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BC NO: S-141 

  

CONFIDENTIAL ITEM - (Check a Box) No: ☒  Yes: ☐ Date:  4/29/2016 

Approved by: José L. Banda, Superintendent 

To the Members of  the Board of Education 

Prepared by:   José L. Banda, Superintendent 
Contact Email:  

superintendent@scusd.edu 

Subject:  School Services of California’s Sacramento Weekly Update 

 

  

Attached is the weekly update from School Services of California for your review. 

 

 



DATE: April 28, 2016 
 

TO: Jose Banda 

 Superintendent 
 

AT: Sacramento City Unified School District 
 

FROM: Your SSC Legislative Team 
 

RE: SSC’s Sacramento Weekly Update 
 

One of the highlights of the final hearings last week on fiscal bills was the 

Assembly Education Committee hearing on Assembly Bill (AB) 2548 by 

Assembly Member Shirley Weber (D-San Diego). AB 2548 is an ambitious 

plan to legislatively establish a statewide education accountability system and 

is strongly supported by the “equity coalition,” a broad ranging group of 

organizations that advocate on behalf of children from low-income families, 

incarcerated youth, foster youth, and English learners. In terms of this bill, the 

coalition is pitted against the California Teachers Association, which opposes 

the bill and had the sympathies of the chair of the Education Committee, 

Assembly Member Patrick O’Donnell (D-Long Beach). 

According to the committee bill analysis, the opposition argues that the bill is 

premature because the State Board of Education is still in the process of 

carrying out its statutory responsibility to identify key metrics and indicators 

for the Local Control and Accountability Plan evaluation rubrics, which are 

not required to be completed until October 2016. And, setting new statutory 

requirements will impede the collaborative process already underway to 

develop a new accountability system. 

Proponents believe the measure is needed to strengthen efforts to increase 

equity and transparency and close achievement gaps. Proponents assert that 

“California’s new multiple measure system of accountability needs to provide 

greater emphasis on growth, equity, and transparency in ways not currently 

being considered.” Advocates for the measure have a great concern that local 

educational agencies cannot demonstrate that they are actually using Local 

Control Funding Formula dollars in ways the effectively benefit the students 

that generate supplemental funding under the new allocation system. 

After significant debate, AB 2548 received the sufficient “aye” votes to move 

ahead.  

The last day in April falls on Friday of this week, marking the end of the daily 

tally of personal income tax (PIT) receipts for the month—April is the largest 

contributor of PIT revenues and is a key indicator of where total state General 

Fund revenues will fall when compared with the State Budget forecasts. As of 

April 28, revenues are lagging slightly behind April 2015 and several hundred 
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million dollars below the January forecast. Given the late tax day this year (April 18 instead of April 15), 

which results in a slightly compressed collection month, it may be early to read too much into the lag in 

PIT collections. However, even if revenues recover in May, we should not expect a “May surprise” 

comparable to the unanticipated increase in state revenues that occurred at the May Revision in past budget 

years. 

What does it mean for education funding if we do see a shortfall in revenues this year? Even if we actually 

knew the final revenue number, this question would be hard to answer. Many other factors can and do 

affect funding for schools, and that is equally true for other programs supported by the non-Proposition 98 

portion of the State Budget. Those factors will all play a part in the May Revision to the Governor’s 

January Budget proposal, which is being prepared now by the Administration and is expected to be 

released prior to the  

May 14 statutory deadline. 

April 28 is the date that the United States Department of Commerce posts the Implicit Price Deflator for 

State and Local Governments for the January through March quarter of 2016, the final quarter needed to 

determine the 2016-17 statutory cost-of-living adjustment (COLA) for K-14 education programs. The 

calculated COLA for 2016-17 is zero, a decline from the 0.47% COLA estimated in the Governor’s 

Budget. The drop was not unexpected, and is due to generally low inflationary pressures and a notable 

decline in the cost of energy during the period.  

 
Nancy LaCasse 
Robert Miyashiro 
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Note: The Legislature wants to maintain a foothold in the development of the next phase of state-driven 

accountability measures for public education. 
 

Bill Would Give Legislators a Say In Shaping New Accountability System 
 

By John Fensterwald 

EdSource 

April 26, 2016 

 

With concern that a proposed accountability plan won’t go far enough to measure school progress, a split 

Assembly Education Committee last week approved a bill that appears different from a plan the State 

Board of Education is creating. 

