
EDITORIALS 

No on op. 38 
Voucher plan fails to aid the neediest 

iving all parents a 
choice of where to 
send their 'children to 
school is fundamental 
to improving the quali-

ty of the public education system. 
So long as subpar schools are as-
sured a constant, captive student 
enrollment each year, they have 
no incentive to improve. 

This page has supported vouch-
er proposals in California and else-
where, largely because they would 
enable economically disadvan-
taged parents to choose their chil-
dren's school — a choice that for 
decades has been available to af-
fluent families. But we cannot sup-
port Proposition 38 on the Novem-
ber ballot. 

The measure, sponsored by Sili-
con Valley venture capitalist Ted 
Draper, is fundamentally 'flawed 
because it fails to target the very 
families who cannot afford to send 
their children to quality schools. 
Rather than means-test the more 
deserving voucher recipients, the 
Draper initiative would provide all 
families with $4,000 per year, per 
child to send them to private or 
parochial schools or to home-
school them. The state subsidy 
would be phased in over three 
years for those students already 
attending private schools. Which 
means approximately 658,000 of 
these kids would be eligible for 
vouchers in 2004-05, costing an 
estimated $3.2 billion. 

This shortcoming, alone, ex-
poses Proposition 38 to the charge 
that it is an unprecedented, dan-
gerous program, that could finan-
cially undermine California, public 
schools and negate the gains they 
have' recently made. Targeting 
needy families whose kids attend  

abysmal schools would, on the 
other hand, he economically and 
morally defensible. How could 
anyone oppose a modest pilot pro-
gram that benefits these kids? 

The failure of Draper's initiative 
to focus on those most in need has 
prompted erstwhile supporters of 
vouchers to oppose his measure. 
Most prominent among these are 
John E. Coons and Stephen D. 
Sugarman, professors of law at UC 
Berkeley and the authors of "Mak-
ing School Choice Work for Ev-
erybody." Coons and Sugarman 
fervently believe in vouchers and 
they drafted Proposition 174 seven 
years ago, only to dissociate them-
selves from the proposal once it 
was rewritten by the libertarians. 
The professors have cause to re-
sent that an eminently sound prin-
ciple -- parental choice — is being 
doomed to failure by an ideologi-
cal mind-set 

Their concerns are shared by 
the California Business Round-
table and the California Chamber 
of Commerce, both of which are 
committed to improving Califor-
nia's public schools. 

Several years ago, - then-Gov. 
Pete Wilson tried to get legislative 
approval for a limited voucher pro-. 
gram to help the neediest kids 
trapped in terrible schools. His 
good idea was scuttled by lawmak-
ers in thrall to the politically potent.  
California Teachers Association, 
which reflexively opposes any re-
form that threatens the status quo. 

Proposition 38 helps perpetuate 
the status quo by , enabling the 
CTA and other opponents to un-
dercut _vouchers and thus prevent 
poor parents from choosing the 
school their children attend. It 
rates a No vote. 



Support declinesIii 
school voucher plan 
By Bill Ainsworth 
STAFF WRITER 

SACRAMENTO — Support for a 
school voucher measure is declining, 
while an initiative to make it easier to 
pass local school bonds is gaining pop-
ularity, according to the latest Field 
Poll. 

Proposition 38, which would pro-
vide parents with $4,000 a year of state 
funds per child to use toward private 
or religious schools, is opposed by 49 
percent of voters and supported by 36 
percent. 

Proposition '39, which would lower 
the vote threshold for passing local 
school bonds from two-thirds majority 
to 55 percent, is supported by 48 per-
cent of voters and opposed by 31 per-
cent. 

Both measures will be before voters 
Nov. 7. 

Proposition 38, the voucher mea-
sure, has already been the subject of 
widespread television advertisements 
by both sides. Opposition to the pro-
posal has grown since the June Field 
Poll. Then it was supported by 39 
percent of voters and opposed by 39 
percent. 

Proposition 39 comes directly from 
a failed effort in March to lower the 
school bond vote requirement to a 
simple majority. After the failure, Gov. 
Gray Davis launched a campaign to try 
again, but raise the threshold to 55 
percent. 

Backers of the measure say the lat-
est poll shows that the campaign has 
new momentum. 

THE FIELD POLL 

Backers of the initiative say that 
making it easier to pass local bonds is 
crucial to easing school overcrowding 
and repairing neglected schools. Op-
ponents say the two-thirds require-
ment protects taxpayers. 

The nonpartisan survey, conducted 
Aug. 18 to 22 among 416 likely voters, 
has a margin of error of 5 points. 

"It's a very good sign," said Patrick 
Luby, legislative representative of 
AARP, which supports the measure. 
"It shows that people are beginning to 
understand what's at stake here." 

Mark DiCamillo, Field Poll re-
search director, said Proposition 39's 
progress is counter to the traditional 
pattern. 

"Usually, they start out with a big-
ger lead and try to hold on," he said. 
'This one is gaining support as time 
goes on." 

In June, the Field Poll showed that 
45 percent favored it, while 41 percent 
opposed it. 

In August, a poll taken by a different 
organization, the Public Policy Insti-
tute of California, showed the measure 
losing badly, 55 percent to 35 percent. 

Foes of the initiative say Proposition 
39 is still well below the 55 percent to 
60 percent support that most success- ' 
ful initiatives begin with. But they ac-
knowledge that it will be a close elec-
tion. 

We've got our work cut out for us," 
said Jonathan Coupal of the Howard 
Jarvis Taxpayers Association, which is 
leading the charge against the mea-
sure. "We've got to let people know 
that it's the two-thirds vote at stake." 



Raza Si! CHICANO FED-
ERATION—NO! How low 
can you go??? What passes for 
leadership at the Chicano? 
Federation? It is having their 
Dinner Dance at the Del 
Coronado Hotel this weekend. 
Chicano workers are on strike 
at the hotel because they pay 
them Peon wages! Chicano 
Federation doesn't care. They 
are 'crossing theyicket lines! 
How many of you that bought 
tickets are going to betray your 
gente? This is a betrayal of our 
gente of the worse kind! El 
Jefito is asking the Union to 
give La Prensa the names of all 
the sellouts that cross the picket 
line. We will be happy to ex-
pose them and the leadership! 
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politica. Believe Only 20 per-
cent of what you see on the 
boob- tube and hardly anything 
you hear on San Diego Radio 
stations (all controlled by Right-
Wing Bocas Grandes). Ignore 
the U.T. completely (the official 
mouth of the Republican Party. 
Save reading time and vote 
straight Republican ticket and 

they will be happy). Ignore 
99% of what you get in the Junk 
mail, and pray that you just 
might get some straight political 
info from your local Chicano 
leaders, your Barber or local 
Cantina bar- keep. It's just as 

; good! 

Prop 38 is a good one where 
the big lie is out on the streets. 
Lots of moola being spent there. 
You really think it's all about 
kids that the NO ON PROP 38 
cares about? Use your cabe-
za gente. 

• CTA, the heavy handed 
Teachers Union, is scared 
stiff over vouchers. Not that 
they give a cacahuate about 
iChicanitos gettijagarkeducation,; 
iIts el dinercand•powerIlIfi 
vouchers come in, $4,000 for 
every child that goes to private 
schools will mean less for them 
in teacher's dues, because they 
will need less teachers in the 
public schools. Many of them 
will go to the private schools 
just to get out of the control of 
their Union Bosses. That means 
less members for CTA, less 

dues money, less influence with 
the state politiCos, less non-pro-
ducing teachers working in the 
union offices. If THEY RE-
ALLY CARED ABOUT OUR 
CHILDREN THE CTA 
WOULD HAVE BEEN IN 
THE FOREFRONT OF THE 
MOVE TO CHANGE THE 
LOUSY SITUATION THAT 
WE HAVE HAD TO LIVE 
WITH FOR THE PAST 100 
YEARS IN PUBLIC 
SCHOOLS! 

(More later on why the 
School house builders hate 
vouchers). 

• Don't get hot and bothered 
over Bush, all of a sudden, be-
ing high on the polls. Es puro 
toro popo! Day before Labor 
Day the Field poll, which is the 
only true poll, showed Gore at 
13 points above Bush. The 
Reppies panic. History shows 
for the last 100 years that the 
candidate who has a good lead 
in the polls on Labor Day has 
always won the Presidency! 
Suddenly, paid-for-polls, begin 
coming .out sbowing. Bush 

ofPfirel Surprise, sur 
prise! Big. Republican bucks 
went into this. The Republican 
rank and file was worried. 
Don't worry gente the only poll 
that matters is on Election 
Day... One way or another the 
best man will win! 

Pos ahi los watcho, got to 
go snoop around. 

ar.dra emira 	u_rira arida ow 
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Republican Legislators: Charlene Zettel, 
Anthony Pescetti, Jim Cuneen, Abel Maldonado, 
Bruce McPherson. 

John de Beck, Trustee San Diego Unified 
School District Board. 

The San Diego Business Roundtable, The 
California School Board Assoc. 

The California Teachers Association. 

(The most recent Field poll results show that 
voters appear to have a more favorable outlook 
on vouchers). 

(La Prensa will continue its scoreboard on 
PROP 38 as they come in to our offices. Send 
your opinions in on this vital educational issue). 

PROP 38 
School Vouchers 

The Attorney General of California prepared the KUIKKANAHU AK (Nuevo An ahuatl), 
following title and summary of the proposed mea- Cultural organization with the National Institute 
sure (PROP 38). of Anthropology and History of Mexico. 

'School Vouchers: State-Funded Private and 
Religious Education, Public School Funding. 
Initiative Constitutional Amendment. 

Alfredo Figueroa forty years organizer with 
AWOC, UFW, MAPA, HMN, and president 
and founder of La Escuela de La Raza Unida 
(ERU). 

Authorizes annual state payments of at least 
$4,000 per pupil for qualifying private and reli- 	La Prensa San Diego, founded 25 years 
•gious schools as grants for new enrollees. ago. Publisher supports parents having a choice 
Expand eligibility in phases: by fourth year, all available to rescue our children from the contin-
children enrolled in qualifying schools are eligible. ued failure of public education to educate our 
Permits Legislature to replace current Constitu- children and condemning them to a life of igno-
lional funding priority and Proposition 98 guar- rance, poverty, & early death. 
- antees for public schools with new minimum 
per-public school funding at no less that national 	Judge Larry Stirling: Candidate for State 

' average. Restricts regulation of private schools. Senator Rev. Bishop McKinney 
•E)lempts private schools from deSignated Uni-•1 	Los Angelel Unified ,School-  'Board of 
f,forriBiiikling`Code reqiiiieffientst iftequiPa`d.'66-'1"fiMeiR.' They stated, "'Net gtudefitPaild pa?- 

' dernic testing 'in grant redeeming schools.' ents deserve a "CHOICEtio impriiVe -their 
Summary of estimate by Legislative Analyst and children's education." 
Directors of Finance of fiscal impact on state and 	U. S. Senator John McCain. He stated: "The 
local governments: This measure would result in public school system traps millions of children in 
major rearrangements of the State's of school failing schools without offering viable alternatives. 
financing, with growing annual savings in public Give parents a choice to improve their 
school expenditures and growing annual costs of children's education! 

' a new system of grants for children transferring 
•to, oitilready attending private schools. Initial Opposing: 
fiscal impact ranging from annual costs of over 	The San Diego Union 
$150 to over $600 million. Long-run fiscal im-
pact ranging from net annual costs to over $500 
million to net annual savings of around to $2.5 
billion. Other fiscal effects include: (1) Potentially 
significant savings to the state from reduced 

' teacher retirement contribution; (2) unknown, 
•potentially significant, savings to the State and 
local districts from reduce capital outlay needs; 
and (3) unknown potential loss of federal edu-
cation funds to the state. 

Supporting 
Carmela & Rigo Garnica founders of 

`Escuela de La Raza Unida.' School founded 
- 28 years ago to save Hispanic children of farm 
•worker families from blatant discrimination in 
the public school system. 

• Acampichtli J.M. Garcia Castillo, Direc-
tor of the Cultural Council of YUAN- 



(School Vouchers) 
www.38ves.com  

CURRENT STATE OF EDUCATION IN 
CALIFORNIA: 

1. California schools rank 49th in the nation in reading and math. 
2. Eight out of ten 4th graders can't read proficiently. 
3. California ranks 50th in the nation in class size. 
4. California's dropout rate for public schools is 33%. 
5. Public Schools keep asking for more money and bonds (paid with our 

taxes) without being accountable for results. 
6. Polls show the great majority of parents support vouchers. 
7. Polls show that about 70% of minority communities are in favor of 

vouchers. 

FACTS ABOUT THE INITIATIVE: 
• It encourages parents to meet the responsibility they have to their 

children. 
• It provides real school choice by giving a $4,000 voucher for every parent 

to take their child to the public, private or parochial school of their choice. 
• It strengthens California's commitment to public education by 

guaranteeing that per-pupil funding never drops below the national 
average. 

• It provides educational and fiscal accountability to parents and students, 
not the educational bureaucracy. 

• It will lead to smaller, safer classrooms as students opt out of the public 
education system. 

• It improves public education and provides educational choice and 
accountability to millions of California parents-all without a 
tax increase! 

Prop. 38Yes, School Vouchers 
www.38yes.com  
Giving parents a choice. Giving kids a chance. 

Paid for and authorized by Prop. 38.yes.com, School Vouchers,ID#990640 

prop38yes.com , School Vouchers • 400 Seaport Court #102. Redwood City, CA 94063 
(650) 306-1111 • Fax (650) 306-1112 • ID #990640 
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(School Vouchers) 
www.38yes.com  

SITUACION ACTUAL DE LA EDUCACION EN CALIFORNA: 

1. Las escuelas de California ocupan el 49" °  puesto en la nacion en aptitudes de 
lectura y matematicas. 

2. Ocho de cada diez estudiantes de 4 t°  Grado no pueden leer con destreza. 
3. California ocupa el 50' puesto en la naciOn en cuanto al numero de estudiantes 

por aula. 
4. El porcentaje de estudiantes que no completan sus estudios en las escuelas 

publicas en California es 33%. 
5. Escuelas ptiblicas continuan pidiendo mas dinero y bonds (bonos de garantia) 

(pagados con nuestros impuestos) sin tener que dar cuenta de sus resultados. 
6. Encuestas muestran que la gran mayoria de padres apoyan los vales. 
7. Encuestas muestran que cerca del 70% de las comunidades minoritarias estan a 

favor de vales. 

