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Closing the Achievement Gap: 


Providing Free, High Quality Test Preparation Courses to 

High Need Students 


Summary . 

SAT scores are an important component of college admission and historically, minority and low 

income:students have not scored as well a~ their white and more affluent classmates for many 

reasons including not having access to high-quality test preparation activities that are common in 

many communities. There is a federal role to help solve this problem by providing funds to 

increase access to college entrance exam preparation. Under the model we are proposing, 

partnerships ofhigh schools, leaders in th~ test prep industry and community based organizations 

would compete for a grant to offer college , test preparation as well as other related services. 


Background/Rationale. ..,: .' . 

Because every child deserves an equal chance at academic success and because standardized 

testing is a fixture on the educational landscape, each student regardless of economic standing 

should have equal, high quality training and preparation for college entrance exams. Quality test 

preparation courses are important to succe,ss on college exams but are often beyond the financial 

reach of most families adding to the disadvantages many financially needy students face when 

competing with privileged students in college admissions. Free and low cost college test 

preparation courses meets a need of students with college aspiration, who have demonst.rated 

through coursework that they are capable of succeeding in college. 


While this program should be aimed at lo~-income students, by default through this criteria, it 
will target minority students. .- ....,... ..,'.;. ., .... ...·", .. c .,..:-,- ,. 

Data from The College Board 1994 report! indicates the following relationship between SAT 

scores and income: 


Over $70,000 1000 

$60,000-$70,000 948 

$50,000-$60,000 929 

$40,000-$50,000 911 

$30,000-$40,000 885 

$20,000-$30,000 856 


812 . , $10,000-$20,000 
under $10,000 766 

The College Board report Reaching the Top: A Report ofthe National Task Force on Minority 

High Achievement found that: ,
I 

• 	 In1995, African-Americans, Latino'~ and Native American's accounted for only 13% of the 

bachelor's degrees, 11 % ofprofessional degrees and 6% of doctoral degrees awarded by U.S. 

Colleges and Universities despite making up about 30% of the under 18 population. 


PRESE8VATION PHOTOCOPY 
., 




• 	 Thi~ year, African-Americans, HispanIcs, and Native Americans made up only about one in 
twenty of the students who had very high scores on the SAT, which are score~ typical of 
students admitted to highly selective colleges and universities. 

One of the 'College Board's recommendations for action is for national and community 
organizations concerned with improving minority education to work with educational reformers 
and researchers to expand and strengthen supplementary education opportunities available to 
underrepresented students. The objective' should be to provide the same education opportunities 
for underrepresented minorities that are equivalent iI}. scope and quality aV:(l.ilable to many 
youngsters from the nation's most academi~ally successful groups. 

One oqhe College Board's recommendati6ns for action is for national and 'community 
organizations concerned with improving minority education to work with educational reformers 
and researchers to expand and strengthen supplementary education opportunities available to 
underrepresented students. The objective shOUld be to provide the same education opportunities 
for underrepresented minorities ,that are equivalent in scope and quality available to many 
youngsters from the nation's most acade~ically successful groups. 

I 

Recently, the NAACP also highlighted this:issue as an emerging problem and called for 
increasing access to test preparation servic~s for disadvantaged students. " 

Last year California State Senator Hayden introduced the College Preparation Partnership 
Program in California that offers very low cost or free college test preparation courses. Districts 
were able to apply for money and choose wJIich schools would receive the funds t~at met the 
eligibility criteria. In California, schools th£l.t receive money for college exam prep, are able to use 
the money either to contract with an unspecified college prep service, or to use the money to 
train the'teaching staff to do the college exaP-t prep instruction. ' ' 

DPC Proposal 

Key Components 

The Federal government will offer leadership and resources for communities to create 
partnerships to increase access to test preparation programs for disadvantaged students. This 
program would be run under the High School Refortri package 

Partnerships 
The program would require the high school to partner with a test preparation program with a 
proven track record and established curriculum with an option to add least one community based 
organization. Commercial test preparation cbmpanies involved would have to demonstrate an 
established curriculum and have a proven track record. Programs would have to offer a 
minimum of25 hours of instruction overno.less than 4 weeks to ensure rigor and quality and 
discourage one-time preparation activities which research shows are ineffective. 



/ 
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Eligibi(ity , 
This initiative would offer competitive grants to high schools or. LEA's based on the California 
model. • Grants would be given to schools ~ould be those with a low college attendance rate, 
high numbers of low-income pupils, and demonstrated school-based efforts to improve the 
school's college preparatory curriculu11;l a:qd college. attendance rates. Eligible students would 
receive the free college test prep courses through traditional methods as well as orI-line courses. 
Students in the top 50% oftheir class who fall under 200% of the poverty linew~uld be eligible. 

• I 

Priority 
A competitive priority would be given to schools that couple test preparation with other relevant 
services including counseling, college appt:ication and financial aid assistance. 

Cost 

• 300;000 students currently eligible for rRIO Talent Search services 
• Assuming a cost of up to $400 per student 
• 50% match required from non-school partners with a 25% in-kind allowance , 

Critiques 

Issue 

The President's Initiative on Race asked thb Department ofEducation to do a study on the 
usefulness ofcollege test preparation. The final analysis of the report showed tha~ there was no 
reason to expand funding to include college 'test prep, but that expanding the AP program would 
be more effective. The data showed that mihority students are more likely to prepare for the SAT 
or ACT than whites and middle-income students. 

Response 

The study concluded that because non-whit~, low-income students had similar rates of test 
preparation, it ~s unnecessary to put any money into subsidi~ed test preparation, but rather that 
funding should be focused on expanding the AP program (which is not surprising considering the 
DepartlIlent runs the AP program). However, the stui:lyfailed to control the methods of college 
preparation and quality of instruction. For example, a student might be getting tutoring for 
reading and could count this as college test preparation. Because the crucial issue of quality is 
not addressed in the study, we do not think that the study is conclusive. 

Issue 

Teacher 'unions could object that this proposal because unlike the California model which allows 
grant funds to be used to train the current teaching staff to be college test prep instructors, 
doesn't provide for this. This proposal would not allow funds to be used to train teachers as 

~ 



instructors in order to ensure that students iare receiving the high quality test preparation through 
established providers. 

i 

. Response 

Providing high quality test preparation is akey to the success of this grant. We want to fund 
what works and has proven results with re~earch to prove their effectiveness. Training teachers 
is a bigger risk in terms of quality control. I 

I 

Political Considerations 

1. This proposal supports the Administration's position on affirmative action programs that 

expand opportunities for minorities and support states that are developing innovative ways to 

reach t~e goal of equality in education. 


2. The NAACP has been working to reduce the weight ofthe SAT and.ACT on college 
admissions, but is strongly in favor of state subsidized college test preparation courses. They are 
working closely with Senator Hayden's offIce in California and are reaching out to states and are 
generating momentum on this issue. So far they have found states and schools to be very 
recepti~e to the idea and there is growing i~terest in the California model. . 

OPTION 2 

This prqgram could be rolled.into the High !School Reform package. 
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We're a City in' Denial About Race 

let alone deal with it. 

hand. 

But the 
We can't even talk about it, 

schools crisis is forcing our 

By TOM HAYDEN 

an East Los Angeles Democrat, 

the Los Angeles Unified School 

about "stability, process and 

truth, and Polanco knows it. The 

race in the race to power in Los 

St?te Sen. Richard Polanco, 

says the leadership struggle at 

District is not about race but 

credibility." That shades the, 
i 

struggl~ is about the power of 

forgiven because so many Los 

smothers our de facto racial 

students are ~atino,500,000 in 

is a poor Third World district in 

cities. The "developing country," in this: 

will be multicultural. 

have resisted this reality by 

227, cutting off educational 

requiring an inflexible English-only 

others see i~ this reality a 

Angeles to become a genuinely 

there. 

Belmont Learning Complex, South 

Angeles. 
However, Polanco can be 

Angeles leaders speak only in: 
- -,- ~ ..• 

atmosphere of polite civic denial 

•
segregation~ 

Let's talk racial reality. 
Seven of every 10 LAUSD 

all., many of th~m immigrants. It 

the richest of First World 

case, is a new United States that 

Many white and black voters 

voting for propositions 187 and 

opportunity for immigrants and 

schooling. At the same time, many, 

welcome opportunity for Los 

global city--if the leadership is 

During the 1980s, when 

Gate campuses and other 

1 
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'contaminated ;sites were being chosen 
, ! 


populations, :the LAUSD leadership 

I 

1997, in a p~eview of the current 


district Deputy Supt. Ruben 


superintendent, replacing an African 


Americans whdt Tom Bradley 'was to 

Z among Lati~os, Zacarias paid 


shadows of an insensitive 


among blacks,' Zacarias is largely 


despite the failings of the district 


majority, node o£ ~hem Latino, clearly : 


doesn't want ;to say so. 


slow-motion ~ction to 

I 
I 

symbol of Mexican pride into 

passion is a'chieving power for 

for largely Latino student 

was white and black. Then, in 

leadership struggle, longtim~ 

Zacarias was elevated to 

American. 
Zacarias is to Mexican 

blacks in L.A. 
Affectionately known as Dr. 

his dues during long years in: the 

bureaucracy. And like Bradlei 

immune to criticism from Latinos 
I 

he heads'. 
The new district board 

wants to replace Zacarias but: 

Instead, they have takeni 

undermine his powers, making ~his 

a hollow figurehead. 
"Enter Polanco, whose prlmary 

Latin!)s; His case is bolstered by 
the evident under-representation

I of Latinos at high levels of the 
district. O~~)'_..?,ne of seven' board 

, memoers'isLatino, and there'is 
no Latino hei:r apparent to 

, 
, I 

Zacarias in the district's 
bureaucracy. t 

What most fu~ls Polanco'~ 
attack, however, is the colonial 

manner in which the school board 
has maneuvered. 

Howard Miller:, to take charge of 

construction program. A few days 

First, it chose a Westsider,, 

the di,strict' s dysfunctional I 

later, a~ an impromptu meeting at 
a Centu'ry City law firm, a plan , 

" 
was germinated to give Miller! 

control of the entire di~trict 

with little~ore than his title. 

, 
I 
I 

: bureaucracy; leaving Zacarias! 

The board subsequently vpted 
4 to 2 (with one aostention) for 

this unwieldy and unworkable i 

arrangement,:setting off the current 
confrontation. 

Miller is serious and 
qualified, and he knows the district. He , 

may desire redemption from his 
recall defeat:, in 1979 at the hands 

of white voters who o~posed 

2 
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politics of racial representation polarizes 
others into taking the same path, 

leaving a damaged civic culture 
, of code words and ethnic 

protectionism,_ A second problem is 
that appointing the right ethnic 

leadership does little to fix the 
educational crisis. 

It is necessary that there 
be Latino and, better still, real 

multiracial, multicultural and 
multilingual ~eadershipto act as role 

models to inspire kids. Yet those 
same children suffer from an 

institutional inequality 
reflected in a lack of credentialed teach~rs, 

advanced placement classes, 
first-class books and computers 

and sufficient after-school 
tutors. QualLfied teachers leave the 

inner city, where student. dropout 
rates approach 50%. 

The issues of class and 
classroom ine'quality cannot be 

resolved simply by having a 
Latino superintendent. All of us will 

have to take responsibility. 

State Sen. Tom Hayden Is a 
Democrat Repr,esenting Parts of 

West Los Angeles and the San 
Fernando 

4 
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Colleges Back a New Test for Minorities 

, • I 

Continued From Page B1 show they can compete at selective insti­
index. "Assuming for a moment one could I .' tutions. " 
rind valid tests of these noncognitive abil­ The CQllege Adaptability For many Universities, the real key Is 
ities, I see rio reason why they'd be found determining whether the index could 
in greater' abundance in underrepre­ Index has received a withstand a legal challenge. Terence 
sented minorities than among Asian- Pell, senior counsel at the Center for Indi· 

, Americans or whites," he says. "To the $1.9 niillion giant from vidual Rights' in Washington. D.C., the 
iextent to which it is intended as a substi­ group that .brought the lawsuit against
I tute for radal preferences, I'd say either the Andrew W. Mellon Michigan and a number of other schools, 

it won't serve that end or it will be dishon­ says it probably could as long as whites as 
estly constructed and implemented so it Fourulation. well as minorities can take the test. "AsI 
Idoes serve that end... far as the law: is concerned, schools can 

The test was devised by Deborah Bial, use any criteria they want as long as they 
i a Harvard doctoral student in education, are applied across-the-board toall races," 
, and is supported by a $1.9 million grant, tiative, who solved any confllcts, who is Mr. Pell says. . 
from the Andrew W. Mellon Foundation: able to negotiate problem solving with a But he says that the index Is a poor 
The foundation is headed by William group, and who thinks strategically," substitute for more traditional measures . 
Bowen, the former president of Princeton says Ms. Bial. "These are some of the of academic ability and predicting suc­
University, who co-wrote, with former characteristics that predict persistence in cess In college, such as grades and test 
Harvard president Derek Bok, a pro-di- college.": scores. "If a school's mission Is to produce 
versity book called "The Shape of the After participating in 12 activities, the people who function well In groups, they 
River." students are scored by six evaluators. ought to. rely on this," he says. "But very 

A number of schools that sUI'plied They then :are given half-hour personal often the most original thinkers don't 
data for that book are Involved in Ms. 'Interviews I with two more evaluators. work we It in groups." 
Bial's project, and Mr; Bowen personally Their score on the Interview counts for 
called the schools' I,resldents to pelp as- one-third of their overall score, Ms. Bial 

----------~8u~r~eHt~h~el~r4p~a~rt"ic~ippruat~ig~n~T~h~eHr~gwur~sl~a~te~~sa~y~s~~~__~____~~~~~____________~~___________________ 
schools have agreed 10 admit 20 students . A typical question on the interview 
each largely 011 the basis of their results ,might be: ','You're taking Psych 101 your 
on the Adaptability Index. The five freshman year. There's only a mld·term 
smaller colleges, all private liberal-arts and a final exam. You study very hard but 

, -schools in'the'Midwestj-including Beloit"youfall the mid-term. -You'revery,upseL 
College and Macalester College, will ad- What do yO:u do?" A student who answers 
mit four each. The students will receive a she will study harder. would get a lower 
53,500 annual scholarship, funded by the score, for instance; than one who says she 
Mellon grant, on top of regular finandal would speak with the teacher about 1m­
aid packages offered by the individual proving. seek out extra-credit work or 
schools. join a study group. 

