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Alphabetical Listing
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School District County Category Page No.
ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
ANAHEIM CITY#** ORANGE SFP - Modernization Consent 12
BAKERSFIELD CITY ELEMENTARY#** KERN SFP - New Construction Consent 12
BAKERSFIELD CITY ELEMENTARY** KERN SFP - New Construction Consent 12
BAKERSFIELD CITY ELEMENTARY KERN Emergency Repair Consent 56
BELLEVUE UNION ELEMENTARY SONOMA Emergency Repair Consent 56
BELMONT-REDWOOD SHORES ELEMENTARY** SAN MATEOQ SFP - Modernization Consent 12
BELMONT-REDWOOD SHORES ELEMENTARY** SAN MATEO SFP - Modernization Consent 12
CALAVERAS COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION CALAVERAS SFP - New Construction Consent 32
CENTINELA VALLEY UNION HIGH LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
CENTINELA VALLEY UNION HIGH LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
CHICO UNIFIED BUTTE SFP - Career Tech Consent 43
COLLEGE ELEMENTARY SANTA BARBARA SFP - Charter Schools Consent 40
COLTON JOINT UNIFIED** SAN BERNARDINO SFP - New Construction Consent 33
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
COMPTON UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
CORCORAN JOINT UNIFIED KINGS Emergency Repair Consent 56
CORCORAN JOINT UNIFIED KINGS Emergency Repair Consent 56
CORCORAN JOINT UNIFIED KINGS Emergency Repair Consent 56
CORCORAN JOINT UNIFIED KINGS Emergency Repair Consent 56
CORCORAN JOINT UNIFIED KINGS Emergency Repair Consent 56
CUTLER-OROSI JOINT UNIFIED TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
CUTLER-OROSI JOINT UNIFIED TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
CUTLER-OROSI JOINT UNIFIED TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
ELK GROVE UNIFIED SACRAMENTO SFP - Career Tech Consent 42
FRESNO UNIFIED** FRESNO SFP - New Construction Consent 12
FRESNO UNIFIED** FRESNO SFP - New Construction Consent 12
FRESNO UNIFIED** FRESNO SFP - New Construction Consent 12
FRESNO UNIFIED** FRESNO SFP - Modernization Consent 12
FRESNO UNIFIED** FRESNO SFP - Modernization Consent 12
GOLDEN PLAINS UNIFIED FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
HANFORD JOINT UNION HIGH KINGS Emergency Repair Consent 56
HEBER ELEMENTARY IMPERTAL Emergency Repair Consent 56
HEMET UNIFIED RIVERSIDE SFP - New Construction Consent 34
JOHN SWETT UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56
JOHN SWETT UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56
JOHN SWETT UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56
KLAMATH-TRINITY JOINT UNIFIED HUMBOLDT Emergency Repair Consent 56
KONOCTI UNIFIED LAKE Emergency Repair Consent 56

*Unfunded Approval (Lack of AB 55 Loans)

**Unfunded Approval (Lack of Authority)
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School District County Category Page No.
LENNOX ELEMENTARY LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LINDSAY UNIFIED TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
LODI UNIFIED SAN JOAQUIN Emergency Repair Consent 56
LODI UNIFIED SAN JOAQUIN Emergency Repair Consent 56
LODI UNIFIED SAN JOAQUIN Emergency Repair Consent 56
LODI UNIFIED SAN JOAQUIN Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES SFP - Charter Schools Consent 45
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
MAPLE ELEMENTARY* KERN SFP - Modernization Consent 63
MENDOCINO COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION** MENDOCINO SFP - Modernization Consent 12
MENLO PARK CITY ELEMENTARY** SAN MATEOQ SFP - New Construction Consent 35
MERCED CITY ELEMENTARY MERCED Emergency Repair Consent 56
MOUNTAIN VIEW ELEMENTARY LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED** ORANGE SFP - New Construction Consent 12
NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED** ORANGE SFP - New Construction Consent 12
NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED** ORANGE SFP - Modernization Consent 12

*Unfunded Approval (Lack of AB 55 Loans)
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**Unfunded Approval (Lack of Authority)
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School District County Category Page No.
NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED** ORANGE SFP - Modernization Consent 12
OAKLAND UNIFIED ALAMEDA SFP - Charter Schools Consent 41
OAKLAND UNTETED ALAMEDA SER - 0ORG Withdrawn

OAKLAND UNIFIED** ALAMEDA SFP - Modernization Consent 12
OCEAN VIEW ELEMENTARY* ORANGE SFP - Modernization Consent 68
ORANGE UNIFIED ORANGE Emergency Repair Consent 56
PARLIER UNIFIED FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
PARLIER UNIFIED FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
PARLIER UNIFIED FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
PARLIER UNIFIED FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
PARLIER UNIFIED FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
PARLIER UNIFIED FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
PARLIER UNIFIED FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
PASADENA UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
PASADENA UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
PASADENA UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
PASADENA UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
PASADENA UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
PASADENA UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
PASADENA UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
PASADENA UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
PASADENA UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
PASADENA UNIFIED LOS ANGELES Emergency Repair Consent 56
PIERCE JOINT UNIFIED COLUSA Emergency Repair Consent 56
PIERCE JOINT UNIFIED COLUSA Emergency Repair Consent 56
PIXLEY UNION ELEMENTARY TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
PLEASANT VIEW ELEMENTARY TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
RIVERSIDE UNIFIED RIVERSIDE SFP - New Construction Consent 39
ROSELAND ELEMENTARY SONOMA Emergency Repair Consent 56
SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED SACRAMENTO Emergency Repair Consent 56
SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED SACRAMENTO Emergency Repair Consent 56
SAN DIEGO UNIFIED SAN DIEGO Emergency Repair Consent 56
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION SAN JOAQUIN Continued Use Consent 53
SANTA ANA UNIFIED ORANGE SFP - Career Tech Consent 44
SANTA ANA UNIFIED ORANGE Emergency Repair Consent 56
SANTA ANA UNIFIED ORANGE Emergency Repair Consent 56
SANTA ANA UNIFIED ORANGE Emergency Repair Consent 56
SANTA ANA UNIFIED ORANGE Emergency Repair Consent 56
SANTA ANA UNIFIED ORANGE Emergency Repair Consent 56
SANTA BARBARA UNIFIED SANTA BARBARA SFP - New Construction Consent 72
SANTA MARIA-BONITA SANTA BARBARA SFP - New Construction Consent 36
SANTA MARIA-BONITA** SANTA BARBARA SFP - New Construction Consent 37
SOLANO COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION SOLANO SFP - New Construction Consent 38
SWEETWATER UNTON HIGH SAN-DIEGO SER - 0ORG Withdrawn

TRACY JOINT UNIFIED SAN JOAQUIN Emergency Repair Consent 56
TRACY JOINT UNIFIED SAN JOAQUIN Emergency Repair Consent 56
WASHINGTON COLONY ELEMENTARY FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED** CONTRA COSTA SFP - Modernization Consent 12
WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED** CONTRA COSTA SFP - Modernization Consent 12
WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56
WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56

*Unfunded Approval (Lack of AB 55 Loans)

**Unfunded Approval (Lack of Authority)
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WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56
WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56
WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56
WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56
WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56
WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56
WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED CONTRA COSTA Emergency Repair Consent 56
WEST FRESNO ELEMENTARY FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
WEST FRESNO ELEMENTARY FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
WEST PARK ELEMENTARY FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY FRESNO Emergency Repair Consent 56
WOODLAKE UNION ELEMENTARY TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
WOODLAKE UNION ELEMENTARY TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
WOODLAKE UNION ELEMENTARY TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
WOODLAKE UNION HIGH TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56
WOODLAKE UNION HIGH TULARE Emergency Repair Consent 56

*Unfunded Approval (Lack of AB 55 Loans)
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OPSC PROGRAM CODES

SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM (SEP)

50 - NEW CONSTRUCTION

51 — NEW CONSTRUCTION FACILITY HARDSHIP
52 — SFP JOINT-USE

53 — CRITICALLY OVERCROWDED SCHOOLS

54 — CHARTER SCHOOLS

55 — CAREER TECH NEW CONSTRUCTION

56 — OVERCROWDING RELIEF GRANT PROGRAM
57 — MODERNIZATION

58 — MODERNIZATION FACILITY HARDSHIP

59 — CAREER TECH MODERNIZATION

OTHER PROGRAMS

25 - RELOCATABLE CLASSROOM PROGRAM
34 — AIR CONDITIONING PROGRAM

40 — DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM
61 - EMERGENCY REPAIR PROGRAM

92 — UNUSED SITES PROGRAM










MINUTES
State Allocation Board
January 27, 2016

Upon notice duly given, the monthly meeting of the State Allocation Board (SAB) was held at the State Capitol,
Room 126, in Sacramento, California on January 27, 2016 at 4:00 p.m.

Members of the SAB present were as follows:

» Eraina Ortega, Chief Deputy Director, Policy, Department of Finance, designated representative for
Michael Cohen, Director, Department of Finance

Daniel Kim, Director, Department of General Services

Cesar Diaz, appointee of Edmund G. Brown, Jr., Governor of the State of California

Senator Loni Hancock

Senator Carol Liu

Senator Sharon Runner

Assembly Member Adrin Nazarian

Assembly Member Susan Bonilla

Assembly Member Rocky Chavez

VVVYVYVVYY

Member of the SAB absent was as follows:

» Nick Schweizer, Deputy Superintendent of Public Instruction, Services for Administration, Finance,
Technology & Infrastructure Branch, California Department of Education, designated representative
for Tom Torlakson, Superintendent of Public Instruction

Representative of the SAB was as follows:

Lisa Silverman, Executive Officer

Representatives of the Department of General Services, Office of Public School Construction (OPSC), were as
follows:

Lisa Silverman, Executive Officer
Barbara Kampmeinert, Deputy Executive Officer

Representative of the Department of General Services, Office of Legal Services, was as follows:
Jonette Banzon, Attorney
With a quorum present, Ms. Ortega, Chair, called the meeting to order at 4:08 p.m.

PRIOR MINUTES

A motion was made, and carried, to approve the December 9, 2015 SAB Minutes.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S STATEMENT

The Executive Officer informed the Board of the following:

Fund Releases for September 8, 2015 Priority Funding Apportionments

At its September 8, 2015 meeting, the SAB approved $190.9 million in priority funding apportionments for 53
projects representing 26 school districts. The OPSC has received 33 Forms SAB 50-05 totaling $174.7 million
as of December 7, 2015.

Results of December 2015 Priority Funding Round Filing Period

The tenth Priority Funding Round filing period commenced November 21, 2015 and ended December 10, 2015.
Applicants submitted requests for Priority Funding Apportionments for 21 of 28 possible projects totaling $80.5
million.





SAB MINUTES -2- January 27, 2016

EXECUTIVE OFFICER’'S STATEMENT (cont.)

Regulation Updates

It was stated that the regulatory amendments to Regulation Section 1859.76(d) are in effect and extends the
additional grant for General Site Development for one year. In addition, regulatory amendments to Regulation
Sections 1859.93 and 1859.93.1 are in effect and implement Senate Bill 869, Chapter 39, Statutes of 2014,
which distributes available High Performance Incentive and Career Technical Education Facilities Program bond
authority amongst the SFP New Construction and Modernization projects on the Unfunded List (Lack of AB 55
Loans), with health and safety projects receiving priority. The Application for Funding (Form SAB 50-04) was
also amended and is in effect with a new revised date of 02/15.

Next SAB Meeting

The SAB and the audience were informed that the February 24, 2016 monthly SAB meeting was canceled, and
that the next monthly SAB meeting would be scheduled for March 9, 2016.

CONSENT ITEMS

A motion was made, and carried, to approve the Consent calendar as presented.

FINANCIAL REPORTS

Status of Fund Releases

The Executive Officer presented this item and the SAB accepted the Status of Fund Releases report as
presented.

Status of Funds
The Executive Officer presented this item and the SAB accepted the Status of Funds report as presented.

APPEAL ITEMS

Palm Springs Unified/Riverside 51/67173-00-002

A motion was made to approve Option #3, which would provide replacement funding at the replacement amount
[$4.66 million as shown on Attachment E] and allow rehabilitation of the building. The Chair called for a roll-call
vote and the motion carried per the following votes:

MEMBER AYE NAY ABSTAIN | ABSENT

Senator Hancock

Senator Liu

Senator Runner

Assembly Member Nazarian
Assembly Member Bonilla
Assembly Member Chavez

XXX ]X X X[

Nick Schweizer X
Cesar Diaz (Governor’s Appointee) X
Daniel Kim X
Eraina Ortega X
Total 7 2 1

Motion:

Carried _X

Failed

In addition, the SAB requested staff clarify the School Facility Program (SFP) regulations by addressing the
issue of historical buildings in future rulemakings.





SAB MINUTES -3- January 27, 2016

ACTION ITEMS
Annual Adjustment to School Facility Program Grants

A motion was made to approve the staff’'s recommendations, which would 1) adopt an increase of 0.27 percent
for the 2016 SFP grants; and 2) adopt the RS Means Construction Cost Index on a permanent basis for all
future annual SFP grant adjustments. The Chair called for a roll-call vote and the motion carried per the
following votes:

MEMBER AYE NAY ABSTAIN [ ABSENT

Senator Hancock

Senator Liu

Senator Runner

Assembly Member Nazarian
Assembly Member Bonilla
Assembly Member Chavez
Nick Schweizer X
Cesar Diaz (Governor's Appointee)
Daniel Kim

Eraina Ortega

XX[X]X XX

©[X[X]X

Total

Motion:
Carried X
Failed

Index Adjustment on the Assessment for Development
A motion was made to approve the staff's recommendation, which would increase the 2016 maximum Level |

assessment for development in the amount of 1.05 percent using the RS Means Index to be effective
immediately. The Chair called for a roll-call vote and the motion carried per the following votes:

MEMBER AYE NAY ABSTAIN [ ABSENT

Senator Hancock

Senator Liu

Senator Runner

Assembly Member Nazarian
Assembly Member Bonilla
Assembly Member Chavez
Nick Schweizer X
Cesar Diaz (Governor’'s Appointee)
Daniel Kim

Eraina Ortega

XXXX XX <

©[X[X]X

Total

Motion:
Carried X
Failed

REPORTS, DISCUSSION, AND INFORMATION ITEMS

The SAB acknowledged the following reports:

State Allocation Board Three-Month Projected Workload

State Allocation Board Meeting Dates for the 2016 Calendar Year

School Facility Program Unfunded List as of December 9, 2015

School Facility Program Applications Received Beyond Bond Authority List as of December 31, 2015
School Facility Program Workload List of Applications Received Through December 31, 2015

Facility Hardship/Rehabilitation Approvals Without Funding as of December 9, 2015





SAB MINUTES -4 - January 27, 2016

MISCELLANEOUS

e There were two individuals who addressed the SAB regarding the Annual Adjustment to the School
Facility Program Grants agenda item.

e Members from the Dublin Unified School District addressed the SAB and requested that an item be
placed on the SAB agenda for discussion and action addressing the SAB’s authority to make a
determination that conditions exist that will enable school districts to increase developer fees as
established by the Government Code. The Chair responded that she would work with staff on an
information item to be presented to the SAB at a future meeting. The information item would include the
statutory framework that the developer fees exist in currently.

e Mr. Richard Lyon, representing the California Building Industry Association, addressed the SAB and
stated that taking the issue of increasing developer fees to the SAB would be premature.

e The Chair directed staff to make the Dublin Unified School District's handout part of the Minutes in the
SAB Agenda to ensure it is part of the public record.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the SAB, the Chair adjourned the meeting at 4:51 p.m.

%stm

LISA SILVERMAN, Executive Officer





ATTACHMENT A
Approved Consent Items on 1/27/16

Program Application Number District County
Continued Use 91/65755-00-000 LOS BANOS UNIFIED MERCED
SFP - Career Tech 59/70573-00-001 VACAVILLE UNIFIED SOLANO
SFP - Charter Schools 54/64733-00-045 LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES
SFP - Charter Schools 54/64733-00-082 LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES
SFP - Charter Schools 54/64733-00-073 LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES
SFP - Charter Schools 54/61259-09-004 OAKLAND UNIFIED ALAMEDA
SFP - Charter Schools 54/61259-09-005 OAKLAND UNIFIED ALAMEDA
SFP - Charter Schools 54/76869-00-001 WISEBURN UNIFIED LOS ANGELES
SFP - Critically Overcrowded Scho 53/64733-00-037 LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES
SFP - Modernization 57/73783-00-007 BLACK OAK MINE UNIFIED EL DORADO
SFP—Moedernization 58/630681-00-002 BRAWLEY-UNION-HIGH IMPERIAL Withdrawn
SFP—Medernization 58/62901-00-00% KEAMATH-TRINFFY-JOINT-UNIFIED HUMBOLBT Withdrawn
SFP - Modernization 57/10199-00-021 LOS ANGELES COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION LOS ANGELES
SFP - Modernization 57/10249-00-003 MERCED COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION MERCED
SFP - Modernization 58/73742-00-002 SIERRA SANDS UNIFIED KERN
SFP - Modernization 58/73742-00-003 SIERRA SANDS UNIFIED KERN
SFP - Modernization 58/70177-00-001 SIERRA-PLUMAS JOINT UNIFIED SIERRA
SFP - New Construction 51/71803-00-001 ALPAUGH UNIFIED TULARE
SFP - New Construction 51/71803-00-002 ALPAUGH UNIFIED TULARE
SFP - New Construction 50/10058-00-001 CALAVERAS COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION CALAVERAS
SFP - New Construction 50/73619-00-004 GUSTINE UNIFIED MERCED
SFP - New Construction 51/64725-00-001 LONG BEACH UNIFIED LOS ANGELES
SFP - New Construction 50/72736-00-029 MARYSVILLE JOINT UNIFIED YUBA
SFP - New Construction 50/72736-00-018 MARYSVILLE JOINT UNIFIED YUBA
SFP - New Construction 50/72736-00-020 MARYSVILLE JOINT UNIFIED YUBA
SFP - New Construction 50/10249-00-039 MERCED COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION MERCED
SFP - New Construction 50/10249-99-009 MERCED COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION MERCED
SFP - New Construction 50/65789-00-007 MERCED UNION HIGH MERCED

SFP - Overcrowding Relief Grant

56/64568-00-002

GLENDALE UNIFIED

LOS ANGELES






MINUTES
State Allocation Board
February 24, 2016

Upon notice duly given, the meeting of the State Allocation Board (SAB) was held at the State Capitol, Room
3191, in Sacramento, California on February 24, 2016 at 4:00 p.m.

Members of the SAB present were as follows:

>

>
>

VVVVYVYVYVY

Eraina Ortega, Chief Deputy Director, Policy, Department of Finance, designated representative for
Michael Cohen, Director, Department of Finance

Daniel Kim, Director, Department of General Services

Nick Schweizer, Deputy Superintendent of Public Instruction, Services for Administration, Finance,
Technology & Infrastructure Branch, California Department of Education, designated representative
for Tom Torlakson, Superintendent of Public Instruction

Cesar Diaz, appointee of Edmund G. Brown, Jr., Governor of the State of California

Senator Loni Hancock

Senator Carol Liu

Assembly Member Adrin Nazarian

Assembly Member Susan Bonilla

Assembly Member Rocky Chavez

Member of the SAB absent was as follows:

>

Senator Bob Huff

Representative of the SAB was as follows:

Lisa Silverman, Executive Officer

Representatives of the Department of General Services, Office of Public School Construction (OPSC), were as

follows:

Lisa Silverman, Executive Officer
Barbara Kampmeinert, Deputy Executive Officer

Representative of the Department of General Services, Office of Legal Services, was as follows:

Jonette Banzon, Attorney

With a quorum present, Ms. Ortega, Chair, called the meeting to order at 4:04 p.m.

CONSENT ITEMS

A motion was made, and carried, to approve the Consent calendar as presented.

MISCELLANEOUS

e A representative from the Fremont Unified School District addressed the SAB and requested that an
item be placed on the next available agenda so the SAB can make a determination that the state bond
funds are not available for new school construction since the SAB is no longer approving
apportionments for new school construction projects. He stated that the action would enable school
districts to levy Level Il school impact fees on residential development within its boundaries.

e Members from the Dublin Unified School District addressed the SAB and provided an update on the
conditions and the measures that the District is taking in order to manage growth. It was stated that
over the last 30 days, the District has grown by 30 students equating to a classroom in the last month.

The Chair responded that the item will be agendized for a future SAB meeting. In addition, the Chair
indicated that the March 9, 2016 SAB meeting would be postponed and the next meeting tentatively
scheduled for some time in April.





SAB MINUTES -2- February 24, 2016

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the SAB, the Chair adjourned the meeting at 4:15 p.m.

%ngm

LISA SILVERMAN, Executive Officer





ATTACHMENT A

Approved Consent Items on 2/24/16

Program Application Number District County
SFP - Charter Schools 54/69369-00-002 ALUM ROCK UNION ELEMENTARY SANTA CLARA
SFP - Charter Schools 54/69369-00-003 ALUM ROCK UNION ELEMENTARY SANTA CLARA
SFP - Charter Schools 54/61424-00-004 CHICO UNIFIED BUTTE
SFP - Charter Schools 54/61424-00-005 CHICO UNIFIED BUTTE
SFP - Charter Schools 54/68130-02-001 GROSSMONT UNION HIGH SAN DIEGO
SFP - Charter Schools 54/61259-00-004 OAKLAND UNIFIED ALAMEDA
SFP - Charter Schools 54/76869-00-001 WISEBURN UNIFIED LOS ANGELES

SFP - Critically Overcrowded Scho 53/64733-00-173
SFP - Critically Overcrowded Scho 53/64733-00-020
SFP - Critically Overcrowded Scho 53/64733-00-328
SFP - Critically Overcrowded Scho 53/64733-00-037

SFP - Modernization
SFP - Modernization
SFP - Modernization
SFP - Modernization
SFP - Modernization
SFP - Modernization
SFP - Modernization
SFP - Modernization
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction
SFP - New Construction

58/66449-00-002
58/66449-00-001
58/69229-00-001
58/64725-00-006
58/63610-00-001
58/65060-00-003
58/61796-00-007
58/61796-00-006
50/67033-00-019
50/67058-00-023
50/67058-00-024
51/66522-00-002
51/66522-00-001
51/64725-00-002
50/72736-00-018
50/72736-00-020
50/65789-00-007
51/67173-00-001
51/67173-00-002
50/68361-00-002
50/71274-00-001
51/66290-00-001

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED
BREA-OLINDA UNIFIED
BREA-OLINDA UNIFIED
LOMPOC UNIFIED

LONG BEACH UNIFIED
MAPLE ELEMENTARY
TORRANCE UNIFIED

WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED
WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED
CORONA-NORCO UNIFIED
DESERT SANDS UNIFIED
DESERT SANDS UNIFIED
GARDEN GROVE UNIFIED
GARDEN GROVE UNIFIED
LONG BEACH UNIFIED
MARYSVILLE JOINT UNIFIED
MARYSVILLE JOINT UNIFIED
MERCED UNION HIGH

PALM SPRINGS UNIFIED
PALM SPRINGS UNIFIED
SANTEE ELEMENTARY
SHILOH ELEMENTARY

ST. HELENA UNIFIED

LOS ANGELES
LOS ANGELES
LOS ANGELES
LOS ANGELES
ORANGE
ORANGE
SANTA BARBARA
LOS ANGELES
KERN

LOS ANGELES
CONTRA COSTA
CONTRA COSTA
RIVERSIDE
RIVERSIDE
RIVERSIDE
ORANGE
ORANGE

LOS ANGELES
YUBA

YUBA

MERCED
RIVERSIDE
RIVERSIDE

SAN DIEGO
STANISLAUS
NAPA
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EXECUTIVE OFFICER STATEMENT
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

UPCOMING PRIORITY FUNDING FILING ROUND

The next priority funding filing period will begin on May 11, 2016 and will close on June 9, 2016. Priority funding requests
with original signatures must be physically received by OPSC before the close of business on June 9, 2016. These
requests will be valid from July 1, 2016 through December 31, 2016.

There are currently 10 projects for 5 school districts on the Unfunded List (Lack of AB 55 Loans) totaling $51.7 million that
could submit a request for participation in this filing round.

Requirements for Participation In Priority Funding
OPSC reminds school districts that the requirements for Participation in the Priority Funding Process are in effect (SFP
Regulation Section 1859.90.3). There are two ways for a school district to not participate in the priority funding process as
follows:
o Not submit a valid priority funding request in the 30-day filing period, or
e  Submit a valid priority funding request but fail to submit a valid Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) to
request the release of funds after the Board approves an apportionment.

The second time that either of these occurs, the funding for the project will be rescinded without further action by the
Board. For additional information, please refer to the Procedures for School Facility Program Funding.

SEISMIC MITIGATION PROGRAM UPDATE

There is an item on the Consent calendar to provide an unfunded approval for design funding in the amount of $402,908
to Maple Elementary. This project is an SFP Facility Hardship Seismic Mitigation Program rehabilitation project and the
design funding will enable the District to move forward with planning the mitigation work.

FUND RELEASES FOR FEBRUARY 24, 2016 PRIORITY FUNDING APPORTIONMENTS

On February 24, 2016, the Board approved $81.7 million in priority funding apportionments for 31 projects representing
20 school districts. Of the 31 projects only 19 are required to submit a Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05),
while the other 12 were automatic releases. Districts that received a priority funding apportionment on February 24, 2016
were required to submit a valid Form SAB 50-05 containing an original signature by Tuesday, May 24, 2016 to the Office
of Public School Construction.

As of 5:00pm on April 8, 2016 the OPSC received 11 Forms SAB 50-05 totaling $70.1 million leaving 8 projects that have
not submitted a Form SAB 50-05.

FUND RELEASES FOR APRIL AND SEPTEMBER 2015 PRIORITY FUNDING APPORTIONMENTS

April 2015 Apportionments

As of April 8, 2016 there are currently 10 CTEFP projects that have not submitted a Form SAB 50-05 representing $10.1
million. These projects have until the close of business on April 14, 2016 to submit the required Division of the State
Architect (DSA) and California Department of Education (CDE) approved plans to OPSC. Once the plans are received the
districts then have 90 days to submit their Form SAB 50-05 to the OPSC.



http://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/opsc/Attachments/PF_Procedures.pdf



September 2015 Apportionments
As of April 8, 2016 there are six CTEFP projects that have not submitted a Form SAB 50-05 representing $9.9 million.

These projects have until September 7, 2016 to submit the required CDE and DSA approved plans to the OPSC.
Once the required documents are submitted, the districts will have 90 days to submit a valid Form SAB 50-05.

NEXT STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING

The next meeting is tentatively scheduled for Wednesday, May 25, 2016.
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Resolution: 2016-04-03

State of California
State Allocation Board
School Facility Program

This Resolution of the State Allocation Board (hereafter referred to as the “Board”) is applicable to the
appropriate sections of the Education Code and is described and filed in the office of the Executive Officer and will be
made available to all interested parties as the Resolution pertains to the documents attached hereto. Said
documents were acted upon by the Board at its meeting on April 20, 2016.

WHEREAS, the Board has previously approved or determined to be approvable a number of projects for
construction or modernization eligibility of facilities for school districts and is making apportionments and/or unfunded
approvals for the grant amounts for projects that meet the Board’s criteria for the apportionment of grants pursuant to
Education Code Sections 17072.10, 17078.52, 17078.70, 17079 or 17074.10 or Board Regulations 1859.81.1 or

1859.83;

WHEREAS, Treasury Regulations Section 1.150-2 require the State (on whose behalf the Board is acting)
to declare its reasonable intent to provide grant funding to school districts, in accordance with Board policy and law,
for costs of the projects with proceeds of State bonds;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:

1.

5.

This Resolution is adopted by the Board for the purposes of establishing compliance with Treasury
Regulations Section 1.150-2, and this Resolution does not bind the Board to make any additional
apportionment, or bind the State to incur any indebtedness.

The Board anticipates that some or all of the school districts listed on the list of “Projects” referred
to in this Resolution will pay certain capital expenditures in connection with some or all of the
project costs prior to the issuance of bonds by the State to pay for the grants for the projects. The
reimbursement of such costs is consistent with the State’s budgetary and financial circumstances,
and in accordance with Board policy, as no other funds or accounts of the State have been
budgeted or are available to pay the costs of the projects on either a short-term or a long-term
basis.

The Board, acting on behalf of the State, hereby declares that it is the State’s official intent to use
proceeds of general obligation bonds that may become available for such purpose, consistent with
the requirements of law that are in effect at the time the funds are available, to provide grants in
accordance with applicable laws and regulations.

This Resolution shall be continuously available for inspection by the general public during normal
business hours at the offices of the Board at 707 31 Street, West Sacramento, California,
commencing within one week after the date of enactment of this Resolution.

Any eligibility determination does not constitute a commitment of future funding by the Board.

|, the undersigned, duly authorized as the Executive Officer of the State Allocation Board, do hereby certify the
foregoing to be true and correct, and that this Resolution was adopted at a meeting of said Board on
April 20, 2016 at Sacramento, California.

Lisa Silverman
Executive Officer
State Allocation Board 11





REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

REMOVAL OF SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM HIGH PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE GRANTS

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To present School Facility Program (SFP) projects on the Unfunded List to the State Allocation Board
(Board) for the removal of High Performance Incentive (HPI) grants.

DESCRIPTION

As of January 1, 2015, the Board no longer has the statutory authority to approve HPI grants pursuant to
Education Code (EC) Section 17070.965. Prior to the enactment of this statute, the Office of Public School
Construction (OPSC) processed and the Board approved applications for new construction and
modernization funding that included requests for HPI grants. As bond authority was not available at the time
of approval, these applications were placed on the Unfunded List. Since the Board can no longer approve
HPI grants, the applications are now being presented to the Board with the previously approved HPI grants
removed.

AUTHORITY

EC Section 17070.965 states:
On or after January 1, 2015, the board shall not approve funding for incentive grants to promote
the use of designs and materials in new construction and modernization projects that include the
attributes of high-performance schools, including, but not limited to, the elements set forth in
Section 17070.96.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.2 states:
“Unfunded List” means an information list of unfunded projects, with the exception of the unfunded
list defined below as “Unfunded List (Lack of AB 55 Loans)".

STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS

EC Section 17070.965 states that “on or after January 1, 2015, the board shall not approve funding for
incentive grants to promote the use of designs and materials in new construction and modernization projects
that include the attributes of high-performance schools....” Therefore, Staff is presenting the funding
applications in the Attachment for removal of the previously approved HPI grants. Since bond authority was
not allocated to these projects, there will be no corresponding adjustment to the status of funds.

The Attachment reflects the funding applications being presented for unfunded approval in receipt of an
Approved Application by OPSC. The unfunded approval of the applications as reflected on the Attachment
does not constitute a guarantee of future funding or bond authority. The State cautions any kind of reliance
on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the amended grant amounts for the projects listed on the Attachment.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016





ATTACHMENT

REMOVAL OF SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM HIGH PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE GRANTS
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

- I Received fSAB Total Previously R Tota! New Total Project
County School District Application Number Program Approval Date Unfunded Authorized eduction Cost/Authorized

Approval Amount
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 57/62166-00-137 | Modernization G 5/15/2012 | 12/12/2012 8,150,092.00]  669,057.00 7,481,035.00
ORANGE ANAHEIM CITY 57/66423-00-030 [ Modernization G 5/17/2012 | 12/12/2012 9,095,413.00]  765,558.00 8,329,855.00
SAN MATEO BELMONT-REDWOOD SHORES ELEM. 57/68866-00-009 [ Modernization G 7/5/2012 | 1/23/2013 2,798,252.00]  475,867.00 2,322,385.00
ALAMEDA OAKLAND UNIFIED 57/61259-00-070 [ Modernization G 7/20/2012 | 3/20/2013 875,683.00f  440,093.00 435,590.00
CONTRA COSTA |[WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED 57/61796-00-045 [ Modernization G 7/23/2012 | 3/20/2013 4,004,893.00f  552,950.00 3,451,943.00
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 57/62166-00-139 [ Modernization G 7/30/2012 | 3/20/2013 3,362,752.00]  494,669.00 2,868,083.00
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 50/62166-00-024 | New Construction G 10/9/2012 | 5/22/2013 32,525,982.00] 1,154,496.00 31,371,486.00
CONTRA COSTA |[WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED 57/61796-00-047 | Modernization G 10/11/2012 | 5/22/2013 2,091,328.00f  513,110.00 1,578,218.00
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 50/66597-00-015 | New Construction G 10/17/2012 | 5/22/2013 14,178,428.00(  761,112.00 13,417,316.00
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 57/66597-00-032 | Modernization G 10/17/2012 | 5/22/2013 1,508,433.00]  440,666.00 1,067,767.00
MENDOCINO MENDOCINO COUNTY OFC. OF ED. 57/10231-00-001 Modernization G 10/22/2012 | 5/22/2013 734,832.00(  427,589.00 307,243.00
KERN BAKERSFIELD CITY ELEMENTARY 50/63321-00-026 | New Construction G 10/24/2012 | 5/22/2013 31,859,820.00]  912,962.00 30,946,858.00
KERN BAKERSFIELD CITY ELEMENTARY 50/63321-00-027 | New Construction G 10/24/2012 | 5/22/2013 20,988,384.00]  891,138.00 20,097,246.00
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 50/62166-00-025 | New Construction G 10/25/2012 | 5/22/2013 2,072,270.00 35,442.00 2,036,828.00
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 50/62166-00-026 | New Construction G 10/25/2012 | 5/22/2013 1,109,978.00 16,670.00 1,093,308.00
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 50/66597-00-018 | New Construction G 10/26/2012 | 5/22/2013 13,472,390.00( 1,036,658.00 12,435,732.00
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 57/66597-00-033 [ Modernization G 10/26/2012 | 5/22/2013 3,962,622.00]  608,932.00 3,353,690.00
SAN MATEO BELMONT-REDWOOD SHORES ELEM. 57/68866-00-010 [ Modernization G 10/30/2012 | 5/22/2013 1,496,118.00]  436,585.00 1,059,533.00

TOTALS 154,287,670.00| 10,633,554.00 143,654,116.00
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016

Modernization - Amended Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 57/62166-00-137
School District: Fresno Unified

County: Fresno
School Name: Herbert Hoover High

PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: High School Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Under 50 Yrs: K-6:
7-8:
9-12: 549
Non-Severe: 67
Severe: 87
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 50.9
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 51.52
ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Modernization Grant - Under 50 Yrs $ 4,248,813.00 State Share
Fire Detection Alarm 105,621.00
Prevailing Wage Monitoring 6,723.00 This Project $ 4,488,621.00
Accessibility/Fire Code Req. 127,464.00 District Share
Total State Share (60%) 4,488,621.00 Cash Contribution 2,992,414.00
District Share (40%) 2,992,414.00 Financial Hardship
Total Project Cost $ 7,481,035.00 Total Project Cost $ 7,481,035.00
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 112-012 $ 4,489,222.00 $ (601.00) $ (601.00)
High Performance 112-700 400,833.00 (400,833.00) (400,833.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 3,260,037.00 (267,623.00)
Total $ 8,150,092.00 $ (669,057.00) $ (401,434.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.

This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school district to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) of School Facility
Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012 and on or before June 19, 2014. Except for projects exempt to Labor
Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $400,833 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869,
Chapter 39, Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been

reduced by $601.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL * %%

April 20, 2016
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 Modernization - Amended Adjusted Grant Approval

| SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 57/66423-00-030 County: Orange
School District: Anaheim City School Name: Madison Elementary

[ PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: Elementary School Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Under 50 Yrs: K-6: 215 Pupils Assigned Over 50 Yrs: K-6: 496
7-8: 7-8:
9-12: 9-12:
Non-Severe: 13 Non-Severe: 30
Severe: 3 Severe: 8
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 16.9
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 9.02
ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Modernization Grant - Under 50 Yrs $ 908,172.00 State Share
Modernization Grant - Over 50 Yrs 2,927,244.00
Fire Detection Alarm 94,595.00 This Project $ 4,997,913.00
Prevailing Wage Monitoring 7,486.00 District Share
Urban/Security/Impacted Site 659,607.00 Cash Contribution 3,331,942.00
Site Development 141,020.00 Financial Hardship
Accessibility/Fire Code Req. 259,789.00 Total Project Cost $ 8,329,855.00
Total State Share (60%) 4,997,913.00
District Share (40%) 3,331,942.00
Total Project Cost $  8,329,855.00

HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT

Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 112-012 $ 4,998,601.00 $ (688.00) $ (688.00)
High Performance 112-700 458,647.00 (458,647.00) (458,647.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 3,638,165.00 (306,223.00)
Total $ 9,095,413.00 $ (765,558.00) $ (459,335.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school district to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) of School Facility
Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012 and on or before June 19, 2014. Except for projects exempt to Labor
Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $458,647 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869,
Chapter 39, Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been
reduced by $688.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL * %+ % April 20, 2016 15





SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 Modernization - Amended Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 57/68866-00-009 County: San Mateo
School District: Belmont-Redwood Shores Elementary School Name: Ralston Intermediate

| PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: Middle School Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Over 50 Years: K-6:
7-8: 137
9-12:
Non-Severe: 36
Severe:
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 15
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 14.87
| ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Modernization Grant - Over 50 Yrs 1,143,184.00 State Share
Fire Detection Alarm 24,331.00
Prevailing Wage Monitoring 2,087.00 This Project $ 1,393,431.00
Site Development 1,530.00 District Share
Accessibility/Fire Code Req. 222,299.00 Cash Contribution 928,954.00
Total State Share (60%) 1,393,431.00 Financial Hardship
District Share (40%) 928,954.00 Total Project Cost $ 2,322,385.00
Total Project Cost $  2,322,385.00

HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT

Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 112-012 $ 1,393,855.00 $ (424.00) $ (424.00)
High Performance 112-700 285,096.00 (285,096.00) (285,096.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 1,119,301.00 (190,347.00)
Total $ 2,798,252.00 $ (475,867.00) $ (285,520.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school district to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) of School Facility
Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012 and on or before June 19, 2014. Except for projects exempt to Labor
Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $285,096 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869, Chapter 39,
Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been reduced by $424.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL * %+ % April 20, 2016 16





SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016

Modernization - Amended Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 57/61259-00-070
School District: Oakland Unified

County: Alameda

School Name: Washington Elementary

PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: Elementary School Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Under 50 Yrs: K-6: 25 Pupils Assigned Over 50 Yrs: K-6: 25
7-8: 7-8:
9-12: 9-12:
Non-Severe: Non-Severe:
Severe: Severe:
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 4
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 8
ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Modernization Grant - Under 50 Yrs $ 92,825.00 State Share
Modernization Grant - Over 50 Yrs 128,925.00
Fire Detection Alarm 5,950.00 This Project $ 261,354.00
Prevailing Wage Monitoring 391.00 District Share
Small Size Project 26,610.00 Cash Contribution 174,236.00
Accessibility/Fire Code Req. 6,653.00 Financial Hardship
Total State Share (60%) 261,354.00 Total Project Cost $ 435,590.00
District Share (40%) 174,236.00
Total Project Cost $ 435,590.00
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 112-012 $ 261,750.00 $ (396.00) $ (396.00)
112-700 263,660.00 (263,660.00) (263,660.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 350,273.00 (176,037.00)
Total $ 875,683.00 $ (440,093.00) $ (264,056.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.

This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school district to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) of School Facility
Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012 and on or before June 19, 2014. Except for projects exempt to Labor
Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $263,660 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869, Chapter 39,
Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been reduced by $396.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL

X/ X/ X/
L X X X4

April 20, 2016
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016

Modernization - Amended Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 57/61796-00-045

School District: West Contra Costa Unified

County:
School Name:

Contra Costa
Gompers (Samuel) Continuation

[ PROJECT DATA
Type of Project: High School Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Over 50 Years: K-6:
7-8:
9-12: 261
Non-Severe:
Severe:
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 4.31
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 3.15
ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Modernization Grant - Over 50 Yrs 1,864,062.00 State Share
Fire Detection Alarm 31,059.00
Prevailing Wage Monitoring 3,102.00 This Project $ 2,071,166.00
Accessibility/Fire Code Req. 55,922.00 District Share
Two Stop Elevators 99,172.00 Cash Contribution 1,380,777.00
Additional Elev. Stops 17,849.00 Financial Hardship
Total State Share (60%) 2,071,166.00 Total Project Cost $ 3,451,943.00
District Share (40%) 1,380,777.00
Total Project Cost 3,451,943.00
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 112-012 $ 2,071,663.00 $ (497.00) $ (497.00)
High Performance 112-700 331,273.00 (331,273.00) (331,273.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 1,601,957.00 (221,180.00)
Total $ 4,004,893.00 $ (552,950.00) $ (331,770.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school district to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) of School Facility
Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012 and on or before June 19, 2014. Except for projects exempt to Labor
Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $331,273 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869, Chapter 39,
Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been reduced by $497.
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SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA |

Application No: 57/62166-00-139 County: Fresno
School District: Fresno Unified School Name: Design Science Early College High
[ PROJECT DATA
Type of Project: High School Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Under 50 Yrs: K-6:
7-8:
9-12: 254
Non-Severe:
Severe:
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 19.2
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 3.68
ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Modernization Grant - Under 50 Yrs $ 1,305,814.00 State Share
Prevailing Wage Monitoring 2,577.00
Urban/Security/Impacted Site 373,285.00 This Project $ 1,720,850.00
Accessibility/Fire Code Req. 39,174.00 District Share
Total State Share (60%) 1,720,850.00 Cash Contribution 1,147,233.00
District Share (40%) 1,147,233.00 Financial Hardship
Total Project Cost $ 2,868,083.00 Total Project Cost $ 2,868,083.00

HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT

State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant
High Performance

District Share

Cash Contribution

Total

Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
112-012 $ 1,721,295.00 $ (445.00) $ (445.00)
112-700 296,356.00 (296,356.00) (296,356.00)
1,345,101.00 (197,868.00)
$ 3,362,752.00 $ (494,669.00) $ (296,801.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school district to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) of School Facility
Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012 and on or before June 19, 2014. Except for projects exempt to Labor
Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $296,356 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869, Chapter 39,
Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been reduced by $445.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL * %%
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| SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA |

Application No: 50/62166-00-024 County: Fresno
School District:  Fresno Unified School Name: Rutherford B. Gaston Sr. Middle
| PROJECT DATA ADJUSTED GRANT DATA |
Type of Project: Middle School New Construction Grant $ 9,197,982.00
K-6: 918 Fire Detection Alarm 10,557.00
7-8: Sprinkler System 155,214.00
9-12: Prevailing Wage Monitoring 19,583.00
Non-Severe: Site Acquisition 2,864,408.00
Severe: 9 Service Site 2,123,967.00
Application Filing Basis: District Wide Off-Site 498,272.00
Number of Classrooms: 36 Utilities 36,369.00
Master Acres: 23.1 General Site 779,391.00
Existing Acres: 8.45 Total State Share (50%) 15,685,743.00
Proposed Acres: 13.73 District Share (50%) 15,685,743.00
Recommended Acres: 21.9 Total Project Cost $ 31,371,486.00
Facility Hardship (a): No
Financial Hardship Requested: No
Alternative Education School: No
Addition to Existing Site: Yes

PROJECT FINANCING
State Share

This Project $ 15,685,743.00
District Share

Cash Contribution 15,685,743.00
Financial Hardship

Total Project Cost $ 31,371,486.00

HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT

Unfunded

Fund Previously Authorized Approval

Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
New Construction/Add. Grant 112-012 $ 15,686,463.00 $ (720.00) $ (720.00)
High Performance 112-700 576,528.00 (576,528.00) (576,528.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 16,262,991.00 (577,248.00)
Total $ 32,525,982.00 $ (1,154,496.00) $ (577,248.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as
any kind of representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application
is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school districts to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR)
of School Facility Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012. Except for projects exempt
pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made
on the program forms.

This project is a Use of Grants under Regulation Section 1859.77.3(b).

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $576,528 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869,
Chapter 39, Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been
reduced by $720.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
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SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 57/61796-00-047

School District: West Contra Costa Unified

County: Contra Costa
School Name: Coronado Elementary

PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: Elementary School Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Under 50 Yrs: K-6: 0 Pupils Assigned Over 50 Yrs: K-6: 123
7-8: 7-8:
9-12: 9-12:
Non-Severe: Non-Severe:
Severe: Severe:
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 9.9
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 35
ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Modernization Grant - Over 50 Yrs 634,311.00 State Share
Fire Detection Alarm 14,637.00
Prevailing Wage Monitoring 1,418.00 This Project $ 946,931.00
Small Size Project 25,372.00 District Share
Urban/Security/Impacted Site 152,992.00 Cash Contribution 631,287.00
Accessibility/Fire Code Req. 19,029.00 Financial Hardship
Two Stop Elevators 99,172.00 Total Project Cost $ 1,578,218.00
Total State Share (60%) 946,931.00
District Share (40%) 631,287.00
Total Project Cost 1,578,218.00
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 112-012 $ 947,392.00 $ (461.00) $ (461.00)
High Performance 112-700 307,405.00 (307,405.00) (307,405.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 836,531.00 (205,244.00)
Total $ 2,091,328.00 $ (513,110.00) $ (307,866.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.