HECHOS A CERCA DE LA INICIATIVA: 
• Incentiva a los padres a cumplir con la responsabilidad que ellos tienen para 

y con sus hijos. 
• Provee una alternative escolar factible al dar a cada padre un voucher de 

$4,000 para Ilevar a su hijo/a a una escuela publica, escuela privada o 
escuela parroquial de su preferencia. 

• Fortalece el compromiso que California tiene hacia la educaci6n publica al 
garantizar que el fondo por cada estudiante nunca disminuya a un promedio 
mas bajo que el promedio nacional. 

• Provee el dar cuenta fiscal y educacional a los padres y estudiantes, no a la 
burocracia del sistema educativo. 

• Conducird a aulas de clase mas pequetias (en numero de estudiantes) y mas 
seguras a medida que estudiantes optan por dejar el sistema educativo 
public°. 

• Mejora la educaci6n pUblica y provee una opcion educacional que da cuenta 
a millones de padres Californianos- todo esto sin ningUn aumento de 
impuestos! 

Proposicion 38 si, Vales Escolares 
www.prop38si.com  

Dandoles a padres una opciOn. Dandoles a niiios oportunidad. 

Pagado o autorizado por Prop.38si.com , Vales Escolares, ID#990640_ry  

c_.„3442  
prop38yes.com, School Vouchers • 400 Seaport Court #102, Redwood City, CA 94063 

(650) 306-1111 • Fax (650) 306-1112 • ID #990640 
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Proposition 38 Receives Support! 

Wh
y do the leaders of MIMEXCA (Mi-

grant Mexicans For Change) support 
Prop. 38? For the same reason they 

supported Vicente Fox whose platform include 
recognition of education as the most powerful in-
strument for the expansion of opportunity for all 
of Mexico's citizens and migrants to the US. They 
refused to sit by with arms crossed and chose to 
fight to make certain that the government did not 
forget them.  

The statistics for education for Hispanics in 
California are dismal. 42% of Hispanic children 
drop out of high school. Hispanic Children rank 
at the bottom in reading and math scores and 
attend the lowest performing schools with the 
highest number of unqualified and uncredentiaW 
teachers. For those lucky enough to go on to col-
lege, only 4 out of every hundred will ever gradu-
ate. California's public education system has  

miserably failed California's Hispanic children 
and parents. 

Piedad Ayala, MIMEXCA Vice President 
says, "we all seek opportunity when we come to 
this country. Prop. 38 Yes is an opportunity that 
the politicians want to take away from us. If we 
don't support this change, we will never accom-
plish more. We have to fight for choices. We have 
to take advantage of this opportunity to effect 
change in the failing educatiOn system in Califor-
nia. The future is in our hands. Prop 38 Yes will 
improve all of California's schools - public and 
private." 

Prop. 38 Yes, School Vouchers would give at 
least $4,000 to every parent to send their child 
to the school of their choice, provide educational 
accountability to parents and students and ensure 
smaller class sizes and safer schools, all without 
a tax increase. 



Alfredo Figueroa: Why We Need School Vouchers 

President and Founder of Escuela de la Raza Unida, Alternative Education K-12 
Located in the Cradle of Civilization, La Cuna de Aztlan, Blythe, CA 

FIVE HUNDRED YEARS OF OPPRESSION ARE OVER!! 

Argument in Favor of Proposition 38-The Time is Now. 

By their own ignorance, many people fail to see the benefits and change that 

Proposition 38 will bring about within our Bilingual and Indigenous communities. The 

self interest groups, CTA, AFT, NEA, and AFL-CIO, continue to repeat the lies that say 

that we should help the decaying antiquated racist public schools, because some day  

( according to Gov. Davis, it could take another 30 years,)  they will be better 

institutions. But how long is it going to take and how long must our people continue to 

suffer? How can we help a school system that continues to deny our Bilingual and 

Indigenous people, the right to speak Spanish, deny our people the right to study about 

our own culture and traditions, and deny our people the right to celebrate the important 

holidays within our communities. For the past 30 years, students have had to walkout 

and protest for every single Chicano Studies class, for more Latino/Chicano teachers and 

for more cultural activities on campus. California closed the doors on Latino/Chicano 

students when it passed 187, 209 and 227. IF the teachers against Prop 38 were so 

concerned as they say they are today, Where were CTA, AFT and NEA when Ron 

Unz was campaigning against Bilingual Education? Where were they when we were 

marching downtown Los Angeles and Sacramento protesting these racists laws? 

Where were they when 209 passed to slam the university doors on minority 

students? Where were they when 187 passed and tried to put INS agents at every 

classroom door? Prop. 38 provides RAZA the opportunity to open up these doors 
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and educate our youth without all the barriers that these self interest groups have 

allowed to penetrate the public school system. Shame on them for allowing the 

public school system to deteriorate right under their noses!! The drop out rate for 

Hispanic students has risen continually from 45% to 50 to 60% statewide in the past 

25 years. Thanks to 209, college graduates among Hispanics is dropping rapidly. 

Effective schools pride themselves on parent involvement, yet only 1% of all parents 

are involved in public education programs, versus private schools which require 

10% parent participation. All the gains made by minorities in the early 60s and 70s 

have come to an abrupt halt thanks to these self-interest groups, CTA, NEA, AFT, 

and AFL-CIO. They have been non-responsive to the needs of our bilingual 

Indigenous communities. California schools rank at the bottom of the barrel and 

Texas ranks first, because California can't seem to stop arguing about how to fix its 

schools. The headlines read, "83 Inland area school, including 30 in Riverside 

County have failed to meet state established test score goals." IF these schools don't 

meet their goals in 2 years, they will be taken over by the state. NOW that's going 

to be an accountability nightmare!!! AND of course, the schools with the most non-

English speakers are the lowest in the state. Could it be because they are tested in 

English??? Is this the best we can offer our bilingual and Indigenous students 

suffering at the hands of these self interests groups. Ya basta con las mentiras. We 

are done with the lies. How long, (not long said Dr. Martin Luther King, and we are 

still waiting) must we wait for equal educational opportunities? Another 75 years? 
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`Much to the contrary, the concept of alternative schools and returning the 

responsibility of the education of children to the parents doesn't belong to liberals or 

conservatives, Democrats or Republicans, Hispanics, or Anglos, poor or rich, religiously 

based or non-sectarian. This responsibility belongs to all of us. It belongs to those of 

us that believe that democracy and the freedom of choice does not stop at the doors of the 

local public school district. ERU's long drawn out struggle for the past 25 years is why 

we must not fear change. As we all know, the public educational system has been 

ingrained in outdated views whose effectiveness has long since passed. 

The Debate about Proposition 38 - Facts at a Glance 

According to the opposition, Prop. 38 would dismantle the public school system in 

California financially. More specifically, they claim that Prop. 38 will cause the 

abandonment of neighborhood schools and: 

• Cut funding to local public schools, which means fewer textbooks, fewer teachers and 

increase the already overcrowded classrooms. 

• Cost at least $3 billion and not one dime will be used to improve neighborhood 

schools. 

The facts are that: 

Proposition 38 will not cut funding to local public schools, but instead, will educate all 

poor students, and especially minorities, Latinos and Blacks. For example; if 50 Out of 

100 Chicanos students that enter the 9 th  grade, drop out before they graduate from high 

school, then public schools have already lost 50% of their funds because funding is based 

on the Average Daily Attendance (ADA) of the students. 
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Alternative schools will pick up a major percentage of students that drop out of 

the public schools that have failed to educate them. Test scores are lower than ever in the 

California Public Schools. Last month, Education Trust, a Washington-based nonprofit 

group that focuses on improving education for minority and poor children, ranked 

California test scores as number 44 in the nation and Texas as number one. As recently 

as 20 years ago, Texas was ranked among the lowest in the nation. 

Currently, California has one of the highest teacher salaries, yet there is a shortage 

of teachers because new teachers refuse to teach in minority neighborhood schools 

plagued with high crime rate. The few credentialed teachers working in South Central 

Los Angeles are receiving hazard pay!! Many of the teachers are on emergency 

credentials and lack teaching experience. California school districts are recruiting 

overseas and in Spain. 

Proposition 38 will fund alternative educational schools so desperately needed to 

help reduce the crowded public school classrooms. Once Prop. 38 passes in November, 

hundreds of new alternative schools will begin operating in storefronts, churches, or other 

neighborhood locations, creating small classrooms with low teacher-student ratio. 

In 1998, a $22 billion school bond was passed in California to help with the 

remodeling of old schools and the construction of new schools. Once again the rich 

districts got the bulk of the funds for their construction and selfish means. A coalition of 

Civil Rights attorneys sued Gov. Davis and other state lawmakers so that the remaining 

$1.4 billion from the bond be given to Los Angeles Unified School District and the other 

poverty districts whose facilities are in poor and deplorable conditions. 
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No! It is not more money or higher taxes that will bring about educational 

renaissance. The solution lies in the redistribution, rechanneling, and refocusing of the 

present Educational Finance System. 

The opposition says Prop. 38: 

PROVIDES NO ACCOUNTABILITY TO TAXPAYERS 

• Prop. 38 will create unregulated voucher schools that receive taxpayer money but can 

make financial decisions in secret and are not required to have their finances audited. 

• Voucher school operators are not required to have any training or experience 

educating children, and voucher schoolteachers do not need a credential or even a 

college degree. 

• Prop. 38 provides $4,000 vouchers to those who claim to "home school" their kids, 

but provides no system to monitor them. 

The truth is that:  

All Private Alternative Schools must be registered with the State Dept. of 

Education and must comply with the Department's Educational Code. The Commission 

on Teacher Credential must approve all credentialed teachers. The curriculum is 

monitored as are the amount of units in the different subject matters required for high 

school diploma, for instance in Reading, Math, Science, Physical Education, etc., as well 

as the number of days taught. 

Hundreds of Catholic and other Private schools have functioned for years and 

their integrity is yet to be questioned. Private schools are seen as the advantage in the 

educational field and presently only the rich reap their benefits (as do the children of the 

current presidential candidates.) The educators of the new alternative schools will be the 
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operators of these neighborhood schools and parents will have a say in where their 

children be educated. Approximately, 50% of the teachers in South Central Los Angeles 

are substitute teachers without California State Teaching Credentials. Most Spanish-

speaking children in public schools are taught by a bilingual teacher's aide with a high 

school diploma and not credentialed teachers.. 

The argument that Prop. 38 will create an accountability nightmare for the public 

school system is unfounded. The current system has always been a nightmare. Hence the 

actions of the past superintendent of schools, Bill Honig and his wife. Mr. Honig had to 

resign in disgrace because of misappropriated public funds. The $4,000 vouchers will go 

directly to the parent of the child and the parent will have the opportunity to send their 

child to the school of their choice. Public schools better clean up their act if they want to 

be the school of choice!!! 

The opposition says that Prop. 38 will: 

COSTS TAXPAYERS BILLIONS 

• Providing $4000 vouchers for the 700,000 students currently in private schools will 

cost nearly $ billions. 

• Paying for these vouchers and the new bureaucracies created by Prop. 38 will require 

either a tax income or a cut in vital services, such as public safety, childcare or 

transportation. 

• The Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association opposes Prop. 38 

The Truth is:  

Finally, the parents of the 700,000 students currently in private schools will get 

some relief in four years, because those parents have been paying state public school 
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taxes and private school tuition; double pay for one service. Prop. 38 will not require tax 

increase nor cut service, but bring in smaller teacher-student ratio, and require volunteer/ 

parent involvement. Schools will have teachers that can relate to the language, culture, 

and traditions, and relate to the concerns and the background of students and parents. 

Transportation has always been provided to the students of Public or Private Schools as 

required by the education code. And finally, the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association 

opposes Prop. 38 because Tim Draper refused to pay the $850,000 fee for their 

endorsement. 

The oppositions says that Prop. 38: 

HURTS KIDS 

• Voucher schools—not parents—will choose which school student can attend. 

• Voucher schools get public money, but are allowed to reject children for almost any 

reason, including gender, religion, language, ability to pay, or academic or physical 

ability. 

The Truth is:  

Parents who choose the Voucher School System, will send an application to the 

California State Dept. of Education with all the required documents. The State Dept. of 

Education, in turn, will send a $4000 voucher so that the parent can take that voucher to 

the school of his choice. The school then submits the voucher for reimbursement after all 

the educational codes are met and satisfied. 

Private Alternative schools must conform and comply with all Federal and State 

regulations if they are to receive Federal and State funds, and must meet all equal rights 

and educational opportunity regulations. 
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Brief Historical Prospective of the Chicano Educational Struggle 

Public schools have always had a hidden agenda in keeping minority students 

oppressed. In the early 1900s of public education, the government had notorious Indian 

Boarding schools, and not long ago, the government stopped kidnapping the native 

American children, taking them to boarding schools that in turn did every thing in their 

power to degrade, humiliate, and deny them their native language. They were taught to be 

ashamed of their parents. Tragically, in many cases the girls were raped. This educational 

system was the destruction of many families. Millions of the registered indigenous 

people opted to be classified as Mexican to avoid the persecution of the government. 

Since everybody in California spoke Spanish and both have indigenous origins, it was 

easy to identify with the Mexicans and escape the stigma and oppression of being Indian. 

