Jenuary 18, 1972

Manuel Ruiz

U.S. Commission on Civil Rights
704 So. Spring St.

Los Angeles, CA. 90014

Dear Mr. Ruiz:

On Friday, January 1, 1972, a disturbance occurred at Sweetwater Union
High School in National City, California. The basic causes are men's
age-old problems of bigotry, prejudice and racism. Inclosed are past
erticles that will show a continual pattern of "institutional racism'" in
the governing institutions of the South Bay Area.

The South Bay Area has a large concentration of Chicano's& whose civil
m d God given rights have continually been violated. State and Federal
monies which have been carmarked to meet deep-rooted problems, have found
their way into half-baked, paternalistic programs.

Time after time we have met with various governing officials in good

faith and have pointed out gross inequities and injustices (to prevent
such incidents as the Sweetwater disturbance) only to see them discarded.
We no longer have faith in the racist institutions that govern here and

are asking that you conduct an immediate and thorough investigation into
the continual violation of Chicano's civil rights in Lmployment, Education,
Social Programs, Immigration, Police Community Relations, and Civil Right
Compliance Laws.

Sincerely yours,

Herman Baca
MAPA County Director

HB/nm

Enclosure

>

See the attached sheet of Chicano Populetion in San Diego County.
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Marsha J. Lindsey

Area Vice President

External Affairs

Pacific Bell

101 West Broadway, Suite 1440
San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Marsha:

It was nice to meet with you last month. I am sorry to be so late in writing this letter; however, with

the end of the year activities in our school district, you can appreciate all the things that are
happening.

I would like to take this opportunity to reiterate how appreciative we are that Pacific Bell is willing to
assist us in a variety of functions. As I understand it, Pacific Bell is currently interested in the digital
divide that exists between those that have access to technology and a large percentage of those that
do not. As you are aware, National City and other areas within Sweetwater Union High School
District, have some of the poorest families in San Diego County. Because of this, we have been
working closcly to assist them in improving their technology canabilities. Attached is a proposal to

improve the digital divide problem by distributing laptop computers to our students, similar to what
we do with textbooks.

Furthermore, we discussed the school bond effort that will probably be on the March 2000 ballot.
Scott Alevy, who does an outstanding job for Pacific Bell, has always been supportive of public
education; specifically, the Sweetwater district.  Mr. Alevy has agreed to assist us in sharing this
important endeavor. We would appreciate additional assistance from you by providing Pacific Bell
employees in our area with specialized information regarding the importance of the school bond
passage. Additionally, we are seeking to raise approximately $300,000 in private contributions to
help us run the campaign once the board makes the final determination. Any help Pacific Bell could
provide in this important area would be greatly appreciated. A committee known as the Sweetwater
Committee for Quality Education has been established. (A tax ID number is also available.) The
mailing address to send donations is P.O. Box 6236, Chula Vista, CA 91909-6236. Your assistance
in helping us raise $50,000 in this critical area would be greatly appreciated.

In addition, we talked about the importance of school-to-work and how Pacific Bell might allow
some of our students to participate in internship programs. Because of our corporate development



Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 ¢ (619) 477-3800 ¢ Fax: (619) 477-3829

October 6, 2000

Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association
C/o Mr. Tim Bittle

921 11" Street

Suite 1201

Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Bittle:

I have been unsuccessful in my attempts to contact you by phone, so let me thank you for the
information that you forwarded. You state in your letter, that in regards to my response thereis a
discrepancy in the August 21, 2000 San Diego Union article, “Property owners who already pay
Mello-Roos taxes for new schools...would be exempt from paying for the bond and will not be able
to vote.”

Let me state that there is no discrepancy, the article is addressing the voting requirements in the
Santee school district election, and not the Sweetwater Union High School District. Please reread
the article and my letter, as we would like for your association to reconsider addressing the
question(s) and issues below to determine if you can provide us with any legal assistance:

e Under what legal statues or laws can districts like SWUHSD (proposition BB) manipulate an
election outcome by granting rebates or bribes to attempt to procure the required 66 2/3% for

passage?

e How can school districts disenfranchise voters as was the case in the 1997 SWUHSD’S election
and the upcoming November 2000 election (see above article) in Santee, California?

e Also how can poorer areas of a district (as in the SWUHSD upcoming election) be forced legally
to shoulder the entire finanical burden of a bond when Mello-Roos (the proposed Otay Mesa)
areas which are supposedly excluded (and will pay no taxes) receive finanical benefit from those
taxes?

Once again, thank you in advance for any assistance that the Howard J arvis Taxpayer
Association can provide us.

Sircerel 7

e ; -y’ / )

\ (. - I/Vh‘/"l 2 -
Heérman Baca, President~——

CC. Attorney Daniel Marshall
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project, we have some transportation available to students. This would allow them to be placed in
areas outside the Sweetwater district. Any effort in this important area would also be appreciated.

We also discussed the idea of utilizing some of your employees to assist us with projects at our
school sites. I am attaching a list of Sweetwater district schools, including addresses and phone
numbers. Please provide me with a list of those employees who would be willing to help us. If you

would also include their first, second, and third school preference, we will attempt to accommodate
them.

Lastly, we are a school district that has been a long time advocate of increasing parental involvement
to maximize student achievement. To that end, we have utilized the Parent Institute as a way of
helping parents become more familiar with the public school settings, and to be better advocates for
their own children. It costs approximately $5,000 per school to undertake this important endeavor.
Any assistance that you could provide in sponsoring one or more schools within the district would be

greatly appreciated. We tend to get a new group of parents every two to three ycars, as their
students matriculate through our system.

Marcia, I cannot thank you enough for all that you have done for the Sweetwater district and your
commitment to making the South Bay an important part of the Pacific Bell family. I also want to
congratulate you and the San Antonio Spurs on their resent world championship. Iam sure that 1999

and 2000 will be an outstanding year for both Pacific Bell and the Sweetwater district. I lock
forward to hearing from you soon.

Sil.lz:erely,

ool

Edward M. Brand, Ed.D.
Superintendent

EB: dh
Encl.
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To: Dr Edward Brand, Superintendent From: Brad Senden
Sweetwater Union High School District Marcia Allington
Fax: Pages: 5 -‘
Phone: Date: 07/22/99
Re: Survey results CC:
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In this memo we present you with our observations and conclusions based on the results of
600 telephone interviews with registered voters in the Sweetwater Union High School District.
In addition, 86 oversample interviews were completed with voters living inside the District
CFD to make sure that opinion in this region of the District could be more accurately assessed.
All interviews were completed between June 16 and 22, 1999. The margin of error for the
results of the common questions included in the questionnaire ranges from +/-2.5% to +/-
3.9%, depending on the response level to a particular question (i.e. the margin of error is
higher for those questions where the response divides evenly at 50% vs. 50% and lower when
the response is 70% vs. 30%). For all split sample questions, the margin of error ranges from
+/-3.5% to +/-6.9%. :

1. The uninformed base of support for a bond proposal is weak. Voters do
respond, however, to information about the District's needs. It is, therefore,
feasible for the District to consider placing a bond proposal on the ballot as long
as the District is confident that voters will be informed of the(District's needs by a))

a. Without information, a bond proposal would only be supported by a
simple majority. Before specific information about the District's needs dr
the cost of a school bond were presented to those interviewed, the
following question was asked in order to measure the uninformed base of
support for a bond proposal: The Sweetwater Union High School District
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may place a bond measure on the ballot that would increase property
taxes to raise the funds needed to rehabilitate existing junior and senior
high school buildings. Would you favor or oppose such a proposal? In
response to this questions, 52.8% said they would favor a bond proposal,
41.7% said they would oppose it and 5.1% were undecided.

. Information about the District's needs increases the level of support

for a bond and dramatically reduces opposition to such a proposal.
After those being interviewed were provided with information about ways
in which bond funds might be spent, each person was asked the following
question: Now that you have heard some information about the proposed
bond measure in the Sweetwater Union High School District, I want to see
if this information has changed your opinion. Would you favor or oppose
a school bond measure that would increase local property taxes to raise
the funds needed to rehabilitate existing Junior and senior high school
buildings. In response, 64.1% said they would favor the bond, 29.9%
opposed and 5.7% remained undecided.

At the end of the interview, the following detailed statement was read
and each individual interviewed was asked again if they would favor
or oppose a school bond in the Sweetwater Union High School
District.

The middle, junior and senior high schools in the Sweetwater Union High
School District are old. Most are more than 30 years old and in need of
rehabilitation if they are to continue to serve the community. Deteriorating
buildings, antiquated plumbing, aging sewers, worn out heating and
ventilating units and out-dated electrical systems must be replaced. In
addition, the District must build additional classrooms in order to reduce
severe overcrowding. The state will not provide the District with all of the
funds needed to rehabilitate these schools without local matching funds. Only
by asking local voters to approve a school bond can the needed funds be
raised. )

Thinking about this statement, I want to ask you again if you would favor
or oppose the local school bond proposal being considered by the
Sweetwater Union High School District.

Presentation of this statement of the District's needs increases the level of
support to 70% with 25.8% opposed and 4.2% undecided. Therefore, it is
feasible to place a bond proposal before voters in the District as long as
the District is confident that local voters will be fully informed by a
citizens' campaign in support of a school bond. Lacking such information,
the results of this survey also indicate that a bond proposal would fail to
achieve the required supermajority.
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2. A cost of $37 per $100,000 of assessed value is too high. The survey included
three key tests of this tax rate. It fails two of these three tests and therefore we do
not recommend that a rate this high be attempted. Using the results of each of the
tests of this tax rate and the tax tolerance trend line_information collected
elsewhere in the survey, we recommend the cost of the bond be set no higher than
an annual average of $29 per $100,000 of assessed value.

3. In addition to failing two of the three key tests of a tax rate of $37 per
$100,000, there are four demographic characteristics which reinforce our
conclusion that the rate be set at less than $37 per $100,000 value. In each of
the following comments, the response to Question 53 in the survey is used as a
guide to voter reaction to a cost of $37 per $100,000. This reaction is to a specific
cost in a very information rich environment.

a. After presentation of the detailed statement:of the District's needs and the
fact that the bond would cost $37 per $100,000 of assessed value, the level
of support among non-parents only reached 64.4% with 30.2% opposed
and 5% undecided. Based on the demographic study of the District
completed before the survey was completed, parents only represent 25%
of the registered voters in the District.

b. If we define frequent voters as those who have voted in at least four of the
last five opportunities to vote, presentation of a cost of $37 per $100,000
only achieved a 60% level of supportl. Although these voters represent

g less than 20% of all registered voters, they will participate in any bond
election held in the District and their reaction to the cost of a bond must be
considered.

c. The level of support among voters who are both non-Hispanic and non-
Asian (i.e. voters with no ethnic coding in the voter file) for a cost of $37
per $100,000 was 63.7% with 31.5% opposed and 4.6% undecided’,
These voters represent 63.9% of all registered voters.

d. At a cost of $37 per $100,000, there is a significant difference in the level
of support among male and female voters. Although female voters give
this cost a 71.6% level of support, only 65.5% of male voters supported
this high a cost. The reaction of male voters needs to be considered as a
final tax rate is set due to the fact that any citizens' campaign in support of
a bond must be able to count on support from both genders.

r

! Among 5 of 5 voters, the level of support for $37 per $ 100,000 was 60.4% and among 4 of 5 voters it

was 59.4%.
2 Support for a tax rate of $37 per $100,000 is strongest among Hispanic voters (80.5% favored this tax

rate) and weakest among Asian voters (42.9% favored this tax rate).

® Page3d
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4. There is a strong, positive response to a number of the basic needs faced by
the school district. The survey presented thirteen areas where bond funds
might be used and asked each individual whether each item made them more
likely or less likely to support a school bond for the SUHSD. More than two-
thirds of respondents stated that they would be more likely to vote xg elve

‘6 of the thirteen proposed projects. e T
‘ 'i a. Ten of the proposed projects in the survey made more than 70% of those

interviewed more likely to vote for a bond. These proposed projects included:
replacing aging portable classrooms, upgrading fire alarms, public address
systems and other campus safety features, modernizing and upgrading school
libraries, modernizing and expanding school libraries, providing additional
classrooms to relieve overcrowding, modernizing and upgrading science labs,
rewiring classrooms to provide students with better access to computers and
technology, replacing old heating systems with new, energy efficient systems,
replacing old ventilating and air conditioning systems with new, energy
~fficient systems, and fixing leaks in local school buildings.

b. Two other proposed projects made more than two-thirds but less than 70% of
those interviewed more likely to support a bond proposal. These included:
rehabilitating each of the middle, junior, and senior high schools in the

District, and replacing worn out doors and locks.

Election timing 1s important in the SUHSD. Support for a bond is strongest among
= those least likely to vote in an off cycle November election (like the November, 1999,
election) or special election. The reaction of frequent voters was discussed above in
reaction to a bond cost of $37 per $100,000. Less than 60% of these frequent voters
expressed support for a bond following the presentation of a statement of the District's
needs. Among less frequent voters (those who have voted in three or fewer of the last
five elections), 75% said they would support a bond. Both the primary and general
election ballots in 2000 will bring more of these voters to the polls. In placing a bond
proposal on one of these ballots, however, the District must make sure that a citizens'
campaign in support of the bond is capable of providing detailed information about the
District's needs to all likely voters. Without information, even the community's least
frequent voters will not provide the District with the supermajority required for
passage of a bond.

6. Support for a bond in the District's CFD is lower than in the rest of the District.

The voters living inside the District's existing CFD were identified in the voter file

from which the sample was taken. To increase the accuracy of the ability of the

survey to measure voter opinion in the CFD, oversample interviews were completed

among these voters. The result allows us to separate voter opinion inside and outside

the CFD area. Inside the CFD, only 65.5% said they would support a bond following

the presentation of the statement of the District's needs (with 31.9% opposed and 2.6%

‘ undecided). Outside the CFD, 70.9% said they would support a bond following the

® Page 4
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presentation of the same information (with 24.6% opposed and 4.6% undecided).
There is a similar difference in the level of support measured inside and outside the
CFD in response to each of the questions where voters were asked if they would favor
or oppose a bond in the SUHSD.

® Page 5
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Laura D. Romano
- Attorney at Law
1901 First Avenue, Suite 182
San Diego, California 92101

Telephone . . Fax

(619) 696-9913 : - (619) 696-9917 /

December 10, 1999

Dr. Ed Brand CONFIDENTIAL /
Superintendent ATTORNEY-CLIENT
Sweetwater¥Union High School District COMMUNICATION

1130 Fifth Avenue
Chula Vista, CA 91911

Re: Registering Students to Vote on Campus
Dear Dr. Brand:

A non-profit organization not affiliated with the District
is supporting the District’s upcoming bond measure. This
organization has District students as members and would like to
enlist those student members to set up tables to register
eligible students to vote. The voter registration tables would
be set up before and after school and during lunch time and
manned by student members of the organization. This letter will
provide a very brief analysis regarding whether school sites may
allow students to set up tables to register other students to
vote.

CONCLUSION

Students may set up tables to register eligible persons to
vote before and after school and during lunch, however, it is
important that the schools ensure that the students are not
urging support of the ballot measure, at the voter registration
tables. The non-profit organization may not use the school as a
forum to support the upcoming bond election. There must be no
literature urging the support (or defeat) of the ballot measure
on campus, however factual information presenting both sides of
the ballot measure may be provided.

DISCUSSION

Education Code section 7054 prohibits the use of school
district funds, services, supplies or equipment to urge the
support or defeat of any ballot measure or candidate and provides
that violation of that section is a misdemeanor or felony
punishable by imprisonment or a fine. Merely registering people
to vote on campus would not in itself be an improper use of

b
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Sweetwater Union High School District
Student Support Services
1130 Fifth Avenue Chula Vista CA 91911

Student Support Services: 691-5564
Student Welfare & Attendance: 691-5596
Safe School Programs: 585-6265

FAX: 427-3819

MEMORANDUM

DATE: February 22, 2000

TO: Directors Department Heads
Principals  Coordinators .

v

b8 /;, 7 (,‘f

/
FROM: Earl Wiens, Director ;7/ /’
Student Support Services<¢”

RE: NONDISCRIMINATION STATEMENT

After our most recent Coordinated Compliance Review (CCR) the district was found to
be in non-compliance because we did not include the correct “Non-discrimination”
statement in our documents. In addition, we were not consistent in placing that
statement on our documents. Therefore, below you will find the statement that is to be

used and comes directly from board policy #2224.
FOR ENGLISH DOCUMENTS
“The Sweetwater Union High School District does not discriminate with regard to sex, race, religion, color,
national origin, ancestry/ethnicity, marital or parental status, age, physical or mental disability, sexual
orientation or any other unlawful consideration.

SUHSD Administrative Policy #2224”
FOR SPANISH DOCUMENTS

“Sweetwater Union High School District, proveerd acceso a sus servicios, actividades, clases y programas, o
en la contratacion o reclutamiento, avance de personal, no discrimina en cuanto a género(sexo), raza, color,
religion, origen nacional, ascendencia, etnia, estado civil o paternal o maternal, edad, discapacidad fisica o
mental, orientacion sexual o cualquier otra consideracion ilegal.
El Distrito cumplird con todas las leyes estatales y federales que prohiben la discriminacion.
SUHSD Politica Administrativa #2224

Documents needing the non-discrimination statement include: Personnel (ie. items
distributed to the public, applications, recruiting flyers etc.) rules, and calendars,
materials mailed to parents by sites and district departments including: flyers, codes
of conduct, surveys, newsletters (except individual or single letters or memos),
information distributed to students (i.e. rules, handbooks, registration packets,
pamphlets, reports to outside agencies).

:eh
c: Supertintendent
Area Superintendents

Assistant Superintendents
Chief Finance Officer

“The Sweetwater Union High School District does not discriminate with regard to sex, race, religion, color,
national origin, ancestry/ethnicity, marital or parental status, age, physical or mental disability, sexual orientation
or any other unlawful consideration.
SUHSD Administrative Policy #2224”
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From: Alehew@aol.com

pparr@suhsd.k12.ca.us, jgodfrey@sdcoe.k12.ca.us, ¢hasta44@sdcoe.kl12.ca.us,
arlie.ricasa@suhsd.k12.ca.us, bdragon@suhsd.k12.ca.us, bobgriego@ci.irwindale
bwilson@wilsoninsurance.com, ebrand@suhsd.k12.ca.us,
Areg.sandoval@suhsd.k12.ca.us, jim.cartmill@suhsd.k12.ca.us,
jdominguez@suhsd.k12.ca.us, Iprovencio@suhsd.k12.ca.us, MarkBaca@webcdm
UHZ77@aol.com, rkastelic@suhsd.kt2.ca.us, scott.alvey@pactel.com

Date: Mon, 14 Feb 2000 13:05:59 EST

Sulyiect:Re: E-mail Addvesses

Ta:

This is helpful. Thanks. 1 want to make a suggestion that we amend the name
of this committee when the proposition letter is assigned to include "YES on
Proposition 'X'". I also think we should limit the scope/focus of the
committee name to reflect what this measure is about - schoels/school
buildings. "Quality Fducation” is not only too broad, but invites debate on
a wheole range of ofther issues. We want to under piomise and over deliver!
Amending is a simpie tiaing to do and should be done before we move into any
significant level of cemmunication/production. This will not affect what has
already been created for fundraising e#fforts.

Sincerely, Ariane

© 1994-99, webCOMBO. All rights re erved.

e el s g o
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SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT
PLANNING & FACILITIES

ANDREW B. CAMPBELL
January 20, 2000

Mr. Mark Baca
1412 East 14th Street
National City CA 91950

Dear Mr. Baca:

On behalf of the Sweetwater Union High School District Board of Trustees, Superintendent Dr. Edward
Brand, and Sweetwater High School Principal Mr. Ralph Mora, you are cordially invited to participate with
us on a team that will provide guidance to staff and consultants for the modernization of Sweetwater High
School.

You have been asked to participate in this important effort because of your interest and involvement in
Sweetwater High School. Although a school modernization bond will not be on the election ballot until
November 2000, this preliminary planning work is a necessary first step in planning the needed facility
improvements. A tremendous lead time is involved in planning the improvements, programming,
designing the details, and gaining the necessary building permits. On January 29, 2000, the Board of
Trustees will consider authorizing staff to commence the detailed planning effort, as we cautiously are
optimistic that a bond effort can be successful in the fall. We believe that beginning the programming
portion now will allow the district to “jump start” this long planning process which could ultimately assist
the district in obtaining state funding.

We ask that you attend three programming meetings with district staff and our architect. The first meeting
will be held on Thursday, February 10, 2000 at 4:30 p.m. in the library/media center at Sweetwater High
School. The two follow-up meetings will be scheduled during the initial meeting.

We look forward to your attendance and participation.

Sincerely,

Andrew B. éampbell

Assistant Superintendent
Planning & Facilities

ABC/sl

1130 FIFTH AVENUE « CHULA VISTA « CALIFORNIA « 91911
(619) 691-5553 (619) 420-0339 (Fax)
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SWEETWATER UNION HIGH ScHoOL DISTRICT,

Hilltop High Wins Prestigious
Countywnle Academlc Decathlon

Hilltop's Academic Decathlon winners are honored. With them are Adviser Virginia
Martinez, Board Member Arlie Ricasa and Principal Jerry Rindone.

Interstate 8 has
earned the title.
The closest the
Sweetwater
District came
was in 1996 when
Bonita Vista
High took third.
Adding to the
district’s
achievements,
Castle Park came
in 10th to round
out the top 10
teams for the

1130 FiFTH AVENUE © CHULA VISTA,

For the first time in the
17-year history of the
challenging Academic
Decathlon, a Sweetwater
District school—Hilltop
High—swept through 10
rigorous academic events to
take the decathlon title.

The nine-member student

team led by teacher Virginia
Martinez beat out
powerhouses like Torrey
Pines, La Jolla and Orange
Glen high schools that have
dominated the competition
in years past. In fact,
Hilltop’s win is the first
time any school south of

county.

“This is a thrill,” Martinez
said. “The students have
been studying hard all year.
To say that we are all proud
of them is really an
understatement.
see p. 7 Hilltop High Wins
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Traditional Summer School
Slated for June 26-August 10

Traditional summer school will be held at six sites
this year from June 26 through Aug. 10. Chula Vista
Middle, Southwest Junior and Granger Junior will have
classes for grade levels 7, 8, and 9. Bonita Vista High,
Castle Park High and Mar Vista High will offer classes
for grades 10, 11, and 12.

During the summer session, students may take core
classes in math and English. They can also complete
required classes—Ilike health and science at the middle
school level and health and communications at the high
school level. Completing these classes enables students
to schedule elective courses or extra-curricular
activities during the regular year.

A high school marine science course will be
available at Castle Park High. Students will be
transported to the Chula Vista Nature Center and will
receive four hours of elective credit toward high school
graduation.
see p. 7 Traditional Summer School
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Sweetwéter
Wins Through
Partnerships

In Sweetwater, innovative
partnerships are making
limited resources go farther
and work harder. e
The district is a
cutting-edge
example of going
beyond traditional
thinking to
anticipate and
address both
student and
community needs.

The library/media center
at Eastlake High is a premier
example of how all
stakeholders benefit from
successful partnerships.
Through a joint-use
agreement, the City of Chula
Vista and the Sweetwater
District share facility, staffing
and inventory costs for an
on-campus library open to the
public.

Students gain by having
immediate access to a more
comprehensive collection of
books, software and media
materials than the average
school can typically provide.

The arrangement allows the
city to expand library services
and literacy activities for
residents in the high-growth
areas of Chula Vista without
having to undertake facility
construction.

And Eastlake High benefits
from greater community
involvement and support.

This collaboration has
caught statewide attention—
earning a prestigious Golden

Superintendent
Ed Brand, Ed.D.

see p. 7 Sweetwater Wins



Summer Academy
Pilot Programs

Please Te‘l us The Sweetwater District is attend.
m beginning a Summer The Summer Academ
What vo" Thl“k--- Acgademy pilot program this pilot programs will {
year to both help and evaluate | concentrate on reading and
The goal of this newsletter is to keep you students who are at risk of math. Students will be tested
informed about what's happening in the being held back. As detailed in these areas at the beginning
district and the issues that affect your in our last issue, the district and end of the Summer
student. Your input will help determine the substantially toughened future | Academy. Teachers for these
kinds of information included in next year's promotion and graduation programs are being specially
newsletters. Please take a moment to requirements last July. trained and selected, and the
complete and return the three short survey Summer Academy pilot class size will be limited to a
questions below or contact the parent programs will be held for maximum of 25 students.
editors with your feedback. Chula Vista Middle 70 and Each classroom will have an
Earl Jentz - 420-7635 gth grade students and instructional aide or a
Parent at Bonita Vista High Southwest Junior 7th and gth classroom tutor. The Summer
Nora Hanson - 656-3900 }c{lia(i‘e St‘lilld}f;,nts' 'Sosuthwest | Aca?fzmyjpllol’)péogr.dm:hwﬂl
Parent at Bonita Vista High gh will have a Summer | run from June 26 throug
Academy pilot program for Aug. 10.
Maggie Pereyra - 428-2806 their 9th graders. If Summer Academy pilot
Parent at Castle Park High Students will be selected programs are successful,
Gloria Jouan - 420-7490 for this support program if efforts will be made to
Parent at Chula Vista High their last SAT9 math or expand these activities during
Glenn Berger - 421-0465 geﬁ%ing scores are belov{ the the following school year.
Parent at Mar Vista High 23 percinlile Studonts
receiving registration
Dennis Williams - 656-6098 information are expected to

Parent at Eastlake High
What are your thoughts about the current
format?

What kinds of articles/information would
you like to see?

Do you have any other suggestions for
next year?

Please return written survey responses to:
Earl Jentz, Parent Editor
397 Third Avenue, Suite A
Chula Vista, 91910
jentzearl.aol.com
or
- Sweetwater Grants and Communications
1130 Fifth Avenue
Chula Vista, CA 91911
|.leopold@suhsd.k12.ca.us
(Can be forwarded through your school's office)
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Sweetwater District Class of 2006 Has
Admissions Pact with SDSU

(U1,
Az107

CLASS OFi¥

Students representing three elementary school districts participate in “Compact for Success” with
key players from Sweetwater, SDSU and the Ellis Foundation.

Compact for Success:

The Guaranteed Admission/
Guaranteed Tuition pilot program
ensures admission to SDSU for
students who reach specified
benchmarks, starting in seventh
grade. Parents and students will sign
a contract that outlines their
responsibilities.

For students who meet benchmarks
but can’t afford college, the
program’s tuition guarantee kicks in.
A $500,000 scholarship fund from
the Ellis Foundation, headed by
former Sweetwater District graduate
Michael Ellis, will pay the way for

Michael Ellis presents $500,000 check to Sweetwater Board
President Greg Sandoval.

those meeting financial need criteria.

At the announcement ceremony,
Ellis told student representatives they
are a valuable asset that the
community can not afford to lose.

“We could have the cure for cancer
right here,” he said, “but if all of you
don’t have the opportunity for a
college education, we could miss
out.”

Calling the agreement the only one
of its kind in the nation, Sweetwater
Superintendent Ed Brand said the
project goes a long way in raising
students’ expectations. “The Class
of 2006 is going to set their sights
for college, and we’re
going to support their
achievement every step
of the way.”

As part of their
commitment, Sweetwater
and SDSU have pledged
tutoring and other
assistance to help the
Class of 2006 meet their
benchmarks.

Sweetwater’s Board
President Greg Sandoval
said he expects the

Sporting Future
SDSU Aztec
Tshirts,

a dozen
incoming
seventh
graders—
representing
Sweetwater
District’s

Class of 2006—
witnessed an
agreement
that will
guarantee
every member
of their class
admission to
San Diego State
University.

