Board of Directors

Edith B. Cassidy
Chairwoman and Secretary
Peter H. Roberge
Freasurer
Margie Powell
intmediate Past Chair

Pastor Anthony Bennett
Stanley Bernard

Marta Calderdn

Nekita Carroli-Haii

" Gina Dunston-Boone, M.D.
Mary E. Eady

Victoria Fenwick-Dicks
Robert Francis

Linda Goldenberg

Marcy Hardt

Frances Haynes-Lockley
Jack Hickey-Williams
Margaret Hiller

Aleiandra Holway-Behrends
jane M. Horton

Peter Hurst

Hernan llhingworth

Pastor Tyrone P, Jones, IV
Brian J. Langdon

Ana Lishoa-Planas

Karen Mcintosh

Nadine K. Nevins

Frances Newby

Janice Park

Alonda T. Powell

Lynne Raymond

Zoraida Reyes

Rev. Dr. Brian Schofield-Bodt
Rae A. Sharp

Gina LeVon Simpson
Ludwig Spinelli

Helen B. Wasserman
Scott K, Wilderman
Katherine S. Yacavone

Marityn Ondrasik
Executive Director

Barbara Edinberg
Assistant Director

e & & & & & & & & 9 &

Mobilizing for Children

TESTIMONY
before
GENERAL ASSEMBLY EDUCATION COMMITTEE

Monday, March 10, 2008

2470 Fairficld Avenue, Bridgeport, CT 06605 « (203) 549-0075 = Fax (203) 549-0203
www.bcacct.org



Greetings, Chairmen and Members of the Education Committee. We appreciate the
opportunity to testify before you today. My name is Marilyn Ondrasik and I am the Executive Director
of the Bridgeport Child Advocacy Coalition (BCAC), a coalition of 80 nonprofits, churches and
community and civic organizations in the greater Bridgeport region.

My testimony today will focus in two areas: The inadequacy of the ECS increase for 2008-
09 and changes that will make the ECS formula stronger and update it to the 21% century and
the students in our public schools.

We urge the General Assembly to approve an important change in the ECS formula this year
focusing on ELL students, or students from homes in which English is not spoken. These are fruly the
“lost students” of Connecticut.

Here is why this change is so important. In Bridgeport public schools, there are 70 different
languages spoken because Bridgeport is a refugee resettlement center. Connecticut’s other urban
school districts also have ELL students as a significant percentage of their studer;t enroliment. In
Hartford, ELL students make up nearly half of the student enrollment.

Attached to my testimony are bar charts showing how ELL students score on CMT tests
compared to poor students and special education students, the three urban district student
demographics.

1 think you will be very, very surptised to see the differences in how poor students, ELL
students and special education students score on the CMTs. ELL student test scores are much, much,
lower than those of poor students, scoring only about a third to half as high as poor students in math.
In reading, Connecticut ELL student CMT scores are the same or even less than the scores for students
receiving special education services.

Yet the BCS formula weights poor students at 33% and ELL students at 10%. Based on the
state’s own data on average test scores for poor and ELL students across the state, ELL student

weighting should be 87-95% weighting.
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This weighting would go a long way to helping urban school districts improve educational
outcomes. Everyone applauds charter schools for their high test scores for urban students. Well, what
you may not know is that the charter schools iﬁ our three largest cities do nor educate ELL students. In
Bridgeport, ELL students make up 40% of the student body, but last year at New Beginnings and Park
City Prep charter schools, there were no ELL students. In Hartford, ELL students make up 46% of the
student body, but there were no ELL students in Jumoke charter school last year. And in New Haven,
where ELL students make up 29% of the student body, there were no ELL students in Amistad and
Elm City Prep charter schools last year. While some of these charter schools have had a very small
percentage of ELL students in earlier years, they have been reducing their percentage of ELL and
special ed students over the years.

The fundamental flaw in how our state has allowed charter schools to organize themselves is
that many of the charter schools considered high performing do not educate a representatives group of
students from the urban school district in which they are located, but educate only the highest'
performing urban students.