In the test, 100 students are evaluated "It's good that the student will study 
at a lime. Over three hours, students par- harder, but that kind of approach to an, 
ticipate in workshop activities designed, academic obstacle is less likely to result 
to test theirnoncognitive skills. In one ex-' in a student's persisting than someone 
ercise, groups of eight to 10 students are who thinks strategically and develops 
given a box full orLego pieces and told multiple solutions to a problem," says 
that they have 10 minutes t() design a roo . Ms. Bial. : 

. bot exactly like one sitting on a table in . If the pilot program succeeds, she says 
the next room. Each group member is ai- she eventually would like to open centers 
lowed to look at the robot, one al a time, to conduct; the test on any student who 
without taking notes. Two evaluators wants it illl urban areas around the coun­
then observe the group as they snap to- try. "This is not designed to replace the 
gether their version, giving each student SAT," she says, "but it would be another 
a score between zero.and fotir. option for students who may traditionally 
• . "They're lookingto see who takes Inl- not score well on standardized tests to 
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State's schools ranklast 

mcomputer availability 

• Edu tion magazine salN 

• ~ , 'J~
Califonua has fewest 

bin student 
mac es per 

By Usa Shafer 
.11MES STAFFWRmR 

California m~y be home to Sili· 
con Valley, but its record of putting 
computers in the classroom remains 
at rock bottom, a study released to­
day shows. 

---In a survey of the nation's-86;600­
schools, Washington D.C.-based Ed­
ucation Week magazine found that 
for every computer available for in­
struclional use in California, eight 
students are vying to use it. 

' \. 

Nationwide, the report, shows, 
schools offer one computer per 5.7 
students. Wyoming students are most 
likely to get time at the school com­
puter, with one available per 3.5 stu­
dents. 

"California has been holding that 
distinction for practically as long as 
there have been comput~rs," said 
Perry .Polk, te~~nology dlre-:t0r. at 
Mt. Diablo Unified School D~tnct. 
"When Nev.: Jersey ~pen~ twice as 
much per l?d ~ CalifOrnIa for gen­
era! education, It'S nothard to figure 
why." , . . 

T?e rep~rt ~o sh~w.s Calliorrua 
laggJDg behind m proViding students 
access to the Web. For every 100 stu­
dents, there are only about five com­

connected to the Internet. The 
""''''oad is 7.35 connections 

. 
technology, S~lal-

C?sta ~unty Of-
Educati ; saId that ~though 
not keep ta on Internet-con­

nect~ compute ,the loca1;average 
most likely p e!S the st~te.. 

However, he SaId, scho,?ls 10 af­
fluent areas oft n benefit from tech­
nology purchas s by par:e~ts' clubs 
and education foundatio~. 

For e~ampl , VaDey V~ew Ele: 
mentary 10 PI ton has ~ pare~ts 
cll!b t~at. fund ~ lab tech~ologJst, 
SaId district 0 .Ials. Grou~s at two 
other s~ho?ls 10 the Pleasanton 
sc~ool di;stnct y do the same, of~ 
ficlals SaId. _ i. 

, Kathy Rans om,copr~ldent?f --- --ers reportedhavmg advanced or ex-
Moraga Educat on Foundation, s~d 
the largest p rt o~ the: g":,up s 
$350,000 bud t thIS year Will be 

used for technology support and soft­
ware. 

"The state considers all these 'ex­
tras: "she said. "We're right next to 
Silicon Valley; and here we are at the 
bottom." 

The Education Week report also 
-- reveals that although about 90 per-, 

cent of California language arts 
teachers are at least "moderately pre­
pared" in the use of computers, only 
about 50 percent feel tha! way ab?ut 
using software for teachingreadlDg 
or writing. 

Reflecting respo~es n~~onwide, 
only 9 percent o! CalifOrnIa s teach-

pert computer skills. 
Prouty said that as many' as 25 

percent of the county's teache~s 
could be considered technology "PI_ 
oneers," 50 percent likely will make 

significant use of computers if they 
get training, and 25 percent proba­
bly will refuse to use them. 

Those statistics are ones directors 
of the Dean and Margaret Lesher 
Foundation are trying to improve 
through a countywide program. 

Peggy Beltramo of Highlands El­

,ementary in Concord is one of about 
150 teachers who have won a l.esher 
grant. [n addition to placing more 
compufers and multiriiedia equip­
mem in her classroom, Beltramo was 
able to develop a computer-assisted 
writing program for her third-graders 
through the program . 

,Kathleen Odne, executive direc­
tor of the foundation. said a key goal 
of the, program is to train teachers 
countywide to use computers as a 
curriculum tool and not to have the 
machines just sitting in the class­
room . 

Despite the struggles most Cali­
fo"!ia schools face with comp~ter 
equipment and techn~l~gy tramtng, 
some local school offiCials trumpet 
their technology-based curri~um. 

BobB~nzan, deputy sup~nnte~.
dent at Uvermore Valley Jomt Um 
fied School District, said studenU 
frequently use the Web for suet 
things as geography lessons anc 
putting together multimedia presen, 
tations. 

"We use all kinds on instructiona 
software that supports lessons teach 
ers use," he said. "We'll compare OUI 

students to anybody." 
---'---______ 
TImes staff writers Sally Farhat 
and Brian Anderson contributed to 
this story. 
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How the Stanford 9 lest Instit tionalizes Unequal Education 

8y Alex Caputo-P..... Muir is typical of the i1 

"worst" • , - higher fli on 3landarcliZed It.'llS arl' . '1'ee~~' 8Wdents and parents. ean 

I 
.. H 

teach a~ one of the 100 w~rst 
schools m ~ [m ~ngeles Unified 
School Dlstlic:l_ Supermtendent Rub· 

en Zacanas placed my ~hoDI, John MuIr 
J41ddl~ ~, on probauon laat Septem­
ber pnmarily becau!le Ita students ~red 
low ~ tbe S~d 9 test. alon! with no, 
meetl." other ke, Indica~ra such as 

·attend;wce and parent partidpaUon. Tbe 
schoole averqe ~8 ~ mgnlficaotiy 
below the ZStll pereenttle. If student 
tcOre8 on lllla tell ~ l')Ot Improve br one 
&0 two percentlJe pomta. the clistrldlllal 
take, over John Kuir., ,Eventually, ,the, 
state could fCll't.'efuBy ~move allll&aff. 

Standardized tats like the StarOOrd 9 
do not meaBUre t:,ritieal ltunking. oonwn 
many eullura1 bmsea and are liven In 
English. 8eeause more than half of )(uIr"s 
pupils. are finmlgrants learning English. 
their low $COrea are not, difficult to 
fathom. Furthermore, the Stanford 9 18 a 
nonn-referen,ce<! test. It. II designed to 
produce resulb that form bell-shaped 
curves ranking a student's aoores aplll8t 
others. Hllltarically. such tests have not 
served as learning tools. Ronher, they 
have been used to unfairly sort students 
onto either higb- or low-academic tracks 
based on (heir telll ranking, resulting in 
unequal access to education. 

Akz Capuw-Pmn, wIlD kama (jth 1I'1f111.t1. 
Is 6 mmtbCT 01 Ihe lAbor/CommuRilll 

·SlrokWCtmn. Cl ncmpro/fl en-gotihlatliin 
involvtd t4 colltJRllni4t organidng. 

" 

. 
, 

.~... ".' 

doals. U's Iocllted in a ~-inrome, . \ 

mostly African American aDd Latino I \ 

c:ommunity, hurt by a lack of tiusineSS1e3 

and job opportunilies and devaitate<! by 

government eulback.s in social #pending. ' 

My dasaroom's ceiling hu a bole. 1t.'I , 

chalkboard Ia cracked and Iii Ooora 

warped. I orten have 35 studentf in my 

dasses. Unfortunately. in threatening 

achaols like Muir with probatkin or a ". 

cakeover, Zacarias fosLers lIO..diaeul.ston 

ahcut the det,rimelilal eff~l$ of poverty, 

racial segregation and lack of resoUlees 

on students'leat scores. 


Fundamencatt,y ; our"schOOl Community" 
II the product of an economy tbat per. 
petuatl!$ poverty in eommunlUfl$ of color 
and a poIitic:aJ sysLelll that scapegoats the 
victims. Over the last two decades, 
280,000 un~nized manufacluriJlg jobs dis­
appeared in Los Angeles, many of them in 
the viclnity of Muir':! South -Central eam­

not going make II major difference in 
tbe lives '(IOOI'studenlS. Students ,oor-
Ing at the: th percenli1e wUl be tn the 
saRll' boit" as those below the 10th 
pp.rcentll~',:',long as they face the sallie 
lack of(J' 'unlty In their COIIIlllunlUcll, 

RatbCf '. deal with lheee probIelm.i
'be dis .liM further entrenched teat-
based dillCtiminaUon along race and elass 
·lilles, F~ In response to pre!SureB to 
raise thell:. ~t 1IICOreS, schools. in poorer 
areas e"il~le narrow ,eat.-t.i1kin8 drillll 
at the, ~e of course eoQfeni. tn 

,contrast/.ehool8, ill wealthier areas 'and 
with hiilier "ores more often do pl1l:ieCt· 
based Je.ati\LDg. whkh explores Con'enL rm. 
multiple loiV.Tbe result is separate and 

.unequal~clioollq..'"~'. ' 
' Se~~,.tpp'dlsLrict.'o~ ~ve di-
Jetted ,MUirteaebera to focuI.tJidi effortI 
on thai?iIh8l1 minority of IiUdents who 
"ore aiicNe die 40th pereeDtue.· These 

pll8. They have bee!! replaced by low-studeri~i' tbe district eon~. have 
paling I\gIlt-manulac:turing employment pr<lwd' UI<Y ~ lake tests web; It they 
and mo~IY part-tlme 5ervice job8; At the,reeeiv~'Ii!ore attention, lIO:th! '~enl 
same lime. oount)', state and federal 
governments cut socia) spendlng. More 
recenUy, Cali£orn~8 voted to ban 1If­
(jrmative action and bilingual education. 
'let. low-income people of color are 
routinely blamed for being unemployed. 
underemployed or demorallud. 

UliC of standardJ2ed tests to stigmatille 
LA USD's worsL-performing adiools is the 
edl1('atlon :version of thl3, SC3pegoating. 
The dlst~.d does not provide these 
schools With ~e resources they need 10 

,goe.\, tifp test-taking abibUes",.bollnd 
'to improve. Tbelr resulting hIgb.er indi­
vidual acora can pull up the enlire 

i sthoot·s average: Muir would lie saved 
help learn-and then from a potential takeover. Thuslacreated 
blames them for poe test results. Potiti- the iUWlion of school reform. By using 
cians who sby away irOlll real ed4cat,ion suth taclks, the district Is choosillg to 
and e~onomic refor Will the tests as a fend oCf its critics by tOOling Irick ISeOres 
smokescreell, clalml !JuIt raising 'scores 011 3 flawed telll instead of advocating rell~ 
Vlill attack poverty. ut as long lUI +e liveachool rflorm tbat woula demand dra· 
In a IOI;jeLy of rae segregation and maUeally lllereased funding and upanded 
uneven economic 4kf'elopment. sliighUY programs to bem!fIUU students. 

inlt.lateria1~bool reform.by organJzj~ a 
Doyeott of Stanford 9 lestmg next sprlf18,
e5Jlec!alb' at. the 100 "worst" schools ~ 
,vpportectby aU who m:ogrull' the m-
equities perpetuated by these tests. 
AklIl8'Ide the boycott, they should de· 
mand ~ !"ternalive ,U'iell8lJ)ent III stu· 
dents baSed O!' portfolIOS. 

Under. portfolio assessment, teachers 
and.studeiits eompiJe a variety of work 
CllrGusMut (be lICItool year. Among the 
elemen~ ~ wrl~ sampl~s. lapes of 
dramatiC. performance!. sllill-achleve­

. menl ,beetsand projecta. -Tile tnutting 
Iodlvidual itudent porUoIiOll are evaJu­
ated b,y W!clthers and parerus acoordlog to 
'aaGril;1B jpJlde. VemI.onl eurrenUy has a 
~ pottfolio-aaeument 8)\Item In,late.TJie~efbenellt.orportfolio.based
,valuatlOn' is, tbat It. shows· a student's 
prOpeD' ,o.er time rather Uwt as a 
~ draWl! (rom a high-stakes ezam 
~ I!i II few hoors.. 
:Sutludl.ematlve BIlProaches Co student 
.~. eannet oce~ in a reform 
,~um.. They musl be linked ~,smaller 
daai IIiaes. belter tllIllpua fiidlitlea and 
programs like biliDguaJ educaUon. These 
reforms would ensure that the alternative 
assessments are fair, honelll and rlgOfO\llL 
ThIs appro.icb would be U1IIy effect.ivl: if 
the cily and state Iin.k~ it With en~t:ed 
economic opportuntues .In Iow-lncO!lle 
communlUes ,through tbe«eation i of ' 
good-paying jIIba. OUl' swdents deser!c 
nothIng!ess tM.n a comprehensive rp­
proadUoeducauon reform, . 0 

http:reform.by
http:1I'1f111.t1


t-t-<UM : t-'rinceton t-<eview fo'oundation FRX NO: : 415 389 8193 Sep. 08 1999 12:32PM P2 

The College Board 
Suite 1200. Capitol Flactl. 915 L Street. Sacramento, Ca1i10rrll1l95814·37OS 
Telepnone: (916) 444.{)('62: FacS1!Tlilu; (916) 4<14·2866 

Secramento OffiCe 

'-, 

"STATEMENT 
! 

I

of , I 

WAYNE CAMARA 

I I 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR FOR RESEARCH: 
, 

THE COLLEGE BOARD 

YORK 


,. I 

before the 


Senate Select Committee on 
 , 

Higher Education A:dmissions and Outreach 

California State Legislature 

Febr~ary 5, .1998 

Educational Excellence tor All S.rudenrs 

SEP ~8 '9914:29 415 389 8193, PRGE.02 



I 

FROM : Princeton Review Foundation F~X NO. 415 389 8193 Sep. 138.1999 12:33PM P4 

Use and Validity of the SAT in Admissions 

High school grades, the rigor ofcourses completed,other academic achievements, the extent and 
duration ofextracurricular or community service and other personal qualities are all essential in arriving 
at informed decisions in the college admissions process. 'These are subjective factors, however. 
reflecting substantial variations in the quality of schools attended, the courses available 'and completed, 
grading standards and practices, socio-economic factors. and opportunity to Jearn. Basing important 
decisions (such as offering a student admission to higher education) solely on these subjective factors 
undermines the fairness of these decisions for each and every individual student. 

i . 