On behalf of
more than
5,000 of their
classmates,

the students
helped SDSU
President
Stephen
Weber,
Sweetwater
Superintendent
Ed Brand and
Michael Ellis,
head of

the Ellis
Foundation,
announce the
new partner-
ship at a March
8 ceremony

at Hilltop
Middle

School.

program to ensure a more
diverse group of district
students are university-bound.
“College is the currency for
success in the future. This
program will provide the skills
needed so all students can cash
in on the opportunities a
college education affords.”
San Diego State University
President Stephen Weber
added that the pilot program
will help students work
through any obstacles to
higher education. “We’re
holding out our hand to these
students and saying if you

Sweetwater Superintendent Ed Brand (L)
and SDSU President Stephen Weber sign
the historic agreement.

work hard and meet the
requirements, we promise to
have a place for you at
SDSU

Parents and students can
expect a complete packet of
information on The Compact
for Success: Guaranteed
Admission/Guaranteed Tuition
Program sometime during the
summer.
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Sweetwater
Secondary
Council PTA

It's a busy time for PTA in the
Sweetwater Secondary Council. Our
units are busy with their various
activities. Hilltop High is getting a
website set up for their PTA and
working on organizing a safe
After-Prom for their students.

Bonita Vista High set up another
beautiful Artsfest activity day in
March. Bonita Vista Middle is
following up a successful Book Fair
with plans for the Artsfest and
annual Campus Clean-up in April.

We are working toward
nominating our new boards for next
year and planning for our year
ahead. The PTA is a wonderful way to
get involved in your child's school
and get to know other parents and
teachers as well. Think about saying
yes when someone calls you to
volunteer.

Don't know how to do a
certain job? - Our Council is here
to help train you for PTA positions.

Please call us- We are looking
forward to the PTA State
Convention, May 4-7 in Long Beach.

Interested in starting a PTA
program at your school? -
Call Nora Hanson

at 656-3900.

Find out more about PTA, by
going to their website:

California State PTA
<www.capta.org>
and

National PTA
<www.pta.org>.

Parents Find Summer Learning
Strategies for Students

Summer provides a well-deserved break
from a year of hard school work, but
students’ education need not end in June.
With a more relaxed timeline, summer
vacation is also the perfect opportunity to
get a jump on the new school year.

READ, READ AND READ
SOME MORE: Summeris a
great time to practice reading skills
with books
students want to
read. Watch
improvement
through a
reading log that
chronicles the
number, and
difficulty, of books read. Start a
Parent/Child book club with your
teens. Set aside a family reading
time. Hold conversations about
shared experiences. Tell stories
about the family and its history. Set
up centers in your home for: game
playing (Scrabble, dominoes, etc.),
doing puzzles, working on an
ongoing family project. Visit the
local public libraries, which always
schedule special summer programs.

VACATION EDUCATION:
Build skills through map reading,
charting the trip before departure,
creating lists of items needed in
advance of departure,
observing scenery
while driving in the
car, writing and
sending postcards and
letters about the
experience (to others
and to themselves), assembling a
scrapbook of the trip and watching
for vocabulary words along the way.

HOME-GROWN
LEARNING: Plant a vegetable
garden, install a bird feeder and
identify the birds, start a

waw

~

collection—perhaps shells, seeds,
leaves or flowers. Read the Quest
section of the San

Diego

Union-Tribune on

Wednesdays for

what’s coming in

the sky that week

and spend time '
with a star chart

watching the skies. As a family, hold
a stock market competition for the
summer—opick a stock, chart its
progress, compare at the end of the
summer and plan a fantasy activity
with the fantasy profits.

TV AS A FAMILY
ACTIVITY: In a drama, identify
the main character, decide on
conflicts faced
by the main
character, and
determine the
purpose of the
show. Watch the
news on various
channels during the summer and rate
them as a family. Assemble a list of
vocabulary words to post on the
refrigerator and learn together.

NEW SUMMER
HANDBOOK FOR
PARENTS: A whole host of
additional ideas will be part of a new
summer handbook that will be ready
for distribution to
parents by the end
of May. Copies
will be available |
through your

student’s school or )
by calling the

district’s Curriculum and Instruction

office at 619-691-5586.

-
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Parents Welcome...

In addition to the various opportunities that parents and community members have at
every school to become involved in the educational process, the Sweetwater District

offers everyone—especially parents—the chance to participate in any of the District

Advisory Committees (DACs).

o If you wish to participate, time
commitment is two hours each month.

your school principal or the district
department in charge of your chosen

* Meetings are open to the public. Guests committee.

are welcome. e Spanish interpretation is provided at

« If you wish to join any of the DACs and most meetings.

represent your school, please contact

DISTRICT MEETING SCHEDULE

 PARENTS, STUDENTS AND COMMUNITY MEMBERS WELCOME
~ Meetin atior _Date  Time
May 18 7 PM - end
7 PM - end

Boar f Tstes
District Office Board Room June 13
691-5500

Curriculum & Instruction (C&aI) May 22
District Advisory Committee

District Office Room A/B

691-5586

District Language Learners May 31 9:30 AM - 12:00 PM
(DELAC) Advisory Committee June 28 9:30 AM - 12:00 PM
District Office Room A/B

585-7804

GATE/SBCP May 8
District Advisory Committee June 12
Categorical Office

466 Moss St., CV

691-5840

6:30 - 8:30 PM

6:30 - 8:30 PM
6:30 - 8:30 PM

6:30 - 8:30 PM
6:30 - 8:30 PM

Parent Advisory Committee May 23
District Office Room A/B June 20
691-5555

Special Abilities Cluster May 11
Parent Meeting

District Office Board Room

691-5590

Special Education District June 6 6-7PM
Advisory Committee

District Office Board Room

691-5590

6:30 - 8:30 PM

Special Education Parent June 6 7-9PM
Information Night

District Office Board Room

691-5590

Distinguished Lecturer Series May 9
Gifted & Talented Education (GATE)

Hilltop High Cafeteria

555 Claire Ave., CV

691-5840

7 PM - end

Note: The district office (also known as the administration center) is located at 1130 Fifth Avenue
in Chula Vista. Meeting dates are subject to change. Please call in advance to confirm meeting
time and location.

SCIENCE FAIR NEWS
Just over 100 students
from 11 Sweetwater schools
exhibited their projects at the
District Science Fair held
Feb. 23 at Hilltop High.
Participation exceeded
expectations, and
68 students were
chosen to proceed g
on to the Greater
San Diego Science
and Engineering Fair
competition in Balboa
Park April 12. The
number of district entries in
the San Diego competition has
nearly doubled from last year.
Congratulations to all the
students who participated and
to the teachers and parents
who supported them. Also,
congratulations and thank
you to the district's science fair
organizer—Steve Rodecker.
The Greater San Diego
Science Fair exhibits and
awards were on display in
Balboa Park April 13 - 15 for
grades seven through 12.

DISTINGUISHED
LECTURER SERIES
The Distinguished Lecturer
Series is free and available to
parents, staff, students and
community members. The
speakers are educational
experts from around the
country. The focus is on gifted
and talented education,
instruction in the mixed
ability classroom and
surviving and thriving during
adolescence. For more
information call 691-5840.
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Micha Suarez, Making a Difference for Students

Sitting as a student representative on
the Board of Trustees is the fulfillment
of a dream Micha Suarez
has had since she was in
the seventh grade.

It was at that time that
Micha appeared before
the board to receive a
science fair award.
Inspired by seeing a
student representative on
the board, she vowed that
when her time came she would be sitting
up there too.

Competition to be selected as the
student representative is tough.

Candidates must fill out an application
and then be interviewed by a panel of
Associated Student Body presidents and
the current student representative. The
interview panel then selects the new
representative—which Micha admits is a
difficult choice.

“All the candidates are at the top of
their class,” said Micha, who will
graduate from Sweetwater High this
summer.

As a student board member, Micha has
been a role model for other students in
the district.

“Sometimes other students see
something wrong and don’t do anything

about it because they say, ‘I’m only one
person,”” Micha said. “As a board
member I can vote on issues. I'm an
example that one person can make a
difference and so can you.”

In addition to making a difference
while sitting on the board, Micha
encourages more students to compete to
be the board’s student representative.

“You really get a first-hand look at
how the district functions,” Micha said.
“Most students think all they need to do
is go to school then go home and do
homework. They don’t realize there is so
much more to school than that.”

Chula Vista Middle
Moves Ahead

Chula Vista Middle and
Sweetwater District staff have been
working hard ever since the Feb. 7
fire that damaged 11 classrooms and
the cafeteria. By the end of that first
week, affected classes moved into
new, fully furnished portable
facilities. Chula Vista’s leaders,
businesses and residents responded
just as quickly.

Supplies, contributions and
volunteered services immediately
began pouring into the school. One
of the latest examples is a brand new
computer lab—with 25 high-tech
workstations—donated by the
Futures Foundation.

A lot of people have been asking
what the long-term plans for the
school are. A committee of
architects, parents, students and
school and district staff are working
together to create a detailed
conceptual plan for modernizing the
entire Chula Vista Middle campus.

Building Education and Careers
on the Waterfront

Mathematics takes on a whole new
relevance when you’re calculating the
amount of sheet metal, pipes and rigging
needed to build a 950-foot ship. And
that’s what students will discover when
Sweetwater District, the Regional
Occupational Program and National
Steel and Shipbuilding Company
(NASSCO) launch a new program—the
Waterfront Academy—slated to begin
next fall.

This innovative program is expected
to bring 60-75 incoming seniors to
NASSCO’s bayfront shipbuilding
facility for both academic classes and
career preparation. Students will get
hands-on training by the company’s
industry experts and will study
academics with their Sweetwater
teachers.

Trades such as electrical, pipefitting,
sheet metal, shipfitting, rigging and
welding are part of the career academy.

“NASSCO is looking at students in
this program not only as our future core
of multi-skilled artisans,” said company
President Richard Vortmann, “but also as
the future cadre of supervisors, managers
and engineers.”

After graduation and a six-week paid

summer internship, graduates will be
recruited by NASSCO and other San
Diego waterfront employers. Those hired
by NASSCO will be eligible for tuition
reimbursement of up to $2,500 as they
pursue college coursework preparing for
professional opportunities at NASSCO.

“The partnership is a great match,”
said Superintendent Ed Brand.
“Sweetwater students can get their foot
in the door for lifelong careers, and
NASSCO can tap into a pool of young
people to replace the company’s retiring
workforce.”

At a series of community meetings
held recently throughout the district,
parents received program information
and application materials for their
students.

Applications are due back to program
officials on May 8. Contact
Sweetwater’s Career Awareness Center
at 691-5611 formore information:.
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Hilltop High Wins

continued from p. 1

“We are so excited about bringing this
honor to Hilltop High and to the
Sweetwater District.”

This year’s competition drew teams
from 38 public and private schools from
throughout San Diego County. Students
competed in 10 academic events. Seven
were multiple-choice tests in music, art,
language and literature, mathematics,
economics, social science and Super
Quiz. They also competed in three

communications

#These Hilltop  tests: written essays,

students are speeches and oral

a wonderfu interviews.
reflection “I know how

of the great difficult many of
things those test questions
happening are,” said Hilltop
in the High Principal
SWee_tw’a'tel’ Jerry Rindone.
District, “Our students’ win
sa'ld%::rtd is a reflection of
‘g::; sandoval. many hours of

studying and of

their steely
determination when

faced with worthy competitors.”

The work by students Aaron
Arboleda, Christopher Franco, Daniel
Moorhead, Christopher King, Walter
Hanau, Amanda Martinez, Jerome

Forgy, Moises Lara and Justin Buchanan
has made the entire district proud.

“Their efforts and those of their
teachers and parents who support them
are true examples of teamwork.”

The honors continued for Hilltop
when the team competed at the state
Academic Decathlon March 17-19 in
Los Angeles. The team made a
respectable showing for their first
statewide competition when they
placed in the top half of the 57 teams
participating.

Traditional Summer School

continued from p. 1

Each high school site may also offer one class each of

Biology, Course I Math and Course II Math in an
accelerated format over a 35-day period from June 26
through Aug. 15. Students are eligible for these
classes with a teacher’s recommendation.

All summer classes are offered subject to
enrollment and adequate staffing. Students
should contact their regular counselor for details
and recommendations.

A “Rainbow Graduation” for seniors com-
pleting their high school requirements during the
summer will be held on Aug. 10. For the
ceremony, all graduates wear a graduation gown in
their respective school colors.

Sweetwater Wins

continued from p. 1

Bell award for the district. Through
its Golden Bell program, the
California School Boards Association
recognizes exemplary and
forward-thinking educational
practices.

Through another creative
partnership, what was once the site
of the vacant Imperial Beach
firehouse is now home to a high-tech
adult education campus. In 1997,
council members unanimously
approved a $1-per-year property lease
for 55 years to the district, and city
representatives participated in project
design and construction. This new
school in Imperial Beach makes
state-of-the-art academic and career
preparation available to more South
County residents than ever before.

Sweetwater’s board of trustees has
made community collaboration a high
priority. The board has also supported
enhanced student learning through
connections with area businesses and
postsecondary institutions. As an
example, Southwestern College offers
classes on-site at each of
Sweetwater’s high school campuses.
Students can get a head start on com-
pleting college credits right at their
home school.

In addition, over 300 corporate
partners contribute a wealth of
resources—including staff,
equipment and services—that helps
increase achievement for all
Sweetwater youth.

The district’s newest high school—
scheduled to open on Otay Mesa in
the year 2002—will take
Sweetwater’s collaboration with local
business to new heights. The school
will host a Mission Federal Credit
Union training center. This full-

fledged operating branch will give
students “real-world” opportunities.

Sweetwater is committed to finding
new ways to go above and beyond
for our students. The district will
continue to identify and strengthen
partnerships that make good sense for
both our students and the community.
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New Otay Ranch School on the Drawing Board

—

For the first time in several
decades, the Sweetwater
District will be building
two high schools

simultaneously—in Otay

Mesa and Otay Ranch.
Designed very
similarly, the two
schools each sit on 50
acres of land. Their
designs incorporate
amenities to meet
rigorous state academic
standards.
The new schools,
for example, will provide
additional science labs and
classrooms so students can
meet new increased science
requirements.

While construction on the
Otay Mesa school is expected
to begin this summer, the plan
review process continues for
the new Otay Ranch high
school, and construction will
commence in early 2001.

Both schools are expected
to open in late 2002.

The district is exploring
joint-use arrangements with
the City of Chula Vista for the
school’s library and parks,
Sweetwater planning officials
said.

Both schools will have a
wide range of athletic facilities
and state-of-the-art class-
rooms, said Katy Wright,
director of planning and

construction for Sweetwater.
And unlike Otay Mesa where
a performing arts center is
planned, the Otay Ranch
school will have a multi-
purpose building. Both
schools will have a
gymnasium and a business
education center.

The Otay Ranch high
school will be located south
of the future extension
of Olympic Parkway and east
of Paseo Ranchero, and the
Otay Mesa school will be
located south of 1-905 and
east of Old Otay Mesa Road.

Aging Sweetwater Schools

Any homeowner dealing
with the challenges of an
aging home can empathize
first-hand with the facilities
plight of many schools.

Throughout California,
districts like Sweetwater are
facing challenges—caused by
decades-old buildings and
burgeoning growth and
overcrowding—that affect
learning opportunities for
students.

In Sweetwater, most of the
schools range in age from 25
to 60 years old. Two schools
have buildings constructed
during Franklin Roosevelt’s
presidency as part of the
Works Project Administration
(WPA) program.

The district’s aging
classrooms reflect years of use
by the thousands of students

who have completed their
education here in the South
Bay. These outdated facilities
complicate efforts to give
today’s students the complex

technological preparation so
critical to learning in the 21st
century.

Magnifying that impact is
growth in local population

that has stretched

the capacity needs at most
Sweetwater schools.
Since 1997, the district
has had to add over 100

portable classrooms to
the 200 it already had in
place.
That’s why a facilities
| planning committee—

Face Facilities Problems

including parents, teachers,
principals and professionals
with expertise in school
construction— have been
involved in a careful
assessment of the district’s
facility needs.

Based on their findings,
the group anticipates a
recommendation to
Sweetwater’s Board of
Trustees for a general
obligation bond to fund
needed improvements.

The Board’s final decision
on whether or not to go
forward with a bond is
expected during June of this
year. If approved, the measure
would be slated for the
November 2000 general
election.
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Coming Soon:
Test Results at

Teachers’ Fingertips

Technology’s newest tools
will soon bring student test
information to teachers’
desktops.

The Information
Technology department is
busy pulling together
Student Explorer, a student
information system—created
in-house—that will allow
teachers to access student
achievement data on SAT9
and other tests from their
classroom computers.

It is envisioned that
teachers armed with the test
results for each student—
broken down by class
enrollment and tested subject
areas—will be able to create
specific lesson plans that
will help students better
understand subjects on
which they are tested.

Under the Web-based
system, teachers would log
into the district’s network,
enter their password and the
list of classes they teach
would appear. A teacher then
could click onto one of the
classes and a student roster
would appear. All the scores
for each student tested would
be available—right down to
the SATO content cluster.

Teachers could see how
each individual student scored
in every subject area and
determine their strengths and
weaknesses.

The information system
would also allow teachers to
see the achievement of an
entire class and pinpoint

specific subject areas that
may need more attention.

All the information
available is not new.
Administrators and counselors
have been receiving student
achievement data for years.
What is new is the way the
information will now be
distributed, said Rusty Meike,
technology training manager.

“We have all this great
information that could
enhance the teaching
process,” Meike said. “Let’s
get it out to teachers through
their desktop and not in a
giant report that they have to
thumb through. This way it’s
accessible any time they
need it.”

The system will be set up
to allow password-protected
teacher access from home
and other remote locations
using the latest encryption
technology to ensure privacy.
Eventually the student infor-
mation system will include
attendance, grades and other
sources of information
currently found in the
district’s various databases.

While the framework for
the system is currently in
place, Information
Technology is still working
to make the system as user-
friendly as possible. Focus
groups are being held in
March and April to hear
how teachers want the system
displayed for easiest
interaction.

Students Find Math Is Fun
During Math Field Day,
Competition

Students look at a wall of charts to learn what math problems they
will be assigned as part of Sweetwater's Math Field Day.

More than 70 Sweetwater District middle school
students competed in the “Mad Hatter Marathon™ and
“Math Bowl” during the district's first annual Math
Field Day events held recently.

“Most students just go through school doing math,
but we wanted to show them that math could be fun,”
said Dennis Williams, one of the Math Field Day
organizers.

The competition, which was held Sat., March 25 at
Chula Vista Middle, was also a warm-up for the
countywide Math Field Day competition scheduled
for May 6 at Scripps Ranch High School.

“The South Bay is not always well-represented at
the county competition,” said
Gayle Maggi, another district
organizer and the regional
director for Math Renaissance.
“We wanted to give the
students a taste of what the
county competition is like and
give them time to practice.”

Student teams were
awarded first, second and third place for competi-
tions, and their scores were totaled to provide overall
winners—including Bonita Vista Middle, Southwest
Junior and Mar Vista Middle.

In evaluations after the event, students wrote of the
day’s excitement.

“It was great to see how other schools are doing,”
one student wrote. “Math can be fun in competition.”

“I can’t wait for the county Math Field Day.”
another wrote.

This year’s success has organizers hopeful of
expanding the district competition to include
Sweetwater high schools next year.
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Governor Expected at Sweetwater Summit

Mark your calendar!
Sweetwater District’s fifth
annual Community Education
Summit is
slated for
August 2000.
The
Honorable
Gray Davis,
Governor of
California, has
agreed to address
the Summit as its
keynote speaker.
Governor Davis is one of
California’s most outspoken
education advocates.

The event is scheduled at

Sweetwater Union
High School District
Administration Center
1130 Fifth Avenue
Chula Vista, CA 91911

Board of Trustees
Jim Cartmill

Robert Griego
Lorenzo Provencio
Arlie N. Ricasa
Greg R. Sandoval

Edward M. Brand, Ed. D.
Superintendent

The Parent to Parent Sweetwater
News is a publication of volunteer
parents and the Sweetwater District.
To correspond with the contributors to
this newsletter, contact Parent Editor
Earl Jentz at 420-7635. To receive
additional copies, call Grants and
Communications at 691-5578.

The Sweetwater District does not discriminate
with regard to gender, religion, color, national
origin, ancestry/ethnicity, maritial or parental
status, age, physical or mental disability, sexual
orientation or any other unlawful consideration.
SUHSD Administrative Policy #2224.

Eastlake High School on
either Aug. 11, 18 or 25. As
in past years,
transportation will be
available as will
translation services.
Last year’s Summit
was a huge success
with more than 1,000
parents, students,
community members
and district staff in
attendance. Gary
Hart, former California State
Secretary of Education, was
the keynote speaker and
accountability was the theme
for the event.

This year’s summit will
unveil the new Compact for
Success: Guaranteed
Admission/Guaranteed
Tuition Program recently
announced by Sweetwater,
San Diego State University
and The Ellis Foundation.

The Compact for Success
pilot offers guaranteed
college admission to
Sweetwater’s incoming
seventh graders—Class of
2006. (See story on p. 3)

The Summit is a venue
for parents, students and
community members to
provide guidance and

recommendations to the
district for improving student
achievement. The district’s
Expected Districtwide
Learning Results (EDLRs)
were a product of the first
Summit in 1996.

This year’s event will
provide an opportunity for
all parents—especially those
with incoming seventh
graders—to hear and
understand just what the
Compact for Success entails
for their students and
themselves.
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" webCOMBO webmail: "Re: E-mail Addresses" http://webmail.webcombo.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi
.

webcombo
»
Home : Residential Services : webCOMBO webmail
[MInbox e —
S | Raply | %k‘_f},‘.}fy Al | For w,am}
Logout otz
Lomposs L!}(:? et g i Pr {f»ijirr Mcex:t_j f_sf“:"ﬁi_i’jj
| Help

m ConoANTroT Bowt)

pparr@suhsd.kl12.ca.us, jgodfrey@sdcoe.k12.ca.us,
shasta44@sdcoe.kl2.ca.us, arlie.ricasa@suhsd.k12.ca.us,
bdragon@suhsd.k12.ca.us, bobgriego@ci.irwindale.ca.us,
bwilson@wilsoninsurance.com, ebrand@suhsd.k12.ca.us,
greg.sandoval@suhsd.k12.ca.us, jim.cartmill@suhsd.k12.ca.us,
jdominguez@suhsd.k12.ca.us, Iprovencio@suhsd.k12.ca.us,
MarkBaca@webcombo.net, UH77@aol.com,
rkastelic@suhsd.k12.ca.us, scott.alvey@pactel.com

Mon, 14 Feb 2000 13:05:59 EST
Re: E-mail Addresses

This is helpful. Thanks. I want to make a suggestion that we amend the
of this committee when the proposition letter is assigned to include "YES
Proposition 'X''. I also think we should limit the scope/focus of the
committee name to reflect what this measure is about - schools/school
buildings. "Quality Education" is not only too broad, but invites debate o
a whole range of other issues. We want to under promise and over deliv
Amending is a simple thing to do and should be done before we move int
significant level of communication/production. This will not affect what |
already been created for fundraising efforts.

Sincerely, Ariane

© 1994-99, webCOMBO. All rights reserved.
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éubj: Tribune update

Date: 2/24/00 10:47:36 AM Pacific Standard Time
From: Kardemasi

To: markbacal@juno.com, COI Mark Baca

*CC: goirichard@webcombo. net

Hi Mark. | tried to call you but you were not home and your mailbox was full and | could not leave a message. Then | paged
you. Anyway, | thought | would email so at least you got my message. | spoke with Richard about how to handle the school
bond issue with the reporter.

We don't want to hide the issue, but we also dont want to make it the focus of the article. The focus should be on the asset
mapping and its purpose — which is to get to know National City and its residents better. | think its okay to say one of the
things we are interested in leaming is whether or not people are registered to vote. Voter registration is one measure of civic
involvement. Also the NCYO are interested in the upcoming school bond election because it effects them very directly. The
point is that the asset mapping has a broad scope and is not just narrowly focused on the school bond. The information you
have found from the mapping can help National City in a number of ways. Feel free to call me and | will call you right back if |
am on the other line. Leave a message as to your availability. Good luck.

- Karen

ideomi Py ard e pople ok hone
|eaders\m @ @eab:".‘.ft'ﬁs bu@’(f“w/’(f"r NOT P(Y;vfwggj

R
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Thursday, February 24, 2000 America Online: Guest Page: 1



> AOL.COM | AOL Mail
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Subj: Fw: Up&ate on mtg@Districﬁb

‘Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2000 9:48:09 PM Eastern Standard Time
{From: markbacal@juno.com

To: markbacal@juno.com, COIMarkBaca@aol.com

t

http://web28d.aolmail.aol.com/mail.dci?box=read&id=11&count=18&next.x=1

;ijMd
original tex
in Reply.

————————— Forwardedimessage ——————————

From: markbacal@juno.com

To: rmora@sdcoe.kl2.ca.us

Date:"Mon," 7 Feb 20060 11:02:12 +0000

Subject: Update on mtg@District

Message-1ID: <20000207.110214.-145243.1.markbacal@juno.com>

Ralph,

I wanted to update you on meeting the team had last week at the District
office and who was in attendance. First, these were the team members that
were in attendance:

{l. Barry Dragon

2. Andy Campbell
3. Jorge Dominguez

{4. Jan Godfrey

5. Nora Hanson
6. Ed Brand
7 Mark Baca
8 Rudy Kastelic

:9. Ariane Lehew (consultant).
iSecond, the meeting was an overview of the Planning Phase,Preparation

Phase, Voter Contact Phase, Persuasion Phase and the Final Countdown
Phase. I can provide you the information that was disseminated at the
meeting to bring you up to speed (via- fax?). In conclusion, it is
important that we all have the same information as we move forward. I
look forward to a continuos and productive working relationship and i'am
fortunate to be on your team.

Sincerely,

Mark Baca

i

———————————————————— Headers ————————c—cco—

Return-Path: <markbacal@juno.com>

Received: from rly-ydO4.mx.aol.com (rly-yd04.mail.aol.com
[172.18.150.4]) by air-yd05.mail.aol.com (v67 bl.24) with ESMTP; Mon,
07 Feb 2000 21:48:09 —-0500

Received: from m7.jersey.junoc.com (m7.jersey.juno.com

[209.67.33.63]) by rly-yd04.mx.aol.com (v67 bl.24) with ESMTP; Mon,
07 Feb 2000 21:48:02 -0500
Received: from cookie.juno.com by cookie.juno.com for
<"sZB8pMGnfbOrFGc8bbotKk1WkecTULUIBBCLEFSVE0FXKGNoZ19qipfeg==">
Received: (from markbacal@juno.com) by m7.jersey.juno.com (queuemail)

2/14/00 12:50 AM
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* AOL.COM | AOL Mail
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id EX980Q5S4; Mon, 07 Feb 2000 21:47:43 EST
‘To: markbacal@juno.com, COIMarkBacaRaol.com

Date: Mon, 7 Feb 2000 18:46:50 +0000

Subject: Fw: Update on mtg@District

Message-ID: <20000207.184651.-216099.0.markbacal@juno.com>
XoMaifle S gnno 14.0. 5

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
iX-Juno-Line-Breaks: 0-9,12-21,28-32

X-Juno—-Att: 0

jX=Juno—RefParts: ©

From: markbacal@juno.com

 Ciose (B Heep foNew 8 Deiete | m 8 of 18 m
Other AOL Sites
AOL Hometown AOL Mail Find a Chat Download AOL
AOL Instant Messenger New to Chat? Community Directory Love@AOL

Copyright © America Online, Inc.
All rights reserved. Legal Notices
Try AOL
Privacy Policy

http://web28d aolmail aol.com/mail.dei?box=read&id=11&count=18&next.x=1

2/14/00 12:50 AM
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SWEETWATER COMMITTEEL EOR QUAT TTY, EDUEATION
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~/ J/ 2779927
gaii .. Mr. Chuck Hansen,"Wice-Presidettt y:} March 16, 2000

-

. Community Relations ¢ ?.}\
. Viejas Business Enterprises . Y
402 West Broadway. Ste 2(Jooﬁ N
¢: San Diego, CA 92101 4'{ \

i Dear Mr. Hansen: \

- Since June of 1922, the Sweetwater Union High School Dis
our comunily the best educunon possible, suce.
collegvrand the world beyond  But as the new Aanilernimy approaches, the abiiity ol i
district o conunue deliverig the firsi-rate educating we My

trict has given rhe young people ot
sstully prepanne then i hgh scheo.,

JOM Lo expect s Sangee

Today, Gur Kids are trying t¢ leacn and our icachers ape ymg o reach in owldings wath izakv
roofs, obsolete heating, electrica: winng that cannet suppe cormnuters and outdated secu; s
and fire-safety systems. It has been difficult 1o prepare our Kiuds for the chullenges of tive
future in this environment.
The school disict board of trustees 15 considering 4 bond issue for the November 2036
general election in the approcimate amount of $228 mullion. We are curzntly polling the
community and forming a campatgn committee 1n pieparation
“ETass-roots community campaign.” B

ol the esubhshment of o
ven with @ remendous rass-100ts support, PassIng thi,
mieasure will not be easy. We nead 1o reach enough voters 10 win with a 2/3 magorty. Toodg
this, we need your help.