The government continued their oppression against the Mexican and indigenous 

communities when they organized the so-called Americanization schools in any sizeable 

Mexican community or Barrio. Those schools were patterned like the notorious boarding 

schools. The Americanization schools were not boarding schools, but the teachings and 

final results were the same; degrading, humiliating, and denying the students their 

language and culture, and teaching them to be ashamed of their parents and their 

traditions. To date, indigenous boarding schools continue to exist. 

Finally, the Americanization schools were closed after much debate and several 

lawsuits. All the Mexican children were sent to public schools, and still, the students 

were dropping out of grammar school. When I entered high school, in 1947 here in 

Blythe, only five Chicanos had graduated, in 31 years, from the Palo Verde High School 

since the school was organized in 1916, despite the fact that the indigenous Spanish- 
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speaking population was always the majority population in the district. And when I 

graduated in 1951, only five Chicanos graduated with me that year out of hundred 

graduates. The dropout rate of the Palo Verde School District continues to drop and is at 

62%. 

Thanks to the Civil Rights movement led by Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. and other 

Chicano organizations like the Mexican/American Political Association (MAPA) led by 

Edward Roybal, Edwardo Queveds, Bert Corona, Abe Tapia etc., the Community Service 

Organization (C.S.0), and G. I. Forum are among the organizations that helped 

contribute to the passing of the Civil Rights Act of 1965 signed by President Lyndon 

Johnson. The act fought against the discrimination and racism that was so blatant in the 

public schools. During the sixties and seventies, there were thousands of Chicano school 

walkouts and boycotts. 

Chicanos were on the march and demanded schools where their children's 

heritage would be extolled rather than ignored, where self-image would be developed 

rather than stifled; where Spanish, native culture, traditions, the truth of our past heroes 

would be taught and mastered rather than prohibited. Chicano schools began to 

proliferate all over the southwest. We wanted self-determination. 

Then young Chicanos met in Santa Barbara and organized "El Plan de Santa 

Barbara" Also in Denver, Colorado, over 9000 young Chicanos met under the 

leadership of Rudolfo (Corky) Gonzalez in organizing "El Plan Espiritual de Aztlan." 

The principal theme of both was the forming of our own Chicano Alternative Schools of 

self-determination. 
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The M.A.P.A. Educational Committee was the forerunner of the Association of 

Mexican/American Educators led by Manuel Banda, Dr. Manuel Guerra, Dr. Ralph 

Guzman etc. and was specifically organized to make changes within the public schools 

systems and help the Chicano students succeed by overcoming institutional barriers. 

These organizations were created to protect bilingual programs and fight for Chicano 

issues. Today they refuse to take a stand and have since capitulated to the public schools 

for fear of being fired. Only a few of the professors like Dr. Rudy Acuna, have 

confronted the educational institutions and won. To date, he continues to voice his 

disgust with the lack of progress of the Political Pochos, as he calls them, who became 

professionals and forgot where they came from and what they originally stood for. Many 

of those students that were involved in the Chicano Movement are now professional 

teachers, movie producers, doctors, politicians, etc., now in top positions who have 

forgotten the movement and instead of changing the decaying racist school system, they 

have co-opted with the school system. 

But the rest is history and we have only gone backwards in meeting the 

educational needs of our Chicano/Indigenous children. Families like Cesar Chavez's in 

Delano, my family in Blythe and other families suffered the most because of our political 

views in hostile school districts run by the growers. In Delano, the UFWOC, United 

Farmworkers Organizing Committee, began the Huelga School and in Blythe UFWOC 

helped organize the Escuela de la Raza Unida. ERU served as the U.F.W. office for 10 

years during the 70's. Only E.RU. has endured those turbulent times and is the only K-

12 Farm worker indigenous school in existence in occupied Aztlan, and D. Q. University, 

is the only Chicano/Indigenous college in existence in California. 
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The students at ERU were involved in helping the UFW in organizing one of the 

strongest UFW local in California. We are in the forefront of implementing water, sewer, 

light, and natural gas to the poverty stricken town of Ripley. Our successes include the 

construction of one the first state migrant farm workers camp in Southern California. This 

camp came about through the community outreach efforts of ERU. 

E.R.U. is the nucleus of all organizing in the Parker and Palo Verde Valley, 

offering Legal Aid, Immigration Service, and citizenship, being a satellite of Bert 

Corona's Hermandad Mexicana Nacional. E.R.U. was instrumental in stopping the 

construction of the Sun Desert Nuclear Power Plant 15 miles away from Blythe and 

stopping the proposed Nuclear Toxic dump at Ward Valley in between Blythe and 

Needles 18 miles from the Colorado River. 

KERU, is a 300-watt FM. student operated Educational Radio Station affiliated 

with Radio Bilingue from Fresno, California. KERU is utilized to educate the community 

on social issues, focusing on education. Cesar Chavez once envisioned that we would 

have Chicano Schools such as E.R.0 in the rural areas, so that we could really organize 

those areas. The school functioned as the Union Office to service the total farm worker's 

communities and continues to serve our monolingual and poverty stricken community. 

The public school system in the United States is like the Soviet Union, when it 

became so big it forgot its obligation to the people. It had to de-unify itself. Most 

recently, the Mexican Political Party, Partido Revolucionario Institucional, PRI, was 

toppled by the honest people of Mexico who wanted change and justice. The Report 

Card for the California Public Schools shows it has failed. It is so inundated with 

political rhetoric, it is no longer a system created with the child's best interest in mind. 
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This system functions by what is more convenient for teachers as dictated by the state 

unions, CTA, AFT, and NEA, and the bureaucratic blobs that sit at the helm of school 

administrations, local and state. There is so much educational reform in the legislation 

today that the reforms need to be reformed. (The saying goes that people, who do the 

same thing again and again and expect different results, are crazy!) Let us quit wasting 

money, time and lives. Our children are our future. Educating them in schools, 

private or public, will keep them out of our public juvenile detentions and prisons. 

We all know that the state of CA is contemplating building more prisons and not 

more colleges. 

Five hundred years of oppression is enough, "Ya Basta!" According to the 

Prophecies of Cuauhtemoc (the Mexica leader that was captured by Hernando Cortes in 

Aug. 13, 1521 at Mexico City and later killed by Cortes.) Cuauhtemoc said, "Our Sun 

would be gone from our sight and would no longer shine upon the Indigenous People, but 

that our sun would shine again." 

The nine 52 year Cycles of Darkness are over. We are now entering the 13 th  52 

year Cycle of Brightness. The time has come for our Sun to shine again. Only through 

education will we be able to over come the obstacles that the public schools pose against 

our youth. When the Chicano students walked out in Blythe in 1972, the racist teachers 

would say that Chicano students needed more education and not more strikes. But 

Chicanos said, "What kind of education?" 

The local school board refused to meet any of the ten demands proposed by the 

students, so they decided to form their own Chicano school under the shade of the trees in 
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the city park, United Farm Worker Office, and the Teen-Post. Thus, a school without 

walls was formed, the Birth of a new Educational System "Escuela de la Raza Unida." 

All is history since that glorious day in May 1, 1972, when ERU was born. It was 

envisioned that ERU's example would inspire other groups to duplicate elsewhere, but 

nobody wanted to sacrifice all to become free of the great White Father's Oppression in 

Washington and Sacramento. Now the time has come when we can achieve that dream 

and share Cesar Chavez' vision of having our own parent-barrio-controlled school. This 

is the neighborhood school we have longed for. Proposition 38 is just not for Chicanos 

or Spanish Speaking, but for the million of poor students that are being denied one 

of their basic human rights: to choose the school of their choice. Yes on 38 will put 

the current school system to the test, and bring about changes in our educational 

system that are long over due. 

Alfredo Figueroa  

Alfredo A. Figueroa is a Native of the Colorado River, La Cuna De Aztlan, Blythe, CA. 

Alfredo is a descendent of Joaquin Murrieta and President of the International 

Association of the Descendents of Joaquin Murrieta. As a Life time Civil Rights activist 

and historian, he has over forty years of organizing with the Agricultural Workers 

Organizing Committee (AWOC), United Farmworkers Union, (UFW) , Mexican 

American Political Association (MAPA), Hermandad Mexicana Nacional (HMN), and 

President and Founder of Escuela de la Raza Unida (ERU), the only existing 

Chicano/Indigenous, farmworker, alternative education K-12 school, for the past 30 

years. Alfredo had the good fortune of serving under the tutelage of the two greatest 

Chicano Leaders of our time, Bert Corona and Cesar Chavez. 
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Judge rejects 
state's aid plan 
to build schools 
►  The "first-come, 
first-served" system is 
unfair to crowded 
urban districts, a Los 
Angeles court rules. 
The Associated Press 

LOS ANGELES 
A judge on Thursday struck down 

California's "first-come, first-
served" system for doling out bil-
lions of dollars to build new schools, 
ruling it gave short shrift to over-
crowded urban districts. 

Superior Court Judge David P. 
Yaffe ordered the State Allocation 
Board to come up with a new 
formula for apportioning the 
$1.4 billion remaining from a 1998 
statewide school construction bond. 

The measure clearly was intend-
ed to help the neediest schools first, 
he said. 

The board already is examining 
alternative proposals for distribut-
ing the money but has not made any 
decisions. The judge ordered its 
attorney to report back to him next 
month. • 

"This important decision gives 
the schoolchildren of Los Angeles a 
fair chance to compete for the 
funds desperately needed to meet 
our enormous enrollment growth," 
Los Angeles Unified School District 
Superintendent Roy Romer said in 
a statement. 

A coalition of civil-rights attor-
neys sued Gov. Davis and other 
state lawmakers in March after it 
was learned that Los Angeles 
schools would capture only a small 
portion of the $6.7 billion from the  

school bond. 
The district has been heavily 

criticized for failing to submit prop-
er applications for school construc-
tion money, although it has re-
ceived about $400 million in bond 
money to modernize existing cam-
puses. 

Districts must have the land and 
state-approved building plans for 
new schools they want funded. 
Because urban districts have a 
harder time getting title to land, 
more of the bond money has been 
doled out to suburbs. 

In a tentative ruling last month, 
Yaffe said there was evidence that 
the "first-come, first-served" proce-
dure was creating a trend that 
might leave no money available 
when the neediest school districts 
finally were ready to build new 
campuses. 

LAUSD has received about 
$30 million in bond money for new 
construction but has upwards of 
$390 million in potential projects 
that would be considered high-
priority under state definitions, ac-
cording to district lawyers. 

It is 77,000 seats short of meeting 
current classroom needs, officials 
said. 

Riverside and San Bernardino 
counties are among the top five 
counties in California that have 
benefited from the state school 
construction bond measure ap-
proved by voters in November 
1998. 

Through July, school districts in 
Los Angeles County had received 
$475 million. Riverside County dis-
tricts received $230.8 million, while 
San Bernardino County districts 
received $201.1 million. 
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Te Orders Revision of 
idol Bond Distribution 

■ Lawsuit: Court invalidates system of allocating funds 
for campus construction in favor of one based on need. 

By DOUG SMITH 
TIMES EDUCATION EDITOR 

A Los Angeles judge ruled 
Thursday that state officials are 
violating the law by giving school 
construction funds to districts that 
apply first, rather than considering 
which ones have the greatest need 
for new classrooms. 

Superior Court Judge David P. 
Yaffe ordered the state to revise its 
system for distributing about $1.4 
billion remaining from a 1998 
school bond, and indicated that he 
is prepared to issue an injunction if 
they don't act soon enough. 

Yaffe said the Legislature made 
clear it wants the bond money ap-
portioned according to a priority 
system based ,on need. He said allo-
cation should not be "on a first-
come, first-served basis, even if the 
result is to slow down all the alloca- 

tion of funds." 
He ordered an attorney for the 

state to report to him by Oct. 6 on 
how the state plans to better bal-
ance the needs of school districts. 

Attorneys who filed the lawsuit 
in March viewed the ruling as a vic-
tory in their efforts to ensure that a 
greater share of the bond money 
goes to urban districts. 

It will be impossible to deter-
mine how much the ruling might 
help the Los Angeles Unified 
School District's construction pro-
gram until the state adopts a spe-
cific priority system. 

The lawsuit contends that rules 
for applying for bond money dis- 
criminate against poor and minor- 
ity students in urban areas. The 
state requires districts to obtain 
land and approval of the state 
architect before applying. Urban 

. Please see BOND, A28 
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tOND: Judge Orders State 
to Revise Fund Distribution 
Continued from A3 	

after an attorney for the state told 
districts face many more obstacles him proposals for a better system 
to acquiring land, including the ne-  were  being drafted. 
cessity of using eminent domain, 	The State Allocation Board, 

moving residents and dealing with  which  distributes the bond money, 

pollution. 	
considered three proposals at its 

Although not a party to the case, meeting  Wednesday night, but 
the Los Angeles school district has took no action. Two members were 
supported it as a critical element in absent, and others said they 
its plans to build classrooms for wanted more time to weigh the 
85,000 new students expected over complex alternatives. 
the next decade.

