
 

 

 

October 30, 2019 
 
 
 
Santa Clara County Board of Education 
Mary Ann Dewan, Ph.D., County Superintendent of Schools 
1290 Ridder Park Drive 
San Jose, CA 95131 
 
Re: Los Altos School District 
 Bullis Charter School 
 
Dear Dr. Dewan and Santa Clara County Board of Education: 
 
Thank you for your response letter of October 2, 2019.  First off, we want to 
make sure you know we understand your surprise and disappointment in the 
tone used in our September 10, 2019 letter to you.  Our tone was a product of 
our dedication to ensuring equity in education and the fact that Los Altos School 
District (LASD) has been requesting the County step in and take action to ensure 
Bullis Charter School (BCS) mirrors LASD’s demographics for over 15 
years.  That being said, as stated before, the LASD is grateful the County is 
acting upon the data showing BCS’s discrimination, that you have asked BCS to 
not reinstitute the Bullis-Purissima attendance area preference and that you have 
directed BCS to provide a detailed and evidence-based response.  We were also 
pleased to read that BCS has agreed in its October 11, 2019 letter to the County 
to “continue the suspension of the geographic preference formerly applied to 
students seeking to enroll in kindergarten at BCS from the former Bullis-
Purissima attendance area.” That is a good start, but more remedial measures 
are needed to correct the BCS discrimination that the County recognized in its 
October 2, 2019 letter to BCS.  For starters, BCS should clarify that the 
preference is suspended for all grade levels and that the suspension is 
permanent.  Furthermore, the issue of BCS’s 15 plus years of under-enrollment 
of pupils in three distinct protected classifications:  the economically 
disadvantaged, English Language Learners (“ELL”) and moderate to severe 
disabled students still needs to be addressed.  Therefore, LASD requests that 
the County: 
 

1. Ensure BCS’s Bullis-Purissima Elementary School attendance area 
preference is permanently suspended for all grade levels.  

2. Work with BCS to develop an updated comprehensive plan designed to 
ensure a student population that mirrors the demographics within the 
LASD boundaries as a whole (from which BCS draws its enrollment); 

3. Require the updated comprehensive plan to include a transparent lottery 
conducted by the Santa Clara County Office of Education (“SCCOE”) 
staff that ensures BCS enrolls  students that mirror LASD and does not 
discriminate against low socioeconomic, ELL, moderate to severe special 
needs, and other underrepresented students.   
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As the County noted in its October 2, 2019 letter to LASD, the Education Code prohibits any 
preference that results in under-enrollment of pupils in any of the protected classifications. In 
that letter the County has requested LASD submit evidence and documentation indicating that 
BCS discriminates against socioeconomically disadvantaged, ELL, and moderate to severe 
disabled students (all protected classes) in its enrollment practices.   The County already has 
data (submitted in LASD’s letter dated September 10, 2019 and publicly available from the 
California Department of Education) that shows BCS has under-enrolled pupils in these 
protected classes throughout its existence.  The demonstrated disproportionate negative impact 
on members of these protected class students is dispositive under the law.1  Second, BCS 
marketing and related practices have furthered the disparate impact.  Lastly, even though 
additional evidence of how BCS has achieved such under-enrollment is not required under the 
law, we are including such evidence for your reference.  Consider the rest of this letter and 
attachments (where appropriate) our response to your request.   
 
1. The BCS Student Data Provided to SCCOE/SCCBOE Demonstrates Discrimination. 

The data already provided to you by LASD demonstrates disparate impact discrimination on its 
face. Although BCS’s response to SCCOE/SCCBOE seeks to manipulate the data and deflect 
any examination of the causes of the disparate impact that the data shows, at no point does 
BCS deny the data submitted or the facts underlying the data presented.  Investigation into the 
cause of the disparate impact discrimination by the SCCOE is warranted as part of any 
corrective action because data alone demonstrates a disparate impact that must be corrected, 
regardless of the cause. 
 
As the County correctly stated in its correspondence to BCS, the Charter Schools Act expressly 
prohibits preferences that result in limiting enrollment access for pupils with disabilities, 
academically low-achieving pupils, English learners, neglected or delinquent pupils, homeless 
pupils, or pupils who are economically disadvantaged, as determined by eligibility for any free or 
reduced-price meal program, foster youth, or pupils based on nationality, race, ethnicity, or 
sexual orientation.2  Furthermore, the law also expressly prohibits discrimination in any policy or 
practice. 
  