Since the school district cannot us= public money 1o pay for a pohitical campaign such as this.
we are relying on the gencrosity of companies like yours 1o make this campmgn possible W
anticipate an abundance of valunteers to knock on doors and muke rhone calls hut we need
funds to pay for informational brochures, signs and other cempaign supphies Y our
contribunon will allow us to communicate ¢ flectively wit
this bond issuc to our schools, our children, and our community
signuficantly imiprove the quality of our kids' ecucaton today and I
Together, we can make this opportunity a reality

I'his measure wil

v decades 0 come

Itis clear that your firm value
310,000 to heip us get our message 1o the voters. On behalf of the many children that will
benefit from your support, thank you. We need to have this commitment prior to June !,
2000, so that we may concentrate our efforts on the campaign. Please call Dr Ed Brand at
691-5555 with yow pledge. or send your check 1o Sweetwzter Commitiee for Quality Schools
C/O Scott Alevy/Ed Brand at F.O. Box 6276, Chula Vists ("4 91909.6235

Sincerely.

g MSJ )4(”‘[7 £ g A/

Scott Alevy tid Brand, Ed.D.
Campaign Chair Committece Member

CALNEQRNTA AN 10D i ES ( AVE H E mEa 1vesa N R S )
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b the voters as 1o the unpestance of

s education. Bevause of this, we are asking for a contribution of
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SWEETWATER COMMITTEE FOR QUALITY EDUCATION

LI ENGEG
CHULLA VISTTA, CA 919119:6236
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“+: Mr. Chuck Hansen, Vice-President March 16, 2000

. Community Relations

. Viejas Business Enterprises

© 402 West Broadway. Ste. 2600
! San Diego, CA 92101

& Dear Mr. Hansen:
young people of

prepanng them for high schoo,,
anilermum approaches. the abiitty o ey

- Since June of 1922, the Sweetwater Union High School District has given the
s our communily the best educarion possible, successtully
college and the world beyond  But as the new

district to contnue delivermg the first-rate education we N come Lo expeat 15 denger

Today, cur kids are trying te learn and our teachers are rymg to teach an nuildings with leaky
roofs, obsolete heating, electrica! wining that cannot suppet computers and outdated secunity
and fire-safety systems. It has been difficult 1o prepare our kids for the challenges of the
future in this environment.

The school disTict board of trustees is considering a bond 1ssue for the November 2000
general election in the approcimate amount of $228 million. We are currently polling the
community and foitning a campaign committee in preparation of the establishment of a
“'grass-roots community campaign.” Even with a remendous grass-roots support, passing this
measure will not be easy. We need 1o reach enough voters tc win with a 2/3 majority. To do
& this, we need your help.

Since the school district cannol use public money to pay for a pohtical campaign such as this,
. We are relying on the gencrosity of companies like yours 1o make this campaign possible. W
anticipate an abundance of valunteers to knock on doors and make rhone calls, but we need
funds to pay for informational brochures, signs and other campaign supplies.  Your
contribunon will allow us to communicate cffectively with the voters as to the unpoitance of
this bond issue to our schocls, our children, and our commumity. This measure will
significantly improve the quality of our kids' educat:on loday and for decades to come,
Together, we can make this opportunity a realiry.

It is clear that your firm values education. Because of this, we are asking for a contribution of
$10,000 to heip us get our message (o the voters. On behalf of the many children that will
benefit from your support, thank you. ‘We need to have this commitment prior to June i
2000, so that we may concentrate our efforts on the campaign. Please call Dr. Ed Brand at
691-5555 with yow pledge, or send your check 1o Sweetwzter Commitiee for Quality Schools
C/O Scott Alevy/Ed Brand at F.Q. Box 6236, Chula Vista, CA 919096235

Sincerely.

<
W 4‘”"’ z_/W
Scott Alevy tid Brand, Ed.D.
Campaign Chair Committec Member

CALIFORNIA Tax 1D J3I-0866448

¢ CAMPAIGN COMMITTEL LD 490810
PAID FOX BY DONATIONS T0 TERAET N W

TWAT KR COMMITIES KON QUEALITY BOUEATLGN
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Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street ® National City, CA 91950 ® (619) 477-3800 ® Fax: (619) 477-3829

July 5, 2000

My name is Herman Baca, chairperson of the Committee on Chicano Rights (CCR).
Members of the Board of Trustees, I am here tonight to urge you to say No, No, No, to
Superintendent's Ed's Brand's, 187 million dollar bond " boondoggle" proposal. The bond, which
he is asking you to approve, and if approved by the voters will burden homeowners of the
SWUHSD with new taxes for the next 25 years.

I want to go on record, so that there is no mistakes about the reason(s) for our opposition. As
the head of an organization which has fought and struggled for the last 30 years for quality
education, as a former student of this district (class of 1961), and as the parent of 3 children who
graduated, and with one child currently in the district, that:

" Our organization, like so many others, who have been driven to oppose this proposal readily
understand and acknowledge the great need, for this predominately Mexican American school
district, to upgrade not only it's infrastructure, but more importantly the quality of education for
the majority which has long been denied." ""Buildings and infrastructure are important, but not as
important as the quality of education for it's students." "I ask you before you vote to ask yourselves
why should parents, the taxpayers who Superintendent Ed Brand now remembers and who he is
now asking to shoulder the majority burden of his'"" boondoggle" proposal have to support or pay,

when:

e Their sons and daughters are educated under an outdated curriculum, which was workable 40
years ago when the population figures were the reverse (80% Anglo, 20% Mexican American)

of what they are today?

e Some administrators and teachers have no relevance to the students, parents or the community,
and are only concerned with collecting their paycheck?

e Schools in more affluent areas such as Eastlake, Bonita, etc., because they are politically strong
receive more of everything than schools in poorer areas National City, certain areas ofChula
Vista, who are obviously more in need?

For the above and the reason(s) below, in 1997 the CCR and others opposed Superintendent
Ed Brand's 500 million-dollar proposal. The proposal was defeated at the polls and failed because
the Superintendent's failed to address or resolve the following reasons: :

1. The issue of the poorest areas (National City, San Ysidro, and Chula Vista) of the district's
homeowners having to pay for the proposed upgrades. In 1997 the Mello-Roos (Eastlake,
Rancho Del Rey, Long Canyon) homeowners were completely excluded from the then proposed
bond tax. It is now our understanding that the district has initiated another ruse.



2. The bond measure if approved in 2000 would obligate Mello-Roos homeowners to pay the bond
taxes, but according to a district spokesperson, bond taxes paid would then be deducted from
their Mello-Roos taxes!

Note: Mello-Roos taxes as the district well knows cover not only schools, but also golf courses,

streets, parks, sidewalks, etc. Taxes for improvements, which ultimately increase homeowner

property values!

3. The district has held few public meetings (especially in the majority Mexican American
community) on the new bond issue, and the information that the district has distributed has
been dispersed selectively to a close circle of individuals who have a vested interest in creating a
187 million-dollar piggy bank.

4. An identical 132 million-dollar Bond Measure is being considered by Southwestern Jr. College,
on the same ballot. The question is, how much taxes do the school district s except the over

buren homeowner especially in the poorer areas to shoulder?

We ask you tonight to either vote down, or table this proposal.

e %
er aca

President
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“bond issue on
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November ballot

$187.million measure is

on the agenda for to

By Chris Moran

STAFF WRITER

CHULA VISTA — If the Sweetwater school
board adopts the superintendent’s recommen-
dation tonight, voters will decide in November
on a $187 million bond measure for the up-
grade of 20 middle and high schools in the

South Bay.

Superintendent Ed Brand is recommending
that the board adopt a resolution that would put
the question on the general election ballot in
the Sweetwater Union High School District. If
approved by voters, the measure would raise
.annual property taxes by $26 per $100,000
assessed value for 25 years.

The board meeting is scheduled to begin at 6
‘p.m. at the district headquarters, 1130 Fifth

" see Sweetwater on PAGE B-6

night -

» SWEETWATER
$187 million

bond issue IS on
agenda tonight

Ave., Chula Vista.
Sweetwater has released

few details on how the mon-

ey would be spent. No new

" schools would be built, but

each of the 20 Sweetwater
campuses would get im-

provements, including wir- -

ing for technology, and new
buildings at Chula Vista,
Mar Vista and Sweetwater
high schools.

Brand said the district’s

wish list for the $187 million -

is filled with important but

unglamorous improvements -

such as repairs and up-
grades to heating, cooling
and power systems.

“To be put in a mood to
learn, you can’t be over-
heated . .. You can’t be in a
situation where every time
you turn on the computer
the power goes out,” he said.

Board member Jim Cart-
mill said, “It's common
sense, from my point of
view, to say when you have a
great working area that
youre going to. be able to
work harder, smarter.”

The superintendent had
talked publicly about a $229

. million measure, but scaled

back his recommendation in
response to poll results that
show far more support for
the $187 million measure.

A $500 million measure
failed in - a March 1997
Sweetwater bond election.

The Sweetwater district
includes Chula Vista, Impe-
rial Beach, San Ysidro, Na-
tional City, Otay Mesa and
other areas of the city of San
Diego in the South Bay.
About 34,000 seventh-
through-12th-graders attend

. Sweetwater schools.

Southwestern College is

~ considering a $132 million

bond measure that would go
on the same ballot as the
Sweetwater proposal. South-
western’s territory is virtual-
ly identical, except that it al-
so includes Coronado.

School bond measures re-
quire two-thirds voter ap-
proval for passage. That
coul.d change after Novem-
bgr if voters approve a state-
wide initiative that proposes
reducing the threshold for
passage to 55 percent.

Brand said the Sweetwat-
er measure is more than a
sc:hool improvement act; it
vyll] improve the quality of
life throughout the area.

“I think it's going to be
one of the biggest things af-
fecting the South Bay in the
last 25 years,” Brand said.

-
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Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street ® National City, CA 91950 ® (619) 477-3800 ® Fax: (619) 477-3829

July 5, 2000

My name is Herman Baca, chairperson of the Committee on Chicano Rights (CCR).
Members of the Board of Trustees, I am here tonight to urge you to say No, No, No, to
Superintendent's Ed's Brand's, 187 million dollar bond " boondoggle' proposal. The bond, which
he is asking you to approve, and if approved by the voters will burden homeowners of the
SWUHSD with new taxes for the next 25 years.

I want to go on record, so that there is no mistakes about the reason(s) for our opposition. As
the head of an organization which has fought and struggled for the last 30 years for quality
education, as a former student of this district (class of 1961), and as the parent of 3 children who
graduated, and with one child currently in the district, that:

" Our organization, like so many others, who have been driven to oppose this proposal readily
understand and acknowledge the great need, for this predominately Mexican American school
district, to upgrade not only it's infrastructure, but more importantly the quality of education for
the majority which has long been denied." "Buildings and infrastructure are important, but not as
important as the quality of education for it's students." "I ask you before you vote to ask yourselves
why should parents, the taxpayers who Superintendent Ed Brand now remembers and who he is
now asking to shoulder the majority burden of his'" boondoggle' proposal have to support or pay,
when:

e Their sons and d-aughters are educated under an outdated curriculum, which was workable 40
years ago when the population figures were the reverse (80% Anglo, 20% Mexican American)
of what they are today?

e Some administrators and teachers have no relevance to the students, parents or the community,
and are only concerned with collecting their paycheck?

e Schools in more affluent areas such as Eastlake, Bonita, etc., because they are politically strong
receive more of everything than schools in poorer areas National City, certain areas ofChula
Vista, who are obviously more in need?

For the above and the reason(s) below, in 1997 the CCR and others opposed Superintendent
Ed Brand's 500 million-dollar proposal. The proposal was defeated at the polls and failed because
the Superintendent's failed to address or resolve the following reasons:

1. The issue of the poorest areas (National City, San Ysidro, and Chula Vista) of the district's
homeowners having to pay for the proposed upgrades. In 1997 the Mello-Roos (Eastlake,
Rancho Del Rey, Long Canyon) homeowners were completely excluded from the then proposed
bond tax. It is now our understanding that the district has initiated another ruse.



2. The bond measure if approved in 2000 would obligate Mello-Roos homeowners to pay the bond
taxes, but according to a district spokesperson, bond taxes paid would then be deducted from
their Mello-Roos taxes!

Note: Mello-Roos taxes as the district well knows cover not only schools, but also golf courses,

streets, parks, sidewalks, etc. Taxes for improvements, which ultimately increase homeowner

property values!

3. The district has held few public meetings (especially in the majority Mexican American
community) on the new bond issue, and the information that the district has distributed has
been dispersed selectively to a close circle of individuals who have a vested interest in creating a
187 million-dollar piggy bank.

4. An identical 132 million-dollar Bond Measure is being considered by Southwestern Jr. College,
on the same ballot. The question is, how much taxes do the school district s except the over
buren homeowner especially in the poorer areas to shoulder?

We ask you tonight to either vote down, or table this proposal.

apk you;

er Ilj/ﬂf;w %

President
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‘Sweetwater's

. board may put
_bond issue on
November ballot

$187§Im1h0n measure is
on the agenda for tomght

ByChrls MoOran </ s gt s

£ _-'STAFFWRITER

3 CHUIA VISTA If the Sweetwater school

" board adopts the superintendent’s recommen-
“dation tonight, voters will decide in November

on a $187 million bond measure for the up-
grade of 20 middle and high schools in the

 South Bay. -

Superintendent Ed Brand is recommending
that the board adopt a resolution that would put
the question on the general election ballot in

‘the Sweetwater Union High School District. If

approved by voters, the measure would raise
annual property taxes by $26 per $100,000
assessed value for 25 years.

- The board meeting is scheduled to begin at 6
p.m. at the district headquarters, 1130 Fifth

' SEE Sweetwater oN PAGE B-6

> SWEETWATER

CONTINUED FROM B-1

- $187 million

bond issue is on
agenda tonight -

Ave., Chula Vista..
Sweetwater has released
few details on how the mon-

+ ey would be spent. No new

schools would be built, but
each of the 20 Sweetwater
campuses would get im-
provements, including wir-
ing for technology, and new
buildings at Chula Vista,

Mar Vista and Sweetwater

high schools.

Brand said the district’s -

wish list for the $187 million
is filled with important but
unglamorous improvements
such as repairs and up-
grades .to heating, cooling
and power systems. :
“To be put in a mood to
learn, you can’t be over-
heated ... You can’t be in a
situation where every time

you turn on the computer .

the power goes'out,” he said.
Board member Jim Cart-
mill said, “It's common
sense, from my point of
view, to say when you have a
great working area that
youre going to.be able to
work harder, smarter,”

The superintendent had
talked publicly about a $229

, million measure, but scaled

back his recommendation in
response to poll results that
show far more support for
the $187 million measure.

A $500 million measure
failed in a March 1997
Sweetwater bond election.

The Sweetwater district
includes Chula Vista, Impe-

rial Beach, San Ysidro, Na- .

tional City, Otay Mesa and
other areas of the city of San
Diego in the South Bay.
About 34,000 seventh-
through-thh-graders attend

. Sweetwater schools.

Southwestern College is

~ considering a $132 million

bond measure that would go
on the same ballot as the
Sweetwater proposal. South-
western’s territory is virtual-
ly identical, except that it al
so includes Coronado.
School bond measures re-
quire two-thirds voter ap-
proval for passage. That
could change after' Novem-
ber if voters approve a state-
wide initiative that proposes
reducing the threshold for
passage to 55 percent.
Brand said the Sweetwat-
er measure is more than a
school improvement act; it

- will improve the quality of

life throughout the area.

“I think it'’s going to be
one of the biggest things af-
fecting the South Bay in the
last 25 years,” Brand sa1d



CCR

Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950  (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

July 20,2000

Mr. Chris Moran
SD Union

Mr. Moran:

Regarding your 7/17/00 article entitled “2 County Schools Are World Apart.” Nice story,
but extremely shallow. Symptomatically what you wrote is partially factual, but far from
being correct. Like anything else, there is good and bad, certain parents, students, teachers,
and administrators, I am sure, are trying to do their best under very trying conditions.

In my opinion, your article systematically failed to inform your readership about the
causes of why discrepancy exist between schools, such as Granger Jr. High (Mexican &
poor) and other schools (white & affluent), in the county. The causes of why discrepancies
exist, which you failed to address, are as followed:

1. The historically racism that has existed in the SWUHSD.

2. The nepotism (good old boy network) which historically has politically controlled both
the school board and the economic purse string of the SWUHSD.

3. The SWUHSD Board of Trustees historically being politically controlled (so-called
minority board included) and serving as political lackeys for the superintendent’s, and
the “good old boy network.”

4. The district’s majorities, which are Mexican parents and taxpayers, have no say so,
involvement or political representation with the either the SWUHSD Board of Trustees
or the District.

You are obviously young and new, but you owe it to yourself and your readership (if
you are going to continue writing ‘factual” articles about “education in the SWUHSD) to
inform yourself of the above and attempt to understand that “discrepancies” just don’t
happen, but are created by many factors.

Herman Baca
President
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MIKEL HAAS Office: (858) 565-5800

REGISTRAR OF VOTERS @ ou ntg Uf 5 am ﬁ i e g 0 s zg::; :;2:;22:

SALLY McPHERSON Fax: (858) 694-2955
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR REGISTRAR OF VOTERS Location Code: S50
5201 RUFFIN ROAD, SUITE I, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92123-1693 Mail Stop: 034

Date:  August 9, 2000
To: Edward Brand, Superintendent

Swegetwater Union High School District
From: M A:Q_,Q.m

Cathy Glasep|Supervisor
Campaign Senvices

DIRECT ARGUMENT FOR SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

Enclosed is a “Notice of Argument Deadline” for the above-referenced jurisdiction.
The Registrar of Voters will have this notice published:

Newspaper: Star News

Publication Date: Friday, August 11, 2000

Direct Argument Deadline; no later than 5:00 p.m. on: __August 23, 2000

Rebuttal Deadline; no later than 5:00 p.m. on: September 1, 2000

As a reminder, direct arguments in favor of AND against the proposition must be received (not postmarked) in the
Registrar of Voters Office by the above deadline. A direct argument is limited to 300 words. If your argument is
selected and rebuttal arguments are necessary, you will be given instructions on how to submit a rebuttal. A rebuttal
argument is limited to 250 words and will be due by the above date.

Please use the enclosed form for your argument signers. Each argument may have no more than five signatures. If
more than five signatures are submitted, the first five will be printed in the Sample Ballot/Voter Information Pamphlet.

It is the policy of the Registrar of Voters office to accept an argument and/or rebuttal if at least one of the
authors/signers (to be designated the “filer”) meets the criteria of being a registered voter in the jurisdiction in which
the measure appears. Any other signers are not required to meet that or any other criteria and are assumed to
appear at the discretion and approval of the filer.

Note: Registrar of Voters policy does not allow candidates, campaign managers, campaign treasurers,
argument or rebuttal signers of ballot measures or members of their immediate family to host a
polling place or act as a poll worker in the jurisdiction in which the candidacy or ballot measure of
the interested party is being voted upon.

Please be aware that the California Elections Code (Sections 9190, 9295, 9380 & 9509) provides for a 10-calendar day
examination period during which “any voter of the jurisdiction . . . may seek a write of mandate or an injunction
requiring any or all of the materials to be amended or deleted. A peremptory writ of mandate or an injunction shall
be issued only upon clear and convincing proof that the material in question is false, misleading, or inconsistent with
this chapter, and that issuance of the writ or injunction will not substantially interfere with the printing or distribution
of official election materials . . .” All election materials are available from the Registrar of Voters Office.

Please call 858-694-3404 if you have any questions.

Enclosures:  Argument Signer Form
Copy of Legal Notice



The undersigned authors of the Direct argument ¢ ballot proposition _&_B__,

Direct OR Rebuttal to the In favor of OR Against Letter
atthe __General Election _election for the _Sweetwater Union High School District to be held on _November 7, 2000 _ hereby state
Election Title Jurisdiction Date
that such argument is true and correct to the best of v knowledge and belief.
his/her/their
NOTE

At least one of the authors/signers (designated the “filer”) shall meet the criteria of being a registered voter in the jurisdiction in which the proposition appears.
Any other signers are not required to meet that or any other criteria and are assumed to appear at the discretion and approval of the filer.

*Organization Title (Optional)

NAME (Signature): NAME  (Signature):
(Print): (Print):
*TITLE (Optional): *TITLE (Optional):
ADDRESS: ADDRESS:
DATE: PHONE: DATE: PHONE:
NAME (Signature): NAME  (Signature):
(Print): (Print):
*TITLE (Optional): *TITLE (Optional):
ADDRESS: ADDRESS:
DATE: PHONE: DATE: PHONE:
NAME (Signature): NOTE
v Registrar of Voters policy does not
* If provided, this title (Panty, alog canciates ety i
- ; _ campaign treasurers, argument or
may be printed in the *TITLE (Optional): rebuttal signers of ballot measures or
Sample Ballot/Voter members of their immediate family to
Information Pamphlet. ADDRESS: host a polling place or act as a poll
worker in the jurisdiction in which the
candidacy or ballot measure of the
DATE: PHONE: interested party is being voted upon.
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MIKEL HAAS Py Office: (858) 565-5800
REGISTRAR OF VOTERS (858) 570-1061
Gounty of Fan Hiego ro0: (359 cae 304
SALLY McPHERSON Fax:  (858) 694-2955
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR REGISTRAR OF VOTERS Location Code: S50
5201 RUFFIN ROAD, SUITE I, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92123-1693 Mail Stop: 034

August 5, 1998

Tie: All Interested Parties

From: Mikel Haas
Registrar of Voter,

ARGUMENT/REBUTTAL SIGNERS

This letter is to advise you of a modification in policy of the Registrar of Voters
regarding the qualification of signers to ballot measure arguments and/or rebuttals
filed with this office.

The California Elections Code requires the filer of an argument and/or rebuttal to be a
registered voter within the jurisdiction in which the measure will appear. It had been
the policy and practice of this office to require all signers to an argument and/or
rebuttal to meet that same criteria.

We have recently learned of a clarification of the applicable law, one supported by the
Secretary of State’s legal department, that supports a distinction between the filer of
an argument and/or rebuttal and the one or more (up to five) additional signers to the
same argument or rebuttal.

Therefore, in conformance with that interpretation, it shall be the policy of the
Registrar of Voters office to accept an argument and/or rebuttal if at least one of the
authors/signers (to be designated the “filer”) meets the criteria of being a registered
voter in the jurisdiction in which the measure appears. Any other signers are not
required to meet that or any other criteria and are assumed to appear at the discretion
and approval of the filer.

Please note: This policy applies only to those arguments and/or rebuttals filed, by law,
with the Registrar of Voters. For a ballot measure in an incorporated city, please
contact the respective city Clerk for information on the argument/rebuttal signer
qualifications.



NOTICE OF ARGUMENT DEADLINE FOR

SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that an election will be held in the _ Sweetwater Union High School District

(Polling Place) \
|
\

on November 7, 2000

at which there will be submitted to the qualified electors of the district the following measure(s):

To relieve overcrowding, repair local schools and improve safety
conditions for students in the Sweetwater Union High School
Pigtrict, serving the communities of Bonita, chula Vista,
Imperial Beach, National City, San’ ¥sidro and portions_qf.San
Diego, shall the District repair and upgrade schoql facilities,
adding classrooms; improving fire alarms; removing asbegtos;
upgrading electrical wiring; renovating water and sewer lines;
improving heating and ventilation systems; renovating restrooms;
and replacing worn roofs by issuing $187 million eof bonds, at
interest rates within the legal limit?

If more than one measure is to be on the ballot, separate arguments should be written for each measure.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that pursuant to the California Elections Code, the legislative body of said district, or
any member or members thereof authorized by such body, or any individual voter or bonafide association of citizens, or
any combination of such voters and associations may file a written argument, not to exceed 300 words in length, for or
against a measure. Said arguments shall be accompanied by the statement required by California Elections Code Sec.
9600. Please call 619-694-3404 for information regarding this statement.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that, based upon the time reasonably necessary to prepare and print the arguments
and sample ballots and to permit the 10-day examination period for said election, the arguments must be received in the
office of the Registrar of Voters, 5201-I Ruffin Road, San Diego, no later than 5:00 p.m., _August 23, 2000
(Arguments may be changed or withdrawn until and including this date.)

Official election materials will be available for viewing at the Registrar of Voters Office in accordance with
California Elections Code Sec. 9190, 9295, 9380, & 9509.

The polls will be open from 7 a.m. until 8 p.m.
The ballots will be counted at the Registrar of Voters Office, 5201 Ruffin Road, Suite I, San Diego, CA 92123.

DATE: August 9, 2000 MIKEL HAAS
Registrar of Voters

By:

SI USTED QUIERE ESTA INFORMACION EN ESPANOL, FAVOR DE LLAMAR AL 858-694-3405.

e ¥



August 10, 2000

Ms. Cathy Glaser

Supervisor, Campaign Services
County of San Diego

Registrar of Voters Office
5201-I Ruffin Road

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Cathy:

Here is the Tax Rate Statement which should appear on the ballot for the November 7,
2000 General Obligation Bond Election of the Sweetwater Union High School District:

TAX RATE STATEMENT
(SECTION 9401 OF THE ELECTIONS CODE)

To:  The voters voting in the November 7, 2000 election on the question of the issuance of
$187,000,000 General Obligation Bonds of the Sweetwater Union High School District:

You are hereby notified in accordance with Section 9401 of the Elections Code of
California of the following:

1E

The best estimate from official sources of the tax rate which would be required to
be levied to fund principal and interest payments during the first fiscal year after
the first sale of bonds (Fiscal Year 2001-02), based on assessed valuations
available at the time of the election and taking into account future growth, is the
following:

$.02692 per $100 of assessed valuation, which equates to $26.92 per $100,000 of
assessed valuation.

The best estimate from official sources of the tax rate which would be required to
be levied to fund principal and interest payments during the first fiscal year after
the last sale of bonds and an estimate of the year in which that rate will apply
(Fiscal Year 2015-16), based on assessed valuations available at the time of the
election and taking into account future growth, is the following:

C:\TEMP\GLASER.doc



Ms. Cathy Glaser

08/10/00
Page Two
$.02692 per $100 of assessed valuation, which equates to $26.92 per $100,000 of
assessed valuation.
Year after last sale of bonds: 2015-16.
3 The best estimate from official sources of the highest tax rate which would be

required to be levied to fund principal and interest payments on the bonds and the
year in which such rate would apply, based on assessed valuations available at the
time of the election and taking into account future growth, is the following:

$.02692 per $100 of assessed valuation, which equates to $26.92 per $100,000 of
assessed valuation.

