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Subject:  School Services of California’s Sacramento Weekly Update 

 

  

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

 

 



DATE: April 22, 2016 
 

TO: Jose Banda 

 Superintendent 
 

AT: Sacramento City Unified School District 
 

FROM: Your SSC Legislative Team 
 

RE: SSC’s Sacramento Weekly Update 
 

The latest Public Policy Institute of California (PPIC) poll contained some 

positive news regarding voter views on both the $9 billion statewide school 

facility bond that will appear on the November 2016 statewide ballot and the 

proposal to extend the Proposition 30 income tax extension that is currently in 

the signature gathering stage. 

The poll reveals a solid majority of likely voters are inclined to support both 

proposals with 62% of likely voters indicating they would support extending 

the income tax provisions of Proposition 30, and nearly two-thirds of all likely 

voters indicating they would approve a school bond measure for school 

construction.  

Supported by the California Teachers Association (CTA), the Proposition 30 

extension initiative has yet to receive an endorsement from Governor Jerry 

Brown, who championed the original measure in 2012. Governor Brown has 

indicated he does not support the school facilities bond, after negotiations to 

reform the program failed earlier this year. The bond measure is being 

sponsored by the Coalition for Adequate School Housing and the Building 

Industry Association.  

The poll also found that while few Californians have heard of the Local 

Control Funding Formula, a solid majority are supportive after being read a 

short description of the policy, and those polled indicted they are concerned 

about preschool affordability and would favor using some of the State Budget 

surplus to fund early childhood education programs. The results of the PPIC 

poll can be found here. 

While the poll found that most Californians believe state funding for local 

schools is inadequate, in other news this week, the First District Court of 

Appeal upheld California’s school finance system by rejecting plaintiffs’ 

claims in the Robles-Wong v. State of California lawsuit. The Appeals Court 

found that the State Constitution does not require the state to provide students 

an “adequate” education. Alameda County Superior Court Judge Steven Brick 

initially ruled against the plaintiffs in November 2011, and many in the school 

community were hoping for a favorable ruling on appeal. 

http://www.ppic.org/main/publication.asp?i=1192
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The court found that that the State Constitution does not establish the right to an “adequate” education, 

however that might be defined, but only requires the state to provide for a “system of common schools.” 

The plaintiffs included the California School Boards Association (CSBA), the Association of California 

School Administrators, the California State Parent Teachers Association, individual school districts, and 

students and their families. CSBA’s Executive Director indicated that the plaintiffs may pursue the case to 

the state’s highest court. 

There was also plenty of action in the State Capitol this week. Both the Senate and Assembly Education 

committees met and considered more than 30 proposed education bills in time to meet the April 22 policy 

committee deadline for bills with fiscal implications. Several of the bills that passed will require sizable 

funding appropriations through the State Budget Act. Since none of the proposals are included in the 

Governor’s 2016-17 State Budget proposal, they will face an uphill battle in their next fiscal committee.  

Some of the key bills that passed include: 

College Readiness Block Grant. Authored by the Senate President pro Tempore Kevin de León  

(D-Los Angeles), Senate Bill (SB) 1050 would establish the K-12 College Readiness Block Grant and 

provide an unspecified amount of one-time funds for K-12 school districts to improve the college-going 

and completion rates of students from high schools with 75% or greater unduplicated pupil counts. Funds 

could be used for a variety of purposes including staff development, counseling, instructional materials, 

tutoring, financial assistance, or other services that prepare high school students to be eligible for 

admission into a postsecondary institution. 

Special Education Preschool Funding Adjustment. Authored by Senator Ben Allen (D-Santa Monica), a 

member of the Senate Budget Subcommittee on Education, SB 1071 would establish a preschool funding 

formula for three- and four-year old children with disabilities. This was a recommendation of the California 

Special Education Task Force, which found the lack of a state funding source for these federally mandated 

services is adversely straining the K-12 education system. 