“California law unequivocally provides that discrimination on any protected basis 
is unlawful and policies with a discriminatory adverse impact on a group of 
students because of race, color, national origin, disability, gender, or sexual 
orientation are prohibited.”3   

  

                                                
1 Griggs v. Duke Power Co., 401 U.S. 424 (1971) 
2 Ed. Code § 47605(d)(2)(B)(iii). 
3 Cal. Const., art. I, § 7(a) & (b); Ed. Code, §§ 220, 262.3, & 262.4; Gov. Code, § 11135; Cal. Code 
Regs., tit. 5, § 4911 & Cal. Code Regs., tit. 2, § 11154. 
https://oag.ca.gov/system/files/attachments/press-docs/bcj-school-discipline-letter.pdf  This link is to the 
California Attorney General’s recent letter calling upon all those who work with and on behalf of California 
students “to dedicate themselves to ensuring that California schools are free from policies and practices 
that have a discriminatory impact.” 
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Furthermore, the Legislature has recently reinforced its intention that charter schools serve all 
students. SB 75 amends section 47605 of the Education Code to prohibit a charter school from 
discouraging any pupil from enrolling or seeking to enroll in the charter school for any reason, 
and also prohibits a charter school from encouraging any pupil currently attending the charter 
school to disenroll from the charter school or transfer to another school for any reason. As 
amended by AB 1505, section 47605 of the Education Code further requires a charter school to 
enroll a balance of special education, ELL, and re-designated ELL students that reflects the 
local school district. Most relevant to our situation, this includes the obligation to serve students 
with special needs across the spectrum on par with the local district.  
  
The Legislature adopted these amendments because too many charter schools were 
“skimming” students who were perceived as easier to educate and were avoiding serving pupils 
in protected classifications.  Numerous scholars and commentators conducted studies or wrote 
articles discussing the inequity of skimming and its adverse impact on public school districts.4  
The Legislature responded with new legislation that made clear that whatever one might say 
about the virtues of “choice” or “competition,” under no circumstances may a charter school 
under-enroll pupils from any protected classification.   
 
The data alone shows BCS has violated these laws. BCS policies and practices are 
discriminatory in effect to protected classes of low socio-economic, ELL, and moderate to 
severe special needs students. The data provided with LASD’s September 10, 2019 letter 
shows unequivocally BCS’s disparate impact discrimination with three separate protected 
classes of students are disproportionately impacted: 
  

                                                
4See, e.g., https://cepa.stanford.edu/content/do-charter-schools-skim-students-or-drain-resources [“[t]wo 
critical concerns with the rapid and ongoing expansion of charter schools are that they will segregate 
students and reduce the per-pupil resources available to conventional public schools”); Adam Harris, 
When School Choice Means School’s Choice, The Atlantic (Dec. 27, 2018), 
https://www.theatlantic.com/education/archive/2018/12/school-choice-application-process/579043/ 
(detailing a study done by the National Bureau of Economic Research finding that charter schools likely 
engage in “cream-skimming”); Education for All? A Nationwide Audit Study of Schools of Choice, The 
National Bureau of Economic Research (Dec. 2018), (finding that school choice allows charter schools to 
cream skim students who are perceived “easier to educate”); David Leonhardt, How Successful Are 
Charter Schools? The New York Times (May 6, 2017), 
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/05/06/opinion/sunday/how-successful-are-charter-schools.html (detailing 
the ways charter schools skim and debunking the “lottery systems” used by charter schools, many of 
which do not accept special-needs students); Julian Vasquez Heilig; Jennifer Jellison Holme; Anthony V. 
LeClair; Lindsay D. Redd; Derrick Ward,Separate and Unequal? The Problematic Segregation of Special 
Populations in Charter Schools Relative to Traditional Public Schools, 27 Stan. L. & Pol'y Rev. 251 (2016) 
(stating “[W]hile . . . charters appear to be demographically similar to traditional public schools at the 
aggregate, the granularity provided by geospatial analyses demonstrates that charters under-enroll ELL 
students and special education students relative to nearby non-charter schools.”); Valerie Strauss, 
Separating fact from fiction in 21 claims about charter schools, The Washington Post (2015), 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/answer-sheet/wp/2015/02/28/separating-fact-from-fiction-in-21-
claims-about-charter-schools/ (finding that there is a flux of undisputed evidence that charter schools 
segregate students); Stephanie Simon, Special Report: Class Struggle – How charter schools get 
students they want (2013),  
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2018: 

● Socioeconomically disadvantaged - LASD 6.2% ; BCS 1.6% 
● English learner – LASD 13.1%;  BCS 10.1% 
● Students with disabilities (average over the period 2012-13 through 2018-19) LASD 

9.5%; BCS 5.6% 
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As previously explained in our September 10, 2019 letter to the County, the disparity in special 
needs students is more glaring by virtue of the fact that BCS consistently enrolls a far lower ratio 
of high need special education students than LASD. 

