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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
--~-oo0co-~---

PLANS, INC.,
NO. CIV. S 98-266 FCD PAN
Plaintiff,
V. MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
SACRAMENTO UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT, TWIN RIDGES
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT,
DOES 1-100,
Defendants.

~---o0o0oo~~---

Plaintiff PLANS, Inc. (“PLANS”) brings suit against the
Sacramento City Unified School District (“SCUSD”) and Twin Ridges
Elementary School ﬁistrict (“Twin Ridges”), alleging that their
operation of Waldorf public schools violates the First Amendment
of the United States Constitution, as well as article XVI,
section S5 and article IX, section 8 of the California State
Constitution. PLANS alleges that the primary purpose and effect

of Waldorf education is to advance religion, specifically the

religious doctrines of Anthroposophy. PLANS seeks a declaratory
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judgment that the school districts’ operation of “taxpayer funded
Waldorf schools” is illegal, and seeks to enjoin the school
districts from®operating the schools.

This matter comes before the court on the school districts’
joint motion for summary judgment, or in the alternative summary
adjudication,' pursuant to Rule 56 of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure. SCUSD and Twin Ridges move for summary judgment on
two grounds. First, the school districts contend that PLANS’
members lack taxpayer standing to bring this suit. Second, the
school districts argue that their use of the “Waldorf methods”
curriculum does not violate the First Amendment’s Establishment
Clause cr the California Constitution.

The matter was submitted after oral argument on June 18,

1999. Having fully considered the arguments and evidence offered

! In the alternative to summary judgment, defendants seek

summary adjudication of the following issues: (1) Plaintiff does
not have taxpayer standing; (2) Defendant SCUSD is in conformance
with the First Amendment and operation of its John Morse Waldorf
Methods Magnet School dces not violate Plaintiff’s Establishment
Clause rights; (3) Defendant SCUSD has a secular purpose for the
operation of the John Morse Waldorf Methods Magnet Schocl; (4)
Defendant SCUSD’s operation of the John Morse Waldorf Methods
Magnet School does not advancer religion; (5) Defendant SCUSD’s
operation of the John Morse Waldorf Methods Magnet School does
not foster excessive state entanglement with religion; (6)
Defendant SCUSD is in conformance with California Constitution,
Article XVI, section 5, and Article IX, section 8, and the
operation cf John Morse Waldorf Methods Magnet School does not
violate Plaintiff’s rights; (7) Defendant Twin Ridges is in
conformance with the First Amendment and operation of the Yuba
River Charter School does not violate Plaintiff’s Establishment
Clause rights; (8) Defendant Twin Ridges has a secular purpose
for the operation of the Yuba River Charter Schocl; (9) Defendant
Twin Ridges’ operation of the Yuba River Charter School does not
advance religion; (10) Defendant Twin Ridges’ operation of the
Yuba River Charter School does not foster excessive state
entanglement with religion; and (11) Defendant Twin Ridges is’ in
conformance with California Constitution, Article XVI, section 5,
and Article IX, section 8, and the operation of Yuba River
Charter School does not violate Plaintiff’s rights.
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