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[Purpose ]

= |dentify current state-level studies,
workgroups, or other initiatives with possible
iImplications for the work of the Task Force

m Apprise the Task Force of the current status
of these Initiatives

= Monitor/Provide updates as necessary
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List of Initiatives

Pupil Transportation Funding Methodology
School Construction Funding Task Force
Comprehensive School Health Task Force
Meaningful High School Diploma

System Performance Accountabllity
Revised Basic Education Goals

Data Feasibility Study



Pupll Transportation Funding Methodology
2SSB 5114 (2007) Student Transportation Funding

WHO

. OFM, in consultation with SPI and JLARC.

=  Consultants with expertise in school funding, pupill
transportation, and commercial transportation logistics.

WHAT

=  Develop two options for pupil transportation funding.

= First priority: reflect actual costs and build incentives for
efficient use of resources. Second: to the extent possible,
provide predictable levels of funding for school districts.
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Pupil Transportation Funding
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School Construction Funding Task Force
ESHB 1092 (2007-09 Capital Budget)

WHO

Eight Legislators from Education and Capital Budget
Committees

Two members representing school districts

WHAT

Review statutory provisions regarding funding, eligibility
requirements, and distribution formulas.

Review flexibility needed to address diverse needs.
Review potential revenue sources and alternative funding

mechanisms, including phasing out impact fees and using
supermatch to encourage partnerships.
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Comprehensive School Health Task Force
2SSB 5093 (2007) Child Health Bill

WHO:
= Eight Legislators

WHAT:

o Review and make recommendations on policies,
environmental changes, and programs needed to support
healthy schools.

o  Food choice
o  Physical activity
o  Childhood fithess

= Review delivery of health care services in schools.



School Health Task Force
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Meaningful High School Diploma
E2SHB 3098 (2006) SBE Responsibilities

WHO:
m State Board of Education

WHAT:

= Develop and propose a revised definition of the purpose
and expectations for high school diplomas.

= Address whether diploma is intended to signify readiness
for success in college, successful and gainful employment,
or some combination of these and other objectives.

=  Focus on knowledge, skills, and abilities and various
method to measure performance rather than courses,
credits, seat time, and test scores.
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System Performance Accountability
ESSB 5732 (2005) Reconstitution of SBE

WHO:
m State Board of Education

WHAT:

= Reconstituted Board responsible for:

o Adopting systematic, objective criteria to identify
successful schools/districts and those in need of
assistance

o ldentifying a range of appropriate intervention strategies
(after legislative authorization) Rcw 28A.305.130
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Revised Basic Education Goals
E2SSB 5841 (2007) Enhancing student learning opportunities

WHO:

OSPI, SBE, school districts

WHAT:

O

Changes to RCW 28A.150.210 - “The goal of the Basic
Education Act for the schools of the state of Washington ...”

...opportunity to become respectful global citizens
...explore and understand different perspectives

...better focus on strengthening educational achievement of all
students

...school system gives all students opportunity to achieve personal
and academic success

...know and apply core concepts of civics and history, including
different cultures and participation in representative governmet



Revised Basic Education Goals
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Data Feasibility Study

E2SSB 5843 (2007) Educational data and data systems

WHO: OSPI, with a workgroup

WHAT:

o Beginning 2008-09, districts must collect, for each course:
o  certification number of the teacher assigned
o  student identifier for each student enrolled

= Feasibility study to identify additional data elements
o  Conduct a field test with 2 districts
o  Estimate costs (including staffing) of expanded data system

o  Develop implementation plan (including for consistent coding
of courses)
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Data Feasibility Study
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