sttention to and remediaton of
students’ dlfﬂcu!ﬂo’.

A

G \ishorey\cts97.98 duc\l] 17.97

DOE 20356



