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Student Dialog

+ How many of you GOT into ALL ofi the
courses that you wanted when you went
to register?

¢ IHow' many. of you got SOME off the
COUrses that you wanted?

¢ How many: ofif you were UNABLEE OrGEl}
ANY Of the colrses that you Wantea?



Magnitude of Impact on Stuc

ents

¢ CA Community Colleges
cut by 12% since 2008-09

nave been

— The CA community college system is the
largest system of higher education In the

world

¢ Serves more than 2.6 million students

annualiy

¢ Educates 25%) off community: college

StUudents nationwide

— ERroliment nas dropped! by over 500,000 at

al time o increased demand

Source:California Community Colleges Chancellor’s Office
http://californiacommunitycolleges.cccco.edu/policyinaction/keyfacts.aspx



Overview

¢ Community colleges are funded primarily by the
state

¢ State revenues have declined sharply in the past
S YEears

= Cabrille has already, lest abeut ene Inf eight
dollars

¢ I Prop 30 does not pass;, community: colleges
willFbe cut ant additional 7. 5% the Impact on
Caprillerwould berdevastating

“INOTE: Figuresiin this presentation are based
ol estimates as off 8/20)/12



State Taxpayers Provide a Majority (60%) of
Funding for CCs

figmre 1 | The California Community Colleges depend largely on the state's general fund
and local property taxes

Sources of funding and their relative contribution in 2010-11

rm"?{"

4%

Note: The percentages displayed above are estimates, and the proportions vary slightly from year to year.

Data: Cavironxia CoMMuniTY COLLRGES CRANRCRLLORS OFpFICE, LECISLATIVE ANALYST S OFFICE EpSounce 3/11




Community Colleges Funded
Primarily by Taxes

¢ Even with fee increases to $46 a
unit, student fees cover a small
portion of a community: college
education.



State General Fund Revenues

Sources of General Fund Revenues
FY 2010-11

Source: State Controller's Office



Education Accounts for Over 50% of
Proposed 2012-13 Spending

Labor and Workforce ——__ K-12 Education
Development 41.3%
0'5%".
Legisiative, Judicial, and_
Executive Yo
2.8%
Natural Resources

2.0% \

State and Consumer Services___ -
0.7%

Pr SIS FATFFF s oormem s
s

= _ Higher Education
Business,Tranmurtaﬁnn,and_-‘ ___—_ T g 10.1%

Housing
0.6% p
Corrections and Rehabilitation _*
9.4%
Environmental Protection _—
0.1%

General G|.'J'i"Er|"||'|'|e|'|t_ﬂ'llliI I Health and Human Services
3.9% 28.5%

2012-13 Proposed General Fund Expenditures = $92.6 Billion

MNote: Percentages do not sum due io rounding.
Source: Department of Finance

CALIFDRANIA BUDGET FROJEGT




State Revenues Fell Sharply Since the
Great Recession:

Figure REV-01
General Fund Revenues

%
o

= 2007-08 Governor's Budget Projection
== w1 7012-13 Actual’Workload General Fund Revenue
e o2 e®2012-13 Governor's Budget Forecast

Source:"Governor’'s Budget Summary 2012-13: Revenue Estimates.”

http://www.ebudget.ca.gov/pdf/BudgetSummary/RevenueEstimates.pd
f



2012-13 State Budget:
“Balanced” Solutions

How Does the Governor Propose To Balance the Budget?

Permanent Revenues —
2.4%
Other Actions —___
13.9%

Tempaorary Revenues
42.7%

™,

Spending Cuts
40.9%

Total 2011-12 and 2012-13 "Solutions" = $10.3 Billion

CALIFDAMIA BUDGET PROJECT E‘”Jurm: Dmm—nent Df Hnanr‘lE
| | 17
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Prop 30:
A Temporary ax Increase

¢ 85% of new revenue from a temporary.
Income tax on the wealthy.