This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school district to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) of School Facility
Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012 and on or before June 19, 2014. Except for projects exempt to Labor
Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $307,405 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869, Chapter 39,
Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been reduced by $461.
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SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA |

Application No: 50/66597-00-015 County: Orange
School District: Newport-Mesa Unified School Name: Costa Mesa High
PROJECT DATA ADJUSTED GRANT DATA
Type of Project: High School New Construction Grant $ 3,664,263.00
K-6: Fire Detection Alarm 7,202.00
7-8: Prevailing Wage Monitoring 8,375.00
9-12: 243 Service Site 2,585,452.00
Non-Severe: 26 Off-Site 89,974.00
Severe: Utilities 353,392.00
Application Filing Basis: District Wide Total State Share (50%) 6,708,658.00
Number of Classrooms: 10 District Share (50%) 6,708,658.00
Master Acres: 56.2 Total Project Cost $ 13,417,316.00
Existing Acres: 49.45
Proposed Acres:
Recommended Acres: 50
Facility Hardship (a): No
Financial Hardship Requested: No
Alternative Education School: No
Addition to Existing Site: Yes

PROJECT FINANCING
State Share

This Project $ 6,708,658.00
District Share

Cash Contribution 6,708,658.00
Financial Hardship

Total Project Cost $ 13,417,316.00

HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT

Unfunded

Fund Previously Authorized Approval

Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
New Construction/Add. Grant 112-012 $ 6,709,133.00 $ (475.00) $ (475.00)
High Performance 112-700 380,081.00 (380,081.00) (380,081.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 7,089,214.00 (380,556.00)
Total $ 14,178,428.00 $ (761,112.00) $ (380,556.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as
any kind of representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application
is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school districts to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR)
of School Facility Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012. Except for projects exempt
pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made
on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $380,081 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869,
Chapter 39, Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been
reduced by $475.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL * %+ % April 20, 2016 22





SAB Meeting:

April 20, 2016

Modernization - Amended Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No:
School District:

57/66597-00-032
Newport-Mesa Unified

County:
School Name:

Orange
Costa Mesa High

PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: High School Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Over 50 Years: K-6:
7-8:
9-12:
Non-Severe:
Severe: 24
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 47.9
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 49.45
| ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Modernization Grant - Over 50 Yrs 394,488.00 State Share
Fire Detection Alarm 7,968.00
Prevailing Wage Monitoring 960.00 This Project $ 640,660.00
Small Size Project 47,339.00 District Share
Site Development 78,898.00 Cash Contribution 427,107.00
Accessibility/Fire Code Req. 11,835.00 Financial Hardship
Two Stop Elevators 99,172.00 Total Project Cost $ 1,067,767.00
Total State Share (60%) 640,660.00
District Share (40%) 427,107.00
Total Project Cost $ 1,067,767.00
| HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT |
Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 112-012 $ 641,056.00 $ (396.00) $ (396.00)
High Performance 112-700 264,004.00 (264,004.00) (264,004.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 603,373.00 (176,266.00)
Total $ 1,508,433.00 $ (440,666.00) $ (264,400.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school district to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) of School Facility
Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012 and on or before June 19, 2014. Except for projects exempt to Labor
Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $264,004 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869, Chapter 39,
Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been reduced by $396.
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SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 57/10231-00-001
School District: Mendocino County Office Of Education School Name:

County:

Mendocino
Juvenile Hall/Community

PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: High School Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Under 50 Yrs: K-6:
7-8:
9-12: 30
Non-Severe:
Severe:
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 0.7
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 0.62
ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Modernization Grant - Under 50 Yrs $ 154,230.00 State Share
Project Assistance 3,135.00
Fire Detection Alarm 3,570.00 This Project $ 184,346.00
Prevailing Wage Monitoring 276.00 District Share
Small Size Project 18,508.00 Cash Contribution 122,897.00
Accessibility/Fire Code Req. 4,627.00 Financial Hardship
Total State Share (60%) 184,346.00 Total Project Cost $ 307,243.00
District Share (40%) 122,897.00
Total Project Cost $ 307,243.00
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 112-012 $ 184,730.00 $ (384.00) $ (384.00)
High Performance 112-700 256,169.00 (256,169.00) (256,169.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 293,933.00 (171,036.00)
Total $ 734,832.00 $ (427,589.00) $ (256,553.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school district to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) of School Facility
Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012 and on or before June 19, 2014. Except for projects exempt to Labor
Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $256,169 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869, Chapter 39,
Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been reduced by $384.
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| SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA |

Application No: 50/63321-00-026 County: Kern
School District: Bakersfield City Elementary School Name: Paul L. Cato Middle
| PROJECT DATA ADJUSTED GRANT DATA
Type of Project: Middle School New Construction Grant $ 11,811,228.00
K-6: Fire Detection Alarm 19,669.00
7-8: 1053 Sprinkler System 223,379.00
9-12: Prevailing Wage Monitoring 19,318.00
Non-Severe: 52 Site Acquisition 1,389,291.00
Severe: Service Site 561,146.00
Application Filing Basis: District Wide Off-Site 397,081.00
Number of Classrooms: 43 General Site 1,052,317.00
Master Acres: 24.9 Total State Share (50%) 15,473,429.00
Existing Acres: District Share (50%) 15,473,429.00
Proposed Acres: 26.45 Total Project Cost $ 30,946,858.00
Recommended Acres: 231
Facility Hardship (a): No
Financial Hardship Requested: No
Alternative Education School: No
Addition to Existing Site: No

PROJECT FINANCING
State Share

This Project $ 15,473,429.00
District Share

Cash Contribution 15,473,429.00
Financial Hardship

Total Project Cost $ 30,946,858.00

HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT

Unfunded

Fund Previously Authorized Approval

Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
New Construction/Add. Grant 112-012 $ 15,473,999.00 $ (570.00) $ (570.00)
High Performance 112-700 455,911.00 (455,911.00) (455,911.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 15,929,910.00 (456,481.00)
Total $ 31,859,820.00 $ (912,962.00) $ (456,481.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as
any kind of representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application
is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school districts to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR)
of School Facility Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012. Except for projects exempt
pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made
on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $455,911 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869,
Chapter 39, Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been
reduced by $570.
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SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No:
School District:

50/63321-00-027

Bakersfield City Elementary

PROJECT DATA

County: Kern

School Name:

Dr. Douglas K. Fletcher Elementary

ADJUSTED GRANT DATA

Type of Project: Elementary School New Construction Grant $ 7,783,994.00
K-6: 725 Fire Detection Alarm 9,301.00
7-8: Sprinkler System 132,433.00
9-12: Prevailing Wage Monitoring 12,545.00
Non-Severe: 39 Site Acquisition 828,099.00
Severe: Service Site 318,665.00
Application Filing Basis: District Wide Off-Site 264,455.00
Number of Classrooms: 32 General Site 699,131.00
Master Acres: 15 Total State Share (50%) 10,048,623.00
Existing Acres: District Share (50%) 10,048,623.00
Proposed Acres: 14.11 Total Project Cost $ 20,097,246.00
Recommended Acres: 11.8
Facility Hardship (a): No
Financial Hardship Requested: No
Alternative Education School: No
Addition to Existing Site: No
PROJECT FINANCING
State Share
This Project $ 10,048,623.00
District Share
Cash Contribution 10,048,623.00
Financial Hardship
Total Project Cost $ 20,097,246.00
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
Unfunded
Fund Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
New Construction/Add. Grant 112-012 $ 10,049,179.00 $ (556.00) $ (556.00)
High Performance 112-700 445,013.00 (445,013.00) (445,013.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 10,494,192.00 (445,569.00)
Total $ 20,988,384.00 $ (891,138.00) $ (445,569.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as

any kind of representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application
is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school districts to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR)
of School Facility Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012. Except for projects exempt
pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made
on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $445,013 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869,
Chapter 39, Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been

reduced by $556.
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| SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA |

50/62166-00-025
Fresno Unified

Application No:
School District:

Fresno
Design Science Early College High

County:
School Name:

| PROJECT DATA ADJUSTED GRANT DATA

Type of Project: High School New Construction Grant $ 498,522.00
K-6: Fire Detection Alarm 988.00
7-8: Prevailing Wage Monitoring 1,271.00
9-12: 38 Multi-Level Constr. 2Crs. 59,823.00
Non-Severe: Service Site 43,272.00
Severe: Off-Site 2,869.00
Application Filing Basis: District Wide Utilities 2,474.00
Number of Classrooms: 2 Small Size Project 59,823.00
Master Acres: 27.1 Urban/Security/Impacted Site 349,372.00
Existing Acres: 3.68 Total State Share (50%) 1,018,414.00
Proposed Acres: District Share (50%) 1,018,414.00
Recommended Acres: 19.2 Total Project Cost $ 2,036,828.00
Facility Hardship (a): No
Financial Hardship Requested: No
Alternative Education School: No
Addition to Existing Site: Yes
PROJECT FINANCING
State Share
This Project $ 1,018,414.00
District Share
Cash Contribution 1,018,414.00
Financial Hardship
Total Project Cost $ 2,036,828.00
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
Unfunded
Fund Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
New Construction/Add. Grant 112-012 1,018,437.00 $ (23.00) $ (23.00)
High Performance 112-700 17,698.00 (17,698.00) (17,698.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 1,036,135.00 (17,721.00)
Total 2,072,270.00 $ (35,442.00) $ (17,721.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as
any kind of representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application

is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school districts to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR)
of School Facility Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012. Except for projects exempt
pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made

on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $17,698 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869,

Chapter 39, Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been

reduced by $23.
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SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

50/62166-00-026
Fresno Unified

Application No:
School District:

Fresno
Fresno High

County:
School Name:

PROJECT DATA

ADJUSTED GRANT DATA

Type of Project: High School New Construction Grant $ 354,213.00
K-6: Fire Detection Alarm 702.00
7-8: Prevailing Wage Monitoring 682.00
9-12: 27 Multi-Level Constr. 1Crs. 42,506.00
Non-Severe: Service Site 14,763.00
Severe: Off-Site 4,258.00
Application Filing Basis: District Wide Utilities 1,612.00
Number of Classrooms: 1 Small Size Project 42,506.00
Master Acres: 63.4 Urban/Security/Impacted Site 85,412.00
Existing Acres: 34.5 Total State Share (50%) 546,654.00
Proposed Acres: District Share (50%) 546,654.00
Recommended Acres: 63.4 Total Project Cost $ 1,093,308.00
Facility Hardship (a): No
Financial Hardship Requested: No
Alternative Education School: No
Addition to Existing Site: Yes
PROJECT FINANCING
State Share
This Project $ 546,654.00
District Share
Cash Contribution 546,654.00
Financial Hardship
Total Project Cost $ 1,093,308.00
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
Unfunded
Fund Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
New Construction/Add. Grant 112-012 $ 546,665.00 $ (11.00) $ (11.00)
High Performance 112-700 8,324.00 (8,324.00) (8,324.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 554,989.00 (8,335.00)
Total $  1,109,978.00 $ (16,670.00) $ (8,335.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as
any kind of representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application

is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school districts to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR)
of School Facility Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012. Except for projects exempt
pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made

on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $8,324 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869,
Chapter 39, Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been

reduced by $11.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL

X/ X/ X/
L X X X4

April 20, 2016
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 New Construction - Amended Adjusted Grant Approval
| SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA |

Application No: 50/66597-00-018 County: Orange
School District: Newport-Mesa Unified School Name: Corona Del Mar High
| PROJECT DATA ADJUSTED GRANT DATA
Type of Project: High School New Construction Grant $ 3,890,729.00
K-6: Fire Detection Alarm 7,704.00
7-8: 2 Prevailing Wage Monitoring 7,763.00
9-12: 295 Multi-Level Constr. 17Crs. 466,887.00
Non-Severe: Service Site 717,857.00
Severe: Off-Site 22,319.00
Application Filing Basis: District Wide Utilities 90,022.00
Number of Classrooms: 11 Urban/Security/Impacted Site 1,014,585.00
Master Acres: 74.5 Total State Share (50%) 6,217,866.00
Existing Acres: 31.28 District Share (50%) 6,217,866.00
Proposed Acres: Total Project Cost $ 12,435,732.00
Recommended Acres: 62
Facility Hardship (a): No
Financial Hardship Requested: No
Alternative Education School: No
Addition to Existing Site: Yes

PROJECT FINANCING

State Share

This Project $ 6,217,866.00
District Share

Cash Contribution 6,217,866.00
Financial Hardship

Total Project Cost $ 12,435,732.00

HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT

Unfunded

Fund Previously Authorized Approval

Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
New Construction/Add. Grant 112-012 $ 6,218,513.00 $ (647.00) $ (647.00)
High Performance 112-700 517,682.00 (517,682.00) (517,682.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 6,736,195.00 (518,329.00)
Total $ 13,472,390.00 $ (1,036,658.00) $ (518,329.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as
any kind of representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application
is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school districts to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR)
of School Facility Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012. Except for projects exempt
pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made
on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $517,682 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869,
Chapter 39, Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been
reduced by $647.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 Modernization - Amended Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 57/66597-00-033 County: Orange
School District: Newport-Mesa Unified School Name: Corona Del Mar High

| PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: High School Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Over 50 Years: K-6:
7-8: 91
9-12: 102
Non-Severe:
Severe: 27
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 47.14
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 31.28
| ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Modernization Grant - Over 50 Yrs 1,668,779.00 State Share
Fire Detection Alarm 31,931.00
Prevailing Wage Monitoring 3,014.00 This Project $ 2,012,214.00
Site Development 159,255.00 District Share
Accessibility/Fire Code Req. 50,063.00 Cash Contribution 1,341,476.00
Two Stop Elevators 99,172.00 Financial Hardship
Total State Share (60%) 2,012,214.00 Total Project Cost $ 3,353,690.00
District Share (40%) 1,341,476.00
Total Project Cost $ 3,353,690.00

HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT

Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 112-012 $ 2,012,761.00 $ (547.00) $ (547.00)
High Performance 112-700 364,812.00 (364,812.00) (364,812.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 1,585,049.00 (243,573.00)
Total $ 3,962,622.00 $ (608,932.00) $ (365,359.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school district to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) of School Facility
Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012 and on or before June 19, 2014. Except for projects exempt to Labor
Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $364,812 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869, Chapter 39,
Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been reduced by $547.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL * %+ % April 20, 2016 30





SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016

Modernization - Amended Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 57/68866-00-010
School District: Belmont-Redwood Shores Elementary School Name: Fox Elementary

County: San Mateo

PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: Elementary School Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Under 50 Yrs: K-6: 110
7-8:
9-12:
Non-Severe:
Severe:
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 7.3
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 14.82
| ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Modernization Grant - Under 50 Yrs $ 408,430.00 State Share
Fire Detection Alarm 13,090.00
Prevailing Wage Monitoring 952.00 This Project $ 635,720.00
Small Size Project 16,337.00 District Share
Accessibility/Fire Code Req. 196,911.00 Cash Contribution 423,813.00
Total State Share (60%) 635,720.00 Financial Hardship
District Share (40%) 423,813.00 Total Project Cost $ 1,059,533.00
Total Project Cost $ 1,059,533.00
| HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT |
Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 112-012 $ 636,112.00 $ (392.00) $ (392.00)
High Performance 112-700 261,559.00 (261,559.00) (261,559.00)
District Share
Cash Contribution 598,447.00 (174,634.00)
Total $ 1,496,118.00 $ (436,585.00) $ (261,951.00)

Pursuant to School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.95 this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Assembly Bill 436 (Solorio), Chapter 378, Statutes of 2011, requires school district to notify the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) of School Facility
Program projects with a public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012 and on or before June 19, 2014. Except for projects exempt to Labor
Code Section 1771.3(b)(3), the DIR is required to provide prevailing wage monitoring services for the projects.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

The High Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant in the amount of $261,559 has been removed, pursuant to Senate Bill 869, Chapter 39,
Statutes of 2014. As a result of the removal of the HPI grant, the Prevailing Wage Monitoring grant has also been reduced by $392.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL
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April 20, 2016
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:.............ccccoevvnnvnnnn 50/10058-00-001 School District:.......cccoovvveeiiiiieeecie e Calaveras COE
COUNY: .. Calaveras School Name:.........ccccoeeneee. Mountain Ranch Community
FINANCIAI HAIASIID. ...t Yes

Qualifying Financial Hardship Criteria: SFP Regulation Section 1859.81(c)(3).

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To recommend accounting revisions to close out a completed project.

DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are necessary to close out this
completed project. This is a Financial Hardship project and has savings in the amount of $231,129. SFP Regulation Section
1859.103 states that “the State’s portion of any savings declared by the district or determined by the OPSC by audit must be
used to reduce the SFP financial hardship grant of that project ... any interest eamned on a financial hardship project not
expended on eligible project expenditures will be treated as savings and will be used to reduce the SFP financial hardship grant
for that project.” The District has concurred with the findings and agrees to return the State funds in the amount of $231,129.

Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Budget Item Currently Approved Required Change Revised Approval

SFP New Construction $ 2,294,408 $ (115,565) $ 2,178,843
SFP Site Acquistion 319,750 0 319,750
SFP Site Other 25,000 0 25,000
SFP Service Site 517,128 0 517,128
SFP General Site 218,990 0 218,990
SFP Offsite 281,823 0 281,823
SFP Utilities 13,681 0 13,681
SFP New School 71,214 0 71,214
SFP Financial Hardship 4,075,554 (115,564) 3,959,990
SFP Project Assistance 5,168 0 5,168
SFP DTSC Fee 19,503 0 19,503
SFP Site Hazardous Removal 242,083 0 242,083
SFP Fire Detection/Alarm 4,568 0 4,568
SFP Fire Sprinklers 39,652 0 39,652
SFP Labor Compliance Program 22,585 0 22,585
Total State Apportionment $ 8,151,107 $ (231,129) $ 7,919,978

Financing
State (SFP) $ 4,075,554 $ (115,565) $ 3,959,989
Financial Hardship (SFP) 4,075,553 (115,564) 3,959,989
Total Project Costs $ 8,151,107 $ (231,129) $ 7,919,978
RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Approve a decrease of $231,129 in the total project cost from $8,151,107 to $7,919,978.
2. Approve a decrease of $115,565 in the State Apportionment [Bonds/2004-Mar.; 055-500] from $4,075,554 to $3,959,989.
3. Approve a decrease of $115,564 in the Financial Hardship Contribution [Bonds/2004-Mar.; 055-500] from $4,075,553 to
$3,959,989.
4. Require the District to return State funds in the amount of $231,129.
STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL * %+ % April 20, 2016





SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:..............cccveeenne 50/67686-00-030 School DistriCt:........ccevvveiiiieiiiiiiec Colton Joint Unified
COUNY: ... San Bernardino School Name:........cvvviiiieiiieiiiie e Joe Baca Middle
FINANCIAI HAIASHID. ...ttt et rb e et No
PURPOSE OF REPORT
To recommend accounting revisions to close out a completed project.
DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are necessary to close out this
completed project. The District incurred additional eligible expenditures per SFP Regulation Section 1859.74 and 1859.106 and
may receive additional Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) costs in the amount of $685. Per SFP Regulation
Section 1859.106(d), “Any adjustments made pursuant to this Section will be made only if sufficient bond authority is available
for the adjustment. If an Unfunded List has been created by the Board, then any adjustments made pursuant to this Section will
be placed on the Unfunded List.” If sufficient bond authority becomes available in the future, this project shall be funded in order
of the receipt of an Approved Application for funding per SFP Regulation 1859.93.1. The District has concurred with these
findings and is eligible for an additional apportionment in the amount of $342.

Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Budget ltem Currently Approved Required Change Revised Approval
SFP New Construction $ 11,192,758 $ 0 $ 11,192,758
SFP Site Acquisition 912,500 0 912,500
SFP Site Other 36,500 0 36,500
SFP Service Site 1,195,011 0 1,195,011
SFP General Site 919,374 0 919,374
SFP Offsite 669,151 0 669,151
SFP Utilities 38,902 0 38,902
SFP Site DTSC Fee 4,020 342 4,362
SFP Fire Detection Alarm 14,291 0 14,291
SFP Fire Sprinklers 196,646 0 196,646
SFP Labor Compliance 68,750 0 68,750
Total State Apportionment $ 15,247,903 $ 342 $ 15,248,245
Financing
District Contribution $ 15,247,903 $ 343 $ 15,248,246
State (SFP) 15,247,903 342 15,248,245
Total Project Costs $ 30,495,806 $ 685 $ 30,496,491
RECOMMENDATIONS

Approve an increase of $685 in the total project cost from $30,495,806 to $30,496,491.
Approve an increase of $343 in the District Contribution from $15,247,903 to $15,248,246.
Approve an increase of $342 in the State Apportionment from $15,247,903 to $15,248,245.

Hwh =

Approve and place this increase on the Unfunded List for this project per School Facility Program Regulation Section
1859.106(d). This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be
relied on in any manner as any kind of representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind
of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % % % April 20, 2016
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016

School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:.............cccceeerinenn 50/67082-00-008 SChool DIStriCt:.........vveiiiieiiic e Hemet Unified
COUNY: e Riverside School Name:.........coovviiiiiiiiiinc e Tahquitz High
Financial Hardship............cccovviiiiii Yes Date of Financial Hardship Status............... March 13, 2001

Qualifying Financial Hardship Criteria: SFP Regulation 1859.81(c)(1).

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To recommend accounting revisions to close out a completed project.

DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are necessary to close out this
completed project. A review of expenditures reported by the District indicates that per SFP Regulation Sections 1859.74 and
1859.106 the District incurred additional eligible expenditures of $1,923 for Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC)
costs. However, the District was over-funded for hazardous waste costs in the amount of $30,608. As a result, the District has

concurred with these findings and agrees to return the State funds in the amount of $14,343.

Budget Item

SFP New Construction

SFP Site Acquisition

SFP Site Other

SFP Service Site

SFP Offsite

SFP Utilities

SFP Financial Hardship

SFP Site DTSC Fee

SFP Site Hazardous Removal

SFP Fire Detection/Alarm

SFP Fire Sprinklers

SFP Energy

SFP Labor Compliance Program
Total State Apportionment

Financing
District Contribution
State (SFP)
Total Project Costs

Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Currently Approved
$ 23,689,176
3,106,250
124,250
5,014,555
1,398,585
154,820
3,748,320
18,240
15,304
53,000
401,852
1,184,459
141,386
$___ 89,050,197

$ 31,553,557
39,050,197
§___70.603754

Required Change

$

O O O O O o o

961
(15,304)
0
0
0
0

$ (14,343)

$ (14,342)
(14,343)
$ (28,685)

Revised Approval

$

$

23,689,176
3,106,250
124,250
5,014,555
1,398,585
154,820
3,748,320
19,201

0

53,000
401,852
1,184,459
141,386

39,035,854

31,639,215
39,035,854

70,575,069

RECOMMENDATIONS

Hownh =

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL

7 /7 K/
0‘0 0‘0 0‘0

April 20, 2016

Approve a decrease of $28,685 in the total project cost from $70,603,754 to $70,575,069.

Approve a decrease of $14,342 in the District Contribution from $31,553,557 to $31,539,215.
Approve a decrease of $14,343 in the State Apportionment [Bonds/2004-Mar.; 055-500] from $39,050,197 to $39,035,854.
Require the District to return State funds in the amount of $14,343.
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:.............ccceeeveenn 50/68965-00-001 School District:.............c.c.... Menlo Park City Elementary
COUNY: .. San Mateo School Name:.........oovvveiiiiiiiieene, Encinal Elementary
FINANCIal HAIASIID. ...ttt No
PURPOSE OF REPORT

To recommend accounting revisions to close out a completed project.

DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are necessary to close out this
completed project. The District incurred additional eligible expenditures per SFP Regulation Sections 1859.74 and 1859.106
and may receive additional Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) funding in the amount of $1,685. Per SFP
Regulation Section 1859.106(d), “Any adjustments made pursuant to this Section will be made only if sufficient bond authority is
available for the adjustment. If an Unfunded List has been created by the Board, then any adjustments made pursuant to this
Section will be placed on the Unfunded List.” If sufficient bond authority becomes available in the future, this project shall be
funded in order of the receipt of an Approved Application for funding per SFP Regulation 1859.93.1. The District has concurred
with these findings and is eligible for additional funding in the amount of $842.

Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Budget Item Currently Approved Required Change Revised Approval
SFP New Construction $ 4,450,275 $ 0 $ 4,450,275
SFP Service Site 923,004 0 923,004
SFP Offsite 184,397 0 184,397
SFP Utilities 31,242 0 31,242
SFP Project Assistance 5,653 0 5,653
SFP Site DTSC Fee 6,119 842 6,961
SFP Site Hazardous Removal 44,736 0 44,736
SFP Fire Detection/Alarm 5,225 0 5,225
Total State Apportionment $ 5,650,651 $ 842 $ 5,651,493
Financing
District Contribution $ 5,650,651 $ 843 $ 5,651,494
State (SFP) 5,650,651 842 5,651,493
Total Project Costs $ 11,301,302 $ 1,685 $ 11,302,987
RECOMMENDATIONS

Approve an increase of $1,685 in the total project cost from $11,301,302 to $11,302,987.

Approve an increase of $843 in the District Contribution from $5,650,651 to $5,651,494.

Approve an increase of $842 in the State Apportionment from $5,650,651 to $5,651,493.

Approve and place this increase on the Unfunded List for this project per School Facility Program Regulation Section
1859.106(d). This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied
on in any manner as any kind of representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance
on the fact that an application is placed on this list.

Hown =

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:............cccevevvivreeiiinnns 50/69120-00-007 School District:......cocoovvvviee e Santa Maria-Bonita
COUNEY et Santa Barbara School Name:..........cccvvevennnnnn Westgate Ranch Elementary
Financial Hardship...........cooovvviieeeeiieeeee i Yes Date of Financial Hardship Status:.........ccccovueen. March 7, 2002
Qualifying Financial Hardship Criteria: SFP Regulation 1859.81(c)(3).
PURPOSE OF REPORT

To recommend accounting revisions to close out a completed project.

DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are necessary to close out this completed
project. This is a Financial Hardship project and has savings in the amount of $9,588. SFP Regulation Section 1859.103 states that
“the State’s portion of any savings declared by the district or determined by the OPSC by audit must be used to reduce the SFP
financial hardship grant of that project ... any interest earned on a financial hardship project not expended on eligible project
expenditures will be treated as savings and will be used to reduce the SFP financial hardship grant for that project.” Further, the
District incurred additional eligible expenditures per SFP Regulation Section 1859.106 and may receive additional Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC) costs in the amount of $9,381. The District has concurred with these findings and agrees to return State
funds in the amount of $9,588 and is eligible for an additional apportionment in the amount of $9,381. The net amount to be returned

to the State is $207.
Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Budget ltem Currently Approved Required Change Revised Approval
SFP New Construction $ 4,961,358 $ (9,485) $ 4,951,873
SFP SDC Therapy 39,360 0 39,360
SFP Site Acquisition 1,500,000 0 1,500,000
SFP Site Other 60,000 0 60,000
SFP Service Site 103,286 0 103,286
SFP Offsite 12,003 0 12,003
SFP Utilities 23,217 0 23,217
SFP Urban Security 396,909 0 396,909
SFP Financial Hardship 7,179,094 (103) 7,178,991
SFP Therapy Toilet 79,200 0 79,200
SFP Site DTSC Fee 3,761 9,381 13,142
Total State Apportionment $ 14,358,188 $ (207) $ 14,357,981
Financing
State (SFP) $ 7,179,094 $ (104) $ 7,178,990
Financial Hardship 7,179,094 (103) 7,178,991
Total Project Costs $ 14,358,188 $ (207) $ 14,357,981
RECOMMENDATIONS

Approve a decrease of $207 in the total project cost from $14,358,188 to $14,357,981.
Approve a decrease of $104 in the State Apportionment [Bonds/2002-Nov.; 047-500] from $7,179,094 to $7,178,990.

>~

Require the District to return State funds in the amount of $207.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016

Approve a decrease of $103 in the Financial Hardship Contribution [Bonds/2002-Nov.; 047-500] from $7,179,094 to $7,178,991.
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application NUMbEr:........cooveviviieiiieiiiie e 50/69120-00-008 SChOOI DIStriCt:.....vvee e e Santa Maria-Bonita
COUNLY et Santa Barbara School Name:........cccccovvevvieeennen, Liberty Il - Sanchez Elementary
Financial Hardship...........cooviiiiiiiiiiicee e Yes Date of Financial Hardship Status:..........cccccveveerrerirnenns March 7, 2002
Qualifying Financial Hardship Criteria: SFP Regulation 1859.81(c)(3).
PURPOSE OF REPORT

To recommend accounting revisions to close out a completed project.
DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are necessary to close out this completed project. This
is a Financial Hardship project and has savings in the amount of $955. SFP Regulation Section 1859.103 states that “the State’s portion of any
savings declared by the district or determined by the OPSC by audit must be used to reduce the SFP financial hardship grant of that project ... any
interest earned on a financial hardship project not expended on eligible project expenditures will be treated as savings and will be used to reduce the
SFP financial hardship grant for that project.” Further, review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are
necessary to close out this completed project. The District incurred additional eligible expenditures per SFP Regulation Section 1859.74 and
1859.106 and may receive additional Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) costs in the amount of $2,893. Per SFP Regulation Section
1859.106(d), “Any adjustments made pursuant to this Section will be made only if sufficient bond authority is available for the adjustment. If an
Unfunded List has been created by the Board, then any adjustments made pursuant to this Section will be placed on the Unfunded List.” If sufficient
bond authority becomes available in the future, this project shall be funded in order of the receipt of an Approved Application for funding per SFP
Regulation 1859.93.1. The District has concurred with these findings and agrees to return State funds in the amount of $955 and is eligible for an
additional apportionment in the amount of $2,893. The net amount to be returned to the District is $1,938.

Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Budget Item Currently Approved Required Change Revised Approval
SFP New Construction $ 4,638,794 $ (1,924) $ 4,636,870
SFP SDC Therapy 98,880 0 98,880
SFP Site Acquisition 612,000 0 612,000
SFP Site Other 25,000 0 25,000
SFP Service Site 296,506 0 296,506
SFP Offsite 22,836 0 22,836
SFP Utilities 46,134 0 46,134
SFP Urban Security 371,104 0 371,104
SFP Financial Hardship 6,314,597 969 6,315,566
SFP Therapy Toilet 91,680 0 91,680
SFP Site DTSC Fee 7,363 2,893 10,256
SFP Fire Detection/Alarm 25,140 0 25,140
SFP Site Fire Sprinklers 79,160 0 79,160
Total State Apportionment $ 12,629,194 $ 1,938 $ 12,631,132
Financing
State (SFP) $ 6,314,597 $ 969 $ 6,315,566
Financial Hardship 6,314,597 969 6,315,566
Total Project Costs $ 12,629,194 $ 1,938 $ 12,631,132
RECOMMENDATIONS
1. Approve an increase of $1,938 in the total project cost from $12,629,194 to $12,631,132.
2. Approve an increase of $969 in the State Apportionment from $6,314,597 to $6,315,566.
3. Approve an increase of $969 in the Financial Hardship Contribution from $6,314,597 to $6,315,566.
4. Approve and place this increase on the Unfunded List for this project per School Facility Program Regulation Section 1859.106(d). This

approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding and should not be relied on in any manner as any kind of
representation or indication of future State funding. The State cautions any kind of reliance on the fact that an application is placed on this

STATE AL“it'OCATION BOARD 37
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:..............cccvveeiiiinnnn. 50/10488-00-028 School District............... Solano County Office of Education
COUNY: . Solano School Name:.................. Golden Hills Educational Center
Financial Hardship............cccoovieinii Yes Date of Financial Hardship Status....... September 16, 2010
Qualifying Financial Hardship Criteria: SFP Regulation 1859.81(c)(3).
PURPOSE OF REPORT

To recommend accounting revisions to close out a completed project.

DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are necessary to close out this
completed project. This is a Financial Hardship project and has savings in the amount of $43,155. SFP Regulation Section
1859.103 states that “the State’s portion of any savings declared by the district or determined by the OPSC by audit must be
used to reduce the SFP financial hardship grant of that project...any interest earned on a financial hardship project not
expended on eligible project expenditures will be treated as savings and will be used to reduce the SFP financial hardship grant
for that project.” The District has returned State funds in the amount of $43,319.75, of which $164.75 will be returned to the
District. The District has concurred with these findings.

Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Budget Item Currently Approved Required Change Revised Approval
SFP New Construction $ 1,986,120 $ (21,577) $ 1,964,543
SFP Service Site 205,001 0 205,001
SFP Utilities 81,935 0 81,935
SFP Small School 79,445 0 79,445
SFP Financial Hardship 2,291,297 (21,578) 2,269,719
SFP Project Assistance 5,498 0 5,498
SFP Fire Detection/Alarm 3,888 0 3,888
SFP Labor Compliance Program 19,158 0 19,158
Total State Apportionment $ 4,672,342 $ (43,155) $ 4,629,187
Financing
District Contribution $ 89,748 $ 0 $ 89,748
State (SFP) 2,381,045 (21,577) 2,359,468
Financial Hardship (SFP) 2,291,297 (21,578) 2,269,719
Total Project Costs $ 4,762,090 $ (43,155) $ 4,718,935
RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Approve a decrease of $43,155 in the total project cost from $4,762,090 to $4,718,935.

2. Approve a decrease of $21,577 in the State Apportionment [Bonds/2002-Nov.; 047-500] from $2,381,045 to $2,359,468.

3. Approve a decrease of $21,578 in the Financial Hardship Contribution [Bonds/2002-Nov.; 047-500] from $2,291,297 to
$2,269,719.

4. Recognize that the District has already retumed State funds in the amount of $43,319.75.

5. Require the State to retum funds to the District in the amount of $164.75.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD 38
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:............cceeveeeevennnn, 51/67215-00-001  School District:............ccoevviieiiiiiiiiiinn. Riverside Unified
COUNY e Riverside  School Name:........ccceevvviiiiinnieeennnn, Hawthorne Elementary
(A T oT o I T ] o1 o PRSP No
PURPOSE OF REPORT

To present grant adjustments from site sale proceeds pursuant to School Facility Program (SFP) Facility Hardship Regulations.

DESCRIPTION

At the August 2005 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting, the SAB approved the District’s request to abandon and replace the
facilities and site at the Hawthorne Elementary School, including a requirement to sell the site and apply 50 percent of the
proceeds toward the project. In August 2015, the SAB approved the District’s request to remit to the State 50 percent of the
appraised value of the site in lieu of selling it. In October 2015, the District returned $615,000 to the State in lieu of site sale
proceeds.

Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Budget Item Currently Approved Required Change Revised Approval

SFP New Construction $ 5,730,840.00 $ (615,000) $ 5,115,840.00
SFP SDC Therapy Area 136,620.00 0 136,620.00
SFP SDC Therapy - Toilet Area 73,160.00 0 73,160.00
SFP Fire Detection Alarm 9,179.00 0 9,179.00
SFP Sprinkler System 107,441.00 0 107,441.00
SFP Labor Compliance 39,996.00 0 39,996.00
SFP Site Acquisition 527,205.00 0 527,205.00
SFP Service Site 744,114.00 0 744,114.00
SFP Off-site 132,122.00 0 132,122.00
SFP Utilities 40,896.00 0 40,896.00
SFP General Site 479,249.00 0 479,249.00
Total State Apportionment $  8,020,822.00 $ (615,000) $ 7,405,822.00

Financing
District Contribution $  8,020,822.00 $ (615,000) $ 7,405,822.00
State (SFP) 8,020,822.00 (615,000) 7,405,822.00
Total Project Costs $ 16,041,644.00 $  (1,230,000) $ 14,811,644.00
RECOMMENDATIONS

Approve a decrease of $1,230,000 in the total project cost from $16,041,644 to $14,811,644.

Approve a decrease of $615,000 in the District Contribution from $8,020,822 to $7,405,822.

Approve a decrease of $615,000 in the State Apportionment [Bonds/2004-Mar.; 055-500] from $8,020,822 to $7,405,822.
Recognize that the District has already returned State funds in the amount of $615,000.

o~
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:.............cccceeevinnen. 54/69179-00-002 School DistriCt:.........cvveiveeiiieeiin, College Elementary
COUNY: .o Santa Barbara School Name:...........cccveeiee. Santa Ynez Valley Charter
FINANCIAl HAIASIID. ...ttt ettt No
PURPOSE OF REPORT

To recommend accounting revisions to close out a completed project.

DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are necessary to close out this
completed project. This is a Charter School Facilities Program (CSFP) project and has savings in the amount of $32,574.
SFP Regulation Section 1859.169 .1 states that projects funded under the CSFP do not generate savings and remaining funds
must be returned to the State. Further, the District incurred additional eligible expenditures per SFP Regulation Section
1859.106 and may receive additional Hazardous Removal costs in the amount of $16,774. The District has concurred with
these findings and agrees to return State funds in the amount of $16,287 and is eligible for an additional apportionment in the
amount of $8,387. The net amount to be retumed to the State is $7,900.

Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Budget Item Currently Approved Required Change Revised Approval
SFP Modernization $ 587,486 $ (16,287) $ 571,199
SFP Urban Security 116,490 0 116,490
SFP Fire Code Compliance 17,625 0 17,625
SFP Site Hazardous Removal 0 8,387 8,387
Total State Apportionment $ 721,601 $ (7,900) $ 713,701
Financing
District Contribution $ 721,601 $ (7,900) $ 713,701
State (SFP) 721,601 (7,900) 713,701
Total Project Costs $ 1,443,202 $ (15,800) $ 1,427,402
RECOMMENDATIONS
1. Approve a decrease of $15,800 in the total project cost from $1,443,202 to $1,427,402.
2. Approve a decrease of $7,900 in the District Contribution from $721,601 to $713,701.
3. Approve a decrease of $7,900 in the State Apportionment [Bonds/2006-Nov.; 057-540] from $721,601 to $713,701.
4. Require the District to return State funds in the amount of $7,900.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:............c.ocoveviiieininns 54/61259-00-001 School District: ........ccvevenieereerieene. Oakland Unified
COUNY: e Alameda School Name:.........ccccevuvenee Oakland Military Institute
FINANCIAl HAIASIID:. ...ttt No
PURPOSE OF REPORT

To recommend accounting revisions and adjustments to close out a completed project.

DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions are necessary to close out this completed
project. The District incurred additional eligible expenditures per SFP Regulation Sections 1859.74 and 1859.106 and may
receive additional hazardous waste materials removal funding in the amount of $56,020. SFP Regulation Section 1859.106(d),
“Any adjustments made pursuant to this Section will be made only if sufficient bond authority is available for the adjustment. If an
Unfunded List has been created by the Board, then any adjustments made pursuant to SFP Regulation Section 1859.106(d) will
be placed on the Unfunded List.” The District has concurred with these findings and is eligible for additional funding in the
amount of $56,020.

Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Budget Item Currently Approved Required Change Revised Approval
Hazardous Waste Removal $ 0% 28,010 $ 28,010
Rehabilitation 1,007,876 0 1,007,876
Urban Security 324,363 0 324,363
Fire Code Compliance 30,236 0 30,236
Elevator 2 stop 67,460 0 67,460
High Performance 271,972 0 271,972
CSFA Lease amount* 1,604,640 (28,010) 1,576,630
Total State Apportionment $ 3,306,547 $ 0O $ 3,306,547

Financing
District Contribution $ 97267 $ 56,020 $ 153,287
State (SFP) 1,701,907 28,010 1,729,917
CSFA Lease amount* 1,604,640 (28,010) 1,576,630
Total Project Costs $ 3403814 § 56,020 $ 3,459,834
RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Approve an increase of $56,020 in the total project cost from $3,403,814 to $3,459,834.

2. Approve an increase of $28,010 in the State Apportionment [Bonds/2006-Nov.; 057-540] from $1,701,907 to $1,729,917.

3. Approve a decrease of $28,010 in the California School Finance Authority (CSFA) lease amount [Bonds/2006-Nov.;
057-540] from $1,604,640 to $1,576,630.

4. Approve an accounting adjustment to the District contribution to reflect expenditure in excess of the grant by $28,010.

5. Approve an increase of $56,020 in the District contribution from $97,267 to $153,287.

*To avoid placement on an unfunded list, the District has agreed to apply an amount of $28,010 due the District towards the
outstanding CSFA Lease balance, and increase the District’s contribution by $28,010.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:...........c.cccovveeriiinnns 55/67314-00-001 School DistriCt:..........covvviiiiiiiiiieees Elk Grove Unified
COUNY: .. Sacramento School Name........ Pinkerton MS & Cosumnes Oaks High
FINANCIAI HATASIID. ...ttt ettt No
PURPOSE OF REPORT

To recommend accounting revisions to close out a completed project.

DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are necessary to close out this

completed project. This is a Career Technical Education Facilities Program project and has savings in the amount of $776,025.
SFP Regulation Section 1859.199 states “an applicant district may not retain savings realized by a Career Technical Education
Facilities Project.” The District has concurred with the findings and agrees to return the State funds in the amount of $388,013.

Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Budget ltem Currently Approved Required Change Revised Approval
SFP New Construction $ 2,109,916 $ (388,013) $ 1,721,903
SFP Service Site 29,584 0 29,584
SFP CTE Equipment 358,326 0 358,326
Total State Apportionment $ 2,497,826 $ (388,013) $ 2,109,813
Financing
District Contribution $ 2,497,826 $ (388,012) $ 2,109,814
State (SFP) 2,497,826 (388,013) 2,109,813
Total Project Costs $ 4,995,652 $ (776,025) $ 4,219,627
RECOMMENDATIONS

Approve a decrease of $776,025 in the total project cost from $4,995,652 to $4,219,627.

Approve a decrease of $388,012 in the District Contribution from $2,497,826 to $2,109,814.

Approve a decrease of $388,013 in the State Apportionment [Bonds/2006-Nov.; 057-600] from $2,497,826 to $2,109,813.
Require the District to return State funds in the amount of $388,013.

oo =
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:..............cccvveeiiiinnnn. 59/61424-00-001 School DIStriCt:.........eevieiiiiiiiiiciice Chico Unified
COUNY: e Butte School Name:........cccoovvieiiiiiiiiicii Chico Senior High
FINANCIAI HATASIID. ...ttt e e n e No
PURPOSE OF REPORT

To recommend accounting revisions to close out a completed project.

DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are necessary to close out this

completed project. This is a Career Technical Education Facilities Program project and has savings in the amount of $227,813.
SFP Regulation Section 1859.199 states “an applicant district may not retain savings realized by a Career Technical Education
Facilities Project.” The District has concurred with the findings and agrees to return the State funds in the amount of $113,907.

Detail of Final Gost & Financing

Budget Item Currently Approved Required Change  Revised Approval

SFP Moderization $ 888,222 $ (113907) § 774315

SFP CTE Equipment 75,001 0 75,001

Total State Apportionment $ 963,223 $ (113907) § 849,316
Financing

District Contribution $ 963,223 $ (113906) $ 849,317

State (SFP) 963,223 (113907) 849,316

Total Project Costs $ 1926 446 $ (227813) $ 1,698,633

RECOMMENDATIONS

Approve a decrease of $227,813 in the total project cost from $1,926,446 to $1,698,633.

Approve a decrease of $113,906 in the District Contribution from $963,223 to $849,317.

Approve a decrease of $113,907 in the State Apportionment [Bonds/2006-Nov.; 057-600] from $963,223 to $849,316.
Require the District to return State funds in the amount of $113,907.

Hown =
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 School Facility Program Close-Out

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
Application Number:.............cccceeevinnen. 59/66670-00-006 School DistriCt:.......ccceevvveiiiiiiiicce, Santa Ana Unified
COUNY: e Orange School Name:.........ooviviniiiciiic e Valley High
FINANCIal HAIASIID. ...ttt No
PURPOSE OF REPORT

To recommend accounting revisions to close out a completed project.

DESCRIPTION

A review of expenditures reported by the District has been made and the revisions indicated are necessary to close out this
completed project. This is a Career Technical Education Facilities Program project and has savings in the amount of $110,255.
SFP Regulation Section 1859.199 states “an applicant district may not retain savings realized by a Career Technical Education
Facilities Project.” The District has concurred with the findings and agrees to return State funds in the amount of $55,127.

Detail of Final Cost & Financing

Budget Item Currently Approved Required Change Revised Approval
SFP CTE Equipment $ 222,286 (55,127) $ 167,159
Total State Apportionment $ 222,286 $ (55,127) $ 167,159
Financing
District Contribution $ 222,286 $ (55,128) $ 167,158
State (SFP) 222,286 (55,127) 167,159
Total Project Costs $ 444,572 $ (110,255) $ 334,317
RECOMMENDATIONS
1. Approve a decrease of $110,255 in the total project cost from $444,572 to $334,317.
2. Approve a decrease of $55,128 in the District Contribution from $222,286 to $167,158.
3. Approve a decrease of $55,127 in the State Apportionment [Bonds/2006-Nov.; 057-600] from $222,286 to $167,159.
4. Require the District to return State funds in the amount of $55,127.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

CHARTER SCHOOL FACILITIES PROGRAM
EXTENSION TO CONVERSION DEADLINE

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To present Ocean Charter School’s (Charter School) request for a one-year extension to the conversion deadline for their
new construction project (Application Number 54/64733-00-073).

DESCRIPTION

Charter schools participating in the Charter School Facilities Program (CSFP) must convert a preliminary
apportionment (PA) within a four-year period. This item requests a one-year extension to the conversion deadline
for Ocean Charter School, as provided for in regulation.

AUTHORITY
See Attachment A.
BACKGROUND

The CSFP provides PAs (reservations of bond authority) for new construction and rehabilitation projects. The PA
for a CSFP project must be converted within a four-year period to an adjusted grant apportionment meeting all the
School Facilities Program (SFP) criteria, unless a single one-year extension is granted.

Charter schools may request the State Allocation Board (Board) approve a one-year extension. The request will be
approved when a charter school meets one of the following sets of criteria:

e The charter school has provided evidence of both of the following:
0 The California Department of Education (CDE) has made a contingent or final approval of the
proposed site; and,
o The Division of the State Architect (DSA) has confirmed that the final plans for the project have been
submitted to the DSA for review and approval.
o Other evidence satisfactory to the Board justifying the extension.

STAFF ANALYSIS/COMMENTS

The Charter School’s current conversion deadline is May 2, 2016. The Charter School is requesting an extension to
this deadline due to delays caused by difficulties in identifying a suitable school site. The Charter School has
identified a site and is currently working on the California Department of Education approval process. The Charter
School has also started work on construction drawings. Staff has reviewed the Charter School’s request
(Attachment B), which provides satisfactory evidence to justify the extension. Staff supports the Charter School’s
request for a one-year extension to the conversion deadline. The new conversion deadline would be May 2, 2017.

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the Charter School’s request for a single one-year extension to its conversion deadline. Require that the
PA for Ocean Charter School be converted to a final apportionment by May 2, 2017, or it will be rescinded and the
bond authority returned to the CSFP.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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ATTACHMENT A

AUTHORITY
School Facility Program (SFP) Section 1859.166. Time Limit on Preliminary Charter School Apportionment.

(a) A complete request to convert a Preliminary Charter School Apportionment to a Final Charter School
Apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.165 shall be made within four years of the date of the Preliminary
Charter School Apportionment unless the Charter School received approval of an extension pursuant to
Section 1859.166.1.

(b) If (a) is not met, and the Charter School has not received an advance release of funds as provided in
Section 1859.164.2, the following will occur:

(1) the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment shall be rescinded and any remaining Preliminary Charter
School Apportionment, not released to the Charter School, shall be transferred to the Unrestricted Charter
School Fund within the appropriate Charter School Facility Account, and;

(2) the SFP New Construction Eligibility will be increased by the number of unhoused pupils pursuant to
Section 1859.162.2 for the school district that physically contains the Charter School within its geographical
boundaries.

(c) If (a) is not met, and the Charter School has received an advance release of funds as provided in Section
1859.164.2, the following will occur:

(1) The Preliminary Charter School Apportionment shall be rescinded and any remaining Preliminary
Charter School Apportionment, not released to the Charter School, shall be transferred to the Unrestricted
Charter School Fund within the appropriate Charter School Facility Account, and;

(2) Funds released pursuant to Section 1859.164.2(a) shall be reduced to cost incurred and closed-out
pursuant to Section 1859.106 with a corresponding SFP new construction baseline eligibility adjustment for
the pupils assigned to the Preliminary Charter School Application. The adjustment to the baseline eligibility
shall be based on the ratio of the number of unhoused pupils pursuant to Section 1859.162.2 and the
project capacity which generated the project funding to the eligible expenditures. Any funds released are
subject to the fifty percent local matching share requirement as required by EC 17078.54(d). Funds returned
pursuant to Section 1859.106 shall be transferred to the Unrestricted Charter School Fund within the
appropriate Charter School Facility Account, and;

(3) Funds released pursuant to Section 1859.164.2(b) shall be subject to the provisions of Section
1859.171.

SFP Section 1859.166.1. Preliminary Charter School Apportionment Time Limit Extension.

A Charter School that has received a Preliminary Charter School Apportionment may request a single one-
year extension of the time limit prescribed in Section 1859.166(a). The Board shall approve the request
provided the criteria in (a) or (b) are met:

(@) The Charter School has provided evidence of both of the following:

(1) The CDE has made a contingent or final approval of the proposed site; and,

(2) The DSA has confirmed that the final plans for the project have been submitted to the DSA for review
and approval.

(b) Other evidence satisfactory to the Board justifying the extension.
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ATTACHMENT B

ocean

c) charter
school

Erin Cunneen

Office of Public School Construction
707 Third Street

West Sacramento, California, 95605

March 10, 2016
Dear Erin,

Ocean Charter School requests that our Charter School Facilities Program preliminary
apportionment, application number 54/64733-00-073 be extended for one year starting
May 2, 2016 to May 2, 2017.

We have made the following substantial progress on our project located at 12870
Panama Street, Los Angeles:

+ CDE has reviewed the site through their 4.0 process and has rated this site as the
best available site and that Ocean may proceed with further evaluation of the
site.

+ Ocean has completed a Geo Hazards/Title 5 safety study on the site, which
concluded that there were no safety issues.

+ Our Environmental Consultant has completed a review of all toxic related studies and
testing provided by the seller of the property including a No Further Action Letter
by the Regional Water Board and is ready to submit to DTSC and request a NFA
from them.

Our CEQA consultant is completing an initial study for a Negative Declaration/EIR on
the site.

« Ocean has entered into a purchase agreement for the property and escrow is
projected to close at the end of April 2016.

+ An Architect has been retained, schematic plans have been completed and
construction drawings have started.

12606 Culver Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90066 phone 310 827-5511 fax 310 827-2012
7400 W. Manchester Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90045  phone 310 348-9050 fax 310 348-9085
Www.0ceancs.org
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

CHARTER SCHOOL REQUEST TO TRANSFER TITLE TO PROJECT FACILITIES

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To present Ocean Charter School’s (Charter School) request to retain its previous approval to hold title to the
project facilities and site for Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) application number 54/64733-00-073.

DESCRIPTION

The Charter School was previously approved by the State Allocation Board (Board) to hold title to the project
facilities and site. At the January 2016 meeting, the Charter School was approved to transfer the right to hold
title back to the Los Angeles Unified School District (District) in order to qualify for additional funding offered by
the District. The Charter School now requests to maintain approval to hold title.

AUTHORITY
See Attachment A.
BACKGROUND

Education Code (EC) Section 17078.63 states that title to project facilities and sites funded by the Charter

School Facility Program (CSFP) may be held by the school district in which the project is located, a local

governmental entity, or the charter school. If a charter school wishes to hold title, a request to hold title must be

made, unless the Agreements were executed prior to January 1, 2010. When a charter school holds title, the

following additional security provisions must be recorded in the chain of title for the property:

e Alien on the property on behalf of the Board,

o Arestrictive covenant requiring that the facilities be used for public school purposes,

e Aremainder interest reverting to the local school district or the Board in the event the district disclaims the
interest.