 

 
 
 

2. BCS Policies and Practices Create Disparate Impact. 

Although the data that shows BCS under-enrollment from three distinct protected classes alone 
would warrant corrective action without any determination of how BCS has caused that 
disparate impact, the information submitted with this letter leaves little doubt that a myriad of 
BCS practices have contributed to these prohibited results. While BCS claims its “applicant 
pool” is representative of the LASD student population and its lottery process is purely random, 
one or the other cannot be true because its enrollment has been skewed against the three 
prohibited classifications for 15 plus years.  Furthermore, that enrollment has been skewed 
precisely in a way that advances BCS’s financial bottom line.  Clearly, BCS policies and 
practices have encouraged applications from pupils that it perceives as desirable and that have 
discouraged applications from those in the under-represented protected classifications.  There 
is a long cultivated culture of exclusion at BCS that has been reflected in a variety of ways, 
some direct and others by marketing and messaging. In this section, we will address the 
marketing and messaging practices that have led to BCS’s disparate impact and the in the 
section below we will address numerous examples of students/families being directly turned 
away by BCS based upon the student’s disability and perceived need for special services.  

 

0.0% 0.0% 
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BCS heavily features trips to China, London, Costa Rica, and Washington, DC in its marketing 
materials encouraging families to register for the lottery or enroll in the charter school.  These 
trips are not paid for by BCS; families that enroll their children in BCS are expected to pay for 
these trips if they want their children to participate. This is a clear message that in order to enroll 
you must be of a privileged and high socio-economic level that can afford such an expense. A 
student who is of lower socio-economic means and relies on free and reduced priced meals has 
little to no ability to participate in such trips and  is forced to wait on the sidelines while other, 
more privileged classmates enjoy trips all over the world. This is but one factor families of lower 
socio-economic means will consider when determining whether their child will be welcome at 
BCS or whether to apply to the charter school at all.   

BCS’s expectation that a family donate $5,000 per pupil, at a minimum, also serves to 
discourage low socio-economic families from applying to the charter school.  In its marketing 
material “FAQ” that the school handed out during Parent Information Nights in Fall 2018, BCS 
stated that it asks families to donate a suggested $5,000 toward the BCS Annual Campaign.5  In 
the same paragraph, BCS claims it is “free and open to all students.”6  Many families residing 
within the boundaries of LASD are living at the edge of their means in order to ensure their child 
gets a top notch education. These same families often qualify for free or reduced lunch.  
Needless to say, a $5,000 donation expectation is definitely a deterrent to applying in the first 
place.   

Statements made recently by BCS founding board member, Francis LaPoll, while appearing on 
a local cable television show, In the Know, with his fellow board member and board president, 
Joe Hurd, show BCS had no intent to be a charter school meant to serve the underserved.  
During the show, Mr. LaPoll stated that  

“the charter school movement varies all over the country. In some places it's, uh, it's an 
opportunity for children in an inner city to go to a -- a -- have an opportunity for a 
different school. Uh, in other places it's a -- an opportunity to create a competitive model, 
uh, which is really more like what it is we are.”7 

One could interpret that to mean that BCS was not and is not meant for protected class 
students, and is meant to cater to high performing, “competitive” students. It is important to note 
that LASD agrees with the County that protected classes are not corollaries to low performance. 
The conflating you reference is done by BCS as evidenced by the direct and indirect messages 
they promote.  BCS’s actual efforts to reach and serve those protected class students seem 
perfunctory at best.  The charter may provide fliers to the lower income communities and tout 
the Bullis Boosters Summer Bridge Camp “to provide a summer camp experience for 
                                                
5 See picture of “Bullis Charter School Enrollment FAQs 2019-2020 School Year” as Attachment A 
6 It is true that donations are requested by the Los Altos Educational Foundation (LAEF) for LASD 
students. However, it is important to note that LASD students are enrolled as a matter of right in contrast 
to the application process required at BCS.  LAEF does not market at Kinder/New Family Info Nights, nor 
does it market/request donations until families have enrolled in LASD.  LAEF asks for a suggested 
donation of $1,200 per student, but in practice requests participation in an amount that is meaningful for 
the family if they have the means whether it be $5, the suggested donation or more.  
7 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TB3WDbRPFvY 
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underserved local students.” Yet somehow, “underserved local students” are not enrolled in 
BCS. 