Year of highest tax rate: Tax rate is projected to be the same every year.

Submittal of the foregoing statement has been approved by the Sweetwater Union High
School District.

Please call me at (213) 253-5406 and acknowledge receipt of this letter and please allow
me to proofread this Tax Rate Statement before it is printed.

Sincerely,

1

Timothy P. Carty

TPC/1s

C:\TEMP\GLASER.doc



SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

RESOLUTION NO. 2849

RESOLUTION ORDERING AN ELECTION )
AND ESTABLISHING SPECIFICATIONS )
OF THE ELECTION ORDER )

ON MOTION of Member Griego, seconded by Member Cartmill,
the following resolution is adopted:

WHEREAS, the Sweetwater Union High School DilsErict
(hereinafter referred to as “District”) requires new and
renovated school facilities to serve the students in the
Pistrict; and

WHEREAS, in the Jjudgment of the Board of Trustees
(“Board”), it is advisable to provide a portion of the needed
funding by means of general obligation bonds; and

WHEREAS, Proposition 46 approved by the voters of the State
of California in June 1986 (“Proposition”) amended Section 1 (b)
of. Article XIIIA of the California Constitubtion by ‘adding wa
provision which exempts from the 1 percent of full cash wvalue
limitation those ad valorem taxes used to pay debt service of
any bonded indebtedness for the acquisition or improvement of
real property approved on or after July 1, 1978 by two-thirds of
the votes cast by voters voting on the Proposition; and

WHEREAS, in the judgment of the Board, it is advisable to
order the San Diego County Superintendent of Schools (“County
Superintendent”) to call an election on the gquestion of whether
bonds shall be issued and sold for the purposes set forth below.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of
the Sweetwater Union High School District does hereby resolve,
determine,. and order as follows:

SECTION 1. That the Board, pursuant to Education Code
Section 15100, hereby orders the County Superintendent to call
an election and submit to the electors of the District ¢the
question of whether bonds of the District (“Bonds”) shall be
issued and sold for the purpose of raising money to finance the
acquisition and construction of school facilities and paying
costs incident thereto.

SECTION 2. That the date of the election shall be November
Tor 2000



Resolution No. 2849
AR50 010
Page 2

SECTION 3. That the purpose of the election shall be for
the voters in the District to vote on a proposition, a copy of
which is attached hereto and marked as “Exhibit A,” containing
the question of whether the District shall issue the bonds for
the purposes stated therein. The Superintendent of the District
is hereby authorized to make modifications to “Exhibit A" as
required to comply with requirements of election officials
without altering the substance or intent of “Exhibit A.”

SECTION 4. That the authority for ordering the election is
contained in Section 15100 of the Education Code and Proposition
46.

SECTION 5. That the authority for the specification of this
election order is contained in Section 5322 of the Education
Code.

SECTION 6. That this resolution shall stand as the order to
the' - County = Superintendent ‘to. call san' election ‘within the
boundaries of the District on November 7, 2000.

SECTION 7. That the Secretary of the Board is hereby
directed immediately to send a certified copy of this resolution
to the County Superintendent.

SECTION 8. That the Secretary of the Board is ‘hereby
directed’ to send a 'copy-of (this' resoliitien ito . the" San Piego
County Registrar of Voters (“County Registrar”) and a copy of

the: resolution. Lo the Clerk wofy the San DiegosCountys Board of
Supervisors (“County Clerk”) .

SECTION. 9.. That the County Registrar and the  San Diego
County Board of Supervisors are hereby requested to consolidate
the election ordered hereby with any and all other elections to
be held on November 7, 2000 within the District.

SECTION 10. That the County Superintendent is hereby
recquested to deliver the order of election, a copy of this
resolution, and a formal notice of the election to the County
Registrar as provided for by applicable California law.

SECTION 11. That any and all members of this Board are
hereby authorized to act as an author of any ballot argument
prepared in connection with the election, including a rebuttal
argument .



Resolution No. 2849
Jinlya5], 2000
Page 3

SECTION 12. That the Superintendent, President of the
Board, their designees, or any other individual authorized by
the " Board are hereby authorized to execute any tax rate
statement or other document and to perform all acts necessary to
place the bond measure on the ballot.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Trustees of the
Sweetwater Union High School District, County of San Diego,
State of California this 5% day of July, 2000.by the following
vaoctes:

AYES: 5 (CARTMILL, GRIEGO, PROVENCIO, RICASA, SANDOVAL)
NOES: 0
ABSTAIN: 0

0

ABSENT :

IEEEEEREREREESEEEE SRS RS S S S SRR SRR EEEEEEEE SR EEEEESEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE S

'STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) =8
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO )

I, Edward M. Brand, Ed.D., Secretary to the Board of
Trustees of the Sweetwater Union High School District County of
San Diego, State of California, do. hereby ecertify that ithe
foregoing is a true copy of a resolution duly adopted by said
Board at a meeting thereof, by the vote therein stated, the
original resolution is on file .and of record in the Office of
such Board.

%/W July 5, 2000

Edward M. Brand Date
Secretary to the Board of Trustees
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similarly limits the amount of bonds that a school district may
isgue., » ’

: This bill would provide that no bonded indebtedness may be
incurred by any school facilities improvement discrict ir an amount
that ycu}d cause tne bondec. indebtedness of the terricory of Eha e
school district or comrunity callege district of which the school
facilicies improvement district is a part, or the bonded indebtedness
of the territory of the school facilities improvemant aliscriet to
exceed 2.5% cr 1.2%% as appropriate.

(4) Exiscing law declaras the intent of the Legislature .that .the
rate of taxes .evied annual.ly for the support of tre bonds issued by
facilities improvement disctrict not ke greacer than a
amnual special tax levied by a community faoidieien
formad rursuant to the Mello-Roos Cormunity Facilities Acc
111 wauld limit epsplication of that imtent te the rate ct
ied anrually for che support of tha bondsz isauved by the
improvemsnt districcte that are formed in schecl
swmunity college discricte thal 2lge heve community
digtricts formes pursuant te cthe Mello-Roos Community
2ct of 1982 in the territory of the schasl district- oz
college district.
THE FEQPLE OF THE STATE .OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS :
SECTION 1. ‘Section 153300 of the sducation Cods is amended to read:
- sices a method fer the formation of school
faci : disiericts consisting of a portien of the
rerrit = ol discrict or community college district ang
for the is=uan £ general opligacion bonds by & scnool facilicies
MG Covenent g £
SEC. 2 e 16301 -0f the Education Code is am=nded to read
1EI0T 1a; school distriecr or community sollege distriect thst
has 2 cemmunity facilities discrict formed pursuant cto the
Melle-Roes Community Facilicies Act of 1982, as set forth in Chapter
2 5 (commencing with Seccion 3331%) of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title
5 of the Gevernment Code, that has as one of irve purpcses the
censtructicn of school facilities within a pvertion of the tervitory
of tha school district or communicy college @istrict, may proceed
wndar thig cheprer. '
‘1) The boundaries cf any gchool facilities imprcovement digtrice
£ aurauant to this chapter shall include all of the portion of
th ~rirory within the bourdaries of the achool district or
& ‘iry college district that ig not lecated within the boundariss
0 cemeunity facilities district as described in subdivisien (al.
{e] A school district or community college distyict may procesd
under chies chapter without meering the regulrements nf gubdivisions
(a} and (r) L1f the goveruing board of the school district or :
community college district determines that it is necessary and o j
the best interest cof the school district or community college
district, respectively, o form & ccheel facilities improvement
dietrict pursuant te this chapter to finance any or all of the
“improvements set forth in Section 15302, As a part of that
determination, the goveriing board of the scheol district ox

community college district chall make a finding that the overall cost
. of financing rhe bonds dssued pursuant te this chapter would be less
than ‘the ovérall cost of other school facilities financing opticns
availableﬂﬁofthefschobl:districtfo;-chmunity-college district,
A4 inplbdihggﬁbﬁtuhot,1imi;gd{tq,;i§§uing bonds pursuant to the:
' 'Mello-Roos ‘Communities Facilities Act of 1882 (Ch. 2.5 (commencing
'~ with Sec. .53311), Pt.. 1. fpiv,22, Title 5, Gov, C.). The governing

oo !

s
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board -0f the school district or comnunity ecllege district procesding Lo AT
‘under this suhdivieion shall define the boundaries of the Seheol ol T )
‘facilities improvement distrier to-irclude any ‘portion“of territory
within the jurisdiction of the school district ‘or community col.ege
district, except that the boundaries may not include all or a porticn
oI fthe fterritory "of the community facilitiea districr described 3
subdivision -(a}, : >

L
3

SEC. 3. Section 15303 nf the Educacior Code is amanded to read: i

15303, This chapter sh21l nct be opasrative in any county or % :
counties unctil the koard of supervisors of either the-county in which 2
the county superinte=den: of schecls naving jurisdic-icrn aver the
school diegtrict or commun:ty college district in which rhe school
facilities improverent distriecs is located oz, -if a 'schopl feciliciasg
improvemanc district lies in two or mere counties, the board of
supervisors Ic¢r those counties, by resoluticn adopted by a majority

supervisors, makes this chaprer appliceble in

EC. 4. Section 15320 ¢f the Education Code is amendeid to rez=d;

185320 Whnenevar the geverning beard of a schasl district or
copmunity calls gLt meeting the reguirements cet foarth in
Bection 153 T that & school facilitiec improvemenc
district ie necsssary, the governing board shall adopt a resclutier
of lntentior that &tates il of the following:

(27 The intent ar £ governing hnard to ferm the nprovossd
school facil o gistrict:

{b) Ths m by Le proposed achool facllitise
improvement formed, consistent with the
requirements ien 15302 4,

{c) The es he school faciligies imprevement

pDroject.

(@) That eny taxes levied for the purpose of finarcing the general
chligation honds issuad te financs the project snall be ieviad
exclusively he lands in the proposed schoal facilities
improvement oe,

(&) That showi exterior boundzries
gchool faci inprovemesnt gistrices ic on2&ile
board of the ! distrizt or commanity college d

ticr by.the public.: The houndar

i\t discrict shall mest the regquirern

(2] of Section 15301,
d place for a hearing by ths coverning The
reposed schoel Zacilities improvement @ R
Terest persons, —inpliuding 213 oersons Hing
X dis £ or mitv eollege digtrict, ar in ris
cilities impr district, may appear and be

8EC. 3 = ion LE322 of the Education Code i= zme

18 rerving Daard Of the achool distrier
colle 81575 22il heli the hesring provided for by
inten = ime and slace fixed by that resolutin
intex 2 g, but nec limited to, aii p
land .. or in the propossd =chocl
impro ol By colledge -diatrict, Ray
naard cress set forth in the ressliutic ;
intention. _

SEC G R e ion M SR aEE Educaticn Code ig amended to read:

253230 RE the hesring, gverning board of the ' school éistricc
or comnunity college dictricr may adopt a resolution prop
nodificaticons, consistenc satiop Y5302 of ‘the pu=p el

E& M=
in the resolution of inten=i 2 reaolution proposing meodifica
shall describe the proposal modificarions, state the change, if
in the-estimaced cost of carrying-cut the purpose, and shall fix s f \
.. time and place for hearing by.the governing board jiaiatr G : ft

SEC. 7. Bection’ 15324 0% the Fducation Code is"amended ‘to-read: /

."355*, 15324 . "The governing board of the school district or community L BN T

: : | 4 : i 09/33/2000 5:03 PM
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_college district shall publish the resclution proposaing the
modificatiens to tha reaolution of intention once in the gams :
newspaper in which the resolutior of intention was published at least
14 days prior to the date of hearing en the propesed modifications,

SEC. B. Section 15326 ~f the Education Code is amanded t6 reads -~

15326. At the conclusion of the hearing on the resoclution of

intenticn and of the hearing, if any, upen proposed modificatiens,
the governing board may by resolution order the schoal facilities
improvement district formed for the purpose and with the boundaries
described in ithe resclution of intention, and, if relevani, tre
resolution precposing modifications. The recsolution ordering the
scheel facilicles improvenent district formed shail state the
estimated cost of carrying out thra purpese described in the
resclutien The resolution shall alse number and designate
school facilities improvenent dis:zriaer stbatantially as "Sch
Facilitlies Improvement District of the e Solian] Bosbeiac
"School Facilities Improvement District of the __ Community

Discr

rt
w

o0
NH =@

O

allece
:

ion 15327 ¢f the Education Cogd
governing reoard of the sch GIer
£ in which a schooi facil provement discri
rmed ahall have the same right duties and
i et to the formation and government of
nt district as the governing beard has
district or community college districr.
s added ta the Educatier Cocde, to read:

15 amended to read:
£ Or community
Hals

§-

ccllege di
has been f
responeibi
scheool fac
with respe

SECCETG S et o .533 4 Ko

15334,5. Notwithstanding any cther provision of law, na bonded
indebtedness may be incurred pursianc to this chapter in an amount
that would cauge the bondei indebredness of the territoxy of the
school district cr community college discrict of which the schoel
facilities improvement district is & part, to exceed cthe limitation
of indebtedness specified in Sections 15102 and 15106. No bondezd

indebtedness may bs incurr=d pursuant to this chapter in an amount
that would cause the bondel indebtedness of the territory of the

A

w

schocl facilities improvemant district to exceed the limitation of
indebtedness gpeszified in Sections 15336 and 15332,

SEC. 11,  Section 15336 of the Educaticn Code is amended to read:
15335, within 30 days afcer the end of each fiscal year, the
governing beard of tha echool digtrie:- or community college district
in which the gchaol facili:ies improvement district is locaced shali

submit & report centalning the information to an eleccion held
pursuant to Article 4 (comiencing wich Section 15340}, to ths county
superintendent of schools vho has jurisdiction ever the schonl

digtrict or community college districc:
fa} The total amount of the bond issve, bonded indsbtsdness, or
othar indebtedness involved.

(b) The percentage of qualified electors whe are residents of the
scheol facilities imprevement district whe veted at the elaction
(¢} The resulte of the election, with the percentage of votes cast

for and against the propos.tion invelved,
SEC. 12.. Section 15342 of the Educaticn Code is amendsd to read:
18342. Iny one or mere of the purpeoses enumerated in Section {
15302, except that of refunding any outstanding valid indsbtedness ef
the school facilities improvement district evidenced py boads, may .
by order of the governing hoard of the school districe or communit
college district in which the school facllicies improvenment district
ig located, be united and veted upon in a single proposition,
SEC, 13, "Section 15348 «f the Education Code is amsnded to read:
15349. If it appears from the certificate of elecrion results

p]

Ehat /two-thirds of the votes cast by the voters voting on the ’ ; A ‘hb
'~;prppgsiti6nﬂof;ia;p;ng honcs ‘of the schocl facilities improvement i i e s v

. district are in favor ‘of issuing the bonds, the governing board of
. the "school ‘district ‘or community college district in which the schoel -

oS e gt 4 % oo P R S ASETIN T : oy
i e 3 : §360 - Vo H - A
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facilities improvement ‘district is located shall cause an entry of
that“fact to be made upon its minuces. The governing hoard ofsthe : {
gchool ‘district or community college digtrict shall then cercify to
the board of -supervisors of the county whose gsuperintendent of
schools has juriediction over the school district or community
college district, all proceedings had in tne premisses. _The county
superintendent of scheools ghall send & copy of the certificate of
election results te the beerd of supervisors of the county.
GEC. 14. Section 15350 c¢f the Education Coce 1g amended to read:

15350, Bonds of a schecl facilicies improvement district ghall be
offered for sale by the boerd of superviegcrs of the county in which
the county superintendent of schosls has jurisdicticn over the gchocl
district or community ccllege district in which the schocl
ies improvement district Iis located as scon as passible, when
iate, following recsipt of a resoluticn duly adcptad by the
ing board of that echool district oy community cellege
districs. The resclution shall prescribe the tocal amount of bonds
co be soid. The resolutic? may also prescribe che maximum acceptabhle
interest rate, not to exce:l 8 percent, and the time or times when
the whole or ary part of tae principal cf the borde enhall be payable,
which shall nat be moras than 25 ysars from the date ¢f the bonds.

£C.-15. Section 15351 of the sduecation Code is amended to reac:

15351. Wwher authorized by the governing board of the =chocl
digtrict or community college Gdistrict in which the school facilicies
improvement dietrict ig lccated, honds of the school facilities
improvement cistrict may te offered for sale as a greup by the Bo
of supervigors of the courty in which the county superintendent ¢
schools has Ju

e S Al N W

jurisdiction cver the school district or communicy

college district in which the school facilities imprcvement discrict
ig 1pcated, at a time determined oy the board of sUPErvisore

foliowing receipt of & resoluticn duly adopted by the govarning pozrdc
of that school district oI cemmunity college district. The

resolution enall prescribe the toral amount of bonds tc be sold. The
recolutien may aleo prescrike che maximum acceptable intersst rate,
not te exceed & percent, and the time or times when the whele cor an
part of the principal of ke bends shall be payable, which shall no
be more then 25 years fromn the date of the bends. Bidders shall be
required te bid a lump-&an bid or all bonds as & group. If bids
gatisfactcry to the goveraing hoard of each school & PalpEN o
community ccllege district in which a schogl facilit ;
dierrict 1s rocated are received, the boxnds ocffered
swarded tc the bidder wheee bid will result in the lowest net

I

.
3

-
=5
£
z

4

or the grcup cr for the bonds of any district includ=a

incerest cost £
within the group. Bonds shall ve issued and &0ld in the name cf
each echool facilities improvement dis=rict in the same mannsr a3

; provideq ir this chapter

! SEC. 16. Sectlon 15350 of che Education Cods is amenced o read

18352. The bonds shall be izguad in the name of the sChclL

facilitlies imorovement d.strict and shall be designaced "Bonds ¢f the
Schonl Facilities Improvament Discrictinfathe Scheol District®

; or "Bends of the Schonl Facilities Improvement NiIECriGE I CE ERE VT

: Community College Digtrisc" and each bond ena a1l jncerest counens
shall state that the tax for the pavment thereof shall be limited co
annual taxes toe be levied upon and collected from the lands within

A ct

the school facllities Iimprovement dicgkricts

SEC. 17. Section 18353 of the Education Code is amencded To read:

15353. The bonds shell ke izsued in the denomination or

daneminations as the boérd of upervisors of the county in whicia the
county superintendent of schools has durigdiction over the scheool
digtrict or community cellege district in which the school facilities
improvement district ig located may prescribe.

/SEC.~1B. Section 15346 of the Educaticn Code is amended te read: :

e SRS SN

& L. 718356 ¢ (a) (1) “The hoard of supervisors of .the county in which ‘
“the county supe;inﬁendent‘of~schools has jurisdiction over the school y ) i

‘.f ; “dimtrict or community college district in which the school Ay : ; ;

e ] ¢ A o § ¥ f y g 7 %
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facilities improvament dietrict is located shall prescribe the ferm
of the bonds by an order entered upon its minutes.- :

12} The bonds shall be signed by the chairperson of the board of
gupervisors, or by any other member thereof as the board of
gupervisorg shall, by resclution adopted by a four-fifchs vote cf all
its members, authorize &and designate for that purpose, and also ——— et
gigned by the treasurer of the county, and shall be countersigned by
the clerk of the board of supervisors or by a deputy of elcher of the
officers. Unless the board of supervisors ctherwise prOVidas{ all
the signatures and countersignatures may be printed, 1ithographed,
erngraved, or otherwise mechanically reproduced except that one of the
signatures or countersignatures to the bords shall be manually
affixed. Any signature may pe affixed in accordance with the
provisions oI the Uniform Facsimile Signatures of public Officials
Act, Chapter 5 (commencing with Section 5500) of Title 1 cf the
Govermment Code.

(3) All expenses ircurred for the preparation, sale, and delive
of the scheol facilities iyprovement bonds, including but not 1imi
ta, fees of an independsnt financial consultant, the publicaticn ©
the official notice ci Ba of the bonds, the preparaticn, printing,
and discribution of the © ijcial scatement, the obtaining of a
rating, the purchase of insurance insuring the prompt payment of

€ preparation of the certified copy of the

(8
o<
s

6] ru (T

[NV g 7

£
interest and principal, th
transcript for the succes=s ul bidder. the printing of tre bonds, and
legal fees of indepandent .end counsel recained by the school
facilities improvement die-rict issuing the bonds are legal charges
against the funds of the s:hool facilities irmpravement district
iesuing the bonds and may e paid from the proceeds of sale of the
bonds .

(b} Notwithsctanding subdivisien ta}, the poard of supervisors may,
in its discretion, determine that all of the required signatvres and
ceuntersigna-ures chall be by facsimiles, provided, however, that
ke ponds shall not bhe val.d or become obligatory for ‘any purpase
until marnually signed by & aucrenticating agent duly appointed by
the beard or its auchorized desianee.

SEC, 19. Section 15357 nf the Educetion Code is amended to reé

16357. The toard of supervisors shall establish\within tke county
treasury a scheol facilicies improvement fund for eazn school ;
facllities improvement éistrict the purpose of depositing the
proceeds of the bends issued pursuant to this chapter. The board of
gupervisors shall also establish within the county treasuXy a school

L

) T

A
(oS
)

’ facilities improvement pord interest and eipking fund for each scho ;
facilicies improvement district. :
SEC, 20. Section 15358 of the Education Code ig armended ¢ : :
15358, _(a) The bonds siiall be issued by the board of Supervisors,
payaple sut of the interest and sinking fund of the school ¢
facilities improvenxent diatirice., The board of supervisors, ine
discrecion, &nd without fu:-ther authorizacien from the governing
poard of the school digcrict or cammunity college district in wnlc
the school facilicies improvement disrrict is located, may sell the 1
* ponds at & negotlated sale or by competitive pidding. The bands may i
pe sold at a dgiscount nRec o0 exceed £ percent and at an interest rate
rot exceeding the rmaximun permitted by cection 15354, Tf the gale
is by competitive hid, the board of supervisors ghall cemply with tn !
provisicne of Sections 15359 and 15359.1. The boncs enall be =a0ld b it
by the board of supervisors o later than the date designated by the ! !
governing board of the school district or community college diastrict 1
in which the school facilities improvement district is located as the i
final date for the sale . of the hends.
(b) The proceeds of the sale of the bonds, exclusive of any
premium,réﬁeived, shall be deposited in.the county treasury to the
ﬁdré&itféf';he;s:hqcl“facil;ties-improvement fund of the school
;ffacilities'impiévementmdisurictgﬁ The}pxoceedS'deposited ghall be _ ]
'}fdrawﬁ10ut'asinéééssary,to;finance the purposes approved by the voters i hi——
. pursuant ;b;tp;a;ghaptergﬁiThe;bond:pracaeds'withdrawﬁ'shall nor be e

o]
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applied to any other purposss than those for which the bonds were
jgsued. Any premium or accrued interest received from the sale of
the bonds shall be deposited in the interest and sinking fund of the
county treasury established for the achool facilities improvement
districit. : . :

SEC. 21. Section 15359 of the Education Code is amended -to read:

15359.  Before selling the bonds, or any part of them, the board

of superviscrs as appropriate, shall agver-ise for bids at leastc two
weeks in some deily or weekly newspaper cf general cireculation
published in the county whcse county superintendent of schools has 3
jurisdiction over the governing board of the gcheool distriect or :
community college district in which the gcheool facilities improvemant .
district is located or if there is no newsSpaper published in the i
county, in a newspaper published in some other county in the state ¥
naving a gerneral circulaticn irn the county.

QEC. 22. - Section 15359.1 cf the Education Code is amended to read: !

i SR AL T

¥
B

1535855 a) If satigfactory kids are received, the bonds cfiered ;
Far sale shall be awarded to the highest responsikle bidder or £
bidéera, anéd the county clierx shell prepare and certify to all aof the :
proceedings on file in Rie or ner office relative to the igsuance
and sale of the bonde, which transcript cf proceedings shall be
delivered o the successfu. bidder cr tiddere without charge. If no
bids are rsceived, or if the beard determines that the bids received
excead either the maximum acceptanle interest rate prescribed by the
governing beard or the maximum rate prescribed by Section 16383, " 6%
that they are not satisiac:iory as Lo price or rasponsibility of the
bidders, the toard may rejact all bids received, if any, and without P
Zurther authorization Zrom the governing bosard of the school discrict

:

or coxmunity college discrict in which the echool facilities
improvement Sistrict is located, sither readvertise or sell thne bonds A
at private gale. : : :

(b} For the purpose of datermining whether or not a bid exceeds
che maximum acceptable interest rate, the interest rate of that bid
shall be deemed to be the interest rate ragulting from the total nec
interest cost arrived at ky computing the total amount of interesc
that the school facilities improvement district would be reguired to
pay from the date of the tonds to ths respective maturity dates
thereaf a- the rate or rateg specified in the bld and by deducting
cherefrom any vramium bid.

SEC. "23. Section 15353 .2 of the sducztion Cofde is amencded to re

i
(o}

s improvement distric
district or communi
improvement districe
brochures tc sgrve as

15356.2. {a) The issu.ng school
by acticn of the governing board of
college district in which the schoe 5
is located, may prepare, 2r have pr a
& prospectus for bond buy:rs to assi sarisfactory sale of !
the bonds, the expsnse of the hrochures be payabie out of th »
funds of the district. Tae brechures may be prepared only after the 1
1psuance of the bonds te oe sclé has been eporoved by the elecrors of i
the school facilities improvement digtrict pursuant tc Article 4 ]
(commencing with Section 153400, 1

{(b) The issuing scheol facilities improvement districc by action
of the governing beard ir whick the school facilitles improvement
digtrict ig lccateé may expend fende of the schoal facilities
improvement district fer tne purposes of advertising the availability
of the bonds for purchasé in any publicacion or newspapar Ehat 1in
_ the opinien of that governing board will give notice t©o prespectiv
i pand buyers that the boncds are available for purchase by bond buyers.