The Charter School was approved to hold title in April 2012. At the January 2016 meeting, the right to hold title
was given to the District to allow the Charter School to qualify for additional funding from the District. The
Charter School will receive funding from the District after all funds from the CSFP project have been released. In
order to move forward with site acquisition, the Charter School plans to apply for bridge financing until CSFP
funds are released and is requesting to maintain title to the site for this purpose. The Charter School intends to
resubmit a request to transfer title back to the District once the bridge financing is paid off in order to qualify for
the additional funding from the District. Agreements were executed in 2012, which identify the Charter School as
holding title to the project facilities. Revised Agreements with the District as title holder have not been executed.

STAFF ANALYSIS / STATEMENTS

The Charter School’s request is included as Attachment B. Board approval of this request is contingent upon all
of the security provisions being applied, as required by the EC. If the charter school does not allow for the
recording of the lien, restrictive covenant, or remainder interest, staff will present an item to a future Board
meeting recommending revocation of the original 2012 approval.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Allow the Charter School to retain the previous approval to hold title to the project facilities and site.

2. Direct staff to present an item recommending revocation of this Board approval should the charter school fail
to implement all of the security provisions set forth in the EC Section 17078.63(a)(3)(B).

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % % % April 20, 2016
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AUTHORITY

Education Code Section 17078.63:
(a) Prior to the release of funds for an application submitted pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (b) of Section
17078.53 for site acquisition or new construction final apportionments, applicants shall provide one of the following:

(1) Documentary evidence that the school district in which the facility is to be physically located holds title to the
project facilities in trust for the benefit of the state public school system.

(2) Documentary evidence that a local governmental entity, including, but not limited to, a county board of
education, a city, a county, or a city and county, holds title to the project facilities in trust for the benefit of the state
public school system, subject to both of the following conditions:

(A) Consistent with the prohibition in Section 6 of Article IX of the California Constitution regarding governance of
public schools, a city, county, city and county, or other local governmental entity not included within the public school
system that holds title pursuant to this paragraph shall not exercise any control over the operation of the charter
school.

(B) The following shall be recorded in the chain of title for the property:

(i) A restrictive covenant specifying that the facility shall be used only for public school purposes as authorized in
the California Constitution and statute.

(i) A remainder interest to the school district in which the facility is physically located or, if the school district
disclaims the interest to the facility, to the board. The remainder interest shall be triggered when the facility is no
longer needed for charter school purposes and shall then be subject to paragraphs (2) to (6), inclusive, of subdivision
(b) of Section 17078.62.

(3) (A) A request that the charter school be authorized to hold fee simple title to the subject property in trust for the
benefit of the state public school system, on which a lien shall be recorded in favor of the board for the total amount
of funds allocated pursuant to this article, including any loan received in lieu of a local matching share pursuant to
Section 17078.57. The charter school shall include with the request a statement outlining the reasons why ownership
of the project facilities is not vested with an entity set forth in paragraph (1) or (2). Prior to releasing any project funds,
the board shall make findings that the applicant has submitted all of the information required by this paragraph.

(B) The following shall be recorded in the chain of title for the property:

(i) A restrictive covenant specifying that the facility shall be used only for public school purposes as authorized in
the California Constitution and statute.

(i) A remainder interest to the school district in which the facility is physically located or, if the school district
disclaims the interest to the facility, to the board. The remainder interest shall be triggered when the facility is no
longer needed for charter school purposes and shall then be subject to paragraphs (2) to (6), inclusive, of subdivision
(b) of Section 17078.62.

(b) A charter school may request a school district to transfer title to project facilities to an entity authorized by
paragraph (2) or (3) of subdivision (a) if the school district entered into an agreement, prior to January 1, 2010, to
hold title to those facilities. A school district that receives a request pursuant to this subdivision may transfer the title
to the entity designated in the request pursuant to terms and conditions mutually agreed upon by the district and the
charter school.

(c) The board may adopt regulations to implement this section.

School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation Section 1859.2., “Definitions.”
For the purpose of these regulations, the terms set forth below shall have the following meanings, subject to the
provisions of the Act:

“Charter School” shall mean a school established pursuant to Education Code, Title 2, Division 4, Part 26.8, Section
47600, et seq.
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“Charter School Agreements” mean a memorandum of understanding, a funding agreement and a use agreement as
established by the California School Finance Authority (CSFA).

“Facility” means all or a portion of any real property, site improvements, utilities and/or buildings or other
improvements contained in the project.

“Final Charter School Apportionment” shall mean a Preliminary Charter School Apportionment that has been
converted to a Final Charter School Apportionment in accordance with Section 1859.165.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.172., “Title to Project Facilities.”

(a) Prior to the release of funds for site acquisition or new construction Final Charter School Apportionments, a
charter school that has received a Preliminary Charter School Apportionment must provide one of the following:

(1) Documentary evidence that the school district in which the project is physically located holds title to the project
facilities,

(2) Documentary evidence that a local governmental entity holds title pursuant to all of the requirements set forth in
Education Code Section 17078.63(a)(2), or

(3) A written request that the charter school be authorized to hold fee simple title to the subject property signed by an
authorized charter school representative pursuant to all of requirements set forth in Education Code Section
17078.63(a)(3). The written request must include a statement justifying the reasons why ownership will not be vested
with an entity described in (a)(1) and why ownership will not be vested with an entity described in (a)(2). The written
request must also include the statement:

| certify, as the charter school representative, that the information reported in this document is true and correct.

(b) A charter school may request that a school district transfer title to project facilities to a local governmental entity or
the charter school itself if prior to January 1, 2010 the school district entered into an agreement to hold title to the
project facilities. The transfer of title shall only take place if the school district and charter school mutually agree to a
title transfer. Prior to the transfer of title, the charter school must notify the OPSC in writing that a title transfer request
is being made, enter into new Charter School Agreements with the State and a local

governmental entity if applicable, and demonstrate that all of the necessary conditions for holding title pursuant

to Education Code Section 17078.63 will be complied with. For purposes of title transfer pursuant to Education

Code Section 17078.63(b)(1) the charter school shall not be required to provide the written request outlined in
section (a)(3) above.
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

EXEMPTION FOR INDEPENDENT STUDY FACILITIES

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To present the San Joaquin County Office of Education’s (COE) request, as shown on the Attachment, for an
exemption from the definition of “school buildings” for certain facilities used for independent study.

DESCRIPTION

The COE operates an independent study program at a facility that is not located at a regular school site and is
requesting an exemption from the definition of "School building," as described in Education Code (EC) Section
17283, for the facility.

EC Section 17289 authorizes any school district or county office of education to request an exemption from the
State Allocation Board (Board) for a building or structure or portion of a building or structure used for
independent study from the definition of “school buildings.” These buildings do not have to meet the Field Act
requirements but must comply with local health and safety standards.

The COE has certified that it has satisfied the legal requirements under EC Section 17289 for the exemption.
AUTHORITY

EC Section 17283 states: “ “School building” as used in this article means and includes any building used, or
designed to be used, for elementary or secondary school purposes and constructed, reconstructed, altered, or
added to, by the state or any city or city and county, or by any political subdivision or by any school district of
any kind within the state, or by any regional occupational center or program created by or authorized to act by
an agreement under joint exercise of power, or by the United States government, or any agency thereof.”

EC Section 17289 states “In order to provide alternative, community-based educational opportunities through
independent study, any school district or county office of education may request an exemption from the State
Allocation Board for a building or structure, or portion of a building or structure, from the definition of “school
buildings” within the meaning of Section 17283. The exemptions may be granted for no longer than two years
and exemptions are renewable. An exemption may only be granted if the school district or county office of
education demonstrates to the satisfaction of the State Allocation Board all of the following:

(a) The building or structure, or portion of building or structure, satisfies all of the following:

(1) Itis not located on a regular schoolsite.

(2) It complies with all applicable local building standards and all relevant local health and safety standards in
the community in which it is located.

(3) Itis used for independent study.

(4) It serves fewer than 25 pupils enrolled in kindergarten or any of the grades 1 to 12, inclusive, at any one
time in the building or structure, or in a portion of a building or structure where the remainder of the building
or structure is not used for instructional purposes.

(b) The use of the building or structure is critical to providing an effective alternative, community-based
program.

(c) The use of other buildings or structures that would meet seismic safety standards for school
facilities is not practical.”

(Continued on Page Two)
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Page Two

STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS

The COE has provided certification that it has met the criteria as stated in EC Section 17289. An exemption
has been requested for one year.

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the COE’s request for an exemption from the definition of "school buildings" for the sites listed on the
Attachment from July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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EXEMPTION FOR INDEPENDENT STUDY FACILITIES

ATTACHMENT

Site

Ambition
321 Sun West Place
Manteca, CA 95337

Career Readiness
800 Douglas Road
Stockton, CA 95207

Dream Academy
4635 Georgetown Place, Suite B
Stockton, CA 95207

FOD North
2020 West Swain Road
Stockton, CA 95207

Frontier |
2200 North El Dorado Street
Stockton, CA 95204

Frontier Il
4635 Georgetown Place, Suite B
Stockton, CA 95207

Odyssey
725 North El Dorado Street
Stockton, CA 95202

San Joaquin County Office of Education

[91/10397-00-000]

.D. No.

39-10397-0000000

39-10397-0000000

39-10397-0000000

39-10397-0000000

39-10397-0000000

39-10397-0000000

39-10397-0000000
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

EMERGENCY REPAIR PROGRAM GRANT ADJUSTMENTS

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To correct grant apportionments for the attached listing of Emergency Repair Program (ERP) projects.
DESCRIPTION

The Local Educational Agencies (LEAs) listed on the Attachment have submitted the required
Expenditure Reports (Form SAB 61-04) upon completion of their projects. The State Allocation Board
(Board) previously approved adjustments to the project apportionments in recognition of reported project
savings and/or the accrual of interest. The Attachment includes 130 ERP applications that require minor
adjustments to the apportionment, savings, and/or interest amounts previously recognized and approved
by the Board. The adjustments will not result in any amounts due by school districts.

The purpose of this item is to request the Board make adjustments, as listed on the Attachment, to the
apportionment, savings, and interest amounts previously recognized and approved by the Board.

AUTHORITY

California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 2, Section 1859.330, states in part, that when expenditures
have been determined to be less than the ERP funded grant, the apportionment for ERP funding should
be reduced (adjusted) by the amount of the savings and any interest earned.

CCR Title 2, Section 1859.324.1(a), states in part, that when adjustments to apportionments are
established, collection procedures must be initiated.

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the adjustments for the ERP applications listed on the Attachment.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016





ATTACHMENT

EMERGENCY REPAIR PROGRAM GRANT ADJUSTMENTS

State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

Current LEA Current Current Adjustmentto  Adjustment  Adjustment Final LEA Final Final
Application Total State Application Application LEA Total State to Application to Application Total State Application Application
County School District Site Number Apportionment Savings Interest Apportionment Savings Interest Apportionment Savings Interest

COLUSA PIERCE JOINT UNIFIED Pierce High 61/61614-00-0006 111,549.03 37,035.00 2,074.00 (0.03) - - 111,549.00 37,035.00 2,074.00
COLUSA PIERCE JOINT UNIFIED Pierce High 61/61614-00-0014 494,125.00 12,326.00 2,399.00 - - (0.13) 494,125.00 12,326.00 2,398.87
CONTRA COSTA JOHN SWETT UNIFIED Swett (John) High 61/61697-00-0006 36,098.00 56,296.81 644.00 0.19 - (0.08) 36,098.19 56,296.81 643.92
CONTRA COSTA  [JOHN SWETT UNIFIED Swett (John) High 61/61697-00-0009 90,981.41 1,159.00 400.00 (0.41) - (0.18) 90,981.00 1,159.00 399.82
CONTRA COSTA JOHN SWETT UNIFIED Swett (John) High 61/61697-00-0016 3,669,281.24 308,696.00 21,547.00 (0.24) - (0.17) 3,669,281.00 308,696.00 21,546.83
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED De Anza Senior High 61/61796-00-0111 73,751.00 59,236.00 1,977.00 - - (0.01) 73,751.00 59,236.00 1,976.99
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED Pinole Valley High 61/61796-00-0112 617,163.00 402,965.00 10,586.00 - - 0.21 617,163.00 402,965.00 10,586.21
CONTRA COSTA  [WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED Transition Learning Center 61/61796-00-0113 390,385.00 | 444,720.00 | 10,555.00 - - (0.33) 390,385.00 | 444,720.00 10,554.67
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED Fairmont Elementary 61/61796-00-0114 20,040.00 48,716.00 918.00 - - 0.44 20,040.00 48,716.00 918.44
CONTRA COSTA  [WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED Coronado Elementary 61/61796-00-0115 902,341.68 | 303,593.00 | 16,843.00 0.32 - 0.02 902,342.00 | 303,593.00 16,843.02
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED Castro Elementary 61/61796-00-0116 22,503.00 39,699.00 903.00 - - (0.39) 22,503.00 39,699.00 902.61
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED Crespi Junior High 61/61796-00-0150 1,724,642.00 681,255.00 8,157.00 - - 0.10 1,724,642.00 681,255.00 8,157.10
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED Adams Middle 61/61796-00-0151 727,191.46 505,021.00 4,050.00 (0.46) - (0.06) 727,191.00 505,021.00 4,049.94
CONTRA COSTA  [WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED Coronado Elementary 61/61796-00-0155 152,904.66 | 328,846.00 7,090.00 0.34 - 0.12 152,905.00 | 328,846.00 7,090.12
FRESNO GOLDEN PLAINS UNIFIED Cantua Elementary 61/75234-00-0008 41,959.80 2,738.00 2,286.00 0.20 - 0.65 41,960.00 2,738.00 2,286.65
FRESNO PARLIER UNIFIED Parlier High 61/62364-00-0001 267,129.00 147,769.00 9,091.00 - - 0.23 267,129.00 147,769.00 9,091.23
FRESNO PARLIER UNIFIED Martinez (John C.) Elem 61/62364-00-0002 213,316.00 428,016.00 14,768.00 - - (0.04) 213,316.00 428,016.00 14,767.96
FRESNO PARLIER UNIFIED Chavez (Cesar E.) Elementary 61/62364-00-0003 302,133.00 | 249,967.00 | 12,085.00 - - 0.58 302,133.00 | 249,967.00 12,085.58
FRESNO PARLIER UNIFIED Brletic (Mathew J.) Elementary 61/62364-00-0004 201,160.00 4,421.00 4,007.00 - - 0.51 201,160.00 4,421.00 4,007.51
FRESNO PARLIER UNIFIED Brletic (Mathew J.) Elementary 61/62364-00-0005 130,801.00 11,560.00 2,825.00 - - (0.61) 130,801.00 11,560.00 2,824.39
FRESNO PARLIER UNIFIED Brletic (Mathew J.) Elementary 61/62364-00-0006 122,892.00 61,171.00 2,956.00 - - (0.62) 122,892.00 61,171.00 2,955.38
FRESNO PARLIER UNIFIED Parlier High 61/62364-00-0007 475,379.00 253,996.00 12,501.00 - - 0.21 475,379.00 253,996.00 12,501.21
FRESNO WASHINGTON COLONY ELEMENTARY Washington Colony Elementary 61/62513-00-0003 189,825.65 58,535.00 6,265.00 0.35 - 0.62 189,826.00 58,535.00 6,265.62
FRESNO WEST FRESNO ELEMENTARY West Fresno Elementary 61/62174-00-0002 88,003.00 1,069.00 17.00 - - (0.86) 88,003.00 1,069.00 16.14
FRESNO WEST FRESNO ELEMENTARY West Fresno Elementary 61/62174-00-0004 35,190.93 7,977.00 599.00 0.07 - (14.00) 35,191.00 7,977.00 585.00
FRESNO WEST PARK ELEMENTARY West Park Elementary 61/62539-00-0002 198,971.35 [ 115,864.00 4,093.00 (0.35) - (0.35) 198,971.00 [ 115,864.00 4,092.65
FRESNO WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY Westside Elementary 61/62547-00-0001 76,000.00 500.00 13.00 - - (0.50) 76,000.00 500.00 12.50
HUMBOLDT KLAMATH-TRINITY JOINT UNIFIED Hoopa Valley High 61/62901-00-0029 927,401.00 100,551.32 30,257.28 (0.32) - - 927,400.68 100,551.32 30,257.28
IMPERIAL HEBER ELEMENTARY Heber Elementary 61/63131-00-0005 96,812.00 254,006.00 5,518.00 - - 0.48 96,812.00 254,006.00 5,518.48
KERN BAKERSFIELD CITY ELEMENTARY Curran Middle 61/63321-00-0005 661,358.90 53,301.00 | 21,266.00 0.10 - 0.08 661,359.00 53,301.00 21,266.08
KINGS CORCORAN JOINT UNIFIED John Muir Middle 61/63891-00-0001 942,165.00 144,459.26 39,604.00 (0.26) - - 942,164.74 144,459.26 39,604.00
KINGS CORCORAN JOINT UNIFIED Corcoran High 61/63891-00-0006 336,798.00 | 114,982.00 6,043.00 - - 0.24 336,798.00 | 114,982.00 6,043.24
KINGS CORCORAN JOINT UNIFIED Corcoran High 61/63891-00-0007 161,331.00 99,760.00 5,242.00 - - (0.09) 161,331.00 99,760.00 5,241.91
KINGS CORCORAN JOINT UNIFIED Corcoran High 61/63891-00-0008 738,512.00 | 200,243.00 | 10,519.00 - - (0.03) 738,512.00 | 200,243.00 10,518.97
KINGS CORCORAN JOINT UNIFIED Mark Twain Elementary 61/63891-00-0009 227,283.00 8,582.00 1,081.00 - - 0.33 227,283.00 8,582.00 1,081.33
KINGS HANFORD JOINT UNION HIGH Hanford West High 61/63925-00-0030 9,380.00 - 195.00 - - (0.32) 9,380.00 - 194.68
LAKE KONOCTI! UNIFIED Oak Hill Middle 61/64022-00-0066 20,290.00 69.00 1.00 - - (1.00) 20,290.00 69.00 -
LOS ANGELES CENTINELA VALLEY UNION HIGH Lawndale High 61/64352-00-0011 220,675.00 391.00 4,666.00 - - 0.20 220,675.00 391.00 4,666.20
LOS ANGELES CENTINELA VALLEY UNION HIGH Lawndale High 61/64352-00-0012 435,334.00 2,685.00 8,653.00 - - 0.29 435,334.00 2,685.00 8,653.29
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED Clinton, William Jefferson 61/73437-00-0011 40,526.00 6,751.00 1,211.00 - - (0.79) 40,526.00 6,751.00 1,210.21
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED Compton High 61/73437-00-0017 1,089,229.90 10,276.00 25,819.00 0.10 - (0.40) 1,089,230.00 10,276.00 25,818.60
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED Centennial High 61/73437-00-0018 582,314.58 | 101,527.00 | 16,503.00 0.42 - 0.78 582,315.00 | 101,527.00 16,503.78
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED Anderson Elementary 61/73437-00-0023 3,148.00 23,832.00 723.00 (1.00) - (0.25) 3,147.00 23,832.00 722.75
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED King (Martin Luther) Elementar 61/73437-00-0025 68,424.76 47,833.00 2,407.00 0.24 - 0.51 68,425.00 47,833.00 2,407.51
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED Lincoln Elementary 61/73437-00-0049 49,393.28 1,607.00 1,013.00 (0.28) - (0.09) 49,393.00 1,607.00 1,012.91
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED Longfellow Elementary 61/73437-00-0054 49,897.83 44,503.00 1,286.00 0.17 - (0.19) 49,898.00 44,503.00 1,285.81
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED Roosevelt Middle 61/73437-00-0056 21,196.17 35,419.00 771.00 (0.17) - (0.14) 21,196.00 35,419.00 770.86
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED Rosecrans Elementary 61/73437-00-0061 325,133.00 183.00 5,018.00 - - (0.14) 325,133.00 183.00 5,017.86
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED Walton Middle 61/73437-00-0066 128,760.00 32,098.00 2,534.00 - - (0.48) 128,760.00 32,098.00 2,533.52
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED Whaley Middle 61/73437-00-0067 229,545.00 (2,166.00) 2,991.00 - - (0.79) 229,545.00 (2,166.00) 2,990.21
LOS ANGELES COMPTON UNIFIED Whaley Middle 61/73437-00-0068 209,588.80 67,669.00 4,283.00 0.20 - 0.63 209,589.00 67,669.00 4,283.63
LOS ANGELES LENNOX ELEMENTARY Lennox Middle 61/64709-00-0010 [ 3,661,728.93 (39,661.00)| 43,609.00 (39,660.93) - (0.17) 3,622,068.00 (39,661.00)| 43,608.83
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Huntington Park Senior High 61/64733-00-3184 194,923.40 33,975.00 2,513.00 (0.40) - (0.68) 194,923.00 33,975.00 2,512.32
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Huntington Park Senior High 61/64733-00-3185 35,265.47 57,930.00 726.00 (0.47) - (0.77) 35,265.00 57,930.00 725.23
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Bell Senior High 61/64733-00-3189 37,577.29 11,486.00 142.00 (0.29) - (0.05) 37,577.00 11,486.00 141.95
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Bell Senior High 61/64733-00-3195 20,452.00 39,982.00 640.00 - - (0.37) 20,452.00 39,982.00 639.63
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Banning (Phineas) Senior High 61/64733-00-3199 350,077.61 57,242.00 2,714.00 0.39 - 0.38 350,078.00 57,242.00 2,714.38
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Washington (George) Preparatory High| 61/64733-00-3202 189,082.75 32,651.00 898.00 0.25 - 0.70 189,083.00 32,651.00 '339@.70






ATTACHMENT

EMERGENCY REPAIR PROGRAM GRANT ADJUSTMENTS

State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

Current LEA Current Current Adjustmentto  Adjustment  Adjustment Final LEA Final Final
Application Total State Application Application LEA Total State to Application to Application Total State Application Application
County School District Site Number Apportionment Savings Interest Apportionment Savings Interest Apportionment Savings Interest

LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Los Angeles Senior High 61/64733-00-3433 182,652.75 5,440.00 1,596.00 0.25 - 0.39 182,653.00 5,440.00 1,596.39
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Los Angeles Senior High 61/64733-00-3437 386,043.00 31,668.00 6,482.00 - - 0.26 386,043.00 31,668.00 6,482.26
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Los Angeles Senior High 61/64733-00-3438 56,688.06 551.00 180.00 (0.06) - (0.38) 56,688.00 551.00 179.62
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Crenshaw Senior High 61/64733-00-3439 [ 1,201,299.00 | 193,665.00 | 15,653.00 - - (0.66) 1,201,299.00 | 193,665.00 15,652.34
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Crenshaw Senior High 61/64733-00-3440 190,920.80 3,318.00 1,827.00 0.20 - 0.61 190,921.00 3,318.00 1,827.61
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Fremont (John C.) Senior High 61/64733-00-3709 54,578.43 11,698.00 172.00 (0.43) - (0.08) 54,578.00 11,698.00 171.92
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Fremont (John C.) Senior High 61/64733-00-3710 91,142.57 60,422.00 1,146.00 0.43 - 0.69 91,143.00 60,422.00 1,146.69
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Fremont (John C.) Senior High 61/64733-00-3711 30,588.72 9,983.00 100.00 0.28 - 0.54 30,589.00 9,983.00 100.54
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Fremont (John C.) Senior High 61/64733-00-3713 115,852.16 86,969.00 1,946.00 (0.16) - (0.08) 115,852.00 86,969.00 1,945.92
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Crenshaw Senior High 61/64733-00-3715 260,503.33 14,644.00 93.00 (0.33) - (0.45) 260,503.00 14,644.00 92.55
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Jordan (David Starr) Senior High 61/64733-00-3730 403,008.16 26,737.00 3,505.00 (0.16) - (0.57) 403,008.00 26,737.00 3,504.43
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Jordan (David Starr) Senior High 61/64733-00-3732 15,234.38 32,589.00 412.00 (0.38) - (0.82) 15,234.00 32,589.00 411.18
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Jordan (David Starr) Senior High 61/64733-00-3733 25,546.57 3,588.00 186.00 0.43 - 0.37 25,547.00 3,588.00 186.37
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Jordan (David Starr) Senior High 61/64733-00-3735 164,805.16 59,603.00 843.00 (0.16) - (0.26) 164,805.00 59,603.00 842.74
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Jordan (David Starr) Senior High 61/64733-00-3736 31,874.47 11,313.00 193.00 (0.47) - (0.85) 31,874.00 11,313.00 192.15
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Locke (Alain Leroy) Senior High 61/64733-00-3740 238,397.00 3,232.00 2,318.00 - - 0.14 238,397.00 3,232.00 2,318.14
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Manual Arts Senior High 61/64733-00-3743 25,280.00 14,390.00 38.00 - - (0.30) 25,280.00 14,390.00 37.70
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Roosevelt (Theodore) Senior High 61/64733-00-3750 207,247.00 26,424.00 1,667.00 - - (0.44) 207,247.00 26,424.00 1,666.56
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Belmont Senior High 61/64733-00-3753 40,860.00 28,225.00 209.00 - - (0.60) 40,860.00 28,225.00 208.40
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Belmont Senior High 61/64733-00-3754 81,952.00 16,856.00 183.00 - - 0.11 81,952.00 16,856.00 183.11
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Belmont Senior High 61/64733-00-3756 29,988.00 227,956.00 3,979.00 - - 0.65 29,988.00 227,956.00 3,979.65
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Belmont Senior High 61/64733-00-3758 188,292.00 18,831.00 572.00 - - (0.49) 188,292.00 18,831.00 571.51
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Jefferson (Thomas) Senior High 61/64733-00-3764 26,410.59 60,758.00 1,042.00 0.41 - 0.38 26,411.00 60,758.00 1,042.38
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Locke (Alain Leroy) Senior High 61/64733-00-3765 269,124.00 16,310.00 2,114.00 - - (0.54) 269,124.00 16,310.00 2,113.46
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Garfield (James A.) Senior High 61/64733-00-3769 645,253.00 21,718.00 4,641.00 - - 0.47 645,253.00 21,718.00 4,641.47
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Jefferson (Thomas) Senior High 61/64733-00-3770 138,061.63 99,611.00 3,021.00 0.37 - 0.39 138,062.00 99,611.00 3,021.39
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Jefferson (Thomas) Senior High 61/64733-00-3774 49,401.00 126,978.00 2,271.00 - - 0.27 49,401.00 126,978.00 2,271.27
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Jefferson (Thomas) Senior High 61/64733-00-3775 23,982.00 7,109.00 159.00 - - 0.72 23,982.00 7,109.00 159.72
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Wilson (Woodrow) Senior High 61/64733-00-3778 1,165,947.00 906,679.00 24,225.00 - - 0.97 1,165,947.00 906,679.00 24,225.97
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Wilson (Woodrow) Senior High 61/64733-00-3783 [ 1,039,727.00 | 398,250.00 | 21,310.00 - - (0.14) 1,039,727.00 | 398,250.00 21,309.86
LOS ANGELES MOUNTAIN VIEW ELEMENTARY Maxson Elementary 61/64816-00-0013 422,528.53 4,520.00 7,509.00 0.47 - 1.00 422,529.00 4,520.00 7,510.00
LOS ANGELES PASADENA UNIFIED Cleveland Elementary 61/64881-00-0008 116,614.00 31,469.00 3,640.00 (1.00) - (0.14) 116,613.00 31,469.00 3,639.86
LOS ANGELES PASADENA UNIFIED Washington Accelerated Elementary 61/64881-00-0009 211,812.00 1,311.00 5,555.00 - - (0.93) 211,812.00 1,311.00 5,554.07
LOS ANGELES PASADENA UNIFIED Washington Accelerated Elementary [ 61/64881-00-0011 80,086.00 21,965.00 3,195.00 - - 0.41 80,086.00 21,965.00 3,195.41
LOS ANGELES PASADENA UNIFIED Washington Accelerated Elementary 61/64881-00-0012 45,000.00 17,776.00 1,955.00 - - 0.09 45,000.00 17,776.00 1,955.09
LOS ANGELES PASADENA UNIFIED Washington Accelerated Elementary | 61/64881-00-0013 325,284.00 92,328.00 | 10,410.00 - - (0.47) 325,284.00 92,328.00 10,409.53
LOS ANGELES PASADENA UNIFIED Pasadena High 61/64881-00-0015 7,950.00 26,233.00 1,409.00 - - (0.73) 7,950.00 26,233.00 1,408.27
LOS ANGELES PASADENA UNIFIED Pasadena High 61/64881-00-0016 64,246.00 34,253.00 4,512.00 - - 0.36 64,246.00 34,253.00 4,512.36
LOS ANGELES PASADENA UNIFIED Altadena Elementary 61/64881-00-0020 52,934.72 25,548.00 979.00 0.28 - 0.71 52,935.00 25,548.00 979.71
LOS ANGELES PASADENA UNIFIED Altadena Elementary 61/64881-00-0021 8,616.59 3,416.00 178.00 0.41 - 0.80 8,617.00 3,416.00 178.80
LOS ANGELES PASADENA UNIFIED Altadena Elementary 61/64881-00-0022 58,512.49 3,887.00 735.00 (0.49) - (0.76) 58,512.00 3,887.00 734.24
MERCED MERCED CITY ELEMENTARY Wright (Charles) Elementary 61/65771-00-0009 635,423.29 138,117.00 2,026.00 (0.29) - (0.31) 635,423.00 138,117.00 2,025.69
ORANGE ORANGE UNIFIED Yorba Middle 61/66621-00-0024 69,975.00 193.90 1.68 0.42 (0.32) (1.68) 69,975.42 193.58 -
ORANGE SANTA ANA UNIFIED Saddleback High 61/66670-00-0002 3,213,911.67 (21,414.00)[ 92,292.00 (21,413.67) - 0.19 3,192,498.00 (21,414.00) 92,292.19
ORANGE SANTA ANA UNIFIED Valley High 61/66670-00-0009 2,391,183.00 463,090.00 49,896.00 - - (0.21) 2,391,183.00 463,090.00 49,895.79
ORANGE SANTA ANA UNIFIED Carr (Gerald P.) Intermediate 61/66670-00-0010 171,502.00 621.00 1,587.00 - - 0.62 171,502.00 621.00 1,587.62
ORANGE SANTA ANA UNIFIED Carr (Gerald P.) Intermediate 61/66670-00-0013 532,637.37 51,256.00 6,677.00 (0.37) - 0.10 532,637.00 51,256.00 6,677.10
ORANGE SANTA ANA UNIFIED Valley High 61/66670-00-0016 61,450.00 9,860.00 312.00 - - (0.06) 61,450.00 9,860.00 311.94
SACRAMENTO SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED Warren (Earl) Elementary 61/67439-00-0090 35,849.00 669.95 91.11 0.05 - - 35,849.05 669.95 91.11
SACRAMENTO SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED Sacramento Charter High 61/67439-00-0130 631,163.00 27,408.00 7,768.00 - - (0.16) 631,163.00 27,408.00 7,767.84
SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO UNIFIED Madison Senior High 61/68338-00-0232 981,000.00 68,782.00 22,144.00 - - (0.16) 981,000.00 68,782.00 22,143.84
SAN JOAQUIN LODI UNIFIED Lodi Middle 61/68585-00-0044 823,212.00 (95.00)[ 28,524.00 (95.00) - (0.28) 823,117.00 (95.00)| 28,523.72
SAN JOAQUIN LODI UNIFIED Clairmont Elementary 61/68585-00-0063 2,379,592.02 190,056.00 54,253.00 (0.02) - (0.02) 2,379,592.00 190,056.00 54,252.98
SAN JOAQUIN LODI UNIFIED Bear Creek High 61/68585-00-0064 4,429,444.47 2,618.00 91,580.00 (0.47) - (0.47) 4,429,444.00 2,618.00 91,579.53
SAN JOAQUIN LODI UNIFIED Delta Sierra Middle 61/68585-00-0072 72,811.50 636.00 1,011.00 (0.50) - (0.50) 72,811.00 636.00 1,010.50
SAN JOAQUIN TRACY JOINT UNIFIED Monte Vista Middle 61/75499-00-0006 34,680.00 56,985.00 611.00 - - 0.40 34,680.00 56,985.00 611.40
SAN JOAQUIN TRACY JOINT UNIFIED North Elementary 61/75499-00-0007 38,472.00 29,167.00 451.00 - - (0.39) 38,472.00 29,167.00 450.61
SONOMA BELLEVUE UNION ELEMENTARY Kawana Elementary 61/70615-00-0004 27,809.67 8,893.33 78.00 - - 0.01 27,809.67 8,893.33 b&j.m






ATTACHMENT

EMERGENCY REPAIR PROGRAM GRANT ADJUSTMENTS
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

Current LEA Current Current Adjustmentto  Adjustment  Adjustment Final LEA Final Final
Application Total State Application Application LEA Total State to Application to Application Total State Application Application
County School District Site Number Apportionment Savings Interest Apportionment Savings Interest Apportionment Savings Interest

SONOMA ROSELAND ELEMENTARY Roseland Elementary 61/70904-00-0004 16,025.00 14,494.00 165.00 - - (0.06) 16,025.00 14,494.00 164.94
TULARE ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY Alta Vista Elementary 61/71811-00-0009 302,169.00 84,315.00 3,688.00 - - (0.47) 302,169.00 84,315.00 3,687.53
TULARE ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY Alta Vista Elementary 61/71811-00-0010 101,681.00 11,454.00 1,215.00 - - (0.57) 101,681.00 11,454.00 1,214.43
TULARE CUTLER-OROSI JOINT UNIFIED El Monte Jr. High 61/71860-00-0109 975,508.00 (28,828.00)| 31,122.00 (28,828.00) - (0.18) 946,680.00 (28,828.00)| 31,121.82
TULARE CUTLER-OROSI JOINT UNIFIED Cutler Elementary 61/71860-00-0110 469,473.00 (11,578.00)| 15,764.00 (11,578.00) - 0.21 457,895.00 (11,578.00) 15,764.21
TULARE CUTLER-OROSI JOINT UNIFIED Orosi High 61/71860-00-0111 237,399.00 (7,317.00) 7,325.00 (7,317.00) - 0.08 230,082.00 (7,317.00) 7,325.08
TULARE LINDSAY UNIFIED Lincoln Elementary 61/71993-00-0052 68,031.00 21,268.96 3,691.42 0.04 - - 68,031.04 21,268.96 3,691.42
TULARE PIXLEY UNION ELEMENTARY Pixley Elementary 61/72041-00-0004 147,694.83 1,630.17 1,672.44 - - (2.00) 147,694.83 1,630.17 1,670.44
TULARE PLEASANT VIEW ELEMENTARY Pleasant View Elementary 61/72058-00-0014 85,313.00 15,172.00 3,848.00 - - (0.18) 85,313.00 15,172.00 3,847.82
TULARE WOODLAKE UNION ELEMENTARY Woodlake Valley Middle 61/72272-00-0005 105,606.62 - 1,655.00 0.38 - 0.49 105,607.00 - 1,655.49
TULARE WOODLAKE UNION ELEMENTARY Woodlake Valley Middle 61/72272-00-0006 150,602.18 - 2,360.00 (0.18) - 0.11 150,602.00 - 2,360.11
TULARE WOODLAKE UNION ELEMENTARY Castle Rock Elementary 61/72272-00-0007 127,665.80 4,892.00 2,078.00 0.20 - (0.30) 127,666.00 4,892.00 2,077.70
TULARE WOODLAKE UNION HIGH Woodlake High 61/72280-00-0008 132,669.17 35,682.00 3,350.00 (0.17) - (0.59) 132,669.00 35,682.00 3,349.41
TULARE WOODLAKE UNION HIGH Woodlake High 61/72280-00-0009 165,664.73 - 3,296.00 0.27 - 0.40 165,665.00 - 3,296.40
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

WAIVERS OF THE SUBSTANTIAL ENROLLMENT REQUIREMENT

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To present two requests to waive the substantial enrollment requirement and subsequent increase in district building
capacity under the School Facility Program (SFP).

DESCRIPTION

Two districts, listed on the Attachment, have been reviewed by the State Allocation Board (Board) Waiver and
Review Committee (Committee) and found to meet the requirements of the Board to receive a waiver from the
adjustment to the existing school building capacity. The policy basis for each waiver is contained in the “waiver code”
on the Attachment. The Committee recommends approval of the waiver requests.

AUTHORITY

Education Code Section 17017.7(c)

(c) “Substantial enroliment,” for the purposes of this section, means enroliment of at least 30 percent of district pupils
in kindergarten and grades 1 to 6, inclusive, or 40 percent of pupils in kindergarten and grades 1 to 12, inclusive, in
the high school attendance area for which the school district is applying for new facilities. The calculation set forth in
this subdivision, as to a self-certifying district, shall be made by the district, in accordance with any standards
governing that calculation that are adopted by the board. The calculation shall be certified by the district to the board
and used by the board for the purposes of this section. The self-certifying district shall maintain documentation of the
calculation as may be required by the board, and the calculation shall be subject to subsequent audit as the board
may direct. If a self-certifying district is found by the board to have materially misrepresented its pupil enroliment
pursuant to this subdivision, the board may impose either or both of the penalties set forth in paragraphs (1) and (2)
of subdivision (b) of Section 17041.2, in accordance with that section.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.35. Calculation of Existing School Building Capacity.

The district's existing school building capacity shall be determined by totaling the amount calculated in (a) and (b).
(a) With the exception of classrooms for Special Day Class pupils for which the multiplier is indicated on the Form
SAB 50-02, multiply the number of available classrooms in the district, the HSAA or the Super HSAA by the following:
25 for each K-6 classroom and 27 for each 7-12 classroom. Available classrooms shall be determined by the
reduction of classrooms identified in Section 1859.32 from the gross classroom inventory prepared pursuant to
Section 1859.31 and the inclusion of portable classrooms as provided pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.30
(@) or (b).

(b) Multiply the K-6 pupil capacity of the elementary district, the unified district, the HSAA or the Super HSAA in a
unified district as determined by the results of the calculations in (a) at the time of the initial determination of eligibility
by six percent. When the elementary or unified district meets the Substantial Enrollment Requirement (SER) or
qualifies for a waiver of the SER authorized by Education Code Sections 17017.6 and 17017.7(c), the amount
reported in (b) shall be zero. For High School Districts, the amount reported in (b) shall be zero.

(Continued on Page Two)
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BACKGROUND

The SFP requires that the existing school building capacity of a district be adjusted using the Board’s priority one
requirements for funding as those requirements existed under the Lease-Purchase Program. The relevant priority
one requirement at that time was that a district has thirty-percent of their K-6 enrollment attending schools operating
on a year-round calendar or accepts an increase in capacity equal to six percent of the district’'s K-6 students.
Districts that did not meet the Multi-Track Year-Round Education (MTYRE) requirement could request a waiver of the
reduction if they could demonstrate that certain financial or educational hardships existed that prevented the district

from operating MTYRE programs.

As the district capacity increases, the net eligibility available in the SFP decreases.

STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS

The Board’s Committee is comprised of the Supervising Field Representative of the California Department of
Education’s School Facilities and Transportation Services division. The Committee has reviewed the districts’
requests and recommends the Board approve the requests.

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the requests as shown on the Attachment.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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Attachment

WAIVER OF THE SUBSTANTIAL ENROLLMENT REQUIREMENT

2. Approved Waiver: ADA Less Than 300

DISTRICT WAIVER CODE
Shiloh Elementary School District SW
Clay Joint Elementary School District SW

LETTER DATE

2/18/2016

2/18/2016

Approval Codes

1 = Insufficient number of pupils to load four classrooms SW = SER Waiver

2 = ADA of 300 or less RW = Recertification of Waiver
3 = Meets YRE percentage requirements 17017.7 (c) S = SER Requirement

5 = High School District ADA of 1200 or fewer RS = Recertification of SER

6 = High School District met SER requirement, 17017.6 SP = SER Partial

8 = Feasibility FS = Feasibility Study

9 = Denied

10 = Educational Hardship
11 = Financial Hardship
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
School District: ......vvvveeeeeiiiiiiiiiieeceee, MAPLE ELEMENTARY  COUNtY:...vvviiiieeei i KERN
Application Number:............coooeeiiiiiiiiiieie 58/63610-00-002  School Name:..........cccoevvvevevirerennen. MAPLE ELEMENTARY
Total District Enrollment:............coooee i, 282 Project Grade Leveli..........cocvvvveeeeeiiice e, K-8
T Tl T (0 S o1 o OSSP RURPPR YES

The District qualifies for financial hardship pursuant to School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation Section 1859.81(c)(4). The
District has demonstrated it is financially unable to provide all or part of the matching funds and is levying the developer fees
or equal alternative revenue source justified by law. The District’s total bonding capacity as of November 18, 2015, is $5
million or less.

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Type of Request State Allocation Board (Board) conceptual approval for a SFP Facility Hardship
Seismic Mitigation Program (SMP) Rehabilitation project and for placement on the
Unfunded List (Lack of AB 55 Loans) for design.

Total Estimated Project Cost $2,084,793

Cost to the State $2,070,698

DESCRIPTION

Description of Health and Safety Threat Maple Elementary is a one-school school district in Shafter, California. The
campus consists of three administration/classroom wings and a multi-
purpose/cafeteria building all originally constructed in 1961. These buildings are
of the Most Vulnerable Category 2 Building type. The Division of the State
Architect (DSA) has concurred with the presence of the threat of a local or global
collapse of the facility in the event of seismic activity, as outlined in the Eligibility
Evaluation Reports filed by the District’s structural engineer.

Scope of Project This project consists of rehabilitation work with seismic upgrades and
corresponding access compliance and fire and life safety upgrades to the
existing buildings. The District has a pre-existing conceptual approval for a
Facility Hardship project for work that consist of replacing the electrical and fire
alarm systems, and replacing the roof in order to protect the integrity of the new
systems. These projects will be completed concurrently.

Status of School Site The buildings are currently occupied and rehabilitation work has not yet begun.

QUALIFYING CRITERIA

Government/State Level Concurrence DSA approved both the administration/classroom wings and the multi-

purpose/cafeteria building for SMP eligibility and also evaluated and approved
the planned seismic mitigation work.

(Continued on Page Two) 63
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QUALIFYING CRITERIA (cont.)

Staff Supports the District's Request Yes

Site Visit Completed by Staff Yes

AUTHORITY

See Attachment A.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1.

Approve the District’s request for conceptual approval for SMP rehabilation pursuant to the SFP Regulation Section
1859.82(a).

Provide that the District must file an Approved Application for funding within 18 months of this approval, pursuant to
Regulation Section 1859.82(c).

Provide that this conceptual approval does not guarantee a commitment for funding by the Board. Any possible
future funding will be subject to all governing laws and regulations, and the availability of funds.

Provide that the State portion of any and all savings which may be realized from the funding of this facility
hardship project must be returned to the State.

Approve the District’'s request for an unfunded approval for a design apportionment in the amount of $416,948 as
shown on Attachment B, pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.81.1(¢)(2).

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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ATTACHMENT A
AUTHORITY

Education Code (EC) Section 17075.10(a) states:
A school district may apply for hardship assistance in cases of extraordinary circumstances. Extraordinary
circumstances may include, but are not limited to, the need to repair, reconstruct, or replace the most
vulnerable school facilities that are identified as a Category 2 building, as defined in the report submitted
pursuant to Section 17317, determined by the department to pose an unacceptable risk of injury to its
occupants in the event of a seismic event.

EC Section 17075.10(b)(2) states:
Funds for the purpose of seismic mitigation work or facility replacement pursuant to this section shall be
allocated by the board on a 50-percent state share basis from funds reserved for that purpose in any bond
approved by the voters after January 1, 2006. If the board determines that the seismic mitigation work of a
school building would require funding that is greater than 50 percent of the funds required to construct a
new facility, the school district shall be eligible for funding to construct a new facility under this chapter.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.81 states:
Except for Joint-Use Projects and Career Technical Education Facilities Projects, a district is eligible for financial
hardship to fund all or a portion of its matching share requirement after demonstrating the requirements of (a), (c),
and (d) below:

(a) The district is financially unable to provide all necessary matching funds for an eligible project. To
determine this, an analysis shall be made of the district’s financial records by the OPSC including data
and records maintained by the CDE and the County Office of Education....

(b) From the funds deemed available as a matching contribution, the district may retain $19,776 per
classroom in each enroliment reporting period for the cost to provide interim housing for the currently
unhoused pupils of the district....

(c) The district has made all reasonable efforts to fund its matching share of the project by demonstrating it
is levying the developer fee justified under law or an alternative revenue source equal to or greater than
the developer fee otherwise justified under law at the time of request for hardship and the district meets
at least one of the following:

(1) The current outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing
school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35 or 17074.25 as appropriate, at the
time of request for financial hardship status, is at least 60 percent of the district’s total bonding capacity.
Outstanding bonded indebtedness includes that part of general obligation bonds, Mello-Roos Bonds,
School Facility Improvement District Bonds and certificates of participation which the district is paying a
debt service that was issued for capital outlay school facility purposes.

(2) The district had a successful registered voter bond election for at least the maximum amount allowed
under Proposition 39 within the previous two years from the date of request for financial hardship status.
The proceeds from the bond election that represent the maximum amount allowed under the provisions
of Proposition 39 must be used to fund the district’s matching share requirement for SFP project(s).

(3) It is a County Superintendent of Schools.

(4) The district’s total bonding capacity at the time of the request for financial hardship status is $5 million or
less.

(5) Other evidence of reasonable effort as approved by the SAB....

SFP Regulation Section 1859.81(e) permits design funding for a district that meets the financial hardship criteria in
Section 1859.81 at, “an amount not to exceed 40 percent of the new construction grant less any district funds
available for the project pursuant to Section 1859.81(a)....”
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ATTACHMENT A
AUTHORITY (cont.)

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82 states, “A district is eligible for facility hardship funding to replace or construct new
classrooms and related facilities if the district demonstrates there is an unmet need for pupil housing or the condition
of the facilities, or the lack of facilities, is a threat to the health and safety of the pupils.”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1) provides for Facility Hardship grant funding when, “The facilities are needed to
ensure the health and safety of the pupils if the district can demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Board that the
health and safety of the pupils is at risk. Factors to be considered by the Board shall include...seismic mitigation of
the Most Vulnerable Category 2 Buildings as verified by the DSA....”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(A) states:
If the request is for replacement facilities, a cost/benefit analysis must be prepared by the district and
submitted to the OPSC that indicates the total costs to remain in the classroom or related facility and
mitigate the problem is at least 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost of the classroom or related
facility. The cost/benefit analysis may include applicable site development costs as outlined in Section
1859.76. The cost/benefit analysis shall not include increased costs associated with high performance
related costs or components, with the exception of those high performance components that were pre-
existing in the classroom or related facility. If the cost to remain in the classroom or related facility is less
than 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost, the district may qualify for either grant below, as
applicable:
1. Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant for Rehabilitation Costs pursuant to Section 1859.83(e), or
2. A grant not to exceed 50 percent of the cost estimate that has been reviewed and approved by the OPSC
and approved by the board for seismic rehabilitation.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(B) states:
If the request is for replacement facilities that included structural and/or seismic deficiencies, the cost/benefit
analysis must also include a report from a licensed design professional identifying the minimum work
necessary to obtain DSA approval. The report must contain a detailed cost estimate of the repairs. The
cost/benefit analysis shall not include increased costs associated with high performance related costs or
components, with the exception of those high performance components that were pre-existing in the
classroom or related facility. The report and cost estimate shall be subject to review by the OPSC for
conformance with the Saylor Current Construction Cost Publication and, at the OPSC’s discretion, the DSA.
For seismic deficiencies of the Most Vulnerable Category 2 Buildings, the report and the cost estimate for
the minimum work necessary must be reviewed by the DSA.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(C) states:
The seismic mitigation projects must meet all of the following requirements:

1. The construction contract was executed on or after May 20, 2006;
2. The project funding provided shall be for the minimum work necessary to obtain DSA approval;
3. The building is designed for occupancy by students and staff; and
4. The DSA concurs with a report by a structural engineer, which identifies structural deficiencies
that pose an unacceptable risk of injury to its occupants in a seismic event. If the unacceptable risk
of injury is due to the presence of faulting, liquefaction or landslide, these hazards must be
documented by a geologic hazards report prepared by an engineering geologist in accordance with
California Building Code, Part 2, Chapter 18, section 1803A and with the concurrence of the
California Geological Survey.

The structural engineer’s report shall conform to the guidelines prepared by the DSA, in accordance with Education
Code Section 17310.
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ATTACHMENT A
AUTHORITY (cont.)