— Increases the state income tax on top earners by
1-39% for 7 years

¢ Applies to individuals earning more than $250,000
— Increases; by 1% at 250K; 2 Y%, at 300K 3% at 500K

» Applies to couplesi earning more; than $500,000
— Increases by 1%, at 500K 2 Y at 600K: 35 at 1 mil

¢ 15% of new revenue from a temporary
sales tax of ¥4¢ for 4 years
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Why Tax the Wealthiest
Californians?

More Than One-Third of Total Income Gains Between
1987 and 2009 Went to the Top 1 Percent of California Taxpayers

Top 1 Percent
35.5%

Bottom 99 Percent
64.5%

Total Adjusted Gross Income Increased by $219.4 Billion, 1987 to 2009 (2009 Dollars)

Source: Franchise Tax Board
32




Lower-level incomes declined the
Most over the past 2 decades

Income, 1987 to 2009 (2009 Dollars)
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The Incomes of the Wealthy Increased Significantly Dver the
Past Two Decades, While Those of All Other Californians Declined

R _111%____________1_‘!'_8_%_________________________________________.______________________________
-19.5%
Bottom Fifth Second Fifth Middle Fifth Fourth Fifth Top Fifth Top 10 Percent  Top 1 Percent

Source: Franchise Tax Board
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The Governor’s Initiative \Would
Stabllize School Funding

¢ Prop 30 provides essential funding for
public education statewide:

- K-12

— Community: colleges

— Califiornia; State University
— University: of California
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If voters reject the measure, about $6
billion: I trigger cuts will kick 1n

Figure 3

2012-13 Spending Reductions if
Voters Reject Proposition 30

(In Millions)

Schools and community colleges
University of California

California State University

Department of Developmental Services

City police department grants
CalFire
DWR flood control programs
Local water safety patrol grants
Department of Fish and Game
Department of Parks and Recreation
DOJ law enforcement programs
Total $5,951

DWR = Department of Water Resources; DOJ = Department of
Justice.

Source: Legislative Analyst Office:
http://www.lao.ca.gov/ballot/2012/30_11_2012.aspx



Trigger Cuts to Education

¢ Public education would be cut an
additional $5.8 billion

¢ Cabrillo would face an
ADDITIONAL cut of an estimated
$3.5 million
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Cuts at Cabrillo

o Cabrillo is offering an estimated 400 fewer classes
this year than it was a few years ago.

¢ Course offerings have decreased by almost 10% in
JUSt the paSt tWO yea rS- (Source: Cabrillo’s response to the 2012 System-wide Budget Survey:

8/16/12)
¢ Ihe following proegrams have faced major impacts:
— Applied living| artsi: significantly’ impacted
— Archeological Tlechnology: significantly: impacted
— Aeronauticsi eliminated
— Journalismi: cut by 67%
— PE/AthIetics: cut by, 30%
— Real Estate: suspenaded
— Welding: cut by 35%
— Women's Studies
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In addition, the following programs
have cut sections (cont.)

Anthropology
Accounting

Art History.

Art Photegraphy
Art Studie
Astronemy.
Bielegy.
BUSINESS

® & & 6 O ¢ 0 o
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In addition, the following programs

® & ¢ ¢ 6 6 0 0 o

have cut sections (cont.)

CABT

Chemistry

Computer Science

Computer & Infiermation Systems
Communications Studies
Construction/Energy. Management
Criminalf Justice

DERce

Dentalt i ygiene
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In addition, the following programs
have cut sections (cont.)

¢ Digital Media

¢ ECE

¢ Econoemics

¢ Education

& Engineering llech
» English

& ESL

¥ Firenhecnnoelogy,
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In addition, the following programs
have cut sections (cont.)

¢ Geology/Oceanography/Environmental
Studies

Geography.
Health Science
HIStOIY.
Horticulture

SUman: SEerVices

® & & o6 o o

Mathematics
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In addition, the following programs
have cut sections (cont.)

MESA

Medicall Assisting
MUSIC

PRV/SIES

LiDrary.
Meteorology
Philesephy
PoliticalFSEIence

® & 6 6 O O o o
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In addition, the following programs
have cut sections (cont.)