And because the urban district charter schools do not educate ELL students, ELL students
hecome more and more concentrated in our city’s public schools. And their test scores are very low
because English is not their home language. To help our urban districts address the chailenges of
educating ELL students, we urge you to make this change in the ECS formula this year.

| I think there is broad recognition, including by the Governor, that the Bridgeport schools have
been most impacted by inequities in ECS funding. The Bridgeport schools have made $24 million in
cuts over the last 4 years. Our Board of Education’s proposed budget for 2008-09 calls for an increase
of $14 million: $8.2 million to pay for contractual increases, health benefits increase and higher
energy costs and inflation; $2.2 million to pay the added costs just to open the four new schools that

have been a long time coming; and $3.6 million to pay for critical needs to repair Bridgeport’s
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crumbling schools, hire 2 security guards, 2 social workers and 2 guidance counselors to help make our
schools safe, create a state mandated in-school suspension program to accommodate more than 12,000
suspensions a year, and hire the additional 3 administrators State Education Department wants the
Bridgeport school district to hire so they can work more closely with Bridgeport’s failing schools.

Yet, the new ECS funding will provide only $5.6 million of the $14 million needed. What
should be cut? How does a district make these choices? The 3 new administrators that State Ed wants
— or heat the schools —~ or repair our crumbling schools — or make our schools safe — or comply with the
new in-school suspension law? That is what we are facing in Bridgeport without additional state
funding.

Lastly, we support restoration of the Farly Reading Success Program. We support a special
program to help districts implement the new in-school suspension law. And we support more funding
to State Educa’tién Department’s Accountability Fund that can be used to go back to the districts where
the State Department of Education is asking school districts to hire more staff or spend more money —
that they don’t have.

We also support HB 5824, HB 5826, and SB 646, and we believe that if charter schools are to
get more funding, they should be required to educate a microcosm of their home urban school district
' stuéents, including appropriate percentages of ELL and special education students.

Thank you for the opportunity to present testimony today.
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BRIDGEPORT ‘CH‘ILD ADVOCACY COALITION

K-12 Students from Homes in Which English Is Not Spoken
2006-07 School Year

School District Percentage of K-12 ELL Students

Hartford 45.7%
New Britain 43.7%
Bridgeport 39.7%
Danbury 36.5%
Norwalk 32.3%
Stamford 36.1%
New Haven 28.9%
Windham 29.0%
Meriden 28.6%
New London 23.5%

IMPACT ON CMT TEST SCORES IN READING AND MATH
Grades 4,6 and 8

READING: 54-63% of Poor Students Score at Proficient Level
16-18% of Poor and ELL Students Meet Proficiency

MATH: 69-74% of Poor Students Score at Proficient Level
34-49% of Poor and ELL Students Meet Proficiency

Source: State Department of Education (SDE), 2006-07 School Profiles
hitp:/ www.csde state.ct.us/public/der/ssp/dist0607/district. him Rev, 2/08




Bridgeport Child Advocacy Coalition
Proposed Education Budget for the 2008-09 School Year*

Total Requested Education Budget = $220.5 Million
Increase from 2007-08 = $14.0 Million or 7%

New State Education Funding = $ 5.6 Million*

* 1.4 million in new BCS money withheld by State Department of Education for Accountability Grant

$8.2 Million Dollars Needed Just tec Maintain Status Quo/Nothing New

Budget Item Amount Requested
Contractual Increases $ 3.8 million
Health Benefits Increase 1.4 million
Inflation Increases at 1.5% (Supplies, Utilities) 3.0 million

$ 2.2 Million Dollars Needed to Open New Schools

Budget Item Amount Requested

Staffing, Utilities, Maintenance, Transportation

Costs Needed to Open 3 New Schools § 1.6 million

Staffing and Transportation Costs to Implement

Redistricting as a Result of Opening New Schools -6 million

$ 3.6 Million Dollars Needed to Meet Pressing Needs

Budget Item Amount Requested

New In-Schooel Suspension Program - Salaries for

25 Paraprofessionals $ .6 million

3 Administrators at State’s Encouragement to Provide

Instructional Leadership to Bridgeport’s 19 Failing Schools -3 million

Other Critical Staff and Supply/Equipment Needs:
- 2 Security Guards - 2 Social Workers
- 2 Quidance Counselors - 4 Support Staff
- 8 Custodians/Maintenance Personnel for Deferred
Maintenance
- Related supplies and equipment

2.0 million

Increases in Art, Music, Library, PE to Create Equity Across -
.7 million
All Schools

NOTE: Finance Committee of the Bridgeport Board of Education voted to approve proposed education
budget March 6, 2008, Full Board of Education is expected to vote March 10, 2008.




