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DATE: November 17, 2016 
 

TO: Jose Banda 

 Superintendent 
 

AT: Sacramento City Unified School District 
 

FROM: Your SSC Governmental Relations Team 
 

RE: SSC’s Sacramento Weekly Update 

 

Post-Election  

California—and the nation—continues to consider, and begins to feel, the 

effects of last week’s presidential election. Californians overwhelmingly 

voted for Hillary Clinton on November 8, 2016, and protests across the state 

have been a daily occurrence since. 

Numerous schools have been affected by protests, with students walking out 

of classes from Los Angeles to Oakland and numerous districts in between. 

While peaceful protests are a long-standing part of American democracy, 

leaving school means less instructional time for the students and fewer dollars 

for the district. 

Elected officials across the state have sought to calm the concerns of students 

and Californians, including from Superintendent of Public Instruction Tom 

Torlakson (full statement here): 

“I want to let all of California’s 6.2 million public school students 

know that keeping them safe from discrimination and bullying at our 

great state’s 11,000 public schools is a top priority . . . California 

already has, and will always maintain, strong legal and state 

constitutional protections against any and all kinds of discrimination, 

regardless of a student’s race, ethnicity, faith, sexual orientation, or 

gender identity.” 

Here in Sacramento, the annual post-election shuffle of top legislative staff is 

beginning. Perhaps most importantly, Misty Padilla Feusahrens is taking over 

the top education spot in the Assembly Speaker’s Office. This position was 

held by long-time education guru Rick Simpson. Misty leaves a vacancy in 

the important Assembly Appropriations Committee, which will trigger other 

top staff moves. 

State Revenues and Forecast 

State revenues got both a look back and a look forward this week. For the look 

back, the Department of Finance released the Finance Bulletin for the month 

of 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/nr/ne/yr16/yr16rel79.asp
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October, which continued the trend of below-forecast earnings. State General Fund revenue collections for 

the month of October fell short of projections, coming in nearly 5% lower than expected, a shortfall of  

$381 million. Year-to-date revenues are behind the May Revision forecast by $595 million, or -1.8%.  

For the look ahead, the Legislative Analyst’s Office (LAO) released its “California’s Fiscal Outlook” 

report for the 2017-18 State Budget. The LAO estimates the 2016-17 State Budget will ultimately come up  

$389 million short of revenue assumptions, with corporation and sales taxes dragging revenues down, 

while partially offset by higher-than-budgeted personal income taxes.  

For 2017-18, the LAO expects healthy growth in all three main taxes, estimating a 5.4% increase in these 

revenues over 2016-17, and the Proposition 98 minimum guarantee to grow to $74.5 billion. If this  

were indeed the case, the state would have $2.8 billion in new Proposition 98 funding to spend in  

2017-18 (although 11% would be dedicated to California Community Colleges), and the remaining Local 

Control Funding Formula (LCFF) gap would only be $2.5 billion. 

Once again, the LAO models two out-year scenarios: growth or a mild recession. Under a growth scenario, 

Proposition 98 would increase from $71.9 billion in 2016-17 to $83.5 billion in 2020-21; under a mild 

recession, Proposition 98 would increase to $78.1 billion over that same period. Under the growth scenario, 

after 2018-19 the state would have an additional $1.5 billion to $2.5 billion to spend even after fully 

funding the LCFF. Under the recession scenario, the LCFF would not be fully funded until 2020-21. 

In years past, the LAO has been more optimistic than the Brown Administration in its economic forecast. 

The Governor’s Office will update its current-year revenue projections and provide its outlook for  

2017-18 on January 10, 2017. 

Thanksgiving Break 

Due to the Thanksgiving holiday, we will not be providing the Sacramento Weekly Update next week 

unless there is breaking news; we will return to our regular production schedule in December. 

We at School Services of California, Inc., wish you a Happy Thanksgiving! 

 
Nancy LaCasse 
Robert Miyashiro 
 

http://lao.ca.gov/reports/2016/3507/Fiscal-outlook-111616.pdf
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Note: While schools are better off with Proposition 55 than without it, the underlying funding stream is 

highly volatile. 

 
Prop. 55 Extends Tax On Rich, But Won’t Fix Boom-Bust Cycle 

 

By Justin Pritchard 

The Associated Press 

November 12, 2016 

 

LOS ANGELES – Though Californians voted to continue taxing the rich to bolster public schools and 

fund health insurance for the poor, keeping the status quo does not mend state government’s underlying 

fiscal frailty. 

In some ways, the passage of Proposition 55 could subject California’s budget to greater volatility. 

While the ballot measure helps stabilize funding for education and Medi-Cal, it increases California’s 

reliance on a small group of taxpayers whose fortunes determine the health of state spending that this year 

tipped $122 billion. 

