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The Honorable Darrell Steinberg
California State Senate

Working together to support and State Capitol

improve California’s public schools Sacramento, CA 95814
Asmociation of California School
‘Administrators (ACSA) Dear Senator Steinberg:
representing move than 16,000 school
adwunistrators B vae . N

.- We are writing to express our very strong opposition to the Governor’s cynical

California Anoch:ion Of S)dwol .. proposal to cut K-12 education funding by another $400 per pupil, for a total of more
Business Officials (CASBO) =~ : opre o o o : h .
prcening more i 4,000 he rencs ,than.$2.5 billion, while at the same time c(aimm_g that they_bquretr protects _gducanon
and administrative managers - ‘:;;.gv’_‘.fﬂ ’fu_ndlﬂg. N - S LR

-~ The cold, hard facts are that the proposed budget would reduce revenue limit n
~. funding, the general purpose support for schools, by $1.5 billion (see page 60 of the
~Governor’s Budget Summary). This represents a cut of about $250 per student. The
. Governor also proposes cuts of $200 million fo child development programs, $45 .
‘million to county offices of education, $550 million from the K-3 Class Size Reduction -
program, and $202 million from virtuaily all K-12 programs to reflect a negative cost-

of-living adjustment
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* Haw does the Ggvermor caim t g
bﬂlqu.in propqsed cuts? -

claim to despite
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* First, the Governor proposes to eliminate the sales tax on gasoline and increase the
_, excise tax on gasoline, changing the label on these revenues so they don’t count as

~ State General Fund revenues. This redefinition allows an “Additional Proposition 98
.+ guarantee reduction of $836 million” (page 27 of the Governor’s Budget Summary).

" The Education Coalition opposes this proposal to redefine revenues in order to allow

. deeper cuts to public education,

- Qégose Retroactivélv Rédeﬁning the Cdns’tituﬁongl Guarantee v

Second, the Governor Proposes to revise legislation signed into law just last July in
order to retroactively change the funding source in 2008-09 for $1.3 billion in funding
for schools. That manipulation allows the Governor to lower the Proposition 98
funding levels and portray Proposition 98 funding as being essentially level, despite
the reality of proposing new deep cuts to education programs.

The Education Coalition opposes this proposal to renege on the commitment made

. to schools and retroactively redefine funding to schools for 2008-09. We do not
believe the state can redefine its certification of a prior year Constitutional funding
level. If that is allowable, what meaning is a Constitutional guarantee approved by
the voters?
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From the perspective of schools and children, the entire premise of the July budget package was that
education shouid take the necessary cuts, get those cuts behind them, and then be able to plan with
some stability until the economy allows Programs to begin being restored. That commitment of
some stability, even at a greatly reduced level, was provided through the legislative certification of

Proposition 98 that was enacted in luly.

at legislation —it is not the schools that are reneging on

Schools made the budget cuts required in th
lifornia depend

their part of solving the state’s budget crisis. A “deal is a deal” and the students of Ca
on the Governor and the Legislature to keep their word. '

The fact is that the vast majority of the current state budget problems result from past budget
“solutions” that the state has not been able to implement. However, the cuts to schools have been
implemented. ' Every dollar in cuts to schools that has been approved by the Legislature and the
Governor has been made. Why is it fair to now come back to solve the current problem by making

more cuts to schools?

Examine Link t6 Federal Stimulus Funding

i

Part of the Govirnor's budget proposal is to back-fill federal stimulus dollars that are no longer
availdble for certain programs.’ The budget contains no proposal to back-fill federal stimulus funding to

~ K-12 education that aré no }bnge? available. How is that protecting education?

maintenance:of effort (MOE) level he certified to the federal government in order to cbtain federal

MOE by redefining state general fund revenues (see 835 tak swap) and then saying California is

maintaining the same percentage level of support from the general fund.

Oppose Polig{ Proposals Designed to Dive_rt Attention From Deep Cuts to Services

“Fhe Governor's-proposed budget lﬁeludes-»severa!‘pioppsals-designed to deflect attention from.the ... ..
‘proposed manlpulation of funding and devasta

4 , ting cuts to services to school children. The Education
Coalition is united ih opposing the proposals conicerning central district administration, contracting

" funding. Trie Legislative Analyst's gfﬁcé"eﬁﬂrﬁéieE%ﬁit?hé@évéfﬁbf—ib?épbs}Ifhik:héaﬂy$6m R
“ million below the MOE requiremant for 2010-11. Now the Governor proposes to wriggle ot ofthe . -

out, teacher senlority, substitute teachers andfay-offdates. . __ - G e e

In another time the §réup&ln-'thecoalition,v"voul‘d debate those issues actively, but these proposals
come after $17 billion in cuts to education, and in the context of a proposed budget that would renege
on a commitment that is only six months old in order to impose additional cuts of $400 per pupil.

Oppose Further Cuts to Education

The Governor’s rhetoric is correct: it is time to protect education funding. Schools have already

o= - — -~ —suffered $17.billion.in CUtsihroughpaspbudget.actions.-Jmportant_pmgrams.tamoyide.caleeL_---__~....

technical education and instructlbnal;rrja}e"r_{a_li Have suffered cuts of 20%. School districts now receive

_ only about 81 cents for every dollar state law says'they should receive. Enough Is enough.
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 “Even more troubling, tha Gaverriot’s proposalwould actlally FEdGcE k-17 8ducation farding below the~ - -
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California is in danger of failin ildren. For any legislator to seriously claim
that education is 3 priority, it is vi j
Proposed new cuts in fundi

Ng to K-12 education. We stro
proposals concerning K-12

ngly urge you to reject the Governor's budget
education.

Sincerely,

Adonai Mack, ACSA

. Dennis Meyers, CASBO

- Jeff Freitas, CFT

Steve Henderson, CseA

Debbie Look, PTA - —

ok

o

The Education Coalition
January 21, 2010