. 
Two of those proposals, sub- 

Early this year, it became clear mitted by state officials, provided 
that the district would capture alternate  mechanisms for reserv-
only a pittance of the $6.7 billion ing some of the funds for school 
set aside in the bond for public districts with severe needs. The 
school construction. Los Angeles Los Angeles school district sub- 
school officials have been unable mitted the third, which proposed 
to prepare applications for more that money be set aside for proj- 
than  a handful of projects, while ects it could launch by June 2002. 
other school districts around the Yaffe's ruling on Thursday did 
state have submitted applications not suggest a preference for any of 
that far exceed the capacity of 
the fund. 	

the plans, but said the state has 
been violating the law by failing to 1  

Several suburban districts 	
■ 

their support to the put any priority system into effect, 
have lent state, but Yaffe declined to allow even while distributing more than 
them to join the case as friends of half the money. Yaffe said a priority system 
the court. During the first hearing in June, should go into effect as soon as the 
Yaffe brushed aside a request that state "becomes aware that the 
heimmediately halt distribution of funds available from the bond issue 
the bond funds. will not be sufficient to fund all 

He said it would be "grossly un- projects that the board will ap- 
fair to limit the construction of new prove." 
schools throughout the state to the 	

Deputy Atty. Gen. Christopher 

pace at which the [Los Angeles dis- C. Foley said the state had in- 
trict] can arrange for the construc- tended to start a priority system 

of new schools. 	
when applications in hand exceed 

tion At a second hearing last month, the money remaining. That point 
said he was inclined to think was expected near the end of the 

Yaffe the state was handing out the bond year. In the meantime, first-come, 
money unfairly, but took no action first-served was the rule. 
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October 20, 2000 

Commentary 

City Schools Deserve an "F" for Their Failure to Assist ALL 
Children 

By Mike MacCarthy 

With election day just a few weeks away, San Diego County is now awash in rosy statistics about the 
accomplishments of our public schools. But the facts are that in the San Diego City Schools System 
(SDCS) the Stanford 9 (SAT 9) results have been selectively presented for maximum political 
advantage in the city school board elections. That's because Superintendent Alan Bersin and his 
three-vote majority (Ottinger, Lopez, Braun) on the city school board know they can ignore with 
impunity families and children who live in poverty, don't speak English, or don't understand their 
legal rights. Such people seldom vote. 

Mr. Bersin and company aren't interested in the test scores of ALL the children—just those who took 
the SAT 9 test. Item: How is it that 7,000 7th and 8th graders didn't take the SAT 9 tests? And why 
were so many city children whose parents do not speak English encouraged to keep their children 
home on the day of the tests? Worse yet, the SAT 9 test is not aligned with California State Academic 
Standards, for which all public school students are responsible in order to graduate from high school. 
Also, there's an "augmentation test" that Harcourt Brace administers in conjunction with the SAT 9 
test that is aligned with state standards. Please note that those test results have not been announced by 
SDCS. 

But the worst failure by Superintendent Bersin on behalf of the poor and underprivileged is in the 
area of special education. Last April, the state of California sued SDCS for its lack of compliance 
(Superior Court case # GIC 747122) with federal and state laws concerning special education. SDCS 
has denied the charges, but few of its policies have changed. Governor Davis, Dede Alpert, Susan 
Davis as well as most of the state education establishment have looked the other way. The result is 
that during this school year thousands of city children who currently have desperate need of special 
education services will be once again consigned to second and third-class status while Mr. Bersin et 
al continue to reassure an uninformed public that all is well in SDCS. 

If 10,0000-20,000 city children went home sick because of rancid food in the cafeterias, schools 
would be closed and a high profile investigation would follow. Given that these many children are 
currently receiving sub-standard educational services in San Diego city public schools, isn't it time 
citizens, parents, and public officials took the same kind of direct corrective action? The ballot box 
would be a good start, and it would certainly help those who are committed to doing the right thing—
people like Fran Zimmerman, Tanja McCoy, and Augie Castille. 

Mike MacCarthy is a freelance writer and Publisher/Editor of San Diego Writer's Monthly. 

http://www.laprensa-sandiego.org/current/comment2.htm 	 10/21/00 
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Everyone seems to now agree, that the secret of educational 
success is small class size and reading, reading, and more 
reading! California's education system must do better and 
hopefully we are finally on the right track. 

SCIENCE 0 IDEAS • EDUCATION 

Schools that work 
Texas beats California, thanks to spending and tests 
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BY BEN WILDAVSKY 

hree years ago, San Diego's Jeffer- 
son Elementary School was one of 
the 20 worst schools in the district. 
Its demographics were those too 

often associated with academic dysfunc-
tion, with most students poor enough to 
qualify for subsidized school lunches and 
the majority Hispanic or black. Its dowdy 
beige buildings, a few minutes' drive from 
the city's famed zoo, were badly over-
crowded. And its test scores had hit rock 
bottom. 

In search of schools that were doing bet-
ter with similar kids, principal Bonny Rus-
sell and several teachers traveled 700 miles 
east to El Paso, Texas. They were im-
pressed with what they saw: high-poverty 
schools like Scotsdale Elementary, where 
a mostly minority student body has at-
tained near 100 percent pass rates on state 
reading, writing, and math tests. "There 
was a passion there that every kid can suc-
ceed, that all kids can learn," says Bill Bai-
ley, a former fifth- and sixth-grade teacher 
who is now a "peer coach" at Jefferson. 
Russell credits the ideas she picked up in 
Texas, including a heavy focus on reading 
and writing, with a sharp rise in her 
school's performance the following year. 

California educators have good reason to 
tear a leaf out of the Texas playbook. A Rand 
study released last week comparing student 
achievement across states from 1990 to 
1996 found that when it comes to educat-
ing students from similar family back-
grounds, Texas ranks first among the 44 
states studied—and California ranks at the 
very bottom. On fourth-grade math tests 
given in 1996, for example, black kids in 
Texas ranked top in the nation while black 
students in California placed last. 

Iloinu better. Comparing two states is 
tricky because student populations vary 
so widely. But Texas and California, the 
nation's two largest public school systems 
(combined, they educate 21 percent of U.S. 
children), have much in common demo-
graphically: In both states, close to half the 

Texas third graders prepare for state tests, 
one reform that has made a difference. 
1 "Every kid can succeed."  

students are Hispanic or black (compared 
with 22 percent nationally during the 
study period), many speak English as a 
second language, and one quarter live in 
poverty. That makes the academic differ-
ences all the more striking. "In Califor-
nia you never have a conversation with a 
group of educators without hearing a 
litany of excuses: 'Our kids are poor, 
they're minorities, they come from single-
parent families,' " says Kati Haycock, di-
rector of the Education Trust, a Wash-
ington-based nonprofit group that focuses 
on improving education for minority and 
poor children. "The best response to that 
is to show them similar kids who're doing 

much better. On every measure, Texas 
beats the pants off California." 

The Rand study, which uses National 
Assessment of Educational Progress tests 
in reading and math as a common bench-
mark, finds that Texas's success owes a lot 
to higher spending on small classes (a re-
form California now has in place) and on 
preschool. Rita Haecker, a first-grade 
teacher in Austin, praises the 22-student 
cap Texas placed on the early elementary 
classes in 1984. "It allows me to have m ore 
time with each student," she says. 

But many analysts, including Rand au-
thor David Grissmer, also say the secret of 
Texas's success can be spelled t-e-s-t, specif- 
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Ranking the states 
Texas and California students 
have much in common demo-
graphically. But Texas pupils far 
outscore their IVest Coast peers of 
the same family backgrounds. 

California Texas 	U.S. 

Avg, tataily Income 
OA thousands) 	$40.2 $32.3 535.0 

Parents college 
educated (%) 

*tete rarddny 	Periiritile  !Jabs/losses*  
1. Texas 	 5.6 
2. Wisconsin 	 4.8 
3. Montana 	 4.2 
4. Iowa 	 3.8 
5. Maine 	 3.4 
6. North Dakota 	2.8 
7. Indiana 	 2.5 
8. New Jersey 	 2.1 
0. Nebraska 	 .1.9 
9. Missouri 	 1.9 

11. ConnectiCut 	 1.8 
12. Oklahoma 	 1.4 
13. Georgia 	 1.3 
13. Virginia 	 1.3 
15. Wyoming 	 1.2 
16. Minnesota 	 1.1 
17. Massachusetts 	0.7 
18. Michigan 	 0.5 
10. Pennsylvania 	0.2 
20. Arizona 	 0.1 
21. New Hampshire 	0.0 
22. Colorado 	 -0.2 

23. North Carolina 	-0.3 
24. Washington 	-0.5 
24. Idaho 	 -0.6 
24. Ohio 	 -0 5 
27. New Mexico 	-0.7 
28. South Carolina 	-0.9 

29. Florida 	 -1.2 

30. Oregon 	 -1.3 
30, New York 	 -1.3 

32. Maryland 	 -1.9 

33. Delaware 	 -2.2 

34. Utah 	 -2 5 

35. Tennessee 	 -2.6 

36. Kentucky 	 -2.9 

37. ArkansaS 	 -3.0 

38. Vermont 	 -3.b 

39. Rhode Island 	-4 0 
40. Alabama 	 -4 5 

41. West Virginia 	-4 6 

42. Mississippi 	-47 

43. Louisiana 	 -53 

44. California 	 -59 
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24.8 

Slack (%) 	 7.5 

(%) 	37.5  

Single mother (%) 19.0 

22.8 

12.1 

34.5 

19.0 

25.9 

12.5 

9.6 

18.9 

ically the Texas Assessment of Academic 
Skills, or TAM. The statewide teat, focusing 
primarily on reading and math, is given 
every year in grades three to eight and then 
again in 10th grade as a high school grad-
uation requirement. A school's state rank-
ing (often tied to rewards and punishments) 
is only as good as the achievement of its low-
est-scoring group. So schools have a strong 
incentive to focus on disadvantaged kids. 

Preparing kids for the TAAS has become 
something of a statewide obsession. 
"There's hours and hours of teaching time 
just practicing for the TAAS, so other 
things get ignored," complains Susan 
Sarhady, a mother of two in Plano, an af-
fluent suburb of Dallas. She also worries 
that the test is too basic to be relevant to 
high-achieving kids. But Jane Bounds, 
president of the citywide PTA in Waco, 
says "teaching to the test" isn't necessar-
ily bad; "The things that are tested on the 
TAAS are your basic, essential skills that 
you need to get through school." 

Texas schools have also benefited from 
consistency. The state's accountability 
program had its roots in a 19808 com-
mission headed by Ross Perot and was  

launched in 1991 during the governorship 
of Democrat Ann Richards. When George 
W. Bush took office in 1990, he kept the 
system, adding a new reading initiative 
and a tougher high school exit exam. (Go? 
presidential candidate Bush was quick to 
trumpet the Rand findings last week, 
while his opponent, Vice President Al 
Gore, was just as fast to note that several 
reforms praised in the report are big Dem-
ocratic priorities and were enacted before 
Bush became governor.) 

Still itoinp. Texas is by no means resting 
on its laurels. Widespread underreporting 
of high school dropouts has led the state 
to require schools to keep better track of 
students who disappear from the rolls. 
Reading has become a bigger priority in 
elementary schools since national tests 
showed greater progress being made in 
math. And there's broad acknowledge-
ment that although the TAAS has been a 
useful benchmark, schools need to work 
on advanced skills and college prep. 

Californians, on the other hand, can't 
seem to stop arguing about how to fix their 
schools. The state only last year launched 
a system that links real consequences to 
school achievement scores, after scrapping 
a previous test in the early 1990s amid po-
litical controversy. The new accountabili-
ty plan is designed to funnel extra money 
to low-performing schools and impose 
sanctions-such as reassignment of prin-
cipals or state takeover-for those that 
don't turn around. The Golden State has 
also been on the front lines of a national 
battle over how to teach basic skills like 
reading. It has lurched from stressing 
"whole language" (which downplayed tra-
ditional skills like decoding words in favor 
of a literature-based approach) to a recent 
back-to-basics focus on phonics. 

Low spending, tracing back to a 1978 
property-tax cut, has also contributed to 
California's woes, says study author Griss-
mer. Money is no panacea, of course. 
Grissmer's report also finds big score 
gains over time that can't be explained by 
spending. But, he says, spending on the 
right kind of programs "matters a heck of 
a lot to disadvantaged children." Funding 
shortfalls have certainly caused headaches 
at Jefferson. Kids have physical education 
only once a week, and an outdated elec-
trical system means that a fuse blows if 
more than six computers are turned on in 
one classroom. Pumped-up spending now 
heads a long list of reforms underway in 
California, including lower class sizes, the 
new testing system, which showed 
promising score increases in July, and fi-
nancial incentives to attract teachers. "It 
took us 30 years to get into this situation," 
cautions Gov. Gray Davis. "We're not 
going to get out of it immediately." 

1J.S.NEWS & WORLD REPORT, AUGUST 7, 2000 
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Voucher opposition 
growing, poll 
reports 
SACRAMENTO (AP) -- A poll being 
released today found that opposition is 
rising to the school voucher initiative and 
support is increasing for the school bond 
measure on the November ballot. 

Public Policy Institute of California found that 37 percent of 
likely voters would vote for Proposition 38, while 53 percent said 
they wouldn't. 

The institute's last poll in August showed 45 percent yes and 44 
percent no. 

The measure would give parents a $4,000 state-paid voucher to 
subsidize education at private schools. 

As for Proposition 39, PPIC said 49 percent of likely voters 
favored it; 37 percent did not. In August, 35 percent were yes and 
55 percent no. 

Proposition 39 would lower the threshold required to approve 
local school bonds from two-thirds to 55 percent. 

http://www.sjmercury.com/premium/local/docs/pol119.htm  9/19/00 
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El Movimiento Chicano Continua! 
LA ESCUELA DE LA RAZA UNIDA 

by BEATRIZ GARSPAR-CERVANTEZ 
staff writer 

Chicano Power has been claimed 
by many, but few have ever achieved it 
La Escuela de La Raza Unida was created 
out of the necessity for self determination. 
The Escuela is still in existence and has 
been for over twenty years. 

On April 5, 1972 the last straw 
was drawn. While directing a MEChA 
meeting at Palo Verde Jr. High Patricia 
Figueroa was physically assaulted by the 
principal. Figueroa had been presenting a 
film about the protests against Nixon by 
the United Farm Workers. The principal 
grabbed her by the shoulder and threw her 
out of the building. She was at the time 
only fourteen years old and weighed about 
89 pounds. The principal claimed that 
Patricia had been rude and that she had 
been hosting an illegal meeting. The 
superintendent of the school district stood 
by the principal and claimed that Figueroa 
was making up the fact that she had been 
assaulted by the principal. This was too 
much for the community. On April 
6,1972, the students came together and  

boycotted the school. 