Adult Education. Assembly Bill (AB) 1846 (Lopez, D-San Fernando) would appropriates $250 million for 

ongoing support of the adult education consortium program. Currently funded at $500 million, the bill 

analysis notes, “Increasing the adult education consortium program to $750 million would restore adult 

education funding to its 2008 level.” 

Early Education. Authored by Assembly Member Kevin McCarty (D-Sacramento), AB 2660 would  

establish the Quality Early Education and Development Act and requires the California Department of 

Education (CDE) to “develop a specified multiyear plan for providing prekindergarten program access to 

income-eligible children and for ensuring that publicly funded prekindergarten programs are of high 

quality.” 

And then there were some high-profile casualties, including: 

Teacher Layoffs and Seniority. For the fourth time, Senator Bob Huff (R-Diamond Bar) attempted to tackle 

the issue of teacher layoff and seniority by authoring SB 1224, which would have required school districts 

that make an assignment or reassignment of an employee due to seniority provisions in current law to 

report that information to the CDE, which would have been required to aggregate the data and post on 

CDE’s website. Opposed by the CTA, the bill failed passage on a 2-7 vote. 
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Repeal of Reserve Cap. Republican Senator Patricia Bates (R-Laguna Niguel) took on this year’s bill to 

repeal the statutory cap on the amount of fiscal reserves that a school district would be allowed to maintain 

under specified conditions. As expected, SB 1249 was opposed by the CTA, and the bill failed on a vote of 

2-4.  

 
Nancy LaCasse 
Robert Miyashiro 
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Note: Encouraging poll states California voters back income tax extension and school bonds. 
 

Poll: Voters Support School Bond and Prop. 30 Extension 
 

By John Fensterwald 

EdSource 

April 20, 2016 

 

Seven months before the November election, substantial majorities of likely California voters said they 

would support extending Proposition 30, the temporary income tax on the wealthiest state residents, and 

passing a proposed $9 billion school construction bond, according to a survey released Wednesday by the 

Public Policy Institute of California. 

PPIC’s 12th annual extensive poll on Californians’ view of K-12 education also revealed that majorities 

believe a teacher shortage is a big problem and funding for K-12 schools is too low. Among other findings: 

 Expressing strong support for state-funded preschool, twice as many Californians said they favor 

directing a potential state budget surplus to fund preschool than to pay down the state debt; 

 Most of those surveyed said their local schools are doing an excellent or good job of preparing students 

for college but they are very concerned that students in low-income areas are less likely to be ready for 

college. 

 Californians are sharply divided over the Common Core, with slightly more adults supporting the new 

academic standards than opposing them. 

 In almost every area of questioning, African-Americans were the most pessimistic ethnic and racial 

group when asked about the quality of schools and prospects for change. 

 Overall support for how Gov. Jerry Brown has handled public schools has increased steadily since he 

took office, but his approval rating for education is still under 50 percent, and a quarter of adults say 

they don’t know enough to say. 

Telephone interviews were conducted earlier this month with 1,703 adults in California, half on landlines 

and half on cell phones. The margin of error ranged from plus/minus 3.5 percent for all adults to 

plus/minus 7 percent for public school parents. Representative numbers of non-registered and registered 

voters, including those likely to vote, Democrats, Republicans and Independents and racial and ethnic 

minorities participated. 

SCHOOL FUNDING 

Funding for K-12 schools has increased sharply during the past three years, mirroring the state’s economic 

recovery after big cuts in funding during the recession. However, 60 percent of Californians said that there 

is not enough funding for their local schools. More women (69 percent) than men (53 percent) and 

Democrats (73 percent) than Republicans (42 percent) said that’s the case. 

 

http://edsource.org/2015/poll-shows-residents-split-on-whether-to-extend-tax-increases/73617
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The percentage is actually higher this year than when the question was asked during the recession, noted 

Mark Baldassare, PPIC president and CEO. Now that there is more state revenue, Californians are pausing 

to think about how the money should be spent, including on schools, he said. 

