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SAN JOAQUIN SECTION LESN‘T REST
AFTER HOSTING MONTEREY CONFERENCE

Greetings from San Joaquin section
- "Raisin capitol of the world" also
FOG!"! Our fall State Conference
in Monterey seems to have been
a big success, though we didn't get
quite the number of people we'd
liked. Because we had to schedule
the conference on Tues. thru Thurs.,
some folks, as I was told, weren't
able to get away for the first part
of the week. But, that's the breaks,
I guess. However, for your future
reference and planning, we've already
"booked" the Monterey Beach Hotel
for the next Section hosted State
Conference - | believe fall '89; and
get this, folks - same rates as '87:
and it will be Wed. thru Fri.

AL BAUM

San Joaquin

Section President We've planned our "Nitty-Gritty

II" Section workshop/mini-conference for Feb. 5 in Hollister. The

theme will be "Alternative Ed Innovations” and "Building Self-Esteem"

for secondary students, an area underemphasized and key area of

involvement for CWA peonle. We've lined up Roger Crawford for
keynote speaker: he's going to present, "Follow Your Dream".

We currently have 58 members, the highest we've ever had, plus
seven retired and/or honorary life members - grand total of 65%‘(
the membership plaque were awarded on a per-cent/proportional
basis (I don't think it is - it should be'!!), our Section would blow every-
one else out of the water. Then again, we don't need to compete;
we already know the San Joaquin Section is "#1".

Well, hope everyone had a delightful time at Monterey, and, that
vou all had a most joyous holiday season. Looking forward to "Nitty-
Gritty II" in February. Last, but not least: Thanks, Jake (Colburn)
for your hard work on the Fall Conference; and & special thanks to
Arnold (Hedlund), Sam (Vaughn) and Helen (Perry) - you guys were
super. Until next time, my thought for the day: "We can easily for-
give a child who is afraid of the dark. The real tragedy of life is
when men are afraid of the light.”

DELTA SIERRA PLANS SEVERAL
CONFERENCES

The Delta-Sierra section is busy
preparing to host the spring confer-
ence April 27-29 in Sacramento.
The theme for the conference to
be held at the Woodlake Inn is
"California 2000 - Preparing for
the Future." The section is pleased
to have tentative agreements with
the Reverend Cecil Williams of
San Francisco and Honorable Cruz
Reynoso, former state Supreme
Court Justice as keynote speakers.

On September 30, the section had

its fall workshop with a turnout
i ; of 70 people. Workshop topics
JESSE ORTIZ included student immigrant issues,

effective schools, creating positive
school climate, along with a lunch
keynote speaker on leadership. All

Delta Sierra
Section President

seem to enjoy the workshop.
A general session meeting with a luncheon speaker has been scheduled

for Thursday, March 24th. The meeting is tentatively scheduled for
the Golden Acorn in Galt.

SOUTHERN =ECTION STRESSES
MEMBERSHIP

Well, Well, Well!! Did | say some-
thing that touched a raw nerve in
the other sections about membership?
You know, at the Fall Conference,
(by the way, an excellent conference
and one the San Joaquin Section
can be proud of), I just did not have
the heart to let the other sections
know of our membership drive. The
Southern Section just wanted to
let the other sections know what
it feels like to be #1 - even if it
is just for a little while. Had we
jumped out in the lead from the
beginning we would have discouraged
the other sections from even trying.

MICHAEL JIMENEZ To tell you the truth the real reason
Southern Section southern section did not show well
President

was because of all the paperwork
involved with processing all the memberships we have received.
Southern section will seriously have to think of creating a Treasurer-
elect position just to handle the membership - enough of our problems.
Now for some good news, our conference is all set for January 29.
All interested in coming down to partake in the nice sunshine and
good weather, the conference will be held at the Holiday Inn (Gateway
Plaza) in La Mirada.

The Conference will feature Ron Stephens, Director of National School
Safety Center, Ken Johnson, Author of "Crisis on Campus" Jack
Dugen, Director, Crime Prevention Center, Fern Williams, Director,
Attendance, Health and Safety Education "Aids", and Dr. Bettie B.
Youngs, Author of "Helping your Teenager Deal with Stress”.

In closing the Southern Section would like to wish all the sections
& Merry Christmas and Happy New Year and maybe, just maybe,
"Congratulations" at the Spring Conference.......