Tt

+4

N

¢ SEC, 24.- Section 15380 of the Education Code is amended to read:
i '15380. If'any honds authorized under this chapter have naot Deen
i . offered for sale for one year from the date of the election at which
~_ _they were authorized or zemain unsold for a pericd of six months : Lot
after having been offerel for sale in the manner prescribed by the

10f (1 00/13/200
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board of supervisors, the governing boaré of the schocl districc or
community college district in which the school facilities improvement
district -is lccated and for which the bonds were authorized, may ; ¥
peticion the board cf supervisors that has jurisdiction of the %
igsuance and sale of the hénds to cause the unsold bonds to hs
canceled. 1
SEC., 25. ©Section 15381 cf the Fducation Code is armended to read:
15381. * Upon receiving the petition, signed by a majority of the ;
members of the governing brard of the school district or community >
college district in which the achool facilities improvement district i
ie lacated, the board of supervisors shall fix a time for & hearing,
which shall not be more then 30 days after recelpt of the patition,
and shall cause a nctice stating the time and place of the hearing,
ard the obiect cof the petiticn in general terms, tc be published for
10 days prior to the heariugy, in a newspaper published in the schocel
facilities improvement disiirict if there is one, and if there ie no
newspaper published in the schcol facilities improvement districc, in
a newsgpaper published at the county seat cf the county.
SEC, 2&. Section 15384 of the Education Code is amended to read:
15384, The governing koard of a school district or community
college district in which a4 school facilities improvement districrt is
leccared may peticien the board of supervisors to cancel ihe
reraining auchorization of that district to iesue and sell bonds
resulting from eny particular scheol band election &fter the sal
at least 90 percent of the bonds authorized at the election if the
amount of the vemalning auchorizaticn is not more then twenty-five
thousané dollars ($25,000) and in the opinion of the governing board
the sale of the remalning oends would not be econcmically justified.
Sections 15381 and 15382 snall be applicable and at or following the
naaring therein provided for, the board of supervisors, FfE :
determines tiaat the public interest will be served thereby, may mMaxe :
and enter an order in the minuces of its proceedings that the : .
remainine authorization be canceled. Upon the entry of the order, :
the vote by which the remaining avthorization was creatsd shall cease ' ;,
tc be of any validity with reapect to the remaining autherizaticn. 3

PO A" comonds TARE I

~. 27. Ssction 15390 of the Education Code is amended to read:
5320. The governing koard ¢f a school district or community :
college district in which & school facilities improvement gistrict ie ;
located ray purchase in tre open market bonds issued by the school ]
faciilties imrzrovement district with available funds from the schocl i

i

: facilities im oavement furd.
i- SEC. 28. Section 15391 of the Education Cede is amendad to read:
15391, When any bonds issuved by a scheol facilities Improvement
district have been purchased by the governing board cf the scnogl
district or community college district in which the schoel facilities
improvement district is locaced, the bonds shall be Aagered canceled
ané of ne further validity. The governing board of the s

i (& gt
f dlarrict or community col.ege district in which the schocl facilities
improvement district ig located shall immediately, after purchasing
the bends, notify the bhoarsd of supervisors of its action, cescribing
the bonds purchased. At ics first meeting thereafter, the boarc of
supervisors shall note th2 purchase znd cancellation of the bends in
the minutes of its proceeilings.
EEC. 29. Section 15400 of cthe Educatioen Ccde is amended to resd:
15400, (a) The beard of supervisors, by an order entered upsn its

minutes, shall fix ths time when the whole or any part of the
principal of the hondas shall be payable, which shall nst be mere than
25 years from the dates of rhe bonds. If the governing board of the
- gchool district or community college district in which the school
facilities improvement district is located has prescribed in its
resolution the time or times when the whole or any part of the bonds
~ ‘shall -be payable, the tines and amounts shall be fixed by the ordsr
“EUof ‘the board ‘of ssuperviscors. ' - S0 R0 Hell : : ;
ool “(b) ' 2ny -bonds may be isecusd subject ito call and redemption hefore . -

8of 1]
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maturity at the option of the governing board of the scheol district
Or community cellege
district in which the 6crool fac!lities improvement distriet existg.
The governing beoarg may include in icg resolution a reguirement that
all or any part of the bends shall he issued subject to call and
redemption before maturity and the pPrice or prices at which said -
bonds shall be redeemed. The board of Supervisors, in its order
fixing the form of the boads and the maturities theresf, shall
provide that the honds be redesmanle a- the option of =ke governing
boar@ and a- the price or prices fixed in the Tesoluticn. Bonde
issueé subject te call ani redemprion prior ta maturity shall contair
2 recital ko that effect, and no bond shall be subiect to call or
redemption Prior to maturicy unless it contains the recital, The
board of 51pervisors in ig arder shall f£ix the merhcd of giving
notice of redemption to rolders of bonds teo be redeemeqd.

SEC., 30. Sectien 15401 of the Education Cede s amended o read.

15401, The beard of SLpsrvisors, at the direction of the

governing roard of rkre school district or commuriity ccllegs distrie:
ir which the school facilitieg improvement districr is located, may
divide the principal amour: of bonds authorized ac any election inre
WO or mere series and may fix different dates for the bonds of each
sariea, in which event the maximum maturity date of the borda shall
be calculated from the date of each series respectively. Waen the

ely,
isauance of honds shall have been authorized pursiant re WO or more
Propositions submitted at the same or different electiong, all or any ;e
Par:t of the honds not theéretnfore isgueqd may be zombined ang lssued ¢
and sold 2s one or more Heries, !
SEC. 31, Ssctien 15403 °f the FEduczation Code is amended to rsad:
15403, The Principal a1d interess cn the honds shall b
the county treasurer ¢ ths county in which the superinten
schools haz Jurisdiction ¢f the scheool districr cr communi
district in which the schosl facilities improvemsnt discri
located, at the place required by the termg of the bonds, upon ;
bresentation and surrender of warrants drawn by che county auditor in f
Payment thereof, after he (- she has canceled the bends and coupens,
Or uLpan thes recsipr of the regiscered cwner, if the bonds  are
registered, a‘fter 3 Proper warrant has been drawn by the auditor, out
¢t the fund provides for their paymenc. N
SEC. 32, Section 135404 of the Educstion Code is amended to reag:
15404, Upon the order ¢f the auditar, any meney remalning in the
1 ¢ and girking fung cf ény school facilities improvament
district after the payment of all honds and Coupons payable from the
fund, or any Tonéy in excecs of an amount suffici Lo pay all
unpaid bonds andg caupans piyable from the fund, s 1
to cthe general fund of rre governing heard of the
community ccllege digtrics in which the scnoel faci
district ig located
SEC. 33, sSeczcien 2
15405, any money
credited to the inter
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Educacion Code *
he county treasur
iking fund of any se
s 1 fter the payment of
CeuUpOnNs payable from the d, or which 1s in excess
sufficient to pay all unpaii bhonds ang coupons payable from the fung,
snall be traneferred te the cpecizl reserva fund of the schosl
district or community colleze distric: in which the school tacilities
improvement districr is located and may be used cnly for tha pUrpose
specifiad in Secrion 42840,

SEC., 34. Sectiocn 15410 o° the Education Code ia amended to read:

15410. The board of supurviscrs of the county in which the county

superintendent of scheels hae jurisdicrtien over = school district or
cammunicy cellege distrizt 'n which a school facilitiez imprevement
district/is located shall annuelly zt the time of maxing the levy of
taxes for county PLIrposes levy a tax for that Year upon the property
in the =chool facilicies improvement digtrict for the interest ana
redemption of a1l outstanding bonds of tha district, 'The tax shall &
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not he lésa than Sufficians Lo pay the intereat op the bonds as ik
begomgs due ang o Provije 3 €inking fund for the payment of the
brincipal opn gy before miturity ang May include an allowance for an i
annual reserve, €=tabligied for phe PUIDOse of zvoiging fluctuating
Lax levies. The tay sha'!l be Sufficjenc to previde funds for the ' &
Payment of the interest O the handg a5 it becomes due ang alio thar
Part of rhe Prineipal ana interesr aq is to become due before the . T3
‘:ocesds of a tax levied a¢ the time feor making the Lext general Lax g
+&VY can pe mage available for rche Davment of the Principal and :

SEC. 35, - Sectien 15411 of the Education Code ahended to read:

154998 All taxeg levies, when collecreg, shall pe P2id ince the
County treagury of the CoOUntyY whose Superintendgens of schanls has
jurisdiccicn Cver the 800l districe a» cemmunity collages district
; in which the scnooal facilitiag improvemens districge is locatreg &nd on
f behalr of Which the Lax wa levied, aAll Collected ray IevVerues
o ghall be usedg exclusively fer rhe Payment of ppa briveipal and
5 lnteress of the bongs Of ihe B2hog) facilicies iw;roveme:t dds
including any sinking fun:i,

SEC N34 Section 15412 ¢« the Educarion Cede ig amended to re:zd;

15412, e board of S\Bervisors of the counry whose
Superincerdent of schoole has jurisdictio: OVer the schpe! discrics
Or communicy college digtrict in which the Schocl fepild
. improvement district ic lccaceq, shall snually gv the Toh
the levy of taxeg fo:rcounty Purposes Estimate tha amount of money
ﬂ feQuired =n neet the Paymeit of che Brincipal ard inzerest on bordsg
of the districe authorizeqd by the electors of the distrior and nrot
'L seld, anq tnat the governing pparg af thhe Echoo] distriee or
: cemmunity, college districe informg the bozrd on their belier will be
$0ld befere the rext ray levy, ang the board of Euperviscrs shall
H levy a tax sufficiens S0 piy the Principal and intereszt 50 estimarag,
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iaelae (a) The tax shall pe Eltered upon pre &S5essrment
Collected ip the game TENNer as crher o real Dropercy,

(b) The tax when collecreq shal! pe raid irte the county Lreasury
of the Ceurty. fTre Lreasurer of any -county, OCher than Che cne Whose

i SEQ LI Section 15421 of the Education Code ig anended to T&ad.:
s i .
-l

Sfuperintendene ¢f schonis kas Jurisdietion over the gchool districe
or community cellegs discriar in wrich the schoonl facilitias
improvament discrice ig locsted, SEq 1 udon ordar of the councy
2uditor, Pay the gym collec:ed np atount of the X 1nto the
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i1 which the comrunity faci dfias district ig lecate
SEC. 3R Saction 15425 5= the Educarisn Cede ig aTerded
3 Chkz

158425, No:witbstanding ény otker Provision of tris -apter, ip ig
the intens o2 the Legisiarmysg that she rgse Of taxes leviea annually
unen the BIoperty 1o 4 Schoel faciliciec TRrovemsns discricr formed

{ Pureuant te Eubdivigicn (a) of Section 15391 Not be-grester rham the
i I&te of the annual spaesigl tax levied Upon pareels ip the zame
{ 8Cho0l districo 0T cammunicy college discrict thar areé part of a
! Communi by facilitieg disgtricr fermeg SESUANE tg the Mello-Roos
| Cormunjry Facilities Aet of 1982, as ser fo-rh in Chapter 3.5
(commenc1ng with Section 53311) of Part 1 of Divisgion 2 of Title 5 of
the_chernment Code, p determinacion by the governing baarg ic
12

school districe Cr cammunity college district, mads at the
are sold Pursuant tec this Chiapter, that the rate of taxes to
levieg annually upon the Proderty in the school facilities
improvement distriet, based nypon tax rate estimates bPrepared pursuan- .
to Sectian 9401 of tha Elact.ona code, does net eéxceed the rate of ot
the annuaj special tax levied ubon parcels ip the same achool L it
Aistrict Or communicy college digtriar that are part of g community

facilities district formed pursuant to the Mello-Reog Community - -
Facilities Act of 1982, ghalj be conclusive.evidgnce of compliance

with the intent ©f this section .. ' :
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Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street ¢ National City, CA 91950 ¢ (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

September 13, 2000

Ms. Judy May
Legal Counsel
Sweetwater Union High School District Facsimile: (619) 427-2726

Ms. May:

As per our conversation, this correspondence is to procure from your office
Sweetwater Union High School District’s official legal position on the following matters:

1. In 1997 the Mello-Roos Districts were completely excluded from voting and from
paying the bond tax. What is the official status of the Mello-Roos districts in the
November, 2000 Prop. BB election?

2. $12,269,990 is being earmarked for New Construction SWUHSD FACILITIES
IMPROVEMENT PLAN for “land purchase and construction.” Is this area going to be
a Mello-Roos District?

3. In 1997 (as per item 1) Mello-Roos Districts were completely excluded from voting. In
the upcoming November 2000 election Mello-Roos Districts are not excluded and will be
allowed to vote. Under what existing law(s) were voters excluded in 1997, and are now
being allowed to vote in the November 2000 election?

=

How are district employees (specifically Superintendent Ed Brand and District liaison
for Proposition BB Mr. Jorge Dominquez) who are politically active proponent of
passing the measure in compliance with section 7054 of the Education Code?

Section 7054 of the Education Code prohibits the use of school district funds, services,
supplies or equipment to urge the support or defeat of any ballot measure or candidate
and provides that violation of that section is 2a misdemeanor or felony punishable by
imprisonment or a fine.

Your immediate respond to the above will be greatly appreciated. Thank you in
advance.

Sincerely,



Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street ¢ National City, CA 91950 ¢ (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

September 13, 2000

Ms. Judy May
Legal Counsel
Sweetwater Union High School District Facsimile: (619) 427-2726

Ms. May:

As per our conversation, this correspondence is to procure from your office

Sweetwater Union High School District’s official legal position on the following matters:

1.

|

In 1997 the Mello-Roos Districts were completely excluded from voting and from
paying the bond tax. What is the official status of the Mello-Roos districts in the
November, 2000 Prop. BB election?

$12,269,990 is being earmarked for New Construction SWUHSD FACILITIES
IMPROVEMENT PLAN for “land purchase and construction.” Is this area going to be
a Mello-Roos District?

In 1997 (as per item 1) Mello-Roos Districts were completely excluded from voting. In
the upcoming November 2000 election Mello-Roos Districts are not excluded and will be
allowed to vote. Under what existing law(s) were voters excluded in 1997, and are now
being allowed to vote in the November 2000 election? '

How are district employees (specifically Superintendent Ed Brand and District liaison
for Proposition BB Mr. Jorge Dominquez) who are politically active proponent of
passing the measure in compliance with section 7054 of the Education Code?

Section 7054 of the Education Code prohibits the use of school district funds, services,
supplies or equipment to urge the support or defeat of any ballot measure or candidate
and provides that violation of that section is a misdemeanor or felony punishable by
imprisonment or a fine.

Your immediate respond to the above will be greatly appreciated. Thank you in

advance.

Siqcerely, L
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erman Baca, President

Cc. Attorney Daniel Marshall

News Media
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Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street ¢ National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

September 13, 2000

Ms. Judy May

Legal Counsel

Sweetwater Union High School District Facsimile: (619) 427-2726
Ms. May:

As per our conversation, this correspondence is to procure from your office
Sweetwater Union High School District’s official legal position on the following matters:

ing th Iaxa What is the officlal status of the Mello—Roos dlstrlcts in the
November, 2000 Prop. BB election?

2. $12,269,990 is being earmarked for New Construction SWUHSD FACILITIES
IMPROVEMENT PLAN for “land purchase and construction.” Is this area going to be
a Mello-Roos District? | THE
| Vv A AT e i

“3. In 1997 (as per item 1) Mello-Roos Districts were completely excluded from voting. In
the upcoming November 2000 election Mello-Roos Districts are not excluded and will be
allowed to vote. Under what existing law(s) were voters excluded in 1997, and are now
being allowed to vote in the November 2000 election?

1 i How are district employees (specifically Superintendent Ed Brand and District liaison
/ for Proposition BB Mr. Jorge Dominquez) who are politically active proponent of £r7 ¢
passing the measure in comphance with section 7054 of the Education Code?
[L(,,« ez
~ ""/ Section 7054 of the Education Code prohibits the use of school district funds, services,
lies or equipment to urge the support or defeat of any ballot measure or candidate

(k\/ﬁ and provides that violation of that section is a misdemeanor or felony punishable by
v”\(”"\c oF  imprisonment or a fine.
o o . . :
Your immediate respond to the above will be greatly appreciated. Thank you in
advance.
Sl cerely, r¥ads

p19c”

erman Baca, Presndent

Cc. Attorney Daniel Marshall
News Media



&R

Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 ¢ (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

September 13, 2000

Ms. Judy May
Legal Counsel
Sweetwater Union High School District Facsimile: (619) 427-2726

Ms. May:

As per our conversation, this correspondence is to procure from your office
‘Sweetwater Union High School District’s official legal position on the following matters:

1. dn 0= iStEi re completely exeluded from-voting-and-from—
i thWhat is the official status of the Mello-Roos districts in the
November, Prop. BB election?

,2609,990 is being earmarked for New Construction SWUHSD FACILITIES
IMPROVEMENT PLAN for “land purchase and construction.” Is this area going to be
a Mello-Roos District?

3. In 1997 (as per item 1) Mello-Roos Districts were completely excluded from voting. In
the upcoming November 2000 election Mello-Roos Districts are not excluded and will be
allowed to vote. Under what existing law(s) were voters excluded in 1997, and are now
being allowed to vote in the November 2000 election?*p

4.

How are district employees (specifically Superintendent Ed Brand and District liaison
for Proposition BB Mr. Jorge Dominquez) who are politically active proponent of
passing the measure in compliance with section 7054 of the Education Code?

Section 7054 of the Education Code prohibits the use of school district funds, services,
supplies or equipment to urge the support or defeat of any ballot measure or candidate
and provides that violation of that section is a misdemeanor or felony punishable by
imprisonment or a fine.

Your immediate respond to the above will be greatly appreciated. Thank you in
advance.

Sincerely,



Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800 ¢ Fax: (619) 477-3829

September 13, 2000

Ms. Judy May
Legal Counsel
Sweetwater Union High School District Facsimile: (619) 427-2726

Ms. May:

As per our conversation, this correspondence is to procure from your office
Sweetwater Union High School District’s official legal position on the following matters:

1. In 1997 the Mello-Roos Districts were completely excluded from voting and from
paying the bond tax. What is the official status of the Mello-Roos districts in the
November, 2000 Prop. BB election?

2. $12,269,990 is being earmarked for New Construction SWUHSD FACILITIES
IMPROVEMENT PLAN for “land purchase and construction.” Is this area going to be
designated in the near future a Mello-Roos District?

3. In 1997 (as per item 1) Mello-Roos Districts were completely excluded from voting. In
the upcoming November 2000 election Mello-Roos Districts are not excluded and will be
allowed to vote. Under what existing law(s) were voters excluded in 1997, and are now
being allowed to vote in the November 2000 election?

|~

How are district employees (specifically Superintendent Ed Brand and District liaison
for Proposition BB Mr. Jorge Dominquez) who are politically active proponent of
passing the measure in compliance with section 7054 of the Education Code?

Section 7054 of the Education Code prohibits the use of school district funds, services,
supplies or equipment to urge the support or defeat of any ballot measure or candidate
and provides that violation of that section is a misdemeanor or felony punishable by
imprisonment or a fine.

Your immediate respond to the above will be greatly appreciated. Thank you in
advance.

Singerely

(

erman Baca, President
Cc. Attorney Daniel Marshall
News Media



Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street  National City, CA 91950 ¢ (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

September 13, 2000

Ms. Judy May

Legal Counsel
Sweetwater Union High School District Facsimile: (619) 427-2726

Ms. May:

As per our conversation, this correspondence is to procure from your office
Sweetwater Union High School District’s official legal position on the following matters:

1. In 1997 the Mello-Roos Districts were completely excluded from voting and from
paying the bond tax. What is the official status of the Mello-Roos districts in the

' November, 2000 Prop. BB election?

2. $12,269,990 is being earmarked for New Construction SWUHSD FACILITIES
IMPROVEMENT PLAN for “land purchase and construction.” Is this area going to be

designated in the near future a Mello-Roos District?

3. In 1997 (as per item 1) Mello-Roos Districts were completely excluded from voting. In
the upcoming November 2000 election Mello-Roos Districts are not excluded and will be
allowed to vote. Under what existing law(s) were voters excluded in 1997, and are now
being allowed to vote in the November 2000 election?

How are district employees (specifically Superintendent Ed Brand and District liaison
for Proposition BB Mr. Jorge Dominquez) who are politically active proponent of
passing the measure in compliance with section 7054 of the Education Code?

>

ection 7054 of the Education Code prohibits the use of school district funds, servic
supplies or equipment to urge the support or defeat of an ballot measure or candi
nd provides that violation of that section is a misdemeanor or felon unishabl

imprisonment or a fine.
 Your immediate respond to the above will be greatly appreciated. Thank you in
~advance.

Sipgerely
erman Baca, President

- Ce. Attorney Daniel Marshall
News Media
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&) Schet'!ule E ; < Stalement covers period  JFNEITS ST 460 e
= (Continuation Sheet} wom 1070172000  JRAILJ!
= Payments Made ‘
' .
2 twough 19/21/2000 1o . 74 20
= NAME OF FILER Svectwater Committee for Quality Bducation LD. NUMBER
'
b 390810
_.A... CODES: If one of ths lollowing codes accurately desciibes tho payment, you may enter the code. Otherwise, describe the payment.
O
CMP camgpaipgn paraphernaliafmisc. OFC ofiios expenses RFD setumed contributions
e CNS campaign conselfants PET petition circulating EAL campelgn workers salatles
ot L CTB conlribution (explain nonmanetary)* PHO phone banks TEL Lv. or cable airlime and produciion costs
iy CVC civic donations POL polling ard survey reseasch , TRC candidaie lrsvel, lodging and meals (sxplain)
= FND (undralsing events POS posiage, defvery and messengs: services TRS slailfspouse davel, lodging snd meals (explain)
o IND  Indspendent expendilurs suppoiiing/opposing others (explain}® PRO prafossional tervices (legal, accouriting) TSF transter between comrnittaes of the same candidatejsponsor
: LT campaign fitevaivre and naiiinys PRY gt VOT voles registration
MTG meelings and appearances RAC radio alitime and production cosis WEB information technology cosis (inlemnet, e-maif)
*Payments that are contributions or Independent expenditres muat slso be summoer'zed on Schedule D.
'i NAME AND ADDRESS OF PAYEE OR CREDITOR '
E PF COMMITTEE,, ALSO ENTER |.0. HUMBER O0DE on DESCRIPTION OF PAYNEHNT AMOUNT PAID
At California Golden Signs CMP 103.44
799 Third Ave :
E Chula Viska, CA 91910
o
.
-t
<
= Omaxr Carrillo CHS . 375.00
a 8892 Namwesnd 2
San Diego, B 92123
Jorge Domingwez NS 1.,758.90
371 Wild vak= Lane i
Bonita, (A 91902 .
Tris Hubbard CKS 1,000.0¢
313 Windjamme:r Citcle
Chula Vista, CA 91810 ' %
=4
= . . 2
<
[
=

SUBTOTAL. $ 3,228.44

e ——



SCHEDULE E (CONT) ‘

o Schedule E : Statement covers period BN R T IENTY 46 »
3 (Continuation Sheet} FORM ;
, from __10/01/2000 3
= Payments Made
ro - X
ol through 10/21/2000 Page T of 10
o i NAME OF FILER Swectwater Committee for Duality Bducation LD. NUMBER
n X
1 390810
et CODES: If one of ths lollowling codes accurately describes tho payment, you may enter the code. Otherwise, describe the payment.
o
= CUMP campaipn paraphemaliafmisc. OFC ofiios expenses RFD retumed comrbulions
e CNS aign conseliants PET pefion circutafing SAL campalgn workers salatles
= CTB conlribufion (explain nonmaonetary)* PHO phone banks TEL Ly orcable aiime and produciion costs
T - CVC civic donations POL polling and survey reseasch : TRC candidate lravel, bodging and meals (sxplain)
g FND (undralsing events POS poslage, defyery and messengs: services TRS slailfspouse bavel, lodging snd meals (explain)
o D  Indspendent expendilure supparingfopposing others (explain)® PRO prafossional gervices (legal, accourting) TSF transier between committees of the same candidatejsponsor
; Lt campaipn filevaivre and maiiings PRY printads VOT voles registration
1 MTG meelings and appearances RAC radio altime and production cosis WEB information technology costs (inlemet, e-mail)
*Payments that are contributions or Independent expenditres muat alao be summat!zed oa Schedule D.
l NAME AND ADDRESS OF PAYEE OR CREDITOR '
% §F COMIATTEE, ALSO ENTEFR |.0. HUMBER p— on DESCRIPTION OF PAYMENT ACUNTPAD
o California Golden Signs CMP 103.44
799 Third Ave .
E Chula Vista, CA 91910
o -
"r}
=
o
- Omar Carrillo CHS . 375.00
- 8892 Hamwond
San Diego, (A 92123
Jorge Dominguwez NS AR 758000
371 Wild vais Lane :
Bonita, A 91902 5
Tris Hubbard CHKS : 1,000.0¢
313 Windjammer Citcle
Chula Vista, CA 91910 ; : 2
s
o
(=4
»
<
[
o

SUBTOTAL. $ 3,228.44
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Schedule E Stalement covers period  EENPIT BT}
(Continuation Sheet} wom __ 1070172000 JRAY]
Payments Made
o through 10/21/2000 Page 7 of 10

NAME OF FILER Swectwater Committee for Duality Bducation LD NUMBER

: 390810
CODES: If one of ths lollowing codes aocurately describes tho payment, you may enter the code. Otherwise, describe the payment. i
CUP camgsign paraphemaliajinioc. OFC  office expenses RFD setumed contrbulions '
CNS campaipn consltants PET  petion circuafing EAL campelgn workers salarles
CTB conliribufion (explain nonmonetary)* _ PHO phone banks TEL Lv. or cable aiime and production costs
CVC civic donations : POL poliing ard sutvey reseasch TRC candidaie kravel, lodging and meals (sxplalr)
FND (undralsing everts POS  postage, defvery and messengs: services TRS slafifspouse davel, lodging snd meals (explain)
IND  Indsjendent expendilure suppaiiing/opposing others (explain}® PRO pratossional tervices (legal, accourting) TSF  transter between committaes of the ssme candidatelsporsor
LT campaign fiesaivre and niitys PRY printods VOT voles regisiration

MTG meelings and appearances RAC sadio alitime and production costs

WEB information technology costs (inlemnet, e-mal)
*Paymeonts that are contributions or Independent expenditres musi slso be summatized on Schedule D.

NAME AND ADDRESS OF PAYEE OR CREDITOR .

# COMMITTEE, ALSO ENTER 1.D. HUMBER onDE on DESCRIPTION OF PAYNGNT AMOUNT PAID
Cnlifornia Golden Signs cMp 103.44
799 ‘Third Ave 4 |
Chula Vista, CA 91930
Omax Carrillo CHS . 375.00
88492 Namuond .

San Diego, (A 92123

Jorge Dominguez NS 1,75¢£.00

371 HWild vai= Lane

Bonita, €A 91902 :

Tris Hubbard CHS : - 1,000.00

313 Windjammer Circle :

Chula Vista, CA 91910 -
SUBTOTAL. $ 3,228.44




SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

Office of the Superintendent @ 1130 Fifih Avenue & Chuta Vists, California 919 1-2496
(E1%) 691-5555 @ FAX (619) 498-1997 @ e-mail: caward brand@suhsd.k12.ca.us

Edward M. Brand, Ea.D.
Superintendent

Notice to Property Owners
Within the Sweetwater Union High School District
Community Facilities Districts
(Mello-Roos)

Dear Property Owngr,

As you may be aware, voters within the Sweetwater Union High School Distuct are sched.
~ uled 1o vole in Proposition BB this Novenber. Proposition BB is a bond measure that will
provide funds to repair and renovite middle schools, junior highs and high schools w the

Sweetwater Unified School Dastrict.

These renovations include.
renovating 40 ~60 yeur old classrooms
upgrading outdated electrical and plumbing systems
replacing ventilatico and heating systems
adding additional ¢ ‘wssrooms and science labs 1o relieve Ov ercrowding
repairing health and safety hazacds
replucing aging roofs as needed
improving schoel libraries

Proposition BB will not increase taves of residents in the Mello-Roos arcas (CFDs).
Residents of the Community Facility Districts already pay special taxes for schoo) facilities.

Because you are alreacy paying special taxes for school facilitics, if Proposition BB
\\f«r -passesmyoue€ “D-tax-il-be reduced so-there-will no increasesnyouroveral taxbilh -
» X . : ) :
Passage of Proposition BB will alse qualify our community (0 reccive state matching funds
that will reduce the cost of repairs to local taxpayers. Without passage of Proposition BB,
these funds will go 1o other schiool districe:. : -

On the reverse of this le'ter are some of the most frequently asked questions. If you have
nced more information please contact my oflice al 619 691-3535. ‘

Sincerely,
Lo
s



MAREHALL .«

" THE Law Orricss OF
DANIEL E. MARSHALL

ATTORNEY AT Law
Sure 299
1286 UNIvensrry Aveiiue
SAN DiEGO, CA 92103
PHONR/FAX: (619) 298.577¢

Septenrver 1<, 2000
U.S, Mail and Confidential Facsimile Transmission
John Sansone (619) 531-6005
County Counsel
County of San Diego
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 300
San Diego, California 92101

SCHOOL BOND COUNTY COUNSEL OPINIONS/ Sweetwater Union High School
District/ Santee School District/ Cajop Valley Union School District

Dear Mr. Sansone,

Please be advised that I represent the Committee on Chicano Rights (. JR). On their
behalf, I would appreciate copies of County Counsel’s full legal opinions on the proposed bond
issues in each of the above noted school districts. 1 would also appreciate a written explanation,
or telephonic contact from your assigned Deputy County Counsel(s), explaining the legal rationale
for the various voting form ulas involving homeowners who are currently paying Mello- Roos
paymenis as part of their mr.ortgages.

