
We have been deceived by the Loma Prieta School District 

$65,799.95 of our children’s money. 

Our taxpayer and donor dollars. 
We have been deceived and lied to by our local government. 

*Investigator Fees – Investigation into the events relating to the student walkout: $41,347 
*Legal Fees relating to advice concerning the student walkout: $24,452.95 

LIES.  Loma Prieta School District commissioned an investigation that has cost students, 
taxpayers, and donors tens of thousands of dollars to “help us learn from these challenges and 
develop a set of shared understandings to guide us going forward" (Board President Deana 
Arnold, 19 March, 2018).  Deana Arnold and the board of trustees have lied to us all – there was 
no intention to share anything with the community.  We demand the promised “shared 
understandings” that will “guide us going forward.” 
  
After spending so much public money on an investigation, there needs to be something to show 

for it.  It is naïve and foolish to think that there will not be future incidents of political 
campaigns seeking to leverage children to further their cause by disrupting school with political 

action on campus.  It is reckless to leave our school community without clear guidance 

going forward, especially after what ensued in March of 2018.  It is disrespectful to our 
taxpayers, donors, students, and other stakeholders to spend that much public money on 
purportedly looking for solutions to keep this from happening again, and to have absolutely 

nothing to show for it.  It is cowardly to avoid directly answering questions about what 
happened in March 2018 and how the district will handle the next one. 
  
  

Dear Superintendent Fraser, 

We are very glad to hear that on January 9th at 6:30pm you and the board of trustees plan to 
address the unresolved issues concerning the student walkout and how the district handled that 
and surrounding events.  We are also anxious to hear your plans to handle the next student 
walkout. 



You write that “there is a desire among some community members for more detail relative to 
lessons learned and/or policies that have been put in place to address student walkouts.” 
Unless we’ve missed something over the last almost two years, we haven’t heard ANY details 
whatsoever regarding these topics.  Your insinuation that you have already been forthcoming 
with information about this event seems like a con-job. 

So that leads to our first three general questions for the chat on January 9: 

1.       What did we miss?  What have you or the board already shared with the community 
regarding lessons learned and policies that have been put in place that specifically relate to 
student walkouts? 

2.       What were the lessons learned from the walkout debacle? 

3.       What policies have been put in place to directly address student walkouts? 

We do have some specific questions as well.  As taxpayers and donors who have foot the 

$65,799.95 bill for the investigative and legal services connected to this episode, we are 
confident that you will be able to provide direct answers to these simple questions: 

4. In March 2018, Superintendent Corey Kidwell altered the school bell schedule to 
accommodate the walkout.  Was this appropriate? Why or why not? 

5. When, how, and why will the district alter the bell schedule in the future to 
accommodate a particular political activity on campus? 

6. In March 2018, the student body was told by the superintendent that participating in 
the walkout would constitute a “class cut.”  But then countless students participated 
without any consequence whatsoever.  Was this appropriate?  Why or why not? 

7. What are the consequences – academically and disciplinarily – for cutting class and/or 
walking out of class?  Why was the section on cutting class deleted from the student 
handbook this year? 

8. Why have incidents of class cuts on campus been handled much more severely when 
not tied to the March 2018 walkout?  Does this show a bias on the part of the district 
towards a specific political cause? 

9. In March 2018 the superintendent made multiple communications to parents and 
students regarding the walkout.  This year saw communication from our new 
superintendent regarding student climate strikes and promoting that political effort.  What 
guidelines will the board provide for administrators regarding communication to 
students and the community regarding political action by students? 



10. Specifically, under what circumstances do you feel it is appropriate for the school 
superintendent to use their publicly funded platform to advocate for a particular political 
cause? 

11. What are the expectations of teachers during a student walkout? 

12. When will administration direct teachers to modify their teaching plans or to avoid 
planning significant educational or graded activities to support a political action? 

13. What facilities and staffing resources will be devoted to accommodating a student 
political action, and what general guidance will guide those decisions?  What role will 
school staff play? 

14. In March 2018, the superintendent directed that students whose parents excused 
them would be considered an excused absence, which contradicts state law and our 
student handbook.  Was this appropriate?  Why or why not? 

15.  What modifications to the attendance policy will be in place during a student 
walkout or political activity, and what will guide those modifications? 

We look forward to hearing from the leadership of our local school government on Jan 9 at 
6:30pm in a first step towards repairing damaged trust with the community. 

Sincerely, 

Loma Prieta Residents for Government Transparency and Accountability 
Strengthening our community and our schools through advocacy, information, and education. 

 