At the time Alfredo Figueroa, 
Patricia's father, was not in Blythe. He 
was in Los Angeles with the United Farm 
Workers protesting against Public Law 14. 
Upon receiving word of the events that 
were taking place in Blythe he rushed back 
and found almost 300 people boycotting, 
including a delegation from UCR. 

On May 1, 1972, La Escuela de 
la Raza Unida was founded without a 
classroom, classes were held under the 
shade of a tree. "En la sombra de un arbol 
una aula escolar" 

The need for a building resulted 
in several marches to take over an 
abandoned school. Instead of giving 
Ripley, the abandoned school, to the La 
Escuela de la Raza Unida the sheriffs chose 
to burn down the building. The organizers 
went looking for another building to turn 
into La Escuela and found a vacant store 
building which had been the old post 
building. The owner of the building was a 
devout Catholic. Figueroa sent one of the 
nuns that he had recruited into the cause to 
Chicago to negotiate the price of the 
building. Alfredo Figueroa gave the initial  

down payment, and many fund raisers took 
place. Many programs have helped the 
school survive. One such program was set 
up with UCR. Students would actually go 
out to Blythe for a semester and teach at 
La Escuela and receive lodging and units 
for school. 

La Escuela de la Raza Unida is a 
unique model that should be duplicated in 
every Chicana/o community by means of 
the Educational Freedom Initiative. The 
Educational Freedom Initiative Voucher 
gives the parent the choice of where his or 
her child goes to school. Schools were 
provided funding by the average daily 
attendance. 'We are trying to achieve the 
ultimate which is to implement Calpulli a 
Nahuatl system of government, Tloque 
Nahuaque, which meams "entre todos 
como asemos todos para el bien de todos." 
stated Escuela de la Raza Unida founder, 
Alfredo Figueroa La Escuela de la Raza 
Unida is self sufficient and autonomous 
which is the goal of the Chicano 
Movement 

The school currently has thirty 
five students enrolled from grades K-12. 
It is involved in the Advance Placement 

program, which places students in Jr. 
college working towards college credits 
while still being in La Escuela de la Raza 
Unida It is true preparation for college. 
At La Escuela de la Raza Unida everybody 
is a teacher, everybody is a student. The 
high school students teach the junior high 
students and the jr. high students teach the 
elementary schoolchildren. You are 
learning from an older peer instead of a 
foreign person who has no regards for your 
endowment. 

La Escuela has been successful in 
producing our own leadership. Juan Ulloa 
who was the first assistant director at the 
Escuela went on to become the first 
Chicano elected Superior Court judge in 
Imperial County. Patricia Pifion Figueroa, 
a student of La Escuela is currently the vice 
principal at Nellie Coffman Jr High in the 
Coachella Valley. 

La Escuela de la Raza Unida is 
Chicano Power! 
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A real A+. Thought-provoking and enlightening. The authors provide a real lesson plan for 
parents and teachers who care about giving students the education they need. 

— Pete du Pont. Governor of Delaware. 1.9774.985 
1.988 Presidential candidate 

A captivating history of the ongoing battle for educational choice.... The authors share their 
obvious passion for academic excellence.... 

— Jeanne Allen, President 
The Center for Education Reform, Washington. DC 

.4 Choice for Our Children is an exceedingly valuable contribution to the dialogue currently 
raging in California and the nation about ways to improve a primary and secondary educa-
tional system which has deteriorated in recent years to a level below that of every other 
developed, industrial nation in the world.... 

— John Tunney, former U.S. Senator 

W e simply can't afford to ignore it any longer: American public schools are 
operating at a 60 percent failure rate—despite record-high funding from your tax 

dollars. Violence is invading school grounds, even those of previously "safe" suburbs. And in 
shockingly high numbers, public school teachers are enrolling their own children in private 
schools. If you think our schools can fix themselves. think again. 

How can we restore hope for our children's futures? 

Drs. Bonsteel and Bonilla propose a careful. balanced. and well-researched solution to 
America's educational crisis: innovative programs of choice that renew the bonds between 

school and community by allowing parents to have a say in their children's education. 

Here you'll find the facts about school choice: breakthrough success stories, statistics. and 
first-hand testimonials, including a blow-by-blow account of California's fight to pass a choice 
initiative. You'll meet Polly Williams, a welfare mother of four who took a stand against the 
public school system—and won. .4 Choice for Our Children documents the spending waste 
and bureaucratic gridlock that "the public school monopoly" doesn't want you to know about—
and reveals what we can do now to stimulate real change in our schools. 

Alan Bonsteel, M.D., and Carlos A. Bonilla, Ph.D., M.D., are active proponents of 
California's school choice campaign. 
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Part II 

Does not love make us sensitive to things which are not noticed by 
others? Because he is in love with his world and not indifferent to it, 
a child's intelligence can see what is invisible to adults. 

A child's love of his surroundings appears to adults as the natural joy 
and vitality of youth. But they do not recognize it as a spiritual 
energy; a moral beauty which accompanies creation. 

-  MARIA MONTESSORI 



Yuba River Charter School 

Nevada City 

Marin Montessori School 

Corte Madera 

Hebrew Academy 

San Francisco 

Santa Clara Valley School 

Santa Clara 

Vaughn Next Century Learning Center 

Pacoima (San Fernando) 

Marcus Garvey School 

Los Angeles 

Saint Cyril's School 

Oakland 

Chapter 17 

Escuela de la Raza Unida 

Blythe 

Seven of the eight schools shown on this map of California are profiled in the 
following seven chapters (the Vaughn Next Century Learning Center was 
profiled in Chapter 3). Chapter 23 also profiles the Sudbury Valley School in 
Framingham, Massachusetts. It is noteworthy that, of these nine schools of choice 
(two of which are charter schools), eight spend less than California's per student 
cost for public schools, and all nine spend less than the national average for 
public schools. 

A Flower Blooms in the 
Desert 

The hot sun of early summer beats mercilessly on the Mojave Desert town of 
Blythe, California. It is 1  1  7 degrees in the shade, but inside Carmela Garnica's 
storefront school, the students' spirits are high as the end of the school year 
nears. Almost all of them are the sons and daughters of Mexican immigrant 
farm workers, but they are talking excitedly in perfect English about their 
plans for the summer. 

The school was born in 1972 as a result of profound dissatisfaction by the 
Hispanic community of Blythe with the public schools there. In the spring of 
that year, the principal of the local high school physically assaulted a female 
Hispanic honor roll student in front of multiple witnesses. After complaints 
to the school board were stonewalled, hundreds of Hispanic teenagers pick-
eted the school. When the school board still didn't get it, parents met at the 
local United Farm Workers hall of Carmela's father, UFW organizer Alfredo 
Figueroa, and, with a Si se Puede ("Yes you Can") attitude, they founded what 
was first named the Freedom School. 

For the last two months of the 1972 school year, the new school met in 
the open air at Todd Park, still used for their daily physical education activi-
ties. In the fall of 1972, the school reopened in the storefront that remains its 
home today under the new name of Escuela de la Rua Unida (School of the 
United People). Three hundred people came to the joyous opening ceremo-
nies, marked by traditional dances and a banquet. Later, UFW leader Cesar 
Chavez would visit the school many times. 

1 1  3 
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At first, Blythe public school officials warned direly that this upstart school 

could never match the qualitY ,  of the local public school. They don't talk that 

way anymore; mostly what is heard now are excuses about why it is unfair to 

hold the local public school to the same standards as those of the ERU. 

"The best thing about our school is that its small, and it can meet the 

special needs of our students," Carmela said. "Nobody gets lost here. In more 

than twenty years, there have been only a few students we couldn't reach, even 

though we take kids on a first-come, first-served basis. Most of our kids go on 

to college, and the ones who don't go on get really good jobs and go hack to 

serving their community. Hardly any come to us at grade level, and many 

come speaking only Spanish, but we get them up to grade level fast, and they 

all want to learn English. With everybody helping everybody else, it comes 

easy. 

"1 had one girl last year," Carmela continued, "who was eighteen, but she 

was only in the ninth grade. She'd always moved around with her parents, 

CarnuLr Garnica  (left),  director of th e  Leticia  de  la  Raza  I  in  Ida n  Mr!  he, 
CONO111111, 114 II two other students. teacher Maria  Rivera  (second Irma  
awl United Farm 1Vorkers president  C6ar Chavez  during one  of In. ,  many visit., 
to the school, in 198.1. 

between L.A., Mexico, Blythe, and Salinas. She'd gotten lost in the shuffle and 

was held back several times. It had really hurt her pride, and when  I  talked to 

her, I could see that she wanted more than anything else to catch up.  I  told her 

we'd give her all the special help she needed if she worked hard. She did the 

three years of work in one year, and she scored above average on her high 

school graduation exam. Now she's in college and doing well." 

Sandra, a sixteen-year-old junior, came to the United States from /vlexico 

at age seven, speaking only Spanish. Now, in perfect, unaccented English, she 

talks about how much the ERU has meant to her. "What's so good about the 

ERU is that there's always somebody to help you. It's more like a family than 

a school. My friends in the public schools tell me that you have to get high 

there or you ger heat up. There's so much peer pressure to join gangs. When I 

graduate, I want to go to nursing school. I know I can do it, because my 

nephew graduated last year and he's in prela• now, and a girlfriend of mine 

who graduated two years ago is doing premedical studies at UC Riverside." 

The pride and joy of the ERU is Radio KERU, the student's own radio 

station, which  is  managed by teacher Maria Rivera. Maria spoke of what a 

motivator the station is for the kids. "KERU is the only Spanish-language 

station in Blythe, but after 4:00 l'.51. we switch to English," she said. "The kids 

love being Qls, and we have a rule that they can do it only if their grades are 

high enough. At night, when were broadcasting in English, we play antidrug 

public service announcements. Six of the adult volunteers who work with the 

kids on the radio are correctional officers with the two local prisons, and they're 

great with the kids, really letting them know what's ahead of them if they fall 

in with the gangs. 

"During the day, when were broadcasting in Spanish, we play singers 

they can identify with, like Selena. People pay to put little birthday announce-

ments on the radio, and we make more money with the radio station than 

with tuition, which is only SSO a month. All the field workers in the farms 

along the Colorado River have their little radios strapped to their hips, and 

they're all listening to KERU. Much of the time, it's the parents listening to 

their children. l'h•y're really proud of what their kids are accomplishing, and 

their children's futures mean everything to them." 
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Radio KERU (88.5 FM), with a 250-watt transmitter, broadcasts in both 
English and Spanish. It is manned entirely by ERU students and community 
volunteers. Here, station manager Maria Rivera shares a joke with Judy Garcia, 
17, a senior. 

Carmela spoke of the struggle to make ends meet and keep the doors 

open. "I swear, by the time these kids finish high school here, we should give 

them diplomas in fundraising. The $50-a-month tuition we charge doesn't go 

very far, and we make money in all different ways: the radio station, our Ballet 
Folkloric°, the Tiendita that sells snacks. We get by OK, but we need the 

voucher. I was on the Proposition 174 board of directors, and we still help any 

way we can. For example, two months ago we all went to a demonstration in 

Sacramento to lift the limit of 100 on the number of charter schools they 
allow. 

"What would we do if we could get a voucher representing our fair share 

of the tax dollars? Man, that would be luxury to the max! We need a bigger 

building so we aren't limited to forty kids, and we need a real air conditioner 

instead of a swamp cooler so the personal computers don't break down every 

time it gets hot. I'd like to have a place for livestock, for 4-H projects, and I 
wish we had a science lab. 

A Flower Blooms in the Desert 
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"People say that the voucher would mean more segregation, and I say, 

bull!" she continued. "The L.A. public schools are almost all minority now—

how can you get any more segregated than that? People forget that farm workers' 

families need the voucher too. There's nothing elitist about it. We need to be 

united if were ever going to get educational choice. We all have to be together. 
It's like the name of our school: Escuela de la Raza Unida. We need to really be 
a team, and then I know we can get educational choice in '98." 
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Creating Your Cure 

Coming to terms with such a controversial, hotly debated issue is not easy. 
It takes deep research, accurate analysis and  a  love for the future of 
education to craft a solution. These authors do this like no one else. 

Dr. Alan Bonsteel 
is truly a pioneer in educational choice issues and was the campaign 
director for one of the earliest efforts to 
put educational choice before voters: the 
Coons-Sugarman initiative of 1980-

1981. He has studied educational choice 
in 12 countries and is California's top 
expert on comparative educational 

choice overseas. He was the most widely 
published author during California's 

Proposition 174 battle for school choice 
and was one of the campaign's most 
visible speakers. A San Francisco, CA 
physician, he divides his time between 

family practice and emergency medicine. 

Carlos A. Bonilla 
is a molecular biologist and human geneticist who has published 

extensively. A former National 

Institutes of Health Special Research 
Fellow in cardiovascular disease, Dr. 
Bonilla has devoted the past 15 years 
as  a  consultant, columnist, and author 
of 6 books to solving the problems 
affecting K-12 students in general and 
Latino students in particular. He is 

California's foremost expert on state 
dropout rates, especially among 
Hispanics. A resident of Stockton, CA, 
he testified in 1991 before the State 

Department of Education's Little 
Hoover Commission on the systematic 
under-reporting of dropout rates. 



Annotated Version of the Initiative 
Commonly Referred to as 

Proposition 38 



"Official" title of Prop. 38 

"Findings and declarations" give the 
sense of the intent of the author and the 
people in enacting Prop 38. 

Education related "vouchers" and 
public funds for education services at 
private schools already available today 
under existing California law to children 
and young adults. 

Religion: clarifies the intention of 
author and voters on issue of religion. 

The National Average School Funding Guarantee and 
Parental Right to Choose Quality Education Amendment 

SECTION 1: TITLE 

This measure shall be known and may be cited as "The National Average 
School Funding Guarantee and Parental Right to Choose Quality 
Education Amendment." 

SECTION 2: 

Section 8.1 is added to Article IX to read: 

SEC 8.1. 
The people of the State of California find and declare: 

(a) The economic and social viability of California depends on a well 
educated citizenry. 