Prop. 55 extends until 2030 income tax increases that voters first approved four years ago, when school 

districts grappled with layoffs, ballooning class sizes and cuts to programs such as music. The tax kicks in 

at 1 percent for single filers who earn more than $263,000 a year, or $526,000 for families. Residents who 

earn more than $1 million annually will continue to pay an extra 3 percent of income to the state. 

With Silicon Valley, Hollywood and other high-value industries, California mints enough millionaires that 

budget experts project the taxes will generate between $4 billion and $9 billion annually. 

That range shows just how volatile income tax revenue can be. 

Revenue can surge thanks to an exuberant Wall Street, but cuts are severe when the economy stalls. 

Political leaders from both parties have long talked about taming this boom-bust cycle but have little 

appetite for doing so once the revenue starts booming again. A “rainy day” reserve that voters beefed up 

two years ago at Gov. Jerry Brown’s urging is pushing $8 billion, which has helped. 

Yet California remains vulnerable to fluctuations because revenue relies on the wealthy, whose income 

comes less from steady wages than investments such as stocks. About one-third of all revenue comes from 

taxing California’s top 1.5 percent of earners, according to number crunchers at the independent state 

Legislative Analyst’s Office. 

The funding flow from Prop. 55 extends the taxes just long enough to last past the term limits for the 

current crop of state lawmakers. It could let elected leaders funnel more into favored social welfare 

programs or punt on finding savings elsewhere, such as overhauling public employee pensions. 

Against this backdrop, Prop. 55 nudges California back toward less budget stability by creating an 

“incremental increase in volatility,” according to Ryan Miller, principal budget analyst at the Legislative 

Analyst’s Office. 



School Services of California, Inc.       November 17, 2016 

Sacramento Update  Page 4 

 

And whenever the next recession hits, tax revenue from Prop. 55 might not be enough to shield public 

education and Medi-Cal from crippling cuts. 

“It will certainly make things worse in terms of leaving the state vulnerable to fluctuations of the 

economy,” said Jon Coupal, president of the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association, which argues for 

lower taxes but did not mobilize against the ballot measure. No large activist groups did. Powered by tens 

of millions of dollars in union-backed spending, Prop. 55 passed Tuesday with 62 percent of the vote. 

One lingering question remains: Is there the political will to refashion the state’s tax structure so that 

revenue is less volatile? 

Probably not, though there is broad agreement in principle that tax reform makes sense. 

“There are some inequities in our tax system, and we have to have that conversation,” said Eric Heins, 

president of the California Teachers Association union, which backed Prop. 55. “While we’re having that 

conversation, there’s still a first-grader in the classroom who needs to learn to read.” 

 

 

Note: Proposition 58 was overwhelming supported by voters last week.  

 
Bilingual Education Vote In California Another Shift From Bitter  

1990s Conflicts 
 

By Louis Freedberg 

EdSource 

November 14, 2016 

 

The overwhelming approval by California voters of an initiative to end restrictions on bilingual education 

in its public schools marks another significant shift from the political expressions of racial and ethnic 

resentments that swirled across the state during the 1990s. 

Its passage highlights the changes that have occurred in California over the past two decades – the 

inexorable shift to a multiracial and multiethnic society – along with a realization that multilingualism is a 

benefit, not a disadvantage, in a world of global communication. 

With a 72.6 percent yes vote, the passage of Proposition 58 last Tuesday could not have been more 

definitive. The initiative received majority support in each of the state’s 58 counties. 

Only two other propositions – out of 17 propositions on the ballot – received a similar unanimous statewide 

endorsement. The initiative passed easily in every county, ranging from a high of 80 percent in Alameda 

County to a low of 57 percent in Lassen County. 

Prop. 58 effectively nullifies Proposition 227, a highly controversial initiative approved by 61 percent of 

voters in 1998. That initiative prohibited schools from offering bilingual classes unless parents signed a 

waiver requesting their children be placed in such classes. 
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The 1998 measure was one of a trifecta of initiatives that California voters approved in successive elections 

in the 1990s that were driven, to different degrees, by unease over aspects of the state’s racial, ethnic and 

immigrant makeup. The others were Proposition 187 in 1994, which restricted services and benefits to 

undocumented immigrants, and Proposition 209 in 1996, outlawing affirmative action. 

Prop. 187 was never implemented after then-Gov. Gray Davis chose not to appeal a lower court ruling that 

found much of it unconstitutional.  After last Tuesday’s election, only the affirmative action ban remains. 

Lest anyone think that the Prop. 58 vote signaled a lurch to the left by California voters, in 26 counties 

Donald Trump won the majority vote. Yet all of those counties also voted in favor of restoring bilingual 

education. Take for example Modoc County in California’s far northeast corner, where 71 percent of voters 

cast their ballot for Trump, while 59 percent did so for ending the ban on bilingual education. 