It is use:ful to recall that the SAT originally was developed to redress the errors,inconsistencies, and 
possible. bias. in secondary school records and su~jective admissions processes. The SA,T offers 
independent ,and objective information about st~dent achievement. The test yields comparable scores 
for an examinees across administrations and years - a coronion yardstick for comparisons of students, 
SAT score differences are reliable indicators ofdifferences in verbal or mathematical reasoning, not 
differences in grading standardS, school curriculum, or other non-relevant factors. Precisely because 
of this important va1ue-added dimension ofthe tests, over 1,408 colleges and universities use the SAT~ 
the percentage offour-year colleges requiring the SAT has grown from 77% in 1990 to 82% today;. . 

I 

In California where there are more than 1,800 high schools (including continuation and alternative 
schools), it would be extremely difficult for adrriissions counselors to evaluatecandidat:es solely on the 
basis ofhigh school records due to the variation' in grading standards from high school ;to high school 
and even within the same school from one teacher to another. By using the SAT in admissions. colleges 
ensure that all a plicants are exposed to the same tasks under the same conditions, and that their 
performance is scored objectively and on the same sc e. est scores are e most 0 ~~ 
impartial indicators available to students and administrators in this process. 

·--······--·-----Higlncb:ootgra-des-and·thtr.SAT-measure~different·aspectsofa·student's-accomplishni~ts,-both·of· 

which are relevant for college success. High school grades often reflect factors such as the rigor of the 
curriculum, punctuality and attendance. participation, motivation and the grading standards ofthe . 
teacher and school. The SAT measures developed verbal and mathematical reasoning.· It is not . 
surprising that each measure offers a unique contribution in predicting college grades. . 

, 

We have provided the Committee with summaries ofresearch conducted with colleges and universities 
demonstrating that the SAT, when used in com'9ination with high school grades, substantially increases 
the accuracy (or validity) ofpredicting academic success in college for ALL groups of!students. 

A conunon index used to describe how well a measure like high school grades or the SAT predicts 
college grades is the correlation between these measures. A perfect correlation would:be "1", a 
EituRtion ,,,here performanc.e em ant': mt':;:!~IlTf': will aIWtl;y~ TeRu)t in perfect prediction on ft ~nd 
measure. A correlation of"O" represents a situation where two events are completely unrelated. 
Overall, the SAT correlation with freshmen. GPA (FGPA) is about .42, while high school GPA alone 
correlates .~8 with FGPA. And a combination pfthe two correlates .55. These are reiatively high 
correlations: given the variability ofcollege grades, college courses, and grading standards going into 
FGPA. The SAT alone is a better predictor of students' grades in most individual fre$hmen courses 
than high school grades, with the exception ofcourses in English and foreign languages.· However, 
again, the combination of SAT and high school.grades provides the best prediction ofjndividual college· 

SEP 08 '99 4:31 415 389 8193 PAGE. 134 

2/5198 2 



FAX NO. 415 389'8193 Sep. 08,1999 12:34PM P5FROM: Princeton Review Foundation 

''il_ 	 ' ' • .oj 

, 

grades. These findings hold tip for aU subgroups and the SAT actua1Jy has the highest correlation with 
FGPA for African American and Asian American students. 

GTades alone have been shown to be insufficient and often misleading when it comes to predicting 
college sUC(fCSS. For example, the difference between the high school GPA and colleg~ GPA for 
students in this comprehensive research study ranged from 1.06 to .74 on a 4-point GPA. The average 
HSGPA fo~ African American and Hispanic students was 3.18 and 3.43. respectively, ~hi1e their 
average freshmen GPA dropped by over a full point to 2.14 and 2.37, respectively. When used alone., 
high school :grades overpredict how Latinos and African Americans will do in college., That is, high 
school grades predict these groups will do better in college than they actually do. 

,
Table 1 H.S. G:eA College CPA Difference 
'White 3.40' 2.66 .74 1 

. : African American 3.18: 2.14 1.04 ! 
Hispanic 3.43, 2.37 1.06 ' , 

Asian 3.58 2.80 .78 

• American Indian 3.26 2.21 1.05 i 

For the University ofCalifornia system. research conducted on the 1994 entering class illustrates that 

the most accurate prediction of freshmen academic performance includes HSGPA, SAT I and SAT n 

subject test~ accounting for about one-fourth of the variance in first-year grades. Inclusion of SAT ]J 


subject test ~cores increases the predictive accuracy for each ethnic group. 


Because the'SAT in combination with hjgbscb~ol grades provides the best prediction ~facadenu,",·c;.-....----­
success for all students, admissions officers rely on these combined factors, as well as other elements in 
making admissions decisions. Current proposals to eliminate the SAT do not adequately consider how 

,__...~~de~~~,enefit ~!!l sl!£.~~~s.~SSID:~~~J~'.or~pl~:_,. . . ___ ~, __ ,_ 

• 	 Approximately 70% ofstudents perform consistently on both the SAT and grades, that is, their 

grades and test scores are consistent. Fortliese students~ the SAT provides confirmatory evidence 

oftheir high 'school aChievement and predicted success in college. 


, 	 ' 

• 	 Of the remaining 30% ofstudents, half have SAT scores substantially lower than their high school 

grades and halfhave SAT scores substantially higher than their high school grades.: In these 

instanceS, high school advisers and college admissions officers must examine the students' records 

more closely and attempt to understand the conflicting repons. Additional information from student 

,transcripts, recommendations, applications, and student statements can often assist in resolving 

these issues. Here again, the SAT serves a vital function advocating for a student cc;>ming from a less 

Well known high school with rigorous grading standards or identifying students who, may possibly 

encounter academic difficulties and need to develop additional academic skills in o~e or more areas. 


Fairness an~ Group DifI'erences 

As widely reported, Hispanic and African American students consistently receive lowe( scores on the 

SAT than Whites and Asian Americans, although the magnitude of these differences has been reduced in 


. the past decade. However, these underreprese~ted minorities a1so have substantially lower high school 

and college grades and GP A than Whites and A~ian Americans. F aimess is not defined: by equal 


! 	 ' 
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SENATE RULES ComMJ:TTEE 

Office·' of Senate Floor Analyses 
1Q20 N Street, Suite 524 

(916) 445-6614 Fax: (916) 327-4478' 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 


Bill No: SB 1697 

Author: . Hayden (D), et al 
Amended: 8/25/98 
Vote: 21 

SENATE EDUCATION COMMITTEE: 7-0, ,3/25/98 

.AYES: Greene, Hayden, Hughes, O'Connell, Sher, 
Vasconcellos, Watson 

Monteith 

SENATE, APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE.: :8-3, 5/26/98 
AYES: 'Johnston, Alpert, Burton, Dills, Hughes, McPherson, 

O'Connell, Vasconcellos 
NOES: Johnson, Kelley, Mountjoy 
NOT VOTING: Calderon, Leslie 

SENATE FLOOR: 22-10, 5/27/98 

AYES: Alpert, Ayala, Burton, Costa, Hayden, Hughes, 
Johnston, Karnette, Kopp, Lockyer, Maddy, McPherson, 
O'Connell, Peace, Polanco, Rainey, Rosenthal, Sh~r; 

Solis, Thompson, Vasconcellos, Watson 
NOES: :Brulte, Haynes, Johannessen,: Johnson, Kelley, 

Knight, Leslie, Monteith, Mountjoy, Wright 
NOT VOTING: . Calderon, Craven, Dil~s, Greene, Hurtt,Lewis, 

Schiff I 

ASSEMBLY FLOOR: 72-5, 8/28/98 (S~e last page for vote) 
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StlBJECT : Preparatory courses for college admissions 
tests 

SOURCE: Author 

DIGEST: 'This bill establishes a six-year pilot program, 
to be administered by the State Department of Education, to 
provide: matching grants to public high schools to operate 
or contract for the operation of college admissions tests 
preparation courses. The bill appropriates $10 million 
from th,e General Fund to support .thfs pilot program. 

Assembly Amendments, made various changes in response to the 
Governo~'s requests. They further clarify the program and 
add, an appropriation. 

ANALYSIS: Standardized college admission tests are a 
major factor in the eligibility and,admission of students 
to higher education institutions. the University of 

provisions, requires freshmen applicants to take the 
Scholastic Aptitude Test I (SAT I) 'or American College 
Test (ACT) and three required Schol~stic Aptitude Test II 
Subject Tests ( SAT II) as a condition of eligibility. The 
California State University (CSU) requires freshmen 
applicants with a grade point average of 2.99 or belOW to 
take the SAT 1 or the ACT; applicants with a GPA of 3.0 or 
better are not required to take these tests. A variety of 
independent colleges and universities also require these 
tests. 

This bill establishes a six-year pilot program to provide 
matching grants to public high schools to operate or 
contract for the operation of college admissions test 
preparation courses. Specifically, :this bill: 

I 

I 

1.Establishes a matching grant program, to be administered 
by the State Department of Education (SDE) , to allocate ' 

, ' 
funds ,to public high school sites 'to operate preparation 
courses for college admission tests. Provides ,that every

I 

$2 in ,state funds must be matched ,with $1 by 
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participating schoolsites, which ~an come from federal, 
local, private, or other state so~rces. A schoolsite may 
assess participating students up :to five dollars i these 
funds may be used for the matching requirement. 

2.Requires participating schoolsites to be identified 
through a competitive process administered by the SDE. 
Priority must be given to schoolsites with low college 
attendance rates,' high numbers of low-income pupils, and 
demonstrated school-based efforts to improve the 
schoo,lsite's college preparatory curriculum and college 
attendance rates. Grants may als9 be awarded to any high 

schoolsiteto provide assistance to low ihcome pupils, at 
that site with preparation for coilege admissions 
examinations. 

3.Requires funds allocated by this program to be used for 
college admission test preparatioA courses, or financial 
assistance with t~~t fees, for pupils that are expected, 
to complete coursework required for admission to the 
University of California {UC} of the California State 
University {CSU} and who have the academic skills to 

4.Requires participating school districts to provide a 
program for college entrance examination preparation or 
to enter into contracts for college admissions test 
prepa~ation courses for,pubric high school students. 
Provision of these preparation courses may include 
contracting with existing commercial preparation course 
providersiPublic or private postsecondary institutions 
or directly with'school district employees. 

5.Requires the content of the college admissions test 
preparation course provided by this program to be 
determined by the school district of the schoolsite at 
which.it occurs (the bill does, however, specify minimum 
content requirements). The course must include at least 
20 hours of direct pupil instructi,on, outsi,de the 
normai school curriculum, that may include instruction 
provided remotely by technology. ' 

6.Requi:r:es the SDE to conduct, and the State Board of 
Education approve, an evaluation o,f this program, as 

Page 3 
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i 
specified, and report its findings to the Legislature by 


January 1, 2004. The program would sunset in six years 


on January 1, 2005. Requires a p're- and post-practice 


examination of participating pupils to assist in 
. , 

determining the effectiveness of each" t.est preparation, 
I. 

cour~e. 

Comments 

Background, The Legislature recently held hearings 

examining the role of the SAT and ACT in shaping college
, I, 

admissions and the role of preparatory courses in improving
: . : . . 

studenDs' overall test, scores. A variety of preparatory
I ' 

approac;hes are available including expensive, private 

commerC;ial multi-week courses, schobl district programs"
I . 

and higher education institution initiated programs. 
" I '. I 

Although administrators of the SAT and ACT indicate that 
, " I 

commercial preparation courses have minimal effects on 
1 

scores" test preparers 
private' company -- The 

the ave:rage SAT score 
(outofi a total 1600) 

I 

indicate otherwise. Data from one 
Princeton Re~ie~' -- indicates that i 

increases by approximately 140 points 
forstu~ents haking their courSeS. 

-----------'---- ­

This bill is intended to (1) provide low-income students 
i I . '. . access ,to the types of programs that wlll asslst them In 

increasing their SAT/ACT scoresandl consequently, their 
I 1 

eligibility for college and for college financial aid 

(which often takes these scores inti:, account), and (2) 

evaluat~ after five years, the effeftiveness of these test 
preparation courses for this group of students. 

, I 

SAT Scores and Family Income. Data from The College Board, 

1994 Report indicates 
, 
the following: relationship between, 

SAT scores and income: 

Score 

(Verb. 
Family Income 

+ Math = 1600) 

Over $70,000 


$60,000-$70,000 


$50,000-$60,000 


$40,000-$50,000 


! $30,000-$40,000 , I 

1994 SAT 

1000 

948 

929 

911 

885 
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$20,000-$30,000 856 
$10,000-$20,000 812 
Under $10,000 766 

PISCAL BPPBCT : Appropriation: Fiscal Com.: Yes 
Local: No 

The bill appropriates $10 million to the Superintendent of 
Public Instruction for the. grant program. 

STJ'PPORT : (Verified 8/27/98) 

American Federation of State, County and Municipal 
Employees, AFL-CIO 
The College Board 
California .state University 
UC Student Association 

._--_._-----------_.__._---_.__._-_.•..- ....._... _-­
---------------------------------------------_._.._----_.-----_._. 

California Teachers Association 
California Postsecondary EducationC.onunission 
Los Angeles Unified School District; 

ASSEMBLY FLOOR: 
AYES: Ackerman, Aguiar, Alby, Alquist, Aroner, Ashburn, 


Baca, Battin, Bordonaro, Bowen, Bowler, Brewer, Brqwn, 

Bustamante, Campbell, Cardenas, Cardoza, Cedillo, 

Cunneen, Davis, Ducheny, Escutia, Figueroa, Firestone, 

Floyd" Frusetta, Gallegos, Goldsmith, Granlund, Havice, 

Hertzberg, Honda, Kaloogian, Keeley, Knox, Kuehl, 

Kuykendall, Leach, Lempert, Leonard, Margett, Martinez, 

Mazzon'i, Migden, Miller, Morrissey; Murray, Napolitano, 

Olberg, Oller, Ortiz, Pacheco, papkn, Perata, Poochigian, 

Prenter, Richter, Runner, Scott, Shelley, Strom-Martin, 

Sweeney, Thompson, Thomson, Torlakson, Vincent, 

Washington, Wayne, Wildman, Woods, . Wright, Villaraigosa 


NOES: Bpldwin, Baugh; McClintock, Morrow, Pringle 

NOT VOTING: House, Machado, Takasugi 


I' 
I 
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NC:cm '8/30/98 Senate Floor Analyses 
SUPPORT/OPPOSITION: SEE ABOVE 

**** END 

I· 
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LOS ANGELES tJNlFlED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Division of Instruction '.! 