If it continues to move forward, Assembly Bill 2548 could provide leverage for its author, 

Assemblywoman Shirley Weber, D-San Diego, and dozens of nonprofit advocacy groups pushing for the 

bill to include more measurements of student and school performance, including a measure of school 

climate, than the state board and Gov. Jerry Brown may favor. 

What the state board wants will become clearer in two weeks, when it considers statewide metrics that will 

be used to determine which school districts and schools need technical support and more intense 

intervention under both state law, the Local Control Funding Formula, and federal law, the newly passed 

Every Student Succeeds Act. The federal law, passed in December, is the successor to the No Child Left 

Behind Act. 

Because the state board won’t adopt the state piece of the system until September, and federal regulations 

elaborating on the federal law haven’t been adopted, Education Committee Chairman Patrick O’Donnell,  

D-Long Beach, called AB 2548 “premature” at the hearing on the bill (start at 2:18). O’Donnell said he 

was concerned that the Legislature be out in front of the work of the board and the federal government. In a 

letter to Weber, the California Teachers Association similarly stated that the bill “would impede the current 

process prior to the process (of creating regulations for an accountability system) being completed.” The 

current law should be implemented as is, the letter said. The CTA is the only organization formally 

opposing the bill. 

The bill passed 5-0, with O’Donnell, a former teacher, and Tony Thurmond, D-Richmond, not voting. 

Weber said the bill is well-timed to make the Legislature’s voice known and then to be part of discussions 

moving forward. If the Legislature doesn’t weigh in, then months from now it could be handed something 

it doesn’t like, and “we will be told it is too late, it already had been done,” she said. 

LAWS VERSUS REGULATIONS 

The Legislature roughed out an accountability system in 2013 in the Local Control Funding Formula when 

it listed eight priority areas that districts must address, including academic achievement, school climate, 

parent engagement, access to courses and implementation of academic standards, along with 23 metrics to 

measure progress. But it also turned over to the state board the job, through regulations, of setting 

improvement targets and spelling out how to identify and guide low-performing districts. 

http://calchannel.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=7&clip_id=3636
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The board was well into its work when Congress passed the new federal law, requiring states to identify 

and order improvements to the lowest-performing 5 percent of schools and schools with a high school 

graduation rate under 66 percent, starting in 2017-18. The law identified a handful of metrics that states 

must use for schools and student subgroups within schools and districts where there are achievement gaps. 

The measurements include proficiency in math and English language arts, high school graduation rates, 

proficiency of English language learners, and two more factors, including a non-test metric, of a state’s 

choice. 

The state board is confident it can blend the requirements of federal and state law into one system. That 

would be welcome progress, since, under No Child Left Behind, conflicting federal and state accountability 

systems caused confusion and resentment, with some schools labeled failing by Washington and  

high-achieving by the state. 

SB 2548 and the state board’s vision for school accountability, as expressed in staff documents over the 

past year, are largely in sync. 

One system: Accountability under the Local Control Funding Formula focuses on districts, while the 

Every Student Succeeds Act applies to schools. The bill and the state board would create a unified system 

with performance measures applying to schools and districts, as well as to student subgroups: special 

education students, low-income students, English learners and racial and ethnic groups. 

Transparency: The bill would require what the board has contracted with the research and development 

agency WestEd to do: create an electronic reporting system that will enable parents and the public to easily 

compare performance data across the state. The board has made clear its intention to create a “dashboard” 

of metrics instead of boiling down a school’s or district’s performance into a single number, like the three-

digit Academic Performance Index, which the board has suspended. The bill doesn’t address the API. 

Key metrics: The bill and the state board would narrow the list of 23 performance metrics laid out in the 

Local Control Funding Formula to a handful of metrics that will determine which chronically low-

performing schools and districts require intervention. Some of the metrics would be what Congress 

requires under the Every Student Succeeds Act. Next month, the board is expected to decide whether to add 

student suspension rates, growth in test scores and some indicator of college and career readiness. 

At the board’s last meeting, in March, many of the 70 advocacy groups for parents and low-income 

students that support the bill urged the board to add more measures: chronic absenteeism and some 

measure of school climate, such as the results of statewide surveys of parents, teachers and students. Some 

board members expressed a willingness to consider including them in the future when there is reliable 

statewide data available. But without a firm commitment, the groups turned to Weber and AB 2548. The 

bill also would add test results in science. 