BAY SECTION IS ACTIVE

Hope you all had Happy Holidays!
The Bay Section had & luncheon
meeting at the Fremont Hilton Hotel
on December 4, 1987 to celebrate
the Holiday season and to begin
work on the Fall Conference
Selection for 1988. The Executive
Board will be visiting the San
Francisco Hilton and Westin Hotels
next week and will select a site
after those visits. Bay Section has
voted to provide a $500.00 scholar-
ship to a graduating alternative
education student who wishes to
further his/her education. Fred
Dillemeuth from Fremont Unified
is the chair of the committee and
will be sending out applications
to all Bay members for dissemination.
Our next working meeting is
scheduled for February 26, 1988 in Hayward. Membership is up to
82! Come on Bay Section only 18 more members and we will reach
our goal of 100 members for this year! Thanks for all the hard work
and those who have recruited new members. | saw many of our
CASCWA members at the School/Law Cadre meeting at Asilomar
last week including our state President, Francis, Lee, Al, Mike ( who
says he is above us in membership now) so we are well represented
in the CADRE.

Bay Section President

THE UNSUNG HEROES. That should read "heroines" for that's what
they are. This scandal sheet was put together through efforts of Verna
Growdon who took almost all the pictures; Diana Baisa who did do
all the typing and "Helen" of the Fresno County Schools office and
her staff who did the printing in their very excellent graphics shop.
Mary Torosian of the Fresno Students Services office interpreted and
made necessary calls and the Student Services office staff who were
patient while your editor hid in his office and worked on the thing.
Thanks to all from CASCWA.
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MORE MONTEREY

win

ROW L: Lucky Baltierrs talks of Positive Behavior Systems: Paula Key, Financial Planning; Tom DeLaTorre, "Here's Looking at You, 2000"; Cocktail Hour. ROW 2: Al Baum and
Arnold Hedlund at registration table; Monterey's Mayor welcomes us; Hedlund speaks on the D.A. Mediation Project; Merrie Yargo. ROW 3: CASCWA's Board in action; Monterey's
County School superintendent; Dr. Mile Wilson; CASCWA Board again. ROW 4: Francis and Rich, Shayla Lever, C.A.R.E; Del Royer; Colburn, Hedlund and Vaughn, organizers.

ROW 5: CASCWA's natural habitat for November; Sharon Williams; Bill Steltzner; Don Harris.




STATE SUPREME COURT RULES
TRUANTS MAY BE JAILED

Judges can use the power of contempt to jail school truants, the
state Supreme Court ruled Monday on & case appealed from Fresno.

In a 5-2 decision, the court held that although California law
prohibits the incarceration of truants, there is no express legal prohibi-
tion against & judge using the power of contempt when a habitual truant
violates a judge's orders.

Part of the precedent-setting ruling. however, demands that judges
reach four specific conclusions before finding & truant in contempt.
The attorneyv's who argued the case see that requirement as an attempt
to guard against the widespread use of jail as an enforcement tool
for school officials.

The case began in 1984 with Michael G., who was 15 and enrolled
in a Sequoia Freshman School program for truants.

After being made a ward of the Fresno County Juvenile Court
as a habitual truant, the boy still refused to go to school. Judge William
H. Sanderson ordered the boy to perform community service work
and to attend school regularly.

Michael continued to miss school.

Ultimately, the judge ordered that he be placed in Juvenile Hall
over the weekend, but be kept separate from criminal juvenle offenders.

Sanderson stayed the sentence. however, to Zive the boy's attorney
time to appeal. Sanderson said then that he hoped a higher court would
decide whether judges had the teeth to enforce rulings on truancy
cases, "... if it is determined that contempt proceedings or sanctions
cannot be imposed and that the court cannot enforce its orders, then
I certainly think that it's high time that the court got out of the truancy
business..." he stated. "Certainly nothing is to be gained by the courts
sitting here and pronouncing meaningless orders."

The 5th District Court of Appeal in Fresno upheld the judge's
decision in June 1985, and the Supreme Court later agreed 1o review
the case.

Ken Hahus, the Fresno County deputy district attorney who argued
in opposition to Villareal, said Monday that the court system can now
take a stronger hand in dealing with truants.

"Judges were reluctant to even get involved in truancy cases and
now they don't have to be,” he said. "Before if the kid called the judge's
bluff. he would find out the judge was made of clay."