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82 further states:
A district may request a determination of eligibility for facility hardship funding in advance of project funding.
(c) A district seeking replaced facilities as a result of either (a) or (b) above must submit Form SAB 50-04 for
the replaced facilities:
(1) Within 18 months if the replacement facilities will be located on the same site.
(2) Within 24 months if the replacement facilities will be located on a replacement site.
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Attachment B

Seismic Mitigation Program - Separate Design

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 58/63610-00-002
School District: Maple Elementary

County:

School Name:

Kern
Maple Elementary

PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: K-8 Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Under 50 Yrs: K-6:
7-8:
9-12:
Non-Severe:
Severe:
Financial Hardship Requested: Yes Recommended Acres: N/A
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: N/A
ADJUSTED GRANT DATA PROJECT FINANCING
Estimated Total Grant Separate Design Grant
Seismic Rehabilitation $ 1,035,865 Total Design (40% of Grant) $ 416,948
Project Assistance 6,504 Design State Share (50%) 208,474
Total State Share (50%) 1,042,369 Design District Share (50%) 208,474
District Share (50%) 1,042,369 District Cash Contribution 14,040
Total Project Cost $ 2,084,738 Financial Hardship 194,434
Total Project Cost $ 416,948
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
New Construction/Additional Grant 957-505 1D $ 208,474 $ 208,474
District Share
Cash Contribution 14,040
Financial Hardship 957-505 1D 194,434 194,434
Total $ $ 416,948 $ 402,908

Funding Source: Proposition 1D Bonds/2006-Nov.

Pursuant to the Board's action on March 11, 2009, this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding.

Please be advised that Labor Code (LC) Section 1773.3, as amended by Senate Bill 854, Chapter 28, Statutes of 2014, requires school districts that have
School Facility Program SFP projects with an initial public works contract awarded on or after January 1, 2012, to notify the Department of Industrial
Relations (DIR). The DIR must provide prevailing wage monitoring services for all such projects, except in the cases of: (1) the district operates a DIR-
approved internal wage monitoring program; or (2) the district has entered into a collective bargaining agreement that includes the requirements specified in

LC Section 1771.4(b)(2).

The District qualifies for financial hardship pursuant to SFP Regulation Section 1859.81(c)(4). The District has demonstrated it is financially
unable to provide all or part of the matching funds and is levying the developer fees or equal alternative revenue source justified by law.
The District’s total bonding capacity as of November 18, 2015, is $5 million or less.

Amounts shown for financial hardship assistance are subject to adjustment as a result of a review of the district's financial records pursuant to Regulation Section

1859.81(a) at the time of the apportionment.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this Seismic Mitigation Program project

must be returned to the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL * % %

April 20, 2016

67a





REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

School District: ..........ccccovvieiinnne OCEAN VIEW ELEMENTARY  COUNY:.....ooiiiiieiiiieeiiiieeiiieee e ORANGE
Application Number:...........ccocveeiiiiiiice. 58/66613-00-001  School Name:.........ccocvvrereenee HOPE VIEW ELEMENTARY

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Type of Request State Allocation Board (Board) approval for placement on the Unfunded
List (Lack of AB 55 Loans) for a School Facility Program (SFP) Facility
Hardship Rehabilitation project.

Total Project Cost $4,700,613
Cost to the State $2,820,368
DESCRIPTION

Description of Health and Safety Threat Hope View Elementary in Orange County was originally constructed in 1967.
During the course of a SFP-funded modernization project for the main building at
Hope View, asbestos debris that was contained in asbestos fire retardant on
steel structural supports was discovered above the ceiling and in the air ducts.

A certified industrial hygienist determined that the asbestos contamination
represented an imminent threat to the health of the students and staff at the
school. As the asbestos abatement progressed, mold under wall coverings and
vinyl baseboards and on drywall was discovered, and lead paint was revealed
on the steel structural supports under the fireproofing. The industrial hygienist
determined the mold and lead paint to present additional health and safety
threats to the school’s occupants. The California Department of Public Health
(CDPH) Indoor Air Quality Section reviewed the findings from Health Science
Associates and provided concurrence that the conditions presented a health and
safety threat.

Scope of Project As required in the industrial hygienist’s report, rehabilitation work for the
asbestos consisted of cleaning the existing asbestos debris and the
removal/replacement of the asbestos fire retardant. Rehabilitation work for the
mold consisted of removal of wall coverings, vinyl baseboards, and casework,
cleaning, and replacement. Rehabilitation work for the lead paint consisted of
spot abatements to facilitate welding that was required to correct structural
deficiencies.

Status of School Site All mitigation work has been completed and the building is occupied.

(Continued on Page Two) 68






QUALIFYING CRITERIA

Government/State Level Concurrence

Staff Supports the District's Request
Site Visit Completed by Staff
AUTHORITY

See Attachment A.

RECOMMENDATIONS

SAB 04-20-16
Page Two

The District has obtained concurrence with the hazards reported and with the
proposed minimum work for rehabilitation from the CDPH.

Yes.

Yes.

1. Approve the District’s request for placement on the Unfunded List (Lack of AB 55 Loans) for Facility Hardship

rehabilitation funding for the main building at Hope View Elementary, pursuant to SFP Regulation Section
1859.83(e), as provided on Attachment B.

2. Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this rehabilitation
project must be returned to the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL * % %

April 20, 2016
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ATTACHMENT A
AUTHORITY

Education Code (EC) Section 17075.10(a) states:
A school district may apply for hardship assistance in cases of extraordinary circumstances. Extraordinary
circumstances may include, but are not limited to, the need to repair, reconstruct, or replace the most
vulnerable school facilities that are identified as a Category 2 building, as defined in the report submitted
pursuant to Section 17317, determined by the department to pose an unacceptable risk of injury to its
occupants in the event of a seismic event.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82 states, “A district is eligible for facility hardship funding to replace or construct new
classrooms and related facilities if the district demonstrates there is an unmet need for pupil housing or the condition of
the facilities, or the lack of facilities, is a threat to the health and safety of the pupils..”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1) provides for Facility Hardship grant funding when:
The facilities are needed to ensure the health and safety of the pupils if the district can demonstrate to the
satisfaction of the Board that the health and safety of the pupils is at risk. Factors to be considered by the
Board shall include the close proximity to a major freeway, airport, electrical facility, high power transmission
lines, dam, pipeline, industrial facility, adverse air quality emission or other health and safety risks, including
structural deficiencies required by the DSA to be repaired, seismic mitigation of the Most Vulnerable
Category 2 Buildings as verified by the DSA, traffic safety or because the pupils reside in remote areas of the
district and transportation to existing facilities is not possible or poses a health and safety risk.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(A) states:
If the request is for replacement facilities, a cost/benefit analysis must be prepared by the district and submitted
to the OPSC that indicates the total costs to remain in the classroom or related facility and mitigate the problem
is at least 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost of the classroom or related facility. The cost/benefit
analysis may include applicable site development costs as outlined in Section 1859.76. The cost/benefit
analysis shall not include increased costs associated with high performance related costs or components, with
the exception of those high performance components that were pre-existing in the classroom or related facility.
If the cost to remain in the classroom or related facility is less than 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost,
the district may qualify for either grant below, as applicable:
1. Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant for Rehabilitation Costs pursuant to Section 1859.83(e), or
2. Agrant not to exceed 50 percent of the cost estimate that has been reviewed and approved by the OPSC

and approved by the board for seismic rehabilitation.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.83(e) provides for:
Excessive Cost for rehabilitation of facilities the Board has determined are a health and safety risk to the pupils
pursuant to Section 1859.82(a)(1) and the cost/benefit analysis to mitigate the problem and remain in the facility
is less than 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost of the facility. The cost/benefit analysis shall not
include increased costs associated with high performance related costs or components, with the exception of
those high performance components that were pre-existing in the classroom or related facility. If the district
qualifies, the district is eligible for funding of Rehabilitation Costs as a modernization project. .... If the Approved
Application is received after April 29, 2002, the grant amount provided is 60 percent of the amount of the cost
estimate required in Section 1859.82(a)(1) that has been reviewed by the OPSC and
approved by the Board. An additional grant may be provided for high performance incentive pursuant to Section
1859.77.4 provided that the high performance points attained are related to the scope of the Facility Hardship
project. For any project funded in whole or in part from Proposition 47 or Proposition 55 for which the
construction contract is awarded prior to January 1, 2012, the district may be eligible for the funding provided to
initiate and enforce a LCP as prescribed in Section 1859.78.1(a). For any project for which the construction
contract is awarded on or after January 1, 2012 the grant may be adjusted in the manner prescribed in Section
1859.78.1(b) and subject to the limitations established in Section 1859.78.1(c).
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ATTACHMENT B

Rehabilitation - Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 58/66613-

School District: Ocean View Elementary

00-001

County:
School Name:

Orange
Hope View Elementary

PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: Elementary Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Under 50 Yrs: K-6:
7-8:
9-12:
Non-Severe:
Severe:
Financial Hardship Requested: No Recommended Acres: 11.7
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: 13.7
ADJUSTED GRANT DATA PROJECT FINANCING
Rehabilitation/Mitigation $ 2,820,368.00 State Share
Total State Share (60%) 2,820,368.00 This Project $ 2,820,368.00
District Share (40%) 1,880,245.00 District Share
Total Project Cost $ 4,700,613.00 Cash Contribution 1,880,245.00
Total Project Cost $ 4,700,613.00
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
Unfunded
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Approval
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 919-611 1A $ $ 32,744.00 $ 32,744.00
Modernization/Additional Grant 919-612 1A 914,184.83 914,184.83
Modernization/Additional Grant 919-617 1A 378,389.82 378,389.82
Modernization/Additional Grant 957-570 1D 1,495,049.35 1,495,049.35
District Share
Cash Contribution 1,880,245.00
Total $ $ 4,700,613.00 $ 2,820,368.00

Funding Source: Proposition 1A Bonds/1998-Nov.; Proposition 1D Bonds/2006-Nov.

Pursuant to the Board's action on March 11, 2009, this application has been approved and placed on the Unfunded List.
This approval does not constitute a guarantee or commitment of future State funding.

Senate Bill 854, Chapter 28, Statutes of 2014 repealed Labor Code (LC) Section 1771.3 which required school districts to provide payment to
Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) for prevailing wage monitoring. As a result, school districts awarding a construction contract on or
after June 20, 2014 are not mandated to provide payment for DIR monitoring and enforcement of prevailing wage requirements. Projects with
an initial public works contract awarded on or after June 20, 2014 are not eligible to receive an additional grant for prevailing wage monitoring;
however, school districts are still required to notify DIR within five days of initial contract award pursuant to LC Section 1773.3(a)(1).

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this facility hardship program project must be returned to the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL

X/ R/ X/
L X X S X4

April 20, 2016
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
School District: .......ccccceuen. SANTA BARBARA UNIFIED  COUNtY:....oveieeiririreieincreisneeeiseneenees SANTA BARBARA
Application Number:...........cccoceevvrrennee. 51/76786-00-001 School Name: ..........cccccevevennee. SANTA BARBARA HIGH
Total District Enrollment: ........ccoovveveevvveveeisesees 15,593 Project Grade Level: .......ccovvvvecersiciecccecssin 9-12
FINANCIAI HAIASNID: ..ttt bttt bbb s et e NO

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To present the District's request for a 12-month time extension to submit a complete Seismic Mitigation
Program (SMP) funding application for the previously approved conceptual approval for the demolition and
replacement of the Peabody Stadium at Santa Barbara High.

DESCRIPTION

The District received a conceptual approval for the demolition and replacement of the Peabody Stadium at
Santa Barbara High with an estimate cost of approximately $5.62 million under the School Facility Program
(SFP) regulations at the June 2014 State Allocation Board (Board) meeting. This approval required the
District to submit a complete funding application by December 25, 2015. The District is requesting a 12-
month time extension to this deadline to allow time to make necessary modifications to existing plans that
have been submitted to the Division of the State Architect (DSA).

AUTHORITY
See Attachment 1.
BACKGROUND

At the June 2014 Board meeting, the District was approved for the demolition and replacement of the
Peabody Stadium in the same location at Santa Barbara High School. The approval required the District to
submit a complete funding application along with all of the required approvals by DSA and the California
Department of Education by December 25, 2015. The extension request was received prior to the due date
(Attachments 2 and 3).

STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS

The District submitted the plans to DSA on March 20, 2015. However, added infrastructure and utilities
including the replacement of a failing antiquated storm drain that passes under the playing field have
increased the project cost to more than what was originally anticipated. The District is looking into reducing
any unnecessary scope of work that is not required while ensuring that all required work is completed. The
District is currently working with DSA on receiving approvals to the addendum and to the existing plans. It is
expected that the plans and the addendum will receive DSA approval by April 2016.

Due to the above-mentioned circumstances, Staff supports the District’s request.

(Continued on Page Two)





SAB 04-20-16
Page Two

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Grant the district a 12-month time extension from December 25, 2015 until December 25, 2016, for
the submittal of a complete SMP funding application for the Santa Barbara High School stadium.

2. Provide that all other provisions contained in the District’s original approval from June 25, 2014 shall
remain in full effect, as shown on Attachment 3.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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ATTACHMENT 1

AUTHORITY

Education Code (EC) Section 17075.10(a) states:
A school district may apply for hardship assistance in cases of extraordinary circumstances. Extraordinary
circumstances may include, but are not limited to, the need to repair, reconstruct, or replace the most
vulnerable school facilities that are identified as a Category 2 building, as defined in the report submitted
pursuant to Section 17317, determined by the department to pose an unacceptable risk of injury to its
occupants in the event of a seismic event.

EC Section 17075.10(b)(2) states:
Funds for the purpose of seismic mitigation work or facility replacement pursuant to this section shall be
allocated by the board on a 50-percent state share basis from funds reserved for that purpose in any bond
approved by the voters after January 1, 2006. If the board determines that the seismic mitigation work of a
school building would require funding that is greater than 50 percent of the funds required to construct a
new facility, the school district shall be eligible for funding to construct a new facility under this chapter.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82 states: “A district is eligible for facility hardship funding to replace or construct new
classrooms and related facilities if the district demonstrates there is an unmet need for pupil housing or the condition
of the facilities, or the lack of facilities, is a threat to the health and safety of the pupils.”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82 states in part:
“...A district may request a determination of eligibility for facility hardship funding in advance of project
funding.
(c) A district seeking replaced facilities as a result of either (a) or (b) above must submit Form SAB 50-04
[Application for Funding] for the replaced facilities:

(1) Within 18 months if the replacement facilities will be located on the same site.
(2) Within 24 months if the replacement facilities will be located on a replacement site.

If an approved Application for the replaced facility is not accepted within the time periods identified in (c)(1)
or (c)(2) above, the Board shall re-review the criteria submitted by the district for replacement of the facility
prior to apportionment of the replaced facility.”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1) provides for Facility Hardship grant funding when, “The facilities are needed to
ensure the health and safety of the pupils if the district can demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Board that the
health and safety of the pupils is at risk. Factors to be considered by the Board shall include...seismic mitigation of
the Most Vulnerable Category 2 Buildings as verified by the DSA....”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(A) states:
If the request is for the replacement facilities, a cost/benefit analysis must be prepared by the district and
submitted to the [Office of Public School Construction] OPSC that indicates the total costs to remain in the
classroom or related facility and mitigate the problem is at least 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost
of the classroom or related facility. The cost/benefit analysis may include applicable site development costs
as outlined in Section 1859.76. If the cost to remain in the classroom or related facility is less than 50
percent of the Current Replacement Cost, the district may qualify for a Modernization Excessive Cost
Hardship Grant for rehabilitation costs pursuant to Section 1859.83(e) or a grant not to exceed 50 percent of
the cost estimate that has been reviewed and approved by the OPSC and approved by the board for
seismic rehabilitation.





ATTACHMENT 1
AUTHORITY (Cont.)

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(B) states:
If the request is for replacement facilities that included structural and/or seismic deficiencies, the cost/benefit
analysis must also include from a licensed design professional identifying the minimum work necessary to
obtain DSA approval. The report must contain a detailed cost estimate of the repairs. The cost/benefit
analysis shall not include increased costs associated with high performance related costs or components,
with the exception of those high performance components that were pre-existing in the classroom or related
facility. The report and cost estimate shall be subject to review by the OPSC for conformance with the
Saylor Current Construction Cost Publication and, at the OPSC’s discretion, the DSA. For seismic
deficiencies of the Most Vulnerable Category 2 Buildings, the report and the cost estimate for the minimum
work necessary must be reviewed by the DSA.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(C) states:

The seismic mitigation projects must meet all of the following requirements:

1. The construction contract was executed on or after May 20, 2006;

2. The project funding provided shall be for the minimum work necessary to obtain DSA approval;

3. The building is designed for occupancy by students and staff; and

4. The DSA concurs with a report by a structural engineer, which identifies structural deficiencies that
pose an unacceptable risk or injury to its occupants in a seismic event. If the unacceptable risk of injury
is due to the presence of faulting, liquefaction or landslide, these hazards must be documented by a
geologic hazards report prepared by an engineering geologist in accordance with California Building
Code, Part 2, Chapter 18, section 1803A and with the concurrence of the California Geological Survey.

The structural engineer’s report shall conform to the guidelines prepared by the DSA, in accordance with
Education Code Section 17310.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.95.1(a) states:
When the Board has Insufficient Bond Authority to apportion the School District’s funding request on the
Form SAB 50-04, the following will apply:
(1) The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) will receive and determine if the Form SAB 50-04 is
an Approved Application. To be placed on the Applications Received Beyond Bond Authority List, the
Approved Application for funding shall be accompanied by a school board resolution, as specified in
paragraph (b) of this Section. The OPSC will not determine if the Approved Application is ready for
Apportionment.





ATTACHMENT 2
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER

State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

STATUS OF FUND RELEASES *

General Obligation Bond (March 2015 Sale)
¢ In March 2015, the State Treasurer’s Office received a disbursement of funds from the GOB (Tax Exempt Bonds) in the amount
of $61.2 million. The list below reflects the total proceeds disbursed as of March 31, 2016.

Bond Funds Funds Bond Percent of
Proposition Proceeds Released through Released through Proceeds Bond Proceeds
Amount February 29, 2016 March 31, 2016 Balance Released
1D $ 612 $ 50.7 65 $ 4.0 93%
Grand Total $ 61.2| $ 50.7 65 $ 4.0 93%

Total Projects:
Total Districts:

21 out of 25 — 84% of projects scheduled to receive funds.
17 out of 19 school districts — 89% of districts.

General Obligation Bond (August 2015 Sale)
e In August 2015, the State Treasurer's Office received a disbursement of funds from the GOB (Tax Exempt Bonds) in the amount
of $120.0 million. The list below reflects the total proceeds disbursed as of March 31, 2016.

Bond Funds Funds Bond Percent of
Proposition Proceeds Released through Released through Proceeds Bond Proceeds
Amount February 29, 2016 March 31, 2016 Balance Released
1D $ 120.0| $ 106.1| $ 43| $ 9.6 92%
Grand Total $ 120.0| $ 106.1] $ 43| $ 9.6 92%

Total Projects:
Total Districts:

Commercial Paper (December 2015)
¢ In December 2015, the State Treasurer’s Office received a disbursement of funds from the Commercial Paper in the amount of
$20.5 million. The list below reflects the total proceeds disbursed as of March 31, 2016.

31 out of 37 — 84% of projects scheduled to receive funds.
16 out of 21 school districts — 76% of districts.

Bond Funds Funds Bond Percent of
Proposition Proceeds Released through Released through Proceeds Bond Proceeds
Amount February 29, 2016 March 31, 2016 Balance Released
1D $ 205 $ 18.0| $ 25 $ 0.0 100%
Grand Total $ 205 $ 18.0| $ 25 $ 0.0 100%

Total Projects:
Total Districts:

Commercial Paper (February 2016)
o In February 2016, the State Treasurer's Office received a disbursement of funds from the Commercial Paper in the amount of
$68.2 million. The list below reflects the total proceeds disbursed as of March 31, 2016.

6 out of 6 — 100% of projects scheduled to receive funds.
4 out of 4 school districts — 100% of districts.

Bond Funds Funds Bond Percent of
Proposition Proceeds Released through Released through Proceeds Bond Proceeds
Amount February 29, 2016 March 31, 2016 Balance Released
1D $ 68.2| $ 00| $ 60.3| $ 7.9 88%
Grand Total $ 68.2| $ 00| $ 60.3| $ 7.9 88%

Total Projects:

Total Districts:
The number of projects and districts for each bond sale will be adjusted on a monthly basis. This is due to projects receiving a grant apportionment or

*

projects being rescinded.

11 out of 16 — 69% of projects scheduled to receive funds.
8 out of 11 school districts — 73% of districts.

(Continued on Page Two)
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In Millions
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(Continued on Page Three)
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Page Three
School Facility Program Funds Available, as a Result of Bond Sales in 2009 - 2016
(inmillions of dollars)
$160 -
$142.0
$140 - $133.5 $133.4
$118.1
120 4
$ Bond sales
= Nov/Dec 2009
$100 $95.2 = October 2013
- September
$80.3 $80.3 2014
$80 4 s— s s72.0 . wMarch 2015
N $62.8 u April 2015
$60 4 = August 2015
$49.1 September 2015
$40 1 - = October 2015
= December 2015
21.8 .
S $21.5 = February 2016
$20 |
$0 - T T T T T T
4/30/2015 5/31/2015 6/30/2015 7/31/2015 8/31/2015 9/30/2015 10/31/2015 11/30/2015 12/31/2015 1/31/2016 2/29/2016 3/31/2016
Report Date
April 2015 May 2015 June 2015 July 2015 August 2015| September 2015 October 2015 November 2015 December 2015 January 2016 February 2016 March 2016
Nov/Dec 2009 sale $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
October 2013 sale $1,200,000 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
September 2014 sale $7,500,000 $7,500,000 $7,500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
March 2015 sale $61,200,000 $61,200,000 $52,900,000 $21,200,000 $21,200,000 $21,200,000 $17,900,000 $13,000,000 $13,000,000 $11,500,000 $10,600,000 $4,000,000
April 2015 sale $10,300,000 $10,300,000 $10,300,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
August 2015 sale $0 $0 $0 $0 $111,700,000 $111,700,000 $107,300,000 $100,200,000 $29,600,000 $25,200,000 $13,900,000 $9,600,000
September 2015 sale $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
October 2015 sale $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $16,300,000 $4,900,000 $0 $0 $0 $0
December 2015 sale $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $20,200,000 $12,400,000 $2,500,000 $0
February 2016 sale $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $68,200,000 $7,900,000
Total Funds|
Available $21,500,000
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Status of Past School Facility Program Apportionments Set to Expire

due to Time Limit on Fund Release, as of March 31, 2016
(in millions of dollars)
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SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM
Available Funds (in Millions) As of April 20, 2016

G H | Remaining Bond . Remaining Bond
Sl B Remaini_ng Bond Estimated Adjustments Miscellaneous Auth.orit\? as of Un f:::l::;‘::)a;f:vals 5??::;}:3 . Auth.orin? as of
Program Allocation Authority as of Approvals for Per SFP Adjustments for April 20, 2016 as of Abprovals for Special Items April 20, 2016
February 24, 2016 April 20, 2016 Regulations April 20, 2016 | (excludes Unfunded pp. (includes Unfunded
ry P 9 P February 24,2016 | April 20, 2016
Approvals) Approvals)
Prop. 1D - $7.3 Billion - November 2006
New Construction $1,900.0 $7.4 $7.4 $7.4
Seismic Repair 91.3 91.3 -$4.7 -$0.4 86.2
Modernization 3,300.0 2.7 $9.5 $0.2 12.4 -0.3 -1.5 10.6
Career Technical Education 500.0 17.9 $0.6 -9.0 9.5 9.5
High Performance Schools 100.0 0.5 -0.5 0.0 0.0
Overcrowding Relief 1,000.0 7.0 7.0 7.0
Charter School 500.0 172.4 172.4 -139.0 33.4
Joint Use 575° 0.0 0.0 0.0
SUBTOTAL $7,357.5 $299.2 $0.6 $0.0 $0.2 $300.0 * -$144.0 -$1.9 $0.0 $154.1
Prop. 55 - $10 Billion - March 2004
New Construction $4,965.8 © $5.5 $0.9 $6.4 $6.4
Modernization 2,250.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Critically Overcrowded Schools 2,440.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Charter School 300.0 61.5 61.5 -$59.5 2.0
Joint Use 66.7 ¢ 0.0 0.0 0.0
SUBTOTAL $10,022.5 $67.0 $0.9 $0.0 $0.0 $67.9" -$59.5 $0.0 $0.0 $8.4
Prop. 47 - $11.4 Billion - November 2002

New Construction $6,250.0 $1.0 $1.0 $1.0
Modernization 3,300.0 0.1 0.1 0.1
Critically Overcrowded Schools 1,700.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Charter School 100.0 30.8 30.8 -$27.3 85
Joint Use 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SUBTOTAL $11,400.0 $31.9 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $31.9 ! -$27.3 $0.0 $0.0 $4.6
TOTAL PAGE 1 $28,780.0 $398.1 $1.5 $0.0 $0.2 $399.8 -$230.8 -$1.9 $0.0 $167.1

A Balance of bonding authority excludes unfunded approvals.

B The original bond allocation of $29 million augmented by $21 million from Prior Bond Funds to Joint Use at the 06/27/07 SAB meeting and $7.5 million at the 7/23/08 SAB meeting pursuant to Assembly Bill 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Perata/Nunez).

C The original bond allocation of $4,960,000,000 augmented by $5,831,911 from Prior Bonds at the 10/6/2010 SAB meeting.

D Itincludes the transfer of Critically Overcrowded School Facilities Program Funds to New Construction (transfers in Prop. 55 includes: $268.8 million approved at the 1/25/2006 SAB meeting, $318.3 million approved at the 9/23/2009 SAB meeting, $225 million approved at the
8/4/2010 SAB meeting, $211.7 million approved at the 12/15/2010 SAB meeting, $145 million at the 4/25/2012 SAB meeting, $30.4 million after the 3/20/2013 SAB meeting, and $32,297 after the 3/26/2014 SAB meeting per SFP Regulation Sections 1859.154 (c); transfer in Prop. 47
includes: $700 million approved at the 3/25/2009 SAB meeting, $68.1 million approved at the 9/23/2009 SAB meeting, and $58,644 after the 3/26/2014 SAB meeting).

E Original bond allocation of $50,000,000 augmented by $15,547,233 from the State School Building Aid Fund at the 2/28/2007 SAB meeting and by $1,232,224 from Prior Bonds at the 10/6/2010 SAB meeting.

F Total authority is not available at this time. There are outstanding accounts receivables of $6,169 for Modernization in Proposition 1D; $238,275 for New Construction and $1,407,069 for Charter in Proposition 55;
and $136,408 for New Construction in Proposition 47.

G Prop 1D High Performance ($0.5 million) and Career Tech ($9.0 million) bond authority have been transferred to Prop 1D Modemization pursuant to SFP Regulation Sections 1859.70.4 and 1859.190.

H Prop 1D Modernization adjustment of $0.2 million made due to reconciliation with State Controller's Office as of 3/31/2016.
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SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM

Available Funds (in Millions) As of April 20, 2016

R ining Bond Estimated Adiustments Miscellaneous Remaining Bond Authority Accumulated Estimated Remaining Bond Authority

Proaram Original Bond :"t‘:'"'_;‘g °"f A S "“al e ; F’, SFP | Adiustments f as of April 20, 2016 Unfunded Unfunded Soecial It as of April 20, 2016

9 Allocation E l;l orf Z:szg 16 App-zoz\ga : 0;’; ar ) ju? (NELS LEe? (excludes Unfunded Approvals as of Approvals for pecial flems (includes Unfunded

ebruary 24, pril 20, Regulations (April 20, 2016 Approvals) February 24,2016 |  April 20, 2016 Approvals)
Prop. 1A - $6.7 Billion - November 1998
New Construction $2,900.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0
Modernization 2,100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Hardship 1,000.0 1.3 1.3 -$1.3 0.0
Class Size Reduction 700.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
SUBTOTAL $6,700.0 $1.3 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $1.3 A $0.0 -$1.3 $0.0 $0.0
TOTAL FROM PAGE 1 $28,780.0 $398.1 $1.5 $0.0 $0.2 $399.8 -$230.8 -$1.9 $0.0 $167.1
GRAND TOTAL $35,480.0 $399.4 $1.5 $0.0 $0.2 $401.1 -$230.8 -$3.2 $0.0 $167.1
NEEDS ASSESSMENT/EMERGENCY REPAIR PROGRAM
Remaining Estimated Adjustments | Miscellaneous | Remaining Settlement as Accumulated e -
o . " Unfunded Unfunded . Remaining Settlement
Program Appropriation [ Settlement as of Approvals for Per SFP Adjustments for | of April 20, 2016 (excludes Special Items .
February 24,2016 | April 20,2016 | Regulati Abril 20.2016 | Unfunded Approvals) | PProvalsasof | Approvals for 8 Gl ) 240, 2Vl
s s egulations pri ] February 24, 2016 April 20, 2016
SB 6, Chapter 899, Statutes of 2004

Needs Assessment Program (SFNAGP) $2.5 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0
Emergency Repair Program (ERP) 800.0 3.1 3.1 3.1
TOTAL $802.5 $3.1 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $3.1 ° $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $3.1

A Balance of bonding authority excludes unfunded approvals.
B Balance of settlement authority excludes unfunded approvals.
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Proposition 1D, 55 and 47
Bond Authority - $28.780 billion

(In ml"lonS) Proposition 1D, 55, and 47 Totals

Charter, $225.8

New Construction, $14.8

Modernization, $1.8 o )
Seismic Repair, $86.2

Seismic Repair, $5.1 Modernization, $10.7

CTE, $9.5
Joint Use, $174.2
ORG, $7.0

Charter, $38.9

Charter, $635.3

ORG, $993.0

HPI, $100.0

CTE, $490.5

Grand Total 28,780

Seismic Repair, $108.2

*Includes Energy Efficiency, Small High Schools, Seismic Repair, and the transfer of Critically Overcrowded School Facilities Program Funds to
New Construction ($700 million and $68.1 million from Prop. 47; $268.8 million, $318.3 million, $225 million, $211.7 million, $145 million, and
$30.4 million from Prop. 55). Also, Prop 55 includes $5.8 million from the Lease Purchase Program on October 6, 2010.

88





Proposition 1D
Bond Authority - $7.358 billion

(in millions)

Proposition 1D Totals

Seismic Repair, $86.2

Modernization, $10.6

New Construction, $7.4 CTE, $9.5

Charter, $139.0

Modernization, $1.8

Seismic Repair, $5.1 Charter, $33.4

Joint Use, $57.5

Charter, $327.6

Grand Total 7,358 100.0%

HPI, $100.0

Seismic Repair, $108.2
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Joint Use, $66.7

Charter, $238.5

Proposition 55
Bond Authority - $10.023 billion

(in millions)

Charter, $59.5

New Construction, $6.4

Charter, $2.0

Grand Total

Proposition 55 Totals

$

10,023 100.0%
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Joint Use, $50.0

Charter, $69.2

Proposition 47
Bond Authority - $11.400 billion

(in millions)

Charter, $27.3

New Construction, $1.0

Modernization, $0.1

Charter, $3.5

Grand Total

Proposition 47 Totals

$

11,400 100.0%
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Emergency Repair Program
Settlement Authority - $800 million

Remaining Settlement
Authority, $3.1
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Remaining Bond Authority - $167.1 million

(by program, in millions)
As of April 20, 2016

Modernization, $10.7

Career Technical Education,

$9.5 Overcrowding Relief, $7.0

Charter School, $38.9

New Construction, $14.8

Remaining Bond Authority (in millions)

Modernization $ 107
Overcrowding Relief $ 7.0
Seismic Repair $ 862
New Construction $ 148
Charter School $ 389
High Performance Schools $ -

Critically Overcrowded Schools $ -

Hardship $ -

Career Technical Education $ 9.5
Grand Total $ 167.1
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Converted New Construction Projects

from the Unfunded List (Lack of Authority) to the Unfunded List (Lack of AB 55 Loans)

Monthly totals, in millions of dollars representing State share (Total project count)
(As of March 31, 2016)

2140 - 5.4 (5)
$120 -
$100 -
$80 - 134.4 (20)
= Converted
S60 - ® Remaining
$40 - 68.9 (16)
$20 -
29.9 (5)
8.1(1
S0 - (1) 16.5 (1)
' ' 0.6 (4)g 005 (1)
Jan - ) ! | : 0.3 (2)
Mar | 0.4 (2)
2013 May - . :
2013 June- - .
2013 uly Aug - 1
2013 5513 YT Oct- '
2014 01, Nov-  apr-
2014 L0,c

New Construction Converted

|
New Construction True Unfunded ‘
|
|
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Converted Modernization Projects
from the Unfunded List (Lack of Authority) to the Unfunded List (Lack of AB 55 Loans)

Monthly totals, in millions of dollars representing State share (Total project count)
(As of March 31, 2016)

$80 -
$70 -

$60 -
39.3 (18)

$50 -

$40 - = Converted

B Remaining
$30 - 62.3 (34)

$20 - 37.5 (15) 42.0 (25)

35.1(20)
$10 -

S0 - 16.5 (9)

Dec - 2012 !
Jan-2013 !
Mar - 2013 !
May - 2013 !
June - 2013

Modernization True Unfunded

Modernization Converted
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$9.0 -

$8.0 -

$7.0 -

$6.0 -

$5.0 -

$4.0 -

$3.0 -

$2.0 -

$1.0 -

$0.0 -

8.7

Fund Recoveries* — 2015
(Totals represented in millions of dollars)

5.1

M 2015 Total Recoveries

0 0
1 0 0

: 0.3

Charter (gg - . . |

Hardship R
2015 Totals**
NC $8,684,694
Modernization $576,243
Charter S0
cos S0
CTE $5,071,495
HP S0
Hardship 1]
ORG $349,250
Total $14,681,682

*Includes bond proceeds returned (authority may not be available) to the program through reductions to cost incurred, close-outs, loan

repayments, rescissions and special education local plan area transfers.

** 2015 Totals does not reflect any reallocation of authority. For current availability of bond authority, see Status of Funds.
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Fund Recoveries* — January and February 2016

(Totals represented in millions of dollars)

$3.0
S2.0
M 2016 Total Recoveries
M January and February 2016
Recoveries
$1.0
2.5
1.1
0.9
$0.0 0.4
NC 0.002
Mod
Charter
oS cre
Hardship  grg

January and January and "

February 2016 UA X 5 o) February Totals AR ek
NC $0 $0 $171,356 $751,944 $923,300 $923,300
Modernization $0 $0 $0 | $1,067,830 $1,067,830 $1,067,830
Charter $0 $143,548 $294,604 $0 $438,152 $438,152
COS $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

i

CTE $0 $0 $0 $2,498 $2,498 $2,498
HP $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Hardship $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
ORG $0 $0 $0 | $2,468,165 $2,468,165 $2,468,165
Total $4,899,945 $4,899,945

*Includes bond proceeds returned (authority may not be available) to the program through reductions to cost incurred, close-outs, loan

repayments, rescissions and special education local plan area transfers.

** 2016 Totals does not reflect any reallocation of authority. For current availability of bond authority, see Status of Funds.
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STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING, APRIL 20, 2016

School Facility Program
Gross Construction Expenditures by School Facility Program Service Region

The graphic below displays the gross construction expenditures ($16,687.5 million) for 959 School Facility Program new
construction projects apportioned from January 2008 through January 2016 and for which a Project Information Worksheet
(PIW) was submitted.” The data includes the state funding, required district match, and any additional district funding.

‘ / $62.1 million

$830.3 million
$118.4 million /
$815.3 million
$1,726.5 milli "’A $911.6 million
,726.5 million

$323.3 million $2,738.4 million

2014/15 SERVICE
ENROLLMENT REGION

115,627 [l North Coast
89,165 Northeastern

420,612 Capital $562.5 million

672,068 [ Bay

404,436 [J] South Bay \

266,782 [ Delta Sierra $6.716.0 million -
419,970 Central Valley

425,560 Costa Del Sol
1,038,156 || Southern

843,884 . Riverside, Inyo, Mono, San Bernardino
1,539,260 . Los Angeles

$1,883.0 million

*The submittal of a PIW is required at three times for a new construction project: 1) the full grant fund release; 2) the first annual expenditure report
(one year following the fund release); and 3) the final expenditure report (when the project is deemed complete). This graphic does not include any
apportioned project for which a fund release was not submitted when the data was compiled.
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STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING, APRIL 20, 2016

School Facility Program
Gross Construction Expenditures by County

The graphic below displays the gross construction expenditures ($16,687.5 million) for 959 School Facility Program new
construction projects apportioned from January 2008 through January 2016 and for which a Project Information Worksheet
(PIW) was submitted.” The data includes the state funding, required district match, and any additional district funding.

Del
Norte Siskiyou Modoc Key
(in millions)
L] so
Trinity Shasta Lassen 1—20
21—50
51—100
W 101—250
251—500
Mendocino w Sl 501—1,000

w evada Placer 1,001—1,500
1,501—2,000
W“ El Dorado @ 2,001 +
%E
h /7 San c;t}'z’A

» '
Contra Costa B

San Francisco Santa
San Mateo

Joaquin
Madera

Santa Cruz
Inyo
Monterey
San Luis
Obispo Kem
Santa Barbara San Bernardino
Ventura \ | os Angeles

* The submittal of a PIW is required at three times for a new construc-
tion project: 1) the full grant fund release; 2) the first annual expendi-
ture report (one year following the fund release); and 3) the final
expenditure report (when the project is deemed complete). This
graphic does not include any apportioned project for which a fund \
release was not submitted when the data was compiled.
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STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING, APRIL 20, 2016

School Facility Program
Project Information Worksheet
Permanent Construction by School Facility Program Service Region
(in millions)

The graphic displays the permanent square footage construction versus the total square footage construction (which
includes modular and portable construction) for 959 new construction projects apportioned from January 2008 through

January 2016 and for which a Project Information Worksheet (PIW) was submitted.*

|

0.16 Permanent Square Feet

/ (79.7%)

1.60 Permanent Square Feet
(84.1%)

0.18 Permanent Square Feet
(76.6%)

1.84 Permanent Square Feet
(91.4%)

2.08 Permanent Square Feet

(93.3%)
2.85 Permanent Square Feet

(93.2%)

0.58 Permanent Square Feet
(80.3%)

(93.4%)

2014/15
ENROLLMENT REGIONS

115,627 [l North Coast

89,165 Northeastern
420612 Capltal 1.25 Permanent Square Feet

672,068 [l Bay (84.5%).
404,436 [J] South Bay \

266,782 [ Detta Sierra 9.61 PermanentDSquare Feet N

419,970 Central Valley (91.7%)

425,560 Costa Del Sol A
1,038,156 || Southern

843,884 . Riverside, Inyo, Mono, San Bernardino
1,539,260 . Los Angeles

4.25 Permanent Square Feet
(93.0%)

7.29 Permanent Square Feet

*The submittal of a PIW is required at three times for a new construction project: 1) the full grant fund release; 2) the first annual expenditure report
(one year following the fund release); and 3) the final expenditure report (when the project is deemed complete). This graphic does not include any

apportioned project for which a fund release was not submitted when the data was compiled. The 959 projects include 163 financial hardship
apportionments at the final adjusted grant funding stage.
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STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING, APRIL 20, 2016

School Facility Program

Propositions 47, 55 and 1D New Construction Projects Built
Project Information Worksheet
As of January 31, 2016

The graphics below detail the number of facility components types constructed, including square footages for 959 School Facility Program new
construction projects apportioned from January 2008 to January 2016 and for which a Project Information Worksheet (PIW) was submitted*.

Classrooms 14,870
Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria
Stand-Alone Cafeteria
Kitchen

Library

Gym/Locker
Administration Building

Performing Arts

Restroom
Other ** 1,010
]
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
by Number of Facility Component Types
Classrooms 19.67

Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria
Stand-Alone Cafeteria
Kitchen

Library

Gym/Locker
Administration Building
Performing Arts

Restroom
Other ** .
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 20 25 3.0
by Square Feet of Facility Component Types
(In Millions)
Classrooms 1,323 Gym/Locker 14,725
Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria 6,644 Administration Building 2,786
Stand-Alone Cafeteria 4,441 Performing Arts 11,180
Kitchen 2,142 Restroom 410
Library 4,051 Other** 2,166

* The submittal of a PIW is required at three times for a new construction project: 1) the full grant fund release; 2) the first annual expenditure
report (one year following the fund release); and 3) the final expenditure report (when the project is deemed complete). This graphic does not
include any apportioned project for which a fund release was not submitted when the data was compiled. The data includes the state
apportionment, district match, any additional district funding, and excludes site acquisition amounts.

** Other includes (but is not limited to) facilities such as staff rooms, conference rooms, and resource rooms.
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STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING, APRIL 20, 2016

School Facility Program

Proposition 47 New Construction Projects Built
Project Information Worksheet
As of January 31, 2016

The graphics below detail the number of facility components types constructed, including square footages for 200 School Facility Program new
construction projects apportioned from January 2008 to January 2016 and for which a Project Information Worksheet (PIW) was submitted*.

Classrooms 3365
Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria [ NN 71
Stand-Alone Cafeteria [Jij 21
Kitchen [ 55
Library [ ss
Gym/Locker [ 41
Administration Building [ NNEGEGEGEGEEEE 154
Performing Arts [l 19
Restroor N 151
otner - N 279
0

50 100 150 200 250 300 350
by Number of Facility Component Types

Classrooms 457
Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria [N 0.46
Stand-Alone Cafeteria [l 0.07
Kitchen [ 0.11
Library [ 0.29
Gym/Locker | 069
Administration Building [ N 057
Performing Arts [N 0.23
Restroom [l 0.07
otner - I © /5
00 02 04 06 08 10

by Square Feet of Facility Component Types (In Millions)

Classrooms 1,358 Gym/Locker 16,730
Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria 6,545 Administration Building 3,124
Stand-Alone Cafeteria 3,307 Performing Arts 11,912
Kitchen 2,082 Restroom 367

Library 4,932 Other** 1,725

* The submittal of a PIW is required at three times for a new construction project: 1) the full grant fund release; 2) the first annual expenditure
report (one year following the fund release); and 3) the final expenditure report (when the project is deemed complete). This graphic does not
include any apportioned project for which a fund release was not submitted when the data was compiled. The data includes the state
apportionment, district match, any additional district funding, and excludes site acquisition amounts.

** Other includes (but is not limited to) facilities such as staff rooms, conference rooms, and resource rooms.
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STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING, APRIL 20, 2016

School Facility Program

Proposition 55 New Construction Projects Built
Project Information Worksheet
As of January 31, 2016

The graphics below detail the number of facility components types constructed, including square footages for 354 School Facility Program new
construction projects apportioned from January 2008 to January 2016 and for which a Project Information Worksheet (PIW) was submitted*.

Classrooms 5,950
Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria
Stand-Alone Cafeteria
Kitchen

Library

Gym/Locker
Administration Building

Performing Arts

Restroom
Other**
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
by Number of Facility Component Types
Classrooms 7.97

Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria
Stand-Alone Cafeteria
Kitchen

Library

Gym/Locker
Administration Building
Performing Arts

Restroom
Other **
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
by Square Feet of Facility Component Types
(In Millions)
Classrooms 1,340 Gym/Locker 13,844
Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria 6,970 Administration Building 2,579
Stand-Alone Cafeteria 6,355 Performing Arts 12,849
Kitchen 2,053 Restroom 469
Library 3,892 Other** 2,085

* The submittal of a PIW is required at three times for a new construction project: 1) the full grant fund release; 2) the first annual expenditure
report (one year following the fund release); and 3) the final expenditure report (when the project is deemed complete). This graphic does not
include any apportioned project for which a fund release was not submitted when the data was compiled. The data includes the state
apportionment, district match, any additional district funding, and excludes site acquisition amounts.

** Other includes (but is not limited to) facilities such as staff rooms, conference rooms, and resource rooms.
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STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING, APRIL 20, 2016

School Facility Program

Proposition 1D New Construction Projects Built
Project Information Worksheet
As of January 31, 2016

The graphics below detail the number of facility components types constructed, including square footages for 395 School Facility Program new
construction projects apportioned from January 2008 to January 2016 and for which a Project Information Worksheet (PIW) was submitted*.

Classrooms 5,555
Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria
Stand-Alone Cafeteria
Kitchen

Library

Gym/Locker
Administration Building

Performing Arts

Restroom
Other **
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
by Number of Facility Component Types
Classrooms 7.11

Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria
Stand-Alone Cafeteria
Kitchen

Library

Gym/Locker
Administration Building
Performing Arts

Restroom
Other **
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
by Square Feet of Facility Component Types
(In Millions)
Classrooms 1,283 Gym/Locker 14,493
Multi-Purpose/Cafeteria 6,337 Administration Building 2,815
Stand-Alone Cafeteria 2,803 Performing Arts 9,116
Kitchen 2,284 Restroom 389
Library 3,766 Other* 2,671

* The submittal of a PIW is required at three times for a new construction project: 1) the full grant fund release; 2) the first annual expenditure
report (one year following the fund release); and 3) the final expenditure report (when the project is deemed complete). This graphic does not
include any apportioned project for which a fund release was not submitted when the data was compiled. The data includes the state
apportionment, district match, any additional district funding, and excludes site acquisition amounts.

** Other includes (but is not limited to) facilities such as staff rooms, conference rooms, and resource rooms.
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STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING, APRIL 20, 2016

School Facility Program
Project Information Worksheet

Expenditures: State and Local Contributions
(in millions)

The chart below uses data from 959 new construction projects apportioned from January 2008 through January 2016, that
were required to submit a Project Information Worksheet (PIW) at the time this data was compiled.* The data includes the
state funding, required district match, and any additional district funding.

Site Development in Contract(s)

Tests, Inspections, Architect Fees, $1,890.7
Consultant Fees, etc. (11.5%)
$1,766.9

(10.8%)

Interim Housing, Demolition and
General Conditions

$908.8

(5.5%)
Total Expenditures
$16,408.0
' l/'
Construction Management Fees
$621.7

(3.8%)

Building Cost in Contract(s)

$10,488.0
(63.9%)

Furniture & Equipment

Project Cost Not Yet Contracted
$é%‘175)5 $153.1
Contingency (0.9%)
$147.2
(0.9%)

State Share Apportionment  $5,804.9
Financial Hardship $679.0

*The submittal of a PIW is required at three times for a new construction project: 1) the full grant fund release; 2) the first annual expenditure report
(one year following the fund release); and 3) the final expenditure report (when the project is deemed complete). This graphic does not include any
apportioned project for which a fund release was not submitted when the data was compiled. The 959 projects include 163 financial hardship
apportionments at the final adjusted grant funding stage.
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

School District: ............ KLAMATH-TRINITY JOINT UNIFIED  COUNLY:......eurererirrererireireiniresiseseesessseeseneees HUMBOLDT
Application Numbers.......... 51/62901-00-001, 002, 003, 004,  SchoOl NAMES: ......cccvirveeeerireise s seee s VARIOUS
................................................... and 58/62901-00-001

Total District Enrollment:........coeevveervvise s 1,025  Project Grade Level:........cccovveevvivccceesieceenens K-12
FinanCial Hardship:.....c.occiceceee et YES for 4 of 5 Applications
Last Approved LOCal BOND MBASUIE: ..........ccuiriiieiieireeiei sttt 2008
Qualifying Financial Hardship CHteria: .........coovevieninriennseseseeseesesees e, SFP Regulation Section 1859.81(c)(1)

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To present five Facility Hardship applications from the Klamath-Trinity Joint Unified School District (District) for
State Allocation Board (Board) action related to funding.

DESCRIPTION

The District discovered extensive water intrusion issues at various sites beginning in April 2014 that included dry
rot and mold damage plus the presence of mold spores. It immediately closed the affected facilities and began
the repair process. The District has been working to repair the schools and in the process has discovered even
more facilities that are impacted by mold. In the same timeframe, it was discovered that the water system for one
school was contaminated and needed to be replaced. Located in a remote region of northern California, the
District must use specialized design elements to contend with its humid micro-climate and has escalated
construction costs because of its location.

The District has exhausted all available local funding options and submitted five Facility Hardship funding
applications to the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) to address these health and safety issues.

Due to the extraordinary circumstances in this school district, Staff and the District are requesting the Board to
consider the following actions for these five projects:

[.  Provide replacement funding for rehabilitation work on four of the five projects.

Il.  Allow the District to receive funding for a project in which contracts were let prior to receiving Division of
the State Architect (DSA) approval.

lll.  Provide Apportionments to the projects outside of the priority funding process.
AUTHORITY

See Attachment A.