A staff analysis for the Education Committee criticized the bill, saying it “preempts an ongoing process” 

and “imposes a new accountability system” before a task force assembled by State Superintendent of 

Public Instruction Tom Torlakson finishes its work and reports to the state board. 

But Weber denied that, saying the bill’s sponsors would be open to amending the bill as the state board 

moved forward in coming months. Samantha Tran, senior managing director for education policy at 

Children Now, reiterated at the hearing that the state board’s decisions would define school accountability 
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for the next decade, and it’s “important for the Legislature to engage now as it’s being developed.” 

Children Now, together with the advocacy group Education Trust-West, helped write the bill. 

The state board hasn’t taken a position on the bill, but Brown, who appoints members of the state board, 

has warned the Legislature not to tamper with accountability features of the Local Control Funding 

Formula, which he championed, or to require the state to collect more data than it currently compiles. 

 

 

Note: The politics of local control and local accountability are on full display this year in the Capitol. 
 

Big Feud Over School Accountability Rages In Capitol 
 

By Dan Walters 

The Sacramento Bee 

April 25, 2016 

 

Conflict over the direction of California’s public schools, pitting school reformers and civil rights groups 

against the education establishment, plays out in many venues. 

One burning issue is whether schools will be held strictly accountable for outcomes under the new  

Local Control Funding Formula, which is aimed at closing the “achievement gap” between poor and 

“English-learner” students and more advantaged classmates. 

One of the arenas is the Assembly’s Committee on Education, whose chairman, former teacher Patrick 

O’Donnell, unabashedly backs the establishment, particularly the California Teachers Association. 

He showed his allegiance last Thursday when fellow Democrat and committee member Shirley Weber 

offered a bill that would create the kind of specific accountability system that the reformers and civil rights 

groups seek. 

The bill’s sponsors are The Education Trust-West and Children Now, but 73 other groups are backers. 

There’s only one stated opponent: the CTA. 

The CTA doesn’t want any system that might lead to teachers being evaluated on their students’ 

achievement levels and joined with O’Donnell in branding Weber’s bill “premature” because the state 

school board is writing its own accountability plan. 

O’Donnell breached legislative protocol when he interrupted her presentation to call on two witnesses, 

supposedly to describe the process now underway, but who were, in effect, opposing Weber. One 

represented state schools Superintendent Tom Torlakson, who is also closely aligned with the CTA. 

Weber said the state needs “a single coherent system of accountability,” echoing complaints that the 

“multiple measures” system being considered by the state school board sidesteps direct accountability for 

outcomes under the new LCFF financing system. 

“There is a process in place,” O’Donnell countered. 
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It was not the first time O’Donnell and Weber, who was born to a sharecropper family in Arkansas but 

became a university professor, had clashed. Last year, when she carried a bill altering the state’s 

controversial teacher tenure system, she sparred with O’Donnell, who tried to hijack portions for his own 

CTA-backed measure. “You’re going to rape me, rape my bill, and take it as your own?” she shot at 

O’Donnell. 

Nor was it the first time O’Donnell had used his chairmanship to block anti-establishment groups from 

being heard. 

Last December, during a hearing on the tenure issue – sparked by a pending lawsuit – he repeatedly 

interrupted another legislator, Republican Catharine Baker, as she talked about her tenure reform bill and 

limited a plaintiff in the lawsuit to just one minute while inviting union leaders to make long presentations. 

The clash between the CTA-led establishment and reform groups will grow more heated as court battles 

over specific issues, including tenure, continue, as the state Board of Education plows ahead with its hotly 

disputed version of accountability, and as the Weber bill makes its way through the legislative process. 

With O’Donnell abstaining, it cleared his committee on a bipartisan 5-0 vote.  

 

 

April Tax Revenues Falling Short of Forecast 
 

By Robert Miyashiro 

School Services of California, Inc.  

April 26, 2016 

 

Last year personal income tax (PIT) revenues collected in April far exceeded the Administration’s forecast, 

leading to a welcome upward adjustment in state revenues at the May Revision and a significant boost in 

funding for K-14 education under Proposition 98. This year’s developments paint a different picture. 