Two revenue options likely will be on the November ballot: Prop. 30 and a state construction bond. Among 

the subset of likely voters, 63 percent favor the bond and 32 percent oppose it, with 4 percent undecided. 

Among all adults, including non-registered voters, the support is 76 percent in favor, 21 percent opposed. 

Brown has said he opposes a state-funded school construction bond because it doesn’t meet his conditions. 

The Prop. 30 initiative, which supporters are now gathering signatures for, would extend the income tax 

increase on individuals earning more than $250,000 and couples earning $500,000 or more. Among all 

Californians, 64 percent support the extension, 32 percent oppose it and 4 percent are undecided. Among 

likely voters, 62 percent back it, 35 percent oppose it and 2 percent haven’t decided. By party affiliation,  

82 percent of Democrats support it while only 32 percent of Republicans do. 

Brown has not stated his position on extending Prop. 30. “The governor’s approval rating is high, and his 

opinions will matter to voters” come Election Day, Baldassare said. 

School districts do have the option to bring in additional money through a local parcel tax, and about 1 in  

8 districts have passed one. Asked if they would approve a local parcel tax, 52 percent of likely voters said 

yes, 43 percent no and 5 percent gave no opinion. However, parcel taxes require at least a 66 percent 

majority for passage; asked if they would favor lowering the threshold to 55 percent, only 44 percent of 

likely voters said that would be a good idea. 

PRESCHOOL FUNDING 

Eighty-nine percent of all Californians, and 86 percent of likely voters viewed preschool as very or 

somewhat important to a student’s success in school, and 63 percent of all respondents favor spending a 

state surplus on additional state preschool funding. However, only 52 percent of likely voters favor using a 

surplus for preschool funding, with 46 percent saying it should be used to pay down state debt. 

Seventy-four percent of all of those surveyed and 71 percent of likely voters said that affordability of 

preschool is a big problem or somewhat of a problem, and 81 percent of all Californians also said that they 

are very or somewhat concerned that low-income students will be less likely to be prepared for 

kindergarten. 

TEACHER SHORTAGE 

Asked about a teacher shortage – a new PPIC line of questioning – 81 percent of all Californians say it is a 

big problem or somewhat of a problem. Given several options to attract new teachers to K-12 schools,  

45 percent of all Californians said they’d prefer raising the minimum salary for teachers, which is the most 

expensive of the choices, compared with creating a loan forgiveness program (21 percent), housing 

assistance (11 percent) or lowering the requirements for becoming a teacher (11 percent). 

Turning to the issue of teacher quality, 84 percent of all Californians said they are very or somewhat 

concerned that there are fewer good teachers in schools in low-income areas compared with wealthier 

areas. 
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SOURCE: PUBLIC POLICY INSTITUTE OF CALIFORNIA. 

Asked to grade their local schools, 57 percent of survey participants gave A’s and B’s, but there were big 

variations by race and ethnicity, with twice as many Asians and Latinos than African-Americans giving 

high grades to their schools. 

COMMON CORE 

Two-thirds of all adults and three-quarters of public school parents said they know at least something about 

the Common Core, although 35 percent of public school parents said they were not provided information 

about the new standards in math and English language arts. Based on what they know, 43 percent of adults 

favor the standards, while 39 percent oppose them and 18 percent are undecided. More public school 

parents support them: 51 percent favor, 36 percent oppose. Reflecting a national split on the standards, 

twice as many Democrats support the standards (46 percent) than Republicans (23 percent). 

“Reflecting the 2016 presidential campaign dialogue, Common Core is a politically polarizing issue in 

California today,” Baldassare said. 

Nonetheless, 54 percent of Californians said they are very or somewhat confident that teaching the 

Common Core will make students college and career ready, and 57 percent said they are very or somewhat 

confident the new standards will achieve the goal of enabling students to solve problems and think 

critically. 