(Continued on Page Two)
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BACKGROUND

Klamath-Trinity Joint Unified is a small district serving the Salyer, Willow Creek, Hoopa, Weitchpec, Orleans and
Pecwan communities, as well as the Hoopa and Yurok Indian Reservations and Karuk Tribal lands, in Humboldt
and Trinity Counties. Ninety percent of the District’s students are Native American with 85 percent of its students
living on Native American lands. Ninety percent of the students qualify for free and reduced lunch. The remote
location of the school sites presents a variety of logistical and economic challenges for construction, including, but
not limited to, the lack of multiple qualified bids, transportation to and housing of workers near the project sites,
transportation of materials to the project sites, and escalated project costs for specialized design.

The District submitted five applications for rehabilitation work at five of eight school sites. During the review
process, Staff determined that the cost/benefit analysis for four of the five projects shows that the cost of
rehabilitating the buildings exceeds the threshold set in School Facility Program (SFP) Regulations of 50 percent
of the replacement cost, which qualifies the District for replacement funding. Because of this, OPSC is unable to
administratively approve the projects for the requested funding type pursuant to SFP Regulation Section
1859.82(a)(1)(A).

In order to continue the rehabilitation work, the District submitted a School District Appeal Request (SAB 189) for
those projects and requested to use replacement funding for the rehabilitation work, which is included as
Attachment B. The District is requesting consideration of this issue due to its district-wide extraordinary
circumstances leading to higher than normal construction costs and difficulty in getting bids that reflect prices
similar to projects being conducted in other areas not as remote. The District believes that replacement is not an
option as true costs would exceed the replacement funding allowed under the SFP.

The District exhausted all available funds for necessary testing and completion of the work required, in order to
continue to house students in these five schools. However, in February 2016 it was discovered that the mold was
more widespread than previously identified. Toxic mold was also found in other buildings including cafeterias,
kitchens, offices, classrooms, and boiler rooms in all five schools. All eight schools in the District were closed for
two weeks in February 2016, in order to do further testing and to reconfigure space in the un-affected schools and
buildings, so that all students could be housed. The District anticipates submitting five or more additional Facility
Hardship funding applications in the near future to address the mold found in other buildings.

STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS

There are three topics for Board consideration of this approval. Each consideration is presented separately on the
following pages. A summary of the five projects is provided in the following chart and full descriptions of each
project are included as Attachments D-H:

(Continued on Page Three)

107





SAB 04-20-16

Page Three
STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS (cont.)
SFP Application & . Financial -
Attachment Site Scope of Project State Share Hardship District Share
51/62901-00-001 | Mold Abatement & New Roof
D Trinity Valley Elem. (Gym & Classrooms) 52,616,516 $233,862 $2,382,634
51/62901-00-002 | Mold Abatement & New Roof
E Orleans Elem. (Gym) $1,285,609 $0 $1,285,609
51/62901-00-003 | Mold Abatement & New Roof
F Hoopa Valley Elem. | (Gym, Classrooms & Admin) §2,340,576 $2,140,476 $200,100
o 51/62901-00-004 Mold Abatement and New $3,377,611- $1,663,726- $1713.885
Hoopa Valley High Roof & Floor (Gym) 4,037,956 2,324,071- T
58/62901-00-001 Water Treatment Plant
H Jack Norton Elem. Renovation $378,002 §213,963 $38,038
TOTALS: $9,998,314** $4,252,047* $5,620,266

*Conceptual approval requested; Grant amount and Financial Hardship contribution to be determined.
**Totals use the lower estimated amount for Hoopa Valley High

l. Request for Replacement Funding for Trinity Valley ES, Oreans ES, Hoopa Valley ES and Hoopa
Valley High

District Position

In its appeal, the District is requesting to use Facility Hardship replacement funding to rehabilitate multiple
buildings on various sites. It believes that “rehabilitating the buildings is the most prudent use of local and State
funds” due to “the unique circumstances regarding the District’s geographic location, current construction climate
and community significance”.

The District contends that the Current Replacement Cost used by OPSC to determine if a project is eligible for
rehabilitation or replacement is not reflective of the costs for its geographic area. The District provided a chart
showing that rehabilitation costs for the projects were at or below 50 percent of the replacement costs, based on
bids received and calculations provided by construction managers and architects. The SAB 189 states that “it
would not be economically feasible for the District to replace these buildings as the true replacement costs far
exceed the replacement funding from the State and the District's available funds.” These higher construction
costs are attributed to persistent humidity increasing the design and construction costs, and the remote location
creates an insufficient construction pool and low supply of construction materials.

Additionally, the District states that schools are “an important focal point for the community”, as many of the
buildings are used after school by various community groups. If the buildings were replaced, cost restraints would
require them to be built significantly smaller, and the buildings would lose their significance and usefulness within
the community. Many students spent up to 12 hours a day at the schools sites, in before or after school
programs, making these sites a significant and safe place for the students.

The District’s appeal request can be found in its entirety as part of Attachment B.

(Continued on Page Four)
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STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS (cont.)

Staff Position

Rehabilitation versus Replacement

The District is requesting to use replacement funding for rehabilitation work of qualifying buildings at four sites
under the Facility Hardship Program. According to SFP Regulation, the District qualifies for replacement funding,
but is requesting to rehabilitate the buildings, as it is the most prudent and economically feasible way to address
the issue. SFP Regulations that implement the Education Code (EC) have been interpreted previously by the
Board to allow replacement funding for a rehabilitation project that exceeded 50 percent of the replacement cost
of the facility for Seismic Mitigation Program (SMP) projects. While these projects do not qualify under the SMP,
Staff believes that statute does not preclude the Board from allowing the District to use replacement funding for
rehabilitation work. An analysis of statute and SFP Regulation is provided below, as well as a brief summary of
past Board actions for consideration.

Analysis of Statute

To qualify for hardship funding, EC Section 17075.10(b)(2) requires a district to “Demonstrate that due to unusual
circumstances that are beyond the control of the district, excessive costs need to be incurred in the construction
of school facilities...” This section goes on to provide further clarification for projects under the SMP, but for non-
SMP facility hardship projects, the SFP Regulations govern the requirements and funding allowances to be
provided under the program. The issue of allowing or requiring a District to construct a new facility if the
rehabilitation costs exceed 50 percent of the SFP replacement cost of the building is not addressed in statute.

Analysis of SFP Regulation

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(A) allows a building whose rehabilitation cost exceeds 50 percent of the
replacement cost to be eligible for replacement. It states the following: “If the request is for replacement facilities,
a cost/benefit analysis must be prepared by the district and submitted to OPSC that indicates the total costs to
remain in the classroom or related facility and mitigate the problem is at least 50 percent of the Current
Replacement.” However, the District's request is not for replacement but rather for rehabilitation. The same
regulation section states: “If the cost to remain in the classroom or related facility is less than 50 percent of the
Current Replacement Cost, the district may qualify for a Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant for
rehabilitation costs pursuant to Section 1859.83(e)...”

Previously, Staff has interpreted this regulation section to mean that a district would only be eligible for the type of
project dictated by the cost/benefit analysis. Those projects where rehabilitation costs exceed 50 percent of the
replacement cost have only been approved for replacement funding, based on the current enroliment or square
footage at the site.

Prior Board Actions
Use of the 50 percent threshold is appropriate in most cases, but does not address all unique issues.

In 2012 and January 2016, the Board approved replacement funding for the Simi Valley and Palm Springs Unified

School Districts respectively to perform rehabilitation work on buildings due to their historical significance as a
result of the districts’ appeal requests.

(Continued on Page Five)
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STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS (cont.)

In an appeal from Coalinga-Huron Joint Unified School District in 2013, the district requested replacement funding
for an SMP project to rehabilitate a building that has significant historical value to the community. The building
was made of poured in place concrete. The district maintained that while this building type has a life span
advantage over other construction types, it also increases the cost of a seismic retrofit making it difficult to qualify
for rehabilitation work as part of a modernization project as the district desired. Further, the district also
maintained that it would have cost more to replace in like kind than the estimated replacement grants, due to this
building type. For that project, there was a $1.57 million difference in replacement and rehabilitation funding, and
the Board approved the district for replacement funding, limiting it to the rehabilitation amount.

Cost/Benefit Analysis

The current cost/benefit analyses for the projects are shown on Attachment C. The replacement cost is calculated
based on the eligible square footage of the building, and the rehabilitation is based on a cost estimate submitted
by the District of the minimum work required to obtain DSA approval.

Impact on Modernization Eligibility

If the Board were to provide replacement funding, those affected buildings would receive a new age for purposes
of generating modernization eligibility under SFP Regulations, which could affect future modernization eligibility.
Conversely, rehabilitation funding is limited to the minimum work required to obtain DSA approval, and if
provided, the buildings would not receive a new age for purposes of modernization.

Summary

As submitted, the rehabilitation work cost estimates exceed 50 percent of the replacement cost for the projects in
Attachments D, E, F and G, which qualifies the projects for replacement funding rather than rehabilitation under
SFP Regulations. Given the unique situation of the projects and District, Staff agrees that the SFP Regulations do
not address the issue presented by the District. However, statute does not specify that buildings must be replaced
if they qualify for replacement. Staff is unable to administratively approve the District’s request. Based on past
Board actions and the circumstances of these projects, Staff recommends providing replacement funding these
four projects and allowing the District to perform rehabilitation work.

Il. Timing of DSA Plan Approval for the Jack Norton Elementary Project

The District submitted a Facility Hardship Rehabilitation application for funding to abandon and replace a water
system at Jack Norton Elementary School. The funding item for that project is included as Attachment H.

Staff is not able to present this funding item as part of the consent calendar because DSA approval was received
after the District entered into contracts for the work. EC Section 17297 requires school districts to obtain written
DSA approval prior to entering into contracts, and EC Section 17307 states that no contract is valid and no public
funds shall be paid for any work done under the contract unless written approval is first obtained from DSA.

Once the requirement became known, the District and DSA worked together to quickly achieve approval status,

which was granted on March 21, 2016. Given that the District has taken all steps to remedy this issue for the Jack
Norton ES project, Staff recommends that the Board consider funding this project.

(Continued on Page Six)
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STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS (cont.)

M. Immediate Apportionments for Four of Five Projects

Staff is recommending that the District receive immediate Apportionments for four of the five projects presented in
the Attachments due to the urgency of the District’s situation. Apportionments outside of the priority funding
process will result in the District having immediate access to cash once a Fund Release Authorization is
submitted. While the District would have 18 months to submit a fund release versus the 90 day requirement
under priority funding, the projects are largely completed and the District has indicated they would submit the
Fund Release Authorization immediately upon Board approval. The fifth project for Hoopa Valley High is prepared
to receive a conceptual approval. Staff is currently processing the funding application for this project and
anticipates it being ready for approval at the next available Board meeting. The Board could provide an
Apportionment in the consent calendar at that time.

If the District were to receive unfunded approvals following the priority funding process, the earliest date the
District could receive an Apportionment is July 1, 2016, but cash fund releases would not be available until later in
the summer or fall. While the work for the original applications is largely complete, for the buildings where mold
was discovered in 2016, the District must complete the abatement and replace the roofs and walls before
students are allowed back into the facilities. Since the District has exhausted its available funding with previous
repairs, access to cash quickly will allow them to continue to mitigate the mold issues, as well as reimburse funds
previously borrowed to address the existing projects.

Therefore, Staff is recommending that the funding be made available as Apportionments outside the priority
funding process.

Staff anticipates completing the application processing for Hoopa Valley High for the next available Board
meeting (tentatively scheduled for May 25, 2016). With Board approval, it could be presented for Apportionment
in the consent calendar.

For reference, the applications and the proposed funding amounts are listed in the chart on Page Three.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Pursuant to the Aules and Proceadures of the State Allocation Boarad, “Staff is providing the following options, for
the three different issues addressed here, for the Board’s consideration. A positive vote by six members is
required for the Board to take action that is an alternative to Staff's administrative action. Absent a positive vote
by six members of the Board, Staff's administrative action will stand and the school district's appeal will be
considered closed.”

Staff recommendations for the five projects submitted for consideration are listed on the following page.

(Continued on Page Seven)
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RECOMMENDATIONS (cont.)

I.  Replacement Funding

Provide Replacement Funding at Replacement Amounts and Allow Rehabilitation Work for:

Attachment SFP Application Site
D 51/62901-00-001 Trinity Valley ES
E 51/62901-00-002 Orleans ES
F 51/62901-00-003 Hoopa Valley ES
G 51/62901-00-004 Hoopa Valley High

Without Board approval, the District is only eligible for replacement funding for the purposes of replacing the
facilities in the projects shown on Attachments D, E, F and G. At this time, the District has already entered
into contracts and begun the rehabilitation work. Replacing the facilities is not a feasible option. Under these
circumstances Staff recommends approving replacement funding for rehabilitation work, which is consistent
with the Board's prior actions for the Simi Valley and Palm Springs Unified School Districts’ projects.

For all Facility Hardship projects, the State portion of any and all savings which may be realized from the
funding of the project must be returned to the State.

Il. DSA Approval Date

Allow the Jack Norton Elementary School project (Attachment H) to be funded as submitted.

The District let the contract and began construction prior to receiving DSA approval due to a
miscommunication/misunderstanding with DSA. Staff recommends providing funding for the project due to
the circumstances.

lll.  Apportionments

A. Provide Apportionments for the following projects:

Attachment SFP Application Site
D 51/62901-00-001 Trinity Valley ES
E 51/62901-00-002 Orleans ES
F 51/62901-00-003 Hoopa Valley ES
H 58/62901-00-001 Jack Norton ES

Without Board approval for an immediate Apportionment, the projects included as Attachments D, E, F and H
could only receive an unfunded approval following the priority funding process. Staff recommends that the
Board approve the Apportionments for these projects today due to the extraordinary circumstances
surrounding these projects.

B. Provide a Conceptual Approval for Hoopa Valley High (Attachment G - 51/62901-00-004) with an
Apportionment at the next available Board meeting.

Staff is continuing to work with the District to finalize the grant amounts for the Hoopa Valley High project.

Therefore, Staff is recommending that the Board provide a conceptual approval for this project at this time, and

allow Staff to present an Apportionment for the project in the consent agenda of the next available Board meeting.
(Continued on Page Eight)
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BOARD ACTION

In considering this Item, the Board approved the staff’'s recommendations by: 1) providing replacement
funding at replacement amounts and allowing rehabilitation work for Trinity Valley Elementary, Orleans
Elementary, Hoopa Valley Elementary, and Hoopa Valley High Schools; 2) allowing funding for the Jack
Norton Elementary School project though the necessary approvals were obtained out of order; and 3)
providing immediate State Apportionments for the Trinity Valley Elementary, Orleans Elementary, Hoopa
Valley Elementary, Jack Norton Elementary Schools and providing a conceptual approval for Hoopa Valley
High with direction to staff to present the associated funding item for an immediate State Apportionment at
the next available Board meeting. These State Apportionments are made pursuant to Education Code
Section 17076.10.
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AUTHORITY

Education Code (EC) Section 17075.10(b)(2) states that a school district applying for hardship state funding

must:
...demonstrate that due to unusual circumstances that are beyond the control of the district, excessive
costs need to be incurred in the construction of school facilities. Funds for the purpose of seismic
mitigation work or facility replacement pursuant to this section shall be allocated by the board on a 50-
percent state share basis.....If the board determines that the seismic mitigation work of a school building
would require funding that is greater than the 50 percent of the funds required to construct a new facility,
the school district shall be eligible for funding to construct a new facility under this chapter.

EC Section 17070.35(a) states the following:

(a) In addition to all other powers and duties as are granted to the board by this chapter, other statutes,
or the California Constitution, the board shall do all of the following:

(1) Adopt rules and regulations, pursuant to the rulemaking provisions of the Administrative Procedure
Act, Chapter 3.5 (commencing with Section 11340) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government
Code, for the administration of this chapter. However, the board shall have no authority to set the level of
the fees of any architect, structural engineer, or other design professional on any project. The initial
regulations adopted pursuant to this chapter shall be adopted as emergency regulations, and the
circumstances related to the initial adoption are hereby deemed to constitute an emergency for this
purpose. The initial regulations adopted pursuant to this chapter shall be adopted by November 4, 1998.
If the initial regulations are not adopted by that date, the board shall report to the Legislature by that
date, explaining the reasons for the delay.

EC Section 17070.35(a)(2) states that the Board shall, “Establish and publish any procedures and policies in
connection with the administration of...(#7e SFP) as it deems necessary.”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82 states the following: “A district is eligible for facility hardship funding to replace
or construct new classrooms and related facilities if the district demonstrates there is an unmet need for pupil
housing or the condition of the facilities, or the lack of facilities, is a threat to the health and safety of the pupils.”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(A) states:

If the request is for replacement facilities, a cost/benefit analysis must be prepared by the district and
submitted to the OPSC that indicates the total costs to remain in the classroom or related facility and
mitigate the problem is at least 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost of the classroom or related
facility...If the cost to remain in the classroom or related facility is less than 50 percent of the Current
Replacement Cost, the district may qualify for a Modemization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant for
rehabilitation costs pursuant to Section 1859.83(e) or a grant not to exceed 50 percent of the cost
estimate that has been reviewed and approved by the OPSC and approved by the board for seismic
rehabilitation.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.90 states that “a district must submit the Form SAB 50-05, within 18 months of the
Apportionment of the SFP grant for the project or the entire...apportionment shall be rescinded without further
Board action...”
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The OPSC staff concurs that the issues noted above present a health and safety hazard to the District’s
pupils and staff.

Rehabilitation of Facilitles Is the Most Cost Effective Approach
Upon discovering the health and safety issues, the District reviewed the most cost effective approach to

getting the students and staff back into appropriate faclllties. Taking Into consideration replacement
costs and the District’s avallable funds, rehabilitation work proved to be the most economical way to
move forward.

The District has committed all available resources in the effort to mitigate the health and safety Issues at
our schools and cannot take on any additional debt. Replacing the facilities was not an available option
provided the costs for replacement and the District’s debt limits.

The OPSC Current Replacement Cost is calculated using a cost per square foot from the SFP Regulations.
Unfortunately, this cost per square foot does not take into account the increased construction costs for
the District’s geographic location. The District reviewed the costs to replace the buildings using
construction costs for the area (please see attached Exhibit A), and the rehabifitation costs proved to be
below 50% of local costs for replacement. It would not be economically feasible for the District to
replace these buildings as the true replacement costs far exceed the replacement funding from the State
and the District’s available funds.

The following factors are key contributors to the increased construction costs for the District’s
geographic location:

Environment

The schools are located in a micro-climate that is very humid. The persistent humidity requires unique
designs with regards to the building envelope to prevent water damage. This adds cost to design and
construction of a replacement bullding and prevents the District from using prefabricated or portable
structures.

Remote Location

Due to the District’s remote location, the constructton costs for all projects are considerably higher than
other locations in the State. Contractors must bring in and house constructlon workers from outslde the
area since the local construction pool is insufficient for projects of the District's size. Low supply of
construction materials in the immediate areaalso adds costs to the project.

Community Significance ;
These schools are an Important focal polnt for the community. The gymnasium at Hoopa Valley High
School was bullt in 1958. it Is the largest facility in the area and is frequently used by local groups for
adult recreational leagues, public ceremonles, public presentations and public meetings. Demolishing
the facllity for significantly smaller facllity, due to the cost constraints identified above, would be a
maJor loss to the community.

Due to its remote location of the District, there are no alternatives available for the students and the
community if these facilities were no longer available. 90% of the District’s students qualify for free and
reduced lunch. Much of the student population is at-risk and socio-economically disadvantaged, with a
high rate of suicide among young males. Many students spend up to 12 hours a day at our schools sites
for before and after school programs and the District provides three meals a day. The schools represent
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Detecting the problem:
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The results revealed:

125





126





127





Structural damages:
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Where do our kids go?
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ATTACHMENT C

Cost Benefit Analyses for
Klamath-Trinity Joint Unified School District

(as of April 7, 2016)

Trinity Elementary - 51/62901-00-001

Rehabilitation Cost 3,093,791
Cost to Rehab vs. Reol —
Replace eplacement Cos 5,233,032
Percentage 59.1%
Orleans Elementary - 51/62901-00-002
Rehabilitation Cost 1,664,306
Cost to Rehab vs. Reol —
Replace eplacement Cos 2,571,868
Percentage 64.7%
Hoopa Elementary - 51/62901-00-003
Rehabilitation Cost 4,073,642
Cost to Rehab vs. Reol B—
Replace eplacement Cos 4,681,154
Percentage 87.0%
Hoopa Valley High 51/62901-00-004
Rehabilitation Cost* 4,727,085
Cost to Rehab vs. Reol —
Replace eplacement Cos 6,755,222
Percentage* 70.0%

*Conceptual amounts, subject to change
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
School District: .............c.... KLAMATH-TRINITY JOINT UNIFIED  CoUNtY:....ccvviiiiiiieiiicce e HUMBOLDT
Application Number:...........ccocveeiiiiiiici, 51/62901-00-001  School Name.................. TRINITY VALLEY ELEMENTARY
Total District Enrollment:..........ocvvveiiiiiiiiiiee e 1,025 Project Grade Level:..........ccceeeviiiieeiiiiine e K-8
FINANCIAI HAIASHID: ...t e et e e et e e nr et e e YES

The District qualifies for financial hardship pursuant to School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation Section 1859.81(c)(1). As of
September 28, 2015, the current outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing
school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35 or 17074.25 as appropriate is at least 60 percent of the
district’s total bonding capacity.

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Type of Request State Allocation Board (Board) approval for an Apportionment for a SFP
Facility Hardship Replacement project.

Total Project Cost $5,233,032

Cost to the State $2,850,399

DESCRIPTION

Description of Health and Safety Threat Trinity Valley Elementary School in Willow Creek, California is in a region with
annual rainfall levels approaching 72 inches and abnormally high humidity
levels. In the fall of 2014, staff noted visible black mold. In October 2014, a
licensed industrial hygienist inspected the site. Testing revealed high levels of
mold due to inadequate roof ventilation in a classroom building originally built in
1964 and the gymnasium, this was originally built in 1981. The industrial
hygienist determined that the mold constituted a health and safety issue, and the
Humboldt County Department of Health and Human Services (HCDHHS)
concurred. Both buildings were closed due to this issue.

Scope of Project Rehabilitation work consisted of mold abatement on all surfaces, including the
removal and replacement of ceiling tiles, roof plywood and insulation, drywall,
siding and wall plywood under a negative air containment area, and the
installation of a new roofing system to provide adequate ventilation.

Status of School Site Mitigation work has been completed and both buildings are now in use.

QUALIFYING CRITERIA

Government/State Level Concurrence The District has obtained concurrence with the hazards reported and with the
proposed minimum work for rehabilitation from the HCDHHS.

Staff Supports the District's Request Yes

Site Visit Completed by Staff Staff has accepted photographs and a report from the licensed industrial

hygienist and the letter of concurrence from the HCDHHS in lieu of a site visit.
(Continued on Page Two) 131






SAB 04/20/16
Page Two

AUTHORITY
See Attachment D-1.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Approve the District’s request for a State Apportionment for Facility Hardship replacement funding for the
classroom building and the gymnasium at Trinity Valley Elementary pursuant to SFP Regulation Section
1859.82(a) as provided on Attachment D-2.

2. Provide that for purposes of SFP modernization eligibility, the building age would be reset to 12 months from
the date of Division of the State Architect plan approval. The new date would be July 15, 2016.

3. Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this replacement
project must be returned to the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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AUTHORITY

Education Code (EC) Section 17075.10(a) states:
A school district may apply for hardship assistance in cases of extraordinary circumstances. Extraordinary
circumstances may include, but are not limited to, the need to repair, reconstruct, or replace the most
vulnerable school facilities that are identified as a Category 2 building, as defined in the report submitted
pursuant to Section 17317, determined by the department to pose an unacceptable risk of injury to its
occupants in the event of a seismic event.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.81 states:
Except for Joint-Use Projects and Career Technical Education Facilities Projects, a district is eligible for financial
hardship to fund all or a portion of its matching share requirement after demonstrating the requirements of (a), (c),
and (d) below:

(a) The district is financially unable to provide all necessary matching funds for an eligible project. To
determine this, an analysis shall be made of the district’s financial records by the OPSC including data
and records maintained by the CDE and the County Office of Education....

(b) From the funds deemed available as a matching contribution, the district may retain $19,776 per
classroom in each enrollment reporting period for the cost to provide interim housing for the currently
unhoused pupils of the district....

(c) The district has made all reasonable efforts to fund its matching share of the project by demonstrating it
is levying the developer fee justified under law or an alternative revenue source equal to or greater than
the developer fee otherwise justified under law at the time of request for hardship and the district meets
at least one of the following:

(1) The current outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing
school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35 or 17074.25 as appropriate, at the
time of request for financial hardship status, is at least 60 percent of the district’s total bonding capacity.
Outstanding bonded indebtedness includes that part of general obligation bonds, Mello-Roos Bonds,
School Facility Improvement District Bonds and certificates of participation which the district is paying a
debt service that was issued for capital outlay school facility purposes.

(2) The district had a successful registered voter bond election for at least the maximum amount allowed
under Proposition 39 within the previous two years from the date of request for financial hardship status.
The proceeds from the bond election that represent the maximum amount allowed under the provisions
of Proposition 39 must be used to fund the district’s matching share requirement for SFP project(s).

(3) It is a County Superintendent of Schools.

(4) The district’s total bonding capacity at the time of the request for financial hardship status is $5 million or
less.

(5) Other evidence of reasonable effort as approved by the SAB....

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82 states, “A district is eligible for facility hardship funding to replace or construct new
classrooms and related facilities if the district demonstrates there is an unmet need for pupil housing or the condition
of the facilities, or the lack of facilities, is a threat to the health and safety of the pupils..”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1) provides for Facility Hardship grant funding when:
The facilities are needed to ensure the health and safety of the pupils if the district can demonstrate to the
satisfaction of the Board that the health and safety of the pupils is at risk. Factors to be considered by the
Board shall include the close proximity to a major freeway, airport, electrical facility, high power transmission
lines, dam, pipeline, industrial facility, adverse air quality emission or other health and safety risks, including
structural deficiencies required by the DSA to be repaired, seismic mitigation of the Most Vulnerable
Category 2 Buildings as verified by the DSA, traffic safety or because the pupils reside in remote areas of
the district and transportation to existing facilities is not possible or poses a health and safety risk.

133
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SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(A) states:
If the request is for replacement facilities, a cost/benefit analysis must be prepared by the district and
submitted to the OPSC that indicates the total costs to remain in the classroom or related facility and
mitigate the problem is at least 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost of the classroom or related
facility. The cost/benefit analysis may include applicable site development costs as outlined in Section
1859.76. The cost/benefit analysis shall not include increased costs associated with high performance
related costs or components, with the exception of those high performance components that were pre-
existing in the classroom or related facility. If the cost to remain in the classroom or related facility is less
than 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost, the district may qualify for either grant below, as
applicable:
1. Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant for Rehabilitation Costs pursuant to Section 1859.83(e), or
2. A grant not to exceed 50 percent of the cost estimate that has been reviewed and approved by the OPSC
and approved by the board for seismic rehabilitation.
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ATTACHMENT D-2

SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016

New Construction - Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 51/62901-00-001
School District:  Klamath Trinity Joint Unified

PROJECT DATA

County: Humboldt

School Name: Trinity Valley Elementary

ADJUSTED GRANT DATA

Fac. Hardship Other 13,102 Sq. Ft. $ 2,279,748
Type of Project: K-8 Fire Detection Alarm 1,800
K-6: Geographic Percent Factor (10%) 237,274
7-8: Small Size Project (4%) 91,190
9-12: Project Assistance 6,504
Non-Severe: Total State Share (50%) 2,616,516
Severe: District Share (50%) 2,616,516
Application Filing Basis: Site Specific Total Project Cost $ 5,233,032
Number of Classrooms: 6
Master Acres:
Existing Acres: 12
Proposed Acres:
Recommended Acres: 7
Facility Hardship (a): Yes
Financial Hardship Requested: Yes
Alternative Education School: No
Addition to Existing Site: No
PROJECT FINANCING
State Share
This Project $ 2,616,516
District Share
Cash Contribution 2,382,633
Financial Hardship 233,883
Total Project Cost $ 5,233,032
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
State
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Apportionment
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
New Construction/Add. Grant 047-501 47 $ 848,822.94 $ 848,822.94
New Construction/Add. Grant 057-500 1D 1,767,693.06 1,767,693.06
District Share
Financial Hardship 057-500 1D 233,883.11 233,883.11
Cash Contribution 2,382,632.89
Total $ $ 5,233,032.00 $ 2,850,399.11

Funding Source: Proposition 47 Bonds/2002-Nov.; Proposition 1D Bonds/2006-Nov.

The District is required to submit a valid Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) within 18 months of the date of the apportionment;

otherwise, the apportionment will be rescinded without further board action.

Senate Bill 854, Chapter 28, Statutes of 2014 repealed Labor Code (LC) Section 1771.3 which required school districts to provide payment to
Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) for prevailing wage monitoring. As a result, school districts awarding a construction contract on or
after June 20, 2014 are not mandated to provide payment for DIR monitoring and enforcement of prevailing wage requirements. Projects with
an initial public works contract awarded on or after June 20, 2014 are not eligible to receive an additional grant for prevailing wage monitoring;
however, school districts are still required to notify DIR within five days of initial contract award pursuant to LC Section 1773.3(a)(1).

The District qualifies for financial hardship pursuant to SFP Regulation Section 1859.81(c)(1). As of September 28, 2015, the current outstanding
bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35
or 17074.25 as appropriate, at the time of request for financial hardship status, is at least 60 percent of the district’s total bonding capacity.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this facility hardship program project must be returned to

the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL * %% April 20, 2016
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ATTACHMENT E

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
School District: ................... KLAMATH-TRINITY JOINT UNIFIED ~ COoUNY:.....vvieiiiieiiie e HUMBOLDT
Application Number:...........ccocveeiiiiiiici, 51/62901-00-002  School Name:.........ccocvvvverevneenee ORLEANS ELEMENTARY
Total District Enrollment:..........ocvvveiiiiiiiiiiee e 1,025 Project Grade Level:..........ccceeeviiiieeiiiiine e K-8

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Type of Request

Total Project Cost
Cost to the State
DESCRIPTION

Description of Health and Safety Threat

Scope of Project

Status of School Site

QUALIFYING CRITERIA

Government/State Level Concurrence

Staff Supports the District's Request

Site Visit Completed by Staff

State Allocation Board (Board) approval for an Apportionment for a
School Facility Program (SFP) Facility Hardship Replacement project.

$2,571,218

$1,285,609

Orleans Elementary School in Orleans, California is in a region with annual
rainfall levels approaching 72 inches and abnormally high humidity levels. In the
spring of 2014, staff noted visible black mold. In April of 2014, a licensed
industrial hygienist inspected the site. Testing revealed high levels of mold due
to inadequate roof ventilation in the gymnasium. The industrial hygienist
determined that the mold constituted a health and safety issue, and the
Humboldt County Department of Health and Human Services (HCDHHS)
concurred. The gymnasium was closed due to this issue.

Rehabilitation work consisted of mold abatement on all surfaces, including the
removal and replacement of ceiling tiles, roof plywood and insulation, drywall,
siding and wall plywood under a negative air containment area, and the
installation of a new roofing system to provide adequate ventilation.

Mitigation work has been completed and gymnasium is now in use.

The District has obtained concurrence with the hazards reported and with the
proposed minimum work for rehabilitation from the HCDHHS.

Yes

Staff has accepted photographs and a report from the licensed industrial
hygienist and the letter of concurrence from the HCDHHS in lieu of a site visit.

(Continued on Page Two) 136






SAB 04/20/16
Page Two
AUTHORITY

See Attachment E-1.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Approve the District’s request for a State Apportionment for Facility Hardship replacement funding for the
gymnasium at Orleans Elementary pursuant to SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a) as provided on
Attachment E-2.

2. Provide that for purposes of SFP modernization eligibility, the building age would be reset to 12 months from
the date of Division of the State Architect plan approval. The new date would be July 14, 2016.

3. Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this replacement
project must be returned to the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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ATTACHMENT E-1
AUTHORITY

Education Code (EC) Section 17075.10(a) states:
A school district may apply for hardship assistance in cases of extraordinary circumstances. Extraordinary
circumstances may include, but are not limited to, the need to repair, reconstruct, or replace the most
vulnerable school facilities that are identified as a Category 2 building, as defined in the report submitted
pursuant to Section 17317, determined by the department to pose an unacceptable risk of injury to its
occupants in the event of a seismic event.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82 states, “A district is eligible for facility hardship funding to replace or construct new
classrooms and related facilities if the district demonstrates there is an unmet need for pupil housing or the condition
of the facilities, or the lack of facilities, is a threat to the health and safety of the pupils..”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1) provides for Facility Hardship grant funding when:
The facilities are needed to ensure the health and safety of the pupils if the district can demonstrate to the
satisfaction of the Board that the health and safety of the pupils is at risk. Factors to be considered by the
Board shall include the close proximity to a major freeway, airport, electrical facility, high power transmission
lines, dam, pipeline, industrial facility, adverse air quality emission or other health and safety risks, including
structural deficiencies required by the DSA to be repaired, seismic mitigation of the Most Vulnerable
Category 2 Buildings as verified by the DSA, traffic safety or because the pupils reside in remote areas of
the district and transportation to existing facilities is not possible or poses a health and safety risk.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(A) states:
If the request is for replacement facilities, a cost/benefit analysis must be prepared by the district and
submitted to the OPSC that indicates the total costs to remain in the classroom or related facility and
mitigate the problem is at least 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost of the classroom or related
facility. The cost/benefit analysis may include applicable site development costs as outlined in Section
1859.76. The cost/benefit analysis shall not include increased costs associated with high performance
related costs or components, with the exception of those high performance components that were pre-
existing in the classroom or related facility. If the cost to remain in the classroom or related facility is less
than 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost, the district may qualify for either grant below, as
applicable:
1. Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant for Rehabilitation Costs pursuant to Section 1859.83(e), or
2. A grant not to exceed 50 percent of the cost estimate that has been reviewed and approved by the OPSC
and approved by the board for seismic rehabilitation.
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ATTACHMENT E-2

SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 New Construction - Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No:  51/62901-00-002 County: Humboldt
School District:  Klamath Trinity Joint Unified School Name: Orleans Elementary
PROJECT DATA ADJUSTED GRANT DATA
Fac. Hardship Other 6251Sqg. Ft. $ 1,087,674
Type of Project: K-8 Geographic Percent Factor (5%) 60,910
K-6: Small Size Project (12%) 130,521
7-8: Project Assistance 6,504
9-12: Total State Share (50%) 1,285,609
Non-Severe: District Share (50%) 1,285,609
Severe: Total Project Cost $ 2,571,218
Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Number of Classrooms: 0
Master Acres:
Existing Acres: 9
Proposed Acres:
Recommended Acres: 7
Facility Hardship (a): Yes
Financial Hardship Requested: Yes
Alternative Education School: No
Addition to Existing Site: No

PROJECT FINANCING

State Share

This Project $ 1,285,609
District Share

Cash Contribution 1,285,609
Total Project Cost $ 2,571,218

HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT

State

Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Apportionment

Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
New Construction/Add. Grant 057-500 1D $ 1,285,609.00 $ 1,285,609.00
District Share
Cash Contribution 1,285,609.00
Total $ $ 2,571,218.00 $ 1,285,609.00

Funding Source: Proposition 1D Bonds/2006-Nov.

The District is required to submit a valid Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) within 18 months of the date of the apportionment;
otherwise, the apportionment will be rescinded without further board action.

Senate Bill 854, Chapter 28, Statutes of 2014, repealed Labor Code (LC) Section 1771.3 which required school districts to provide payment
to Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) for prevailing wage monitoring. As a result, school districts awarding a construction contract

on or after June 20, 2014 are not mandated to provide payment for DIR monitoring and enforcement of prevailing wage requirements.
Projects with an initial public works project awarded on or after June 20, 2014 are not eligible to receive an additional grant for prevailing
wage monitoring; however, school districts are still required to notify DIR within five days of initial contract award pursuant to

LC Section 1773.3(a)(1).

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this facility hardship program project
must be returned to the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL =% % April 20, 2016 139





ATTACHMENT F

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
School District: .............c.... KLAMATH-TRINITY JOINT UNIFIED  CoUNtY:....ccvviiiiiiieiiicce e HUMBOLDT
Application Number:...........ccocveeiiiiiiici, 51/62901-00-003  School Name................... HOOPA VALLEY ELEMENTARY
Total District Enrollment:..........ocvvveiiiiiiiiiiee e 1,025 Project Grade Level:..........ccceeeviiiieeiiiiine e K-8
FINANCIAI HAIASHID: ...t e et e e et e e nr et e e YES

The District qualifies for financial hardship pursuant to School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation Section 1859.81(c)(1). As of
September 28, 2015, the current outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing
school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35 or 17074.25 as appropriate is at least 60 percent of the

district’s total bonding capacity.

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Type of Request

Total Project Cost
Cost to the State

DESCRIPTION

Description of Health and Safety Threat

Scope of Project

Status of School Site

QUALIFYING CRITERIA

Government/State Level Concurrence

Staff Supports the District's Request

Site Visit Completed by Staff

State Allocation Board (Board) approval for an Apportionment for a SFP
Facility Hardship Replacement project.

$4,681,152

$4,481,052

Hoopa Valley Elementary School in Hoopa, California is in a region with annual
rainfall levels approaching 72 inches and abnormally high humidity levels. In the
spring of 2015, staff noted visible black mold. In May of 2015, a licensed
industrial hygienist inspected the site. Testing revealed high levels of mold due
to inadequate roof ventilation in three buildings: a classroom building and the
administrative building, originally constructed in 1966, and the gymnasium,
originally constructed in 1981. The industrial hygienist determined that the mold
constituted a health and safety issue, and the Humboldt County Department of
Health and Human Services (HCDHHS) concurred. The three buildings have
been closed due to this issue.

Rehabilitation work consisted of mold abatement on all surfaces, including the
removal and replacement of ceiling tiles, roof plywood and insulation, drywall,
siding and wall plywood under a negative air containment area, and the
installation of a new roofing system to provide adequate ventilation.

Mitigation was completed mid-April 2016.

The District has obtained concurrence with the hazards reported and with the
proposed minimum work for rehabilitation from the HCDHHS.

Yes

Staff has accepted photographs and a report from the licensed industrial
hygienist and the letter of concurrence from the HCDHHS in lieu of a site visit.

(Continued on Page Two) 140





SAB 04/20/16

Page Two
AUTHORITY

See Attachment F-1.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Approve the District’s request for Facility Hardship replacement funding for the classroom building, the
administrative building, and the gymnasium at Hoopa Valley Elementary pursuant to SFP Regulation Section
1859.82(a), as provided on Attachment F-2.

2. Provide that for purposes of SFP modernization eligibility, the building age will be reset to 12 months from the
date of DSA plan approval. The new date will be September 17, 2016.

3. Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this replacement
project must be returned to the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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ATTACHMENT F-1
AUTHORITY

Education Code (EC) Section 17075.10(a) states:
A school district may apply for hardship assistance in cases of extraordinary circumstances. Extraordinary
circumstances may include, but are not limited to, the need to repair, reconstruct, or replace the most
vulnerable school facilities that are identified as a Category 2 building, as defined in the report submitted
pursuant to Section 17317, determined by the department to pose an unacceptable risk of injury to its
occupants in the event of a seismic event.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.81 states:
Except for Joint-Use Projects and Career Technical Education Facilities Projects, a district is eligible for financial
hardship to fund all or a portion of its matching share requirement after demonstrating the requirements of (a), (c),
and (d) below:

(a) The district is financially unable to provide all necessary matching funds for an eligible project. To
determine this, an analysis shall be made of the district’s financial records by the OPSC including data
and records maintained by the CDE and the County Office of Education....

(b) From the funds deemed available as a matching contribution, the district may retain $19,776 per
classroom in each enrollment reporting period for the cost to provide interim housing for the currently
unhoused pupils of the district....

(c) The district has made all reasonable efforts to fund its matching share of the project by demonstrating it
is levying the developer fee justified under law or an alternative revenue source equal to or greater than
the developer fee otherwise justified under law at the time of request for hardship and the district meets
at least one of the following:

(1) The current outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing
school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35 or 17074.25 as appropriate, at the
time of request for financial hardship status, is at least 60 percent of the district’s total bonding capacity.
Outstanding bonded indebtedness includes that part of general obligation bonds, Mello-Roos Bonds,
School Facility Improvement District Bonds and certificates of participation which the district is paying a
debt service that was issued for capital outlay school facility purposes.

(2) The district had a successful registered voter bond election for at least the maximum amount allowed
under Proposition 39 within the previous two years from the date of request for financial hardship status.
The proceeds from the bond election that represent the maximum amount allowed under the provisions
of Proposition 39 must be used to fund the district’s matching share requirement for SFP project(s).

(3) It is a County Superintendent of Schools.

(4) The district’s total bonding capacity at the time of the request for financial hardship status is $5 million or
less.

(5) Other evidence of reasonable effort as approved by the SAB....

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82 states, “A district is eligible for facility hardship funding to replace or construct new
classrooms and related facilities if the district demonstrates there is an unmet need for pupil housing or the condition
of the facilities, or the lack of facilities, is a threat to the health and safety of the pupils..”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1) provides for Facility Hardship grant funding when:
The facilities are needed to ensure the health and safety of the pupils if the district can demonstrate to the
satisfaction of the Board that the health and safety of the pupils is at risk. Factors to be considered by the
Board shall include the close proximity to a major freeway, airport, electrical facility, high power transmission
lines, dam, pipeline, industrial facility, adverse air quality emission or other health and safety risks, including
structural deficiencies required by the DSA to be repaired, seismic mitigation of the Most Vulnerable
Category 2 Buildings as verified by the DSA, traffic safety or because the pupils reside in remote areas of
the district and transportation to existing facilities is not possible or poses a health and safety risk.
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AUTHORITY (cont.)

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(A) states:
If the request is for replacement facilities, a cost/benefit analysis must be prepared by the district and
submitted to the OPSC that indicates the total costs to remain in the classroom or related facility and
mitigate the problem is at least 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost of the classroom or related
facility. The cost/benefit analysis may include applicable site development costs as outlined in Section
1859.76. The cost/benefit analysis shall not include increased costs associated with high performance
related costs or components, with the exception of those high performance components that were pre-
existing in the classroom or related facility. If the cost to remain in the classroom or related facility is less
than 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost, the district may qualify for either grant below, as
applicable:
1. Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant for Rehabilitation Costs pursuant to Section 1859.83(e), or
2. A grant not to exceed 50 percent of the cost estimate that has been reviewed and approved by the OPSC
and approved by the board for seismic rehabilitation.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.83(e) provides for:
Excessive Cost for rehabilitation of facilities the Board has determined are a health and safety risk to the
pupils pursuant to Section 1859.82(a)(1) and the cost/benefit analysis to mitigate the problem and remain in
the facility is less than 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost of the facility. The cost/benefit analysis
shall not include increased costs associated with high performance related costs or components, with the
exception of those high performance components that were pre-existing in the classroom or related facility.
If the district qualifies, the district is eligible for funding of Rehabilitation Costs as a modernization project.
.... If the Approved Application is received after April 29, 2002, the grant amount provided is 60 percent of
the amount of the cost estimate required in Section 1859.82(a)(1) that has been reviewed by the OPSC and
approved by the Board. An additional grant may be provided for high performance incentive pursuant to
Section 1859.77.4 provided that the high performance points attained are related to the scope of the Facility
Hardship project. For any project funded in whole or in part from Proposition 47 or Proposition 55 for which
the construction contract is awarded prior to January 1, 2012, the district may be eligible for the funding
provided to initiate and enforce a LCP as prescribed in Section 1859.78.1(a). For any project for which the
construction contract is awarded on or after January 1, 2012 the grant may be adjusted in the manner
prescribed in Section 1859.78.1(b) and subject to the limitations established in Section 1859.78.1(c).
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SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016

ATTACHME

NT F-2

New Construction - Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 51/62901-00-003
School District:  Klamath Trinity Joint Unified

County: Humboldt

School Name: Hoopa Valley Elementary

PROJECT DATA

ADJUSTED GRANT DATA

Fac. Hardship Other 10,882 Sq. Ft. $ 1,893,468
Type of Project: K-8 Fire Detection Alarm 1,200
K-6: Geographic Percent Factor (10%) 212,188
7-8: Small Size Project (12%) 227,216
9-12: Project Assistance 6,504
Non-Severe: Total State Share (50%) 2,340,576
Severe: District Share (50%) 2,340,576
Application Filing Basis: Site Specific Total Project Cost $ 4,681,152
Number of Classrooms: 4
Master Acres:
Existing Acres: 14
Proposed Acres:
Recommended Acres: 10
Facility Hardship (a): Yes
Financial Hardship Requested: Yes
Alternative Education School: No
Addition to Existing Site: No
PROJECT FINANCING
State Share
This Project $ 2,340,576
District Share
Cash Contribution 200,100
Financial Hardship 2,140,476
Total Project Cost $ 4,681,152
HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT
State
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Apportionment
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
New Construction/Add. Grant 055-500 55 $ 368,237.17 $ 368,237.17
New Construction/Add. Grant 057-500 1D 1,972,338.83 1,972,338.83
District Share
Financial Hardship 057-500 1D 2,140,476.00 2,140,476.00
Cash Contribution 200,100.00
Total $ $ 4,681,152.00 $ 4,481,052.00

Funding Source: Proposition 55 Bonds/2004-Mar.; Proposition 1D Bonds/2006-Nov.

The District is required to submit a valid Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) within 18 months of the date of the apportionment; otherwise,
the apportionment will be rescinded without further board action.

Senate Bill 854, Chapter 28, Statutes of 2014, repealed Labor Code (LC) Section 1771.3 which required school districts to provide payment to the
Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) for prevailing wage monitoring. As a result, school districts awarding a construction contract on or after
June 20, 2014 are not mandated to provide payment for DIR monitoring and enforcement of prevailing wage requirements. Projects with an initial
public works project awarded on or after June 20, 2014 are not eligible to receive an additional grant for prevailing wage monitoring; however,
school districts are still required to notify DIR within five days of initial contract award pursuant to LC Section 1773.3(a)(1).

The District qualifies for financial hardship pursuant to SFP Regulation Section 1859.81(c)(1). As of September 28, 2015, the current outstanding
bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35
or 17074.25 as appropriate, at the time of request for financial hardship status, is at least 60 percent of the district’s total bonding capacity.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this facility hardship program project must be returned

to the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD

APPROVAL

R/ /7 7
0‘0 0‘0 L X4

April 20, 2016
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ATTACHMENT G

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
School District: .............c.... KLAMATH-TRINITY JOINT UNIFIED  CoUNtY:....ccvviiiiiiieiiicce e HUMBOLDT
Application Number:...........ccocveeiiiiiiici, 51/62901-00-004  School Name:.........cccveereereerrerneines HOOPA VALLEY HIGH
Total District Enrollment:.........ocevvvviivviiiiiiee e 1,025 Project Grade Level:..........ccceeeviiiiieiiiieine e 9-12
FINANCIAI HAIASHID: ...t e et e e et e e nr et e e YES

The District qualifies for financial hardship pursuant to School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation Section 1859.81(c)(1). As of
September 28, 2015, the current outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing
school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35 or 17074.25 as appropriate is at least 60 percent of the

district’s total bonding capacity.

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Type of Request

Estimated Total Project Cost
Estimated Cost to the State

DESCRIPTION

Description of Health and Safety Threat

Scope of Project

Status of School Site

QUALIFYING CRITERIA

Government/State Level Concurrence

Staff Supports the District's Request

Site Visit Completed by Staff

State Allocation Board (Board) conceptual approval for a SFP Facility
Hardship Replacement project.

$6,755,222 - $8,075,912

$5,041,337 - $6,362,027

Hoopa Valley High School in Hoopa, California is in a region with annual rainfall
levels approaching 72 inches and abnormally high humidity levels. In May of
2015, a licensed industrial hygienist inspected the site. Testing revealed high
levels of mold due to inadequate roof ventilation in the gymnasium, which was
originally constructed in 1958. The industrial hygienist determined that the mold
constituted a health and safety issue, and the Humboldt County Department of
Health and Human Services (HCDHHS) concurred. The building has been
closed due to this issue.

Rehabilitation work consists of mold abatement on all surfaces, including the
removal and replacement of ceiling tiles, roof plywood and insulation, drywall,
siding and wall plywood under a negative air containment area, and the
installation of a new roofing system to provide adequate ventilation.