Based on PIT revenues posted by the State Controller’s Office (SCO), collections are running behind 

projections by approximately $1.1 billion through Friday, April 22, 2016. This estimate is based on 

Governor Jerry Brown’s January budget forecast for April of $14.622 billion and the pattern of daily 

receipts last year. Complicating this projection, however, is the later date that tax payments were due. Last 

year, payments were due to the Franchise Tax Board (FTB) by April 15
th

; however, because the traditional 

tax deadline fell on Emancipation Day and the Internal Revenue Service honors this holiday, the deadline 

was extended this year to April 18
th

. This delay makes daily projections more difficult. 

Nevertheless, with five days of collections to be posted, the SCO reports that $11.033 billion has been 

collected, a gap of $3.6 billion. Approximately $2.5 billion is expected to be collected during the remaining 

five days, which results in a potential shortfall of approximately $1.1 billion. Better-than-average collection 

days could eliminate this shortfall, but at this late stage of the month such a development seems unlikely. 

The Legislative Analyst’s Office on Monday, April 26, reported that it appears unlikely that the April PIT 

target will be met. The office indicates that collections “seem likely to be several hundred million dollars or 

potentially over $1 billion below the monthly target.” 
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While a shortfall in PIT collections in April would be unwelcome, total revenue collections through  

March 2016 were $287 million above forecast which would offset a portion of the shortfall in April. Also, 

receipts for the sales tax and the corporation tax have yet to be reported which could also mitigate any 

deficit in April PIT collections. 

Nevertheless, the prospect for a significant boost in revenues for the upcoming year seems remote, a 

departure from the pattern we’ve experienced during the most recent three years of this economic recovery. 

Current signs of uncertainty or weakness in the broader national and world economies include great 

volatility in the stock market, the economic slowdown in China and stagnant growth in the European Union 

and Japan. 

We eagerly await how the Administration and the Department of Finance will evaluate what appears to be 

weak April PIT collections and an uncertain economic environment as it develops the May Revision 

revenue forecast and revised state spending plan. 

Our May Revision workshop will explain all of these revenue changes and their effects on K-14 funding 

under Proposition 98 and how Governor Brown proposes to reorder his spending priorities. We hope to see 

you there. 

 

 

The “Un-COLA” for 2016-17 
 

By Dave Heckler, Robert Miyashiro, and Michael Ricketts 

School Services of California, Inc.  

April 28, 2016 

Today, April 28, 2016, the United States Department of Commerce (USDOC) released the quarterly value 

of the Implicit Price Deflator for State and Local Government for the first quarter of the 2016 calendar 

year, which provides the last piece needed to calculate the 2016-17 statutory cost-of-living adjustment 

(COLA) for K-14 education. With this information, the year-over-year percentage change in the value of 

the Deflator is 0.0029%, which rounds to a COLA of zero. The January Governor’s Budget estimate of the 

statutory COLA for 2016-17, a lowly 0.47%, now appears almost robust when viewed from the vantage 

point of no COLA. 

During implementation of the Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF), the COLA is less significant of a 

factor for most K-12 local educational agencies (LEAs) in estimating revenue changes for the upcoming 

year than it was under revenue limits, or than it will be once the LCFF is fully implemented. Although the 

COLA will affect the topline numbers used to calculate the LCFF target (see the table below), it does not 

directly impact the level of the appropriation for LCFF gap closure—$2.8 billion in the January Budget 

proposal. Rather than the COLA, it is that appropriation, and its corresponding gap closure percentage, 

which determines revenue growth for most schools. 

The lack of a COLA will, however, affect the LCFF funding for LEAs that are at their LCFF target—many 

county offices of education come to mind—as well as other categorical programs, such as special 

education, where funding increases are dependent on the statutory COLA. 

http://www.sscal.com/workshops.cfm?action=display_workshop&workshop_ID=682
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For the LCFF, the school district and charter school grade span base grants per average daily attendance 

will remain unchanged from 2015-16: 

  Target Rates* 

Grade Spans 2015-16 2016-17 

K-3 $7,083 $7,083 

Grades 4-6 $7,189 $7,189 

Grades 7-8 $7,403 $7,403 

Grades 9-12 $8,578 $8,578 

K-3 Class-Size Reduction $737 $737 

9-12 Career Technical Education $223 $223 
*These amounts are targets expressed for the year indicated. Actual funding received is based on the difference between a 

district’s current-year funding and its target at full implementation and the gap funding percentage provided in the State 

Budget Act. 