450 North Grand Avenue, RoomA~339. ! 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

(21.3) 625-4244 _FAX: (2,13) 626-7736 

RUBEN ZACARIAS 
Superil1telldeD.I : 
CARMBN~. SCHROEDER 
Associl!tJ Supcnn'f,ClIdcnt, Il1r;ttuction 
ROBERT 1. COU..tNS 
As~'tIUU Superintendent 

Curriculum. wtI:Vct1oll. AsSC6!lmcnt 

November 22, 1999, 

GuJllenno Mayor 

Office of Senator Tom, Hayden 

FAX (916)324·4823 


De~Guillermo: 

This letter is in response to your request for initial data regarding' the College Preparation
-----Pl'),'attn==.=er=".ship""Prog:ram-for--the-L-es-Angdes Unified Schoru Distd.ct. Following an RFP process, 

three vendors were selected to provide d.irect instruction to the 57 schools and Jl)agnet centers in-t1I:rem:.----­
Pistrict. While a small number of schools selected th.e November 6, 1999 S~T testing date. the 
majority of schools selected the upcoming SAT examination date of December 4, 1999. Data 
rcgaroing'tlie'oumber'ofstudents who'BCtually-tooktbe,SATtest.w.ill.~ltY~!!b.le early in January, 
2000. All students taldng the test preparation program in the spring of 2000: will be required to 
take the May 6, 2000 SAT examination. , !. 

The information. ~rovided on tJ1e matrix that follows will provide you with our ~J.tial data 
If you hs.ve additloanl questions, please contact me at (213) 625-6423. i 

Doris Lasiter 
Administrative Coordinator , . 
Curriculum. Instnlction and Assessment Br.an,cb 
Division of Instruction .. 

c: Robert J. Collins, A~sistant Superintendent 

NOU 30" 99 15: 52 
PA 
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LAUS» 
Initial Data: College Preparation Partnership Program 

11·22..99 : 

. A . I 

SCHOOLS OF STUDENTS Nov. 11999 Dec. 1999 
STUDENTS· ENROLLED S,4.T SAT 

FALL 1999 
est 4 

plan 56 A A 

2 1, 0 0 
I 

I 

J ' 

NOU 30 '99 15:53 
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nTQ ,"c:.or,p-., o·ntal R.elations Office 
Capitol Mall, Fourth Floor .1 

,CA 95814 
: 916-654·5220 

"916..654·1127 

,To: 

,Fax: Date: 

. Phone: 

. lite: 

, 
. I 

-Comments: 

I 

I.
I " I 

NOU 30 '99 15:53 
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HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION OFFICI::. -I> ~.j;.:i"G!O':::..;l , I 

TION PARTNERSHlP PROGRAM GRANT COLLEGE PREP , 

FY 1998-99 
I 

This 
. 

is afinal summary for ta College Preparation Partnership Program ~ts. FY 
1998-99 authorized S 1 0 milli: for this program. There were two RF A proc~sse., 
referred to as Cycle 1 and Cy .e 2. C)"c:le 1 processing utilized the Excel progtam and 
Cycle 2 was processed using e Access program. I 

I ' I 

The Iltt~hed reports suaunari; c: lhe lwu proc~.\lC!;. A suulm..acy oCtile: infufillat&ull i.s: 
!I 

-I"!I---

NOlJ 313 '99 15:53 
PAGE. 05 
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. I ' 

COLLEGE PREPARAT~ N PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM - CYCLE 1 

S MMARY OF ALI. LEAS FUNDED 

I 

LEA AmounlCplm\y 

LOS ANGEL S COUNTY OFFice 

.. ~_62,000 
;$18,389 

LOS ANGELES :$30,000 
LOS ANGELES 1$24.075 
LOS ANGELeS •.214.200 

LOS ANGELES LOS ANGEt.. S UNIFIED $1)200,000 

LOS ANGE.LES MONTE8eL~IUNIF'ED SCHOOL DISTRICT ~106.000 

LOS ANGELES NORWALk:~., MIRADA UNIFIED :$60,000 

lOS ANGELES PASADENA , NIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT ;$60,000 


lOS ANGELES DOWNEY U )FIED : $42,000 

LOG ANGELES LONG BEAC· UN'FIED ,$328.000 

LOS ANGelES LYNWOOD 
 : $41,040 


MONO EASTER.N ~I RRA UNIFIEO ; $2,175 

MONTEREY NORTH M' , EREV COUNTY 

. 
UNIFIED : $15,000 


I 

MONTEREY SAliNAS UW N HIGH $147,150 

MONTEREY MONTEREY ENINSULA UNIFIED $10,000 

ORANGE FULLERTO OINT UNION HIGH i 858,000 

ORANGE TUSTIN UN) . leo : $84,000 

ORANGE: 
 , $155.000 

OR.NGE: 
 $84.000 

, 
B/31/19.9g Atlplictn,,. Funded.xlsSurnrn Bv Co 

NOU 30 '99 15:53 
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I 
COLLEGE PREPARATljN PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM· CYCLE 1 

S MMARY OF ALL lEA9 FUNDED 

, . 

CQl.m~ .~ lEA 
RIVERSIDE, RIVERSIDE OUNTY OFFICE OF eOUCATION 1/ 
RIVERSIDE RIVERSIDE I NIFIED 
SACRAMENTO ELK GROV~ I NIFIEO 
SACRAMENTO SACRAMEN 0 CITY UNIFIED 

SACRAMENTO SACRAME : . 0 COUNTY OFFICE 

SACRAMENTO SAN JUAN U, IFIED , 
SAN BERNARDINO COLTON JOf T UNIFIED 

SAN BERNARDINO RIALTO UNI : lEO 

SAN BERNARDINO VICTOR VA. EY UNION HIGH 2J 
SAN DIEGO ESCONOIO', UNION HIGH 

SAN DIEGO OCEANsloej NIFIEO 
SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO lTV UNIFIED 
SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO OUNlY OFFice OF EDUCATION 
SAN DIEGO SAN MAR' UNIFIED 
SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO ,OUNlY OFFice 
SAN FRANCl'~SCI""10...---'-----e;S·AN-"F \;.INIFIEC 

SAN JOAQUIN 

SAN JOAOUIN 

'SANMATEO-' 

SAN MATEO 

SANTA BARBARA 

SANTA CLARA 

SANTA CLARA 

SANTA CLARA 

SANTA CRUZ 

SHASTA 

SISKIYOU 

SOLANO 
SUTTER ,, ­

TEHAMA 

TULARE 
VENTURA 


YOLO 


SAN JOAQliJ: COUNTV 

STOCKTON lTV UNIFIED 
SAN-MATEOI· NIONHIGH 

SEQUOIA ION HIGH 

SANTAC UNIFIED 

EAST Sloe! ION HIGH 
SANTA CRl:I CllY HIGH, 
SHASTA Cd), NTV OFFICE 

HIGH 

NTYOFFlce. 

liVE OAK u IFIEO'-'
I . 

RED SLUFF. NION HIGH 

TULARE CO NTY OFFICE . 

OJAI UNIFI~ 

WASHING. UNIFIEO 
I ' 

Tatal Dist~cts = 10 Total School. go 370 

Am'ount 
$2'39,600 

$;49,000 
$190,000 

$1:15,000, 
$1:14,000 

511.700 
I 

~40,OOO 

$60,000 
~ge,OOO 

t;05.600 
I ' 

$87,000 
$652,0'00

i 
~12,000 

.15,914 
; $93,000 
~78tOOO 
1 

. ;$106.400 
: $90.000' 
:$12.000 
:$20,000 

.290,050 
~120,eOO 
,$16,000 
$446.800 
'$38.000 
$83,800 

$9,662 

186.760 
$8,000 

, $7.000 
, S368.000 
: $20,000 

.131.400 
i , 

! 
$6,9SQ,S8B, 

·1 

f 
813111999 I 

NOU 30 '99 15:53 
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NORWALK-LA 

HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION OFFICE ~ 9~~44~,~ 

I! 

ation Partnership Program Grant 
Sununary - Cycle 2 

Lr.ACount),' 

01 ALAMEDA 
NEWARK n.TYT:'I'"Dm'l SCHOOL DISTRICT 

09ELDORADO 

SCHOOL DISTIUCl' 
COWl)' ToC.l 

omCE OF EDUCATION 
COllllty Tot.1 


to FRESNO 

FRESNO UNIFIED' 
CHOOL DlSTRlCI' 

UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRlC 
CHOOL DIsmCT 

Couaty Total 

12HUMBQLDT 
LDT UNION SCHOOL DtSTlUCf 

Coot)' TotaJ 

14INYO 
-INYOCOUNTYO CEOFEDUCAnON 

Count)' TocaJ 

16 KINGS I' ' . . 
HANFOJU> JOMf..ON WOH SCHOO,L, DISnuCl' 

. '! ' Coaaty Total 

19 LOS ANGELES 
. . 

SAN GABJlmL LB"JC u::.D·SCHOOL DISTRICT 

A tJNIFLED SCHOOL DISTRIC 

CHOOL DISmCl' 

v.,jIlQl.IOtO Saloot DISTIUCT 
EL SEOUNDO UNJItIED SCHOOL DIST&lCf 

CauntyT.~) 

13 MENDOCINO 
MENDOCINO CO I OFFIes OF 5DUCAnON 

COU'Dty 1'o'al 

24 MERCED 
MERCED UNION B Ii SCHOOL DISTRICT 

C01lDey ToPI 

Wrdftlad:ay. SepttmbcrOl, 1999 

NOU 30 '99 15:54 
PAGE.a8 



COUNTY SUPERIN'TENDENT OF 

---County- Total . 

39 SAN JOAQUIN 
SAN JOAQUlN CO I OFFICE Of· EDUCATION 

County Total 

MOUNTAINVIEW 

SANTA CRUZ C . 

HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION OFFICE ~ ~~~44~~~ 

. ~ 

, 

I 
 LEA 	 A,tllwd AmountCODly 

27 MQNTER.'EY 
. MONT'EREY P 

Coullt)' Total 

S13,335 

113,335 

JOORANGE 
$0 

ANAHEIM UNION 16H SCHOOL DISTRICT $234,125 

CAPISTRANO 

I 

UNION mGH SCHOOL DISTRIC $17,000 

W) SCHOOL DISTRlCT 521,600 

Couilly Totll 	 SZ7l,125 

33 RIVERSIDE 
PERRIS UNlON SCHOOL DJSTRICr . $20,000 

RlVE.R.SIDE CO. oma OF EDUCATION I $365,000 

. :' COUDty TotAl S38S.0001
l6 SAN BERNARDINO l . . : . 

CH.A.FFBY JOINT ~ON mOH SCHOOL DISTRICT $26,245 . 

CHINO VALLEY ft:IBD SCHOOL DISTRICT 588,000 

598,000 . 
I .. $90.0.00 

$8,850 

$60.000 

-$311,0'5 

563,800 

'$63,8tO 

41 SAN MATEO 
JEfFERSON UNlO HIGH SCHOOL DlS11lJcr 	 $61,000 

561,000 

43 'SANTA CLARA 
PALO ALTO $6,000 

FREMONT UNION GR SCHOOL DISTlUCf S8,000 

OS ALTOS SCHOOL DISTRICT $6,000 

County Total $%1,000 

44 SANTA CRUZ 

LEY UNlFlEO SCHOOL DISmC ! $0 

IUGHSCHOOL DlsnuCl' $6,000 

CouhtyTotal 	 5',000 

. I 

County Total 

NOU 30.'99 15:54 

P8GE.09 




HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION OFFICE ~ 9~244~~~· 1~/20/99 14:51 

LEA Award AmoolltCaunty ! 

SO STANISLAUS 
STANISlAUS C. TV OFFICE OF BDUCATION $70,000 

County Total 570,000 

56 vENTURA I 

I 
OXNARD tJNlON ' GH ScHOOL DISllUCf S60,OOO 

VENTIJRA UN SCHOOL DISTlUCT $2,SOO 

SA1'TTA PAULA ON mOB SCHOOL DISTlUCT $20,000 

'I . Coual)' Total 582,500 
I 

Number of LEAa 41 Total Award for All LEA'so $2,039.188 

:1 

'I 

PaSt30f3 

NOU 30 '99 15:54 
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10/21?V99, 14:51 HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION Urrl~~ ~ J~~~~~~W 

. I 


TION PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM GRANTCOLLEGE PREP' 
! 

FY 1998-99 


True is a final summary for th College Preparation Partnership Program grartts..ry 
1998-99 authorized $10 milli n forthjs program. There were two' RFA proc~sses, 
referred to as Cycle 1 and Cy .'Ie 2. Cycle 1 processing utilized the Excel pro:gram and 
Cycle 2 was processed using eAccess proaram. ". 

1 


The attached reports summ " e the two processes: Asununary of the hu0r+ation is; 
I 


I 
, , 
# bfSites # of LEAs Ialal A!l:lId 

370 
 70 
 $6~950;68gCYCLE 1 

113 
 $2~O39,188CYCLE 2 
 41 


[483TOTAL III 
 58;989,876 

, 


i 

: 

, , 
1 
, 

, I
, , . , I 


. I 


I 

1 


I I . 

I
.. . .. ... , ..... . ..--~~~ --~ 

~ .... , ••••_ <_ H --, .. .. .... 

<: , 
I 


I 


.s:-~ ; 
I 


L~ .r-
, 
i 


1 


I 


.. ~ 

C:lMy Oaevrnents\Collt8t I>rep\Proenm Sil nury.doc: 9/1199 

NOU 30 '99 15: 54 
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.' l11V201'99 14: 51 

COLLEGE PREPARATION PARTNERS, 
ALL SCHOOL. SITES FU,NOED· eyc!.. 

COUNTY 

ALAMEDA 

ALAMEDA 

ALAMEDA 

ALAMEDA 

ALAMEDA 

ALAMEDA 


, ALAMEDA 

ALAMEDA 

ALAMEDA, 

ALAMEDA 

ALAMEDA 

CALAVERAS 

CALAVERAS 

CONTRA COSTA 

CONTRA COSTA' 

DEL NORTE 

FRESNO 

FRESNO " 


---"'H"IT"[J""~-BOIOOT 

IMPERIAL 

IMPERIAL 


- " ,., "-KERN,_,, . 

KERN 

KERN 

KERN 

KERN 

KERN 
KERN 

KERN 

KERN 

KERN 

KERN 
KERN 

KERN 

KERN 

KERN 
KERN 
KERN 


, KERN 

KERN 
KERN 
KERN 

LAKE 

LAKE 


P PROGRAM 
, 

SCHOOL, AMOUNT 

51.000 
$10.000 
$6,000 
$1,400 

$36,200 
$8.800 

$49,650 
$11,600 

. $43,200' 
$1,400 
$1,400 
510,400 
$12,400, 
$24,600 
$43,950 
$10,000 
$20,000 
$5,860 
$2Q;OOO 

, $30,000 
$225. 