Excerpts from BCS’s last renewal hearing in front of the County on June 1, 2016 shows that, as 
late as 2016, BCS was continuing to not enroll an adequate number of protected class low 
socioeconomic students and preferred a separate school to rectify that shortcoming.8  In that 
hearing, several Trustees asked specific questions regarding BCS’s outreach and admission of 
low socioeconomic (free and reduced lunch) students. Most notably, Trustee Chang requested 
that County staff work with BCS to create an admission preference for children with free and 
reduced lunch.  County staff and Wanny Hersey (then superintendent of BCS) told Trustee 
Chang that such an admission preference was forthcoming and that BCS was willing to look at 
such and was committed it.  This admissions preference never materialized in their 2016 charter 
renewal.  Later, Trustee Di Salvo requested BCS increase its number of low socioeconomic 
students who reside outside of the district.  In response, Ms. Hersey stated that it was in BCS’s 
strategic plan to open a separate charter in Santa Clara County to serve a higher number of free 
and reduced lunch students, just to serve a different population.  This statement, coupled with 
the fact that a free and reduced lunch admission preference did not come into fruition shows 
that BCS’s practices favor a separate school for the free and reduced students over allowing 
those same protected class students in the district they already operate in to enjoy the equal 
benefits in the original BCS.    

BCS’s effort to create a separate charter school in the Mountain View Whisman School District 
(MVWSD) with a mission to serve socioeconomically disadvantaged and ELL students is a more 
recent example of the school’s exclusionary culture.  In Fall 2018, BCS began to create a 
separate and new charter school to be located in MVWSD called Bullis Mountain View (BMV).  
BMV’s stated aim was to serve low socioeconomic and ELL students residing within MVWSD.  
Members of the charter board and administration said the school would have to have a “different 
funding model” and a “shift in practice from the flagship school” as BMV did not expect MVWSD 
families to contribute in the same way LASD families are expected to contribute to BCS. This 
separate school would not offer the same program to students at BMV as they do at BCS, with 
Mandarin and world travel noticeably absent.9  Furthermore, while BMV’s logo reads: “Bullis A 
Free Public School,” nowhere on the BCS homepage is it referred to as a “free” public school. It 
can easily be concluded that BCS’s creation of this separate BMV, and apparently not equal, 
charter school was their way of answering the calls for diversity at BCS.  Rather than diversify 
BCS and create opportunities within its existing and successful model for protected class 
students, BCS chose to create a separate school.   

3. Parent Testimonials of BCS Behavior Show Disparate Treatment. 

Since BCS’s inception, LASD has received many reports either in person, through US mail or 
through email indicating that BCS’s practices and behaviors have led to families in the protected 

                                                
8 See the hearing recording at the following link with relevant questions and answers starting at 21:45 
marker.  http://sccoe.swagit.com/play/06012016-825/17/ 
9 See BMV Charter Petition, MVWSD Staff Report and other documents available at 
https://www.mvwsd.org/about/superintendent/bullis_charter_petition 
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classifications to never consider BCS either because a BCS staff member personally advised 
them not to apply or because BCS’s historic behavior made it known they were not welcome.  In 
reviewing these reports, it is important to remember that these parents had no obligation to 
advise LASD of these matters, and the matters involve sensitive subjects that many presumably 
never report.  Thus, the incidents of which LASD has become aware likely underrepresent the 
total number of such incidents, and the perception in the community that arises from the known 
incidents further contributes to a BCS reputation that discourages persons from the protected 
classifications from applying to BCS.   

In an April 9, 2019 email from a parent who wishes to remain anonymous,10 she recounts a 
story of asking questions while picking up a registration packet for BCS in 2011.11 According to 
her account, she told the BCS staff member that her child had participated in an Early Start 
program and asked whether BCS had a speech pathologist on staff.  The BCS staff member 
proceeded to respond that “students requiring services need to enroll in LASD.”  This parent 
recounts that the BCS staff member stated “LASD is a public school, we are different from 
them--we are a Charter school.”  The parent responded by stating her child was no longer in 
Early Start, but in a mainstreamed preschool and was only asking the question about the 
speech pathologist to determine whether she needed to find one privately.  The BCS staff 
member stated they did not provide those services and that anyone “needing those services 
would need to enroll in LASD” even if the parent could privately pay for such services because 
“if the teacher doesn’t understand the student’s speech then they can’t learn here.”  Then the 
BCS staff member actively chose not to give the parent a registration packet, after the parent 
requested again.   