(b) Test scores from students in government operated schools reveal that 
the public school system in this state has become an inefficient monopoly, 
with many parents forced to enroll their children in schools that are failing 
to prepare students with the foundation skills of reading, writing and 
mathematics. 

(c) As California embarks on the 21st century, basic changes in California's 
education delivery structure must be made to ensure that our children 
receive the benefits of quality education services. 

(d) Parents are best equipped to make decisions for their children and have 
the right to select the educational setting that will best serve the interests 
and educational needs of their child. 

(e) Families have the right to have their children attend schools that 
successfully teach reading, writing and mathematics to all enrolled 
students. 

(f) The scholarship provided pursuant to this measure is a grant in aid to 
the parents for the education of their children. The decision by a parent to 
accept a scholarship and how it is used is not the decision of the state but 
an exercise of independent parental judgement. 

(g) The scholarships provided pursuant to this measure are consistent with 
existing programs operated by the state including Cal-Grants, special 
education services in non-public schools, and child care services, all of 
which use government revenues to provide services at privately operated 
institutions chosen by eligible individuals. 

(h) The scholarship program enacted by this Article is not intended to 
establish, support, promote, or in any way endorse any religion. The people 
of this State intend only to provide the parents of schoolchildren with the 
financial means to make their own school choices, not to promote or 
disadvantage any particular class of schools. 

(i) In order for California's students to compete with the students of other 
states and countries in the global economy of the 21st century, the people 
of the State of California hereby declare the importance of restoring the 
focus on academic outcome, introducing competition into the delivery of 
education services, eliminating waste and inefficiency in government 
operated schools while providing necessary resources for a quality public 
education. 



(j) This measure recognizes the importance of maintaining and enhancing 
the per-pupil funding base in government schools at or above the national 
average amount as part of the system-wide reform of introducing 
competition and expanding the educational options for parents, which it 
would accomplish. 

SECTION 3: 

SECTION 8.3 is added to Article IX to read: 

SEC. 8.3. 

(a) The Legislature may fund public schools by an amount equal to or 
exceeding the national average on a dollar per pupil basis pursuant to this 
section by a statute passed by a majority vote of the members of each 
house concurring. The amount of funding provided for the support of 
public schools pursuant to this section each fiscal year thereafter shall be 
equal to the number of students enrolled in the public school system in 
kindergarten through grade 12, inclusive, multiplied by an amount equal 
to or greater than the national average dollar per pupil funding amount 
calculated pursuant to subdivision (c). This amount shall be known as the 
national average school funding guarantee. 

(b) If the national average school funding guarantee is operative it may 
only be suspended for a period of one fiscal year by a statute passed in 
each house by roll call vote entered in the journal, three fourths of the 
membership concurring provided that the statute may not be made part 
of or included within, any bill enacted pursuant to Section 12 of Article 
IV. 

(c) Each fiscal year, the Director of the Department of Finance shall 
calculate the amount of funding provided for support of public schools in 
this state, the enrollment in public schools in this state, and the national 
average dollar per pupil funding amount for support of public schools. To 
the extent that the Director of Finance is unable to determine the 
current year amount dedicated in each of the states for the public schools, 
the most recent amount for each state shall be adjusted upward by the 
appropriate number of times using the latest positive dollar per pupil 
growth rate in that state. 

(d) If in any fiscal year, the amount of funding provided for support of 
public schools is at least the national average school funding guarantee 
calculated pursuant to subdivision (a), the amount calculated pursuant to 
subdivision (a) shall be used to calculate the amount of funds provided 
for the support of public schools in all subsequent fiscal years 
and this section shall supercede Section 8 of Article XVI. 

(e) If the national average school funding guarantee becomes operative 
pursuant to this section, then this section shall supercede all the 
provisions of Section 8 of Article XVI with respect to funding for school 
districts and will define the amount of funds required to be 
appropriated for the support of public schools, thereby guaranteeing that 
students enrolled in California public schools are funded at or above the 
national average dollar per pupil amount. 

(f) For purposes of this Article, the following terms have the following 
meanings: 

Funding Guarantee Section 

At first glance the guarantee 
appears to be "permissive." 
But...it's a STRONGER 
GUARANTEE THAN OLD 
PROP 98: 

The specific funding guarantee for 
K-12 public schools now in the 
constitution instead of only in the 
education code. (Under existing 
law, the constitution guarantees K-
14 schools a total amount of 
General Fund revenues. K-I2 
schools' share and the community 
colleges' share of the old guarantee 
is currently only specified by 
statute). 

Requires a Y. vote in the 
legislature to suspend the new 
guarantee for K-12 public schools. 
(Under existing law, the legislature 
can suspend the amount of funding 
required for K-14 education by a 
2/3 vote. Also, the amount of 
funding for K-12 and community 
colleges respectively can be 
changed by statute). 

Specifies how to calculate the 
national average per pupil spending 
amount—responsibility of the 
Director of Finance. 

THE SECRET THAT NEEDS 
TO BE TOLD: Subdivisions (d) 
and (e) specify that when the 
amount of per pupil funding is at 
least the national average, then 
Prop 38's new guarantee 
supercedes the old guarantee in 
existing law (Prop 98)  

The 2000-01 state budget puts 
California over the national  
average on a per pupil basis.  
Therefore, when Prop 38 passes, 
the new guarantee automatically 
becomes operational.  



(1) "amount of funding provided for the support of public schools" shall 
include all funds used to support services to students in public schools in 
grades kindergarten through 12, inclusive, including federal, state, and local 
sources, unrestricted funds, categorical funding, and funding dedicated to 
cover annual debt service on state and local bonds, certificates of 
participation, notes, and other forms of indebtedness, or any other funds, 
which are dedicated to finance local and state educational programs, 
administration or facilities for grades kindergarten through 12, inclusive, 
including disbursements, if any, pursuant to Section 8.5 of Article XVI. 

(2) "national average dollar per pupil funding" shall be the average amount 
of funds provided in the United States for public school students in grades 
kindergarten through 12, inclusive, determined by calculating a statewide 
dollar per pupil average for each state which is the amount of funding 
provided for the support of public schools in that state, pursuant to paragraph 
(1), divided by the number of public school students enrolled in grades 
kindergarten through 12, inclusive. These dollar per pupil amounts shall then 
be averaged across all the states. 

(3) "child," "pupil," or "student" is a person eligible to attend kindergarten or 
any grades 1 to 12, inclusive. 

4) "parent" is any person having legal or effective custody of a child. 

5) "gender" means either a male human being or a female human being. 

(g) The Legislature may enact a statute pursuant to Section 12 of Article IV 
for the necessary support of the community colleges in each fiscal year this 
section is operative. The intent of the people is that any such statute fully 
fund the demand for programs offered by the community colleges. 

SECTION 4: 

Section 8.5 is added to Article IX of the Constitution, to read: 

SEC. 8.5. 

(a) The people of this state, in recognition of their right to promote the 
general welfare, to secure the blessings of liberty to themselves and their 
posterity, and to pursue happiness, find that parents and not the state have 
the right to choose the appropriate educational setting for their children, 
whether that setting is a public school or a private school. Therefore, parents 
who choose to send their children to schools operated or owned by an 
entity other than the state or any of its subdivisions or agencies are eligible to 
receive a scholarship which may be used for the education of their children, 
consistent with this section. 

(b) Commencing with the fiscal year following the approval by the voters of 
this section, the parents of school age children whose children are starting 
kindergarten or were enrolled for the previous school year in any of the 
grades kindergarten through 11, inclusive, in a public school shall receive, 
upon request, a scholarship for purposes of providing the parent with 
additional choices in the type of educational setting in which to 
enroll their child. 

Definitions 

National average includes ALL funding 
provided to schools, including federal, 
state, local, retirement, capital outlay, all 
forms of debt service, and any education 
General Fund surplus (GANN limit) 
monies. 

Child 

Parent 

Gender 

Authorizes the legislature to fund the 
community colleges through the budget 
bill at full funding level based on demand 
for programs. During the 1990s, under the 
old "guarantee," community colleges were 
never given $2.3 billion they were 
promised by the state. 

Scholarship/Voucher Section 

Phase-in over 4 years: 

1 st  year: All previous public school 
students and all students starting 
kindergarten are eligible to redeem 
vouchers 



(c) In the second fiscal year and each fiscal year thereafter until fully 
implemented, parents' phase in eligibility for scholarships shall be 
determined as follows. Parents of children who were enrolled in any of the 
grades kindergarten through 11, inclusive, in a public school in the prior year 
and in, 

(1) year two: all other parents of children in grades kindergarten 
through 2, inclusive, 

(2) year three: all other parents of children in grades kindergarten 
through 8, inclusive, 
year four and each subsequent year: all parents. 

(d) (1) The amount of a scholarship, excluding any increases provided 
pursuant to paragraph (2) of this subdivision, shall be in grades kindergarten 
to twelve, inclusive, the greater of four thousand dollars ($4,000), one-half 
of the national average dollar per pupil funding defined pursuant to Section 
8.3 of Article IX, or one-half of the amount of funds provided for the support 
of public schools divided by the enrollment of students enrolled in public 
schools in grades kindergarten through 12, inclusive if provided pursuant to 
Section 8.3. 
(2) If a parent decides to apply for a scholarship to enroll their child in a 
scholarship-redeeming school, any scholarship amount that exceeds the 
tuition and fees of the scholarship-redeeming school for any year in which 
the pupil is in attendance shall be credited to an account on behalf of the 
parent for each eligible child to be managed by the State Treasurer. A parent 
may apply that surplus to supplement future tuition or fee costs that exceed 
the scholarship amount for that child in any of the grades one through twelve 
inclusive, and through the completion of an undergraduate degree. Any 
credit remaining on the date the pupil completes an undergraduate degree, or 
reaches 21 and is not enrolled in a scholarship redeeming school, shall be 
credited to the state general fund. 
(3) Costs to the State Treasurer pursuant to this subdivision shall be 

reimbursed from interest income earned on the management of these funds. 
The net interest earnings shall be deposited in the state general fund. 
(4) The legislature may enact statutes governing the management of the 
parent savings account. 

(e) The amounts disbursed to parents for scholarships pursuant to this section 
shall not be calculated toward the amounts provided for the support of public 
schools pursuant to Section 8.3 of this Article or Section 8 of Article XVI. 

(f) Scholarships provided under this section are grants of aid to parents on 
behalf of their children, to provide parents with greater choice in selecting 
the most appropriate educational setting for their child, and not to the 
schools in which parents decide to enroll their children. These scholarships 
do not constitute taxable income to the parent or their child. 

(g) After accepting a scholarship pursuant to this section, a parent may 
choose a non-public educational placement for the child and that selection is 
not, and shall not be deemed to be, a decision or act of the state or any of its 
subdivisions. 

(phase-in continued) 

2' year: all public AND private K-2 

3'd  year: all public AND private K-8 

4 th  year: all public and private K-12 

Scholarship/voucher amount is the 
highest of the following:. 

a. $4,000 
b. '/2 of national average 
c. 1/2 of CA public school (if higher 
than national average) 

Savings accounts created for the 
difference, if any, between the cost of 
tuition and the amount of 
scholarship/voucher. Savings accounts 
available for K-12 and college tuition. 

Savings accounts are managed by the 
State Treasurer. 

State Treasurer's costs are reimbursed 
from interest earnings on savings 
accounts. 

Scholarships/vouchers go to parents 
and do not "fund" private schools. 

( 3 ) 



(h)(1) Any parent eligible pursuant to subdivision (c), having enrolled their 
child in a scholarship-redeeming school, may request a scholarship by 
providing proof of enrollment, tuition and fee information, and the address 
of the scholarship redeeming school to the county office of education in the 
county in which the scholarship-redeeming school is located. The county 
office of education shall compile this information for all scholarship-
redeeming parents within the county and shall submit the statement of 
current enrollment, tuition and fees, and addresses of scholarship-redeeming 
schools, to the Controller within 30 days of proof of enrollment. 
(2) The Controller shall make four quarterly disbursements to the parent in 
the form of a check for the amount of the scholarship established pursuant to 
paragraph (1) of subdivision (d) adjusted for the amount transferred to or 
from the account established on behalf of the parent pursuant to 
paragraph (2) of subdivision (d). The Controller shall send the check to the 
address provided in paragraph (1). The parent shall restrictively endorse each 
quarterly check for application to the parent's account at the scholarship-
redeeming school. In any fiscal year, the sum of the quarterly checks to a 
parent on behalf of a child shall not exceed the tuition and fees for that child 
at the scholarship-redeeming school. 
(3) If a pupil of a parent or guardian receiving a scholarship transfers from a 
scholarship redeeming school, the school shall provide written notification of 
the transfer and its effective date to the county office of education within 10 
days of the transfer. The county office of education shall notify the 
Controller of the transfer and the Controller shall prorate the disbursement(s) 
to reflect only the period of time in which the child was actually enrolled. 
(4) At the end of each fiscal year, the Controller shall deposit the unused 
portion of each scholarship in the parent's account established pursuant to 
paragraph (2) of subdivision (d). 

(i)(1) A private school may become a scholarship-redeeming school by filing 
with the Superintendent of Public Instruction a statement certifying that the 
school satisfies the legal requirements that applied to private schools on 
January 1, 1999, and each of the requirements set forth in paragraph (2). 
(2) To become a scholarship-redeeming school, a school shall certify that it 
meets each of the following requirements: 

(A) The school does not discriminate on the basis of race, ethnicity, color or 
national origin, or advocate unlawful behavior of any kind. Nothing 
precludes the establishment of same gender schools or classrooms. 

(B) The school does not deliberately provide false or misleading information 
about the school. 

(C) No person convicted of (i) any felony or crime involving moral 
turpitude, (ii) any offense involving lewd or lascivious conduct, or (iii) any 
offense involving molestation or other abuse of a child, shall own, contract 
with or be employed by the school. 