The full impact of the “Un-COLA” will become more apparent as the May Revision is released in the 

coming weeks. Updated current-year state revenues, revised Proposition 98 estimates, LCFF gap closure, 

the COLA, and other factors will combine to give us a clearer picture of education resources available for 

2016-17. 
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SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BOARD COMMUNICATION 

 
BC NO: S-142 

 

CONFIDENTIAL ITEM - (Check a Box) No: ☒  Yes: ☐ Date:  4/29/2016 

Approved by: José L. Banda, Superintendent 

To the Members of  the Board of Education 

Prepared by:  José L. Banda, Superintendent 
 

Contact Email: 

superintendent@scusd.edu  

Subject:        Highlights of Calendar for the Week of May 1 

 

 

Sunday, May 1 

 Accepting Recognition at “Fiesta En La 

Calle” (a Cinco de Mayo Event) 

 

Monday, May 2 

 Fact Finding 

 1:1 Meetings with Cabinet Members 

 Expanded Learning Program Event with 

Tom Torlakson 

 Strategic Plan Community Meeting 

(C. K. McClatchy) 

 

Tuesday, May 3 

 Meeting with Member Hansen 

 1:1 Meetings with Cabinet Members 

 Facilities Ad Hoc Committee Meeting 

 Accepting award for schools from INTEL 

 Strategic Plan Community Meeting 

(Kit Carson) 

 

 

 

 

 

Wednesday, May 4 

 Meeting with Sean Covey and Tu Moua 

 Meeting with Labor Partner (SCTA) 

 1:1 Meetings with Cabinet Members 

 Operations Cabinet Meeting 

 Meeting with United Latinos 

 

Thursday, May 5 

 Board Meeting Day 

 CSBA Superintendents’ Advisory 

 

Friday, May 6 

 Meeting with Member Ryan 

 Board Meeting Debrief 

 Attend DA’s Public Safety and Community 

Appreciation Event 

 Meeting with Jim Quigley and Tu Moua 
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BOARD COMMUNICATION 

 
 

 

BC NO: DS-94 

  

CONFIDENTIAL ITEM - (Check a Box) No: ☒  Yes: ☐ Date:  4/29/2016 

Approved by: José L. Banda, Superintendent 

To the Members of  the Board of Education 

Prepared by:   Nina Delgadillo, Safe Schools Manager 
Contact Email:  nina-

delgadillo@scusd.edu 

Subject:  Safety Workshop at Hiram Johnson High School 

 

The Office of Safe Schools and the SRO unit are hosting a safety workshop from 10 a.m. to 11:30 

a.m. on Tuesday, May 3, at Hiram Johnson High School (in the small theater). Clay Cranford, a 

member of the School Mobile Assessment Resource Team (SMART) and Crisis Negotiation Team 

in Orange County will speak. Cranford is a former SRO and author of “Parenting in a Digital 

World.” 

 

If you would like to attend this workshop, please RSVP to Sheila Domondon at Sheila-

domondon@scusd.edu. 

 

 

 

mailto:Sheila-domondon@scusd.edu
mailto:Sheila-domondon@scusd.edu
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BC NO: DS-95 

  

CONFIDENTIAL ITEM - (Check a Box) No: ☒  Yes: ☐ Date:  4/29/2016 

Approved by: José L. Banda, Superintendent 

To the Members of  the Board of Education 

Prepared by:   Victoria Flores, Student Support and Health Services 

Director 

Contact Email:  victoria-

flores@scusd.edu 

Subject:  Supports for Students in Crisis 

 

The following is provided in response to a Board request for information on SCUSD’s work with 

students in crisis. As background, the National Institutes of Health estimates that one in five students 

live with mental health conditions that contribute to other school-related issues such as chronic 

absence. Children from low-income households are particularly at risk. 

 

SCUSD works to support students in crisis in a number of ways. Student Support and Health 

Services Department is staffed by 13 coordinators, 12 social workers and four mental health support 

staff. The department offers an array of services, including: 

 Student Support Centers and The Connect Center: Strengths-based intervention services for 

students - and their families - in a wide range of supports, including specialization in mental 

health and crisis intervention. Student Support Centers are at 22 SCUSD schools and the 

Connect Center is centrally located serving the remaining schools. Additional direct services 

are also provided by the district’s Bullying Prevention Specialist and Homeless Services 

Coordinator. 