In an email from Alison Biggs, sent to Dr. Dewan on October 17, 2019, a parent recounts that 
the reputation of BCS persuaded her never to consider the charter school for her oldest child 
because he has an IEP for speech.12  Ms. Biggs states that when considering where her oldest 
child would go, she heard that BCS as late as 2012 required a child’s IEP status on the 
application.  Ms. Biggs states that “a school that thought it reasonable to ask for that information 
and, essentially, single out special needs kids right from the start, was not anywhere I wanted to 
send my son.” She states that the “neutrality of the lottery means nothing if people aren’t putting 
in their applications for discriminatory reasons.”   

As late as 2017, an LASD Trustee, Jessica Speiser, heard firsthand from a BCS parent about 
her difficulties receiving services for her dyslexic child, while conducting LASD Board Office 
Hours.  The BCS parent approached her and stated “I have something to tell you about one of 
“your” schools.”  She then proceeded to state that she had her child at BCS and how hard she 
had to fight to get services for her dyslexic child.  She stated that the staff kept on telling her to 
withdraw her child from BCS and bring him to LASD because the district provided those 
services and BCS did not.  That parent fought hard and got BCS to provide her child services, 
                                                
10 The parent’s request for anonymity is understandable because many parents want to protect the 
privacy of their child, and some parents fear BCS will seek retribution against those that report incidents 
like this. 
11 See this letter attached as Attachment B.   
12 See email is attached as Attachment C. 
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but this story is still troublesome considering the narrative of children needing extra services are 
not welcome at BCS was still prevalent as late as 2017.   

We are also including a few parent declarations that were previously submitted to the Santa 
Clara Superior Court in 2012 in connection with the cross-complaint that LASD filed to seek 
judicial examination of BCS discrimination.13 These incidents were never examined, nor was 
there any discovery conducted in that case as to how many other such incidents like these had 
occurred because BCS litigated vigorously to try to block the case from proceeding, and after it 
lost in all of its blocking efforts, BCS settled the case.  Regardless of the outcome of that 
litigation, the declarations should have triggered a thorough review by BCS and its authorizer.  

Although these declarations are now dated and likely represent a small fraction of the number of 
actual incidents, the declarations show that this BCS misbehavior has been occurring over a 
long period of time.  And as a result, the cumulative effect of everything that BCS has done for 
over 15 years to encourage certain groups to enroll and discourage others has created a 
situation that is now all but automatically self-effectuating, as recently evidenced by Ms. Biggs’ 
email.  BCS could do nothing more and be simply “neutral” in its practices and skewed 
enrollment would continue because it now has become “baked in” to the LASD community.  
Only clear and firm corrective action by the County can reverse the cumulative and corrosive 
effect of 15 plus years of “skimming.”   

  

                                                
13 See these declarations in Attachment D.  The declaration submitted by Laurie and G. Michael Uhler 
personally recounts the experience of a family who enrolled their kindergarten student in BCS in 2007-
2008 school year for the charter school’s “small class sizes, the individualized lesson plans, nurturing 
environment and breadth of program,” but ended up with a far from nurturing environment and a teacher 
and administration far from willing to accommodate their daughter with a lesson plan that fit her needs.  
The declaration submitted by Rita Estrada Rosenfeld recounts the experience of a mother applying to and 
trying to enroll her autistic son in BCS for its junior high program for the 2012/2013 school year.   
Ms. Rosenfeld’s son won a spot in the lottery, but when she informed BCS her son was autistic, BCS 
administrators told her that Blach (an LASD school) had an excellent Special Day Class program and 
questioned why she wasn’t placing her son there.  BCS continued to emphasize it is required to accept 
her son, but could not mainstream her son like she wanted (because prior experience had shown a 
student and an aide were too disconnected from the class).  BCS further suggested that if her son joined 
the charter school, he would be isolated in a Special Day Class by himself.  That same administrator 
stated that children with the same needs as her son have started at BCS, but have always returned to 
LASD because the district has a better program and that her son would be “taking a spot from a student 
who would potentially attend the school.” 