How vouchers work 

Step 1 Parents request voucher by 
providing proof of enrollment, 
tuition and fee information, and the 
address of school to the county office 
of education. 

Step 2 County Office of Education 
collects information provided by the 
parent and forwards it to the State 
Controller. 

Step 3 State Controller sends a 
check to the parent, minus any 
education savings account money 
that is deposited with the State 
Treasurer, to the school's address. 

Step 4 Parent MUST restrictively 
endorse the check to the school for 
application to the parent's account. 
(Must hand it all over to the school 
they picked for their child). 

Requirements to become a voucher 
redeeming school: 

MUST satisfy all the requirements 
that applied to private schools as of 
January 1, 1999. Includes filing 
affidavits with the State Department 
of Education and having all 
employees pass fingerprint 
background checks. 

Cannot Discriminate 

Cannot advocate unlawful 
behavior 

Cannot provide misleading 
information 

Cannot employ a person who has 
committed a felony or crime of 
moral turpitude, child molestation or 
child abuse, or any crime that 
would prohibit a person from 
working at a public school 

Note: These protections are placed 
in the constitution by Prop 38 and 
cannot be waived 



Voucher redeeming HIGH SCHOOLS 
must certify that the coursework offered 
will fulfill higher education institutions' 
admissions requirements OR be 
accredited by a regional accreditation 
agency recognized by the state 

Accountability 

Mandatory annual financial 
statements, must be prepared, AND 
provided, to parents upon request. 

Academic testing with standardized 
tests—the same tests used in the core 
subjects of the public school STAR 
program 

Composite scores for the school released 
to the public 

Individual's test scores not released 

School Safety 

Authorizes a code of conduct and 
discipline in voucher redeeming schools 

Dismissed students may transfer unused 
portion of voucher to another voucher 
redeeming school or go back to a public 
school. 

Authorizes the legislature to enact 
new laws to prosecute fraudulent 
conduct, including the false 
solicitation of pupils or false 
redemption of scholarships. 

Private School Protections 
The following provisions apply whether 
or not private schools redeem vouchers.  

General statement of need for private 
schools to be free from burdensome 
regulations 

(D) A high school shall certify either (i), that the school has obtained notice 
from the University of California, California State University, or any private 
college or university accredited by a regional accreditation agency or an 
accreditation agency recognized by the state, that coursework completed by a 
pupil at the high school in one or more academic subjects designated by the 
institution issuing notice will fulfill the institution's admission requirements 
in the designated subject or subjects if a pupil's grades and the duration of 
study are acceptable; or (ii), that it has received either accreditation or 
provisional accreditation from a regional accreditation agency or an 
accrediting agency recognized by the state. 

(3) Each scholarship-redeeming school shall comply with each of the 
following requirements on an annual basis: 

(A) Prepare a statement of financial condition that lists the revenues, 
expenses and debts of the school. These documents shall be provided to 
parents upon request. 

(B) Administer nationally normed reference tests, mandated to be taken by 
pupils enrolled in public schools and that provide individual student scores, 
to pupils whose parents have accepted scholarships, for the purpose of 
monitoring academic improvement of these pupils. The composite results of 
the test scores of the pupils of parents who accepted scholarships for each 
grade level tested shall be released to the public. Individual results shall be 
released only to the child's parents and the school that the child attends. 

(4) Any scholarship-redeeming school may establish a code of conduct and 
discipline and enforce the code with sanctions, including dismissal. The 
school shall provide to the parent a copy of the written code of conduct and 
discipline upon the pupil's admission to the school. A pupil who is 
responsible for serious or habitual misconduct related to school 
activity or school attendance may be dismissed. A dismissed pupil may use 
the unused portion of a scholarship for the balance of the year in which the 
dismissal occurred at any other scholarship-redeeming school that will grant 
admission, or may return to a public school and forego the scholarship. The 
scholarship-redeeming school shall notify the county office of education in 
writing within ten days of any such dismissal. 

(5) Notwithstanding Section 8.7 of this Article, the Legislature may by 
majority vote enact civil and criminal penalties for schools and persons who 
engage in fraudulent conduct in connection with the solicitation of pupils or 
the redemption of scholarships under this section. 

SECTION 5: 

Section 8.7 is added to Article IX of the Constitution, to read: 

SEC. 8.7. 

(a) Private schools, including scholarship-redeeming schools, regardless of 
size, need maximum flexibility to educate pupils. Therefore, private schools 
shall be free from unnecessary, burdensome or onerous regulation. In any 
legal proceeding challenging a state statute or any regulation promulgated 
pursuant to a state statute as inconsistent with this section, the state shall bear 
the burden of establishing that the statute or regulation is 
necessary and that the statute or regulation does not impose any undue 
burden on private schools, including scholarship-redeeming schools. 



Rolls back laws affecting private 
schools to those operative on January 
1, 1999. 

Requires % vote of legislature for any 
new state laws or regulation of private 
schools 

Specifies that local jurisdiction may only 
pass laws affecting the operations of 
private schools if they are passed with a 
2/3 vote of the local governing body 
AND a majority vote of the people 
within the affected jurisdiction. 

Additional criteria that must be met 
before local entities can create new laws 
affecting the operation of private 
schools. 

Severability clause. Allows the 
voucher program to remain in place for 
schools not otherwise prevented by a 
court from redeeming a voucher. 

Note: Unlike other severablity clauses, 
if a court strikes the entire voucher 
section, or any other section (other than 
a subset or class of private schools 
eligible to redeem the voucher), then the 
entire initiative becomes inoperative. 

(b) Except as provided in this section, private schools including scholarship-
redeeming schools, are not subject to any state regulation beyond the state 
statutes, in effect and as enforced, that applied to private schools on January 1, 
1999, including, but not limited to, Article 1 (commencing with Section 32000), 
Article 2 (commencing with Section 32020), and Article 5 (commencing with 
Section 32050) of Chapter 1 of Part 19 of, Article 5 (commencing with Section 
33190) and Article 10.5 (commencing with Section 35295) of 
Chapter 2 of Part 20 of, and Sections 44237, 48200, 48202, 48222, 49068, 
49069, and 51202 of, the Education Code. No additional statutes shall be 
enacted by the legislature pertaining to private schools, including scholarship-
redeeming private schools, unless approved by a three-fourths vote of the 
membership of each house of the Legislature. 

(c) No regulation or ordinance may be enacted on or after the approval by the 
voters of this section that affects private schools, including scholarship-
redeeming schools and that pertains to health, safety or land use and is imposed 
by any county, city, city and county, district or other subdivision of the state, 
except by a two-thirds vote of the governmental body issuing or enacting the 
regulation or ordinance and a majority vote of qualified electors within the 
affected jurisdiction. In any legal proceeding challenging a regulation 
or ordinance as inconsistent with this subdivision, the governmental body 
issuing or enacting the regulation or ordinance shall bear the burden of 
establishing that the regulation or ordinance meets each of the following criteria: 

(1) It is essential to assure the health, safety or education of pupils, or, as to any 
land use regulation, that the governmental body has a compelling interest in 
issuing or enacting the regulation or ordinance. 

(2) It does not unduly burden or impede private schools or the parents of 
students attending private schools. 

(3) It does not harass, injure or suppress private schools. 

(4) It does not infringe on a parent or guardian's freedom to make decisions 
regarding the quality and content of their child's education, or whether the child 
attends a public or private school, including a scholarship-redeeming school. 

SECTION 6: 

Section 8.8 is added to Article IX of the Constitution to read: 

SEC. 8.8. 
If any portion of Section 8.5 of Article IX is enjoined from being utilized by 
parents to expand their choice in educational settings for their children at any 
class of schools, it shall not prevent Section 8.5 of Article IX from being 
operative for any other school or class of schools not explicitly covered by the 
judicial order. 



Talking Points 

Pro Arguments: 

.• Guarantees.that California's schools will be funded at or above the national average 
per pupil funding amount. 

• Provides a stronger protection from suspension by the Legislature compared to 
Proposition 98. This requires a 3 /4ths vote to suspend v. 2/3 under Prop. 98. 

• .Provides a reasonable 4 year phase in of existing pupils in private schools. 
• Competition will eliminate waste in the public schools and make public schools more 

efficient. 
• All parents, regardless of income, will eventually be eligible for the scholarships. 
• Public school parents can leave failing government schools immediately. 
• No further onerous regulations on private schools. 
• Scholarship amount is only one-half of the amount of the per pupil amount provided 

to pubic schools. 
• Per pupil funding for pupils staying in public schools will increase and never be lower 

than the national average. 
• Parents savings accounts are established for the savings between the scholarship 

amount and the tuition and fees at a scholarship redeeming school. These savings can 
be used for future tuition and fees through college. 

• Meets the requirements of the federal and state constitutions by not providing direct 
support of any particular non-public school. Instead the scholarship is provided to 
parents on behalf of their children. This mechanism is similar to Cal Grants, Child 
Care and Special Education Services in non-public schools—all provided using tax 
revenues in non-public institutions. 

• Will result in net savings over time in the delivery of education services for all of 
California's children while improving the quality and efficiency of the delivery of 
education services by introducing competition. 

• Guarantees at least the national average per pupil funding for public schools without a 
tax increase. 

• Reduces overcrowding in public schools. 
• Reduces demand for new public schodl'construction and related local property tax 

increase and developer fees. 
• Ensures academic accountability by requiring pupils of parents accepting scholarships 

to take the same statewide test that is required to be taken by pupils in public schools. 
• Prohibits scholarship redeeming schools from discrimination based on race, ethnicity, 

color, national origin, or gender. 
• Prohibits felons from operating or being employed by scholarship redeeming schools. 
• Ensures fiscal accountability by requiring annual financial reporting of scholarship 

redeeming schools. 



Con Arguments (AS a heads up): 

• Smoke screen for gift of public funds to private religious schools. 
• Blows up the Proposition 93 funding guarantee and replaces it 

with a fake per pupil guarantee. 
• Removes funding protections for community colleges. 
• Uses all new state general fund revenues thereby eliminating the opportunity to f 

raises for correctional officers, increase welfare grants, protect thc environment o und
r build infrastructure like roads and bridges. 

• Prevents the Legislature from protecting children in private schools from unforseen 
health and safety issues. 

•
lust a sneak union buster attempt—will result in the loss of thousands of teaching 
jobs for teachers in the public schools. 

• The hardest to teach, special education and trouble maker kids will be left behind in 
the public schools. 

•• Allows children to attend schools in unsafe facilities. 
• Encourages profiteers to exploit children for their bottom line and shareholders with little oversight by the state. 
• Adds a larger bureaucracy to the State Treasurer, State Controller, and 

the County Offices of Education to administer the scholarships and parent savings accounts. • Removes the ability of the state to inculcate the curriculum, values and 
social agenda through the public school system. 

• Children will not learn about sexually transmitted diseases, birth control and AIDS 
prevention techniques. 

• Children may enroll in schools that discriminate based on sexual orientation. 
• Scholarship redeeming schools will be run by witches. 
• Scholarship redeeming schools will be run by right wing tundamentalist religious 

zealots. 
• Undermines recent statewide reform attempts like standards, testing and 

accountability that were signed into law by both Governor Wilson and Governor 
Davis. 

• Not enough space in private school's' for every one to have a fair opportunity to use 
the scholarship. 

• Minority kids from the inter city will invade white suburban private schools and 
loWer the academic quality. 
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School Choice Lowers Taxpayer Costs 

Perhaps the most disingenuous argument against school choice is the claim of the public 
education establishment that vouchers will cost taxpayers more money than simply 
continuing to fund the public schools. The truth is th'at where choice has been tried, 
taxpayer costs have gone down. For example, in Milwaukee, voucher-receiving private 
schools are actually sending taxpayer dollars back to the government. 

Under the Milwaukee school-choice program, low-income students in 1998-99 received 
a taxpayer-funded voucher worth $4,894. Compare that amount to the $9,500 per student 
which the Milwaukee Public Schools will spend in 2000-01. Yet, even with only half the 
funding per student, nearly half the private schools participating in the Milwaukee 
program returned part of the voucher money back to the state because their per-pupil 
costs were still less than the voucher amount. In total, nearly $1.2 million was returned to 
the state. 

Why the low private-school costs? According to Lois Maczuzak, an administrator at St. 
John Kanty School, "We don't have to pay for huge administration and a lot of red tape." 
For example, at St. John Kanty, parents volunteer to supervise recess, lunch hour, and 
field trips, thus eliminating the need for more paid employees. And, contrary to popular 
belief, the school receives little assistance from the Milwaukee Catholic archdiocese. 
Says Maczuzak: "At the Catholic schools, the buck stops here. We don't have the costs 
that come with a lot of red tape, but we also are the ones who are responsible for what 
happens in our schools." 

In addition, while expensive benefit packages to Milwaukee Public School employees 
are a significant factor in the high cost of public education, private-sector personnel costs 
are much lower. According to a University of WiSconsin-Milwaukee study, teacher 
salaries in Milwaukee's private schools are about half of those paid to public-school 
teachers. Yet, despite the low pay of their teachers, studies have shown that voucher-
receiving students in Milwaukee outperform their public-school counterparts. Which 
proves, once again, that there is little, if any, correlation between teacher salaries and 
student performance. 

The continuing frugality of Milwaukee's voucher-receiving privateschools also 
undercuts another argument used by anti-choice forces, i.e., that private schools would 
automatically raise their tuition to the amount of the voucher. According to the 
Milwaukee Sentinel, there is a common-sense reason why tuition rates haven't gone up: 
"While public schools in Wisconsin have their budgets capped by state-imposed revenue 
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limits, private schools' spending tends to be capped by market forces. If tuition becomes 
too high, private schools hurt their own ability to compete for student customers." At 
many voucher-receiving schools, significant numbers of students do not qualify for 
vouchers. Says Richard Gottschalk, administrator at a Lutheran school where only 25 
percent of students receive vouchers: "We are committed to the mission of the school 
and keeping the tuition affordable. If we raised the pupil costs so that our salaries were in 
line with the public schools, 75 percent of the students would have to pay higher tuition." 

