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CHANGES TO THE LEGISLATURE
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DEMOCRAT REPUBLICAN

Partisan
Composition
of Assembly
As of November 3, 2014 55 24 1
Today 52 28

T et
Partisan. . DEMOCRAT REPUBLICAN
Composition
of Senate
As of November 3, 2014 27 12 1

Today an 14 1



california
for beginners

also palm trees and earthquakes
and beaches and freeways
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SOME NEW FACES
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CALIFORNIA’'S CHANGING POPULATION

Figure 6: California Population and Population Projections (25-64),
Percent Share by Ethnicity, 1980-2060
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Sources: State of California, Department of Finance, Race/Ethnic Population with Age and Sex Detail, 1980-1989, 1990-1999,
2000-2010. Sacramento, California, September 2012, and 2000-2060 Population Projections , January 2013.



DEMOGRAPHIC IMPERATIVE

California's Changing Population
Rapid Eilderly Population Growth...
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EFFECTS OF THE DOWNTURN

Great Recession:
More Lost Jobs, Longer
Recovery Than Past Downturns
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TODAY’S REALITY
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“By some measures, California seems to be doing really well, but these measures are
deceptive,” said Jack Pitney, a political expert at Claremont McKenna College.
“So much of the good fortune is being blown to the affluent —
and a lot of Californians are getting left behind.”



CONSEQUENCE OF INVESTMENT/

NON-INVESTMENT

Unemployment Rate by Level of Education
= Less than a High School Diploma, 25 yrs. & over =—=High School Graduates, No College, 25 yrs. & over
= Some College or Associate Degree, 25 yrs. & over =——Bachelors degree and higher, 25 yrs. & over
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GOVERNOR’S BUDGET REFLECTS MAJOR

INCREASE IN PROP 98
_ sse | Popesal

Base apportionment 2% growth; 1.58% COLA

Increased Operating Expenses $125 million for faculty, facilities, retirement, other

Student Success $100 million

Student Equity Plans $100 million

SB 1070 Carry Over $48 million

Apprenticeships $29.1 million

Career Development College Preparation  $49 million to equalize rate with credit courses

Mandates $351 million in one-time funds to support mandates
payments

Adult Education Block Grant $500 million

Barring a sustained stock market drop, an additional 2014-15 revenue gain of $1 billion
to $2 billion seems likely in addition to the Governor's budget projection. Even bigger
gains of a few billion dollars more are possible in 2014-15. These additional 2014-15

revenues will go largely or entirely to schools and community colleges and could result
in a few billion dollars of higher ongoing state payments to schools.



CAN’T RELY ON WASHINGTON, DC

Le named after you, George

_'I
The nation’e cap 1tal wﬂ?> ‘ﬁ Ob%s%

To be honedt, in the Futur"e
’d prefer people g¢ay, “Nothing
gete done 1n Fra'ﬂ.klin.“J

Perkins: $113 million in ongoing federal funding for
CTE programs, split between K-12 and community colleges



POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

Access and Success
Equity
Subsidiarity
Missions
CTE and Adult Education



MAJOR ISSUE AREA
CONCURRENT ENROLLMENT
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Conc rrent

Enroliment
Early College for
High School Students




MAJOR ISSUE AREA
ADULT EDUCATION

ADULT EDUCATION
REGIONAL PLANNING

California Department of Education
Tom Torlakson, Superintendent

California Community Colleges Chancellor’s Office
Brice W. Harris, Chancellor




MAJOR ISSUE AREA
CAREER TECHNICAL EDUCATION
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CAREER TECHNICAL
EDUCATION ENHANCEMENT
FUND REPORT




In years when total FTES increases, the percentage increase in CTE tends
to be lower than for non—CTE. In years when total FTES decreases, the

percentage decrease in CTE tends to be greater than for non—-CTE.

Figure =. CTE and Non-CTE FTES, iggz-93 through zo13-14
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When compared with non--CTE, in times of declining enroliment, CTE is more likely
to be cut; in times of increasing enrollment, CTE Is less likely to be augmented.
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LEGISLATIVE DEVELOPMENTS

CTE
AB 1474 (Chavez)/SB 148 (McGuire)

Concurrent Enroliment
AB 288 (Holden)

Full-Time Faculty Ratio/Part-Time Faculty Support
AB 626 (Low); SB 373 (Pan)

Part-Time Faculty Seniority
AB 1010 (Medina)

Accreditation
AB 404 (Chiu)/AB 1385 (Ting)/AB 1387 (Ting)
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WE DON'T NEED NO EDUCATION

Yes you do. Youve just used a double negative




AMERICA’'S DISAPPEARING

ECONOMIC/SOCIAL MOBILITY

Chart A6.1. Participation in higher education of students
whose parents have low levels of education (2009)

[ Proportion of young students (20-34 year-olds) in higher education whose parents have low levels of education (Left axis)
B Proportion of parents with low levels of education in the total parent population (Left axis)

% A Odds of being a student in higher education if parents have low levels of education (Right axis) Oads ratio
90 0.9

80 0.8
70 0.7
60 0.6
50 — 0.5
40 — 0.4
30 — 0.3
20 A A 002
10 ro
0-1:;:-\1—:: o w B> - T B B = ¥ 8 T ar;,,*-ﬂo'o
PSR ES S AES S REEE SR P EE RS BEE
R IR EERE R FEERERER R R ERRILIEE
HEgR g ga 253 gEEEICZCT IR ETIF|NCS
(] "Eiq: v O h ,3
o T a < 2 — . 2
Y Z U = - g d L
= - = =
5 ° .

“The odds that a young person will be in higher education
if his or her family has a low level of education are
particularly small in the U.S.”



AMERICAN ROI IN HIGHER EDUCATION

NEARLY TOP IN THE WORLD

Chart A9.5. Public cost and benefits for a man obtaining upper secondary or post-secondary
non-tertiary education and tertiary education (2008 or latest available year)
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WHO IS READY TO ADVOCATE?




EVERY LEGISLATIVE ENCOUNTER SHOULD
MOVE US AT LEAST ONE STEP UP




CUT TO THE QUICK

= 1) Connection + common denominator

= 2) Solution then problem

= 3) Next steps




HANDLING RESISTANCE

1) What's your goal?

2) What's your role?
The purpose of

an argument,

3) Yes ... and approach
should hot be

victory, but
Progress:

WWW.LIVELIFEHAPPY.COM
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TO0 DO LIST

Follow Op
Follow Op
Follow Op . . .



SPEED LOBBYING
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~1'he best way to predict
the furture is to create it
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