It is obvious for example, in the case of Sweetwater Unified School District, that under
the terms of the proposed tond measure, Mello-Roos homeowners will shoulder no ultimate
additional burden by virtue of a built in rebate. Unfortunately, this rebate is not being offered to
non-Mello-Roos homeowners.  As a result, these homeowners will share a disproportionate share
of the burden of the costs associated with this bond measure. I am aware that previous legislation
exempted Mello-Roos homeowners from these bonds. Now they are being allowed to vote.

It appears that inclusion of Mello-Roos homeowners enables the Sweetwater School
District to dilute the voter pool to enable these voters to make up part of the required 2/3
majority for a bond they will bear no financial burden. The immediate legal problem is the
resultant diminution and dilution of the balance of the voters who will bear a disproportionate
share of the bond payments without representative parity at the ballot box. I am sure that your
County Counsel opinions v-il shed light on these questions. I look forward to your timely

consideration of this reque517

Sincerely,

/ %
DANIEL E. MARSHALL
Attorney at Law

¢¢; Herman Baca
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Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

September 19, 2000

Howard Jarvis Tax Committee
C/o Mr. Tim Bittle

921 11" Street

Suite 1201

Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Bittle:

As per our conversation, enclosed for your information are articles and issues
pertaining to Sweetwater Union High School District Proposition BB. Any information and
or legal assistance that your committee can provide us on the above will be greatly
appreciated:

ARTICLES:

1. 1997 Senator Steve Peace article.
2. 8/21/00 SD Union Santee school bond article.
3. Facility Needs sheet (Otay Mesa)

ISSUES:

e In 1997 the Sweetwater Union High School District (SWUHSD) proposed a 500
million-dollar school bond which at that time was defeated. Sweetwater District
attempted to stack and manipulate the vote (in their favor) by unconstitutionally
disenfranchising 10,000 Mello-Roos district voters (whom the district knew would’ve
voted against the bond) from voting. In this year’s November election Sweetwater
Union High School District proposition BB has changed the above tactic, by initiating a
new and legally questionable ruse, where:

¢ MELLO-ROOS DISTRICTS VOTERS WILL BE ABLE TO VOTE, AND IF THE 187
MILLION BOND IS APPROVED, PAY THE BOND TAX.

e IN TURN, THE SWUHSD DISTRICT WILL REIMBURSE THE MELLO-ROOS
HOMEOWNERS WITH A “REBATE/ BRIBE” FOR THE BOND TAX PAID BY,
DEDUCTING IT FROM THE MELLO-ROOS HOMEOWNER’S TAXES! IN
ESSENCES MELLO-ROOS HOMEOWNERS WILL HAVE A SAY SO AS TO THE
OUTCOME OF THE ELECTION, BUT NONE OF THE FINANCIAL
OBLIGATIONS OR LIABILITIES! POORER AREA’S OF THE DISTRICT WILL
OF COURSE HAVE TO PAY THE DIFFERENCES!
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e TO ADD FURTHER INSULT TO INJURY TO THE TAXPAYERS IN THE POORER
AREA’S OF THE DISTRICT, MELLO-ROOS TAXPAYERS ASIDE FROM
RECEIVING THE TAX “REBATE/BRIBE” FOR VOTING YES, WILL ALSO
RECEIVE $12,269.990 FROM THE BOND PAID BY THE POORER TAXPAYERS.
$12,269,990 FOR “LAND PURCHASE AND CONSTRUCTION,” FOR A FUTURE
DESIGNATED (OTAY MESA) MELLO-ROOS DISTRICT!

The question(s) and issues that we have raised for your consideration and legal
assistance’s are, under what legal statues or laws can districts like SWUHSD (proposition
BB) manipulate an election outcome by granting rebates or bribes to attempt to procure
the required 66 2/3% for passage? How can school districts disenfranchise voters as was
the case in the 1997 SWUHSD election and the now upcoming November election (see
above article) in Santee, California? Also how can poorer areas of a district, legally be
forced to shoulder the entire finanical burden of a bond when Mello-Roos (the proposed
Otay Mesa) areas which are supposedly excluded (and will pay no taxes) receive finanical
benefit from those taxes? Any information or assistance on the above matters will be

greatly appreciated. Thank you in advance.

Sipcerely,

e

erman Baca, President

Cc. Attorney Daniel Marshall
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'schools blaze:

‘San Ysidro . :

funding trail

Other districts may use law.
allowing segmented voting

By Ed Mendel i

- @ ®kra, o

R

STAFF WRITER 3

SACRAMENTO — The small San Ysidro Elex
_mentary School District, with only 4,000 stu-
dents and six schools, has obtained legislation
that may change the way other districts seek :
school construction funds in the future. 2]
San Ysidro voters approved a state record y
$250 million bond measure this month, even.

~ though the small district is limited to a $12;.

. boosts the property base.

million bond issue until growth on Otay Mesa ;

Most school districts in California are having ,

" trouble getting the required two-thirds voter
* approval of bonds to replace rundown schools, let

alone a blank check for massive future growth.
“In many places you couldn’t get residents to '
vote for general obligation bonds for schools for "
more houses because they don’t want more hous-'*
es there in the first place,” said Bill Kadi, & ;
Newport Beach attorney who specializes in
school construction negotiations.™ . 5
It was the high failure rate of local school bond
issues that prompted the San Ysidro district and
Pardee Construction, which owns much of the
land on Otay Mesa, to obtain legislation last year.*
making it easier to get voter approval of a bond.
" The new law, SB 1544 by state Sen. Steve i
. Peace, D-El Cajon, allows school districts to ex--:
clude almost any geographical area within the.,
district when seeking approval of a school bond. .-
" In other words, if school officials think a school ",
bond would be a tough sell in a particular area of |
the district, they can leave it out. And areas that |

do not vote on the measure do not have to pay the |
 property tax needed to pay off the bonds. - !

San Ysidro school officials and Pardee intended ;
 to exclude most of San Ysidro from the proposed
bond area, leaving a relative handful of voters in
" the Otay Mesa area. . N
But after Gov. Pete Wilson signed the Peace |
bill last year, San Ysidro officials decided to seek’ |
. a districtwide vote on the bonds that did not leave
out San Ysidro or any area in the district. .
Early campaign work apparently showed that ,'
San Ysidro voters could be persuaded to vote for.;:
the bonds. San Ysidro officials also were con-:
_ cerned about forming what in effect would be two i
- districts. A
“You could create a bond measure that would *.
only tax that area,” said Julian Lopez, San Ysidro':
superintendent. “But that would really divide up :'
the district and form two districts.” Ny
-One of the other school districts studying the
' new law is Sweetwater Union High School Dis? |
¥kict, where a $500 million bond measure failed '
‘this' month. It received 63 percent of Yhe vote,
just short of the required two-thirds. 3
‘“We think the Peace bill is open to interpreta-':'
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squrces,” Hampton said. "We don't
have them.” ;
« .Likewise, the desert rescue
team first developed here by the
“Border Patrol to save illegal immi-
.grants lost without water during
potentially deadly summer heat,
'ﬁgs been dismantled.

“We just don’t have the agents to
do it,” Osborn said. “We've got
fpaybe another month before it

e
> _.

wegal UIIgrants tnat te views of
Calexico residents, which long had
ranged from indifference to out-
right sympathy for the illegal bor-
der crossers, are changing, said Os-
born.

“We're getting calls now every
day, every night from residents
who've got people in their back
yards, women who want us to g0
through and check their houses,”

Federal government sources
have indicated that help is coming.
The INS today is expected to an-
nounce plans to beef up Border Pa-
trol staffing in El Centro.

Some agents, however, feel the
promised help amounts to little
more than “shifting the chairs” and
will make little difference. Many of
the 45 agents expected to arrive in

are tresh out ot the Border Patrol
academy im Glynco, Ga.

Addizg to the concerns is the
dismaniimg of a 2-mile section of

border femce west of Calexico for |.

construction of an improved barri-
er. The arez, in plain view of Mexi-
cali resadiertial neighborhoods, is
wide opem ind the Border Patrol
can spare few agents to guard it.

saia.

They’ve been so successful that
the city is planning to install five or
six more donation meters in the
next month.

In addition to cutting down on
panhandling, the meters have yield-
ed $1,226 to Marysville’s Twin Cit-
ies Rescue Mission, which houses,
feeds and counsels up to 2,000
homeless people a month.

Downtown merchants also pro-
vide their patrons with tickets that
can be given to panhandlers, enti
tling them to a meal at the mission,

In addition, last year the mission
formed volunteer work crews of
homeless people who cleaned
Marysville parks and painted rest-
rooms, often with police volunteers
working alongside them. -

-

w

San Ysidro

The bonding capacity
is now at $12 million

Continued from A-3

tion,” said Andy Campbell, Sweet-
water assistant superintendent.
“We are seeking an opinion from
the Legislative Counsel.”

Phillip Schott, a veteran Pardee
lobbyist, said the only question
about the bill in the Legislature was
whether there might somehow be a
conflict with Proposition 13, the
property tax-cutting measure.

He said attorneys for pro-Propo-
sition 13 groups said there is no
problem if the bill does not alter the

requirement that bonds be ap-
proved by two-thirds of the voters.
“I think it’s unquestionably le-
gal,” said Schott. “I can’t imagine
the Legislative Counsel telling
Sweetwater there is a problem.”

In 1993, voters rejected a pro-

posed state constitutional amend-
ment lowering the requirement for
approving a local school bond from
two-thirds of the vote to a majority.

The governor and others have
new proposals to lower the thresh-
old. But they will meet stiff opposi-
tion from conservative legislators,
who say the two-thirds require-
ment is an important safeguard for
property owners.

The $250 million San Ysidro
bond measure, topping the old re-
cord of $215 million in Fresno in
1995, is raising eyebrows because

_several of the school

it far exceeds the current $12 mil-
lion bonding capacity of the small
district. :

“T think everybody was sort of
scratching their head for the first
few days,” said Laura Walker of the
California School Boards Associa-
tion. “It felt a little funny, but really
it’s not. Obviously, we-are all for
local communities trying to help
themselves.”

Kadi, the Newport Beach special-
ist in school negotiations, said he is
unaware of any other school district
that has gone much over its bond-
ing capacity, not to mention ex-
ceeding it by twentyfold.

“That’s a pretty grand scale they
are doing,” saxd Kadi. “But I thmk it
makes sense.”

One of the questions raised by

lFonstruction

“That’s a pretty
grand scale they are
doing.”

BILL KADS

discussng San Ysidro's $250 million bond
measu»

experts is whether there is a sweet-
heart deal between San Ysidro and
Pardee. At one point the develop-
ers wanted to move Otay Mesa into

the Chula Vista school district.

Generally, developers like to
avoid high fees placed on new
homes to pay for schools. The fees,
paid upfront by the developers, are
limited to $1.84 per square foot.

But a court decision allows
higher developer fees to be negoti-
ated if developers need a city or
county zoning change.

Developers also can pay for
schools by issuing Mello-Roos
bonds, a more expensive form of
financing than government-issued
school bonds. The Mello-Roos
bonds are paid off by the home-
owners.

Developers have complained for
years that high fees and advance
debt under Mello-Roos bonds are
driving up the price of new homes
in California and dampening the

/‘l’/\

J
.:)/.9' C/\(X
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market. But legislation to lowér de-
veloper fees has failed.

In San Ysidro, Superintendent
Lopez said that school construction
on Otay Mesa will be financed with
developer fees, local school bonds.
state funds and perhaps some Mei-
lo-Roos bonds. A

“We are working on a mitigatiof
agreement between the district and
Pardee,” said Lopez. “But that" ns
not final yet.” !

Meanwhile, said Lopez, San Ysid-
ro plans to issue honds to pay for
the renovation of a i .2{{-student
middle school, expected to cost $3
million to $4 million. =

“We are going out unmedxately,
said Lopez. “We have a middle
school that doesn’t have a cafeteria.
Kids are eating outside under &
shade tree.”
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SUMMARY OF FACILITY NEEDS

school Site Improvements

High Schools
Bonita Vista
Castle Park
Chula Vista
Eastlake
Hilltop
Mar Vista

. Montgomery
Palomar
Southwest
Sweetwater

Total High School Improvements:

Middle/Junior High Schools
Bonita Vista

Castle Park

Chula Vista

Granger

Hilltop

Mar Vista

National City

Southwest

Montgomery

$9,573,726
$9,705,050
$12,770,901
$65,440
$11,515,830
$12,676,198
$9,312,896
$1,275,440
$8,086,848
$16,600,871

$8,204,158
$7,314,924
$9,332,771
$7,533,363
$7,735,993
$7,733,565
$9,629,426
$9,798,322
$8,290,007

Total Middle/Junior High Schools Improvements

New Construction
Otay Mesa High School - Land purchase and construction

Requires 50% local funding

Adult Education

New adult school at Montgomery High School

Temporary Housing

Temporary classrooms for use during modernization

TOTAL OF ALL IMPROVEMENTS

$91,583,200

$75,572,529

$12,269,990

$1,635,999

$5,938,282

$187,000,000

SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

‘ FACILITIES MASTER PLAN, JuLY 2000
6
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School districts plan major bond issues

Cajon Valley seeks
$75 million and

.Santee $28 million

»

By Hala All Aryan
STAFF WRITER

Two East County school dis-
tricts will look to their commu-
nities in November for financial
help to upgrade schools and
build new ones.

El Cajon and some La Mesa
voters will decide on a $75 mil
lion bond issue for Cajon Valley
Union School District. Santee
and some El Cajon voters will
decide on a $28 million bond
issue for the Santee School Dis-
trict.

State law requires that all the
money be used for school im-
provements and prohibits any
be_zmg spent on salaries or oper-
ating expenses.

_’Ihe measures need a two-
thirds majority vote to pass.
There is an initiative on the
Nov. 7 ballot that would change

the two-thirds requirement to a .

simple majority. If it is ap-
proved, however, it would not
apply to these measures.

Santee School District

The 8,000-student Santee
School District hopes to pass a
million bond to improve its

10 schools.

The measure would mean an
annual tax increase of $64.06
for every $100,000 in assessed
property value for about 25
years. The state would add to
the bond with $17 million. The

.$45 million total would pay to

modernize the district’s
schools, which range from
about 30 to 50 years old.

The district’s top priorities
include increasing and refur-
bishing restrooms, making
schools accessible to people
with disabilities, replacing
flooring, repairing concrete
walkways and installing lunch
shelters.

_Computer networking and
wiring are also a top priority.
The district hopes to eventually
have at least one computer for
every five students.

“Our parent community has
said to us over and over again,
‘We need these kids to be liter-
ate when it comes to technolo-
gy,’” said Dianne El-Hajj,
school board president. “But
there’s a load limit on our sys-
tem. There are certain things
we can't do electronically be-
cause of the infrastructure.”

The money would pay to ren-
ovate five schools — Cajon
Park, Carlton Hills, Carlton
Oaks, Hill Creek and Rio Seco -
built in the 1970s when open
schools were popular. Each

‘school’s round building houses

eight classrooms separated by

temporary walls. There are no
windows and only four exits for
the entire building, which'
makes for high noise levels.

The money would pay for
permanent walls and more ex-
its or to move the classrooms
from the buildings, leaving
space for. libraries, music
rooms and labs.

Santee tried unsuccessfully

“Our parent
community has
said to us over and
over again, ‘We
need these kids to
be literate when it
comesto
technology.”

Dianne El-Hajj, school
board president.

for abond in 1993. Trustees are
hoping this year’s presidential
election will bring out a large
number of voters. '

Property owners who al-
ready pay Mello-Roos taxes for
new schools or who live in mo-
bile homes would be exempt

from paying for the bond and -

will not be eligible to vote.

'/
/1
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Cajon Valley Union
School District

The $75 million bond issue
would pay for three new
schools and renovation of
others to upgrade technology,
libraries, playgrounds and fire
and smoke alarms. Passage of
the bond would qualify the dis-
trict to receive about $18 mil
lion in state matching funds.

It has been 32 years since
Cajon Valley voters passed a
bond. A March ballot measure
fell short of passing by 244
votes out of 37,000 ballots cast.

District officials blame the

~ bond’s failure on the short time

for campaigning. Although this
election’s marketing plan is in
the works, educators and com-
munity members plan on

talking to more people and con-

ducting a larger publicity cam- -

paign.

“Districts have a higher suc-
cess rate the second time
around,” said Wayne Oetken,
assistant superintendent of
business services.

A bond issue would mean
that El Cajon property owners
would pay $30 more a year in
taxes per $100,000 of their as-
sessed property value for about
30 years. v

Five years ago, the district
received $23 million in state
funding to upgrade classrooms

in 16 of its schools that are
more than 30 years old, but the
money wasn't enough to pay
for all needed improvements.

Overcrowding is the top
problem and projections show
the district will need one mid-
dle school and two elementary
schools in the next few years.

The 27 district schools were
built for 16,000 students, but
enrollment has swelled to
19,400 with an expected growth
of 750 students in the next four
years.

The district has about 330
portable classrooms to accom-
modate students, compared
with 255 last year. Class-sizeg
reduction forces districts to .
find more classroom space.

“We are going to continue tg
grow,” said Marsha Saben,
board vice president. “If we
don’t plan now, then we are
going to be faced with other
ways to house these children.”;

Older campuses, most of
which are more than 30 years
old, need plumbing, heating
and roof repairs. :

Improvements would also ins
clude repairing and renovating
classrooms, conforming td
state-mandated class-size re!
ductions, expanding libraries;,
providing greater access tq
computers and improving
health and safety, such as replat

. cinganoldsepﬁctankandtat:

(]



Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 ¢ (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

September 23, 2000
Facsimile: (619) 498-1997
Superintendent Ed Brand:

What kind of “public servant” or “professional” administrator are you that
you cannot answer a simple letter?

For the record:

e On September 23,2000 I wrote to CHALLENGE YOU TO A PUBLIC DEBATE on
your $187,000,000 Prop BB. To date you have “unprofessionally” failed to respond.
What are you afraid off, or what are you attempting to hide?

e On September 13, 2000 I wrote a letter to Ms. Judy May, SWUHSD legal counsel
requesting “public information on the district’s legal position on several issues
regarding Prop. BB. To this day your legal counsel has also failed to respond.

Your failure to respond, along with your legal counsel’s withholding of “public
information” is plain “stonewalling.” Like the 1997 bond election, you are again attempting
to run a “stealth” type campaign, by failing to hold press conferences, community
meetings, and minimizing the amount of information and campaign literature to voters,
especially to the majority Mexican-American community.

Voters in the Sweetwater Union High School District are entitled to all the facts on
Prop. BB.

For the reason(s) above, I am calling on you to end your “stealth” campaign and
once again to come out and debate the pro and con’s of your $187,000,000 Prop BB.

Unless you are hiding from the voters/homeowners of the district, or are afraid to
defend your position in public. I except to hear from you as soon as possible on whether
your answer is YES or NO to accept or reject my CHALLENGE TO A PUBLIC DEBATE

on Prop. BB,

Waitf’mg for your ?B;vj’

\‘ -.\ ) Vl > —
)? - e ~—r
Herman Baca, President




CCR

Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 ¢ (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

September 23, 2000
Superintendent Ed Brand:

This letter is to CHALLENGE YOU TO A PUBLIC DEBATE on Proposition BB.
The Sweetwater Union High School District’s (SWUHSD) $187,000,000 dollar
“boondoggle.” Proposition BB, which is being floated by you and your “rubber stamp”
Board of Trustees will be voted on November 7, 2000. I state several reasons why I am
challenging to a public debate. You and members of the Board of Trustee’s are
“stonewalling” and withholding very important public information and facts from the
voters pertaining to Prop. BB.

As in the 1997 bond election, when you and the board attempted to saddle
homeowners with an outrageous %: billion-school bond, you ran a “stealth” type campaign
and all of you were less than honest, open or truthful with district voters.

Case in point, during the 1997 election you and the Board of Trustees:

e Failed to hold community meetings (especially in the Mexican/American majority
community) to discuss or explain the - billion-dollar bond measure to homeowners,
taxpayers and voters.

e Couldn’t account or explain to the voters, over $300,000,000 million dollars of bond
expenditures.

e Attempted in a Machiavellian move to politically stack the vote, and effect the outcome
of the election (to procure the necessary 2/3 approval required), by unconstitutionally
disenfranchising over 10,000 Mello-Roos from Eastlake, Rancho Del Rey, and Long
Canyon.

e Excluded voters from the affluent Mello-Roos districts from paying taxes on the bond.
Placing the tax burden of paying the entire 1/2 billion dollars on the backs of the
poorest homeowners/taxpayers of National City, San Ysidro, Chula Vista and Imperial
Beach.

Today, as in the1997 election, you and the Board of Trustees continue to play the same
game, and once again are being less than honest, open or truthful with district voters. You
have failed to disclose and provide the following facts to voters on PROP. BB:



What’s wrong with prop. BB?
The SWUHSD is telling district voters that Prop. BB the $187,000,000 measure
bond (in 1997 they asked for $500,000,00) is necessary to renovate and rebuild the

district’s schools. Many in the community question, how can anyone in their right

mind be against good schools, especially when Mexican/Americans parents /students

comprise the majority in the district?

The reason(s) are numerous but it boils down (as in 1997) to Superintendent Ed

Brand and the Board of Trustees being less than honest, truthful or open with the

district’s voters.

For instances how many district voters know that Superintendent Ed Brand and the

Board of Trustees:

ARE ALLOWING (UNLIKE 1997) VOTERS IN THE AFFLUENT MELLO-
ROOS DISTRICTS (EASTLAKE, RANCHO DEL REY, AND LONG
CANYON) TO VOTE ON PROP. BB, AND IF PROP. BB IS APPROVED PAY
THE TAX, BUT THAT THE DISTRICT WILL REIMBURSE (BY ISSUING A
“REBATE”) BY DEDUCTING OFFTHE THERE MELLO-ROOS TAX?

IN ESSENCE, MELLO-ROOS HOMEOWNERS ARE BEING OFFERED A
“BRIBE” BY THE DISTRICT TO VOTE YES TO PROCURE THE 66 2/3
MAJORITY VOTE NEEDED, BUT WILL ASSUME NO RESPONSIBLE OR
FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS OR LIABILITIES FOR PAYMENT OF THE
BOND!

HOMEOWNERS AND TAXPAYERS OF THE POOREST AREA’S OF THE
DISTRICT (NATIONAL CITY, SAN YSIDRO, CHULA VISTA, AND
IMPERIAL BEACH) WILL HAVE TO PAY THE ENTIRE PROP. BB
$187,000,000 BOND.

ASIDE FROM ALLOWING AFFLUENT MELLO-ROOS TAXPAYERS TO
VOTE, AND RECEIVE A TAX “REBATE”, AND A “BRIBE” FOR VOTING
YES TOTHOSE AREA’S WILL (IF PROP. BB PASSES) GRANT $12,269,990
OF THE POOREST AREA PAID TAXES FOR “LAND PURCHASE AND
CONSTRUCTION,” FOR A NEW SCHOOL IN A FUTURE DESIGNATED
MELLO-ROOS DISTRICT IN OTAY 'M}ZSA!



CCR

Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street ¢ National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

September 26, 2000 Facsimile: (619) 585-7380
Superintendent Ed Brand:

This letter is to CHALLENGE YOU TO A PUBLIC DEBATE on Proposition BB.
The $187,000,000 dollar Sweetwater Union High School District’s (SWUHSD)
“boondoggle” bond proposal. Proposition BB, which is being floated by you and your
“rubber stamp” Board of Trustees, will be voted on November 7, 2000. I state several
reasons why I am challenging you to a public debate. You and members of the Board of
Trustees are “stonewalling” and withholding very important public information and facts
from the voters pertaining to Prop. BB.

As in the 1997 bond election, when you and the board attempted to saddle
homeowners with an outrageous %: billion-dollar school bond, you ran a “stealth” type
campaign and all of you were less than honest, open or truthful with district voters.

Case in point, during the 1997 election you and the Board of Trustees:

e Failed to hold community meetings (especially in the Mexican/American majority
community) to discuss or explain the %z billion-dollar bond measure to homeowners,
taxpayers and voters.

e Couldn’t explain to the voters, or account for over $300,000,000 million dollars of bond
expenditures.

e Attempted in a Machiavellian move to politically stack the vote, and effect the outcome
of the election (to procure the necessary 2/3 approval required), by unconstitutionally
disenfranchising over 10,000 Mello-Roos voters from Eastlake, Rancho Del Rey, and
Long Canyon.

e Excluded voters from the affluent Mello-Roos districts from paying taxes on the bond.
Placing the tax burden of paying the entire 1/2 billion dollars on the backs of the
poorest homeowners/taxpayers of National City, San Ysidro, Chula Vista and Imperial
Beach.

Today, as in the1997 election, you and the Board of Trustees continue to play the same
game, and once again are being less than honest, open or truthful with district voters. You
have failed to disclose and provide the following facts to voters on PROP. BB:



Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

September 26, 200

Ms. Norma Cazares, President
South Bay Forum

45 El Rancho Vista

Chula Vista, CA 91910

Ms. Cazares:

Enclosed for your information, and the South Bay Forum, is a letter to Superintendent Ed
Brand challenging him to a public debate on Proposition BB. Superintendent Ed Brand and the
Sweetwater Union High School District (SWUHSD) Board of Trustees has floated a $187,000,000
Proposition which voters will either approve or defeat in the November 7, 2000 election. The
reasons for my challenge for a debate are outlined in the enclosed letter.

The Committee on Chicano Rights (CCR) has taken a position of opposing the $187,000,000
Prop. BB measure (as we did the % billion bond in 1997) for the reasons outlined in the enclosed
letter to Superintendent Brand, and for the district’s failure to address the historical educational
needs of the Chicano community.

It is the CCR’s position that Prop. BB should be publicly debated because, as was the case
in 1997, Superintendent Ed Brand and the Board of Trustees are again “stonewalling” and
withholding important public information and facts from the voters on Prop. BB. It is also our
position, that since the Chicano community composes the majority population of students and
parents, and will be the most economically effected and impacted, that a debate is not only
necessary but also imperative.

Proposition BB along with other Propositions, such Prop. 38 (vouchers), and Prop. 39 (doing
away with the 2/3 majority) will effect and impact our communities (negative or positive) for years
to come. Unfortunately these propositions and numerous other political issues in the upcoming
election, which will effect our community are not being discussed from a community political
perspective by political organizations.

Hopefully, the enclosed information will assist the South Bay Forum in its’ political
discussions, and endorsements, which could provide “political direction” in voting to our
community in the upcoming November 7, 2000 elections. If you are in need or have further
question, feel free to call me at the above phone number.

ramente,

erman Baca, President



Committee on Chicano Rights
Q\ 710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 ¢ (619) 477-3800 » Fax: (619) 477-3829

To: All News Media
Re: Challenge to debate
Contact: Herman Baca, President

September 27, 2000

FOR IMMEDIATE PRESS RELEASE

NATIONAL CITY, CA...THE COMMITTEE ON CHICANO RIGHTS, (CCR) TODAY
ANNOUNCED “THAT HERMAN BACA, PRESIDENT OF THE CCR HAS CHALLENGED
(SEE ENCLOSED LETTER) SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT’S (SWUHSD)
SUPERINTENDENT ED BRAND TO A PUBLIC DEBATE ON PROPOSITION BB.”