The Milwaukee school-choice program proves that higher student performance can be 
achieved for less money. The lesson for educators, policymakers, and the public is 
simple: the market works, government monopoly doesn't. 

—By Lance T. Izumi 

Capital Ideas Index 
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Education remains most pressing issue for Hispanics 

By Cynthia  L  Orosco  

The Census Bureau places the number of U.S. Latinos at 32 million and growing fast. 
That is not counting nearly 4 million residents of Puerto Rico. On average, the bureau 
reports, Latinos are about nine years younger than the rest of the population. 

Small wonder that education is Issue No. 1 in the 
community. Early childhood education, access to 
technology, bamers to higher education, high dropout 
and low achievement levels -- all are critical and all 
receive passionate attention when Hispanic educators 
get together, as they did this summer at a White 
House summit. 

Latinos es Porten-tags of AU Enrolled 
Stadeorts, 1,3744 

Preacnool 	14 9 percent 

Grades K-12. 15 1 percent 

Undergraduate 9 0 percent 
Latino children under age 5 constitute more than 15 
percent of the U.S. population of that age group, but 	Gr.cu.i. 	7 5 percent 
they are much less likely to be enrolled than other 
groups in early education programs. About 45 percent 

Professional 7 0 percent of white students and 50 percent of African American 
students are enrolled in preschool programs, 
compared to 26 percent of Latino students. Programs 	Source u S. Dept. of Education 

such as Head Start, designed to benefit poor children, 
still fail for the most part to reach the 36 percent of Latino children who are living 
below the poverty line. 

"We have sko do something in Head Start to make sure more Latinos are being 
served,'" says Delia Pompa, executive director of the National Association for 
Bilingual Education. "We have to get our children into these programs earlier." 

In terms of elementary education, Latino student enrollment in public schools rose by 
157 percent from 1978 to 1998. Enrollment for African American students rose 20 
percent; for whites, 10 percent. Almost half of the Latino students -- compared to 
only 10 percent of whites -- are enrolled in urban schools, leading to a growing trend 
of resegregation. 

Latinos account for 13 percent of all students in grades nine through 12, but more 
than a third of them don't graduate. That attrition rate contrasts to 19 percent of 
African American students and 10 percent of whites. Only 35 percent of Latino high 
school students are tracked into college preparatory or academic programs, 
compared to 50 percent of whites and 43 percent of African Americans. 

[ Overall, while Latino students make up about 15 percent of all public school students; 
yet only 4 percent of the teachers who instruct them are Latino. 

A key factor contributing to educational success is access to technology. As of 1997, 
only 68 percent of Latinos used computers at school, 18 percent at home. Eighty-four 
percent of white children used computers at school and 53 percent did so at home. 

Alfred Ramirez, president of the National Community for Latino Leadership, a think 
tank for training and development of emerging and established leaders, calls lifelong 
educational preparation crucial for Latino students. 
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"Countless times Latinos are tracked at an early age into programs and come out of 
the educational pipeline at the high school level without having received courses that 
make for successful college students," he says. 

From 1976 to 1996, the number of Latinos pursuing post-secondary education 
increased by 202 percent. That sounds good, but the percentage is fed by huge 
population growth rather than improved performance. 

• 	Today, Latinos account for 14.5 percent (3.6 million) of the total traditional college- 
age students ages 18-24. Yet they make up just 9 percent of those in higher 
education. 

By 2025, Latinos will comprise 22 percent of persons in that age group. A 1996 study 
found that about one-third of Latinos who completed college took six years to earn 
an undergraduate degree. Their most common majors were business, social sciences 
and education. 

So what about graduate study? Between 1978 and 1998, Latino graduate school 
enrollment doubled from 2 percent to 4 percent. Figures from the American Council 
on Education showed of the 1.75 million people enrolled in graduate school in '98, 72 
percent were white, 7.5 percent African American, 4.5 percent Latino, 4.7 percent 
Asian, and 0.5 percent Native American. Students classified as non-resident aliens 
made up the remaining 10.8 percent. 

One of the major identified reasons more Latinos do not pursue post-secondary 
education is economic. To combat this, the Clinton administration has proposed tax 
credits, new scholarship programs and an increase in the number of work study 
programs offered and Pell Grants awarded. At the June White House gathering of 
some 300 Latino leaders and educators and administration officials, President Clinton 
proposed five goals that directly impact Latinos. He set the year 2010 as the date to 
reach them: 

-- Raise the Latino participation in preschool programs from 26 percent to the 
national average of around 40 percent. 

-- Ensure all Latino high school graduates are proficient in English. 

Eliminte achievement gaps between Latinos and other students at all grade levels 
in school testing and other standards. 

-- Increase Latino high school completion rates from about 67 percent to 90 percent. 

-- Double the percentages of those who earn associate and bachelor's degrees. 

Other programs which the White House and its Initiative on Educational Excellence 
for Hispanic Americans are focusing are reducing class size, expanding after-school 
and summer programs, ensuring access to educational technology, improving teacher 
quality, upgrading facilities and equalizing funding in public schools. No small order. 

"There has been a real attempt to connect the dots along the educational pipeline 
from the U.S. Department of Education and the White House," Ramirez says. He adds 
that these efforts, albeit limited, have provided results that match their intent and 
budgets to cover the programming. Public education is basically a local and state 
responsibility, with the federal government contributing only about 7 percent of the 
moneys spent on it nationally. 

Another area the administration has stressed is bilingual education. Currently about 
3.5 million children in the United States have limited English skills. Department of 
Education Secretary Richard Riley has suggested the creation of more dual-
immersion/dual-language schools across the country to increase biliteracy. 

Pompa points out, "The Improving Amenca's Schools Act of 1994 addressed 
accountability, and this is an area where we have not made progress. Accountability 
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systems and the needs of Hispanic students and non-English-speaking students is 
where we must continue to work.' 

More has to be done to ensure resources are targeted to school districts with high 
Hispanic populations and to improve data collection on Hispanic students to measure 
how well they are being served, she conduded. 

© 2000, Hispanic Link News Service. Distributed by Los Angeles Times Syndicate. 
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Hispanic pupils' soaring drop-out 
rate 

Hispanic pupils are the fastest-growing ethnic group in US schools 

Hispanic pupils are three times as likely as white pupils to 
drop out of high school, says a study by the United States 
Education Department. 

In response, Education Secretary Richard Riley has called 
for the opening of an additional thousand dual-language 
schools, which can teach in both Spanish and English. 

The study, which reveals that many Hispanic children are 
missing out on education, is published as separate 
statistics show that they are now the fastest-growing 
community within the school population. 
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In New Mexico, the,Hispanic 
community now represents 
48% of the school 
population, in California, 
40.5% and in Texas, 38%. 

...The figures also shoW that 
drop-out rates are affecting 
Hispanic pupils more 
adversely than other ethnic 
groups - twice as high as for 
black pupils. 

There are also lower levels 
of Hispanic students getting 
degrees than other ethnic 
groups. 

Richard Riley wants a thousand more 
dual language schools 

The education secretary says that greater attention needs 
to be paid to offering dual-language schools that value 
Spanish as well as English. 

"If we see to it that immigrants and their children can 
speak only English and nothing more, then we will have 
missed one of the greatest opportunities of this new 
century. It is high time we begin to treat language skills 
as the asset they are," said Mr Riley. 
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'Unfortunately, too many teachers and administrators 
today treat a child's native language as a weakness if it is 
not English." 

"It is time to move beyond the stereotype of a child who 
is not fluent In English as one who is not intelligent or 
cannot learn. Occasionally, children are separated from 
their peers, and even inappropriately identified for special 
education services simply because English is not their 
native language." 

Dual-language 

There have been long-running debates about the 
advantages and disadvantages of all-English, all-Spanish 
and bi-lingual schools. 

All-Spanish schools have been criticised as limiting the 
opportunities for students to become sufficiently proficient 
in English. And all-English schools have been seen as 
failing to take into account the home languages of 
Spanish-speaking pupils. 

In dual-language schools, all subjects can be taught in be 
both languages, with pupils inter-changing between 
languages throughout the day. 

However there have been complaints that In practice dual 
language schools have a very high proportion of Spanish-
speaking students - which helps English-speaking pupils 
to learn Spanish, but has less benefits for Spanish 
speakers. 
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Uneven balance 
Latino workers In California use computers on the job far less than others 
while Latino and African-American workers have less education and smaller 
household incomes, 

Percent of workeri who use computers at least some of the time at work: 

Total workers 

White non-Hispanic 

Latino 

Black/African American 

Asian' 

• • 	'61. - 	• • •745  

r477-4171-M113321  

Education of California workers: 1 High 
—.L. school 

or less 

1 Some college 	II College 
—I. or trade 	IR graduate 

school 
Total workers 

White non-Hispanic 

Latino 

Black/African American 

Asian' 

56% 

24% 	;:.,, t -,1:36% 	 •  . :  40% 

28% ly 36Lppgula 
. 

: -:1-k1:19,4371 

Latino 

Black/African American 

E'19%!,: 	 

Asian* 

'Includes English-speaking Asians only. 
NOTE: Some percentages add up to less than 100% because of "no comment-  responses. 

SOURCE:Field poll commissioned by UC San Francisco 	 CRISTINA MARTINEZ / Union-Tribune 

Household incomes of California workers: 

t 520.000 
-.4 or less 2 

 520,000- I 540.000- 
S39,000 559.999 1  560.000-

579.999 
580.000 

IL or more 

Total workers 1 12% 	24%  1 ;  22% 4; fl-:■74ti 23% 
White non- Hispanic !8%, 21% 	• 231. 4  

By Michael Kinsman (j 'il'45-vi 1t:41%/A.' 
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A lions() Solis is fighting some cultural 

fourth i,ties  rrad. 
 grade and his father after the 
eHis mother left school after the 

sixth  

Now 30. the Latino man finally is pursuing 
an education full time at Mesa College. 

"It's a very hard thing to see that college is 
important when your family and those 
around you don't have educations," said So-
lis. who lives in Imperial Beach. "When our 
parents don't have educations. how can they 
pass that on to us?" 

A Field Institute poll of 1.265 adults in Cali-
fornia shows that the Latino population has 
the least education of .uly race or ethnicity. 
uses computers on (he job tar less thus other 
workers, and lives in households with lower 
incomes than others. 

The survey shows that blacks also have 
lower incomes, hold more contingent jobs 
and that their educational levels are below 
those of Asians and whites. 

"California's rising tide is not lifting all 
boats." said Irene Yen, a researcher for CC 
San Francisco's Institute for Health .ind Ag-
ing, which commissioned the poll. 

`The state's working Latinos and African 
Americans fare poorly in comparison to the 
state's white working population. The survey 
makes it very clear that the benefits of a 
strong labor market arc not being shared 
equally among all racial and ethnic groups." 

The fears of the study's author arc not hol-
low. They've been expressed many times be-
fore. 

'The Latino community is beginning to re-
11i7e that they have to place more emphasis 
on education.' said Marcelino Cuellar, dean 
of the Cesar Chavez Continuing Education 
Center in Barrio Logan. "We see a lot of peo-
ple who drop out of school and spend five or 
six years stumbling around before they fig- 
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ed-up names (Exxon-Mobil) may be a Pass 
By Katie Fairbank 
DALLAS MORNING NEWS • 

"T—N ALIAS — Space: TheLostFron- 
q N 	_ 

"People think, 'Oh. that's cool,' " 
said Jim Parkinson. a type  and logo de-
signer in San Francisco. "It's an econo-
my of space, and it looks faddish like  

ing Message." 
Companies are willing to try out 

slightly futuristic, spaceless names to 
show they're part of today's global. 
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COUNTY COUNSEL IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS 

This proposition, if approved by two-thirds of the voters 
voting on the proposition, would authorize the Governing Board 
of the Sweetwater Union High School District to have issued and 
sold $187,000,000 in general obligation bonds on its behalf. 
The issuance and sale of a bond by a school district is for the 
purpose of raising money for the district and represents a debt 
of the district. In exchange for the money received from the 
holder of the bond, the district promises to pay the holder a 
set amount of interest for a certain period of time, and to 
repay the loan on the expiration date. 

The proceeds of these bonds would be used to relieve 
overcrowding, repair local schools and improve safety conditions 
for students in the Sweetwater Union High School District. 
Purposes would include repair and upgrade of school facilities, 
addition of classrooms, improvement of fire alarms, removal of 
asbestos; upgrade of electrical wiring; renovation of water and 
sewer lines;'improvement of heating and ventilation systems; 
renovation of restrooms; and replacement of worn roofs. 

The interest rate on any bond, which is established at the 
time of bond issuance, could not exceed twelve percent (12%) per 
annum. The final maturity date of any bond could be no later 
than twenty-five (25) years after the date of the bond. 
Principal and interest on the bonds would be paid by revenue 
derived from an annual tax levied upon the taxable property 
within the Sweetwater Union High School District in an amount 
sufficient to pay the interest as it becomes due and to provide 
a sinking fund for payment of the principal on or before 
maturity. Article XIII A of the California Constitution exempts 
from the one percent property tax rate limitation ad valorem 
taxes to pay the interest .  and redemption charges on any bonded 
indebtedness for the acquisition or improvement of real property 
approved by the voters on or after July 1, 1978. The approval 
must be by two-thirds of the votes cast by the voters voting on 
the proposition. Legal authorization is contained in state law 

permitting school districts to issue bonds at the interest rate, 
for the period of time, and for the specified purposes, subject 
to two-thirds voter approval. 

A "yes" vote is a vote in favor of authorizing the 
Sweetwater Union High School District to issue bonds for the 
purpose stated in the proposition. 

A "no" vote is a vote against authorizing the Sweetwater 
Union High School District to issue bonds for the purpose stated 
in the proposition. 
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