Passage of Prop. 58 was almost certainly aided by the technically accurate but arguably misleading official 

ballot description drawn up by the state’s Attorney General’s office. The short paragraph on the ballot gave 

the title of the initiative as “English Proficiency, Multilingual Education” and emphasized that its goal was 

to increase English proficiency, rather than open the door to more bilingual classes. 

Unless they read the voter guide, or had researched the issue themselves, some voters may have thought 

they were voting for an “English only” initiative. 

A Field Poll conducted with UC Berkeley’s Institute for Governmental Studies before the election showed 

that majority support for Prop. 58 shifted to opposition when voters were informed that the initiative would 

repeal Prop. 227. 

Regardless of voters’ motivations, the end result reinforces California’s decades long 

shift toward embracing its ethnic and linguistic heterogeneity. 

The results paralleled earlier polls that show how far California has moved from the discord over 

immigration in the 1990s. For example, a Public Policy Institute of California poll last year showed that 

California voters supported by a 73 percent majority giving undocumented immigrants a pathway to 

citizenship. Even the majority of Republicans – 61 percent – did so. 

“We’ve seen in our polling that people consistently see immigrants as more of a benefit to the economy 

than a burden,” pollster Mark Baldassare told the Los Angeles Times. 

Because of California’s current embrace of immigrants, it is tempting to downplay the harsh anti-

immigrant sentiment the state was experiencing at the time voters approved Prop. 227 and related 

initiatives of the era. 

They came at the height of a historic transformation of California’s racial and ethnic makeup. In 1970, 

California’s foreign-born population constituted 8.8 percent of the state’s population. By 1990, it had 

reached 22 percent, and by 2013 it reached 27 percent – twice the percentage of the nation as a whole. 

A Los Angeles Times poll in 1993 showed that almost 9 out of 10 Californians ranked illegal immigration 

as one of the three biggest problems in the state. That year, the Legislature considered 30 bills introduced 

to restrict services to undocumented immigrants. 

http://www.field.com/fieldpollonline/subscribers/Rls2551.pdf
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Now California is moving to create what Kevin Starr, California’s pre-eminent historian, refers to as a 

“common culture” that could be a model for the nation. 

California, Starr wrote in California: A History, has the potential to be “a place, a society in which the best 

possibilities of the American experiment can be struggled for and sometimes achieved.” 

Getting beyond battles over language should assist in that process. 

The issue of bilingual education is an especially complex one that does not fit neatly into pro- or  

anti-immigrant categories. In fact, 37 percent of Latinos voted in favor of Prop. 227 in 1998, as did just 

over half of Asian voters. Notably, Jaime Escalante, the famed math teacher who was the star of the 

movie Stand and Deliver, voted for it. 

It was true then, as it is today, that many immigrant parents want their children to be taught in English 

only, so that they will become fluent in English and assimilate more quickly into mainstream society. 

Conversely, many of them are concerned that their children might lose or have already lost their ability to 

speak what is often referred to as their “heritage language.” 

It is a valid concern. As the New America Foundation’s Ronald Schmidt wrote in Remaking California, the 

“life expectancy of even the Spanish language in Southern California is barely three generations, and that 

of other languages two generations.” 

But as a result of the passage of Prop. 58, what language children will be taught in will no longer be 

determined at the ballot box, but will be decided in schools and communities. Parents will have the choice 

to seek out dual immersion programs attended by a mix of native English speakers and children who are 

native speakers of other languages, or to have their children taught in English. 

But the decisions will be made at the local level, consistent with Gov. Jerry Brown’s efforts to drive  

decision-making from Sacramento to local communities. 

It is possible the anti-immigrant vitriol that was a dominant theme of Donald Trump’s campaign will stir 

up passions among his supporters in California that will disrupt this process. 

But for the moment, the English-only battles in California are over. Instead, students have the opportunity 

to graduate from high school with a “Seal of Biliteracy” affixed to their diploma indicating their 

proficiency in two languages, and the chance to be better prepared for the battles they will face in a 

competitive global workforce. 

 

 

  

http://www.goodreads.com/book/show/414084.California
https://www.amazon.com/Remaking-California-Reclaiming-Public-Good/dp/1597141348
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Note: The Senate is unlikely to also secure a supermajority, with Assembly Member Ling Ling Chang 

maintaining her lead in the vote count. 

 

California Democrats Reclaim Assembly Supermajority 
 

By Jeremy B. White 

Sacramento Bee 

November 16, 2016 

 

If you needed a reminder of the Democratic Party’s dominance of California politics, here it is: For the 

second time in four years, at least two-thirds of Assembly seats will be blue. 