Psychology.
Reading
Sociology.
heatre Arts
Wiriting Center
WorlarCanglages

® & 6 O o o
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Only a few programs have
NOT been cut

IN the past few years

¢ Engineering
¢ Nursing
¢ Radielogic fechnoelogy.

NOTE:
100% of courses in these programs
are required for their majors.
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Services
Cuts In services Include:

Admissions & Records

Children’s Center

Disabled Students Programs and Services
Financial Aid

Division Offices

Library

Math' Learning Center

Infiormation Tlechnology.
Laboratory: Instructionall Assistants
Progrram Specialists

Student employment

Student affairs

Wiiting Center

lWumantReseukRees; Facilities; Duplications;: PUrChiasing); BUSIRESS
Senvices; Custodial Services

Roughly: 95 pesitions equal te 46 full=time classified positions—

have been eliminated or' reduced! since; 2007-08.
Source: CabrillorClassified Employee Union
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Cuts In Services Result In:

¢

¢

Longer wait times/reduced hours
for most services

LLess staff available to help with
WebAdviser and financial aid

Reduced/impacted counseling and
student support Services

FEWEr academic SUPPOIt SEFVICES
(Wiritingr Center, Math Learaing
Eenter, huterials) eteh)
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Cabrillo without Prop 30

+» Without the additional revenue from Prop
30, Cabrillo would face ant ADDITIONAL
cut of 7.3%. This reduction| is equivalent

to:

— Losing space for' 780 fiull-time students
— CUtting one In thirteen classes

— Eliminating| five averade-siZzed programs
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Cabrillo with Prop 30

¢ No additional cuts (although cabrillo is still catching up
with major cuts last year)

¢ Cabrillorwoeuld be paid some ofi the money.
owed by the state

¢ Enrolliment restoration funding woeuld be
provided to) Increase classes available and
students served
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What About Prop 3872

¢ Prop 38 would fund ECE and
K-12 by raising the income tax
on most Califernians: (earners; of
$7,316 or more).

o Nong off the funds raised: by,
Prop: 368 would ge: ter Righer
education

29



What Happens if Voters Approve Both
Proposition 30 and Proposition 387

¢ The Constitution specifies that the
provisions of the measure receiving
more “yes” votes prevail.

¢ There will, most likely, be legal
challenges.
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YOU DECIDE

Prop 30 will have a direct impact on student
opportunities for higher education (and ALL public
education).

What it looks! like on the ballot:

Proposition: S0 iempoerary liaxesi ter FUnd ECUCatIonN:
GlaranteedtocallPubiic Saety EURCING IRIBaEVE
EoRSHEUEeRaINATERGRIERNT

REGISTER O VOTE By October 22, 2012

— Pistribute; Veter registration caras (avallaple fior facuity,
to) pick: Up! IR the mailreem)
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http://vig.cdn.sos.ca.gov/2012/general/pdf/30-title-summ-analysis.pdf
http://vig.cdn.sos.ca.gov/2012/general/pdf/30-title-summ-analysis.pdf
http://vig.cdn.sos.ca.gov/2012/general/pdf/30-title-summ-analysis.pdf
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Sources (and Resources)

California Budget Project: http://www.cbp.oray/

California Community Colleges Chancellor’s Office:
Rttps//WWW. CCCCO.EdU/.

Community College League: RtLp:/ / WWW.CCleadue.org
EdSource: REtps//WWW: EASOUIRCE. OKRaY.

LLegislative Analyst Office:
http://www.lao.ca.gov/ballot/2012/30 11 2012.aspx

ACCESS TIHIS PRESENTATION

CaprillorColieger Federation o IEaChEers:
plted//eeiteziorlllo.gre
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http://www.cbp.org/
http://www.cccco.edu/
http://www.ccleague.org/
http://www.edsource.org/
http://www.lao.ca.gov/ballot/2012/30_11_2012.aspx
http://ccftcabrillo.org/
http://ccftcabrillo.org/
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