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Re: Possible Legislative Action Regnrdinh Eastview
i DGSI PI'. Toibin: . '

_ This letter follows up recent discussions regarding a bill that Assemblywoman Kamette may
| introduce proposing ﬁhe transfer of the Eastview area of Lios Angeles Unified School District to
. Palos Verdes Pemnsula Unified School District.  As have not seen any proposed bill
' language, L.A. Unified has not yet taken any official position on this proposed transfer. If sucha
bﬂl is m'aoduoed, however, staff anticipates asking the L.A. Unified Board of Educatwn to take a
posmon opposing thls proposed transfer of ternitory.

As we discussed, L.A Unified staff behevcs that the optional attefidance plan best serves

the needs ofﬁamxhcs;nthc Eastview area. Under the currdnt optional attendance plan, parents or

guardxans in the area are given an opportunity 10 choose either the nclg.hborhood L.A. Unified

. school for their children or send their children to a PVP|Unified school We are aware of no
. difficulties with this gurrent system and understand that Unified considers students from the
, Eastview ares to be fill members of their respective schoo communities. ]

Any proposed transfer of the Eastview area would raisc gmﬁcant conccms for L.A. Unified.
i Presently, there are two schools in this area, Dodson apd Crestwood Street, ‘which serve the
. neighborhood and are potential “receiver” schools for's of our travehng student programs.
. Should these facilities be a part of a trausfer to PVP Unified, L.A. Umﬁedwouldexpccttobc
. made whole for the lost of these important assets. ‘We do not have current information. on the
. vahie of these schouls '

| We understand that' there has been some discussion of proposing a tdntonal ransfer of the
. Eastview area without the Dodson and Crestwood S$treet schools,! possibly by drawing
. boundaries around these two facilities. L.A. Unified would not support such a transfer.
. First of all, placing neighborhood schools in one school di
" area to another would force students in the area to travel
: district permit to attend the L.A. Unified school. The
E to choose to send their children to nc1ghborhood sc:hools

school ~ unléss they sought an inter-
system, conversely, allows parents
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Addlnonally, as you may be aware, L.A. Unified has obtained voter approval for four fam]mcs.

" bond 1 INCASUres, supported through the payment of prop taxes, We belicve any dxscusswn of
tmnsfer of territory, in Eastview or elsewhere, would |also require discussion of how thc
habﬂmes for these bopﬂ measures would be allocated between the school d15tnc1s

: Finally, L.A. Umﬁcd belicves that the appropriate vehicle for temtonFl transfe:rs is already
: established in the reorganization of school district statutes. These stafirtes roquire a petition
- process under which ;proponcnts of a change in territory

the equitebie dlstnhunon of resources and liabilities betwee

Bducahon would support any legislative action that circumvents this already; established process
. for the. rcorgamzanon of school districts. . A

‘I'hankyou for shanngPVP Unified’s concerns about the astview area. Wc believe the mmt
| optional attendance system to be the most beneficial for families in the Eastwcw area ami look
3 forward to continued poopm‘anon between our school das v

e Plcase call me if youlhavc any questions. Vo