Nearly three-quarters of public school parents expressed confidence that teachers are adequately prepared 

to teach the standards. (That view, however, is not held by teachers. In a survey last fall by the research and 

training organization WestEd, only a quarter of California teachers said they had been adequately trained in 

the new standards.) 

More Latinos (55 percent) and Asians (48 percent) than African-Americans (37 percent) and whites  

(34 percent) said they favor the Common Core. 

http://edsource.org/2016/superintendents-but-not-teachers-give-high-grades-to-common-core-rollout/561816
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LOCAL CONTROL FUNDING FORMULA 

Three years ago, the Legislature approved Brown’s school financing reform, known as the Local Control 

Funding Formula, to shift control over budgets and spending decisions to districts and to provide more 

money for low-income students, English learners and foster youths. 

Only 36 percent of public school parents said they have heard about the new law. However, half said they 

were provided with information about how to become involved with a key element of the new system: the 

creation of the Local Control and Accountability Plan for setting a district’s spending priorities. Only  

4 percent of parents said they became very involved, and 14 percent said they were somewhat involved 

with the LCAP. 

After being read a brief description of the funding formula, large majorities of Californians (65 percent) 

and parents (73 percent) said they are at least somewhat confident that the additional money will be spent 

on  

low-income children and English learners, and three-quarters of those surveyed said they expect 

achievement would improve for those students as a result. 

 

 

Note: The closely watched appeal of the school funding adequacy case is denied. 
 

Appeals Court Denies Constitutional Right To Minimum K-12 Funding 
 

By John Fensterwald 

EdSource 

April 20, 2016 

 

The state Constitution does not guarantee children in California a minimally funded quality education, a 

divided California Court of Appeal ruled Wednesday in a landmark decision closely watched by 

proponents of more K-12 spending. 

The 2-1 decision on two six-year-old lawsuits denies the California School Boards Association and student 

advocacy groups the right to a trial to make the case that underfunding by the Legislature is denying 

students the quality education they’re entitled to. The plaintiffs immediately said they would appeal the 

ruling to the California Supreme Court. 

The San Francisco-based 1
st
 District Court of Appeal ruled on separate but related lawsuits filed in  

2010: Campaign for Quality Education v. State of California, filed by Public Advocates on behalf of five 

nonprofits serving low-income, minority families, and Robles-Wong et al. v. State of California, jointly 

filed by the school boards association, the state PTA, the Association of California School Administrators 

and the California Teachers Association, together with Stanford Law Professor William Koski, 

representing  

low-income children. 

Both lawsuits argued that the state’s “insufficient, irrational and unstable” school funding system failed to 

provide students their constitutional right to a quality education. The Legislature spelled out what that 
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entails by imposing graduation requirements, rigorous academic standards and other mandates, but didn’t 

provide school districts with enough resources to meet the demands, the lawsuit argued. 

In his majority decision, Associate Justice Martin Jenkins acknowledged children’s fundamental right to an 

education, which the 137-year-old state Constitution broadly defines as the obligation to “encourage by all 

suitable means the promotion of intellectual, scientific, moral and agricultural improvement.” But the 

Constitution doesn’t include a requirement for a minimum quality level of education for schoolchildren, 

Jenkins wrote, or a minimum level of expenditures for education. 

“We agree wholeheartedly with appellants that the provision of a quality education for all public school 

students is an important goal for society,” he wrote, but it’s the Legislature’s prerogative to determine what 

quality means. Jenkins quoted a school funding decision from Illinois that said judges lack the expertise to 

set appropriate levels of school funding; assuming that responsibility would preempt the public’s right, 

through open dialogue with elected officials, to do so. 