 Crisis Response Team: Trains, manages and dispatches teams of therapeutic support staff 

(including school social workers and school psychologists) to sites facing crisis situations, 

ensuring systems are in place to secure and support students, staff, families and partners in 

the event of death, disaster or other crisis. 

 Suicide Risk Assessment and Intervention: Training and support for all appropriate SCUSD 

staff (school counselors, nurses, psychologists and social workers) on the evidence-based 

Child Suicide Risk Assessment and Screen for Youth Suicide Risk tools. 

 SAMHSA Youth Mental Health First Aid Initiative: Training of staff, parents and 

community partners in early detection and intervention of youth mental health issues, using 

evidence-based curriculum. 
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BC NO: DS-96 

  

CONFIDENTIAL ITEM - (Check a Box) No: ☒  Yes: ☐ Date:  4/29/2016 

Approved by: José L. Banda, Superintendent 

To the Members of  the Board of Education 

Prepared by:   Lisa Allen, Interim Deputy Superintendent 
Contact Email:  lisa-

allen@scusd.edu 

Subject:  Graduation Dates for 2016 

 

Please see the attached graduation dates for 2016, in both chronological order and sorted by Board 

member. If you cannot attend an assigned graduation, please let Superintendent Banda know.  

 



 

2016 GRADUATIONS 

 

SScchhooooll  DDaattee  TTiimmee  LLooccaattiioonn  
BBooaarrdd  

MMeemmbbeerr  

AArreeaa  AAssssiissttaanntt  

SSuuppeerriinntteennddeenntt  

CCaabbiinneett  RReepprreesseennttaattiioonn  GGoowwnn  

New Tech  6/1 6:00 – 7:30 C.K. McClatchy  Woo 

Tu Moua-Carroz 

Elliot Lopez 

José Banda 

Yes 

American Legion 6/9 7:00 – 9:00 
Hiram Johnson 

Auditorium 
Ryan 

Doug Huscher 

Gerardo Castillo 

José Banda (tentative) 

Yes 

C. K. McClatchy 6/10 7:00 – 9:00 Memorial Auditorium Hansen 

Mary Hardin Young 

Iris Taylor 

Lisa Allen 

José Banda 

Yes 

George Washington 

Carver 
6/13 2:30 – 3:30 Crest Theatre Pritchett 

Olga Simms 

Cancy McArn 
No 

Luther Burbank 6/13 3:00 – 5:00 Memorial Auditorium Rodriguez 

Chad Sweitzer 

Elliot Lopez 

José Banda 

Yes 

Arthur A. Benjamin 

Health Professions 
6/13 6:00 – 7:00 

Health Professions 

MPR 
Hansen 

Mary Hardin Young 

Cathy Allen 
No 

Hiram Johnson 6/13 7:00 – 9:00 Memorial Auditorium Cochrane 

Chad Sweitzer 

Al Rogers 

José Banda 

Yes 

West Campus 6/14 3:00 – 5:00 Memorial Auditorium Arroyo 

Chad Sweitzer 

Gabe Ross 

Lisa Allen 

José Banda 

No 

Capital City/ 

Independent Study 
6/14 6:00 – 7:00 

Hiram Johnson 

Auditorium  
Rodriguez 

Doug Huscher 

Cancy McArn 
Yes 

School of Engineering and 

Sciences 
6/14 7:00 – 8:30 Elks Lodge Woo 

Tu Moua-Carroz 

Cathy Allen 
No 

Rosemont 6/14 7:00 – 9:00 Memorial Auditorium Pritchett 

Olga L. Simms 

Iris Taylor 

José Banda 

Yes 

John F. Kennedy 6/15 3:00 – 5:00 Memorial Auditorium Woo 

Tu Moua-Carroz 

Al Rogers 

José Banda 

Yes 

The Met 6/16 1:00 – 3:00 Crest Theatre Hansen  

Mary Hardin Young 

Gabe Ross 

José Banda 

No 

Charles A. Jones Career 

and Education Center 
(Vocational/ESL/ABE/GED) 

6/30 5:30 – 7:00 Charles A. Jones MPR Arroyo Iris Taylor No 

 
As of 4/29/16 



 

2016 GRADUATIONS 
(Sorted by Board Members in chron order) 

 