IN CALLING FOR THE DEBATE, BACA CHARGED THAT “THE DISTRICT’S PROP. BB IS
A “BOONDOGGLE” AND A “RIP-OFF” OF THE POOREST HOMEOWNERS/TAXPAYERS
OF NATIONAL CITY, SAN YSIDRO, CHULA VISTA AND IMPERIAL BEACH (WHO WILL
HAVE TO PAY THE ENTIRE $187,000,000 DOLLAR BOND) WHILE EXCLUDING THE
MORE AFFLUENT MELLO-ROOS DISTRICTS OF EASTLAKE, RANCHO DEL REY, AND
LONG CANYON.”

ACCORDING TO BACA, “AS WAS THE CASE WITH THE DISTRICT’S 1997 2 BILLION-
DOLLAR (DEFEATED) BOND ELECTION, SUPERINTENDENT BRAND AND THE SWUHSD
BOARD OF TRUSTEES ARE BEING LESS THAN HONEST, TRUTHFUL, AND ARE
“STONEWALLING” AND WITHHOLDING IMPORTANT PUBLIC INFORMATION AND
FACTS FROM THE VOTERS ON PROP. BB.”

“A PUBLIC DEBATE ESPECIALLY IN THE MAJORITY MEXICAN-AMERICAN
COMMUNITY) AT A NEUTRAL SITE”, SAID BACA “WOULD GIVE ALL VOTERS THE
OPPORTUNITY TO HEAR ALL OF THE FACTS, AND THE PRO AND CON’S OF PROP. BB.”

IN CONCLUDING BACA STATED THAT “DISTRICT HOMEOWNERS/TAXPAYERS AND
VOTERS WHOM THE DISTRICT IS ASKING TO APPROVE PROP. BB, AND PAY
$187,000,000 FOR THE NEXT 25 YEARS DESERVE NOTHING LESS THAN A DEBATE ON
THIS ISSUE”

-END-
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Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

To: All News Media
Re: Challenge to debate
Contact: Herman Baca, President

September 27, 2000

FOR IMMEDIATE PRESS RELEASE

NATIONAL CITY, CA...THE COMMITTEE ON CHICANO RIGHTS, (CCR) TODAY
ANNOUNCED “THAT HERMAN BACA, PRESIDENT OF THE CCR HAS CHALLENGED
(SEE ENCLOSED LETTER) SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT’S (SWUHSD)
SUPERINTENDENT ED BRAND TO A PUBLIC DEBATE ON PROPOSITION BB.”

IN CALLING FOR THE DEBATE, BACA CHARGED THAT “THE DISTRICT’S PROP. BB IS
A “BOONDOGGLE?” AND A “RIP-OFF” OF THE POOREST HOMEOWNERS/TAXPAYERS
OF NATIONAL CITY, SAN YSIDRO, CHULA VISTA AND IMPERIAL BEACH (WHO WILL
HAVE TO PAY THE ENTIRE $187,000,000 DOLLAR BOND) WHILE EXCLUDING THE
MORE AFFLUENT MELLO-ROOS DISTRICTS OF EASTLAKE, RANCHO DEL REY, AND
LONG CANYON.”

ACCORDING TO BACA, “AS WAS THE CASE WITH THE DISTRICT’S 1997 72 BILLION-
DOLLAR (DEFEATED) BOND ELECTION, SUPERINTENDENT RRAND AND THE. SWITISD
BOARD OF TRUSTEES ARE BEING LESS THAN HONEST, TRUTHFUL, AND ARE
“STONEWALLING” AND WITHHOLDING IMPORTANT PUBLIC INFORMATION AND

FACTS FROM THE VOTERS ON PROP. BB.”

“A PUBLIC DEBATE ESPECIALLY IN THE MAJORITY MEXICAN-AMERICAN
COMMUNITY) AT A NEUTRAL SITE”, SAID BACA “WOULD GIVE ALL VOTERS THE
OPPORTUNITY TO HEAR ALL OF THE FACTS, AND THE PRO AND CON’S OF PROP. BB.”

IN CONCLUDING BACA STATED THAT “DISTRICT HOMEOWNERS/TAXPAYERS AND
VOTERS WHOM THE DISTRICT IS ASKING TO APPROVE PROP. BB, AND PAY
$187,000,000 FOR THE NEXT 25 YEARS DESERVE NOTHING LESS THAN A DEBATE ON
THIS ISSUE”

-END-
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Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

To: All News Media
Re: Challenge to debate
Contact: Herman Baca, President

September 27, 2000

FOR IMMEDIATE PRESS RELEASE

NATIONAL CITY, CA...THE COMMITTEE ON CHICANO RIGHTS, (CCR) TODAY
ANNOUNCED “THAT HERMAN BACA, PRESIDENT OF THE CCR HAS CHALLENGED
(SEE ENCLOSED LETTER) SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT’S (SWUHSD)
SUPERINTENDENT ED BRAND TO A PUBLIC DEBATE ON PROPOSITION BB.”

IN CALLING FOR THE DEBATE, BACA CHARGED THAT “THE DISTRICT’S PROP. BB IS
A “BOONDOGGLE” AND A “RIP-OFF” OF THE POOREST HOMEOWNERS/TAXPAYERS
OF NATIONAL CITY, SAN YSIDRO, CHULA VISTA AND IMPERIAL BEACH (WHO WILL
HAVE TO PAY THE ENTIRE $187,000,000 DOLLAR BOND) WHILE EXCLUDING THE
MORE AFFLUENT MELLO-ROOS DISTRICTS OF EASTLAKE, RANCHO DEL REY, AND
LONG CANYON.”

ACCORDING TO BACA, “AS WAS THE CASE WITH THE DISTRICT’S 1997 /2 BILLION-
DOLLAR (DEFEATED) BOND ELECTION, SUPERINTENDENT BRAND AND THE SWUHSD
BOARD OF TRUSTEES ARE BEING LESS THAN HONEST, TRUTHFUL, AND ARE
“STONEWALLING” AND WITHHOLDING IMPORTANT PUBLIC INFORMATION AND
FACTS FROM THE VOTERS ON PROP. BB.”

“A PUBLIC DEBATE ESPECIALLY IN THE MAJORITY MEXICAN-AMERICAN
COMMUNITY) AT A NEUTRAL SITE”, SAID BACA “WOULD GIVE ALL VOTERS THE
OPPORTUNITY TO HEAR ALL OF THE FACTS, AND THE PRO AND CON’S OF PROP. BB.”

IN CONCLUDING BACA STATED THAT “DISTRICT HOMEOWNERS/TAXPAYERS AND
VOTERS WHOM THE DISTRICT IS ASKING TO APPROVE PROP. BB, AND PAY
$187,000,000 FOR THE NEXT 25 YEARS DESERVE NOTHING LESS THAN A DEBATE ON
THIS ISSUE”

-END-
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L/\ i Mayor Water’s let me-ask yeur who do you represent?

1. I see that you, Mayer-of NC-George Waters along with Mayor Susan (bankrupt
SD Charger/Padre) Golding, Mayor Shirley (I want another term) Horton, and

Mayor Diane (nobody knows me) Rose signed the rebuttal argument in support
of the SWUHSD’s $187,000,000 “boondoggle” prop BB?

2. Letse ask-you under what power, authority, or mandates did you sign the
ballot argument for National City homeowners, taxpayers and voters?

3. Did you hold public hearings? Take a public vote? Or did the city council in one
of your back room deal authorize you to sign Prop BB? Or did you think that
instead of being Mayor George, your now King George III and just sigred
signed the BB argument on your own?

4. The reason I ask is because in my hand I hold an official letter from
Superintendent Brand addressed to Property Owners within the SWUHSD
Community Facilities Districts (Mello-Roos) which states and I quote
“Proposition BB will not increase taxes of residents in the Mello-Roos areas
(CFD’s). And question “I am currently paying Mello-Roos taxes. If Proposition
BB passes will I be assesses additional taxes? Answer “No. Your existing CFD
taxes will be reduced to offset the cost of proposition BB. In other words, the
affluent MR homeowners are going to be able to vote, and if the bond is
approved will pay the tax, but then the SWUHSD will give them a rebate or a
bribe and by deducting the taxes paid on Prop. BB off their MR taxes! Now if
those MR homeowners are not going to pay the Prop. BB taxes, who is? I think
you know that NC homeowners/taxpayers, the people you are supposed to
represent along with CV, IB, Bonita and SY are going to have to pay the entire
$187,00,000 prop. BB. Now my question for you is since you are telling everyone
that this is such a good deal for NC homeowners/taxpayers, are you willing to
publicly informed NC homeowners/taxpayers that they are going to have to
shoulder along with the other poor area’s of the district and pay the entire
$187,00,000 prop. BB. ?

. 7
?{f and that affluent homeowners from Eastlake, Rancho Del Rey and Long Canyon
will pay not one red cent - A SHEEr

Y - 73, Vs
%\ﬂ AN O 6:3(45 oY Wi TETEL THex T Pgr / Z,/, £

S Q(“C ,/L No 21 {W/M/ _petesert
‘ s : NDIF
jii /%” o lgre— oge, A i / P 7

B e e e S Lo Bl B & ety £ D
LR R e S . e

e ~ Fal s
Ao AN L6 \ bf\ﬁ—hﬂ - e

Sear ¢ M/~
()

: casac ttl VL

prsteser, 80T A
0 B+ Cat

TACET Bn RSO +p Jote N7 .



. Isee that you, Mayor of NC George Waters along with Mayor Susan (bankrupt

SD with theCharger/Padre) Golding, Mayor Shirley (I want another term)
Horton, and Mayor Diane (nobody knows me) Rose have signed the rebuttal
argument in support of the SWUHSD’s $187,000,000 “boondoggle” prop BB?

For the record let me ask Mayor under what power, authority, or mandates
were you authorized to sign the ballot argument for the homeowners, taxpayers
and voters of National City?

. Were public hearings held? A public vote taken? Or did the city council in one

of your back room deal authorize you to sign Prop BB? Or did you think that
instead of being Mayor George, your now King Geaorge III and just signed
signed the BB argument on your own?

. Mayor Water’s I have to ask you who do you represent? In my hand I hold an

official letter from Superintendent Brand to Property Owners within the
SWUHSD Community Facilities Districts (Mello-Roos) stating and I quote
“Proposition BB will not increase taxes of residents in the Mello-Roos areas
(CFD’s). And question “I am currently paying Mello-Roos taxes. If Proposition
BB passes will I be assesses additional taxes? Answer “No. Your existing CFD
taxes will be reduced to offset the cost of proposition BB. In other words, the
affluent MR homeowners are going to be able to vote, and if the bond is
approved will pay the tax, but then the SWUHSD will give them a rebate or a
bribe and by deducting the taxes paid on Prop. BB off their MR taxes! Now if
those MR homeowners are not going to pay the Prop. BB taxes, who is? I think
you know Mayor Waters. You know that it is going to be NC, along with CV, IB,
Bonita and SY. My question is since this is such a good deal for NC
homeowners/taxpayers and voters have you informed them that they and the
other poor area’s of the district are going to pay the entire $187,00,000 prop. BB.
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Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800  Fax: (619) 477-3829

To: All News Media
Re: Challenge to debate
Contact: Herman Baca, President

September 27, 2000

FOR IMMEDIATE PRESS RELEASE

NATIONAL CITY, CA...THE COMMITTEE ON CHICANO RIGHTS, (CCR) TODAY
ANNOUNCED “THAT HERMAN BACA, PRESIDENT OF THE CCR HAS CHALLENGED
(SEE ENCLOSED LETTER) SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT’S (SWUHSD)
SUPERINTENDENT ED BRAND TO A PUBLIC DEBATE ON PROPOSITION BB.”

IN CALLING FOR THE DEBATE, BACA CHARGED THAT “THE DISTRICT’S PROP. BB IS
A “BOONDOGGLE” AND A “RIP-OFF” OF THE POOREST HOMEOWNERS/TAXPAYERS
OF NATIONAL CITY, SAN YSIDRO, CHULA VISTA AND IMPERIAL BEACH (WHO WILL
HAVE TO PAY THE ENTIRE $187,000,000 DOLLAR BOND) WHILE EXCLUDING THE
MORE AFFLUENT MELLO-ROOS DISTRICTS OF EASTLAKE, RANCHO DEL REY, AND
LONG CANYON.”

ACCORDING TO BACA, “AS WAS THE CASE WITH THE DISTRICT’S 1997 %2 BILLION-
DOLLAR (DEFEATED) BOND ELECTION, SUPERINTENDENT BRAND AND THE SWUHSD
BOARD OF TRUSTEES ARE BEING LESS THAN HONEST, TRUTHFUL, AND ARE
“STONEWALLING” AND WITHHOLDING IMPORTANT PUBLIC INFORMATION AND
FACTS FROM THE VOTERS ON PROP. BB.”

“A PUBLIC DEBATE ESPECIALLY IN THE MAJORITY MEXICAN-AMERICAN
COMMUNITY) AT A NEUTRAL SITE”, SAID BACA “WOULD GIVE ALL VOTERS THE
OPPORTUNITY TO HEAR ALL OF THE FACTS, AND THE PRO AND CON’S OF PROP. BB.”

IN CONCLUDING BACA STATED THAT “DISTRICT HOMEOWNERS/TAXPAYERS AND
VOTERS WHOM THE DISTRICT IS ASKING TO APPROVE PROP. BB, AND PAY
$187,000,000 FOR THE NEXT 25 YEARS DESERVE NOTHING LESS THAN A DEBATE ON
THIS ISSUE”

-END-



HOWARD JARVIS, Founder (1903-1986)

HOWARD J ARVIS ESTELLE JARVIS, Honorary Chairwoman
a1 JON COUPAL, President
TAX PAY E RS x III TREVOR GRIMM, General Counsel
ASSOC]AT[ON < TIMOTHY BITTLE, Director of Legal Affairs

September 28, 2000

Herman Baca

President

Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street
National City, CA 51950

Re: Sweetwater Union H.S. Dist. Bond Election

Dear Mr. Baca,

Thank you for your letter and the materials that accompanied it. I have reviewed the matter and
these are my observations.

First, there is a discrepancy between your description of the situation and the way it was reported
in the newspaper article you enclosed. According to the August 21, 2000, San Diego Union
article, “Property owners who already pay Mello-Roos taxes for new schools ... would be exempt
from paying for the bond and will not be eligible to vote.” According to your letter, however, the
Mello Roos homeowners will vote, and will pay for the bond, but will receive an equivalent
deduction from their Mello-Roos taxes to compensate them for the new school bond.

Assuming your description is correct, this approach may run afoul of the Mello Roos Law.
Government Code § 53313 4 provides that Mello Roos homeowners are exempt from any levy
for school construction that is imposed after, but within 10 years of, the issuance of their Mello
Roos bonds.

Another issue involves Section 53330.5, which states that the Mello Roos tax “may be levied only
so long as it is needed to pay the principal and interest on debt incurred in order to construct
facilities under authority of this chapter.” If the homeowners are entitled to rebates of their Mello
Roos taxes because the new school bond tax has taken over the repayment obligations of the
Mello Roos district, then the Mello Roos taxes can no longer be legally collected.

Finally, unless there has been full disclosure, the bond underwriters and investors may be harmed
if parcels lying within the Mello Roos districts have been counted as lienable, taxable properties
securing the repayment of both the Mello Roos bonds and the new school bonds, when in fact
(because of the rebate) they will not be obligated to both.

Mello Roos homeowners should be made aware that a scheme to maintain /wo tax payments on

SACRAMENTO OFFICE: 921 11th Street, Suite 1201, Sacramento, CA 95814

LOS ANGELES OFFICE: 621 South Westmoreland Avenue, Suite 202, Los Angeles, CA 90005-3971



HOWARD JARVIS, Founder (1903-1986)

HOWARD J ARVIS ESTELLE JARVIS, Honorary Chairwoman

TAXPAYERS JON COUPAL, President
ASSOC[ATION | X I.Ei TREVOR GRIMM, General Counsel

2l TIMOTHY BITTLE, Director of Legal Affairs

September 28, 2000

Herman Baca

President

Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street
National City, CA 91950

Re: Sweetwater Union H.S. Dist. Bond Election

Dear Mr. Baca,

Thank you for your letter and the matérials that accompanied it. Ihave reviewed the matter and
these are my observations.

First, there is a discrepancy between your description of the situation and the way it was reported.
in the newspaper article you enclosed. According to the August 21,2000, San Diego Union
article, “Property owners who already pay Mello-Roos taxes for new schools ... would be exempt
from paying for the bond and will not be eligible to vote.” According to your letter, however, the
Mello Roos homeowners will vote, and will pay for the bond, but will receive an equivalent
deduction from their Mello-Roos taxes to compensate them for the new school bond.

Assuming your description is correct, this approach may run afoul of the Mello Roos Law.
Government Code § 53313.4 provides that Mello Roos homeowners are exempt from any levy
for school construction that is imposed after, but within 10 years of; the issuance of their Mello

Roos bonds.

Another issue involves Section 53330.5, which states that the Mello Roos tax “may be levied only
so long as it is needed to pay the principal and interest on debt incurred in order to construct
facilities under authority of this chapter.” If the homeowners are entitled to rebates of their Mello
Roos taxes because the new school bond tax has taken over the repayment obligations of the
Mello Roos district, then the Mello Roos taxes can no longer be legally collected.

Finally, unless there has been full disclosure, the bond underwriters and investors may be harmed
if parcels lying within the Mello Roos districts have been counted as lienable, taxable properties
securing the repayment of both the Mello Roos bonds and the new school bonds, when in fact
(because of the rebate) they will not be obligated to both.

Mello Roos homeowners should be made aware that a scheme to maintain fwo tax payments on

SACRAMENTO OFFICE: 921 11th Street, Suite 1201, Sacramento, CA 95814

LOS ANGELES OFFICE: 621 South Westmoreland Avenue, Suite 202, Los Angeles, CA 90005-3971



Herman Baca
September 28, 2000
Page 2

their property, even if one is “rebated,” probably violates either their right to be exempt from the
current tax or their right to have the Mello Roos tax sunsetted. And in any event, it appears that
passage of the new school bonds would subject their property to two liens.

I hope this information is helpful.

Sincegely,
/ ¢
%W e

Timothy A. Bittle
Director of Legal Affairs



Herman Baca
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their property, even if one is “rebated,” probably violates either their right to be exempt from the
current tax or their right to have the Mello Roos tax sunsetted. And in any event, it appears that
passage of the new school bonds would subject their property to two liens.

Sincgyely,
%m Boie.

Timothy A. Bittle
Director of Legal Affairs

I hope this information is helpful.



CCR

Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

October 3, 2000

Ms. Judy May
Legal Counsel
Sweetwater Union High School District Facsimile: (619) 427-2726

Ms. May:

Enclosed is our correspondence requesting “public information” on Sweetwater
Union High School District’s (SWUHSD) legal position on Proposition BB which we
facsimile to you (see September 13, 2000) three weeks ago. To date neither you nor
Sweetwater Union High School District have responded to our legitimate request to
provided us with the requested “public information.”

SWUHSD and you are “stonewalling” and are attempting to hide and withhold vital
voting information from voters who oppose Prop BB. We see no justifiable reason(s) for
you not to respond, or provide us with the requested “public information.”

I am again requesting that before this matter escalates into a political and legal

issue, that you (on behalf of the district) immediately respond and provide us with the
district’s legal position on the issues raised in our correspondence.

Cimer) @e@/

erman Baca, President

Cec. Attorney Daniel Marshall



CCR

Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street  National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800 o Fax: (619) 477-3829

October 5, 2000
Contact: Herman Baca

“STONEWALLING ON PROPOSITION BB?”

FOR IMMEDIATE PRESS RELEASE
NATIONAL CITY, CA....THE COMMITTEE ON CHICANO RIGHTS, (CCR) TODAY
ACCUSED SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT’S (SWUHSD)
SUPERINTENDENT ED BRAND, OF FAILING TO RESPOND TO A CHALLENGE
(SEE ENCLOSED 9/27/00 LETTER) TO A PUBLIC DEBATE ON PROP. BB.”

ACCORDING TO CCR CHAIRPERSON HERMAN BACA, “SUPERINTENDENT ED
BRAND IS HIDING FROM THE DISTRICT’S VOTERS/HOMEOWNERS, OR IS
AFRAID TO DEFEND HIS POSITION ON PROP. BB, IN A PUBLIC DEBATE.”

BACA ALSO ACCUSED, “SUPERINTENDENT BRAND AND THE SWUHSD’S LEGAL
COUNSEL, OF WITHHOLDING “PUBLIC INFORMATION” AND FACTS FROM
VOTERS WHO OPPOSE PROP. BB, BY DELIBERATELY “STONEWALLING”, AND
RUNNING A “STEALTH” TYPE CAMPAIGN ON PROP. BB.”

ACCORDING TO BACA, “THE PROP. BB STEALTH CAMPAIGN STRATEGY BY
SWUHSD, PARALLELS A STRATEGY DEVELOPED BY PAID POLITICAL
CONSULTANTS IN SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA.” ACCORDING TO THE PLAN
(SD UNION OPINION COLUMN 10-4-00), “YOU IDENTIFY VOTERS EARLY,
COMMUNICATING WITH THEM, AND NOT LETTING ANYONE ELSE KNOW
THAT AN ELECTION IS GOING ON.” IN A RECENT SCHOOL ELECTION
“PREVIOUS SACRAMENTO BOND ELECTION VOTERS WERE CONTACTED, BUT
ONLY THOSE WHO EXPRESSED SUPPORT GOT FOLLOW-UP CALLS AND
MATERIALS; THOSE WHO EVEN HESITATED IN THEIR SUPPORT WERE NEVER
CONTACTED AGAIN.”

“SUPPORTERS HELD NO PRESS CONFERENCES TO INFORM THE PUBLIC,
BECAUSE THAT WOULD AROUSE THE ATTENTION OF POTENTIAL
OPPONENTS.” OR AS CONSULTANT RICHIE ROSS STATED “WE DON’T WANT
ANY ATTENTION...BECAUSE I DON’T WANT THE CREEPS (VOTERS) TO COME
OUT.”

IN CONCLUDING BACA CALLED FOR AN END TO SUPERINTENDENT BRAND’S
“STEALTH” CAMPAIGN AND ISSUED ANOTHER CHALLENGE FOR A PUBLIC
DEBATE ON PROP. BB, “SO THAT SUPERINTENDENT ED BRAND CAN EXPLAIN
TO THE VOTERS, THE FACTS ON HIS $187,000,000 PROPOSITION.”

-END-



CCR

Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 ¢ (619) 477-3800 ¢ Fax: (619) 477-3829

PROPOSITION BB
“AN ATTEMPT TO STEAL AN ELECTION”

By: Herman Baca, President

A response is in order to the SD Union's simplistic, biased and one sided editorial support of
Sweetwater Union High School District's (SDUHSD) $187,000,000, Proposition BB, which we
oppose.

Our organization, which has a 30-year history of struggle for quality education and first-
class schools, knows first hand that generations of Mexican-American students and parents (who
are now the majority) in the Sweetwater Union High School District have historically been denied
both.

Your editorial states that," Proposition BB is needed to get South Bay Schools out of their
Third World physical condition.” As an example why Proposition BB should be supported by
voters, you highlight 80 year-old Sweetwater High School (the oldest school in the district) as being
the paramount manifestation of the district's schools dilapidated "third world" conditions.

So there is no mistake, let me state right off that we totally agree with the San Diego Union
and the SWUHSD’s conclusions that the district’s schools are in dilapidated “third world”
conditions, and should be repaired. In fact, one would have to be blind not to see that the majority
of schools within the district are in dire need of removation, repairs, or rebuilding. What we
obviously do not agree on, are the causes for the dilapidated “third world” conditions and solutions.

It seems extremely hypocritical that the only time cries of concerns and indignation are
heard regarding “third world” conditions from schools trustees, administrators, politicians and the
media, is when there are large amounts (Prop. BB $187,000,000) of money involved.

You state that Prop. BB is about the kids and the voters upholding their end of the social
contract. Yet surprisingly, Superintendent Ed Brand is on record in a letter to Mello-Roos property
owners (Eastlake, Rancho Del Rey, and Long Canyon) as stating, “modernized schools increase
property values.” So what is Prop. BB really about, kids or property values?




Superintendent Brand:
For the record, when are you going to stop “stonewalling on Proposition BB?

Regarding your letter of 10-9-00 in which you request that I direct all correspondence to
your consultant Larry Tramutola regarding Prop. BB. I don’t know Mr. Tramutola and have no
business with Mr. Tramutola and if Mr. Tramutola stated to you that he “has attempted to reach
me on several occasions and that I have not responded,” he has picked up yours and the Board of
Trustees bad habit of lying. He has never called me and since I did not write to him or have no
business with him, there would be absolutely any reason for me to speak to him.

I wrote (on 9-13-00 and 10-3-00) to you, your legal counsel, Ms. Judy May requesting
“public information” on SWUHSD legal position on several issues regarding Prop. BB and I except
an answer. I wrote to you because you are suppose to be a “public servant,” and because your
Superintendent’s salary ($160,000, plus) is paid with tax dollars. This issue has nothing to do with
your paid consultant, but with you and your “stonewalling” our legitimate request to provide us
with the “public information” that we have requested. Additionally we are now also demanding an
immediate legal explanation of the following:

e Mr. Jorge Dominguez a full time paid employee of the SWUHSD, who you list as the SWUHSD
liaison for Prop. BB received $7,000 (see atth. A) as a “political consultant” from the Prop. BB
campaign.

Section 7054 of the Education prohibits the use of school district funds, services, supplies or
equipment to urge the support or defeat of any ballot measure or candidate and provides that
violation of that section is a misdemeanor or felony punishable by imprisonment or a fine.

If I do not hear from you on the above and specifically the Dominquez matter within the
next 3 days, rest assure that we will take whatever legal steps are necessary with the appropriate
legal agency.

Waiting,

Herman Baca, President



NATIONAL CITY, CHULA VISTA, IMPERIAL

BEACH, SAN YSIDRO AND BONITA

TAXPAYERS/HOMEOWNERS/VOTERS

QUESTIONS ON
SWEETWATER DISTRICT PROPOSITION BB

1. WHY SHOULD YOU, THE TAXPAYERS HAVE TO PAY THE
ENTIRE $187,000, 000 OF PROP. BB BOND (IF APPROVED),
WHILE THE MORE AFFLUENT AND NEWER MELLO-ROOS
(EASTLAKE, RANCHO DEL REY, LONG CANYON) AREA’S
WHO ARE PART OF THE SWEETWATER SCHOOL
DISTRICT, AND WHO GET TO VOTE, NOT PAY ONE RED
CENT OF TAXES ON PROP. BB?

2. WHY IF THE MELLO-ROOS AREA’S AREN’T GOING TO
PAY ONE RED CENT OF THE $187,000,000 TAXES ON
PROP. BB, ARE THEY GOING TO GET $12,269,990
DOLLARS FOR A NEW HIGH TECH SCHOOL IN OTAY
MESA WITH THE TAXES THAT YOU PAID?

DON’T BELIEVE US!
CALL THE FOLLOWING POLITICANS WHO SUPPORT PROP. BB, AND ASK THEM WHY?

1) SUPERINTENDENT (16% RAISE) ED BRAND (619) 691-5555

2) MAYOR GEORGE (I LOVE THE MILE OF CARS) WATER’S AND
HIS CITY COUNCIL (619) 336-4526

3) MAYOR SHIRLEY (I WANT TO BE RE-ELECTED FOREVER)
HORTON (619) 691-5044

4 MAYOR SUSAN (BANKRUPT-SAN DIEGO, CHARGER/PADRE)
GOLDING (619) 236-6330

« IF THE SCHOOLS NEED FIXING, AND BENEFIT EVERYONE, WHY AREN’T ALL OF THE
TAXPAYERS IN THE SWEETWATER DISTRICT PAYING FOR PROP. BB22??