4. CONCLUSION

LASD is grateful for the County’s response to us and for its direction to ECS to suspend the
Bullis-Purissima Elementary School attendance area preference. Furthermore, we are glad BCS
responded by temporarily doing just that for the upcoming 2020/21 school year. However, as
stated, this is just a start. This suspension must be made permanent for all grades and BCS
must develop an updated comprehensive plan designed to ensure a student population that
mirrors the student demographics within the LASD boundaries that involve a transparent lottery
conducted by S000E staff to ensure 505 does not discriminate against low socioeconomic
students, English Language Learners, moderate to severe special needs students and other
underrepresented students.

We look forward to receiving your response.

Respectfully,

Jesicapeiser
President, Board of Trustees
Los Altos School District

Brya ohnson
Vice President, Board of Trustees
Los Altos School District

Vaishali Sirkay
Clerk, Board of Trustees
Los Altos School District

Vladimir lvanoviO
Member, Board of Trustees
Los Altos School District

Member,BoardofTr st es
Los Altos School Dist t

cc: Gavin Newsom, California Governor
Xavier Becerra, California Attorney General
Tony Thurmond, California Superintendent of Schools
Linda Darling-Hammond, President of California State Board of Education
Jerry Hill, California State Senator, I 3th District
Marc Berman, California State Assembly, 24th District
Connie Leyva, Chair of California State Senate Education Committee
Patrick O’Donnell, Chair of California State Assembly Education Committee

10



ATTACHMENT A 





ATTACHMENT B 







ATTACHMENT C 



10/21/2019 Letter to LASD on 10/2: experiences with discrimination a... - Jessica Speiser

https://mail.losaltos.k12.ca.us/owa/#viewmodel=ReadMessageItem&ItemID=AAMkADY4ODIxNTFkLWE3NjQtNGMwYS1iOTBjLTkxZGM1OTRkOTM4ZgBG… 1/1

Letter to LASD on 10/2: experiences with discrimination at Bullis Charter

Hello Ms. Dewan,

I read with interest your letter responding to the LASD trustees.  In it, you stated you need proof and examples of actual discrimination.  If I may,

I'd like to state my experience.

My oldest child has an IEP for speech. We're not ashamed of it in any way, and it's not as serious as many other special needs, but it's his private

information and not mine to share without his consent. I asked him if I could write this letter, and he agreed because it served a good purpose.

But if the need for this letter had not come up, it was certainly is not the business of anyone except those involved in his care.

Until 2012, BCS asked, on their application form for the lottery, if the child had an IEP.  This  undoubtedly dissuaded parents from applying.  To

apply to this school, I have to make my child's IEP status known to everyone doing the registration, drawing, trustees...??? This question was

removed shortly before my oldest child started school, but I had heard about it - and how it was there for seven years before being removed -

and it put a big black X over BCS immediately.  A school that thought it reasonable to ask for that information and, essentially, single out special

needs kids right from the start, was not anywhere I wanted to send my son. 

This may seem only a minor thing, but what consistently frustrates me in discussions about BCS is that the totality of these "minor things" is how

their population ends up so skewed.  I would like you to request that BCS prove how they have conducted outreach to underserved

populations.  The neutrality of the lottery means nothing if people aren't putting in their applications for discriminatory reasons.  I know you

aren't trading on rumours, but it was said BCS put up flyers at Wal-Mart and in laundromats to try to reach low-income populations.  This is

offensive beyond words, if true.  And so, you have special needs parents staying away, low-income families staying away or unreached and

unaware, and so the drawing can be as random and transparent as they like, but they are not drawing from the full pool of people that do

attend LASD. 

Thank you for your time and attention to this letter.  I know it may not be 'hard facts' but discrimination rarely trades in such; it is sneaky,

insidious, entrenched, and needs to be carefully parsed and brought to light.  I believe you and your office do know that, and I urge you to

consider your requests for evidence with that in mind.

Yours,

Alison Biggs

Santa Rita parent of 2

Alison Gardner Biggs <abiggs@gmail.com>

Thu 10/17/2019 10:00 PM

To:MaryAnn_Dewan@sccoe.org <MaryAnn_Dewan@sccoe.org>;

Cc:Trustees <Trustees@lasdschools.org>;
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DR. DEWAN’S RESPONSE TO 
LOS ALTOS SCHOOL DISTRICT’S LETTER 

DATED SEPTEMBER 10, 2019 
