In a concurring opinion, Associate Justice Peter Siggins wrote, “As much as I can appreciate the plaintiffs’ 

frustration and dissatisfaction with the overall adequacy of California’s public schools, and recognize our 

Legislature’s challenges in adequately funding schools to meet the standards it sets, I cannot agree” that the 

Constitution provides a right to “command the state to fund schools at some qualitative level.” If large 

numbers of students are underachieving, there are other legal remedies without expanding a constitutional 

right, he said. 

But in his dissent, Associate Justice Stuart Pollak disagreed with the conclusion that there is no minimum 

requirement to support schools. The Constitution’s mandate to provide education “implies the need to 

maintain public schools at some minimum level of competence,” he wrote. Not only do the courts have a 

responsibility to determine whether the allegations of minimum funding are valid, but “the courts are 

capable of fulfilling that responsibility,” and providing “meaningful relief” if needed, he stated. 

Both lawsuits were filed at a time of big state budget cuts for education, and the court of appeal considered 

only the arguments in the briefs presented to Alameda County Superior Court Judge Steven Brick in 2010. 

Since then, the Legislature has restored most of the funding lost during the recession and adopted 

challenging academic standards – the Common Core and the Next Generation Science Standards. Pollak 

alluded to the changing circumstances in writing: “Should these actions proceed to trial, the focus would of 

course be on current conditions to the extent that relevant data is available. Nonetheless, despite changes – 

hopefully improvements – that have occurred more recently, the fundamental issues raised by the 

complaints remain.” 

California’s Constitution “requires a system that provides students with a meaningful basic education in 

reality as well as on paper,” he wrote. 

John Affeldt, managing attorney for Public Advocates, said in an interview that even after restoring lost 

revenue, California will remain the lowest in the nation in per-student staffing levels, and the Legislature 

has not sufficiently provided enough funding to deliver quality academic standards for all students. 

He said that he and the other plaintiffs disagree with the majority opinion that a fundamental right doesn’t 

guarantee “a minimum quality.” That right would be hollow without it, he said. 
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Confirming that the plaintiffs in Robles-Wong will also appeal the decision, California School Boards 

Association CEO & Executive Director Vernon Billy said in a statement, “Today’s decision is truly 

disappointing for California’s students and families. We firmly believe all students in California have a 

fundamental right to an education that meets the standards the state has set – and that is currently being 

denied to many, especially low-income students and students of color.” 
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Subject:  Highlights of Calendar for the Week of April 25  

 

 

Monday, April 25 

 Executive Cabinet Meeting 

 ITAP – Next Steps (internal staff) 

 1:1 Meetings with Cabinet Members 

 Strategic Plan Community Meeting 

(Luther Burbank) 

 

Tuesday, April 26 

 Meeting with Labor Partner (Teamsters) 

 Reach Higher College Signing Event 

(Rosemont HS) 

 Board’s Executive Committee Meeting 

 1:1 Meetings with Cabinet Members 

 

Wednesday, April 27 

 Meeting with Hector Montenegro, Sue 

Keister and Mai Xi Lee 

 1:1 Meetings with Cabinet Members 

 Operations Cabinet Meeting 

 Meeting with Randy Graham 

 

 

 

 

Thursday, April 28 

 School Visit/Meeting (St. HOPE) 

 Fact Finding Team Prep 

 Community Meeting (16
th

 & N) 

 

Friday, April 29 

 School Visits (schools to be determined) 

 1:1 Meeting with Cabinet Members 

 

Saturday, April 30 

 ACSA North State Conference 
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Subject:  Student Portfolio-Defense of Learning 

 

On May 18, 2016, a team of district and site administrators will travel to Oakland, CA to participate 

in an all-day professional learning experience about student performance assessment through a 

defense of learning process. This assessment strategy immerses high school students in a four-year 

process of compiling evidence of their learning as it relates to a graduate profile. Students progress 

through a series of defenses throughout their high school years and culminate the process with a 

Senior Portfolio Defense. Currently nine of our high school Linked Learning pathways are 

implementing a defense of learning system. The goal for attending this event is to begin the work of 

scaling up this practice beyond a handful of Linked Learning pathways and gradually replace the 

senior project graduation requirement with a student portfolio-defense of learning process. The 

College and Career Readiness department would like to invite Board members to join us as guests 

for this professional learning experience. Members interested in attending can reserve a spot by 

filling out an online form at http://goo.gl/forms/mSFjTJondR, or by contacting the College and 

Career Readiness Department at (916) 643-9200. The deadline to register is Tuesday, April 26. 