$16,400 
---.'$8;000 

$6,600 
$25,600 
$10,000 , 
$16.000 
$8,000 

$12.000 
1&4,835 
$4.835 
$4,835 
$4,83S 
$4,835 
$4,B35 
$4,835 
$4,83S 
54,835 
$4.835 

,$4,835 
$4.m 
$4,836 
$3,432 
$3,432 

, 
f' 

" 

, 

, 8i3111999 Ap~IIC'nt8 Funded.lIls Summ BV SChool 
I

NOU 30 '99 15:55 
PAGE. 12 



10/20/99 14:52 HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION Urrl~c 7 ~~~~~gk~ 

COL.LEGE PRI!PARA1 N PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM 
ALL. SCHOOL $1 ES FUNDED • CYCLE 1 

COUNTY 

ALAMEDA 
ALAMEDA: 
ALAMEOA 
ALAMEDA 
ALAMEOA: 
ALAMEDA 
ALAMEDA 
ALAMEDA 
ALAMED~ 

AlAMEDA 
ALAMEDA 
CALAVERAS 
CALAVERAS 
CONTRA COSTA 
CONTRA COSTA 
OELNORTE 
FRESNO: 
FRESNO' 
ROM 
IMPERIAL BRAWl.EY . H 

IMPERIAL. DESERT VA~LEY HIGH (CONT) 


LAKE UPPER ~HIGH: 
LAKE KELSEYVI HIGH 

. r. 
,. 

9'251/1999 

NOU 30 '99 15:55 

AMOUNT 

$1,000 
$10.000 

$6,000 
$1,400 

$38,200 
58,800 ; 

$49,860 
$11.600 
S43.200 ' 

.!
$1,400 ' 
$1,400 
$10,400 I 

$12.400 ' 
4,600 

$43.950 
$10,000 
$20,000 
$5,860 
$20000 
30,000 

S22S : 
516.400' i 

. -$8;000 ,- .. 
$6,600 : 

$25,600 : 
$10,000 ; 

$15.000 • 
$8.000 

$12.000 . 
$4.833 : 

I 
$4,835 ' 
$4.835 
$4,835 : 
$4,835 I 
$4,835 i • 

$4,835 ; 
$4,835 . 

$4.835 

$4,835 

$4.835, 

$4.83f5 : 
$4',835 : 

.·---KERN--.__._.__ . .,_ .. 
KERN 
KERN 
KERN 

KERN 

KERN 

KERN 

KERN 

KERN 

.KERN 

KERN 
KERN 

KERN 

KERN 

KERN. 

KERN 

KERN 


. KERN 

KERN 

KERN 

KERN 


TEHACHAflI IGH 
-'-'''~''-'-'''--'-~'-~--''-'''--'l '---"----- ,.-, ... " 

MOJAVE Sa lOR HIGH 

MCFARLAN. HIGH. 

DELANO HI H 

TAFT UNIO HIGH 

WASCOHIG
, 
FRAZIER UNTAIN HIGH 
ROSAMON. HIGH . 
STOCKD HIGH, 
BAKERSFIE, HIGH 
CENTENNI HIGH 
NORTH HIG 
RIOGEVIEW IGH 

. HIGHLAND ,JGH 
FOOTHILL HGH 

WEST HIGH . 

EAST BAK~ SFIElO HIGH 

SHAFTERH ... 

SOUTH HIG: 

KERN VALL.· HIGH 

ARVIN HIGH 

$3,4321 

.$3.432 : 


AJ'Plh::&nto ~ncte".)llo Summ 8y 801140101 , 

PAGE. 13 
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HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION OFPIC~.~~~~~~o~~· 107'"213/99 14: 52 

COLL.EGE PREPARAI' N PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM 

COUNTY 
lAKE 
LAKE . 
LOS ANGELES 
lOS ANGE'lES· 
lOS ANGELES 
lOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES . 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
lOS ANGELES 
l.OS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 

.. ··..·· ..LOS·ANGJ;:bES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
·LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
·LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 

ALL SCHOOL, 
 ES FUNDED· CYCLE 1 


SCHOOL 
LOWER t.AJ: HIGH' . 

MIDOLETOVIN HIGH ' 

SIERRA VIS A HIGH , 
BAlDWIN P . AK. HIGH 
MAYFAIR Hi' H 
SOMERSET ONTINUATION 
BELLFLO HIGH . 
CENTENNI HIGH 
COMPTON..IGH 
OOMINGU ,HIGH 
EL RANCH HIGH 
GLENDALE; ENIOR HIGH 
HOOVER (H RBERT) SENIOR 
MORNINGS E HIGH 
ARROYO HI H 
ROSEMEA!>i IGH 
ELMONTE IGH 
WHITTIER GH 
CALIFORN, . HIGH 

I 

, . 

PIONEER HI H 

SANTAFE GH 

AZUSA.t4IG. _'_,_.' 
GlAOSTON HIGH 
SOUTH EL ONTE HIGH 
VALLE UNO. CONTINUATION 
CHATSWO. H SENIOR j.fIGH 
UNIVERSI ' :SENIOR HIGH 
GRANADA LLS SENIOR HI(3H 
HAMILTON { lEXANOER) HIGH 
l.OS ANGEL S CENTER FOR 
TAFT (WIL~I' M HOWARD) 
WESTCHES ER SENIOR HIGH 
FAIRFAX S. lOR HIGH .. 
CARSON S lOR HIGH 
FRANCIS (J~HN H.) POLY 
GARDENA NIOR HIGH 

KENNEDV ( HN F.) HIGH 


. KINGIDRE; EOICAL MAGNET 
PALISADES HARTER HIGH 
SHERMAN; I(S CTR. FOR 
VALLEY AL RNATIVE 
VAN NUYS NIOR;HIGH 
WILSON ( . OORO~) SENIOR. 
CANOGA P K SENIOR HIGH' 

AMOUNT 
$3,432 
$3,432 

$15,000 
$15,000 
$34,600 
'8.400 

$36.825 
$10,000 
$24,000 
$28,000 . i 
$18.389 
$10,000 
$20.000 
$24.075 

$0 
$0 
$0 
$0 I 

SO 

$0 I 

$0 
$0 
$0 : . 
$0 
SO , 
$0. 

$0 : 
$0 i 
SO : 
SO ; 
$0; 

SO: 
$0 : 
$0 . 
$0: 
SO 
$0 
SO, 
$0 
$0 i 
SO' 
$0 
SO 
SO! 

2 Appllc&t"IU F"l'ldld.XIs Bum"" By Scl'lOol9/29n999 
I 

NOU 30 '99 15:55 
PAGE. 14 



.10/20/99.14:52 HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION OFFICE ~ ~~,44Q,~ 

J 


I: 
, 

. t 	 . .' 
COUEGE PREPARAll N PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM 

. ALI. SCHOOL $ ES rUNDt!D • CYCLE 1 
, 

SCHOOL AMOUNT 
I . 

COUNlY 
LOS ANGELES BANNING (P INEAS) SENIOR $0 


LOS ANGEL.ES BIRMING . seNIOR HIGH SO 

LOS ANGELES BRAVO MEOt CAL MAGNET $0 


L.OS ANGELeS CLEVELAND GROVER) HIGH $0 


LOSANGE&..ES CRENSHAW ENIOR HIGH SO 

LOS ANGELES EAGLE RO¢ JUNIOR-SENIOR SO 

L.OS ANGELES FRANKL.IN NIOR HIGH $0 ' 

L.OS ANGELES GRANT (UL; SES S,) SENIOR SO 


.	LOS ANGELES JEFFERSO HOMAS) SENIOR !BO 
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGEL .S SENIOR HIGH SO 
LOSANOELES MARSHALL . OHN) SeNIOR . $0 
LOS ANGELES MONROE ( MES) HIGH $0 
LOS ANGELES ROOSEVEL . SENIOR HIGH $0 
LOS ANGELES SAN PEDRO ENIOR HIGH $0 

LOS ANGELES SOUTH GA . SENIOR HIGH $0 

lOS ANGELES VERDUGO L.LS HIGH . $0 
LOS ANGELES WASHINGT (GEORGE) PREPARATORY SO 
LOS ANGELES BELL SENIO HIGH $0' ! 

LOS ANGELES DORSEY (5 AN MIL.LER). so 
LOS ANGELES o NSSi~S~H~IG~H~--------____~S~O~_________________ 
LOS ANGELES HOlLYWOO i SENIOR HIGH $0 
LOS ANGELES, HUNTINGT PARK HIGH $0 

"-- ·:..·LOS-ANGELES _. JQ.BC;U~r~L~~· !~tf3 H'_~t:t__ '_'. $0 
LOS ANGEL.ES LINCOLN (A . RAHAM) SENIOR . $0' 

LOS ANGELES LOCKE (A LEROY) SENIOR SO 
LOS ANGELES NARBONNE ENIOR HIGH $0 
LOS ANGELES NORTH HO.. YWOOO SENIOR $0 
LOSANG~leS SAN FERN 00 SENIOR HIGH $0 
LOS ANGELES 

I 
SYLMAR SE lOR HIGH SO ' . 


. LOS ANGELES WESTSIDE . TERNATIVE $0 
 I 

LOS ANGELES RESEDA SE. I lOR HIGH $0 

LOS ANGELES' BELM9NT S, NIOR HIGH $0 

LOS ANGELES FREMONT . NIOR HIGH. . $0 ' 

lOS ANGELES GARFIELD EN/OR HIGH SO 

lOS ANGELES MANUAL AR! S SENIOR HIGH $0 

LOS ANGELES MIO CITY A-iTERNATIVE $0 

LOS ANGELES MONTESE HIGH $35,000 


L.OS ANGELES ,SCHURR HI H $35,000 

LOS ANGELES BEU GARO 

I 
5 HIGH $35,000 . I 


L.OS ANGELES GLENN (JO H.) HIGH $30.000 : 

lOS ANGELES NORWALK GH 530,000 

LOS ANGELES " PASADENA IGH $60,000 : 


L.OS ANGELES . MUIR HIGH . $0 I 


·I.OS ANGELES BLAIR HIGH1 $0 ; 

. LOS ANGELES MARSHALL ,UNOAMENTAL $0 , 


I 
AppUo.ntr; J::1J:"dod.lCl& Bumm By $c:hOQl9/29/1999 	 3I 	

! 

NOU 310 '99.15:55 
PAGE. 15 

http:ANGEL.ES
http:FRANKL.IN
http:ANGEL.ES


. 112V201"99 14:53 HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION OFFICE + ::;t.3C:l:+'+o~ 

COLLEGE PREPARAT N PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM 

ALL SCHOOL $ S FUNDED - CYCLE 1 


COUNTY SCHOOL AMOUNT 
LOS ANGELES . $42.000 

$25,000LOS ANGEl.ES 
$10,000 

I •LOS ANGELES 
$85,000 

L.OS ANGELES 
LOS ANGELES 

570,000 
lOS ANGELES $3,000 
lOS ANGELES $46.000 
LOS ANGELES $45,000 I. 
LOS ANGELES $65.000 i 

$41.040LOS ANGELES 
150MONO 

MONO $2.025 
$16.000,MONTEREY 

I 

$36,915 :MONTEREY 
:$37.200MONTEREY 

$37,650 ; 
MONTEREY 
MONTEREY 

$315,325 
$10,000MONTEREV 

ORANGE $30.000 
$28.000 

ORANGE. FOOTHILL IGH $28.000 ' 
$36.000 ------..--~:~~~.~_~_ ". 6~~= VALLEY HIGH' 
 $60.000 .' 


. O~NGE -----~-S·AN·CLE~·~ IE HIOR'---'--'~" -.--.~ ·····~----·--·---$45;Ooo··I--- ... ~ ... 

ORANGE ALISO NIG L HIGH $50,000 

ORANGE: MIDDLE CeD LEGE HIGH (ALT) $2,000 

ORANGE CENTURY GH. $21,400 

ORANGE· SADDLEBA K HIGH $25.400
, , 
ORANGE SANTA AN: : HIGH $17.400 ; 
ORANGE VALLEY HI . $15.800; 
ORANGE MOUNTAtH lEW HIGH (CONT) $1.000 : 
ORANGE. CHAVEZ Q SAR)(ALTER) $1,000 " 
RIVERSIDE PERRIS HI. 30,000 i 
RIVERSIDE COACHEI.L VALLEY HIGH 565,000 i 

I 
RIVERSIDE· PALM DE THIGH $10,000 ' 
RIVERSIOE BEAUMO ': SENIOR HIGH $17.600 ' 
RIVERSIDE LA aUINTA IOH $39.000! 
RIVERSIDE PALM SF'R(' GS HIGH $44,000 ! 
RIVERSIDE 6ANNING H $12.000, 
RIVERSIDE CATHEO CITY HIGH 530.000 ; 
RIVERSIDE WEST SHO ' ES HIGH $2.000 i 

I 

RIVERSloe ARL.INGT HIGH $13,000 
RIVERSIDE NORTH (J N W.) HIGH $18,000, 
RIVERSIDe . POLYTECItt Ie HIGH 56,OOOi 
RIVERSIDE RAMONA H 101 $12.000; 

8/2911D89 . 4 Applic8n~. ~unded.xID 9umm ~ School 

NOU 313 '99 15:56 
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. 10/20/99 , 14:53 HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION OFF-lei: ~ ::"..)'::::"""'0'::',,) 

I 
t 

COLLEGE PREPARA1" N PARTNfRSHIP PROC3RAl\II 
" ALL SCHOOL S. ES FUNDeo - CYCLE 1 

COUNTY SCHOOL 

SACRAMENTO SHELDONH H 

SACRAMENTO ELK GROVE IGH 

SACRAMENTO LAGUNA CR' EK HIGH 

SACRAMENTO FLORIN HIG 

SACRAMENTO VAllEY HIG I 


SACRAMENTO KENNEDY (J, HN F.) HIGH 

SACRAMENTO" MCCLATC (C.K.) HIGH 

SACRAMENTO BURBANK ( THER) HIGH 

SACRAMENTO SACRAME~: 0 HIGH 


"SACRAMENTO JOHNSON ( tRAM W.) HIGH 

SACRAMENTO NATOMAS GH 

SACRAMENTO BELLA VIST HIGH 

SACRAMENTO RIO AMERI 0 HIGH 

SACRAMENTO DEL. CAMPO HIGH 

SACRAMENTO EL CAMINO UNDAMENTAL 

SACRAMt:NTO CASA ROBl' FUNDAMENTAL 

SACRAMENTO CENTER HI H 

SACRAMENTO FOOTHILL H GH 

SACRAMENTO HIGHLANOS1HIGH 

SACRAM , 

SACRAMENTO GRANT UN,' N HIGH 

SACRAMENTO MIRA LOMA IGH 


--"-----SACRAMENT-O MEs~""y_eB__~I~tI 
SACRAMENTO SANJUAN GH 
SACRAMENTO ENCINA HI 
SAN BERNARDINO COLTON 
SAN BERNARDINO BLOOMING 
SAN BER~ARDINO RIALTO HIG 
SAN BERNARDINO VICTOR V: EY HIGH 
SAN BERNARDINO GOODWILL IGH (CONT.)