The Division of the State Architect has approved the mitigation plans. Mitigation
work has begun and is anticipated to be complete by the end of June 2016.

The District has obtained concurrence with the hazards reported and with the
proposed minimum work for rehabilitation from the HCDHHS.

Yes

Staff has accepted photographs and a report from the licensed industrial
hygienist and the letter of concurrence from the HCDHHS in lieu of a site visit.
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SAB 04/20/16
Page Two

AUTHORITY
See Attachment G-1.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Approve the District’s request for conceptual approval for Facility Hardship replacement funding for the
gymnasium at Hoopa Valley High pursuant to SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a).

2. Provide that the District must file an Approved Application for funding within 18 months of this approval,
pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.82 (c).

3. Provide that for purposes of SFP modernization eligibility, the building age will be reset to 12 months from the
date of DSA plan approval. The new date will be September 17, 2016.

4. Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this replacement
project must be returned to the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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ATTACHMENT G-1
AUTHORITY

Education Code (EC) Section 17075.10(a) states:
A school district may apply for hardship assistance in cases of extraordinary circumstances. Extraordinary
circumstances may include, but are not limited to, the need to repair, reconstruct, or replace the most
vulnerable school facilities that are identified as a Category 2 building, as defined in the report submitted
pursuant to Section 17317, determined by the department to pose an unacceptable risk of injury to its
occupants in the event of a seismic event.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.81 states:
Except for Joint-Use Projects and Career Technical Education Facilities Projects, a district is eligible for financial
hardship to fund all or a portion of its matching share requirement after demonstrating the requirements of (a), (c),
and (d) below:

(a) The district is financially unable to provide all necessary matching funds for an eligible project. To
determine this, an analysis shall be made of the district’s financial records by the OPSC including data
and records maintained by the CDE and the County Office of Education....

(b) From the funds deemed available as a matching contribution, the district may retain $19,776 per
classroom in each enrollment reporting period for the cost to provide interim housing for the currently
unhoused pupils of the district....

(c) The district has made all reasonable efforts to fund its matching share of the project by demonstrating it
is levying the developer fee justified under law or an alternative revenue source equal to or greater than
the developer fee otherwise justified under law at the time of request for hardship and the district meets
at least one of the following:

(1) The current outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing
school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35 or 17074.25 as appropriate, at the
time of request for financial hardship status, is at least 60 percent of the district’s total bonding capacity.
Outstanding bonded indebtedness includes that part of general obligation bonds, Mello-Roos Bonds,
School Facility Improvement District Bonds and certificates of participation which the district is paying a
debt service that was issued for capital outlay school facility purposes.

(2) The district had a successful registered voter bond election for at least the maximum amount allowed
under Proposition 39 within the previous two years from the date of request for financial hardship status.
The proceeds from the bond election that represent the maximum amount allowed under the provisions
of Proposition 39 must be used to fund the district's matching share requirement for SFP project(s).

(3) It is a County Superintendent of Schools.

(4) The district’s total bonding capacity at the time of the request for financial hardship status is $5 million or
less.

(5) Other evidence of reasonable effort as approved by the SAB....

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82 states, “A district is eligible for facility hardship funding to replace or construct new
classrooms and related facilities if the district demonstrates there is an unmet need for pupil housing or the condition
of the facilities, or the lack of facilities, is a threat to the health and safety of the pupils..”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1) provides for Facility Hardship grant funding when:
The facilities are needed to ensure the health and safety of the pupils if the district can demonstrate to the
satisfaction of the Board that the health and safety of the pupils is at risk. Factors to be considered by the
Board shall include the close proximity to a major freeway, airport, electrical facility, high power transmission
lines, dam, pipeline, industrial facility, adverse air quality emission or other health and safety risks, including
structural deficiencies required by the DSA to be repaired, seismic mitigation of the Most Vulnerable
Category 2 Buildings as verified by the DSA, traffic safety or because the pupils reside in remote areas of
the district and transportation to existing facilities is not possible or poses a health and safety risk.
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SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(A) states:
If the request is for replacement facilities, a cost/benefit analysis must be prepared by the district and
submitted to the OPSC that indicates the total costs to remain in the classroom or related facility and
mitigate the problem is at least 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost of the classroom or related
facility. The cost/benefit analysis may include applicable site development costs as outlined in Section
1859.76. The cost/benefit analysis shall not include increased costs associated with high performance
related costs or components, with the exception of those high performance components that were pre-
existing in the classroom or related facility. If the cost to remain in the classroom or related facility is less
than 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost, the district may qualify for either grant below, as
applicable:
1. Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant for Rehabilitation Costs pursuant to Section 1859.83(e), or
2. A grant not to exceed 50 percent of the cost estimate that has been reviewed and approved by the OPSC
and approved by the board for seismic rehabilitation.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(c) states, “A district may request a determination of eligibility for facility hardship
funding in advance of project funding.”
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ATTACHMENT H

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
School District: .............c.... KLAMATH-TRINITY JOINT UNIFIED  CoUNtY:....ccvviiiiiiieiiicce e HUMBOLDT
Application Number:...........ccocveeiiiiiiici, 58/62901-00-001  School Name:.........cccc.cvenee JACK NORTON ELEMENTARY
Total District Enrollment:..........ocvvveiiiiiiiiiiee e 1,025 Project Grade Level:..........ccceeeviiiieeiiiiine e K-8
FINANCIAI HAIASHID: ...t e et e e et e e nr et e e YES

The District qualifies for financial hardship pursuant to School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation Section 1859.81(c)(1). As of
September 28, 2015, the current outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing
school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35 or 17074.25 as appropriate is at least 60 percent of the
district’s total bonding capacity.

PURPOSE OF REPORT

Type of Request State Allocation Board (Board) approval for an Apportionment for a SFP
Facility Hardship Rehabilitation project.

Total Project Cost $630,003

Cost to the State $591,965

DESCRIPTION

Description of Health and Safety Threat Jack Norton Elementary is a small, rural school located on the Yurok Indian
Reservation. School enrollment fluctuates between 30 and 35 students.
The school has been acquiring its water from a local spring since the school was
originally constructed in 1959. In May 2014, water testing conducted by a
licensed industrial hygienist through Asbestos Science Technologies Inc.
revealed that the spring water was contaminated by high levels of Coliform
bacteria, which indicate the presence of disease-causing pathogens. At the
recommendation of Asbestos Science Technologies and with the concurrence of
the Humboldt County Department of Health and Human Services (HCDHHS),
the existing water system was immediately condemned and remains unusable.

Scope of Project Rehabilitation work consists of abandoning the spring and connecting to a local
public water supply.

Status of School Site The District has completed approximately 75 percent of the work required to
connect to the nearest public water supply, the Wautec Water System.

QUALIFYING CRITERIA

Government/State Level Concurrence The District has obtained concurrence with the hazards reported and with the
proposed minimum work for rehabilitation from the Humboldt County
Department of Health and Human Services.

Staff Supports the District's Request Yes

Site Visit Completed by Staff Staff has accepted photographs and a report from the licensed structural

engineer and the letter of concurrence from HCDHHS in lieu of a site visit.
(Continued on Page Two) 149
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AUTHORITY
See Attachment H-1.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Approve the District’s request for a State Apportionment for Facility Hardship rehabilitation funding for
connecting the Jack Norton Elementary site to the Wautec Water System pursuant to SFP Regulation Section
1859.83(e), as provided on Attachment H-2.

2. Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this rehabilitation
project must be returned to the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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ATTACHMENT H-1
AUTHORITY

Education Code (EC) Section 17075.10(a) states:
A school district may apply for hardship assistance in cases of extraordinary circumstances. Extraordinary
circumstances may include, but are not limited to, the need to repair, reconstruct, or replace the most
vulnerable school facilities that are identified as a Category 2 building, as defined in the report submitted
pursuant to Section 17317, determined by the department to pose an unacceptable risk of injury to its
occupants in the event of a seismic event.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.81 states:
Except for Joint-Use Projects and Career Technical Education Facilities Projects, a district is eligible for financial
hardship to fund all or a portion of its matching share requirement after demonstrating the requirements of (a), (c),
and (d) below:

(a) The district is financially unable to provide all necessary matching funds for an eligible project. To
determine this, an analysis shall be made of the district’s financial records by the OPSC including data
and records maintained by the CDE and the County Office of Education....

(b) From the funds deemed available as a matching contribution, the district may retain $19,776 per
classroom in each enrollment reporting period for the cost to provide interim housing for the currently
unhoused pupils of the district....

(c) The district has made all reasonable efforts to fund its matching share of the project by demonstrating it
is levying the developer fee justified under law or an alternative revenue source equal to or greater than
the developer fee otherwise justified under law at the time of request for hardship and the district meets
at least one of the following:

(1) The current outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing
school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35 or 17074.25 as appropriate, at the
time of request for financial hardship status, is at least 60 percent of the district’s total bonding capacity.
Outstanding bonded indebtedness includes that part of general obligation bonds, Mello-Roos Bonds,
School Facility Improvement District Bonds and certificates of participation which the district is paying a
debt service that was issued for capital outlay school facility purposes.

(2) The district had a successful registered voter bond election for at least the maximum amount allowed
under Proposition 39 within the previous two years from the date of request for financial hardship status.
The proceeds from the bond election that represent the maximum amount allowed under the provisions
of Proposition 39 must be used to fund the district’s matching share requirement for SFP project(s).

(3) It is a County Superintendent of Schools.

(4) The district’s total bonding capacity at the time of the request for financial hardship status is $5 million or
less.

(5) Other evidence of reasonable effort as approved by the SAB....

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82 states, “A district is eligible for facility hardship funding to replace or construct new
classrooms and related facilities if the district demonstrates there is an unmet need for pupil housing or the condition
of the facilities, or the lack of facilities, is a threat to the health and safety of the pupils..”

SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1) provides for Facility Hardship grant funding when:
The facilities are needed to ensure the health and safety of the pupils if the district can demonstrate to the
satisfaction of the Board that the health and safety of the pupils is at risk. Factors to be considered by the
Board shall include the close proximity to a major freeway, airport, electrical facility, high power transmission
lines, dam, pipeline, industrial facility, adverse air quality emission or other health and safety risks, including
structural deficiencies required by the DSA to be repaired, seismic mitigation of the Most Vulnerable
Category 2 Buildings as verified by the DSA, traffic safety or because the pupils reside in remote areas of
the district and transportation to existing facilities is not possible or poses a health and safety risk.
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SFP Regulation Section 1859.82(a)(1)(A) states:
If the request is for replacement facilities, a cost/benefit analysis must be prepared by the district and
submitted to the OPSC that indicates the total costs to remain in the classroom or related facility and
mitigate the problem is at least 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost of the classroom or related
facility. The cost/benefit analysis may include applicable site development costs as outlined in Section
1859.76. The cost/benefit analysis shall not include increased costs associated with high performance
related costs or components, with the exception of those high performance components that were pre-
existing in the classroom or related facility. If the cost to remain in the classroom or related facility is less
than 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost, the district may qualify for either grant below, as
applicable:
1. Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant for Rehabilitation Costs pursuant to Section 1859.83(e), or
2. A grant not to exceed 50 percent of the cost estimate that has been reviewed and approved by the OPSC
and approved by the board for seismic rehabilitation.

SFP Regulation Section 1859.83(e) provides for:
Excessive Cost for rehabilitation of facilities the Board has determined are a health and safety risk to the
pupils pursuant to Section 1859.82(a)(1) and the cost/benefit analysis to mitigate the problem and remain in
the facility is less than 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost of the facility. The cost/benefit analysis
shall not include increased costs associated with high performance related costs or components, with the
exception of those high performance components that were pre-existing in the classroom or related facility.
If the district qualifies, the district is eligible for funding of Rehabilitation Costs as a modernization project.
.... If the Approved Application is received after April 29, 2002, the grant amount provided is 60 percent of
the amount of the cost estimate required in Section 1859.82(a)(1) that has been reviewed by the OPSC and
approved by the Board. An additional grant may be provided for high performance incentive pursuant to
Section 1859.77.4 provided that the high performance points attained are related to the scope of the Facility
Hardship project. For any project funded in whole or in part from Proposition 47 or Proposition 55 for which
the construction contract is awarded prior to January 1, 2012, the district may be eligible for the funding
provided to initiate and enforce a LCP as prescribed in Section 1859.78.1(a). For any project for which the
construction contract is awarded on or after January 1, 2012 the grant may be adjusted in the manner
prescribed in Section 1859.78.1(b) and subject to the limitations established in Section 1859.78.1(c).
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ATTACHMENT H-2

SAB Meeting: April 20, 2016 Rehabilitation - Adjusted Grant Approval

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA

Application No: 58/62901-00-001 County: Humboldt
School District: Klamath Trinity Joint Unified School Name: Jack Norton Elementary

| PROJECT DATA

Type of Project: K-8 Application Filing Basis: Site Specific
Pupils Assigned Under 50 Yrs: K-6:
7-8:
9-12:
Non-Severe:
Severe:
Financial Hardship Requested: Yes Recommended Acres: N/A
Alternative Education School: No Existing Acres: N/A
| ADJUSTED GRANT DATA | PROJECT FINANCING
Rehabilitation/Mitigation $ 374,534 State Share
Project Assistance 3,468 This Project $ 378,002
Total State Share (60%) 378,002 District Share
District Share (40%) 252,001 Cash Contribution 38,038
Total Project Cost $ 630,003 Financial Hardship 213,963
Total Project Cost $ 630,003

HISTORY OF PROJECT COST AND APPORTIONMENT

State
Fund Proposition Previously Authorized Apportionment
Code Authorized This Action This Action
State Share
Modernization/Additional Grant 047-571 a7 $ 100,000.00 $ 100,000.00
Modernization/Additional Grant 057-570 1D 278,002.00 278,002.00
District Share
Financial Hardship 057-570 1D 213,963.00 213,963.00
Cash Contribution 38,038.00
Total $ $ 630,003.00 $ 591,965.00

Funding Source: Proposition 47 Bonds/2002-Nov.; Proposition 1D Bonds/2006-Nov.

The District is required to submit a valid Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) within 18 months of the date of the apportionment;
otherwise, the apportionment will be rescinded without further board action.

Senate Bill 854, Chapter 28, Statutes of 2014 repealed Labor Code (LC) Section 1771.3 which required school districts to provide payment to
Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) for prevailing wage monitoring. As a result, school districts awarding a construction contract on or
after June 20, 2014 are not mandated to provide payment for DIR monitoring and enforcement of prevailing wage requirements. Projects with

an initial public works contract awarded on or after June 20, 2014 are not eligible to receive an additional grant for prevailing wage monitoring;
however, school districts are still required to notify DIR within five days of initial contract award pursuant to LC Section 1773.3(a)(1).

The District qualifies for financial hardship pursuant to SFP Regulation Section 1859.81(c)(1). As of September 28, 2015, the current outstanding
bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing school facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35
or 17074.25 as appropriate, at the time of request for financial hardship status, is at least 60 percent of the district’s total bonding capacity.

The District shall ensure that it is in compliance with all applicable laws, regulations and certifications it made on the program forms.

Provide that the State portion of any and all project savings realized from the funding of this facility hardship program project must be returned to
the State.

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
APPROVAL % %% April 20, 2016
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA
DISHCE: ... SANTA ANA UNIFIED  COUNLY:....ouverierieieieieieie e, ORANGE
Application NUMDETS: .........ccovvvvrriunnnes 56/66670-00-002 School Name:..........cccceeeneee. HENINGER ELEMENTARY
Total District Enrollment: ..., 56,815 Project Grade Level: ... K-6
FINANCIAI HATASHID: ...ttt NO

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To present the Santa Ana Unified School District’s (District) request to keep savings from an Overcrowding Relief
Grant (ORG) project for use on another capital outlay project within the District.

DESCRIPTION

The District received an unfunded approval for an ORG project at Heninger Elementary in 2009 and an
apportionment in 2010. During the close-out of the project, the District reported $2,738,487 in savings for this
project. The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) contacted the District in January 2015 and requested that
the savings be returned to the State, as with prior ORG projects. After several meetings and correspondence
between the District and OPSC, the District maintained that they were not required to remit their savings from their
ORG project to the State. The District then filed an appeal to request to retain their savings, to use on other ORG
projects within the District.

AUTHORITY
See Attachment A.
BACKGROUND

Since its inception as part of Assembly Bill 127 (Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 — Nunez and Perata), the State
Allocation Board (Board) has approved projects in twelve funding cycles of ORG program funding. The program
provides funding to districts to replace portable classrooms with permanent classrooms and to free up green space
on existing campuses. As a condition of funding, the school district is required to remove the replaced portables
from K-12 classroom use. District-wide eligibility banks for the program were established using school sites with high
population densities, to form eligibility that could be used at a near-by, eligible school. School Facility Program (SFP)
new construction and modernization eligibility is not needed or utilized. Funding is provided at the current new
construction per-pupil grant amount, through regulations adopted by the Board on February 28, 2007 and amended
on June 25, 2008.

During the twelve ORG funding cycles, the District received funding for twelve ORG projects, for a total of $91.6
million (State share). Five of the District's projects received unfunded approvals during the third funding round in
August 2009, including the Heninger Elementary project. The remaining seven projects received unfunded
approvals between January 2010 and November 2014.

The District received a fund release for the Heninger Elementary project in September 2010 and submitted the final
Expenditure Report (Form SAB 50-06) in May 2014. The Form SAB 50-06 cited 100 percent completion of the
project. OPSC first responded to the District on January 27, 2015, stating that the project had savings that must be
returned to the State. There were several subsequent meetings and letters between OPSC and the District, related
to the need to return the funds to the State, before the District submitted an appeal on June 11, 2015.

(Continued on Page Two)
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STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS

District’s Position

In the School District Appeal Request (Form SAB 189), the District is requesting to retain savings from this ORG
project for use for ‘other high priority capital outlay’, in accordance with Education Code (EC) Section 17070.63(c).
The District states the following:

o The savings from this project have already been spent on other District ORG projects;

e OPSC has misstated what savings are; and,

e OPSC has no authority in law to require savings to be returned to the State from an ORG project.

To support its position, the District included the opinion of its legal counsel for the Board’s consideration. The main
topics addressed in the legal opinion include the following:
e Legal structure of statutes, regulations and administrative procedures

e Savings in the Greene Act

e The statutory basis of the ORG program

o The California Code of Regulations treatment of savings

e School Districts can retain all savings, with limited exceptions

The full text of the District's submitted Form SAB 189 and attachments are included as Attachment B.
Staff Position

Staff does not support the District’s request to retain savings from the ORG project. The regulations supporting the
return of savings were adopted more than eight years ago with no public comments raised until now. The savings
returned by districts from ORG projects will be used to fund the remaining six ORG projects currently on the
workload list, which are requesting $23.3 million in State funding as shown in Attachment C. Staff maintains that the
District must return savings from their ORG project for the following reasons:

e The regulations for the ORG program were legally adopted following the Administrative Procedures Act.
The EC gives the Board the authority to create regulations for the SFP, which includes the ORG program.
The Board adopted regulations to clarify eligible expenditures for ORG.
School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation Section 1859.103 is misinterpreted by the District.
Savings returned to the ORG program are used to fund qualifying projects remaining on the ORG workload
list.

Implementation of the ORG Program

The Board adopted the ORG program regulations in February 2007 following three presentations at Implementation
Committee (Committee) meetings. For each meeting, the agenda stated that districts will be required to return
savings to the State at the end of the ORG project in order to “maximize the number of projects to be funaed and
assist in relieving adadiitional overcrowded schools’. This requirement was initially presented to the Committee in
November 2006. As no comments were received from Committee members or the public, Staff presented proposed
regulatory language, which included this requirement as an amendment to the existing SFP Regulation Section
1859.103, at the Committee hearing in January 2007 and again at the final adoption by the Board in February 2007.
No comments were received regarding this requirement when the proposed regulations were presented.

(Continued on Page Three)
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STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS (Cont.)

The Office of Administrative Law (OAL) then reviewed and approved SFP regulations regarding the ORG program,
following a 45-day public comment period in which no comments were received. In the Initial and Final Statement of
Reasons that were part of the public document, the stated specific purpose of amending SFP Regulation Section
1859.103 was: “7o exclude any savings realized on ORG projects from being expended on other high priority capital
facility needs’. The need for the regulation was stated as: “/f was necessary fo state that ORG projects are limited to
the eligible expendiitures since these projects do not require SFP new construction eligibility and no increase to the
school districts housing capacity will occur” This intent of the regulation is to have savings on ORG projects
returned to the state. The regulations became effective on August 31, 2007 with no concerns being raised.

Interpretation of Statute

Absent any reference to savings for the ORG program in statute, EC Section 17070.35(a) directs the Board to adopt
rules and regulations to administer the Greene Act, and to establish and publish policies and procedures deemed
necessary in order to administer Chapter 12.5 (the Greene Act). This broad authority allows the Board to use the
SFP regulations to regulate how and when savings are to be returned to the State, and under what circumstances.
While there is no specific reference in the EC to savings under the ORG program, the Board is not precluded from
adopting regulations to administer the ORG program, which includes the requirement to return project savings.

According to the District's interpretation of EC Section 17063(c), all programs under the SFP would allow
participants to keep their savings to use on other high priority capital outlay projects. However, due to the
clarifications contained in SFP regulations, there are a number of programs in which regulations specify that districts
must return savings to the State: Facility Hardship Program, Charter School Facilities Program, Career Technical
Education Facilities Program, ORG, ‘previously ineligible’ modernization projects, and projects funded with Financial
Hardship assistance. By requiring that districts return savings for these programs, the Board ensures that limited
bond authority remains eligible for the purpose of the program.

EC Section 17063(c) states that savings from “these funds” shall be retained by the district. Staff has interpreted
section (c) to refer to the funds specified in EC Section 17063(a), “state facilities funding represented by the number
of unhoused pupils for which the school district is receiving the state grant’ (emphasis added). In this case, it follows
that savings should only be retained by a district for projects that are for unhoused pupils, which would not include
ORG projects. Alternatively, the District has interpreted section (c) more broadly, in that savings could be retained
with efficient use of “any funds provided...under any article in this chapter....” (Emphasis added).

The ORG program is distinct from standard new construction funding in that it is 70fhousing new pupils, and it is nof
using SFP eligibility. The reasoning behind allowing districts to use their savings from a sfanaard new construction
project on other high priority capital outlay projects is that they have met their obligation to house those pupils, and
can therefore use that savings on other high priority capital outlay needs. Allowing districts to retain savings from
new construction projects also ensures that they receive the full funding for the pupil grants charged to their
established new construction eligibility.

However, no new pupils are being housed in the ORG program; therefore, Staff believes that this EC section does
not apply, and districts must return savings from ORG projects. As funds are returned, they are re-allocated to the
next highest density ORG project on the workload list as required by EC section 17079.20 (e). This section requires
the Board to “prioritize and fund the projects on the basis of pupil density of the eligible schools” when insufficient
funding is available to “fund all eligible applications.” OPSC verifies that each application meets all of the program
requirements under statute and regulations prior to presenting them to the Board for approval. If the savings are
retained by the district, even if the District uses them for district identified ORG projects, the requirements of this
section would not necessarily be met.
(Continued on Page Four)
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STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS (cont.)

Eljgible ORG Expenditures

The District referenced EC Section 17072.35 as what the eligible expenditures for an ORG project should and could
be. However, not all of section 17072.35 can apply to ORG due to the limitation in section 17079.20. For example,
section 17072.35 lists expenses related to housing new pupils, which the ORG does not do; the ORG program is
housing existing pupils. It also lists “construction, acquisition and installation of poriable classrooms’ as eligible
expenses, which are specifically prohibited in the ORG program, per EC Section 17079.30(d). Staff also notes that
EC Section 17079.20(d) states that all districts must comply with all of the same requirements for new construction
funding that are under the Greene Act, except for the requirement to have standard new construction eligibility.
Using its statutory authority, the Board adopts regulations to harmonize and clarify these statutory requirements as
needed to administer the program. The Board approved regulations that limit the grants for the project to eligible
expenditures. Grant funds not used for eligible expenditures (savings) must be returned due to this limitation.

Interpretation of SFP Regulation Section 1859.103

SFP Regulation Section 1859.103 states in part that “The grants for the projects funded pursuant to Section
1859.70.2 or Section 1859.180 shall be limited to eligible expenditures, up to the State Apportionment for the project
except as specified in Section 1859.184.1(d).” The District contends that the absence of a comma after
‘Apportionment, means that the ORG program grants shall only be for eligible expenditures, but that the State
Apportionment can't be used for items under 1859.184.1(d). This is not the intent of the regulation; in fact, the
phrase “except as specified in 1859.184.1(d)” was added over a year after Section 1859.103 was initially amended,
in order to specify that ORG program funding overages cannot be used for site acquisition purposes, and that the
site acquisition funding cannot be used for ORG construction projects.

The District also maintains that the ORG program is not one of the exceptions in the SFP Regulations to districts not
having to return savings to the State. SFP Regulation Section 1859.103 clearly states that the ORG grants are only
limited to the eligible expenditures for the project that is approved. Any excess unspent funds must therefore be
returned to the State.

ORG Workload List

None of the District’s twelve ORG projects have been officially closed out, however, the ‘in progress’ figures for eight
of the projects show that so far the District has twice as much in savings as they do in amounts overspent. These
savings amounts could potentially enable other ORG projects still on the workload list to be funded. In fact, the
District had one of its ORG projects approved in November 2014 that was funded in part with savings that were
collected from other ORG projects throughout the state. As of the April 20, 2016 Board agenda publication, districts
have returned savings for five ORG projects for a total of $5.6 million that could be used toward funding projects on
the ORG workload list. An additional $1.79 million has been returned, voluntarily by school districts, for three
projects still going through the closeout process and there are more than twenty ORG projects that are scheduled to
be closed out, which have potential savings. There are currently six ORG projects on the workload list totaling $23.3
million that are still waiting for adequate bond authority to become available so they can receive an unfunded
approval and only $7.0 million left in remaining bond authority for the program, which is shown in Attachment C.

(Continued on Page Five)
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STAFF ANALYSIS/STATEMENTS (cont.)

Conclusion

Staff recommends that the District be required to return the savings from their ORG project to the State. The return
of savings is consistent with regulations and past practice of districts participating in the ORG Program. This practice
and interpretation of statute has been in place with no public comments or concems for over eight years, during
which time many ORG projects have been closed out with savings being returned, allowing additional ORG projects
to receive funding. In addition, returned savings would help fund the remaining six ORG projects on the workload
list. The $23.3 million worth of ORG projects waiting on the workload list will likely not receive funding, without
returned funding from other ORG projects in the form of savings.

Considerations
Should the Board grant the District's appeal and not require the District to return the savings from its ORG project, it
may also wish to consider one or both of the following additional actions:

1. Direct Staff to develop regulation amendments that would allow school districts to retain savings on the
non-financial hardship portion of ORG projects.

2. Direct Staff to return savings from closed-out ORG projects that have been previously remitted to the State
by a school district.

BOARD OPTION

Pursuant to the Aules and Procedures of the State Allocation Boara, “Staff is providing the following options for
the Board’s consideration. A positive vote by six members is required for the Board to take action that is an
alternative to Staff's administrative action. Absent a positive vote by six members of the Board, Staffs
administrative action will stand and the school district’s appeal will be considered closed.”

Grant the District’s appeal.

BOARD ACTION

In considering this Item, there was no motion made by the Board; therefore, staff’'s administrative action
stands and the school district's appeal is considered closed.
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ATTACHMENT A

AUTHORITY

Education Code (EC) Section 17070.35 states in part:
(a) In addition to all other powers and duties as are granted to the board by this chapter, other statutes, or the California
Constitution, the board shall do all of the following:
(1) Adopt rules and regulations, pursuant to the rulemaking provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act, Chapter
3.5 (commencing with Section 11340) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code, for the
administration of this chapter.

(2) Establish and publish any procedures and policies in connection with the administration of this chapter as it
deems necessary.

EC Section 17070.63 states:
(a) The total funding provided under this chapter shall constitute the state's full and final contribution to the project and
for eligibility for state facilities funding represented by the number of unhoused pupils for which the school district is
receiving the state grant. As a condition of receipt of funds, a school district shall certify that the grant amount, combined
with local funds, shall be sufficient to complete the school construction project for which the grant is intended.
(b) Any funds provided to a school district under any article in this chapter may not be counted towards the local match
for receipt of funds under any other article in this chapter.
(c) Any savings achieved by the district's efficient and prudent expenditure of these funds shall be retained by the district
in the county fund for expenditure by the district for other high priority capital outlay purposes.

EC Section 17072.35 states:
A grant for new construction may be used for any and all costs necessary to adequately house new pupils in any
approved project, and those costs may only include the cost of design, engineering, testing, inspection, plan checking,
construction management, site acquisition and development, evaluation and response action costs relating to hazardous
substances at a new or existing schoolsite, demolition, construction, acquisition and installation of portable classrooms,
landscaping, necessary utility costs, utility connections and other fees, equipment including telecommunication
equipment to increase school security, furnishings, and the upgrading of electrical systems or the wiring or cabling of
classrooms in order to accommodate educational technology. ...

EC Section 17076.10 states in part:
(a) A school district that has received any funds pursuant to this chapter shall submit a summary report of expenditure of
state funds and of district matching funds annually until all state funds and district matching funds are expended, and
shall then submit a final report to the board. The board may require an audit of these reports or other district records to
ensure that all funds received pursuant to this chapter are expended in accordance with program requirements.

(c) (1) If the board, after the review of expenditures or audit has been conducted pursuant to subdivision (a), determines
that a school district failed to expend funds in accordance with this chapter, the department shall notify the school district
of the amount that must be repaid to the 1998 State School Facilities Fund, the 2002 State School Facilities Fund, or the
2004 State School Facilities Fund, as the case may be, within 60 days. ...Any amounts obtained by the Controller shall
be deposited into the 1998 State School Facilities Fund, the 2002 State School Facilities Fund, or the 2004 State School
Facilities Fund, as appropriate. ...

EC Section 17079 states:
(a) For purposes of this article, an eligible school is a school for which the schoolsite pupil population density is equal to
or greater than 175 percent of the schoolsite pupil population density recommended by the Superintendent as of January
1, 2006, adjusted by the following factors:
(1) The density calculation shall be reduced to take into account the additional pupil capacity created by multistory
construction.
(2) The schoolsite pupil population density shall be reduced to take into account approved new construction
projects, including projects approved pursuant to Article 11 (commencing with Section 17078.10).
(b) The board shall adopt regulations to determine the adjustments set forth in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subdivision (a).
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EC Section 17079.10 states:
(a) For purposes of this article, an eligible pupil is a pupil who is housed in a portable classroom, except portable
classrooms used for purposes of the Class Size Reduction Program set forth in Chapter 6.10 (commencing with Section
52120) of Part 28, at an eligible school.
(b) The board shall apportion an overcrowding relief grant to districts on behalf of each eligible pupil equal to the
appropriate per-unhoused-pupil grant amount pursuant to Section 17072.10. The number of overcrowding relief grants
apportioned shall be subject to the following limitations:
(1) The number of grants apportioned on behalf of an eligible school shall not exceed the number of pupils whose
removal from the pupil density calculation would reduce the density of the eligible schoolsite to 150 percent of the
schoolsite pupil population density recommended by the Superintendent as of January 1, 2006.
(2) A district shall not receive more grants than the number of pupils housed in portable classrooms that were
included in the initial new construction eligibility determination of the district pursuant to Article 3 (commencing with
Section 17071.75).

EC Section 17079.20 states:
(a) The board shall require that applications for funding pursuant to this article be used for an equivalent number of
permanent new school construction classrooms to replace the portable classrooms upon which the determination of the
number of eligible pupils is based. The board shall also require the application to describe how the project will relieve
overcrowding at the eligible school.
(b) The board shall create a list of projects eligible for funding and shall approve applications semiannually on a schedule
determined by the board.
(c) The board shall require that applicant school districts comply with all of the same conditions otherwise required for
new construction funding pursuant to this chapter with the exception of subdivision (b) of Section 17071.75.
(d) The board shall not apportion funds for a project pursuant to this article any portion of which involves the
construction, acquisition, or transportation of portable classrooms for any school in the school district.
(e) In the event the funding available to the board for purposes of this article is less than the amount necessary to fund
all eligible applications, the board shall prioritize and fund the projects on the basis of the pupil density of the eligible
schools.

EC Section 17079.30 states:

(a) The board shall require both of the following as conditions for receiving funding pursuant to this article:
(1) Within six months after the date of initial occupancy of the permanent school facilities constructed pursuant to
this article, the school district shall remove from the eligible school, and remove from service as classrooms in the
district, the portable classrooms used for determining the number of eligible pupils.
(2) The new school construction funding provided pursuant to this article shall result in a reduction in the total
number of portable classrooms in the school district.

(b) This section does not preclude the school district from using the portable classrooms removed from eligible schools

for child care or preschool programs, if those portable classrooms are not located at an eligible school.

(c) This section does not apply to eligible schools operating on double session schedules in an elementary school district

in a county of the second class, as set forth in Section 28023 of the Government Code.

School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation Section 1859.2 Definitions states in part:
“Overcrowding Relief Grant” (ORG) means the funding provided pursuant to Education Code Section 17079, et seq.

SFP Reg. Section 1859.103 Savings states:
A district may expend the savings not needed for a project on other high priority capital facility needs of the district
including the relocation of district facilities necessary as a result of Subdivision (b) of Education Code Section 17072.12.
The grants for the projects funded pursuant to Section 1859.70.2 or Section 1859.180 shall be limited to eligible
expenditures, up to the State Apportionment for the project except as specified in Section 1859.184.1(d). Savings may
be declared by the district in writing to the OPSC any time after the release of all funds for the project.

With the exception of savings attributable to a site apportionment made pursuant to Sections 1859.74.5 or 1859.81.2, the
State’s portion of any savings declared by the district or determined by the OPSC by audit must be used to reduce the
SFP financial hardship grant of that project or other financial hardship projects within the district for a period of threel 61
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years from the date the savings were declared by the district or determined by the OPSC audit. The State’s portion of
any savings from a new construction project or a Joint-Use Project may be used as a district matching share
requirement, only on another new construction project, and the State’s share of any savings from a modermnization
project may be used as a district matching share requirement, only on another modernization project.

Any interest earned on a financial hardship project not expended on eligible project expenditures will be treated as
savings and will be used to reduce the SFP financial hardship grant for that project.

SFP Reg. Section 1859.180 General (Overcrowding Relief Grant) states:
A School District seeking an Apportionment pursuant to the provisions of Education Code Section 17079 through
17079.30 for new construction shall complete and file a Form SAB 50-04.

SFP Reg. Section 1859.184.1. Application Process for Districts with Financial Hardshijp Approval states in part:

An approved application for districts that have received Financial Hardship approval shall be substantially identical to
that of non-financial hardship districts, with the exception of those districts proposing projects that require the use of
condemnation proceedings to acquire all or a portion of the site on which the project will be located. In this instance, the
following conditions shall apply:
(b) Site Acquisition Funding for Financial Hardship Overcrowding Relief Grant applications using condemnation shall be
equal to the sum of:

(1) The lesser of the actual or appraised value for all parcels acquired through means other than condemnation,

pursuant to Section 1859.74.

(2) The appraised value of the parcels being acquired though condemnation, multiplied by 1.15.

(3) Amounts for hazardous waste removal pursuant to Sections 1859.74.2, 1859.74.3 and/or 1859.74.4.
(d) Pursuant to Section 1859.103, grants for Overcrowding Relief Grant projects shall be limited to eligible expenditures,
up to the State Apportionment for the project with the exception of the funds provided in subsection (b) above that are for
site acquisition purposes only and cannot be transferred over to eligible construction related costs.
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ATTACHMENT C

SFP APPLICATIONS
Overcrowding Relief Grant - School Facilities Program
- Waorkload as of March 31, 2016 -

Application 50-04 Date ORG
District County Site Number Received State Share Status
MNewhall Elementary Los Angeles WValencia Valley Elementary 56/64832-00-001* [ 7/30/2013 | 5 1,157,110 | Beyond Authority
Pasadena Unified Los Angeles Sierra Madre Middle 56/64881-00-002* [ 7/31/2013 | 5 358,948 | Beyond Authority
MNewhall Elementary Los Angeles Meadows Ele mentary 56/64832-00-002* 7/30/2013 | 5 1,371,392 | Beyond Authority
Wal Verde Unified Riverside Southeast High 56/75242-00-001" [ 5/22/2013 | 5 7,338,095 | Beyond Authority
Covina Valley Unified |Riverside Sierra Vista Middle 56/64436-01-001* [ 7/29/2013 | 5 4,311,517 | Beyond Authority
Chaffey Joint Union San Bernardino Cntario High 56/67652-00-003" | 7/25/2013 | 5 8,739,582 | Beyond Authority
$ 23,276,644

* Overcrowding Relief Grant applications received by OPSC for the 2013 Filing Round. The OFPSC has not yet reviewed the total grant reque sted

and the total number of projects exceed available bond authority. Placement on this list does not confirm funding.
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 20, 2016

DEVELOPER FEES

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To provide the State Allocation Board (Board) with information related to developer fees.
DESCRIPTION

At the January 27, 2016 meeting, the Board directed Staff to report on the developer fee statutory
framework. There are three levels of residential construction fees that may be levied by school districts onto
developers commonly known as Levels |, II, and Ill.

A school district may charge developers the lowest fee, Level |, if the district conducts a Justification Study
that establishes a connection between the development in the district and the assessment of fees to pay for
the cost of the facilities needed to house future students that will reside in new residential units.

A district may charge the Level Il fee when it makes a timely application to the Board for new construction
funding, conducts a School Facility Needs Analysis pursuant to Government Code, and satisfies other
statutory requirements. The Level Il fee was designed to cover the district’'s 50 percent matching
requirement of a new construction project, minus any fees imposed on commercial and industrial
construction. The Level Il fee may only be expended on the facilities identified in the Needs Analysis as
being “attributable to projected enrollment growth from the construction of new residential units.”

A district may charge the highest fee, Level lll, when it has met the Level Il requirements and when,
pursuant to Government Code Section 65995.7, “state funds for new school facility construction are not
available.” The Board must making a finding that state funds for new construction are not available in order
for districts to charge Level Ill fees. The Board must also notify the Secretary of the Senate and the Chief
Clerk of the Assembly of its finding. The Level Il fee was designed to cover the entire cost of a project,
minus any fees imposed on commercial and industrial construction.

AUTHORITY
See Attachment.

BACKGROUND
Developer fees, in their present form, have been used by districts to construct and reconstruct school
facilities since 1987. In that time, who could charge fees, the amount of the fees, the requirements districts
had to meet to charge fees, and the state’s contribution to school facility construction have all seen

changes. This section includes a table that compares the different fee levels, a brief statutory history of
these changes, and a discussion of other facility factors like maintenance.

(Continued on Page Two)
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BACKGROUND (cont.)

Requirements to Charge Developer Fees
The following table compares the differences between the developer fee rates, the justifications required for
charging those rates, and any additional program requirements for the Levels |, II, and Il fees.

SAB 04-20-16
Page Two

1) 30% of pupils must be
multi-track-year-round in
unified or elementary district
2) In the previous four years,
a local general obligation
bond must have received a
majority of the vote

3) District has issued debt for
capital outlay in an amount of
at least either 15% or 30% of
the district’s local bonding
capacity

4) At least 20% of teaching
stations within the district are
relocatable

Circumstances | Level | Level Il Level Il
Developer Fee | The fee is established ona | The calculations in the School | Essentially a doubling of
Rate per-square-foot basis. The | Facility Needs Analysis the Level Il fee, the Level
fee is adjusted every two determine the amount of the | Ill fee is designed to give
years, according to the Level Il fee. The fee is a district enough to cover
adjustment for inflation set | designed to give a district its share and the state’s
forth in the statewide Class | enough to cover its share of | share of a new
B Construction Cost Index, | the 50/50 New Construction construction project.
as determined by the Board. | project.
Justification Justification study required | School Facility Needs School Facility Needs
Analysis Required Analysis Required
Additional Must satisfy at least two of the | 1) The Level Il additional
Requirements following: requirements.

2) State funds for new
construction must not be
available [the Board may
no longer be approving
apportionments for new
construction].

3) The Board must
determine that state
funds for new
construction are not
available.

Statutory History
January 1, 1987

Chapter 887, Statutes of 1986 (Assembly Bill 2926) created the framework that authorizes school districts to
levy Level | fees on new development that is still in use today. Until 1990, the Board was required to adjust
the cap every year. Since 1990, the Board has been required to adjust the Level | fee caps every two years.

November 3, 1998
The Class Size Reduction Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 1998 (Proposition
1A) was approved by the voters, which included $2.9 billion for K-12 new construction. The frameworks for

the Level Il fees and the Level Ill fees that are still in use today were established.

(Continued on Page Three)
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Page Three

BACKGROUND (cont.)

November 5, 2002 to November 7, 2006

Voters passed three Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Acts in 2002 (Proposition 47),
2004 (Proposition 55) and 2006 (Proposition 1D). Respectively, the acts included $6.25 billion, $4.96 billion,
and $1.9 billion for K-12 new construction.

June 27, 2012 - August 31, 2014

Chapter 38, Statutes of 2012 (Senate Bill 1016) temporarily halted the Board’s ability to determine that New
Construction funds are no longer available. As a direct result, districts could not charge developers Level Il
fees. During this time, several bond bills were introduced and considered by the Legislature.

Historical Fundling Amounts

The chart below is from the February 2015 Legislative Analyst's Office report titled “The 2015-16 Budget:
Rethinking How the State Funds School Facilities” and shows the amounts contributed through State GO
Bonds, School District Local Bonds and Developer Fees.

K-12 Facilities Funding from State Bonds, Local Bonds
and Developer Fees since 1998

$9.4 billion
$35.4 billion State GO Bonds
School District Local Bonds
$75.2 billion Developer Fees

(Continued on Page Four)
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BACKGROUND (cont.)

Other Facility Costs

Pursuant to Education Code Section 17620, the fees charged to new developments by school districts may
be used for the purpose of funding the construction or reconstruction of school facilities. The construction or
reconstruction of school facilities does not include regular maintenance, routine repair, or deferred
maintenance. Therefore, developer fees do not contribute to ongoing facility costs like maintenance. The
following sections summarize districts” maintenance requirements when they participate in the School
Facility Program.

Routine Maintenance

At the inception of the School Facility Program, statute required school districts to establish a restricted
account within the district’s general fund for the exclusive purpose of providing funds for ongoing and major
maintenance of school buildings, known as a restricted routine maintenance account (RRMA) as a condition
of participating in the program. Funds in the account may now also be used for drought mitigation purposes.

By July 2000, districts were required to deposit three percent of their total general fund expenditures into
their RRMA. From July 2008 to June 2015, districts only had to deposit one percent, due to the state’s fiscal
crisis and subsequent recession. Recent legislation — Chapter 13, Statutes of 2015 (AB 104) — phases-in
increases to the required RRMA deposit until the requirement is back to three percent in July 2020.

Deferred Maintenance

School districts may still establish, and deposit funds into, “district deferred maintenance funds” for purposes
including, but not limited to, “major repair or replacement of plumbing, heating, air-conditioning, electrical,
roofing, and floor systems.” However, recent legislation — Chapter 47, Statutes of 2013 (AB 97) -
established the Local Control Funding Formula and effectively eliminated the state’s matching share
Deferred Maintenance Program by repealing the Board’s authority to apportion funds from the State School
Deferred Maintenance Fund to districts.

Level lll Fees in Statute

While statute describes a starting point whereby districts may begin charging Level lll fees, it does not
describe an ending point. Districts may begin charging Level IIl fees when state funds for new school facility
construction are not available, a time described as when the Board “is no longer approving apportionments
for new construction ... due to a lack of funds available for new construction.” The Board must make a
finding that state funds for new construction are not available in order for districts to charge Level Il fees.
No similar language exists in statute describing exactly when new construction funds may be deemed
available again, in the event voters approve a future statewide general obligation bond.

Pursuant to Government Code Section 65995.7(b), a school district may offer a reimbursement election to a
developer that provides the developer with the “right to monetary reimbursement” of the difference between
the Level Il fee and the Level Ill fee should the district later receive “funds from state sources for
construction of the facilities....”

RECOMMENDATION

Acknowledge this report.

This Report was acknowledged by the State Allocation Board on April 20, 2016, with two items coming back to the
May 25, 2016 meeting.
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ATTACHMENT
AUTHORITY

Education Code Section 17620 states in part:
(a) (1) The governing board of any school district is authorized to levy a fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement
against any construction within the boundaries of the district, for the purpose of funding the construction or
reconstruction of school facilities, subject to any limitations set forth in Chapter 4.9 (commencing with Section 65995)
of Division 1 of Title 7 of the Government Code. This fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement may be applied to
construction only as follows:
(A) To new commercial and industrial construction. The chargeable covered and enclosed space of commercial or
industrial construction shall not be deemed to include the square footage of any structure existing on the site of that
construction as of the date the first building permit is issued for any portion of that construction.
(B) To new residential construction.
(2) For purposes of this section, “construction” and “assessable space” have the same meanings as defined in Section
65995 of the Government Code.
(3) For purposes of this section and Section 65995 of the Government Code, “construction or reconstruction of school
facilities” does not include any item of expenditure for any of the following:
(A) The regular maintenance or routine repair of school buildings and facilities.
(B) The inspection, sampling, analysis, encapsulation, or removal of asbestos-containing materials, except where
incidental to school facilities construction or reconstruction for which the expenditure of fees or other consideration
collected pursuant to this section is not prohibited.
(C) The purposes of deferred maintenance described in Section 17582.

“Level I”

Government Code (GC) Section 65995 states:
(a) Except for a fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement authorized under Section 17620 of the Education Code,
or pursuant to Chapter 4.7 (commencing with Section 65970), a fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement for the
construction or reconstruction of school facilities shall not be levied or imposed in connection with, or made a condition
of, any legislative or adjudicative act, or both, by any state or local agency involving, but not limited to, the planning,
use, or development of real property, or any change in governmental organization or reorganization, as defined in
Section 56021 or 56073.
(b) Except as provided in Sections 65995.5 and 65995.7, the amount of any fees, charges, dedications, or other
requirements authorized under Section 17620 of the Education Code, or pursuant to Chapter 4.7 (commencing with
Section 65970), or both, shall not exceed the following:
(1) In the case of residential construction, including the location, installation, or occupancy of manufactured homes and
mobilehomes, one dollar and ninety-three cents ($1.93) per square foot of assessable space. “Assessable space,” for
this purpose, means all of the square footage within the perimeter of a residential structure, not including any carport,
covered or uncovered walkway, garage, overhang, patio, enclosed patio, detached accessory structure, or similar area.
The amount of the square footage within the perimeter of a residential structure shall be calculated by the building
department of the city or county issuing the building permit, in accordance with the standard practice of that city or
county in calculating structural perimeters. “Manufactured home” and “mobilehome” have the meanings set forth in
subdivision (f) of Section 17625 of the Education Code. The application of any fee, charge, dedication, or other form of
requirement to the location, installation, or occupancy of manufactured homes and mobilehomes is subject to Section
17625 of the Education Code.
(2) In the case of any commercial or industrial construction, thirty-one cents ($0.31) per square foot of chargeable
covered and enclosed space. “Chargeable covered and enclosed space,” for this purpose, means the covered and
enclosed space determined to be within the perimeter of a commercial or industrial structure, not including any storage
areas incidental to the principal use of the construction, garage, parking structure, unenclosed walkway, or utility or
disposal area. The determination of the chargeable covered and enclosed space within the perimeter of a commercial
or industrial structure shall be made by the building department of the city or county issuing the building permit, in
accordance with the building standards of that city or county. For the determination of chargeable fees to be paid to the
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appropriate school district in connection with any commercial or industrial construction under the jurisdiction of the
Office of Statewide Health Planning and Development, the architect of record shall determine the chargeable covered
and enclosed space within the perimeter of a commercial or industrial structure.

(3) The amount of the limits set forth in paragraphs (1) and (2) shall be increased in 2000, and every two years
thereafter, according to the adjustment for inflation set forth in the statewide cost index for class B construction, as
determined by the State Allocation Board at its January meeting, which increase shall be effective as of the date of that
meeting.