Please see attached event flyer for more information. 

 

 

http://goo.gl/forms/mSFjTJondR


invites you to a

DEFENSE DESIGN STUDIO 2016
College Success Portfolio Defense Showcase

Come and spend some 
time with Envision 
students and staff to:

KNOW: Learn about what 
it means to participate in 
Performance Assessment 
at Envision.

DO: Observe an entire 
Portfolio Defense.

REFLECT: Process and 
discuss what you saw, and 
connect it to your own 
learning or educational 
context.

The College Success Portfolio Defense is our capstone 
activity, pulling knowing, doing and reflecting into one 

place, into one moment.  It is a student’s final exhibition, 
and the culmination of a 4-year journey.  

Similar to a dissertation defense or professional 
presentation, students stand before a panel of peers, 
educators, and mentors to demonstrate the depth of 

their knowing, doing, and reflecting as evidenced by their 
academic work and self-reflection.

Interested in attending a 
Defense Design Studio?

Register at 
www.envisionlearning.org

or contact us at 
510.451.2415 x156

info@envisionlearning.org

$200 per person  
(lunch included)

10% early bird 
discount, register 

by 4/6/16
Code: EARLYBIRD2016

30% discount for existing 
clients (contact 

info@envisionlearning.org 
for discount code)

Our Defense Design 
Studios fill up quickly.  

Reserve your space soon.

Witness a culminating Performance Assessment presentation at an Envision school.

2016 Defense Design Studio Dates | Breakfast at 8:30am, Design Studio from 9am-4pm 

Impact Academy | 2560 Darwin Street, Hayward | Friday, May 13, 2016 

Envision Academy | 1515 Webster Street, Oakland | Wednesday, May 18, 2016

City Arts and Tech | 325 La Grande Avenue, San Francisco | Thursday, May 19, 2016 

www.envisionlearning.org
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The California State Seal of Biliteracy is an award given to graduating high school students who 

have studied and attained proficiency in English and one or more other languages. The criteria for 

achieving the Seal of Biliteracy are laid out in AB 815 (Brownley). All students must achieve at high 

levels in the English/Language Arts on the statewide achievement test, CAASPP. Additionally, 

students must show competency in another world language through high school coursework, testing 

through the AP or IB programs, or by passing a state-approved test in the target language that 

includes reading, writing, listening and speaking.    

The Sacramento City Unified School District has been growing its Seal of Biliteracy program for 

three years. In 2015, 178 students received the award. Most met the world language criterion by 

taking coursework or by passing an AP or IB exam. This year, with the support of the Sacramento 

County Office of Education, two language testing sessions were held:   

 Luther Burbank High School, where 36 students tested.   

 The Serna Center, where 161 students were bussed from 10 high schools.   

These testing sessions provided an opportunity for students to demonstrate their proficiency even if 

they had not taken qualifying exams or coursework. Most of these students were English learners 

who tested in their home languages.    

Altogether, SCUSD will award the 2016 Seal of Biliteracy to 317 high school seniors. 

The recipients of this award receive recognition through the County Office and the district, a golden 

seal on their high school diploma, and a note on their transcripts verifying that they are biliterate, a 

huge asset in the 21
st
 century’s global market. 

 

Next year, the Multilingual Literacy office plans to expand the testing program by increasing the 

number of languages tested and increasing the number of testing venues.   
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