. I 

SAN BERNARDINO SilVERADO IGH 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SANDIECO 

"SAN DIEGO 
SAN DIEGO 
SANOIEQO 
SAN DIEGO 

9/2911999 

NOV 30 '99 15:56 

ORANGE G; N HIGH 
VALLEY ce TER HIGH 
ESCONDIO HIGH 
SAN PASO l HIGH 
EL CAMINO' IGH 
OCEANSIO HIGH 
LA JOLLA $ NIOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO: CHOOL OF eFt 
CLAIREM SENIOR HIGH 
GARFIELD, IGH (CONT.) 
MIRA MES~i ENIOR HIGH 
MUIR ALTE; ! NATIVE EDUCATION 
POINT L.OM" SENIOR HIGH 
SCRIPPS "NCH HIGH 

5 

AMOUNT 
$18.000 
$18.000 
$18,000 I 

$18,000 
518.000 
530,000 
$30,000 
$15.00Q 
$15,000 
$25,000 

58,000 
510.000 I 

$10.000 
$10.000 
$10,000 
$10.000 
$8,000 
58.000 " 
$8,000 
$6000 

$12,000 

$2,925 

$2,925 

'~$2~925 I 

$2,925 
$20,000 ": 
$20,000 I 

I 
$60,000 : 
$42,675 I" 

$3,525 i 

$49,800 I 

25,600 i 


$14,400 ; 

$31,800 , 

$33,800 ' 

$49,000 : 

$38,000 ! 

$30,000 : 

$15.400 : 

$24,000, 


. $9,400: 
$38,800~ 

S600! 

$39,200: 

$37,6001


I 

AppliC8ntG f!!undaCl.x/I Surnm 8y School 
I 
I 
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10/20/99' 14:53 HIGH SCHOOL EDUCHIIUN Ui"'r H.C '"1' J...JG......'_",.;.... 

COLLEGE PAEPAAAT N PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM 
I 

ALL SCHOOL S ES FUNDED· CYCLE 1 

COUNTY SCHOOL 
SAN OIEGO STUoeNT s ccess PROGRAM 
SAN DIEGO TWAIN JUNI RISENlOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO UNIVERSI' CITY HIGH 
SAN DIEGO SERRA JUt)..!' R SENIOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO HENRY SE, OR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO KEARNY "lOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO CRAWFOR SENIOR HIGH 
SAN OtEGO HOOVER lOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO LINCOLN lOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO MADISON S Nl0R HIGH 
SAN DIEGO MISSION B SENIOR HiGH 

I I . 

SAN DIEGO MORSE S OR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO· ENIOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO GOMPERS ECONDARY 
SAN DIEGO ESCONOID ,CHARTER HIGH 
SAN DIEGO SAN MAR S HIGH 
SAN DIEGO GROSSM HIGH 
SAN DIEGO HILLTOP S lOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO MT. CARMI;: HIGH 
SAN DIEGO POWAY-, 
SAN DIEGO RAMONA HI H 
SAN DIEGO RANCHO B NARDO HIGH. 

-.--------~-SAN-OIEGO-- RANCHO'S NAVISTA HIGH 
SAN OlE130 -, -.-_.--. ---TORREY pI; ES HiGH-'·---­

SAN DIEGO VISTA HIGH: 
SAN DIEGO CARL.SBAD· . IGH 
SAN DIEGO EASTLAKE IGH 
SAN DIEGO FALL.BRO HIGH 
SAN DIEGO GRANITE H LS HIGH 
SAN DIEGO HELIX HIGH' ' 

, SAN DIEGO JULIAN HIG 
SAN DIEGO MONTE VI$lA HIGH 
SAN DIEGO WEST HILU1 HIGH ' 
SAN DIEGO CASTLE PA K SENIOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO CHULA VIS. SENIOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO EL CAPITA 'HIGH 
SAN DIEGO MONTGOM RY SENIOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO MOUNT MI El HIGH 
SAN DIEGO SANTANA H 
SAN DIEGO SOUTHWES!'" SENIOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO MAR VISTA fENlOR HIGH 
SAN DIEGO MOUNTAIN ,MPIRE HIGH 
SAN DIEGO LA COSTA qANVON HIGH 
SAN DIEGO EL CAJON Vf'LlEY HIGH 
SAN DIEGO PALOMAR .."GH (CaNT.) 

I 
. . , 
9'29/1Q~9 	 6 

NOV 30 '99 15:56 

AMOUNT. I' 
$19,200 
512.200 

$34.800 

$34.000 

S39.000 

$28,800 

$35,800 

$35,200 

$17,800 


. $30,400 	 ' 

$29,200 I 


$81.400 j 


$62,000 I 
$17,000 

,$12,OQO i 	 ,, 
$15.914 , , . 

$3,000 : 
$3,OOO! 

S3,OOO! 

$3,000 i 


S3.000: 

$3,000 i 

S3,000: . 

13;000': '. 

$3,OOOi 
$3.000: 

53,000! 

53,0001 

53,0001 


$3,000: 

$3.000; 

$3.000' 

'3,000 

53.00q 

53,000 

53,000 

$3,ooq

I 

$3.00Q 
$3.000,

I 

$3,000 
$3.000 

I 

$3,000
I 

S3.00p 

$3.000 

53.00p 


Applioam! F~nded.)tI. Summ Bv SC"DDI 
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;, , 

COLLEGE PREPARA1jl N PARTNI!ASHIP PROGRAM 
ALL SCHOOL $! ES FUNDED· CYCLE 1 ' 

COUNTY SCHOOL AMOUNT 
SAN DIEGO SWeETWAT R HIGH $3.000 
SAN DIEGO WARNERt;J H $3,000 

15.000 
$8.000 

$20,000 
$10,000 
$20,000 

$5,000 
$4,000 , 
$7,600 . 

$10,400 
$25.400 
$14,200' 
$21,200 
$23,600 
$30,000 
$5,000 

$25,000 i 

$30.000 " 
12.000 
20,000 i 

$29,800 
$38,000 : 
$20,400 : 
526.100 : 
$11,025 , 
$32,000 .: 
$1,500 1 

$50.700; 
$57,525 ' 
$23/000 : 

26,400 I 

$34,400 i 

$37,000 I 


$23,000, 


. $8,000 i
I 


$6,000: 

$49.000; 

$98,400; 

$17,400! 

$45.200: 

$4O,ooOi 
$47,000: 
$29,000: 

. $54,400; 

ADPlicants funded.XI' Summ By SC:hOoJ 

SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN JOAQUIN 
SAN JOAQUIN 
SAN JOAQUIN 
SAN JOAQUIN 
SAN JOAQUIN 
SAN JOAQUIN 
SAN JOAQUIN 
SAN JOAQUIN 
SAN JOAQUIN 
SAN JOAQUIN 
SAN JOAQUIN 

SANTA CLARA 
SANTA CLARA 
SANTA CLARA 
SANTA CLARA 
SANTA CLARA 
SANTACLARA 
SANTA CL.AAA 
SANTA CLARA . 
SANTA CLARA 
SANTA CL.AAA 
SANTA CLARA 
SANTA CLARA 
SANTA CLARA 
SANTACLAAA 

9/29/199' 

NOV 30'99 15:57 

GUNDERS· HIGH 
l.INCOLN ("- RAHAM) HIGH 
WILLOW G N HIGH 
SAN JOSE . GH ACADEMY 
SANTAC HIGH 
WILCOX ( . IAN) HIGH 
SILVER CR K HIGH 
INDEPEND CE HIGH 
LICK (JAME ) HIGH 
PIEDMONT, ILLS HIGH 
HILL (ANDFt W P.) HIGH 
OAK GRO\/. . HIGH 
OVERFELT ~ILLIAM C.) 
SANTA TER,SA HIGH 

? 

SAN:-MA 
SAN MATEO 

I 

SEQUOIA HI H 
SANTA BARBA 

.. ---. -_S~N.rA_~~~_~~~ 
SANTA BARBARA 
SANTA BARBARA 
SANTA BARBARA 
SANTABARBARA 
SANTA BARBARA 
SANTA BARBARA 
SANTA BARBARA 
SANTA BARBARA 

BALBOA HI 
INTERNATI Al STUDIES 
MCATEER 'J eUGENE) HIGH 
RAOUL WA 'ENBERG 
BURTON (P ,IUIP & SALA 
O'CONNELL JOHN A.) HIGH 
UNDENHI 
MANTECAH 
SIERRAHIG' 
LODI HIGH: 
WEST (MER IL.L F.) HIGH 
TOKAY HIQ 

. BEAR CREi HIGH 
EDISON S OR HIGH 
STOCKTON NIFIEO ALTER ' 
FRANKLIN S NIOR HIGH 
STAGG SEN R HIGH 

DOS PUEBl S SEN. R H H 
SANTA B ARA SENIOR HIGH 

. . sANtA 'YN " VAtLEY UNION 
CABRIllO ,NJOR HIGH 
CARPINTEIR' SENIOR HIGH 
SAN MARC .! SENIOR HIGH 
CUYAMA V LEY HIGH 
RIGHElTI ( , NEST) HIGH 
SANTA MA . HIGH 
LOMPOC S ' lOR HIGH 

PAGE. 19 
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HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION OFFICe .~ ~~~q~~G~ 

COLLEGE PREPARAl N PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM 

COUNTY 
SANTACLAAA 
SANTA CLARA 

AMOUNT' 
528.400 
$38.000 

SANTACRUZ 38.000 
SHASTA 
SHASTA 
SHASTA 
SHASTA 
SHASTA 
SHASTA 
SHASTA 

23,000 
$3.600 

$600 
$19.800 

$2,000 
$2,200 
$1.000 

i 

! 

SHASTA $400 
SHASTA ' 
SI IY U 

$1,000 
. $800 

' 

SISKIYOU 
SISKIYOU 

$2,000 
$1.800 

SISKIYOU' 
SISK'YOU 

$3,800 
$1.800 

SISKIYOU 
.SISKIYOU 

$1,012 
$8.850 

SOLANO 
SOLANO 
SOLANO' 

28,320 
$30,640 
$27.800 ! 

..··-SUTTER .~_ 
TEHAMA' 
TULARE, 
TULARE 
TULARE' 
TULARE 
TULARE' 
TULARE: 

B.OOO 
7;000 i 
seoo ' 

$1.400 ; 
$1.400 ; 

$28,800 
$8,200 : 

. I 

$42.400 . 
TULARE $37.200 ' 
TULARE 
TULARE 
TUL.ARE 
TULARE I' 
TULARE. 

$1,000 . 
51,000 ; 

$800 : 
$1,600 ' 
$1.400 i 

TULARE: 
TULARE, 
TULARE. 
TULARE 
TUL.ARE' 
TULARe: 
TUI.ARE 
TULARE 
TULARE 

MONACHE GH 
.. SEQUOIA 11( H(CONT.) 

WOODLAKF! I IGH 
CAIRNS (JQ; N J:) (CONn 
DINUBAHIG 
LINDSAY SE, lOR HIGH, 
OROSI HIGH 

$16,200 ; 
$40,000: 
$36,8001 

$1.200; 
$11.8001 

'2001 . 

$23.0001 
$11.800: 

\ 

$13.000, 

9129/1999 

NOU 30 '99 15:57 
e Applicants fwnded,lClS Sum", BV SChool 

ALL SCHOOL. SI ES FUNDED - CYCLE 1 

HIGH 
HIGH (ALl) 
PREPCONT. 

.GOLDEN 

PAGE. 20 






1I2V2IEV99 14: S4 HIGH SCHOOL EDUCRT1UN Urrl~e ~ ~~~~~~~~ 

COLLEGE PREPARA1f1~N PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM 


COI:JNTY 
TULARE 
TULARE 

. TULARE 
TULARE 
TUlARE 

. TULARE 
TULARE 

ALL SCHOOL $I ES FUNDED. CYCLE 1 

SCHOOL 
REDWOOD I . tGH 

FRAZIER HI 'H (CONT.) 

KAWEAH H H (CONT.) 

LOVELL HI~. (CONT.) 

SIER.RA VI HIGH (CONn. 

TULARE HIG 


!, 

STRATHMQ E HIGH 

AMOUNT 
$43,200 

$1.400 
$',600 

$800 
$4,000 

$28,400 
$6,600 

VENTURA' NORD OF JGH $20.000 
VOLO WOOOLANpl SENIOR HIGH 12.000 
YOLO RIVER CIT¥ ENIOR HIGH $28.200 
YOL.O YOLO HIGH ONT.) , $3.200 

$5,538,488 

LA COUNTY $214,200 I 

LACITV $1.200,000 

$6,960,688 

i
912911999 9 Appt1canl$1i!""deCl.lCls. Surnrn By Schoo! 

NOV 30 '99 15:57 ,I 
PRGE.21 
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College Prep. ration Partnersbip Program Grant , 

: hool Site Summary ~ Cycle 2 
CouotylLEA School '! Award AmoaDt 

01 ALAMEDA I' 

FREMONT UNIFIED S,CHOOL DIS,~ CT, f' 
IRVINGTON IDGJI SCIIOO, $3,'00 
KENNEDY moo SCHOOL ' , I $5,800 
AMERICAN HIGH SCHOOL $5,400 

LEA Total $15,000 

NEWARK UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST~CT ' 

NEWARK :MEMORIAL HI~ SCHOOL S24,OOO . 

,LEA Total , $24.000i 
09BLDORADO 

BLACK OAK. MINE UNIFIED SCH L DISTRICT 

, OOLDEN SIERRA HIGH S L 
 $4,000 

L:&.A Total $4,000 

EL DORADO COllN'TY OFFICE OF ,DUCATION. I., .' . 
i . 

, . CHARTER COMMUNITY S·. OOL : . $1,000 

LEA Toul $1,000 
.. - ._--_.._- .10 FREsNo "',- ._..- ..... 

FRESNO UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST T .. 