SScchhooooll  DDaattee  TTiimmee  LLooccaattiioonn  
BBooaarrdd  

MMeemmbbeerr  

AArreeaa  AAssssiissttaanntt  

SSuuppeerriinntteennddeenntt  

CCaabbiinneett  RReepprreesseennttaattiioonn  GGoowwnn  

West Campus 6/14 3:00 – 5:00 Memorial Auditorium Arroyo 

Chad Sweitzer 

Gabe Ross 

Lisa Allen 

José Banda 

No 

Charles A. Jones Career 

and Education Center 
(Vocational/ESL/ABE/GED) 

6/30 5:30 – 7:00 Charles A. Jones MPR Arroyo Iris Taylor No 

Hiram Johnson 6/13 7:00 – 9:00 Memorial Auditorium Cochrane 

Chad Sweitzer 

Al Rogers 

José Banda 

Yes 

C. K. McClatchy 6/10 7:00 – 9:00 Memorial Auditorium Hansen 

Mary Hardin Young 

Iris Taylor 

Lisa Allen 

José Banda 

Yes 

Arthur A. Benjamin 

Health Professions 
6/13 6:00 – 7:00 

Health Professions 

MPR 
Hansen 

Mary Hardin Young 

Cathy Allen 
No 

The Met 6/16 1:00 – 3:00 Crest Theatre Hansen  

Mary Hardin Young 

Gabe Ross 

José Banda 

No 

George Washington 

Carver 
6/13 2:30 – 3:30 Crest Theatre Pritchett 

Olga Simms 

Cancy McArn 
No 

Rosemont 6/14 7:00 – 9:00 Memorial Auditorium Pritchett 

Olga L. Simms 

Iris Taylor 

José Banda 

Yes 

Luther Burbank 6/13 3:00 – 5:00 Memorial Auditorium Rodriguez 

Chad Sweitzer 

Elliot Lopez 

José Banda 

Yes 

Capital City/ 

Independent Study 
6/14 6:00 – 7:00 

Hiram Johnson 

Auditorium  
Rodriguez 

Doug Huscher 

Cancy McArn 
Yes 

American Legion 6/9 7:00 – 9:00 
Hiram Johnson 

Auditorium 
Ryan 

Doug Huscher 

Gerardo Castillo 

José Banda (tentative) 

Yes 

New Tech  6/1 6:00 – 7:30 C.K. McClatchy  Woo 

Tu Moua-Carroz 

Elliot Lopez 

José Banda 

Yes 

School of Engineering and 

Sciences 
6/14 7:00 – 8:30 Elks Lodge Woo 

Tu Moua-Carroz 

Cathy Allen 
No 

John F. Kennedy 6/15 3:00 – 5:00 Memorial Auditorium Woo 

Tu Moua-Carroz 

Al Rogers 

José Banda 

Yes 

 
As of 4/29/16 
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SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BOARD COMMUNICATION 

 
 

 

BC NO: CBO-52 

  

CONFIDENTIAL ITEM - (Check a Box) No: ☒  Yes: ☐ Date:  4/29/2016 

Approved by: José L. Banda, Superintendent 

To the Members of  the Board of Education 

Prepared by:   Gerardo Castillo, CPA, Chief Business Officer 
Contact Email:  Gerardo-

Castillo@scusd.edu 

Subject:  Instructional Minutes Requirements 

 

During the review of the 2015-16 school bell schedules, the district’s internal auditor identified 

potential issues with insufficient instructional minutes. The instructional minutes for the following 

schools were not in compliance with the minimum requirements, per California Education Code: 

 

 Arthur A. Benjamin Health Professions 

 George Washington Carver School of Arts and Science 

 Isador Cohen 

 John Cabrillo 

 Leataata Floyd 

 Martin Luther King, Jr. 

 Oak Ridge 

 Parkway 

 

Solutions have been identified at each school site by working with the principals, teaching staff and 

SCTA, which are unique at each school site based on the specifics necessary to achieve compliance. 

In most cases, schools will be adding 5-10 minutes per day to the schedule for some or all of the 

remaining days this school year. 
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SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BOARD COMMUNICATION 

 
 

 

BC NO: CCO-292 

  

CONFIDENTIAL ITEM - (Check a Box) No: ☒  Yes: ☐ Date:  4/29/2016 

Approved by: José L. Banda, Superintendent 

To the Members of  the Board of Education 

Prepared by:   Gabe Ross, Chief Communications Officer 
Contact Email:  gabe-

ross@scusd.edu 

Subject:  Event at JFK in Support of AB 2663 

 

On Monday, May 2, Superintendent Banda will join State Superintendent Tom Torlakson at John F. 