“Level II”

GC Section 65995.5 states:
(a) The governing board of a school district may impose the amount calculated pursuant to this section as an
alternative to the amount that may be imposed on residential construction calculated pursuant to subdivision (b) of
Section 65995.
(b) To be eligible to impose the fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement up to the amount calculated pursuant to
this section, a governing board shall do all of the following:
(1) Make a timely application to the State Allocation Board for new construction funding for which it is eligible and be
determined by the board to meet the eligibility requirements for new construction funding set forth in Article 2
(commencing with Section 17071.10) and Article 3 (commencing with Section 17071.75) of Chapter 12.5 of Part 10 of
the Education Code. A governing board that submits an application to determine the district’s eligibility for new
construction funding shall be deemed eligible if the State Allocation Board fails to notify the district of the district's
eligibility within 120 days of receipt of the application.
(2) Conduct and adopt a school facility needs analysis pursuant to Section 65995.6.
(3) Until January 1, 2000, satisfy at least one of the requirements set forth in subparagraphs (A) to (D), inclusive, and,
on and after January 1, 2000, satisfy at least two of the requirements set forth in subparagraphs (A) to (D), inclusive:
(A) The district is a unified or elementary school district that has a substantial enroliment of its elementary school pupils
on a multitrack year-round schedule. “Substantial enroliment” for purposes of this paragraph means at least 30 percent
of district pupils in kindergarten and grades 1 to 6, inclusive, in the high school attendance area in which all or some of
the new residential units identified in the needs analysis are planned for construction. A high school district shall be
deemed to have met the requirements of this paragraph if either of the following apply:
(i) At least 30 percent of the high school district’s pupils are on a multitrack year-round schedule.
(if) At least 40 percent of the pupils enrolled in public schools in kindergarten and grades 1 to 12, inclusive, within the
boundaries of the high school attendance area for which the school district is applying for new facilities are enrolled in
multitrack year-round schools.
(B) The district has placed on the ballot in the previous four years a local general obligation bond to finance school
facilities and the measure received at least 50 percent plus one of the votes cast.
(C) The district meets one of the following:
(i) The district has issued debt or incurred obligations for capital outlay in an amount equivalent to 15 percent of the
district’s local bonding capacity, including indebtedness that is repaid from property taxes, parcel taxes, the district’s
general fund, special taxes levied pursuant to Section 4 of Article XIII A of the California Constitution, special taxes
levied pursuant to Chapter 2.5 (commencing with Section 53311) of Division 2 of Title 5 that are approved by a vote of
registered voters, special taxes levied pursuant to Chapter 2.5 (commencing with Section 53311) of Division 2 of Title 5
that are approved by a vote of landowners prior to November 4, 1998, and revenues received pursuant to the
Community Redevelopment Law (Part 1 (commencing with Section 33000) of Division 24 of the Health and Safety
Code). Indebtedness or other obligation to finance school facilities to be owned, leased, or used by the district, that is
incurred by another public agency, shall be counted for the purpose of calculating whether the district has met the debt
percentage requirement contained herein.
(i) The district has issued debt or incurred obligations for capital outlay in an amount equivalent to 30 percent of the
district’s local bonding capacity, including indebtedness that is repaid from property taxes, parcel taxes, the district's
general fund, special taxes levied pursuant to Section 4 of Article XIII A of the California Constitution, special taxes
levied pursuant to Chapter 2.5 (commencing with Section 53311) of Division 2 of Title 5 that are approved by a vote of
registered voters, special taxes levied pursuant to Chapter 2.5 (commencing with Section 53311) of Division 2 of Title 5
that are approved by a vote of landowners after November 4, 1998, and revenues received pursuant to the Community
Redevelopment Law (Part 1 (commencing with Section 33000) of Division 24 of the Health and Safety Code).
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Indebtedness or other obligation to finance school facilities to be owned, leased, or used by the district, that is incurred
by another public agency, shall be counted for the purpose of calculating whether the district has met the debt
percentage requirement contained herein.

(D) At least 20 percent of the teaching stations within the district are relocatable classrooms.

(c) The maximum square foot fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement authorized by this section that may be
collected in accordance with Chapter 6 (commencing with Section 17620) of Part 10.5 of the Education Code shall be
calculated by a governing board of a school district, as follows:

(1) The number of unhoused pupils identified in the school facilities needs analysis shall be multiplied by the
appropriate amounts provided in subdivision (a) of Section 17072.10. This sum shall be added to the site acquisition
and development cost determined pursuant to subdivision (h).

(2) The full amount of local funds the governing board has dedicated to facilities necessitated by new construction shall
be subtracted from the amount determined pursuant to paragraph (1). Local funds include fees, charges, dedications,
or other requirements imposed on commercial or industrial construction.

(3) The resulting amount determined pursuant to paragraph (2) shall be divided by the projected total square footage of
assessable space of residential units anticipated to be constructed during the next five-year period in the school district
or the city and county in which the school district is located. The estimate of the projected total square footage shall be
based on information available from the city or county within which the residential units are anticipated to be
constructed or a market report prepared by an independent third party.

“Level III”

GC Section 65995.7 states:
(a) If state funds for new school facility construction are not available, the governing board of a school district that
complies with Section 65995.5 may increase the altermnative fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement calculated
pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 65995.5 by an amount that may not exceed the amount calculated pursuant to
subdivision (c) of Section 65995.5, except that for the purposes of calculating this additional amount, the amount
identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) of Section 65995.5 may not be subtracted from the amount determined
pursuant to paragraph (1) of subdivision (c) of Section 65995.5. For purposes of this section, state funds are not
available if the State Allocation Board is no longer approving apportionments for new construction pursuant to Article 5
(commencing with Section 17072.20) of Chapter 12.5 of Part 10 of the Education Code due to a lack of funds available
for new construction. Upon making a determination that state funds are no longer available, the State Allocation Board
shall notify the Secretary of the Senate and the Chief Clerk of the Assembly, in writing, of that determination and the
date when state funds are no longer available for publication in the respective journal of each house. For the purposes
of making this determination, the board shall not consider whether funds are available for, or whether it is making
preliminary apportionments or final apportionments pursuant to, Article 11 (commencing with Section 17078.10).
(b) A governing board may offer a reimbursement election to the person subject to the fee, charge, dedication, or other
requirement that provides the person with the right to monetary reimbursement of the supplemental amount authorized
by this section, to the extent that the district receives funds from state sources for construction of the facilities for which
that amount was required, less any amount expended by the district for interim housing. At the option of the person
subject to the fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement the reimbursement election may be made on a tract or lot
basis. Reimbursement of available funds shall be made within 30 days as they are received by the district.
(c) A goveming board may offer the person subject to the fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement an opportunity
to negotiate an alternative reimbursement agreement if the terms of the agreement are mutually agreed upon.
(d) A governing board may provide that the rights granted by the reimbursement election or the alternative
reimbursement agreement are assignable.
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Tentative Workload
May 2016
ACTION ITEMS

REPORTS, DISCUSSION and INFORMATION ITEMS
Standard Information Iltems

FINANCIAL REPORTS
Status of Fund Releases
Status of Funds

Tentative Workload
June 2016

ACTION ITEMS
Regulation Amendments to Allow Facility Hardship Replacement Funding for Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings
Regulation Amendments to Extend the General Site Development Grant

REPORTS, DISCUSSION and INFORMATION ITEMS
Standard Information Iltems

FINANCIAL REPORTS
Status of Fund Releases
Status of Funds

Tentative Workload
July 2016

ACTION ITEMS

REPORTS, DISCUSSION and INFORMATION ITEMS
Standard Information Iltems

FINANCIAL REPORTS
Status of Fund Releases
Status of Funds
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APPEALS Received as of April 1, 2016

Appeal .
pp_ _ Tentative SAB _
Received District N Description
Date
Date
District requests Seismic Mitigation Program
9/15/2014 Desert Sands Unified School TBD grants that were denied by the Office of Public
District/Riverside School Construction during the application
review process.
o District requests Seismic Mitigation Program
10/8/2014 LongL Bezch lfmﬂed/ 5/2016 replacement funding in order to rehabilitate an
0s Angeles existing facility.
District requests to retain a site previously
o abandoned and replaced through the Facility
10/26/2015 hél)gr:)p%()SUnlged SC:.OOI 5/2016 Hardship Program and remit 50 percent of the
Istrict/san Bernardino appraised value of the site in lieu of selling the
site.
. oo District disputes the Office of Public School
11/25/2015 OakdaDI.e tJ.OIStSE[JmTITd School 5/2016 Construction's authority and jurisdiction to
Istrictstanisiaus adjust grants and require return of funds.
. . . . District disputes the Office of Public School
2/11/2015 SISSkr:yOT IEJ)OTt ltJ/rél.orll.ngh 6/2016 Construction's authority and jurisdiction to
chool Listnictisiskiyou adjust grants and require return of funds.
. . . District is requesting to retain site acquisition
3/9/2016 leg.rti/ .Utr}gn I:lgf(]:SCthool 6/2016 funding for a site that was purchased but did
Istricv-ontra Losta not meet substantial progress requirements.
District is requesting an extension to the
3/17/2016 Montague Elementary School 6/2016 required deadline for completion of an

District/Siskiyou

Emergency Repair Program project after
receiving an apportionment.

*Please note: Tentative SAB Date is not a guaranteed meeting date and may be subject to change.
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SAB 04-20-2016

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING DATES

The State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting dates for the 2016 calendar year are as follows:

Board Date Type of Meeting
February 24, 2016 Monthly (Consent/AppealstAetion) Consent Only

March9. 2016 — Monthly (Consent/Appeals/Action) Canceled
March 23,2016 — Monthly (Consent/Appeals/Action) Canceled

April 20, 2016 Monthly (Consent/Appeals/Action)
Aprit 27,2016~ Monthly (Consent/Appeals/Action) Canceled
May 25, 2016~ Monthly (Consent/Appeals/Action)
June 22, 2016* Monthly (Consent/Appeals/Action)
July 27, 2016* Monthly (Consent/Appeals/Action)
August 24, 2016* Monthly (Consent/Appeals/Action)
September 28, 2016* Monthly (Consent/Appeals/Action)
October 26, 2016* Monthly (Consent/Appeals/Action)
December 2016* Monthly (Consent/Appeals/Action)

“The projected dates and time will be determined upon the discussion with the Vice-Chair and Chair
based on workload.

The SAB meets in different rooms within the State Capitol at 4:00 p.m. when the State Legislature
is in session and at 2:00 p.m. when the State Legislature is out on recess. Due to scheduling
changes within the Legislature, some of the SAB meetings may be cancelled or changed with short
notice.
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INFORMATION ITEM

SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM
NEW CONSTRUCTION AND MODERNIZATION UNFUNDED LIST
(as of February 24, 2016)

The New Construction and Modernization projects on this list have received
an “unfunded” approval by the State Allocation Board (SAB). Note that an
“unfunded” approval does not guarantee a future apportionment by the SAB.

Published monthly in the SAB Agenda.

This report is also on the OPSC Web site at:
www.dgs.ca.gov/opsc
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Unfunded Approvals as of
February 24, 2016 SAB

County School District Application Number Program Approval | Received Date SAipL:)r;folilr;?ed Flgzr‘;cgili:nar;desnkllp Loan State Share Appo-lr-t?gi:ment Cl;\r:}l:)ljﬁ:;/e CertiiL::t;i?:rt]efetter
November 2015
RIVERSIDE PALM SPRINGS UNIFIED 51/67173-00-002 Facility Hardship G 6/25/2015 1/27/2016 0.00 0.00 4,665,889.00 4,665,889.00 4,665,889.00 n/a
RIVERSIDE PALM SPRINGS UNIFIED 51/67173-00-002 Facility Hardship G 6/25/2015 2/24/2016 0.00 0.00 131,632.00 131,632.00 4,797,521.00 n/a
KERN SIERRA SANDS UNIFIED 58/73742-00-002 Rehabilitation G 10/26/2015 1/27/2016 0.00 0.00 72,114.00 72,114.00 4,869,635.00 n/a
KERN SIERRA SANDS UNIFIED 58/73742-00-003 Rehabilitation G 10/26/2015 1/27/2016 0.00 0.00 265,117.00 265,117.00 5,134,752.00 n/a
SACRAMENTO NATOMAS UNIFIED 54/75283-00-002 Charter D 6/4/2007 5/28/2008 0.00 87,187.90 87,187.90 174,375.80 5,309,127.80 n/a
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 54/64733-00-082 Charter G 5/27/2015 12/9/2015 0.00 6,648,706.50 6,648,706.50 13,297,413.00 18,606,540.80 No
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 54/64733-00-082 Charter G 5/27/2015 1/27/2016 0.00 18,668.50 18,668.50 37,337.00 18,643,877.80 No
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 54/64733-00-083 Charter G 5/27/2015 12/9/2015 0.00 436,865.60 436,865.60 873,731.20 19,517,609.00 No
LOS ANGELES WISEBURN UNIFIED 54/76869-00-001 Charter G 9/18/2015 1/27/2016 0.00 0.00 31,429,231.40 31,429,231.40 50,946,840.40 n/a
LOS ANGELES WISEBURN UNIFIED 54/76869-00-001 Charter G 9/18/2015 2/24/2016 0.00 0.00 791,098.00 791,098.00 51,737,938.40 n/a
Total 0 7,191,429 44,546,510 51,737,938

*This Unfunded List (Lack of AB 55 Loans) includes $0.2 million for 1 project for Charter School Facilities Program Preliminary Apportionments for Design Funding.
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Unfunded Charter Preliminary
As of February 24, 2016 SAB

- Financial
County School District A;’)\‘pllcztlon Program Approval |Received Date| SAB Date Hardship Loan State Share Total Apportionment Prop. 47 Prop. 55 Prop. 1D
umber Apportionment
Unfunded Charter PA's

NEVADA GRASS VALLEY ELEMENTARY 54/66332-00-002 Charter P 5/25/2007 5/28/2008 0.00 3,493,880.00 3,493,880.00 6,987,760.00 0.00 0.00 6,987,760.00
ALAMEDA OAKLAND UNIFIED 54/61259-09-001 Charter P 6/1/2007 5/28/2008 0.00 5,956,392.60 5,956,393.05 11,912,785.65 0.00 0.00 11,912,785.65
SACRAMENTO NATOMAS UNIFIED 54/75283-00-002 Charter P 6/4/2007 5/28/2008 0.00 584,691.10 784,691.10 1,369,382.20 0.00 0.00 1,369,382.20
ALAMEDA SAN LORENZO UNIFIED 54/61309-00-002 Charter P 6/5/2007 5/28/2008 0.00 1,623,573.90 1,623,573.90 3,247,147.80 0.00 0.00 3,247,147.80
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 54/64733-00-049 Charter P 6/5/2007 5/28/2008 0.00 13,952,449.30 13,952,449.30 27,904,898.60 0.00 0.00 27,904,898.60
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 54/64733-00-053 Charter P 6/5/2007 5/28/2008 0.00 4,948,612.30 5,448,612.30 10,397,224.60 0.00 0.00 10,397,224.60
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 54/64733-00-064 Charter P 6/5/2007 5/28/2008 0.00 5,480,159.00 5,480,159.00 10,960,318.00 0.00 0.00 10,960,318.00
SANTA BARBARA  COLLEGE ELEMENTARY 54/69179-00-001 Charter P 6/5/2007 5/28/2008 0.00 0.00 4,081,793.60 4,081,793.60 0.00 0.00 4,081,793.60
LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 54/64733-00-073 Charter P 9/25/2009 4/27/2011 0.00 6,065,969.60 6,315,969.60 12,381,939.20 6,502,716.00 0.00 5,879,223.20
SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO UNIFIED 54/68338-02-002 Charter P 9/28/2009 7/12/2011 0.00 1,366,254.90 1,366,254.90 2,732,509.80 0.00 0.00 2,732,509.80
SACRAMENTO NATOMAS UNIFIED 54/75283-00-003 Charter P 4/10/2014 11/25/2014 0.00 1,835,516.70 1,835,516.70 3,671,033.40 3,671,033.40 0.00 0.00
SACRAMENTO NATOMAS UNIFIED 54/75283-00-004 Charter P 4/10/2014 11/25/2014 0.00 1,499,984.10 1,499,984.10 2,999,968.20 206,616.20 2,793,352.00 0.00
ALAMEDA OAKLAND UNIFIED 54/61259-00-004 Charter P 5/30/2014 11/25/2014 0.00 5,499,728.10 5,499,728.10 10,999,456.20 0.00 10,999,456.20 0.00
ORANGE SANTA ANA UNIFIED 54/66670-00-004 Charter P 4/4/2014 11/25/2014 0.00 11,520,074.70 11,520,074.70 23,040,149.40 3,953,686.00 13,170,708.40 5,915,755.00
BUTTE CHICO UNIFIED 54/61424-00-004 Charter P 4/1/12014 4/15/2015 0.00 448,515.00 448,515.00 897,030.00 0.00 0.00 897,030.00
BUTTE CHICO UNIFIED 54/61424-00-005 Charter P 4/1/12014 4/15/2015 0.00 249,318.00 249,318.00 498,636.00 0.00 0.00 498,636.00
SONOMA SANTA ROSA HIIGH 54/70920-00-004 Charter P 4/1/2014 4/15/2015 0.00 4,603,432.50 4,603,432.50 9,206,865.00 0.00 0.00 9,206,865.00
SONOMA SANTA ROSA HIIGH 54/70920-00-003 Charter P 4/3/2014 4/15/2015 0.00 319,127.40 319,127.40 638,254.80 0.00 0.00 638,254.80
SAN JOAQUIN TRACY JOINT UNIFIED 54/75499-00-003 Charter P 4/30/2014 4/15/2015 0.00 0.00 2,221,196.40 2,221,196.40 0.00 0.00 2,221,196.40
SAN JOAQUIN TRACY JOINT UNIFIED 54/75499-00-004 Charter P 4/30/2014 4/15/2015 0.00 0.00 1,752,495.30 1,752,495.30 0.00 0.00 1,752,495.30
SANTA CLARA ALUM ROCK UNION ELEMENTARY 54/69369-00-002 Charter P 5/30/2014 4/15/2015 0.00 3,963,237.30 3,963,237.30 7,926,474.60 0.00 0.00 7,926,474.60
ALAMEDA OAKLAND UNIFIED 54/61259-13-002 Charter P 5/28/2014 5/27/2015 0.00 2,916,055.40 2,916,055.40 5,832,110.80 0.00 0.00 5,832,110.80
ALAMEDA OAKLAND UNIFIED 54/61259-13-002 Charter P 5/28/2014 8/26/2015 0.00 8,558,059.50 8,558,059.50 17,116,119.00 0.00 0.00 17,116,119.00
SANTA CLARA ALUM ROCK UNION ELEMENTARY 54/69369-00-003 Charter P 5/30/2014 12/9/2015 0.00 231,079.95 231,079.95 462,159.90 0.00 10,660.00 451,499.90

Total 85,116,111 94,121,597 179,237,708 14,334,052 26,974,177 137,929,480

*This Charter Unfunded Preliminary List does not include $0.2 million for 1 project for Charter School Facilities Program Preliminary Apportionments for Design Funding.
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Unfunded Approvals as of
February 24, 2016 SAB

SAB Unfunded

Financial Hardship

Total

County School District Application Number Program Approval Received Date Approval Apportionment Loan State Share Apportionment Cumulative Total SAB Approved
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-585 Modernization G 5/10/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 7,311,673.00 7,311,673.00 7,311,673.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-16-010 Modernization G 5/10/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 913,941.00 913,941.00 8,225,614.00 Yes
ORANGE PLACENTIA-YORBA LINDA UNIFIED 57/66647-00-033 Modernization G 5/10/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 1,758,421.00 1,758,421.00 9,984,035.00 Yes
ORANGE SANTA ANA UNIFIED 57/66670-00-052 Modernization G 5/11/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 3,220,891.00 3,220,891.00 13,204,926.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 57/62166-00-137 Modernization G 5/15/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 4,489,222.00 4,489,222.00 17,694,148.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 57/62166-00-137 Modernization G 5/15/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 400,833.00 400,833.00 18,094,981.00 Yes
KERN SIERRA SANDS UNIFIED 57/73742-00-008 Modernization G 5/15/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 5,042,273.00 5,042,273.00 23,137,254.00 Yes
FRESNO CENTRAL UNIFIED 57/73965-00-006 Modernization G 5/17/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 1,502,290.00 1,502,290.00 24,639,544.00 Yes
ORANGE ANAHEIM CITY 57/66423-00-030 Modernization G 5/17/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 4,998,601.00 4,998,601.00 29,638,145.00 Yes
ORANGE ANAHEIM CITY 57/66423-00-030 Modernization G 5/17/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 458,647.00 458,647.00 30,096,792.00 Yes
SAN JOAQUIN STOCKTON UNIFIED 57/68676-00-034 Modernization G 5/21/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 700,708.00 700,708.00 30,797,500.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO SANTEE ELEMENTARY 57/68361-00-010 Modernization G 5/25/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 259,210.00 259,210.00 31,056,710.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-37-006 Modernization G 5/29/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 372,000.00 372,000.00 31,428,710.00 Yes
MARIN LARKSPUR ELEMENTARY 57/65367-00-003 Modernization G 5/30/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 716,504.00 716,504.00 32,145,214.00 Yes
CONTRA COSTA PITTSBURG UNIFIED 57/61788-00-009 Modernization G 5/31/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 3,272,108.00 3,272,108.00 35,417,322.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO GROSSMONT UNION HIGH 57/68130-00-018 Modernization G 6/1/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 1,943,275.00 1,943,275.00 37,360,597.00 Yes
SAN JOAQUIN STOCKTON UNIFIED 57/68676-00-035 Modernization G 6/4/2012 12/12/2012 0.00 0.00 136,160.00 136,160.00 37,496,757.00 Yes
HUMBOLDT EUREKA CITY UNIFIED 57/75515-00-011 Modernization G 6/8/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 353,464.00 353,464.00 37,850,221.00 Yes
HUMBOLDT EUREKA CITY UNIFIED 57/75515-00-011 Modernization G 6/8/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 11,126.00 11,126.00 37,861,347.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO CARLSBAD UNIFIED 57/73551-00-009 Modernization G 6/8/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 2,236,680.00 2,236,680.00 40,098,027.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO CARLSBAD UNIFIED 57/73551-00-009 Modernization G 6/8/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 70,162.00 70,162.00 40,168,189.00 Yes
FRESNO WASHINGTON UNIFIED 57/76778-00-001 Modernization G 6/12/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 5,732,333.00 5,732,333.00 45,900,522.00 Yes
FRESNO WASHINGTON UNIFIED 57/76778-00-001 Modernization G 6/12/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 173,732.00 173,732.00 46,074,254.00 Yes
MARIN LARKSPUR ELEMENTARY 57/65367-00-004 Modernization G 6/12/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,034,935.00 1,034,935.00 47,109,189.00 Yes
MARIN LARKSPUR ELEMENTARY 57/65367-00-004 Modernization G 6/12/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 32,350.00 32,350.00 47,141,539.00 Yes
EL DORADO LAKE TAHOE UNIFIED 57/61903-00-007 Modernization G 6/14/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,308,551.00 1,308,551.00 48,450,090.00 Yes
EL DORADO LAKE TAHOE UNIFIED 57/61903-00-007 Modernization G 6/14/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 40,994.00 40,994.00 48,491,084.00 Yes
MENDOCINO ANDERSON VALLEY UNIFIED 57/65540-00-003 Modernization G 6/14/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 134,702.00 134,702.00 48,625,786.00 Yes
MENDOCINO ANDERSON VALLEY UNIFIED 57/65540-00-003 Modernization G 6/14/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 4,209.00 4,209.00 48,629,995.00 Yes
MENDOCINO ANDERSON VALLEY UNIFIED 57/65540-00-004 Modernization G 6/14/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 597,142.00 597,142.00 49,227,137.00 Yes
MENDOCINO ANDERSON VALLEY UNIFIED 57/65540-00-004 Modernization G 6/14/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 18,743.00 18,743.00 49,245,880.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO CAJON VALLEY UNION ELEMENTARY 57/67991-00-009 Modernization G 6/14/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 835,551.00 835,551.00 50,081,431.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO CAJON VALLEY UNION ELEMENTARY 57/67991-00-009 Modernization G 6/14/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 26,228.00 26,228.00 50,107,659.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES = ALHAMBRA UNIFIED 57/75713-00-026 Modernization G 6/18/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 650,564.00 650,564.00 50,758,223.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES ~ ALHAMBRA UNIFIED 57/75713-00-026 Modernization G 6/18/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 20,421.00 20,421.00 50,778,644.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-586 Modernization G 6/20/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,815,685.00 1,815,685.00 52,594,329.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-586 Modernization G 6/20/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 56,820.00 56,820.00 52,651,149.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-587 Modernization G 6/20/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,407,694.00 1,407,694.00 54,058,843.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-587 Modernization G 6/20/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 44,178.00 44,178.00 54,103,021.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-588 Modernization G 6/20/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 810,377.00 810,377.00 54,913,398.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-588 Modernization G 6/20/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 25,431.00 25,431.00 54,938,829.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-17-012 Modernization G 6/20/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,413,624.00 1,413,624.00 56,352,453.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-17-012 Modernization G 6/20/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 44,273.00 44,273.00 56,396,726.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-32-022 Modernization G 6/20/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 4,839,200.00 4,839,200.00 61,235,926.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-32-022 Modernization G 6/20/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 151,441.00 151,441.00 61,387,367.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-41-005 Modernization G 6/20/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 2,626,001.00 2,626,001.00 64,013,368.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-41-005 Modernization G 6/20/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 82,280.00 82,280.00 64,095,648.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 57/62166-00-138 Modernization G 6/21/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 3,442,280.00 3,442,280.00 67,537,928.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 57/62166-00-138 Modernization G 6/21/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 108,221.00 108,221.00 67,646,149.00 Yes
GLENN ORLAND JOINT UNIFIED 57/75481-00-005 Modernization G 6/22/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,796,516.00 1,796,516.00 69,442,665.00 Yes
GLENN ORLAND JOINT UNIFIED 57/75481-00-005 Modernization G 6/22/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 56,569.00 56,569.00 69,499,234.00 Yes
SACRAMENTO  SAN JUAN UNIFIED 57/67447-00-058 Modernization G 6/27/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 440,998.00 440,998.00 69,940,232.00 Yes
SACRAMENTO  SAN JUAN UNIFIED 57/67447-00-058 Modernization G 6/27/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 13,885.00 13,885.00 69,954,117.00 Yes
SANTA CLARA  EAST SIDE UNION HIGH 57/69427-00-033 Modernization G 6/27/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 4,111,809.00 4,111,809.00 74,065,926.00 Yes
SANTA CLARA  EAST SIDE UNION HIGH 57/69427-00-033 Modernization G 6/27/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 107,194.00 107,194.00 74,173,120.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO SANTEE ELEMENTARY 57/68361-00-011 Modernization G 6/29/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 2,187,376.00 2,187,376.00 76,360,496.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO SANTEE ELEMENTARY 57/68361-00-011 Modernization G 6/29/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 68,744.00 68,744.00 76,429,240.00 Yes
SONOMA RINCON VALLEY UNION ELEMENTARY 57/70896-00-008 Modernization G 7/2/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,433,625.00 1,433,625.00 77,862,865.00 Yes
SONOMA RINCON VALLEY UNION ELEMENTARY 57/70896-00-008 Modernization G 7/2/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 45,146.00 45,146.00 77,908,011.00 Yes
FRESNO CENTRAL UNIFIED 57/73965-00-007 Modernization G 7/3/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 2,082,124.00 2,082,124.00 79,990,135.00 Yes
FRESNO CENTRAL UNIFIED 57/73965-00-007 Modernization G 7/3/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 65,540.00 65,540.00 80,055,675.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO CAJON VALLEY UNION ELEMENTARY 57/67991-00-010 Modernization G 7/5/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 2,066,177.00 2,066,177.00 82,121,852.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO CAJON VALLEY UNION ELEMENTARY 57/67991-00-010 Modernization G 7/5/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 64,833.00 64,833.00 82,186,685.00 Yes
SAN MATEO BELMONT-REDWOOD SHORES ELEMENTARY 57/68866-00-009 Modernization G 7/5/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,358,238.00 1,358,238.00 83,544,923.00 Yes
SAN MATEO BELMONT-REDWOOD SHORES ELEMENTARY 57/68866-00-009 Modernization G 7/5/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 284,028.00 284,028.00 83,828,951.00 Yes
SAN MATEO BELMONT-REDWOOD SHORES ELEMENTARY 57/68866-00-009 Modernization G 7/5/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 35,617.00 35,617.00 83,864,568.00 Yes
SAN MATEO BELMONT-REDWOOD SHORES ELEMENTARY 57/68866-00-009 Modernization G 7/5/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 1,068.00 1,068.00 83,865,636.00 Yes
BUTTE MANZANITA ELEMENTARY 57/61499-00-001 Modernization D 7/10/2012 1/23/2013 88,525.00 0.00 132,788.00 221,313.00 84,086,949.00 Yes
BUTTE MANZANITA ELEMENTARY 57/61499-00-001 Modernization D 7/10/2012 3/20/2013 2,776.00 0.00 4,163.00 6,939.00 84,093,888.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-589 Modernization G 7/10/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 987,011.00 987,011.00 85,080,899.00 Yes
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LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-589 Modernization G 7/10/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 30,888.00 30,888.00 85,111,787.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-590 Modernization G 7/10/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 2,155,827.00 2,155,827.00 87,267,614.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-590 Modernization G 7/10/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 67,543.00 67,543.00 87,335,157.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-592 Modernization G 7/10/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,594,025.00 1,594,025.00 88,929,182.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-592 Modernization G 7/10/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 49,942.00 49,942.00 88,979,124.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-39-007 Modernization G 7/10/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 2,139,156.00 2,139,156.00 91,118,280.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-39-007 Modernization G 7/10/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 67,028.00 67,028.00 91,185,308.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-61-009 Modernization G 7/10/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 4,343,350.00 4,343,350.00 95,528,658.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-61-009 Modernization G 7/10/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 136,100.00 136,100.00 95,664,758.00 Yes
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED 57/61796-00-044 Modernization G 7/11/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,067,649.00 1,067,649.00 96,732,407.00 Yes
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED 57/61796-00-044 Modernization G 7/11/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 33,524.00 33,524.00 96,765,931.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-594 Modernization G 7/11/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 723,664.00 723,664.00 97,489,595.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-594 Modernization G 7/11/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 22,663.00 22,663.00 97,512,258.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-595 Modernization G 7/11/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,122,067.00 1,122,067.00 98,634,325.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-595 Modernization G 7/11/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 35,056.00 35,056.00 98,669,381.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-16-011 Modernization G 7/11/2012 1/23/2013 0.00 0.00 1,103,653.00 1,103,653.00 99,773,034.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-16-011 Modernization G 7/11/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 34,571.00 34,571.00 99,807,605.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO SANTEE ELEMENTARY 57/68361-00-012 Modernization G 7/19/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 422,704.00 422,704.00 100,230,309.00 Yes
ALAMEDA OAKLAND UNIFIED 57/61259-00-070 Modernization G 7/20/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 261,750.00 261,750.00 100,492,059.00 Yes
ALAMEDA OAKLAND UNIFIED 57/61259-00-070 Modernization G 7/20/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 263,660.00 263,660.00 100,755,719.00 Yes
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED 57/61796-00-045 Modernization G 7/23/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 2,071,663.00 2,071,663.00 102,827,382.00 Yes
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED 57/61796-00-045 Modernization G 7/23/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 331,273.00 331,273.00 103,158,655.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 57/62166-00-139 Modernization G 7/30/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 1,721,295.00 1,721,295.00 104,879,950.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 57/62166-00-139 Modernization G 7/30/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 296,356.00 296,356.00 105,176,306.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  BALDWIN PARK UNIFIED 57/64287-00-016 Modernization G 7/30/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 402,829.00 402,829.00 105,579,135.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO UNIFIED 57/68338-00-229 Modernization G 7/31/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 2,237,882.00 2,237,882.00 107,817,017.00 Yes
TULARE STRATHMORE UNION ELEMENTARY 57/72157-00-003 Modernization D 7/31/2012 3/20/2013 140,922.00 0.00 264,551.00 405,473.00 108,222,490.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  CENTINELA VALLEY UNION HIGH 57/64352-00-005 Modernization G 8/1/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 1,452,253.00 1,452,253.00 109,674,743.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES = ALHAMBRA UNIFIED 57/75713-00-027 Modernization G 8/7/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 421,128.00 421,128.00 110,095,871.00 Yes
MONTEREY MONTEREY COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION 57/10272-00-001 Modernization D 8/8/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 153,819.00 153,819.00 110,249,690.00 Yes
ORANGE SAVANNA ELEMENTARY 57/66696-00-003 Modernization G 8/13/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 2,172,118.00 2,172,118.00 112,421,808.00 Yes
ORANGE SAVANNA ELEMENTARY 57/66696-00-003 Modernization G 8/13/2012 8/28/2013 0.00 0.00 697,109.00 697,109.00 113,118,917.00 Yes
NAPA CALISTOGA JOINT UNIFIED 57/66241-00-003 Modernization G 8/16/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 442,693.00 442,693.00 113,561,610.00 Yes
BUTTE CHICO UNIFIED 57/61424-00-004 Modernization G 8/17/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 3,439,355.00 3,439,355.00 117,000,965.00 Yes
CONTRA COSTA MARTINEZ UNIFIED 57/61739-00-007 Modernization G 8/17/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 2,304,026.00 2,304,026.00 119,304,991.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  CENTINELA VALLEY UNION HIGH 57/64352-00-004 Modernization G 8/21/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 3,193,909.00 3,193,909.00 122,498,900.00 Yes
VENTURA SIMI VALLEY UNIFIED 57/72603-00-029 Modernization G 8/28/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 2,993,640.00 2,993,640.00 125,492,540.00 Yes
GLENN LAKE ELEMENTARY 57/62596-00-001 Modernization G 9/11/2012 3/20/2013 308,808.00 0.00 644,216.00 953,024.00 126,445,564.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 57/62166-00-140 Modernization G 9/19/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 1,961,579.00 1,961,579.00 128,407,143.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 57/62166-00-141 Modernization G 9/19/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 5,531,483.00 5,531,483.00 133,938,626.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-597 Modernization G 9/19/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 1,032,271.00 1,032,271.00 134,970,897.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-598 Modernization G 9/19/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 550,676.00 550,676.00 135,521,573.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-00-599 Modernization G 9/19/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 437,796.00 437,796.00 135,959,369.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-38-022 Modernization G 9/19/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 4,360,668.00 4,360,668.00 140,320,037.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  LOS ANGELES UNIFIED 57/64733-41-006 Modernization G 9/19/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 658,522.00 658,522.00 140,978,559.00 Yes
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 57/66597-00-031 Modernization G 9/19/2012 3/20/2013 0.00 0.00 786,282.00 786,282.00 141,764,841.00 Yes
ORANGE BREA-OLINDA UNIFIED 57/66449-00-012 Modernization G 9/25/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 1,411,697.00 1,411,697.00 143,176,538.00 Yes
SUTTER MERIDIAN ELEMENTARY 57/71415-00-001 Modernization D 10/2/2012 5/22/2013 7,900.00 0.00 44,023.00 51,923.00 143,228,461.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES = REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED 57/75341-00-019 Modernization G 10/3/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 586,806.00 586,806.00 143,815,267.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES = REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED 57/75341-00-020 Modernization G 10/3/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 911,821.00 911,821.00 144,727,088.00 Yes
TULARE STRATHMORE UNION ELEMENTARY 57/72157-00-003 Modernization G 10/3/2012 5/22/2013 1,472,372.00 0.00 2,208,558.00 3,680,930.00 148,408,018.00 Yes
SONOMA DUNHAM ELEMENTARY 57/70672-00-001 Modernization G 10/5/2012 5/22/2013 429,203.00 0.00 655,954.00 1,085,157.00 149,493,175.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 50/62166-00-024 New Construction G 10/9/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 15,686,463.00 15,686,463.00 165,179,638.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 50/62166-00-024 New Construction G 10/9/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 576,528.00 576,528.00 165,756,166.00 Yes
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED 57/61796-00-047 Modernization G 10/11/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 947,392.00 947,392.00 166,703,558.00 Yes
CONTRA COSTA WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED 57/61796-00-047 Modernization G 10/11/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 307,405.00 307,405.00 167,010,963.00 Yes
VENTURA VENTURA COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION 57/10561-00-004 Modernization G 10/12/2012 5/22/2013 436,839.00 0.00 655,258.00 1,092,097.00 168,103,060.00 Yes
ORANGE CYPRESS ELEMENTARY 57/66480-00-004 Modernization G 10/16/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 1,955,840.00 1,955,840.00 170,058,900.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO SAN MARCOS UNIFIED 50/73791-00-013 New Construction G 10/16/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 3,457,114.00 3,457,114.00 173,516,014.00 Yes
SANTA BARBARA SOLVANG ELEMENTARY 57/69336-00-002 Modernization G 10/16/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 3,549,252.00 3,549,252.00 177,065,266.00 Yes
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 50/66597-00-015 New Construction G 10/17/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 6,709,133.00 6,709,133.00 183,774,399.00 Yes
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 50/66597-00-015 New Construction G 10/17/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 380,081.00 380,081.00 184,154,480.00 Yes
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 57/66597-00-032 Modernization G 10/17/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 641,056.00 641,056.00 184,795,536.00 Yes
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 57/66597-00-032 Modernization G 10/17/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 264,004.00 264,004.00 185,059,540.00 Yes
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 50/66597-00-016 New Construction G 10/18/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 2,303,604.00 2,303,604.00 187,363,144.00 Yes
MENDOCINO MENDOCINO COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION 57/10231-00-001 Modernization G 10/22/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 184,730.00 184,730.00 187,547,874.00 Yes
MENDOCINO MENDOCINO COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION 57/10231-00-001 Modernization G 10/22/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 256,169.00 256,169.00 187,804,043.00 Yes
KERN BAKERSFIELD CITY ELEMENTARY 50/63321-00-026 New Construction G 10/24/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 15,473,999.00 15,473,999.00 203,278,042.00 Yes
KERN BAKERSFIELD CITY ELEMENTARY 50/63321-00-026 New Construction G 10/24/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 455,911.00 455,911.00 203,733,953.00 Yes
KERN BAKERSFIELD CITY ELEMENTARY 50/63321-00-027 New Construction G 10/24/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 10,049,179.00 10,049,179.00 213,783,132.00 Yes
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KERN BAKERSFIELD CITY ELEMENTARY 50/63321-00-027 New Construction G 10/24/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 445,013.00 445,013.00 214,228,145.00 Yes
RIVERSIDE VAL VERDE UNIFIED 50/75242-00-026 New Construction G 10/24/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 21,621,701.00 21,621,701.00 235,849,846.00 Yes
VENTURA SIMI VALLEY UNIFIED 57/72603-00-030 Modernization G 10/24/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 1,872,262.00 1,872,262.00 237,722,108.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 50/62166-00-025 New Construction G 10/25/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 1,018,437.00 1,018,437.00 238,740,545.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 50/62166-00-025 New Construction G 10/25/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 17,698.00 17,698.00 238,758,243.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 50/62166-00-026 New Construction G 10/25/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 546,665.00 546,665.00 239,304,908.00 Yes
FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED 50/62166-00-026 New Construction G 10/25/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 8,324.00 8,324.00 239,313,232.00 Yes
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 50/66597-00-017 New Construction G 10/26/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 2,312,050.00 2,312,050.00 241,625,282.00 Yes
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 50/66597-00-018 New Construction G 10/26/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 6,218,513.00 6,218,513.00 247,843,795.00 Yes
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 50/66597-00-018 New Construction G 10/26/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 517,682.00 517,682.00 248,361,477.00 Yes
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 57/66597-00-033 Modernization G 10/26/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 2,012,761.00 2,012,761.00 250,374,238.00 Yes
ORANGE NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED 57/66597-00-033 Modernization G 10/26/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 364,812.00 364,812.00 250,739,050.00 Yes
RIVERSIDE TEMECULA VALLEY UNIFIED 50/75192-00-039 New Construction G 10/26/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 1,563,291.00 1,563,291.00 252,302,341.00 Yes
SONOMA WINDSOR UNIFIED 50/75358-00-014 New Construction G 10/26/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 141,044.00 141,044.00 252,443,385.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  CULVER CITY UNIFIED 57/64444-00-009 Modernization G 10/29/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 2,127,431.00 2,127,431.00 254,570,816.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  CULVER CITY UNIFIED 57/64444-00-010 Modernization G 10/29/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 5,053,092.00 5,053,092.00 259,623,908.00 Yes
SAN MATEO BURLINGAME ELEMENTARY 57/68882-00-008 Modernization G 10/29/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 1,548,512.00 1,548,512.00 261,172,420.00 Yes
SAN MATEO SEQUOIA UNION HIGH 50/69062-01-003 New Construction G 10/29/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 1,478,179.00 1,478,179.00 262,650,599.00 Yes
RIVERSIDE CORONA-NORCO UNIFIED 50/67033-00-036 New Construction G 10/30/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 683,175.00 683,175.00 263,333,774.00 Yes
SAN BERNARDIN(VICTOR VALLEY UNION HIGH 50/67934-00-021 New Construction G 10/30/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 3,242,878.00 3,242,878.00 266,576,652.00 Yes
SAN BERNARDIN(VICTOR VALLEY UNION HIGH 50/67934-00-022 New Construction G 10/30/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 3,360,869.00 3,360,869.00 269,937,521.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO SAN MARCOS UNIFIED 50/73791-00-014 New Construction G 10/30/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 30,518,867.00 30,518,867.00 300,456,388.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO SAN MARCOS UNIFIED 57/73791-00-005 Modernization G 10/30/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 2,986,827.00 2,986,827.00 303,443,215.00 Yes
SAN MATEO BELMONT-REDWOOD SHORES ELEMENTARY 57/68866-00-010 Modernization G 10/30/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 636,112.00 636,112.00 304,079,327.00 Yes
SAN MATEO BELMONT-REDWOOD SHORES ELEMENTARY 57/68866-00-010 Modernization G 10/30/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 261,559.00 261,559.00 304,340,886.00 Yes
SANTA CLARA  PALO ALTO UNIFIED 50/69641-00-001 New Construction G 10/30/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 4,166,578.00 4,166,578.00 308,507,464.00 Yes
SANTA CLARA  PALO ALTO UNIFIED 50/69641-00-002 New Construction G 10/30/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 1,485,437.00 1,485,437.00 309,992,901.00 Yes
SANTA CLARA  PALO ALTO UNIFIED 57/69641-00-029 Modernization G 10/30/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 635,554.00 635,554.00 310,628,455.00 Yes
SANTA CLARA  PALO ALTO UNIFIED 57/69641-00-030 Modernization G 10/30/2012 5/22/2013 0.00 0.00 720,787.00 720,787.00 311,349,242.00 Yes
CONTRA COSTA SAN RAMON VALLEY UNIFIED 50/61804-01-001 New Construction G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 612,224.00 612,224.00 311,961,466.00 Yes
CONTRA COSTA SAN RAMON VALLEY UNIFIED 57/61804-00-021 Modernization G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 505,811.00 505,811.00 312,467,277.00 Yes
CONTRA COSTA SAN RAMON VALLEY UNIFIED 57/61804-00-022 Modernization G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 1,588,327.00 1,588,327.00 314,055,604.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  CENTINELA VALLEY UNION HIGH 57/64352-00-006 Modernization G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 7,210,103.00 7,210,103.00 321,265,707.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  PALOS VERDES PENINSULA UNIFIED 50/64865-00-006 New Construction G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 999,139.00 999,139.00 322,264,846.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  PALOS VERDES PENINSULA UNIFIED 57/64865-00-025 Modernization G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 1,856,645.00 1,856,645.00 324,121,491.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES = REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED 57/75341-00-021 Modernization G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 393,067.00 393,067.00 324,514,558.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES = REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED 57/75341-00-022 Modernization G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 490,014.00 490,014.00 325,004,572.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  WHITTIER UNION HIGH 57/65128-00-021 Modernization G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 3,178,351.00 3,178,351.00 328,182,923.00 Yes
ORANGE TUSTIN UNIFIED 50/73643-00-019 New Construction G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 5,930,954.00 5,930,954.00 334,113,877.00 Yes
SAN DIEGO SOLANA BEACH ELEMENTARY 50/68387-00-002 New Construction G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 11,562,358.00 11,562,358.00 345,676,235.00 Yes
SAN JOAQUIN LAMMERSVILLE JOINT UNIFIED 50/76760-00-006 New Construction G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 10,815,703.00 10,815,703.00 356,491,938.00 Yes
SANTA CLARA  FRANKLIN-MCKINLEY ELEMENTARY 57/69450-00-009 Modernization G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 511,489.00 511,489.00 357,003,427.00 Yes
SANTA CLARA  GILROY UNIFIED 57/69484-00-008 Modernization G 10/31/2012 6/26/2013 0.00 0.00 725,354.00 725,354.00 357,728,781.00 Yes
LOS ANGELES  CENTINELA VALLEY UNION HIGH 50/64352-02-001 New Construction G 10/31/2012 7/10/2013 0.00 0.00 16,505,991.00 16,505,991.00 374,234,772.00 Yes

Total 2,887,345 0 371,347,427 374,234,772
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INFORMATION ITEM

SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM
APPLICATIONS RECEIVED BEYOND BOND AUTHORITY LIST
(as of March 31, 2016)

The applications on this list represent School Facility Program (SFP) New Construction and Modernization projects in
date order received that were received on or after November 1, 2012 through March 31, 2016. These applications
have been received, but not reviewed, by the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC). This list is presented to
the State Allocation Board for acknowledgement, but not approval pursuant to
SFP Regulation Section 1859.95.1.

Published monthly in the SAB Agenda.

