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One California school district has a 17-year history
of success with offering alternativc programs.

of the Arst dme in many dec-
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nors, state school superinendents,
winess leaders, and many parents
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& s competidon among  schoods

healthy? Is it Rir?

® Will it jeopardize ethnic amd ra-

cial balance?

® Will it give parcnts a sense of

oemership?

® Wil it make rich schools bemer

and poor schools worse?

® Will it advance the cause of edu:

cational excellence?

& Will t cost more money?

Being bold prognosticators, we
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these questions is . . . maybe! We can'l

give definidve answers, but we can

ched light on these questions by re-
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school district of Lagunicas.

Parent Choice
Works for Us

Choice in Lagnnitas e adjoining campuses, locawed in a
School District semi-rural valley in Marin County just
Lagunitas School District 5 2 K-8 of 5an Francisco. While rela-
school districn with 320 students on | dvely homogeneous in racial and eth-
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tes and those who think a larger
school beter meets their needs have
rransferred their children out. B
other parenss have heard sbout the
offerings in Lagunias and have wans-
ferred in, and now the “halance of
mrade” s almost even. Perhaps

What We Have Learned
In 17 years, we have leamed many
chodces
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resources are inadequate, competiton the school system, administracors and
for what is available can sometimes be board members must bend over back-

overly vigorous and counterproduciive. ward 0 avoid favoritism, especially in
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volves community members, profes-
PH] sional staff, and students in the

decision-making process of educa-
tonal planning It incorporates
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needs assessment, and examining

KAPPA e
Edueational Planning Model £12.75

{includes four program manuals)

"EDUCATIONAL
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