Highlights of the CTC April 23-24th.  Meeting held in Downey at the Los Angeles County Office.  More detail on the items can be found at www.ctc.ca.gov under agendas and then “April”.

The meeting opened with an address from the Superintendent, Darlene Robles.  She invited a teacher from one of their County Court Schools to speak.  He gave a moving presentation including a song from six of his students.  His passion for teaching, particularly for those children in difficult life circumstances was inspiring.  His school is the Downey Learning Center for Change.

Two new Commissioners were introduced.  

Fiscal Policy

2A The Action item to approve the contract for CPACE, the new exam for a Preliminary Admin Credential turned into a very lengthy item.  See item reported further down.

Professional Services

3A The Teacher Supply report was presented.  This report does not include Early Completer Interns of those using SB57 Private School experience.  A conversation surrounding data and access to was of interest to all.  The Executive Director is hoping that in the future Caltides will be able to provide some much needed data.

3G The information item on the work on the Reading Certificate is a draft and will return to the June agenda.

3H This information item describes the process for moving all programs including induction into the accreditation system.  

Committee on Accreditation had three additional members added and alternates designated.

Credentialing and Certificated Assignments

5A This information item which was intended to mostly deal with Title 5 amendments and additions also generated some significant discussion.  Concerns seem to relate to Level II collaborations between IHE’s and districts and the details of working on a process together to serve the candidate.  Lack of funds will be challenging.  There was expressed a desire to make sure that the interactions are meaningful dialogs between the two entities.

1K Dr Charles Hansen and Loretta Whitson (former commissioner) presented a report on the role of California’s School Counselors.  They are encouraging the use of this report when the next PPS panel convenes in the next few years.  They also expressed concern that Administrators often are not sure where PPS fits into the overall picture and would like to see a better understanding.

Bonnie Crawford, CSUN

The following is written by a CCAC County Office Representative, David Simmons and will reflect some perspectives from him.

There was considerable discussion on the new California Preliminary Administrative Credential Examination (CPACE).

2A The Commission received one bid for the development and administration of the CPACE to replace the SLLA. The bid was reviewed by a team of Commission staff against the criteria published in the RFP, and the bid was found to meet the specified review criteria. Commission staff is recommending therefore the award of the CPACE development and administration contract to NCS Pearson, Inc. The development work and the examination implementation processes are to be completed in time for an initial CPACE administration in Spring, 2011. 

Although the Design Team was not an issue in the item, CTA did not like the process at spent two hours telling the commissioners so. The Design Team will make recommendations to CTC concerning the areas to be addressed in CPACE Content Specifications, which will be the basis for the examination.  The Design Team members will then assist in the development of the test items. CTA wanted to be sure that the Design Team had representatives from the usual suspects, e.g., CSBA, CTA, CFT, CCSESA, ACSA, CSU, UC, and the Association of Independent California Colleges and Universities (AICCU). CTC staff indicated that the Design Team was technical in nature and would not be making policy.   

Designated Subjects Credential Standards (CTE and Adult Ed).

3C Most of this wasn’t new; however, I think that the modification of the requirements for the English as a Second Language Credential may prove problematic. Within the Academic subjects, the advisory panel recommended changes to the requirements for English as a Second Language (ESL). 

“The current requirements for this subject area are as follows:

A bachelor’s degree or higher completed at a regionally accredited college or university and completion of 20 semester units or 10 upper division semester units in one of the following:

•           Teaching English as a Second Language (TESL)

•           Teaching English to Speakers of Other Languages (TESOL)

•           English

•           Languages other than English

•           Bilingual/bicultural studies

•           Teaching Reading

•           Speech

“The advisory panel recognized that teaching English language learners has become a much higher need in the last ten years and the methodologies for this area of teaching have become much more specific. Some of the coursework (for example English or Speech) listed above may not include any content in second language acquisition while other possible experiences may have been excluded from the list. The panel recommends the following revision to the ESL requirements to include additional, relevant education and experiences:

•          A bachelor’s degree or higher completed at a regionally-accredited university in a relevant subject (e.g., languages other than English, linguistics, bilingual studies) AND 20 relevant semester units or 10 upper division semester units 

OR

•          a certificate in second language acquisition (e.g., TESOL, TESL) from a regionally accredited university AND 2 years experience teaching second language learners

“The advisory panel does not recommend any other modifications to the academic subject areas beyond the English as a Second Language requirements discussed above.”

Work of the Teaching Mathematics Advisory Panel. 

3F Pam Tyson form Contra Costa County Office of Education is representing CCSESA. Representative form CCSESA and ACSA expressed concern over unrealistic desires to enhance the specificity of credential requirements, e.g., requiring elementary settings to have specialists in math at each grade level.  

Public Hearing 

General and Special Education Limited Assignment Permits and Added Authorizations in Special Education were presented for public hearing. 

In the lobby, we talked to CTC staff about the Special Education Added Authorizations. They unofficially assured us that it had been agreement that Districts and County Offices would be able to offer such a program so long as the Districts or County Offices was under the accreditation system. They further indicated that nothing in the proposed Regulations would preclude Districts and County Offices from offering Special Education Added Authorizations. The only limitation is included in this subsection:

§80048.7(a)(5) [Requirements for the Added Authorization in Special Education include …] Verification of completion from a Commission-approved program accredited by the Committee on Accreditation in the authorization sought, as provided in Education Code Sections 44373(c) and 44259(b)(3). 

This merely provides clarification that only approved programs may verify completion of the requirements and recommend for issuance of an added authorization. There is no limitation on who may offer the program so long as they’ve been approved.

Legislation

 6A The Commission voted to Sponsor SB 751 (Romero) in its entirety.  While the language addressing out-of-country prepared teachers was a concept of Commission staff, there was language added by Senator Romero providing guidelines for employers that choose to offer examination preparation to teachers wishing to add another subject authorization to their credential. 

The bill language states that employers wishing to offer this exam prep must also provide guidance and information to participants on the requirements for adding a new credential or a new subject authorization to an existing credential.  This could be as simple as providing copies of the Commission’s informational leaflets on these topics. 

The bill requires employers to monitor the progress of participants toward meeting the requirements for adding a new credential or new subject authorization and report annually to its governing board with this information. 

The bill requires that the exam prep program content is aligned to Commission examination specifications and content.

