
 

Local Control Accountability Plan 
Parent Advisory Committee Meeting  

November 16, 2017  
 

 
Members Present: 
Sarah Capitelli�, Jefferson Elementary Sarah Abigail Ejigu�, King Middle School 
Sabrina Jefferson�, Thousand Oaks Elementary Sandra Loving, �BAM Elementary 
Katherine Nee�, Willard Middle School Mimi Pulich�, BHS 
Deminika Spears�, King Middle School Deirdre Tansey�, Emerson Elementary 
Eric Van Dusen�, Cragmont Elementary Heidi Wagner,� Rosa Parks Elementary 
Abby Paske�, Washington Elementary 
 
Members Absent:�* 
Denise Dafflon,� LeConte Elementary Timesha Harris,� John Muir Elementary 
Hya Honorato,� Oxford Elementary Ann Reidy,� Oxford Elementary 
*Members are not marked absent if another representative from their site was present at the meeting. 
 
District Employees Present: 
Patricia Saddler,� Director of Programs and Special Projects 
 
Meeting called to order 6:15pm by Dr. Saddler. 
 
Motion to approve agenda by Paske, seconded by Wagner, approved unanimously.  
Dr. Saddler asked group to share out any new information members had learned about the 
LCAP. Information volunteered: 

● LCAP provides funds to King MS for restorative justice counselor to reduce suspensions. 
● Also RTI Coordinator at Washington Elementary. 

 
Dr. Saddler distributed folders with full Board Document 0460. She explained that BUSD is the 
only district in the state to have a Board Policy guiding and governing how LCAP Supplemental 
funding business is conducted. Main points for committee to consider include the overview of 
the role of the Parent Advisory Committee (PAC), including minimum and maximum number of 
members, composition of membership, term of service, etc. Dr. Saddler did outreach with 
Principals to recruit current PAC members in each required capacity. In particular she 
highlighted that two year term helps with continuity in dealing with the intense but important 
work of the committee. Dr. Saddler encouraged members to bring this information back to share 
with their school sites and advocate for students.  
 
At the first Board Meeting in October the PAC roster was submitted to Board by Superintendent 
Evans. Dr. Saddler confirmed that each meeting requires a quorum and that quorum was met at 
this meeting. Board reviews meeting minutes and agenda monthly to ensure proper adherence 
to district policy. District also has a DELAC Committee which serves a similar purpose to the 





 





 

 
Question: 11th Grade has 62% participation, what about other grades? 
Answer: All other grades had sufficient participation, though in the future district will be 
penalized for under-participation like that 62%. 
Question: Is there a culture in Berkeley to disregard tests as not valuable, as being optional, 



 

Responses:  
● We see improvements in data for Latino students, numbers show improvement.  
● White children are still doing good.  
● Makes one wonder if the test being adaptive and its trajectory dependent on the first few 

questions, which have challenging wording different from what students are used to 
particularly for our unduplicated students, how can parents and state have impact on 
that test because it decides funding later. If LCAP money should be addressing that 
what can we do?  

Response: Will be addressed in the summary at end.  
● Is the TCRWP an oral test?  

Dr. Saddler’s response: it’s the child reading to a teacher, answering oral 
questions.  

Comment: it is such a different type of test from the computer test, hard to tell 
which is more valid. Teachers side with TCRWP, but funding is from SBA. 

● Keep in mind that TCRWP is not just an assessment but the entire reading curriculum, 
and contributed to an uplift in reading scores. PTA’s and SGC’s had chosen to provide 
funding for literacy coaches in the past, but LCAP now provides targeted money for that 
purpose.  

Question: How would the data that was presented to support bringing on Literacy 
Coaches years ago mesh with the new data on the SBA performance? Does the 
curriculumMt n CAP P ff n rrirrir r  rrirhs ans no nache.oes t䀀 no pdal

 

curricul syhed mno lrorrd S gomd ar  haveg  sslid : havnsrsrosei   ais f

 ans thn hlite oacpTeacar fod tsto dirrirst

 Sc s tfo

qrenspsetith thstaurscoets ertnes t䀀 nn Ln pTea Doeesog f n tg es th

 e

msyhe

whah io lre lased ld thd STAg ? Doe, honacneal f rh wits t䀀 n pTea s ans th�

 bu oacfod cuicwh s dage thad tneyroes in thr teceScle, hoaDoes te  dats pt rouf sales tb香 eimeed ts tha parrust asses  rh ta mo ar, honachd Sesoeorsuding th TC 

 

 euirotcheliuee

hegs cl   ea oage t pnr tne SB C’re senhaes ifne, h ng te ctae妙頀

 

 mmotied t

tescr�assmen o aoreseadin rrirhadn saaei p ir  tart  tney fĀ

 eueresan ts uesdintin ,r��r es?Ԑ�e ererraloorrrans thautarhe

 otsto Teenanes t@䀀

 

l ts thfoue a cohes  p iite SBhdrw eshl ea Deara sd arlroes hd Se, ane tots

 d o mMtio ueresan nse naesh raeoro

hpreseha

 dterci

 

f ue  b  lase�t mM@  prirh Doe sdirranssn i  aoreseo oorrmcts hn   eere �e ohaerr aslasnglasea 退ts sw eshl 	sna

h e SBaetrorhcn@  sstcheic�

 bu mseaswhla怀 hd t p

er�arrust e�as  irh eesh�shsafne,as go r s au 

rusio

w d udirrhorhss   e唀hprenanereserhmomss ir fnaa n m p irgo

e�ass

 v餀a뀀aea뀀ae eudtS

oo

�udoreeia뀀e唀cЀ è M�as   aans 
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want our kids to be successful, to be able to show what they know, and so we need our kids to 
be adequately prepared for technology along with being able to do things like reading well. 
 
Question: Does Berkeley still provide internet services to low-income residents? 
Answer: Dr. Saddler isn’t aware of that program. Perhaps service providers offer similar, like 
Comcast subsiding rates based on income, to help families access technology. There have 
been some negative experiences with private companies trying to use a presence in school as 
provider to sell products to families. Still looking for an “honest” partner. Share out if one is 
found. Some cities have put out municipal wi-fi, for example Minneapolis, which has tiered rate 
based on income. Perhaps connect with city of Berkeley to look at a similar plan?  
 
Question: Have we compared dashboards from other districts, to see if they have similar 
transition around technology learning curve? Is it necessarily just our teachers’ adherence to 
TCRWP or could it be the format change? 
Answer: Yes and no. Data has been presented but is still incomplete, and also ‘14-’15 was 
supposed to be a test year for the SBA’s, not to provide usable data. In coming weeks more 
data will be added for further evaluation, updated years, and new subgroups. From county 
meetings word is that most districts saw flat results, no real increase or decline. Most other 
districts have built assessments that align with common core while Berkeley is unique in using 
TCRWP. We should have assessments that compare with the SBA.  
 
Question: Don’t the math assessments within the district align with Common Core? 
Answer: Yes, but they are end-of-unit assessments and not comprehensive, which also makes it 
hard to identify which students need intervention. Will roll out a pilot in middle school, Onlinee n, ta ste nelpno.  ance th adar ess this issue. nt ar ting next week, every
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share reports to Board with group. Documents shared at the meetings will be distributed in 
digital copy as well.  
 
Question: Where is the evaluation data that was supposed to come in last August? 
Answer: Decided not to complete the heavy evaluation at the end of the year, used data from 
throughout the year and the delayed SBA data that came out this same month. 
 
Meeting Adjourned 8:00pm. 