BULLARD mGH SCHOOL· : 
 $30,000 
SUNNYSIDE HIGH SCHOOL r . $40,000 
ROOSEVELT HIGH ScHOOL~ S79,57S 
MCLANE HIGH SCHOOL I $60,000 
fRESNO HIGH SCHOOL S60,OOO 
DUNCAN POLYTBCHNlCAL' , 520,000 
EDISON HIGH SCHOOL 

, 

i $40,000 
HOOVER mOH SCHOOL. $40,000 

LEA Tolal S369,!5'75 

SANGER. UNIFlBO SCHOOL DIS T 
SANGER HIGH SCHOOL, 520,000 

LEA Total $20,000 
12HUMBOLDT 

NORTHI;l.RN HUMBOLDT, UNION Sr'HOOL :DISTRICT 
MCKINLEYVILLE HIGH SC, OL , 

, ., LEA TOlal 
$11,586 
$11.586 

PAee I of7 

NOU 30 '99 15:57 
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1 
College Prep " ration Partn~rsb.ip Program Grant' 

. 'chool Site Summary - Cycle 2 
CountylLEA School Award Amollat 

14lNYO 

INYO COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUC 
OyvENS VALLEY mGH S 1850 
BISHOP UNION HIGH SC ~l,941 

LEA Total S3~791 

16 KINOS 

HANFORD JOINT UNION HIGH S OOL DISTRICT 
HANFORD HIGH SCHOOL 536,000 

LEA Total $315,ooD 
19 LOS ANGELES. 

CLAREMONT UNIFIED SCHOOL 
CLAREMONTlDGH SCHO $39,000 

LEA Total . 
I' $39,000' 

IE UNIFIED SCHOOL DIS ,
i' 

DUARTEffiGHSCHOOL . I 
i 

lO;OUO 
, ' I 

LEA Total SlO.ooO 

- -~ E£ SBGUNDO' UNIFIED SCHOOL *'STRICT 
1. 

EL SEGUNDO HIGH SCHO ,• . SI6.12S 
LEATotaJ $16,125 

NORWAl:J{-LA MIRADA UNIFIED ~CHOOL DISllUCT . 

LA MIRADA HIGH SCHOO 
 535,998 

LEA Total SlS,998 

SANGABRmL~SCHOOL 

OABlUELINO maR SCHOO 1 $20,000 

LfAT~ 520,000 
23 MENDOCINO 

MENDOCINO COUNTY OFFICE a;EDUCAnON 

UKIAH moo SCHOOL 
 $12,000 
:aoUND VALLEY I-llOH SC $2,550 
waLITS WGH SCHOOL S28.oo0 

:LEOGETT VAlLEY mGH S OOL' SS2S 
,ANDERSON VALLEY HIGH CHOOL $3,375 

,PO'ITEII. VALLEYHIGH101. , SI,B7S 
LEA TOIDI , $48;325 

, j 

NOU 30 '99 15:58 
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1 

I 

1. 

College Pre· ratioD Partnership Program Grant 

choo} Site Su~ - Cycle 2 
CountylLEA School Award Amoubt 

24MERCED 
MERCED UNION mGH SCHOOL 

GOLDEN VALLEY HlOR.' OOL $7,800 
AlW AT.E:.R HlGH SCHOOL S'J,~UO 

UVlNGSTON mOB SCRD S5.933 
MSRCED mGH SCHOOL 

t 

$7.800 
LEA Total 529,333 

27MONTEREY 

. SCHOOL DISTRlCT 
$13,335 

• LEA Total SI3.335 

30 ORANGE . . 
ANAHElMUNlON mGR SCHOOL' 'JSTRICT 

MAGNOLIA mOR SCHOOL', 530,000 
----------~S~A~V~A~NN~A~m~G~H~S~CH~O~O~L~~~'----------~------------~~--~~$~~~O~O~~---

, 

L~.AR.A maH SCHOOL 
Il 540,000 

KATELLA IDGH SCHOOL I $24,000 
.CYPRESS-HIGH 'SCHOOL' 135,925 

ANAHEIM HIGH SCHOOL $20,000 

KENNEDY,lUOH SCHOOL $34,200 
WESTERN }DGH SCHOOL 120,000 

LEA Tow $234,125 

FULLERTON JOOO UNION HIGH CHOOL DISTRICT 
LA HABRA mGH SCHOOL 517,000 
, LEA Total $17.000 

.NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED SCHO 'DISTRICT 
I 

COSTA MESA HIGH SCHOar 
,. 

S10,800 
ESTANCIA mGB SCHOOL r . '10,800 

LEA Total ' $2J,600 

,i 

. , 

i P3,Qe J 0" 

i , . 

NOU 30 '99 15:58 
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College Pre. ation Partnership Program Grant 

; chool Site Summary - Cycle 2 
COUDtylLEA School ;1 A'wanlAmoullt 

33 RIVERSIDE . I' I. 

iI,
PERRIS UNION HIGH SCHOOL D1 TRlCT 

PALOMA VALLEY mGH ~! HooL $20,000 
.LhA lotal 520,000 

RIVERSIDE COUNTY OFFICE OP . DUCATION 
·1 $35,000 

$30,000 
519,000 

533,OOD 

533,000 

536,000 
. 535,000 

$3,20D 

'57,400 

$3,200 
$22,400 

PALO VERDE VALLEY HI SCHOOL I , 

$19,400 
...... ··-"RANCHO-VERDE·IDGHS OOL· 535.000 

CENTENNlAL HIGH SCH S3,200 
CORONAHlGHSCHOOL $3,200 
JURUPAVALLEY mOH S . S47,000 

LEA Total $365,000 

I i', 
I: 

HEMET HIGH SCHOOL 
LA SIERRA HIGH SCHOOL 

NORTE VISTA HIGH SCH 

SCHOOL 
SCHOOL 

! 

"1804 af7 

NOlJ 3121 '99 15: 58' 
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1 

. ! 

Colleae Pre' ration Partnership Program Grant 

chool Site Summary - Cycle 2 
COUDtyILEA ' School' Award Amount 

36 SANBBRNARDINO .. 

, CHAFFEY,JOINT UNION HIGH SC¥OOL DISTRICT 
MONTCLAIR HIGH SCHOO~· . 55,249 
ONTARIO HIGH SCHOOL . $5,149 
CHAFFEY mGH SCHOOL· i 55.249 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA Hr, H SCHOOL 55,249 
ALTA LaMA HIGH SCHOc) 55.249 

LEA Total $26.245 

CHINO V	ALLEY UNIFIED SCHOO, DISTRICT ' 
DON ANTONIO LUOO IDG SCHOOL S~8,OOO 

ClDNO HIGH SCHOOL $50,000 
" LEA Tol3l 	 $88,000 ' t 

FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DIS'fUCT 
C:ITRUS mGH SCHOOL' 'f . $2.000 

$15,000----~·~~~~~GBR~S~CH&OvO~L~_T,----------~--~--------~~----~~ML__~__ 
FONTANA HIGH SCHOOL J ' $35.000 
FONTANA A.B. MILLER HJ<f SCHOOL $35,000 

._-.", "BlRc;RHlGH-SCHOOL - :,.- .". .$3,000 
LEA Total $90,000 

REDLANDS UNIFIED, SCHOOL Dl RICT 
REDLANDS HIGH SCHOOL ' $8,850 

LEA Total 58.8.50 

RIALTO l1NIF.lED SCHOOL DISTRI,Fr. 
' EISENHOWER HIGH SCH04 . $60,000 ,, ',' I 	 LEA Total ' . $60,000 , 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY SUPJ~RIN1ENDENT OF S~HOOL . I 

BARSTOW HlGH SCHOOL .I, • $20,000 
.LUCERNE VALLEY HIGH S~OOL .14,000 
YUCAIPA HIGH-SCHOOL I . ' $30,000 
GRANITE HILLS SCHOOL j SU,OOO 
SERRANO HIGH SCHOOL I $24.000 
sn..VER VALLEY !DGH SCH OL , $5,000 

LEA Total $98,000 

, ,, 
Pqe5 of? 

NOV 3121 ' 99 15:.58 
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! . , 
I 

I 

Award Amoun. 

39SANI0AQU[N ~ 
SAN JOAQUm COUNTY OFFICE F EDUCATION, 

EAST UNION HIOH SeRO $14.800 

TRACY mOH SCHOOL I 521,000 
ESCALON }{JOH SCHOOL S8,600 
lUPON HlGR SCHOOL 56,400! 
UNCOLN HIGH SCHOOL ! $13,000 

LEA Total 563,800 
41 SAN MATEO 

IEFFERSON UNION mOH SCHOO' DISTRlCT 
JEFFERSON mOH SCHOOLj, $16,000 
OCEANA IDGH SCHOOL . $8,000. 
TERRA NOVA HIGH SCH : , S14,OOO 
WESTMOOR HIGH SCHO :. S2l,OOO· . 

AToml $61,000 

43 SANTA CLARA . ~. . 

FREMONT UNION HlGH SCHOOL ISTRICT 
-.__.- _._..- ..._..FREMOmHIGifscacrOL::' " -. 

S8,000 . 
LEA Total· $8,000 

MOUNTAINVlEW-LOS ALTOS SJOOL DISTRICT 
LOS ALTOS mGH SCHOOL' $3,000 
MOUNTAIN VIEW mGH S . $3,000 

LEA Total $6,000 

PALO ALTO UNIFIED SCHOOL D CT 
GUNN maR SCHOOL '1 53,000 
PALO ALTO HIGH SCHOOL $3.000 

LEA Total 56,000 

44 SANTA CRUZ. 

SANTA CRUZ CITY mGH SCHOO DISTRICT 

$6.000 
LEA Tota) $6,000 

i 
; . 

' ... 60f1 

NOU 30 '99 15:59 
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I 

CoUege Pre ration Pa~tnership Program Grant I 

, : chool Site Summary .. Cycle 2 
CountylLEA School Award ADiount 

50 STANISLAUS r ' 
STANISLAUS COUNTY OFFICE q EDUCATION 

DOWNEY mGH SCHOOL' 112,000 

CERhS Hluii :SCHOOL $10,000 

PAlTERSON HIGH SCHOO 514,000 

OREsTIMBA HIGH SCHOO, $12.000 

DON PEDRO HIGH SCHO $)',000 

TIOGA HIGH SCHOOL $2.000 
GUSTINE HIGH SCHOOL $5,000 

SONORA mOR SCHOOL 512,000 
'LEA TolDl S70,000 

56VENTURA 

OXNARD UNION HIGH SCHOOL STRICT 
ADOLFO CAMARILLO HIQ SCHOOL $12,000 

, S~ ,~GO~L----~--~--~--------~--~~$+~,ooo 

HUENEME HIOH SCHOOL ' $12,000 

OXNARD HIGH SCHOOL S12,OOO 
.. -RIO-MESAffiGH-SCHOOL ., .. $12,OQO 

LEA Total $60.000 
" 
I 

SANTA PAULA UNION HIGH SCH OL DISTRICT 
SANTA PAULA mGH SCHO, L , $20,000 

LP.A Total I '20,000 
I 

VENTIJRA UNIFIED SCHOOL DIS1fICT 
, ELCAMINO }fiGH SCHOOL: 52,500 

! LEA Totlll ·52.500 
I 

Number of Schools :113 Total Awarlkd Sl,039,188 

hilI! 7 on 

NOU 30 '99 15:59 PAGE.28 
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Don't overemphasize:SAT, government~arns coneges 

By Emily Bazar 

Bee swrWrUer 


. 
1'J?e ,federal ,gov~mment ~as re!ease? 

p,rclmunary ~delines w~g Untversl-· 
lties,that relymg too heavily on the Sch.o-­
!lastlC Assessment, ~est ,can make ih:em 
!vulnerable to CIVil rights laWSUits, 
:prompting confusion and concern among 
lcollege officials in California and nation­

_-,!rid~.!.. __. 

Continued from page Al 
school course load better predicts 
baChelor's degree comeletion than 
il9..test. scoJ:'~~ _oJ." ..fiJi!! school 
Ptll'l~_".we really care about minority 
students, we help them prepare 
better." 
.. ·The guidelines also have drawn 
. the attention of Congress. On 
,Tuesday, a subcommittee of the 
,House Committee on Eoucation 
.and the Workforce grilled officials 
from the Office for Civil Rights on 
the proposed guidelines. "The 
thrust of the document seemS to 

·contradict-theadministr.ation's­
stated· priority of increasing ac­
countability in schools," said Rep, 
Peter Hoekstra, R-Mich., subcom­
mittee chairman. 

The Office for Civil Rights be- . 
gan working in 1993 on "Nondis­
crimination in High·Stakes Test­
ing: A Resource Guide," a docu­
ment that focuses primarily on K­
12 testing, Coleman said. 

Th~ ,Del?artment of Education's Office 
for Civil ~~ts has ~ a handbook of 
legal decisiOns that pl'OVldo guidance on' 
the proper use of standardized tests such 
~ the BAT, a widely recognized admi,s.. 
S10~ tool. ~.of,these tests have been' 
assailed B1! ~atoryi and the office 
contends ItS' goal IS to help educators 
avoid "policy decisions being made in'the 
courtroom," said Deputy Assistant Secre­
tar:Y.Arthur-Coleman.' 

But colleges and universities 
have reacted With apprehension 
to certain passages in the guide, 
including one that reads: "The use 
of any educational test which has 
a significant disparate impact on 
members of any particular race, 
national ",rigin or sex· is discrimi­
natory '" unless it is education­
ally necessary and there is no 
practicable alternative fOnn of as­
sessment." 

Some educators are wondering 
how to interpret that language 
and whether they'll have to give 
up-.commonIy-used-tools-such-·as· ­
the SAT. But Coleman maintains 
the guide doesn't break any new 
legal ground and merely serves as 
a compilation of erliting legal and . 
test-measurement principles that 
have been on the books for years. 

"The notion that this is about 
getting, banning or eliminating, 
higher education testing practices 
is absurd," he said. 

-

The document has fueled anxiety" ment for uS to probe," said Gary Tudor,l iD.improvingthe uneven public K-12 s.ys. 
among university admissions officials, 
who say they aren't sure how the guide­

.lines will atrect their policies. The more 
selective universities, including eight 
University of Califorma campuses, gen~-
ally use the SAT as a factor 1n admis­
sians. The SAT is among the tests that 
have been accused of containing inherent 
racial biases.' . . 

