California’s Funding for Education is

Dramatically Lower than Other States

Callfofc_nla fnding O_f e-duca::uon i Because education funding depends heavily on
Structurally Skimpy /\/ income taxes paid by the top 1% of taxpayers, it
~ tends to hoom and bust with the stock market

e  Eachyear, California invests abaut $7,500 less per
student than the average of the ten states that invest
most generously in their public education systems

e Over 13 years of skimpy schooling, that's an
investment gap of more than $100,000 per student

California funds education at a level about 72% of
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I G | In @ natlonal study, researchers concluded

I S/ California would need to increase education

| 2 expenditures by 38% to provide all students with
I - the opportunity to succeed in college and career
I

Worse yet, Burbank Unified gets 82,000 less per
student than California’s average!!!
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Parent groups, local education foundations, and
philanthropists in California try valiantly to support
their schools with fundraising of many types. But
they cannot plug an operating gap of this
magnitude.
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S : I Proposition 18 flipped the education finance system
2 N A NoZiimesst 1Al from stable local funding (through property taxes) to
§ : /\/‘\i:\/:/\/\ S I volatile state-sourced funding (through income taxes).
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i Maost of the costs of a school are “people” costs. Salaries
in California are higher than in other states, and that
' means California school districts can afford fewer of the
: things that make up a school = such as teachers, school
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leaders, counselors, aides, and support staff.
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California ranks low in the percentage of
total personal income spent on education

Source: Bureau ofEconomic Analysis iFersenallncome, and Natlonal Genter for
Education Statistics, Gomnion Gore ofData. Blackline in chart signifies national
average excluding Galifornias

California is a hign-cast state
with low funding per student
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I Most parcelitaxes assesé_._a tlatfee o Property taxes fu_nd ab?ut aquarter California k<12 Funds by/Solirce,
| an each parce_] ‘of property’ no Of the cost of Callfomia 5 publlc 2016_17 {
| matter it size arvalle. ' schools ey o b R :
, Californiajisithe only state ;t'h'afc - e The State Lottery accounts forabout o Taxes: |

. 1% of the education budget 25% Federal
The “local misc funds” slice, about - .
5% of the ple, is generated and
controlled by local school districts
and includes interest income,
income from leasing out unused
property, oll wells on school district
property, parcel tax proceeds, State LN
donations, and a wide array ofiother (Fuinds
miscellaneous sources 60% Soutce: LAD

| usesthis particular form of property
| taxto fund'schools — and for good
reason....

Parcel taxes are a regressive tax
by definition...
except when structured as
BUSE s proposed measure is =
aflat amountiof 10 gents per
developed setare foot
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