Cementing the party’s Golden State hegemony, Democrat Sabrina Cervantes toppled Assemblyman Eric 

Linder, R-Corona, from his Riverside County seat. A week after Election Day, the Associated Press called 

the tight race for Cervantes, who held a roughly 7,000-vote lead. 

Cervantes prevailed despite organized labor backing the Republican Linder, a rarity given the close alliance 

between unions and California Democrats. After SEIU California endorsed Linder, the second-term 

Assemblyman benefited from spending by both organized labor groups and an oil-industry-funded 

committee that piled up more than $600,000 on his behalf in the campaign’s final month. 

But Cervantes had the weight of the California Democratic Party establishment behind her, and she was 

able to capitalize on the demographics of a district where registered Democrats held a three-point edge over 

Republicans. 

With the addition of Cervantes, Assembly Democrats now control at least 54 seats. That margin would 

allow them to pass taxes, move constitutional amendments to the ballot and amend political spending laws 

without needing any Republican support. They could still add on, too: former Assemblywoman Sharon 

Quirk-Silva, a Democrat, leads Assemblywoman Young Kim, R-Fullerton, in an undecided Orange County 

contest. Quirk-Silva declared victory late Wednesday. 

Still, bills must pass through both the Assembly and the Senate to become law. While Democrats are 

assured a majority in the Senate, their hopes of winning a supermajority there come down to a yet-to-be-

called clash between Assemblywoman Ling Ling Chang, R-Diamond Bar, and Democrat Josh Newman for 

an open 29
th

  Senate District seat. Chang holds a two-percentage-point lead, and if that holds, Senate 

Democrats would be one seat short of a supermajority. 
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Monday, November 21 

 Keeping the Dream Alive Summit at CSUS 

 Small High Schools/Priority Schools 

Meeting 

 

Tuesday, November 22 – Friday, November 25 

Serna Center closed for the Thanksgiving Holiday 

 Attending Ribbon Cutting Ceremony for 

Hmong New Year Festival on Thursday, 

November 24 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Monday, November 28 

 Cabinet Meeting 

 Meeting with Liza Mills, Amazon Education 

 Meeting with Board Member Minnick 

 1:1 Meetings with Cabinet Members 

 

Tuesday, November 29 

 1:1 Meetings with Cabinet Members 

 Board’s Executive Committee Meeting 

 

Wednesday, November 30 

 CityYear Board Retreat and Orientation 

 Operations Cabinet 

 Meeting with Steve Alva/Bill Masters 

 SUEF Board Meeting 

 

Thursday, December 1 – Saturday, December 3 

 CSBA’s Annual Convention 
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To the Members of  the Board of Education 

Prepared by:   Elliot Lopez, Chief Information Officer Contact Email:  elliot-lopez@scusd.edu 

Subject:  Additional Digital Resources Now Available to Students 

 

Working closely with the Academic Office, Technology Services has recently deployed three digital 

resources dedicated to preparing our students for college, careers and the future: Khan Academy 

(grades 7-12), Code.org (all grades) and Open eBooks (Title I schools). Students will be able to log 

in to these resources from any internet-connected device at home or school using their district-

provided account credentials or Clever badge. The services are being deployed at no cost to the 

district. 

 

 Code.org offers engaging, self-paced computer science curriculum designed to motivate 

students to learn about software coding while developing creativity, logic and problem 

solving skills.  

 

 Khan Academy leverages adaptive technology to offer personalized practice exercises, 

instructional videos and other resources covering math, science, humanities and computer 

programming.  

 

 Open eBooks is a new app that makes thousands of popular and award-winning books 

available free of charge for students  

 

These services are part of a growing and diverse portfolio of powerful and engaging instructional 

tools available across the district, and align closely with key tenets of the strategic plan. 

 

 

https://www.khanacademy.org/
http://www.code.org/
http://openebooks.net/index.html
http://www.code.org/
http://www.khanacademy.org/
http://openebooks.net/
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Approved by: José L. Banda, Superintendent 

To the Members of  the Board of Education 

Prepared by:   Dr. Al Rogers, Chief Strategy Officer 
Contact Email: al-

rogers@scusd.edu 

Subject: School Improvement Grant Allocations 

 

The California Department of Education has released 5-year funding amounts for the School 

Improvement Grant Cohort 4 recipients. They are as follows: 

 

District - $1,746,915  

Hiram Johnson - $7,102,961  

H.W. Harkness - $6,719,646  

Leataata Floyd - $4,037,921  

John Sloat - $6,417,482  

Parkway - $5,362,689  

Woodbine - $8,372,534  

John Still - $7,971,643  

Susan B. Anthony - $7,012,073  

  

Five-year total - $54,743,865 

 

Funding begins this school year (2016-17). 
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