quality education investment act (QEIA)
Suggested Letter for QEIA 2008-09 Documentation Verification 
Finding of “Substantially Met”
<Date>

<Name of Superintendent >

<District>

<Address>

Re: Quality Education Investment Act (QEIA) Annual Review
Dear <Name of Superintendent>:
California Education Code Section 52055.740 requires that I annually review QEIA schools and their data to determine if the school has met specified requirements of the QEIA program. As a courtesy, I am reporting to you the results of my review of <Name of School>. This report represents my review conducted for the 2008-09 school year.
The purpose of my review as specified in California Education Code 52055.740 was to determine if the requirements for the following areas were substantially met by the QEIA school for the first full year of funding:
· Be at least one-third of the way in meeting the class size reduction requirements

· Have at least one-third of core classes taught by teachers that are highly qualified, as defined by federal requirements

· Be at least one-third of the way in reaching the average teacher experience target for the school district for the type of school
· Provided professional development to at least one-third of teachers and instructional paraprofessionals

· Met all of the requirements of the Williams settlement

· For high schools, be at least one-third of the way in meeting the pupil-to-counselor ratio requirement of no more than 300:1, with all counselors holding a valid pupil personnel services credential

· For alternative application schools, meet the alternative application requirements. 

In addition, I am required to determine, in my review of the 2010-11 school year, whether the school exceeded its API growth target for the school averaged over the first three full years of funding. Therefore, I am reviewing your API growth this year in an advisory capacity only, to assist you in monitoring the school’s progress toward the third year goal of exceeding the three-year averaged growth target.
<Name of School> was found to have substantially met the requirements for the first full year of funding. The enclosed chart details the findings of my review in each of the areas examined. (Optional statement to follow:) Although I determined that the school substantially met the interim requirements, in some areas the school did not meet or exceed the interim benchmarks this year and will need to increase implementation efforts to ensure sufficient progress in meeting interim and final requirements in successive years:

(List those areas for which a rating of “1” was assigned.)

Please extend to your staff my appreciation for their professionalism in addressing the requirements for participation in the Quality Education Investment Act program.

Sincerely,

<Name of county superintendent>
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