"I-ij]ijfk-=thiS.::I':e811Y'::JLi.-:::ciiticar:iicICQ.,. -~- they-say,the-key-to·equal·opportunity·lies~ - ·--PleaseaeeSAT;-pagtnUl 

UC Davis director of undergraduate ad·. tam, which .Iui.m't fi~ ou~ how to f!UBE! 

missions and outreach. "It could have overall achievement m'low-mcome,high· 

some serious implications for thinking ~ minority areas. . 

about our criteria and how we weight our I "'To go aa.:r test sco 

criteria in relationship to tirst-year (col· ;pro'l:f Bald Clift'ora 

lege) performance." I rase ~81~ at the U.S. Dep~ent 


Critics are questioning the message of Education, w? recentiyconcluded In a 
conveyed in the guidelines, saying the iitUdy mat the ngor of a ~ntls higJi 
p.!Oblem jsn't bilYLin_the_SAT._b:ut~ad.- .--- ­

For years, the SAT has come 

under fIre for what many perceive 

as racial.and. gender bias. Re­
search shows that whites tend to 

score an average of 100 points 

higher. on the verbal and math 

portions of the test than African 

:Americans, and a smaller Qutstill 

"8i~ificant gap, exists between 


. ''Wbites . and Latinos. Scores also. '* 
~n<l.~~__@J:'- income levelS go up. 
.. Concerned educators are adopt. 
.~, a '1ait-and·see attitude, in an· 
tiopatlOn of the document s fmal 

'version, which is expected to be' 
'released in the fall; ­

UC Davis' Tudor said that at 
the least, the document spurs l'&', 

flection and "moves us to rethink­
, ing ~hepurposes and outcomes of 
testmg. . 
. This self-analysis comes at a 
sensitive time for collegeadmis­
sions outfits which have been 
forced by the' ban on afTmnative 

. action to revamp admissions poli­
cles. 

. 

"Particularly in California, 
where there's so much turmoil 
over admissions, this development 
... only adds another note of un­
certainty," said Terry Hartle, sa-
Dior vice president of the Ameri­
can Council on lllducation, a t.Tade 
organization that represents 
1,800 colleges and universities. 

About 1 percent to 3 percent of 
UC students' are admitted based 
on test scores alone, Tudor said. 
The truijority, however, are B!ill~- . 
ed using a handful of factol1l, 10­
eluding academic ~rfOJ"!!Ja~!,;e)11 

-:ligtifoftbeedUCiitional opportuni­
ties available at an applicant's
bigiurehool.· , 

Earlier this year, the state's ma­
jor ci·1Iil rights organizations sUed 
UC Berkeley on behalf of eight
minority students, charging that 
the university violated federal 
laws by relying unduly on stan· 
dardized tests scores that favor 
the afIluent. 

"'This gives a mantle of authori­
ty to our .lawsuit,It llaid Maria 
Blanco, regional counsel for the 
Mexican American Legal Defense 
and Educational Fund" which is 
involved in the suit. 

According to the guide, appro­
priate SAT usage centers on 
whether use of the test is consis­
tent with its intended purpose; 
the SAT, for example, was created 
to help colleges predict how stu­
dents will perform in their·fresh· 
man year. 

In ge21eral, ~4.~ered,l~ _~bi1-
lipS. assOciate professor of policy 
studies and sociology at UCLA.. 
the SAT has been a relatively 
good predictor in that context. 

"I am a little concerned that 
these regulations may cause: l;lDi. 
varsities to de--emphasize tug 
... and that might lead them to 

use more subjective standardll," 
Phillips said. But "there .is a posi­
tive side to this in that colleges 
will have' to do more reflecting on 
what their goals are and how,they . 
~e those goals." 



Continued frum A1 
demographically ... similar, withTexas SchooIs about the same pereentage of stu­
dents living in poverty and coming 
from'homes where English is not 
the first language. Gain Notice 

The argIiment over the success 
of the TeDs education system­
sometimes' . rete'rred to as theand Skepticism "TeXasmiracle"Ljg of major im­
portance for GiN; George W. Bush 
as he campaigns for president. He

By RlCHARD-LEEcotVIN spoke proudly Of the performance 
TlMES,EDUCATIO'I/..wJllTER' of the schools in his home state as 

he made a swing through. CaliforniaHOUSTON-=Texas -schOoJihaVe lastweek.· .' ..
long 'been kriown far prodUcing But changes' such as reduced
powerhouse .prep:-:'lootbalF'teairis:~ class size and increased spendingBut in the ,past teWyean.,thestate . resulted from policies implemented 

. has received national attention,for before Bush took office in 1994, the 
its academic proWess, most notably same year the accountability sys­
for. narrowing the pemstent gap in tem was put in place. 
testscores'.between white and mi­ One meami:re of progress that 
nority stuctent;s;, , .' •. . Texas officials cite is that the 

The gairishaVebeenattrlbuted percentage ofstudents passing the 
.to a pionee~ aCtountability:and state's 10th-grade graduation 
.t....tinD' syBtem·.iil,wbichschools are exam, a key part of the accountabil­

to 
-~----ingDise(n~n teSt'scores:3rut-atteD~ 78%. . .' . 

ance rates. The jobs of principals But independe~t reviews of that 
.and teachers depend on all students test have, determm~ that ~ost of' 

' 11 t just th am l' d the questions are typical of instruc­
d~mgwe .:no ., e uenan tiori in the seventh or eighth grade 
1IU~'Id!e-class; •. t~ . f boasting but or ev.en lower;'One sample math 

t S not a mao '. ,', question asks how much change a 
we bav~made.trem~ouse m person would get if:he'.spent ~ total 
companson to· other states· . use of $66.89 on textbooks and prud the 

'we-have most off:be,:compon~ts ?' cashierwith.a. $100 ~ill. .. 
a good accountability system. .saId Moreover. 'more unportant mdi-
Felipe T. A.Janis, the state's 'deputy cators-such as graduation rates or 
commissionerof~oii;., the rate at which students go to 

But with theatten~onhas come ,college-have not budged. 
increasing skepticism about the 
value of Texas' system. .... ,..' .' .' Many Still Fail 

Scholars and ,civil rights advo- . 
Cates in Texas and elsewhere con- :to Graduate on TIme 

d that th' ed;stUd . t 
~!1___...~~.; the~re:t~. OmarS. Lopez,.who.heads the. 
perf0r=n~ but of ~erclass state's Center for College Readi­
lI:0t 0 . ~. .. . 0 ness, said there are no. data sug­
SJ.ZeS, z:mng ov~ spending n , gesting that the state's emphasis on 
educatlon ·and a court~rdered testing has raised the skills of 
equalization .of reso~betweenstudents headed to college or that it 
schools servmg the ncb and .the. has closed the achievement gap 
poor. Moreover, .sOme of the tests between white students and minor-
are ,so elementary ~t passing lties.. 
them means UtUe, critics say. Statewide, one out of three white 

Sorting out' the reality of the students and one out of two African 
:Texas education system is particu- .American and Latino students did 
larly important for California, not graduate on time with their 

h ff'cials have modeled class In 1998. In addition, of those 
were 0 fl rt' II ft who graduated, only about a third 
schoo} re OflllS pa la. y a er. of the African American and Latino 

,Texas ~le:"':::':=::::SAa;; students had.taken a full comple-

Lopez said state-sponsOred stud­
. ies have found that students who 
head to. college without such 
classes almost never graduate. 

"The whole thing doesn't have 
much of a point" unless it leads to 
students speJiding more time in 
.school or achieving greater success 
in college, said Stanford University . 
education professor Martin Camoy, 
who is part of a team studying 
education reform in Texas. 

Reforms that center on tests 
have caught on across the nation. 
All.states but ,two now test their 
student!l..J9lPlibllc#lrate:5cllDois' 

. performance'andl6'.hirie the poWer' 
to shut down thosethat are failing; 

But the impact of that movement 
remains controversi.a1. and nowhere 
more so than in Texas. . 

Texas educators warn that, with 
so much at stake, schools will 
emphasize test' preparation to the 
exclusion of almost everything else. 
That's particularly true at schools 
serving poor and minority students 
who tvDicallv have not done wellon 
tests.. ....m. 

,Take as an ~ple ,Kas~ere 
. High School. which 81ts m an 
out~f-the-way pocket of poverty 
on Houston's near north side, 

Six rears ago, only 16% of the 
school s students were able to pass 
all three parts o~ the :rexas Ass~ 
ment of AcademiC Skills.graduation 
exam. Last spring, 84% of the 
10th-graders passed, a transforma­
tion that in 1997 and 1998 earned 
the campus tw~ "exemplary"ban­
ners now hanging on the front of 

. the schooL, The pass rate for the 
school. which serves about 1:.000 
stud~ts, n~ly all of f:hem African 
Amencan, IS the best m f:he ,Hous­
ton Independent School Distri~t. 

_ . ",:~.:n_I.got h~. I saw children 
an~ tea~li~rs wanting to ~o w~~ b~t 
be~,willing t.o accept failure, ~d 
PrinCipal David L. ,Alexander, who 
came to Kashmere m 1992. 
~exande: bought a $4,~ ma­

chine to rapldly score practice tests 
that would diagnose students' 
weak:n~. He ~t $1,800 on a 
c~mputenz~ tutonng program de­
mgnedspecifically to help students 
pass ~e~ , 

Daily tutonng.seSSlOns replaced 
homeroom, ,the band teacher 
taught fractions and the shop
teacher stressed converting mea­

~.:.n~_~~_~~~~~~.. ~~ 

crucial eXit exam. Four times a Rice University· education pro-'data shaw thatschools.may be doini. 
year, the school SPOnsored daylong fessor Linda McNeil saId the test is 'Vlhatevl!r it, takes to get students to 
Saturday cram sessions. Teachers a ~'ticket tonowhen!. It has no' .passthe tests ,withoUt. instilling. in 
threatened to dock the. grades of currency in the jobmarket,or'fortbemknowledgi!or.sk:fIls.· . 
students who didn't. show uP for getting intO community collegeor.:·· Joseph. E. J9hnson. a University 
Friday night tutoring sessions. anything." . . .. , . of Texas professor who is monitor­

"That was like, you had to, it was But· the testing system has~ . iDg school reform in the state, said 
a must," said Ashley Mann. a ated so much.pressure to score well. .the..cOrrelation . between poverty 
16-year-<lld sophomore who passed she said, that kindergarten stu- and academic underachievement is 
the test. dents are,being taught how to diminiSbmg.·· 

.To give test-takers a final boost, efficiently "bubble' in" answers "V{e.still.haTe.a long way to go, 
the school's "Mighty Rams" cheer­ with a No. 2 pencil. She said she but. ~ . we're mak:iIIg more prog-· 
leaders led a pep rally. complete knows of highly skilled teach!!fS ress i:D.~t direction ~any 
with rah-rah speeches from who, frustrated with. the emphaSis other state;" he said. 
teachers and upperclassmen. on the tests, have fled to private Alanis, the deputy commissioner .. 

"Students are used to going to schools. worsening the state's al- said the state until now has focused 
pep rallies to pSych themselves·up ready severe teacher shortage. its reform efforts on the early 
for the football team, so we might Many of the concerns about the· grades, reinstituting.an emphasis 
as well.do it for the TAAS," said the lOth-grade test are being raised ina on phonics and on assessing stu­
E)3.year-old Alexander, a former lawsuit filed by the Mexican Ameri- dents·. in kindergarten to identify 
math teacher. can Legal Defense and Educational. those needing extra help. . 

Students grew weary, of the non- FUnd that will go to trial in Septem- Legislation that Bush signed in 
stop pressure, But, said 16-year-old her. In the suit. MALDEF alleges June will broaden the state's atten­
Raven Smith, "I guess it worked." that the Texas· test· discriminates tion to middle and high schools. . 

By other measures, hoWever,.the against minority Students because The bill increaseOJ education 
school is anything but eiemplary~ they pass it at lower rates. spending by.$3.8 billion, the largest 

In 1998, only 24% ofth~~ All students. are passing it at hike in state historY, Alanis said. 
rates than they .. used to. That.willnav for additional tp.llciler 

acourse considered-tobea:pteway=B3clLin_l994, _oiily_339LoCDietraini'ng and.wil1.raJ.Sefeacheuala" 
to college entrance and success. state's African Ameri~an 10~-i:ies by ,$3,000 across the board, 
Only 30% of' the' stUdents who graders and 41% of Its La~ whi~ it is hoped will help ease the 
started the· ninth grade recewed 10th-graders passed the reading teacher shortage, 
diplomas three years later. And all portion of the e:x.am., for example, . The state also is revamping the 
but a few students Who took a compared to 70% of whites. Since testing system. In addition to the 
college placement exam required then, the scores ha~e risen for all state e:x.am., TexaS will count the 
by .the· state wound up needing to groups; and they hayerisen slightly: .t.esults of the algebra test when 
take remedial courses._ faster for nonwhites. . .'.. . ranking schools. Also, four years 

Norm-referenced tests show the But a Rand Corp.~'~i.from now, the gra?uation test ~ 
school lagging far behind national recently prodUced data.that.seemed become far more difficult. covermg 
ayerages, Students sCored as low as to caSt doubt on whether that algebra and geometry as well as 
the 14th percentile in nintn:grade narrowing of the difference was biol?gyandchemistry, . 
math on the Stanford Achievement :payiDg off., " Billy R. ~agan, the revered 
Test in1998.. . . . , . Stephen Klein of Randgave stll7 former SUJler.UI~ndent of th~ Hous-

Alexander said he was discour- dents at a couple· of dozen ~ ton school district who left m 1986 
aged by the performance of his .high schools tests of math, SCIence but is still influential in Texas 
students on measures other than and reading and found a strong education Circles, said such 
the graduation test. So this sum- relationship between. the poverty changes are badly needed. 
.mer. ~e's.providing ~ee ~ks of level of a ,school and its scores. "'We have defined success so low 
coaching to . students who did ·not· . ·When-helooked at the Texas exams·-that,ifwe achieve it •.we still,have a 
do we~ on the. Preliminary SA,-, for those same students., he found plantation system that keeps mi-
the test. that IS used to select that the level of poverty seemed to norities in their place," be said. 
National Merit Scholars. have no effect at all on scores. 

~'For .TAAS, it was memorY and "WheJ:l, I see these data, I know !'he. state's current ~wlle 
practice, practice, practice," said ·there's something wrong," Klein said',1S valuable because ,It. has 
Nevarro Daniels, a Kashmere math said. "It's' not as if they could have ''p1'OVl~ed a measw: by which the 
teacher who ~.the co-leader of the l~edsome~ and theB fo~;- ~o"?'ty?: the eqUIty gap COUld be 
PSAT ~' .. Onthe.PSAT, you ten 1t.,It doesn t happ:;n tha~way. Identified. .• ' , 
haTe to t.hink:Klem spo~e about his ~~t a Now, ; he saJd" ';,he Job that s 

'. .... recent meeting of ~ m testing upon us IS to, close It.

Test Seen as a and~dards. He Ba1~.he was not 
'. suggesting that cheating was ac-,

'Ticket to Nowhere' '. counting for the scores on the test, 
although there have been several 

It ,is j~ ,that difference that ~~~~_~~_~ ...~!.~ 

http:reinstituting.an
http:controversi.a1