VOTE NO ON PROP. BB!

DONATED BY: THE COMMITTEE ON CHICANO RIGHTS, “NO ON BB” (619) 477-3800



Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

October 6, 2000

Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association
C/o Mr. Tim Bittle

921 11*" Street

Suite 1201

Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Bittle:

I have been unsuccessful in my attempts to contact you by phone, so let me thank you for the
information that you forwarded. You state in your letter, that in regards to my response there is a
discrepancy in the August 21, 2000 San Diego Union article, “Property owners who already pay
Mello-Roos taxes for new schools...would be exempt from paying for the bond and will not be able
to vote.”

Let me state that there is no discrepancy, the article is addressing the voting requirements in the

Santee school district election, and not the Sweetwater Union High School District. Please reread

the article and my letter, as we would like for your association to reconsider addressing the
question(s) and issues below to determine if you can provide us with any legal assistance:

e Under what legal statues or laws can districts like SWUHSD (proposition BB) manipulate an
election outcome by granting rebates or bribes to attempt to procure the required 66 2/3% for

passage?

e How can school districts disenfranchise voters as was the case in the 1997 SWUHSD’S election
and the upcoming November 2000 election (see above article) in Santee, California?

e Also how can poorer areas of a district (as in the SWUHSD upcoming election) be forced legally
to shoulder the entire finanical burden of a bond when Mello-Roos (the proposed Otay Mesa)
areas which are supposedly excluded (and will pay no taxes) receive finanical benefit from those
taxes?

Once again, thank you in advance for any assistance that the Howard Jarvis Taxpayer
Association can provide us.

TS,
\ Vg, -
Herman Baca) President~——

CC. Attorney Daniel Marshall
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45 El Rancho Vista
Chula Vista, CA. 91910
(619) 422-0432
QOctober 9, 2000

Superintendent Iid Brand

Sweetwater Union High School District
1130 5" Avenue

Chula Vista, CA. 91911

Dear Superintendent Brand,

South Bay Forum (SBF) is i receipt of a letter dated September 26™ from the
Committee on Chicano Rights (CCR), along with a copy of a letter faxed to you requesting a
debate on Proposition BB.

As you are aware, SBF alt:mplts to address issues that are relevant to the Chicano/Latino
community (which more often than not, are relevant to the entire community.) A process that we
are known for, and is unlike most political action committees, is that we welcome the
opportunity to hear both sides of an issue no matter how strongly our membership may feel
personally. Part of that process also includes opening up our forums to the general public.

Mr. Herman Baca, as a resident of the South Bay area and President of CCR, has raised some
valid concerns which we believe merit further public discussion. Although SBF does not share
in Mr. Baca’s perception that there is a blatant effort by the district to keep the voters
uninformed, we are cognizan! of the lack of information and publicized community meetings.
We do agree with Mr. Baca that “district homeowners, taxpayers, and voters . . . deserve nothing
less.”

For the above stated reasons, SBF is offering to host a public forum to hear both sides. pro and
con, to Proposition BB. We can hold the event on the evening of Monday, October 23" at the
South Chula Vista Library or, if nccessary, on Monday, October 30" at the Central Chula Vista
Library. The format and duration of the debate can be determined with input from you as well as
from Mr. Baca. A suggestzd facilitated format may include a designated time frame for position
statements followed by questions and opportunity for rebuttal. A maximum of two persons per
side is also recommended.

Please respond to this invitation as soon as possible so that we may tend to the arrangements. If
you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me at 422-0432.

Sincerely,

Norma A. Cazares
President
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South Bay Forum

Chula Vista, CA. 91910
(619) 422-0432

October 9, 2000

Mr. Herman Baca, President
Commiittee on Chicanc Rights
710 E. 3" Avenue

National City, CA. 91950

Dear Mr. Baca,

We are in receipt of your letter dated September 26" sharing your concerns regarding
Proposition BB, the Sweetwater Union [igh Schoo] District bond initiative.

For the reasons outlined in a letter to Superintendent Ed Brand (please s¢¢ enclosed
copy.) South Bay Forum is offering to host a public forum as an opportunity to hear
both sides of this issue. As indicated, such a forum can be held on the evening of
Monday, October 23 or if necessary, Monday, October 30",

Pleasc respond, along with your suggestions on formats specifics as soon as possible, so
that arrangements can be made. If you have any questions, please contact me at
422-0432.

Sincerely,

Norma A. Cazares
President

Cc: Superintendent Ed. Brand



SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

Office of the Superintendent » 1130 Fifth Avenue  Chula Vista, California 91911-2896
(619) 691-5555 « FAX (619) 498-1997 * e-mail: edward.brand @suhsd.k12.ca.us

Edward M. Brand, Ed.D.
Superintendent

October 9, 2000

Mr. Herman Baca, President
Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third St.

National City, CA 919950

Dear Mr. Baca:
We are requesting that you direct all correspondence regarding Proposition BB to Larry Tramutola,
our consultant for this campaign. The address is Tramutola Company, 191 Ridgeway Avenue,

Oakland, CA 94611.

Mr. Tramutola informed me that he has attempted to reach you on several occasions and you have
not responded. Please call him at (510) 658-7003.

Sincerely,

Edward M. Brand, Ed.D.
Superintendent

EB:dh

Maximizing student achievement for South County 7" — 12" graders and adult learners
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SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

Office of the Superintendent @ 1130 Fifth Avenue e Chuta Vista, California 91911-2896
(619) 691-5555 @ FAX (619) 498-1997 @ e-mail: cdward.brand@suhsd.k12.va.us

Edward M. Brand, Ed.D. C\%%;é) / f

Superintendent
Notice to Property Owners S\ / 46€f

Within the Sweetwater Union High School District 9
Community Facilities Districts SRR
(Mello-Roos)

Dear Property Owncr,

As you may be aware, voters within the Sweetwater Union High School District are sched-

uled to vole in Proposition BB this November. Proposition BB is "a bond measure that will
provide funds to repair and renovale middle schools, junior highs and high schools in the
Sweetwater Unified School District.

These renovations include:
renovating 40 —60 year old classrooms
upgrading outdated electrical and plumbing systems
replacing ventilation and heating systems
adding additional classrooms and science labs to relieve overcrow ding
repairing hcalth and safety hazards
replacing aging ro0ofs as needed
improving schoal libraries

2]

Proposition BB wil! not increase taxes of residents in the Mello-Roos areas (CFDs). Pl 5
y T
Residents of the Community Facility Districts already pay special taxes for schoo) facilities. SW
A
&

Because you are already paying special taxes for school facilitics, if Proposition BB

passes;-your-€ Zh-taxvillbe reduced so- there-will no inereaseinyouroveralltaxbil—————

Passage of Proposition BB will also qualify our community Lo receive state matching funds
that will reduce the cost of repairs to local taxpayers, Without passage of Proposition BB,
these funds will go to other school districts.

On the reverse of this leiter are some of the most frequently asked questions. If you have
nced more information please contact my office at 619 691-3553.

Sincerely,

Y
Ed Brand

Superintendent of Schools
Sweetwater Union High School District

Maximizing student achievement for South County 7th - 12th graders and aault learners
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SWEETWATER UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

Office of the Superintendent e 1130 Fifth Avenue e Chuta Vista, California 919 11-2896
(619) 691-5555 @ FAX (619) 498-1997 @ @-mail: adward.brand@suhisd k12 .ca.us

Edward M. Brand, Ed.D.
Superintendent

Notice to Property Owners
Within the Sweetwater Union High School District
' Community Facilities Districts
(Mello-Roos)

Dear Property Owner,

Uled to vole in Proposition BB this November. Proposition BB 15 a bond measure that will
provide funds to repair and renovale middle schools, junior highs and high schools in the
Sweetwater Unified School District.

As you may be aware, voters within the Sweetwater Union High School District are sched-

These renovations include:
renovating 40 =60 year old classrooms
upgrading outdated electrical and plumbing systems
replacing ventilation and heating systems
adding additionali classrooms and science labs to relieve overcrowding
repairing health and safety hazards
replacing aging 100fs as needed
improving schoal libraries

Proposition BB wil! nov increase taxes of residents in the Mello-Roos areas (CFDs).
Residents of the Community Facility Districts already pay special taxes for schoo) facilities.

Because you are already paying special taxes for school facilitics, if Proposition BB
passes;vour€ P-taxvvillbe reduced so-there-will no inereaseinyouroveralltax bill— ——

Passage ~f Proposition BB will also qualify our community to receive state matching funds
that will reduce the cost of repairs to local taxpayers, Without passage of Proposition BB,
these funds will go to other school districts.

On the reverse of this leiter are some of the most [requently asked questions. 1f you have
nced more information please contact my office at 619 691-5553.

Sincerely,
M//f%//é//
Ed Brand

Superintendent of Schools
Sweetwater Union High School District

Mavimizina-ctident achievement for South County 7th - 12th qraders and adult learners
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7 I am currently paying Mello-Roos school taxes. If Proposition BB passes will I be
i assessed additional texes?

NO. Your existing CFD taxes will be reduced to offset the cost of Proposition BB
Will the schools in our community be repaired?

YES. All schools in the Sweetwater Union High School District will be repaired. Obvi-
ously, older schools and schools with significant health und safety needs will be re-
paired first. Adult sciools and the new middle school recently opened in 1999 will not
be affected.

How is this bond measure diffcrent than the one that lost few years ago?

Following the narrow defeat of the earlier bond measure (it received 62% but needed
66.7%) the school district and community leaders re-evaluated all Jacility needs. Pri-
orities were established and the new measure covers only the most critical need. Devel-
oper fees have been used to provide new schools and additional classrooms. Addition-
ally, because of the age of many of the schools in our community our schools qualify for
state modernization funds, all of which will help reduce the cast to local taxpayers.

Didn’t we just pass a bond measure to benefit schools?

Two years ago votets approved Proposition JJI for the Chula Vista Elementary School
District. None of the money from that measure can be used for middle schools, junior
highs or high schoo!s in the Sweetwater Union High School District.

What about Lottery moncy?

By law, Lottery fund's can only be used for instruction. Lotery funds cannot be used for
facility repairs or construction of additional classrooms. ' SR R

1 don’t have children in the schools, how does Proposition BB bencfit me?

The value of homes in our communily is affected by the quality of schools. Research has
shown that well maintained and modernized schools increase property values. The
quality of schools is the most importunt factor prospective buyers consider-when pur-
chasing a new home.

=1



CCR

Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East Third Street e National City, CA 91950 e (619) 477-3800 e Fax: (619) 477-3829

October 10, 2000

Ms. Norma A. Cazares
President
South Bay Forum

Re: Hosting Debate Facsimile: (619) 427-2247
Ms. Cazares:

I am in receipt of your October 9, 2000 letter regarding South Bay Forum’s (SBF) offer to
host the public debate on Proposition BB, between Sweetwater Union High School District’s
(SWUHSD) Superintendent Ed Brand and myself. On behalf of the CCR, I want to thank you and
the Forum for your offer, which I accept. Your suggested dates of either October 23rd or the 30" are
fine with me. I would suggest and recommend (as per your request) on the input format and
duration of the debate, the following:

e A moderator from SBF.

e 3-5 minute personal introduction and position at the beginning by SWUHSD Superintendent Ed
Brand, and myself.

¢ Questions on Prop. BB should be developed and submitted by SBF, SWUHSD Superintendent Ed
Brand, and myself.

¢ SBF moderator would present questions, and presenters would have 2-3 minute (per question) to
respond.

e 3-5 minute closing statement from Superintendent Ed Brand and myself.

¢  Questions for SWUHSD Superintendent Ed Brand and myself from the public. SBF should set
the time frame for the public.

Hopefully the above will assist you in formulating an appropriate political format for the
proposed public debate. I am also certain that the debate will provide vital facts and information on
the pros and cons of the $187,000,000 Prop. BB, especially to the majority Chicano students/parents
population and to the voters of the SWUHSD.

I will wait for your response for details on the proposed debate. Again GRACIAS to you, and
the South Bay Forum for offering to host the public debate on Prop. BB.

Sinceramente,
( {
erman Baca, President

CC. News Media



CCR

Committee on Chicano Rights
710 East ThirdStreet ¢ National City, Ca 91950 ¢ (619) 477-3800 ¢ Fax: (619) 477-3829

October 11, 2000
To: Starnews,
Editor Marshall
Re: Opinion article

Proposition “BB” a $187,000,00 Boondoggle?

By: Herman Baca, President

Sweetwater Union High School District’s (SWUHSD) campaign literature to district
voters states that Prop. BB the ($187,000,000 bond measure) passage is necessary (the
district in 1997 asked for $500,000,000) to renovate and rebuild the district’s schools.
Many in the community have questioned, how anyone in their right mind could be
against good schools, especially when Mexican/American parents and students
comprise the majority of the district?
The fact is that we agree, as seen by our efforts and struggles in the last 30 years to
fight not only for good schools, but even more important for good education inside
the schools.
Unfortunately (as in 1997) we along with many others in the community were forced
to and now continue to oppose Prop. BB for reasons that boil down to Superintendent
Ed Brand and his “rubber stamp” Board of Trustees being less than honest, truthful
or open with the district’s voters, and for manipulating the voting process. In stating
our opposition to Proposition BB, we raise the issue of why Superintendent Ed Brand
and the Board of Trustees have failed to explain and continue to withhold the

following issues from the district voters:



2)

Why after 2 years of planning, have no public hearings, community meetings or
press conferences etc., (especially in the majority Mexican/American community)
ever been held to explain Proposition BB to the district’s homeowners/taxpayers

and voters?

Why voters from the Mello-Roos Districts (Eastlake, Rancho del Rey, and Long
Canyon) who were not permitted by the District to vote (over 10,000 voters) in the
$500,000,000 1997 school bond election, but are now conviently being allowed to
vote on Prop. BB?

Why Superintendent Ed Brand is tampering and attempting to stack the deck of
the vote for Prop. BB, by offering the affluent Mello-Roos district homeowners a
“bribe” (by not having to pay taxes) to vote yes in order to procure the necessary

2/3 majority vote required for passage?

Why Mello-Roos homeowners are going to receive a “rebate” from the district, by
having taxes that were paid on the bond taken off their Mello-Roos taxes? Or as
Superintendent Ed Brand is quoted “Proposition BB will not increase taxes of
resident in the Mello-Roos (CFD’S).” And “your existing CFD taxes will be
reduced to offset the cost of Prop. BB.”

Why the poorest area homeowners of the district (National City, San Ysidro,
Chula Vista, and Imperial Beach) are going to have to shoulder the burden by
having to pay off the entire $187,000,000 Prop. BB bond for the next 25 years.



€)
e Why Mello-Roos homeowners who will not pay one red cent on Prop. BB are
going to receive $12,269,990 of taxes in a future designated Mello-Roos District
paid by the poorest homeowners in the district for “land purchase and

construction,” of a new school in Otay Mesa?

e Why haven’t Mello-Roos homeowners (according to the Howard Jarvis Tax
Association) been told the following, “Mello-Roos homeowners should be made
aware that a scheme to maintain rwo fax payments on their property even if one is
“rebated,” probably violates either their right to be exempt from the current tax
or their right to have the Mello-Toos tax sunsetted.” “And in any event, it appears
that passage of the new school bond would subject their property to two lien.”

e Why voters haven’t been told that on top of the SWUHSD’s $189,000,00 bond that
Southwestern Jr. College is also floating a $89,000,000 bond, which will also be

placed, on the district’s homeowner’s property tax?

It should be clear that our opposition to Prop. BB as stated above, is not against the
need to renovate and rebuild the district’s schools infrastructure, which we
understand, needs to be done sooner or later. Our opposition of Proposition BB is
with the current corrupt campaign that has (in 1997) and is being carried out by
Superintendent Ed Brand and the Board of Trustees. A campaign that has included
“stonewalling.” Withholding facts and information from voters. Tampering and
attempts to stack and manipulating the vote by “bribing” Mello-Roos voters with
“rebates” to vote yes. And unequal taxation that will have the poorest homeowner’s

of the district shoulder and pay for the entire $187,000,000 Prop. BB bond obligation.

It is our position that the voter should have all of the facts to make up his or her mind

to vote Yes or No on Proposition BB.

On November 7, 2000 we urge you to vote No on Prop. BB!



South Bay Forum

45 El1 Rancho Vista
Chula Vista, CA. 91910
(619) 422-0432

October 16, 2000
Dear Mr. Baca,
I received your fax accepting the offet for SBF to host a debate regarding Proposition BB,
with your suggestions on the format. The debate will be held on Monday, October 23, 2000
at the South Chula Vista Library on Orange Avenue at 6:30 p.m. Superintendent Brand has
verbally agreed to this as well.
At this time, we ate attempting to set a date for a pre-meeting between the parties to
formulate the format. Iwill notify you as soon as possible since I am working on having the
meeting today or tomotrow.
If you have any questions, contact me at (619) 422-0432.
Sincerely,

3y

()’\ M Q. ¢

Norma A. Cazates
President
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SOUTH BAY FORUM
PRESS RELEASE

For IMMEDIATE RELEASE: QCTOBER 16,2000 CONTACT: NORMA CAZARES
(619) 422-0432

SOUTH BAY FORUM MAKES ENDORSEMENTS
INCLUDES POSITION ON PROP. E & F AND
l/PCOMING DEBATE ON PROP. BB

Chula Vista, CA... After holding two Candidate Forums at the Central Chula Vista Library for the public and
its membership, South Bay Forum has announced their endorsements of South County area candidates and
propositions.

From SBF’s Candidate Forum o1 October 5, the audience heard from the various School Board candidates
who confirmed their attendance. The endorsements that evening went to Fernando Poveda for Seat 2 of the
Chula Vista Elementary School District, with no endorsement on Seat 4; Cecilia Garcia-Kirk and Alma S.
Graham for National School District; Luis Figueroa and Emestine Jones for San Ysidro School District;
Elvia Aguilar and Dee Mc Lean for South Bay Union School District; and Pearl Quifiones and Bob Griego
for Sweetwater Union High Scheol District.

The organization’s President, Norma Cazares, also reported the results of the Candidate Forum held on
October 10", The endorsements went to David Agosto for Seat 3 and Mario Salazar for Seat 1 for the
Southwestern College Board of Trustees: Jerry Rindone for Chula Vista City Council; Al Alvarado for
National City Council; Todd Keegan for 77% State Assembly District; and to Jose Lopez for Division 4 of
the Olay Water District.

Norma Cazares indicated that at zarlier meetings, South Bay Forum: invited Susan Davis and Brian Bilbray
to present to the membership and public, endorsing Susan Davis for the 49™ Congressional seat; and held a
public forum joining Citizens Against Brownfield by taking a position against the expausion of the
Brownficld Airport.

She further stated, “It is also vitally important that the voters of Chula Vista vote NO on Propositions E &
F.” regarding the issue of term limits. “Chula Vista already has term limits, however these propositions are
meant to confuse the voters by either eliminating term limits all together [Prop.E], or extending the term
from the current two terms to three [Prop. F].

Another initiative South Bay Forum plans to address at a public debate is Proposition BB, the Sweetwater
‘ Union H.S. District Bond Initiative. Mrs. Cazarcs stated, “there has not been a publicized opportunity for the
community to hear the issucs regarding Proposition BB in order to make an informed decision.” The debate
will be held Monday, October 23, 6:30 p.m. at the South Chula Vista Library.

South Bay Forum is a non-partisan, political action committee (PAC) organization. It is committed to
addressing the cducational, socioeconomic, and political nceds of the Chicano/Latino community in the San
Diego South Bay area whilc building coalitions with other communitics. Their goals include developing,
promoting, supporting, and/or endorsing candidates or cntitics that will meet those needs regardless of race,
ethnicity, or political affiliation.
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South Bay Forum

TO:

FR:

RE:

Date:

Herman Baca, Ed Brand, Rudy Ramirez
Norma Cazares

Suggestions for format of Propositon BB forum

October 17, 2000

Following are suggestions for this event:

i

2

Welcome by Norma Cazares, and introduction of Facilitator

Process/rules explained by Facilitator, Rudy Ramirez (Time keeper will also be
available)

Each position given 10 minutes for statement.
Questions (developed by input from both parties and SBF) are made. # of
questions?? Deadline for submission of questions from both parties? Distribution

of questions?

Person responding to question has 2 minutes, while other party can give 1 minute
rebuttal.

Closing statement can be approx. 5 minutes.

Questions from audience could be gathered on 3 X 5 cards and depending upon
time, would be addressed.
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From: Nacazares@aol.com

To: beald@sdcoe.k12.ca.us, gcorona@acusd.edu, joelara@sdcoe.k12.ca.us,
rleyba@suhsd.k12.ca.us,
beald@sdcoe.k12.ca.us (Josie Calderon), DBardilla@aol.com,
tonali@pacbell.net (Jose T. Bravo), Mateorcl @aol.com,
bienes@pacbell.net (Clemente Casillas), Nacazares@aol.com,
AHERREPD@co.san-diego.ca.us (Arturo Herrera),
CHERRERA @starguidedigital.com (Carmen Herrera),
vnunez@sdcda.org (Victor Nunez),
aochoa@mail.sdsu.edu (Alberto Ochoa),
opuentes@flash.net (Olivia Puentes-Reynolds), LBOA@aol.com,
dtalamantez@ucsd.edu (Delia Talamantez),
ruzeta@innercitynet.org (Ray Uzeta),
eyvalencia@home.com (Maria Valencia), Ixn@cd4.sannet.gov,
LOKA29@yahoo.com, freerubby@yahoo.com, josue 23@hotmail.com,
EEGARCIAIII@hotmail.com, Tpunk43@hotmail.com,
NENAXOXO@hotmail.com, AML107@hotmail.com,
Hector_Covarrubias@hotmail.com, oblivious_cs@yahoo.com,
eliapelayo@hotmail.com, alanis69@hotmail.com,
zuyeiri@hotmail.com, Licon_2002@yahoo.com,
BerkeleyBear69@yahoo.com, Irwise@hotmail.com,
puts@hotmail.com, aarmenta@swec.cc.ca.us,
alondral45@hotmail.com, oaibarra_211031@yahoo.com,
dogghouse26k@yahoo.com, olivarria_jose@hotmail.com,
brady_elena@hotmail.com, brambilaalex@hotmail.com,
bluhr@hotmail.com, profez@home.com, esewell2001 @yahoo.com,
dfarias913@yahoo.com, mnava816@yahoo.com, siphol@yahoo.com,
A53198@netzero.net, nadyameraz@hotmail.com,
Rossanal33@hotmail.com, lil-mari81@quepasa.com,
ricasa-bagaporo@usa.net, marysalas@juno.com,
eadiaz@maacproject.org, ecardopw@co.san-diego.ca.us,
roger@pacbell.net, jmorales@ucsd.edu, preciado@mail.sdsu.edu,
SDArcMetal@aol.com, bfernand@mail.sandi.net,
vargasassociados@yahoo.com, ASK4RIC@msn.com,
emorgan@cvesd.k12.ca.us, hecyes@wans.net, mem_ch@hotmail.com,
Bilopez@hotmail.com, diana.arellano@mail.house.gov,
IssaG@aol.com, jose.lopez@sdccc.org, nchavezl @msn.com,
Libertad37@aol.com, dramirez@swec.cc.ca.us,
DRAMIRHR@co.san-diego.ca.us, EdB@missionfcu.org,
Alncaz@aol.com, mariposalinda@hotmail.com, Nickels01@aol.com,
anzaldo@netzero.net, phil.garcia@ltg.ca.gov,
mgaucin@weber.ucsd.edu, Gilbert. M.Gil@ssa.gov,
yleyva@ucsd.edu, dianalopjohn@yahoo.com,
gnieto@innercitynet.org, jnieto@mail.sdsu.edu,
vnietoeo@cts.com, cquintan@cvesd.k12.ca.us,
gramirez@biomail.ucsd.edu, rojas@mail.sdsu.edu,
csanchez@novouchers2000.com, carmelital@earthlink.net,
jsalazar@swec.cc.ca.us, libritos@earthlink.net,
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johnchavez@email.com, jamartinez@maacproject.org,
Terteach@aol.com, rmarin@iacnc.edu,
edgardoreynoso@hotmail.com, alonsogo@hotmail.com,
Mitchell. L.Thompson@bankofamerica.com, estarod@earthlink.net,
portista99@yahoo.com, riosa@uci.edu, aztecprint@juno.com

Date: Tue, 17 Oct 2000 00:50:49 EDT

Subject: SBF-Debate on Prop BB

South Bay Forum Members and Friends!

We are hosting a debate on Proposition BB, the Sweetwater High School
District $187 million dollar bond initiative. The parties will be SUHSD
Superintendent Ed Brand in support, and Herman Baca, Chair of the
Committee

on Chicano Rights, with an opposing view. There has not been a
publicized

forum on this issue, so be there!

It will be held:

Monday, October 23, 2000

South Chula Vista Library

398 Orange Ave., Chula Vista
6:30 p.m. in the Community Room

Questions? Call Norma Cazares at (619) 422-0432. Also see attachment
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From: John Chavez <johnchavez@email.com>

To: Nacazares@aol.com, aztecprint@juno.com

Date: Wed, 18 Oct 2000 14:27:46 -0400 (EDT)

Subject: RE: SBF-Debate on Prop BB - "The Hula in Chula"

You've heard about the "Thrilla in Manila" and "The Rumble In The Jungle"
- don't miss "THE HULA IN CHULA":

Watch one or more of the participants dance around the real issues.
Observe fancy footwork and slight of hand. Hear flowery words (maybe?).
See the tangled tropical jungle of special interests. Answer the burning
question: "Who get's the banana in this deal?".

PLEASE COPY AND FORWARD:

You too can attend a rare live performance by HerManito Baca and his new
gig: The B 'n B Show (Baca and Brand). Amazing as it may seem, Sr. Baca
is against something (Prop. BB in this case).

Observe "RASQUACHISMO" at it's finest. You can join in the chant and
cheer: ""Horale, horale - dale chingazo, Senor Buey''. Be there as the Raza
Rumblers out-punch the Gabacho Gobermiento.

As an added attraction the CCR Camaradas cheerleaders will be there in
their new Spandex uniforms. Jerry Apodaca and Marc Baca will be on hand
to autograph the new CCR WhY2K Calendars (yeah, so they're a little late
for Y2K, what else is new?) available for a donation to CCR (cash only).

WARNING: No cerveza, tequila or pulque allowed. However, the SBF will
have a food stand (El Puesto Politico) where Penafiel, Agua Tehuacan
(sorry no Evian or Perrier) and tacos de tripitas (sorry no caviar) are
available for a donation of 1,000 pesos (M.N.) or 50 cents to SBF members
(membership applications available).

South Bay Forum Members and Friends!

We are hosting a debate on Proposition BB, the Sweetwater High School
District $187 million dollar bond initiative. The parties will be SUHSD
Superintendent Ed Brand in support, and Herman Baca, Chair of the
Committee

on Chicano Rights, with an opposing view. There has not been a
publicized

forum on this issue, so be there!

It will be held:

Monday, October 23, 2000

South Chula Vista Library

398 Orange Ave., Chula Vista

6:30 p.m. in the Community Room
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MELLO - “RUSE” #1 — VOTERS IN THE MELLO-ROOS DISTRICTS WILL
VOTE, AND WILL PAY THE BOND TAX IF PROP. BB IS APPROVED. SWUHSD
WILL THEN REIMBURSE MELLO-ROOS HOMEOWNERS WITH A “REBATE”
AND DEDUCT TAXES PAID ON PROP. BB FROM THEIR MELLO-<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>