Kennedy High School to show support for AB 2663, which would add $73.3 million for after-school 

programs and adjust other funding levels. The bill, authored by Assemblyman Jim Cooper (D-Elk 

Grove) is pending in the Assembly Appropriations Committee. (Superintendent Banda has written a 

letter in support of legislation.) The JFK event – which begins at 3 p.m. - will include student 

presentations, a video screening and a site tour of expanded learning programs.  
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SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BOARD COMMUNICATION 

 
 

 

BC NO: CSO-31 

  

CONFIDENTIAL ITEM - (Check a Box) No: ☒  Yes: ☐ Date:  4/29/2016 

Approved by: José L. Banda, Superintendent 

To the Members of  the Board of Education 

Prepared by:  Al Rogers, Chief Strategy Officer 
Contact Email: 

Al-Rogers@scusd.edu  

Subject:  Community Participation in the LCAP 

 

The first draft of the 2016-17 Local Control and Accountability Plan (LCAP) was released to the 

LCAP Parent Advisory Committee (LCAP PAC) and the English Learner Parent Advisory 

Committee (EL PAC) on Wednesday, April 27. Timeline changes for the first draft caused some 

members of the LCAP PAC to express concern about insufficient time for their process. 

 

The district has worked hard throughout the LCAP process to lead an engagement effort that is both 

robust and authentic. Our standard has never been what is legally allowed (while clearly, our process 

meets all statutory requirements), but rather what is best for gathering feedback that will truly be 

instructive in the development of budget decisions that are reflective of the community’s voice. 

 

However, we are bound by some constraints regarding the LCAP development timeline. While we 

have budget projections from the Governor’s January budget proposal, we have yet to see the 

Governor’s May Revise, where we will gain additional clarity regarding 2016-17 funding. 

Additionally, the district wants to be sure that we have comments from the committee in time so that 

the Superintendent can provide his responses prior to the LCAP public hearing to ensure that the 

Board is fully aware of the committee’s input. This is a significant improvement over last year, 

where the response was not prepared until just prior to the LCAP adoption. 

 

We take our responsibility for community engagement on this, and the Strategic Plan, which guides 

the LCAP work, very seriously. That said, we are open to reviewing our process, timeline and 

engagement strategies to continually improve the work. Response to LCAP PAC member Jason 

Weiner from LCAP Coordinator Cathy Morrison is below, to provide more background on the 

district view. 

----- 

 
Hi Jason, 
 
Thank you for your note. Feedback such as yours helps us to continually improve the work, and support the 
district’s desire to have the most robust and comprehensive stakeholder engagement process in the state. 
 

 



Board Communication Form for 2015-16  

 

 
  

To put the timeline in context, our engagement on the LCAP is bound by things outside of our control. With 
the absence of budget data, the LCAP is speculative. It would be a simple thing to copy “Year 2” from last 
year’s document, but it would not reflect an intentional and informative plan.  
 
LCAP is not a compliance exercise for us. We haven’t created a rubber-stamp exercise unlike other districts 
who engage with their PAC three times a year. We are taking a broader view of the process rather than a 
linear one. While the committee’s comments are the only “official” document that is produced, they don’t 
represent the entirety of the valued conversations we’ve had throughout the year. All of our conversations 
have been incredibly instructive. To the best of our ability, we consider all feedback from the committee, 
not only from this year, but from previous years, in planning and outlining the document. One example is 
our response to last year’s recommendation to provide more disaggregated metrics.  
 
We set the deadlines for comments to ensure that the Superintendent’s response is posted with the Board 
packet for the June 2 Public Hearing. Thus, committee comments should be finalized by May 18. We are 
open to your advice on a revised comment due date as long as the May 18 date can remain in place.  
 
Please know that we will share the LCAP with the advisory committees just as soon as it is readied for the 
Board agenda. Whether that’s three days before the official posting date of April 29 or three hours before, 
our intent is to make it available as soon as we can. Al and I are cognizant and appreciative of your 
leadership in crafting the reports last year that helped to propel our district to the forefront of the state in 
LCAP engagement. 
 
We will continue to review our processes and will consider making changes to them in the future. I know 
you understand when I say it’s a flawed system all around with the constraint of creating a plan without 
good budget data. 
 
I look forward to your response on the comment deadline. 
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