Writing for the majority, Justice John Arguelles said the court
was able to decide the case without getting into a tough constitutional
issue: the Legislature's power to limit the judicial branch's right to
cite for contempt.

The high court found that legislative limitations on jailing truants
did not specifically address contempt citations. Witheut such a
mandate, Arguelles wrote, the majority decided to pattern its ruling
after one by the Wisconsin Supreme Court.

There, and now in this state, Juvenile Court judges must make
the following findings before holding a truant in contempt: that the
juvenile understand the order and be given sufficient time to comply;
that the violation of the order is egregious; that alternatives to incar-
ceration were considered and rejected as ineffective, and that confine-
ment be apart from juvenile criminals.

SEARCH AND SEIZURE QUESTIONS

The issue of search and seizure in the public schools presents some
troublesome problems for both school authorities and law enforcement
officials. The recent Supreme Court case of New Jersey v. T.L.O.,
although it provided a new standard for use in public school search
and seizure, left many questions unanswered. Search and Seizure
in the Public Schools, by Lawrence Rossow, is designed to provide
an understanding of .this case and its implications, and to suggest

(6/2/87).

THE GOURTS

practical ways of applying search and seizure law to situations in
the school setting.

The fourth amendment to the Constitution states that "The right
of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects,
against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated..."
The main problem for courts, writes Rossow, has been determining
the definition of "reasonable.” The Supreme Court has ruled that
warrantless searches are per se violative of the fourth amendment,
unless: 1) the person to be searched consents; 2) an emergency situation
exists where taking time to get a search warrant would eliminate
the chances of obtaining evidence; 3) a valid arrest has been made
and the search is part of the arrest; 4) the search or seizure is
necessary for the safety of the searcher.

The author points out that, until recently, the courts were split on
the question of whether the fourth amendment applied to students
at all. This question was clarified in the case of New Jersey v. T.L.O.
The state had argued that the fourth amendment did not apply to
students because of the doctrine of in loco parentis; that is, the
schools act "in place of parents" and have the same authority. The
Supreme Court rejected this argument and maintained that school
authorities are state officials, not stand-ins for parents; therefore,
students enjoy the protection of the fourth amendment and related
rights to privacy. However, in an attempt to strike & balance between
the student's privacy rights and the school's interest in maintaining
order, the Court proposed the reasonableness standard. This states
that school officials are not held to the same standard as police
officers; they do not need to obtain a warrant. The reasonableness
of their search is determined through a two-part analytical device:
First, was the search justified at its inception — was it based on a
reasonable suspicion? Second, was the search reasonable in scope
— in other words, was the search more intrusive that it had to be?

The author proposes a formula called TIPS to help school officials
keep all the variables in mind when assessing whether a search is
reasonable:

*The Thing after which the searcher is seeking;

*The sufficiency of the Information or Informant which lead
the searcher to believe a search was necessary;

*The Place or Persons of the search (i.e., locker, car, or
person);

*The measures used in the actual Search.

HERE’S A SUPPORTIVE SEARCH
AND SEIZURE RULING

Frederick M.B. was arrested by a school police officer who observed
Frederick making an apparent exchange of money with another student
in a high crime area of the campus where drug transactions had
previously been consummated. The school security officer questioned
Frederick about his activities. Frederick refused to accompany him
to the Principal's Office and attempted to walk away from the Officer
on two occasions. Ultimately, the Officer wrestled Frederick to
the ground and then discovered marijuana, cocaine and a pistol. Even
though the other student testified that Frederick had given him 50
cents for bus fare, the trial court upheld Frederick's conviction and
determined the search to be reasonable.

In attacking his conviction, Frederick argued that the school security
guard was a Police Officer and that his actions were therefore subject
to the probable cause standard of the Fourth Amendment. The Court
went out of its way to render no opinion regarding whether searches
by school Police Officers requires probable cause and instead upheld
the school security guard's actions by construing them as & detention,
requiring only reasonable suspension.

The Court also held that the "high crime area" factor is important
in establishing the reasonableness of an Officers actions, especially
in light of California's recently adopted Constitutional Safe School
Guaranty. (Cal. Const, Art. 1, Section 28).

In essence, the Court upheld the search as consistent with the recent
United States Supreme Court's ruling in New Jersey vs. TLO that
school searches need only be justified based on & reasonableness
standard. See: In Re Matter of Frederick M.B. (1987) 87 DAR 2658
