This report is also on the OPSC Web site at:
www.dgs.ca.gov/opsc
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SFP APPLICATIONS
New Construction Acknowledged Applications Received Past Existing Authority as of March 31, 2016

Estimated
50-04 Date Estimated Financial

District County Site Name DSA Number Received | State Grant () | Hardship (b)

Brittan Elementary Sutter Brittan Elementary 02-112298 11/09/12 | $ 2,081,873 | $ 2,081,873
Kings River-Hardwick Union Elementary Kings Kings River-Hardwick Elementary Site / Design 11/19/12 | $ 667,523 | $ 667,523
Rockford Elementary Tulare Rockford Elementary Site / Design 11/19/12 | $ 701,504 | $ 701,504
Fresno County Office of Education Fresno Violet Heintz Education Academy 02-112647 11/20/112 | $ 2,439,009 | $ -
Fowler Unified Fresno Casa Blanca Continuation 02-112629 11/21/12 | $ 1,738,469 | $ -
Alpaugh Unified Tulare Alpaugh Junior-Senior High 02-112420 12121112 | $ 2,275,309 | $ 2,275,309
Citrus South Tule Elementary Tulare Citrus South Tule Elementary Site / Design 12/2112 | $ 128,895 | $ 128,895
Ventura County Office Of Education Ventura Camarillo (Adolfo) High 03-114516 02/04/13 | $ 5,803,079 | $ 5,803,079
Solano County Office Of Education Solano T.C. McDaniel Elementary 02-110746 02/14/13 | $ 3,284,255 | $ 3,284,255
Westside Union Los Angeles Anaverde Hills 03-114345 02/20/13 |$ 18,164,691 | $ -
Los Banos Unified Merced Mercey Springs Elementary 02-112740 04/17/13 | $ 4,949,986 | $ -
Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary Fresno Lincoln Elementary Site / Design 04/23/13 | $ 976,200 | $ -
Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary Fresno Roosevelt Elementary Site / Design 04/23/13 | $ 976,200 | $ -
Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary Fresno Washington Elementary Site / Design 04/23/13 | $ 976,200 | $ -
Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary Fresno Rafer Johnson Jr. High Site / Design 04/23/13 | $ 1,952,181 | $ -
Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary Fresno Reagan Elementary Site / Design 04/23/13 | $ 976,200 | $ -
Val Verde Unified Riverside Southeast High 04-112758 05/08/13 |$ 11,585,961 | $ -
Val Verde Unified Riverside Southeast High 04-112778 05/08/13 | $ 9,798,631 | $ -
Patterson Joint Unified Stanislaus Patterson High 02-111260 05/15/13 | § 373,498 | $ -
Val Verde Unified Riverside Southeast High 04-112759 05/20/13 | $ 922,128 | $ -
Chula Vista Elementary San Diego Otay Village #11 04-108815 05/30/13 | $ 11,238,424 | $ -
Kerman Unified Fresno Kerman High 02-112979 06/07/13 | $ 249573 | $ -
Fremont Unified Alameda Mission San Jose High 02-111929 07/02/13 | $ 3,907,627 | $ -
Desert Sands Unified Riverside Indio High 04-111505 07/1113 | $ 524,309 | $ -
Martinez Unified Contra Costa Alhambra Senior High 01-112896 07/18/13 | $ 457,419 | $ -
Chaffey Joint Union High San Bernardino Ontario High 04-112709 07/25/13 | $ 7,525,455 | $ -
Long Beach Unified Los Angeles Roosevelt Elementary 03-114696 07/30/13 |$ 4,613,044 | $ -
Corona-Norco Unified Riverside Harada Elementary 04-112685 08/12/13 | $ 1,021,016 | $ -
Corona-Norco Unified Riverside Louis VanderMolen Elementary 04-112684 08/12/13 | $ 831,447 | $ -
Tulare Joint Union High Tulare Mission Oak High 02-113020 08/13/13 | $ 2947751 | $ -
Corona-Norco Unified Riverside Centennial High 04-112837 08/15/13 | $ 344,417 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Clovis High 02-112703 08/16/13 | $ 1,259,919 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Clovis West High 02-112732 08/16/13 | $ 7,107,173 | $ -
Mission Union Elementary Monterey Mission Elementary Site / Design 08/16/13 | $ 170,401 | $ 170,401
Fremont Union High Santa Clara Cupertino High 01-112582 08/16/13 | $ 551,858 | $ -
Greenfield Union Kern Plantation Elementary 03-115092 08/20/13 | $ 273,645 | $ -
Belmont-Redwood Shores Elementary San Mateo Central Elementary 01-112837 08/20/113 | $ 675,040 | $ -
Placentia Yorba Linda Unified Orange Valencia High 04-112735 08/23/13 | $ 450,162 | $ -
Irvine Unified Orange PA 40 Elementary 04-112728 08/28/13 | $ 24,224,567 | $ -
Grossmont Union High San Diego Merit Academy 04-112796 08/30/13 | § 1,677,909 | $ -
Windsor Unified Sonoma Brooks Elementary 01-112200 09/05/13 | $ 2,663,345 | $ -
San Ramon Valley Unified Contra Costa Monte Vista High 01-112474 09/23/13 | $ 3,132,013 | $ -
Solvang Elementary Santa Barbara Solvang Elementary 03-115152 09/23/13 | $ 237,510 | $ -
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SFP APPLICATIONS

New Construction Acknowledged Applications Received Past Existing Authority as of March 31, 2016

Estimated
50-04 Date Estimated Financial

District County Site Name DSA Number Received | State Grant (a) | Hardship (b)

Lagunita Elementary Monterey Lagunita Elementary Site / Design 09/27/13 | $ 510,302 | $ 510,302
Grossmont Union High San Diego Helix High 04-111073 10/02/13 | $ 1,309,376 | $ -
Mendota Unified Fresno New Elementary 02-112865 10/03/13 | $ 12,116,264 | $ -
Santa Maria Joint Union High Santa Barbara Santa Maria High 03-114673 10/23/13 | $ 7,596,767 | $ -
Ross Valley Marin White Hill Middle 01-112496 10/28/13 | $ 2,921,301 | $ -
Fresno Unified Fresno Robinson Elementary 02-113125 10/31/13 | $ 946,165 | $ -
Fresno Unified Fresno McLane High 02-112798 10/31/13 | $ 6,470,197 | $ -
Burton Elementary Tulare New K-8 School 02-113024 10/31/13 | $ 6,837,953 | $ 6,837,953
Contra Costa County Office of Education Contra Costa Special Education Center 01-113469 12117113 | $ 1,068,204 | $ 1,068,204
Lake Elementary Glenn Lake Elementary 02-112723 12/20/13 | $ 3,154,164 | $ 3,154,164
Irvine Unified Orange Northwood High 04-112787 01/10/14 | $ 4141489 | $ -
Visalia Unified Tulare Visalia Technical Educational Center 02-112833 02/24/14 | $ 2,496,746 | $ 2,496,746
Maple Elementary Kern Maple Elementary Site / Design 03/06/14 | $ 99,210 | $ 99,210
West Contra Costa Unified Contra Costa Valley View Elementary 01-112941 03/14/14 | $ 2,289,339 | § -
Amador County Office of Education Amador Argonaut High 02-112873 03/18/14 | $ 739,554 | $ 739,554
Amador County Office of Education Amador Plymouth Elementary 02-112839 03/18/14 | $ 551,617 | $ 551,617
Monterey County Office of Education Monterey Salinas Community Site Only 03/26/14 | $ 1,054,182 | $ 1,054,182
Pleasant View Elementary Tulare Pleasant View Elementary Site / Design 04/01/14 | $ 367,099 | $ 367,099
Fremont Union High Santa Clara Monta Vista High 01-112786 04/16/14 | $ 3,388,867 | $ -
Island Union Elementary Kings Island Elementary 02-112889 04/24/14 | $ 5,632,142 | $ 5,532,142
Island Union Elementary Kings Island Elementary 02-112889 04/24/14 | $ 1,425,764 | $ 1,425,764
Amador County Office of Education Amador Jackson Junior High 02-112872 05/12/14 | $ 1,624,930 | $ 1,624,930
Fresno Unified Fresno Easterby Elementary 02-112685 05/21/14 | $ 545,684 | $ -
Sequoia Union High San Mateo Carlmont High 01-113464 05/21/14 | $ 1,987,633 | $ 1,987,633
Liberty Elementary Tulare Liberty Elementary 02-113422 05/23/14 | $ 871,725 | $ -
Anaheim City Orange John Marshall Elementary 04-112164 06/18/14 |$ 12,144,781 | $ -
Kings Canyon Unified Fresno Orange Cove High School 02-112996 06/25/14 | $ 304,817 | $ -
Poway Unified San Diego Design 39 Campus 04-112542 07/03/14 | $ 17,197,527 | $ -
Kings Canyon Joint Unified Fresno Orange Cove High 02-113052 07/09/14 | $ 1,149,263 | $ -
Los Banos Unified Merced Los Banos New Elementary 02-111731 07/11/14 |'$ 10,118,173 | $ -
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Thomas E. Mathews Community Site / Design 07/22/14 | $ 263,909 | $ 263,909
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Goldfield School Site / Design 07/22/14 | $ 100,343 | $ 100,343
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Special Education School 1 Site / Design 07/22/14 | $ 50,171 | $ 50,171
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Special Education School 2 Site / Design 07/22/14 | $ 33,448 | $ 33,448
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Special Education School 3 Site / Design 07/22/14 | $ 50,171 | $ 50,171
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Special Education School 4 Site / Design 07/22/114 | $ 50,171 | $ 50,171
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Special Education School 5 Site / Design 07/22/114 | $ 50,171 | $ 50,171
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Special Education School 6 Site / Design 07/22/114 | $ 50,171 | $ 50,171
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Special Education School 7 Site / Design 07/22/114 | $ 50,171 | $ 50,171
Firebaugh-Las Deltas Unified Fresno Mills (Arthur E.) Intermediate 02-113682 07/3114 | $ 698,891 | $ -
Marin County Office of Education Marin Marin Community 01-113527 08/14/14 | $ 1,384,599 | $ -
Bakersfield City Elementary Kern Dr. Douglas K. Fletcher Elementary 03-115270 08/14/14 | § 695,338 | $ -
Bakersfield City Elementary Kern Sequoia Middle 03-114991 08/14/14 | $ 1,712,171 | $ -






SFP APPLICATIONS

New Construction Acknowledged Applications Received Past Existing Authority as of March 31, 2016

Estimated
50-04 Date Estimated Financial

District County Site Name DSA Number Received | State Grant (a) | Hardship (b)

Kings Canyon Joint Unified Fresno Alta Elementary 02-113113 08/15/14 | $ 688,536 | $ -
Sequoia Union High San Mateo Myrtle Street 01-113687 08/18/14 | $ 7,776,965 | $ -
San Ramon Valley Unified Contra Costa Gale Ranch Middle 01-113960 08/20/14 | $ 430,669 | $ -
San Ramon Valley Unified Contra Costa Dougherty Valley High 01-113900 08/20/14 | $ 1,443,278 | $ -
Washington Colony Elementary Fresno Washington Colony Elementary 01-112928 08/20/14 | $ 2,041,509 | $ 2,041,509
Templeton Unified San Luis Obispo |Templeton Elementary 01-113980 08/20/14 | $ 878,666 | $ -
Oxnard Elementary Ventura Southwest (Seabridge) Site / Design 08/25/14 | $ 625,023 | $ -
Grossmont Union High San Diego Elite Academy 04-113207 09/02/14 |$ 2,460,690 | $ -
Irvine Unified Orange Irvine High 04-113202 09/02/14 | $ 5,590,756 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Clark Intermediate 02-113391 09/05/14 | $ 3,290,311 | $ -
Dublin Unified Alameda J.M. Amador Elementary 01-113160 09/19/14 | $ 28,892,902 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Sierra Vista Elementary 02-113352 09/23/14 | $ 278,411 | $ -
Ripon Unified San Joaquin Weston Elementary 02-113467 09/25/14 | $ 5,966,707 | $ -
Etiwanda Elementary San Bernardino  [David W. Long Elementary 04-113465 10/23/14 | $ 1,375,453 | § -
Newhall Elementary Los Angeles Newhall Elementary 03-115399 10/30/14 | $ 4,665911 | § -
Newhall Elementary Los Angeles Old Orchard Elementary 03-115593 10/30/14 | $ 4,193,942 | § -
Central Unified Fresno New High School 02-112563 10/31/14 | $ 41,987,011 | $ -
Oxnard Elementary Ventura Harrington Elementary 03-115469 11/14/14 | $ 9,322,760 | $ -
Plaza Elementary Glenn Plaza Elementary Site / Design 12/03/14 | $ 526,832 | $ 526,832
Liberty Elementary Tulare Liberty Elementary Site / Design 12/03/14 | $ 7,688,116 | $ 7,688,116
Visalia Unified Tulare Redwood High 02-113432 12/03/14 | $ 6,425,099 | $ -
Los Banos Unified Merced New Middle School 02-111735 12/23/14 | $ 13,539,672 | $ -
Monterey County Office of Education Monterey Salinas Community 01-114252 12/30/14 | $ 1,054,182 | $ 1,054,182
Manzanita Elementary Butte Manzanita Elementary 02-113480 12/30/14 | $ 2,636,158 | $ 2,636,158
Pixley Union Elementary Tulare Pixley Elementary 02-113784 12/30/14 | $ 2,992,334 | $ 2,992,334
Pixley Union Elementary Tulare Pixley Middle 02-113766 12/30/14 | $ 1,632,724 | $ 1,632,724
Irvine Unified Orange Portola Springs High 04-113246 01/08/15 [ $ 121,135,763 | $ -
Ducor Union Elementary Tulare Ducor Elementary School 02-113366 01/13/15 | $ 2,233,262 | $ -
Sulphur Springs Union Elementary Los Angeles Pinetree Community Elementary 03-115358 01/28/15 | $ 3,729,603 | $ -
Long Beach Unified Los Angeles David Starr Jordan High 03-115492 02/05/15 | $ 14,485332 | $ -
Long Beach Unified Los Angeles David Starr Jordan High 03-115320 02/05/15 | $ 8,971,257 | $ -
Oxnard Elementary Ventura Drifill Elementary 03-115282 02/09/15 | $ 1,498,806 | $ -
McFarland Unified Kern New Elementary 03-115530 02/23/15 | $ 7,976,236 | $ -
Elk Grove Unified Sacramento Dillard Elementary 02-112796 03/23/15 | $ 4694105 | $ -
Chaffey Joint Union High San Bernardino  [Rancho Cucamonga High 04-113455 04/03/15 | $ 1,546,963 | $ -
Chaffey Joint Union High San Bernardino  |Etiwanda High 04-113454 04/03/15 |$ 2,060,959 | $ -
Irvine Unified Orange Portola Springs Elementary 04-113427 04/13/15 | $ 29,024,728 | $ -
Santa Maria-Bonita Santa Barbara Acquistapace 03-115248 04/10/15 | $ 1,576,344 | $ -
Santa Maria-Bonita Santa Barbara Tommie Knust 03-115445 04/10/15 | $ 3,473,080 | $ -
Sulpher Springs Union Elementary Los Angeles Valley View Elementary 03-115283 04/28/15 |$ 5,361,269 | $ -
Irvine Unified Orange Beacon Park School 04-113304 04/29/15 | $ 36,311,027 | $ -
Chaffey Joint Union High San Bernardino  [Alta Loma High 04-113519 05/01/15 |$ 2,586,820 | $ -
Chaffey Joint Union High San Bernardino  |Ontario High 04-113473 05/07/15 | $ 2,848,286 | $ -
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Estimated
50-04 Date Estimated Financial
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San Dieguito Union High San Diego Pacific Trails Middle 04-113169 05/08/15 | $ 14,162,706 | $ -
Burrel Union Elementary Fresno Burrel Elementary Site / Design 05/22/15 | $ 787,132 | $ 787,132
Temple City Unified Los Angeles Doug Sears Learning Center 03-115535 06/19/15 | $ 421,788 | $ -
Irvine Unified Orange Northwood High (Culinary Arts) 04-113952 07/22/115 | $ 422,315 | $ -
Irvine Unified Orange Crestwood High (Culinary Arts) 04-113761 07/22/115 | § 467,937 | $ -
Sequoia Union High San Mateo Menlo-Atherton High 01-114285 07/29/15 |$ 2,253,052 | § -
Alisal Union Elementary Monterey Bardin Elementary 01-114545 07/30/15 | $ 1,443,011 | $ 1,443,011
Solano County Office of Education Solano Armijo High 02-113466 08/03/15 | $ 907,859 | $ 907,859
Palm Springs Unified Riverside Cielo Vista Charter 04-114172 08/03/15 | $ 898,611 | $ -
Oxnard Union High Ventura Rancho Campana High 03-114964 08/03/15 | $ 19,007,811 | $ -
San Marcos Unified San Diego Double Peak 04-113219 08/03/15 | $ 33,875,731 | $ -
Irvine Unified Orange Jeffrey Trail Middle 04-114265 08/05/15 | $ 1,084,008 | $ -
Irvine Unified Orange Cypress Village Elemetnary 04-114248 08/05/15 | $ 1,214,046 | $ -
Santa Maria Joint Union High Santa Barbara Santa Maria High 03-114673 08/06/15 | $ 1,318,143 | $ -
Downey Unified Los Angeles Warren High 03-116343 08/12/15 | $ 843,116 | $ -
Fresno Unified Fresno Baird Middle 02-112949 08/17/15 | $ 1,511,477 | $ -
Merced City Elementary Merced Charles Wright Elementary 02-114296 08/17/15 | $ 176,289 | $ -
Merced City Elementary Merced John Muir Elementar 02-114244 08/17/15 | $ 381,806 | $ -
Merced City Elementary Merced Burbank Elementary 02-114245 08/17/15 | $ 352,578 | $ -
Merced City Elementary Merced Rivera Elementary 02-113676 08/17/15 |$ 4,986,205 | $ -
Sanger Unified Fresno Sanger High 02-114327 08/19/15 | § 911,498 | $ -
Brawley Elementary Imperial Barbara Worth Junior High 04-113280 08/25/15 | $ 1,885,262 | $ -
Larkspur-Corte Madera Marin The Cove 01-114466 08/28/15 | $ 1,458,371 | $ -
Dehesa San Diego Dehesa Elementary 04-113540 08/31/15 | $ 2,307,697 | $ -
Fremont Unified Alameda Azeveda (Joseph) Elementary 01-114702 09/18/15 | § 1,267,007 | $ -
Fremont Unified Alameda Mattos (John G.) Elementary 01-114735 09/18/15 | $ 1,306,667 | $ -
Santa Maria Joint Union High Santa Barbara Pioneer Valley High 03-115365 09/18/15 | $ 3,096,791 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Temperance Clinton Elementary 02-113877 09/22/15 |'$ 11,013,334 | $ -
Newport-Mesa Unified Orange Newport Harbor High 04-114028 09/22/15 | $ 1,958,164 | $ -
Victor Elementary San Bernardino Arrowhead Elementary 04-113832 09/28/15 | $ 8,368,156 | $ -
Grossmont Union High San Diego Monte Vista High 04-113960 10/01/15 | $ 2,354,183 | $ -
Riverdale Joint Unified Fresno Riverdale High 02-113908 10/01/15 | $ 1,807,435 | $ -
Sanger Unified Fresno Madison Elementary 02-113377 10/05/15 | $ 1,074,793 | $ -
Ventura County Office Of Education Ventura Gateway Community Site / Design 10/09/15 | $ 579,414 | $ 579,414
Shiloh Elementary Stanislaus Shiloh Elementary 02-114062 10/19/15 | $ 2,512,441 | $ 2,512,441
Fremont Unified Alameda Irvington High 01-114765 10/29/15 | $ 4594786 | $ -
Grossmont Union High San Diego Valhala High 04-113708 10/29/15 |$ 3,637,651 | $ -
Chico Unified Butte Marsh (Harry M.) Junior High 02-114124 10/30/15 | $ 1,275,872 | $ -
Chico Unified Butte Marsh (Harry M.) Junior High 02-113742 10/30/15 | $ 756,264 | $ -
Chico Unified Butte Chico Junior High 02-114107 10/30/115 | $ 1,279,581 | $ -
Salinas Union High Monterey New High #5 01-114259 10/30/15 | $ 27,868,174 | $ -
Palm Springs Unified Riverside Raymond Cree Middle 04-114233 10/30/15 | $ 2,750,081 | $ -
Elk Grove Unified Sacramento Anatolia Il Elementary 02-113761 10/30/15 | $ 10,523,365 | $ -
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Orange County Office of Education Orange Community School #9 04-113327 11/02/15 | $ 8,081,118 | $ 8,081,118
Grossmont Union High San Diego Granite Hills High 04-113605 11/02/15 | $ 1,911,287 | $ -
Centinela Valley Union High Los Angeles Lawndale High 03-115691 11/13/15 | § 4,312,904 | $ -
Sundale Union Elementary Tulare Sundale Elementary Site / Design 11/20/15 | $ 610,993 | $ 610,993
Oak Valley Union Elementary Tulare Oak Valley Elementary Site / Design 12/01/15 | § 144,393 | § 144,393
Rocklin Unified Placer Granite Oaks Middle 02-114177 12/29/15 | $ 3,254,316 | $ -
Roseville City Elementary Placer W-70 Elementary 02-113793 01/27/16 | $ 10,788,257 | $ -
Raisin City Elementary Fresno Raisin City Elementary 02-113367 03/10/16 | $ 3,432,211 | $ 3,432,211
Porterville Unified Tulare Belleview Elementary 02-113645 03/29/16 | $ 3,109,204 | $ -
Visalia Unified Tulare New Visalia Middle 02-113561 03/29/16 | $ 14,595,102 | $ -
$ 902,167,628 | $ 80,231,494
| Total New Construction applications acknowledged by SAB: 182 $ 982,399,123
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SFP APPLICATIONS
Modernization Acknowledged Applications Received Past Existing Authority as of January 31, 2016

Estimated
50-04 Date Estimated Financial

District County Site Name DSA Number Received | State Grant (a) | Hardship (b)

Kings River-Hardwick Union Elementary Kings Kings River-Hardwick Elementary 57/63941-00-002 | 11/19/12 | $ 40,500 | $ 27,000
Rockford Elementary Tulare Rockford Elementary 57/72090-00-002 | 11/19/12 | $ 54815 | $ 36,543
Coalinga/Huron Joint Unified Fresno Coalinga High 57/62125-00-007 | 11/29/12 |$ 3,444,966 | $ -
Simi Valley Unified Ventura Royal High 57/72603-00-031 12/17/12 | $ 2,163,029 | $ 1,442,019
Ventura County Office of Education Ventura Dorothy Boswell 57/10561-00-002 | 12/18/12 | $ 651,640 | $ 434,427
Meridian Elementary Sutter Meridian Elementary 57/71415-00-002 | 12/19/12 | $ 409,086 | $ 272,724
Antioch Unified Contra Costa Antioch Middle 57/61648-00-011 12/20/12 | $ 3,195,182 | $ -
Ventura County Office of Education Ventura Carl Dwire Special 57/10561-00-003 | 12/24/12 | $ 962,427 | $ 641,618
Maple Elementary Kern Maple Elementary 57/63610-00-002 | 01/07/13 | $ 1,480,346 | $ 986,897
Sunnyside Union Elementary Tulare Sunnyside Elementary 57/72181-00-001 | 01/15/13 | $ 403,333 | $ -
Washington Unified Fresno Washington High 57/76778-00-003 | 01/28/13 | $ 1,567,059 | $ -
Walnut Valley Unified Los Angeles Chaparral Middle 57/73460-00-012 | 01/30/13 |$ 4,564,665 | $ -
Temecula Valley Unified Riverside Temecula Valley High 57/75192-00-004 | 01/30/13 | $ 1,557,685 | $ -
Santa Rita Union Elementary Monterey La Joya Elementary 57/66191-00-005 | 01/31/13 | $ 94,125 | $ 62,750
Solano County Office Of Education Solano T.C. MC Daniel Elementary 57/10488-00-027 | 02/14/13 | $ 707,890 | $ 471,927
Palm Springs Unified Riverside Della S. Lindley Elementary 57/67173-00-006 | 02/14/13 | $ 567,332 | $ -
Oceanside City Unified San Diego Burgener (Clair W.) Academy 57/73569-00-015 | 03/01/13 | $ 584,737 | $ -
Mt. Diablo Unified Contra Costa Ayers Elementary 57/61754-00-092 | 03/05/13 | $ 723,894 | $ -
Mt. Diablo Unified Contra Costa Foothill Middle 57/61754-00-093 | 03/05/13 | $ 555,111 | $ -
Mt. Diablo Unified Contra Costa Sequoia Elementary 57/61754-00-094 | 03/05/13 | $ 746,875 | $ -
Mt. Diablo Unified Contra Costa Sun Terrace Elementary 57/61754-00-095 | 03/05/13 | $ 490,256 | $ -
Mt. Diablo Unified Contra Costa Valley View Middle 57/61754-00-096 | 03/05/13 | $ 972,459 | $ -
Tulare County Office of Education Tulare L.B. Hill Learning Center 57/10546-00-006 | 03/14/13 | $ 106,461 | $ 70,974
Grossmont Union High San Diego West Hills High 57/68130-00-019 | 03/14/13 | $ 660,105 | $ -
Los Alamitos Unified Orange Oak Middle 57/73924-00-013 | 03/14/13 | $ 310,341 | $ -
McFarland Unified Kern McFarland High 57/73908-00-005 | 03/18/13 | $ 590,004 | $ -
Los Alamitos Unified Orange Weaver (Jack L.) Elementary 57/73924-00-014 | 03/25/13 | $ 3,745,997 | $ -
Cloverdale Unified Sonoma Jefferson Elementary 57/70656-00-002 | 03/28/13 | $ 376,760 | $ -
Grossmont Union High San Diego Monte Vista High 57/68130-00-020 | 04/06/13 | $ 245,733 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Garfield Elementary 57/62117-00-033 | 04/09/13 | $ 969,778 | $ -
Ross Valley Marin White Hill Middle 57/75002-00-006 | 04/09/13 | $ 444,499 | $ -
El Dorado Union High El Dorado Independence Continuation High 57/61853-00-008 | 04/12/13 | $ 186,210 | $ -
El Dorado Union High El Dorado El Dorado High 57/61853-03-001 | 04/12/13 | $ 1,973,873 | $ -
Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary Fresno Lincoln 57/62240-00-004 | 04/12/13 | $ 125,314 | $ 83,543
Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary Fresno Roosevelt 57/62240-00-005 | 04/12/13 | $ 167,085 | $ 111,390
Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary Fresno Washington 57/62240-00-006 | 04/12/13 | $ 83,543 | $ 55,695
Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary Fresno Rafer Johnson Jr. High 57/62240-00-007 | 04/12/13 | $ 103,110 | $ 68,740
Ventura County Office of Education Ventura Douglas Penfield 57/10561-00-001 04/17/13 | $ 924019 $ 616,013
Sylvan Union Elementary Stanislaus Sherwood Elementary 57/71290-00-007 | 04/30/13 |$ 2,359,622 | $ -
Atascadero Unified San Luis Obispo |Monterey Road Elementary 57/68700-00-002 | 05/02/13 | $ 3,020,507 | $ -
Rim of the World Unified San Bernardino Rim of the World HS 57/67868-00-007 | 05/07/13 | $ 4,504,760 | $ -
Wright Elementary Sonoma Wright Charter 57/71035-00-002 | 05/07/13 | $ 1,780,502 | $ -
Placentia Yorba Linda Unified Orange Valencia High 57/66647-00-034 | 05/14/13 | $ 451,098 | $ -
Desert Sands Unified Riverside Palm Desert Charter Middle 57/67058-00-016 | 05/17/13 | $ 560,445 | $ -
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Washington Unified Yolo Golden State Middle 57/72694-00-017 | 05/20/13 | $ 915,815 | $ -
Cypress Elementary Orange Arnold (A.E.) Elementary 57/66480-00-005 | 05/24/13 | $ 2,913,063 | $ -
Willits Unified Mendocino Willits High 57/65623-00-004 | 05/28/13 | $ 138,045 | $ 92,030
Simi Valley Unified Ventura Mountain View Elementary 57/72603-00-032 | 06/05/13 | $ 2,253,569 | $ -
Lemoore Union Elementary Kings Meadow Lane Elementary 57/63974-00-003 | 06/14/13 | $ 716,084 | $ 477,389
Lemoore Union Elementary Kings P.W. Engvall Elementary 57/63974-00-004 | 06/14/13 | $ 2,425,185 | $ 1,616,790
Santa Barbara Unified Santa Barbara Santa Barbara High 57/76786-00-001 | 06/28/13 | $ 644,959 | $ -
Belmont-Redwood Shores Elementary San Mateo Nesbit Elementary 57/68866-00-011 | 07/02/13 | $ 931,430 | $ -
Santa Barbara Unified Santa Barbara Adelante Charter 57/76786-00-002 | 07/02/13 | $ 688,344 | $ -
Santa Barbara Unified Santa Barbara San Marcos Senior High 57/76786-00-003 | 07/08/13 | $ 257,124 | $ -
Westminster Elementary Orange Warner Middle 57/66746-00-017 | 07/11/13 | § 399,311 [ $ -
Westminster Elementary Orange Johnson Middle 57/66746-00-018 | 07/11/13 | $ 227,174 | $ -
Desert Sands Unified Riverside Indio High 57/67058-00-017 | 07/11/13 |$ 14,402,924 | $ -
East Side Union High Santa Clara Hill (Andrew P.) High 57/69427-00-034 | 07/11/13 | § 532,380 | $ -
Martinez Unified Contra Costa Alhambra Senior High 57/61739-00-008 | 07/18/13 | $ 305,200 | $ -
Palm Springs Unified Riverside Agua Caliente Elementary 57/67173-00-007 | 07/29/13 | $ 1,005,409 | $ -
Long Beach Unified Los Angeles Roosevelt Elementary 57/64725-00-016 | 07/30/13 | $ 2,866,436 | $ -
Belmont-Redwood Shores Elementary San Mateo Cipriani Elementary 57/68866-00-012 | 08/06/13 | $ 1,077,756 | $ -
West Park Elementary Fresno West Park Elementary 57/62539-00-001 | 08/07/13 | $ 287,722 | $ 191,815
Colton Joint Unified San Bernardino  |Abraham Lincoln Elementary 57/67686-00-011 | 08/07/13 | $ 2,957,111 | $ -
Colton Joint Unified San Bernardino Mary B. Lewis Elementary 57/67686-00-012 | 08/07/13 | $ 3,054,464 | $ -
Colton Joint Unified San Bernardino Ulysses Grant Elementary 57/67686-00-013 | 08/07/13 | $ 2,991,371 | $ -
Colton Joint Unified San Bernardino Crestmore Elementary 57/67686-00-014 | 08/07/13 | $ 3,108,401 | $ -
Sylvan Union Elementary Stanislaus Woodrow Elementary 57/71290-00-008 | 08/07/13 | $ 2,587,645 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Fort Washington Elementary 57/62117-00-034 | 08/15/13 | $ 574,604 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Clovis West High 57/62117-00-035 | 08/16/13 | $ 1,808,354 | $ -
Mission Union Elementary Monterey Mission Elementary 57/66084-00-002 | 08/16/13 | $ 35,346 | $ 23,564
Guernerville Elementary Sonoma Guernerville Elementary 57/70722-00-001 08/16/13 $ 1,220,850 | $ -
Larkspur Elementary Marin San Clemente Elementary 57/65367-00-005 | 08/20/13 $ 2674612 $ -
Belmont-Redwood Shores Elementary San Mateo Central Elementary 57/68866-00-013 | 08/20/13 | $ 956,386 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Jefferson Elementary 57/62117-00-036 | 09/09/13 $ 1,669,420 | $ -
Tustin Unified Orange Currie Middle 57/73643-00-021 | 09/10/13 | $§ 2,783,554 | § -
Santa Barbara Unified Santa Barbara Dos Pueblos Senior High 57/76786-00-004 | 09/17/13 $ 430,424 | $ -
Placentia-Yorba Linda Unified Orange Travis Ranch 57/66647-00-035 | 09/25/13 | $ 1,593,332 | $ -
Lagunita Elemetnary Monterey Labunita Elementary 57/66076-00-001 | 09/27/13 | $ 38,585 | $ 25,723
Clovis Unified Fresno Clovis High 57/62117-00-037 | 10/01/13 | $ 3,145,046 | $ -
Santa Barbara Unified Santa Barbara Harding University Partnership 57/76786-00-005 | 10/07/13 | $ 527,615 | $ -
Plaza Elementary Glenn Plaza Elementary 57/62638-00-001 | 10/18/13 | $ 71,603 | $ 47,736
Los Gatos Union Elementary Santa Clara Lexington Elementary 57/69526-00-006 | 10/24/13 | $ 1,297,187 | $ 864,791
Central Unified Fresno Madison Elementary 57/73965-00-008 | 11/01/13 | $ 2,764,514 | $ -
West Contra Costa Unified Contra Costa Walther Helms Middle School 57/61796-00-048 | 11/04/13 | $ 81,498 | $ -
East Side Union High Santa Clara Silver Creek High 57/69427-00-035 | 11/07/13 | $ 256,760 | $ -
Mother Lode Union Elementary El Dorado Indian Creek Elementary 57/61929-00-003 | 11/15/13 | $ 632,432 | $ 421,621
Mother Lode Union Elementary El Dorado Herbert Green Middle 57/61929-00-004 | 11/15/13 $ 428,703 | $ 285,802
Raisin City Elementary Fresno Raisin City Elementary 57/62380-00-001 | 11/20/13 | $ 1,093,698 | $ 729,132
Paradise Unified Butte Paradise Senior High 57/61531-00-002 | 11/26/13 $ 3,830,149 | $ -
West Contra Costa Unified Contra Costa Kennedy High 57/61796-00-049 | 12/05/13 | $ 1,005,433 | $ -
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Golden Feather Union Butte Concow Elementary 57/61457-00-001 12/10/13 | $ 668,272 | $ 445,515
Foresthill Union Elementary Placer Foresthill Divide Middle 57/66837-00-001 12/20/13 | $ 847,744 | $ -
Escalon Unified San Joaquin Escalon High 57/68502-00-002 | 12/23/13 | $ 6,841,377 | $ -
Mill Valley Elementary Marin Strawberry Point Elementary 57/65391-00-007 | 01/06/14 | $ 1,156,788 | $ -
Mill Valley Elementary Marin Park Elementary 57/65391-00-008 | 01/07/14 | $ 551,469 | $ -
Pomona Unified Los Angeles Garey High 57/64907-00-024 | 01/23/14 | $ 3,929,090 | $ 2,619,393
Pomona Unified Los Angeles Ponoma High 57/64907-00-025 | 01/23/14 | $ 1,986,926 | $ 1,324,617
Long Beach Unified Los Angeles Lindsey Academy 57/64725-00-017 | 01/24/14 | $ 3,992,966 | $ 2,661,977
Long Beach Unified Los Angeles Newcomb Elementary 57/64725-00-018 | 01/27/14 | $ 6,936,326 | $ -
Colton Joint Unified San Bernardino  [Jurupa Vista Elementary 57/67686-00-015 | 02/06/14 | $ 1,059,267 | $ -
Colton Joint Unified San Bernardino  |Cooley Ranch Elementary 57/67686-00-016 | 02/06/14 | $ 803,672 | $ -
Colton Joint Unified San Bernardino  |Reche Canyon Elementary 57/67686-00-017 | 02/06/14 | $ 711,249 | $ -
Los Molinos Unified Tehama Vina Elementary 57/71571-00-001 02/06/14 $ 848,310 | $ 565,540
Los Molinos Unified Tehama Los Molinos Elementary 57/71571-00-002 | 02/06/14 $ 1,616,932 | $ 1,077,955
Los Molinos Unified Tehama Los Molinos High 57/71571-00-003 | 02/06/14 | $ 1,635,022 | $ 1,090,015
Orange Unified Orange Anaheim Hills Elementary 57/66621-00-053 | 02/12/14 | $ 904,131 | $ -
Savanna Elementary Orange Holder Elementary 57/66696-00-004 | 02/24/14 | $ 3,596,904 | $ -
Visalia Unified Tulare Visalia Technical Educational Center 57/72256-00-020 | 02/24/14 | $ 819,813 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Valley Oak Elementary 57/62117-00-038 | 03/07/14 | $ 2,541,716 | $ -
West Contra Costa Unified Contra Costa Valley View Elementary 57/61796-00-050 | 03/14/14 | $ 1,528,093 | $ -
Rowland Unified Los Angeles Le Seda Elementary 57/73452-00-033 | 03/18/14 | $ 259,769 | $ -
Saddleback Valley Unified Orange El Toro High 57/73635-00-033 | 03/18/14 | $ 440,310 | $ -
Trinidad Union Humboldt Trinidad Elementary 57/63057-00-001 | 03/20/14 | $ 635,043 | $ -
Newport-Mesa Unified Orange Tewinkle (Charles) Intermediate 57/66597-00-034 | 03/21/14 | $ 774,482 | $ -
Cutten Elementary Humboldt Ridgewood Elementary 57/62745-00-001 | 03/26/14 | $ 481,995 | $ 321,330
Burton Elementary Tulare Oak Grove Elementary 57/71837-00-005 | 04/01/14 | $ 228,214 | $ 152,143
Burton Elementary Tulare Burton Elementary 57/71837-00-006 | 04/01/14 | $ 155,842 | $ 103,895
Burton Elementary Tulare Jim Maples Academy 57/71837-00-007 | 04/01/14 $ 102,584 | $ 68,389
Pleasant View Elementary Tulare Pleasant View Elementary 57/72058-00-002 | 04/01/14 $ 154,470 | $ 102,980
Palm Springs Unified Riverside Landau Elementary 57/67173-00-008 | 04/08/14 | $ 680,152 | $ -
Fremont Union High Santa Clara Cupertino High 57/69468-00-014 | 04/08/14 $ 1,941,171 | $ -
Three Rivers Union Elementary Tulare Three Rivers Elementary 57/72207-00-002 | 04/11/14 $ 1,274,873 | $ 849,915
Fremont Union High Santa Clara Monta Vista High 57/69468-00-015 | 04/16/14 | $ 138,034 | $ -
Island Union Elementary Kings Island Elementary 57/63933-00-001 | 04/24/14 | $ 601,694 | $ 401,129
Solano County Office of Education Solano Golden Hills High Education Center 57/10488-00-022 | 04/28/14 | $ 451,082 | $ 300,721
Solano County Office of Education Solano Silveyville Elementary 57/10488-00-031 | 04/28/14 | $ 121,696 | $ 81,131
Wilmar Union Elementary Sonoma Wilson Elementary 57/71019-00-002 | 05/05/14 | $ 187,079 | $ -
McFarland Unified Kern McFarland High 57/73908-00-006 | 05/12/14 | $ 910,260 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco Roosevelt Middle 57/68478-00-043 | 05/14/14 | $ 6,546,362 | $ -
Woodlake Unified Tulare Woodlake High 57/76794-00-002 | 05/14/14 | $ 2,224,098 | $ 1,482,732
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Agnes Weber Meade 57/10587-00-001 | 05/15/14 | $ 30,689 | $ 20,460
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Anna Bell Karr 57/10587-00-002 | 05/15/14 | $ 19,858 | $ 13,239
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Goldfield Special Education 57/10587-00-003 | 05/15/14 | $ 34,300 | $ 22,866
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Spring Valley Special Education 57/10587-00-004 | 05/15/14 | $ 14,442 | $ 9,628
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Virginia 57/10587-00-005 | 05/15/14 | $ 102,899 | $ 68,600
Yuba County Office of Education Yuba Virginia @ Yuba College 57/10587-00-006 | 05/15/14 | $ 9,414 | $ 6,276
Woodlake Unified Tulare Francis J. White Learning Center 57/76794-00-001 | 05/23/14 | $ 483,935 | $ 322,623
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Pasadena Unified Los Angeles Hamilton Elementary 57/64881-00-035 | 06/02/14 | $ 155,909 | $ -
Placentia-Yorba Linda Unified Orange Valencia High 57/66647-00-036 | 06/06/14 | $ 1,476,996 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco Monroe Elementary 57/68478-00-044 | 06/09/14 | $ 1,790,050 | $ -
Grossmont Union High San Diego Grossmont High 57/68130-00-021 | 06/12/14 | $ 10,350,256 | $ -
Lincoln Unified San Joaquin Tully C. Knoles 57/68569-00-013 | 06/12/14 | $ 3,264,695 | $ -
Lincoln Unified San Joaquin Colonial Heights 57/68569-00-014 | 06/12/14 | $ 3,200,930 | $ -
Mendota Unified Fresno Washington Elementary 57/75127-00-005 | 06/13/14 | $ 2,051,645 | $ -
Mendota Unified Fresno McCabe Elementary 57/75127-00-006 | 06/13/14 | $ 1,213,513 | $ -
Willow Unified Glenn Murdock Elementary 57/62661-00-001 | 06/16/14 | $ 368,667 | $ 245,778
Willow Unified Glenn Willows Intermediate 57/62661-00-002 | 06/16/14 | $ 273,805 [ $ 182,537
Willow Unified Glenn Willows High 57/62661-00-003 | 06/16/14 | $ 385,668 | $ 257,112
Willow Unified Glenn Willows Commuinty High 57/62661-00-004 | 06/16/14 | $ 15,415 | $ 10,277
San Francisco Unified San Francisco George Peabody Elementary 57/68478-00-045 | 06/17/14 | $ 1,480,027 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco Sunnyside Elementary 57/68478-00-046 | 06/19/14 $ 2432319 $ -
Porterville Unified Tulare Los Robles Elementary 57/75523-00-013 | 06/23/14 $ 1,809,429 | $ -
Norris Kern Norris Middle 57/63693-00-001 | 07/11/14 | $ 3,778,378 | $ -
Atascadero Unified San Luis Obispo |Carrisa Plains Elementary 57/68700-00-003 | 07/18/14 $ 338,993 | $ -
Lindsay Unified Tulare Lincoln Elementary 57/71993-00-006 | 07/18/14 | $ 1,863,613 | $ -
Lindsay Unified Tulare Jefferson Elementary 57/71993-00-007 | 07/18/14 | $ 1,873,215 | $ -
Lindsay Unified Tulare Washington Elementary 57/71993-00-008 | 07/18/14 | $ 1,473,110 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco Jose Ortega Elementary 57/68478-00-047 | 07/21/14 | $ 3,021,862 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco Caesar Chavez Elementary 57/68478-00-048 | 07/21/14 | $ 2,804,600 | $ -
Kings Canyon Joint Unified Fresno Dunlap Elementary 57/62265-00-24 | 08/05/14 | $ 599,538 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Dry Creek Elementary 57/62117-00-039 | 08/07/14 | $ 1,949,260 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Tarpey Elementary 57/62117-00-040 | 08/07/14 | $ 1,256,365 | $ -
Porterville Unified Tulare Roche Elementary 57/75523-00-014 | 08/08/14 | $ 250,000 | $ -
Rosemead Elementary Los Angeles Jason (Mildred B.) Elementary 57/64931-00-006 | 08/12/14 | $ 187,310 | $ -
Rosemead Elementary Los Angeles Shuey (Emma W.) Elementary 57/64931-00-007 | 08/12/14 | $ 45148 | $ -
Rosemead Elementary Los Angeles Encinita Elementary 57/64931-00-008 | 08/12/14 | $ 39,262 | $ -
Rosemead Elementary Los Angeles Savannah Elementary 57/64931-00-009 | 08/12/14 | $ 173,302 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco Yick Wo Elementary 57/68478-00-049 | 08/12/14 $ 1,612,684 | $ -
Santa Barbara Unified Santa Barbara Adams Elementary 57/76786-00-006 | 08/13/14 $ 368,825 | $ -
Fortuna Union High Humbolt East High (Continuation) 57/62810-00-004 | 08/20/14 | $ 1,007,075 | $ -
Templeton Unified San Luis Obispo |[Templeton Middle 57/68841-00-003 | 08/20/14 | $ 834,170 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Clark Intermediate 57/62117-00-041 | 09/05/14 | $ 4,570,058 | $ -
Ross Valley Marin White Hill Middle 57/75002-00-007 | 09/05/14 | $ 1,338,237 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Clovis West High 57/62117-00-042 | 09/16/14 | $ 517,691 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Miramonte Elementary 57/62117-00-043 | 09/16/14 | $ 783,242 | $ -
Morongo Unified San Bernardino  |Yucca Valley High 57/67777-00-008 | 09/16/14 | $ 5,410,602 | $ -
Colton Joint Unified San Bernardino  |Zimmerman Elementary 57/67686-00-018 | 09/17/14 | $ 2,888,885 | $ -
Colton Joint Unified San Bernardino  [D'Arcy Elementary 57/67686-00-019 | 09/17/14 | $ 520,433 | $ -
Lindsay Unified Tulare Reagan Elementary 57/71993-00-009 | 09/19/14 | $ 1,340,413 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Sierra Vista Elementary 57/62117-00-044 | 09/23/14 [ $ 1,672,984 | $ -
Colton Joint Unified San Bernardino Terrace View Elementary 57/67686-00-020 | 09/25/14 $ 2,362,795 | $ -
Colton Joint Unified San Bernardino Ruth O. Harris Middle 57/67686-00-021 10/03/14 $ 1,374,808 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Temperance-Kutner Elementary 57/62117-00-045 | 10/06/14 $ 1,946,252 | $ -
Santa Barbara Unified Santa Barbara Washington Elementary 57/76786-00-007 | 10/08/14 | $ 631,223 | $ -
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San Francisco Unified San Francisco Burton (Philip A.) High 57/68478-00-050 | 10/10/14 | $ 16,274,305 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco James Lick Middle 57/68478-00-051 10/22/14 | $ 4,192,285 | $ -
Solano County Office of Education Solano Jones (K. |.) Elementary 57/10488-00-024 | 10/23/14 | $ 289,236 | $ 192,824
Solano County Office of Education Solano Golden West Middle 57/10488-00-030 | 10/23/14 | $ 118,789 | $ 79,193
Ripon Unified San Joaquin Weston Elementary 57/68650-00-003 | 10/23/14 | $ 401,234 | $ -
Simi Valley Unified Ventura White Oak Elementary 57/72603-00-033 | 10/29/14 | $ 2,310,557 | $ -
Oxnard Elementary Ventura McAuliffe Elementary 57/72538-00-025 | 11/13/14 | $ 97,430 | $ -
Oxnard Elementary Ventura Fremont Middle 57/72538-00-026 | 11/13/14 | $ 890,364 | $ -
Newport-Mesa Unified Orange Corona Del Mar High 57/66597-00-035 | 11/19/14 | $ 234,518 | $ -
Visalia Unified Tulare Redwood High 57/72256-00-021 | 12/03/14 | $ 661,554 | $ -
Mill Valley Elementary Marin Tamalpais Valley Elementary 57/65391-00-009 | 12/05/14 | $ 1,362,980 | $ 908,653
Clovis Unified Fresno Gettysburg Elementary 57/62117-00-046 | 12/23/14 | $ 2,608,021 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco Academy of Arts and Sciences 57/68478-00-052 | 12/23/14 $ 1,966,320 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco Ruth Asawa School of the Arts 57/68478-00-053 | 12/23/14 $ 3,754,264 | $ -
Manzanita Elementary Butte Manzanita Elementary 57/61499-00-001 12/30/14 $ 1,593,606 | $ 1,062,404
Biggs Unified Butte Biggs Elementary 57/61408-00-001 | 02/03/15 | $ 1,642,384 | $ 1,094,923
Biggs Unified Butte Biggs High 57/61408-00-002 | 02/03/15 | $§ 1,724,424 | $ 1,149,616
Biggs Unified Butte Biggs Middle 57/61408-00-003 | 02/03/15 | $ 747171 $ 498,114
Biggs Unified Butte Richvale Elementary 57/61408-00-004 | 02/03/15 | $ 239,872 [ $ 159,915
Saddleback Valley Unified Orange La Tierra Elementary 57/73635-00-034 | 02/03/15 | $ 876,002 | $ -
Long Beach Unified Los Angeles David Starr Jordan High 57/64725-00-019 | 02/05/15 | $ 5,707,593 | $ -
Anaheim City Elementary Orange Stoddard Elementary 57/66423-00-031 | 02/17/15 | $ 4,909,955 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco McKinley Elementary 57/68478-00-054 | 02/17/15 | $ 2,089,664 | $ -
Jefferson Elementary San Joaquin Jefferson Elementary 57/68544-00-001 | 03/19/15 | $ 2,446,857 | $ -
Elk Grove Unified Sacramento Dillard Elementary 57/67314-00-019 | 03/23/15 | $ 1,154,316 | $ -
Fremont Union High Santa Clara Homestead High 57/69468-00-016 | 03/25/15 | $ 1,331,043 | $ -
Capay Joint Union Elementary Glenn Capay Joint Union Elementary 57/62554-00-002 | 03/27/15 | $ 1,111,598 | $§ 741,065
Bakersfield City Elementary Kern Compton Junior High 57/63321-00-016 | 04/08/15 | $ 4,599,539 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco Longfellow Elementary 57/68478-00-055 | 04/14/15 $ 3,843211 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco Daniel Webster Elementary 57/68478-00-056 | 05/04/15 $ 2560618 | $ -
Temple City Unified Los Angeles Cloverly Elementary 57/65052-00-009 | 05/14/15 | $ 1,621,094 | $ -
Burrel Union Elementary Fresno Burrel Elementary 57/62042-00-001 05/22/15 $ 83,711 | $ 55,807
Sanger Unified Fresno Lincoln Elementary 57/62414-00-014 | 05/28/15 | $ 949,356 | $ -
San Francisco Unified San Francisco Paul Revere Elementary 57/68478-00-057 | 05/29/15 | $ 3,320,537 | $ -
Palm Springs Unified Riverside Wenzlaff (Edward) Elementary 57/67173-00-009 | 06/11/15 | $ 3,421,451 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Weldon Elementary 57/62117-00-047 | 06/19/15 | $ 2,619,029 | $ -
Dinuba Unified Tulare Lincoln Elementary 57/75531-00-010 | 06/22/15 | $ 186,152 | $ 124,101
Dinuba Unified Tulare Roosevelt Elementary 57/75531-00-011 | 06/22/15 | $ 70,902 | $ 47,268
Brawley Elementary Imperial Hidalgo Elementary 57/63073-00-002 | 06/25/15 | $ 867,851 | $ -
Temple City Unified Los Angeles La Rosa Elementary 57/65052-00-010 | 06/26/15 | $ 1,707,141 | $ -
Culver City Unified Los Angeles Farragut Elementary 57/64444-00-011 | 07/27/15 | $ 572,219 | $ -
Solano County Office of Education Solano Armijo High 57/10488-00-020 | 08/03/15 | $ 277,700 | $ 185,133
Solano County Office of Education Solano Grange Middle 57/10488-00-028 | 08/03/15 | $ 126,151 | $ 84,101
Twin Rivers Unified Sacramento Del Paso Heights Elementary 57/76505-00-041 | 08/06/15 | $ 268,395 | $ -
Clovis Unified Fresno Kastner Intermediate 57/62117-00-048 | 08/07/15 $ 1,079,855 | $ -
Culver City Unified Los Angeles Culver City Middle 57/64444-00-012 | 08/11/15 | $ 187,161 | $ -
Pomona Unified Los Angeles Lexington Elementary 57/64907-00-026 | 09/02/15 | $ 1,273,323 | $ -
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Pomona Unified Los Angeles Philadelphia Elementary 57/64907-00-027 | 09/02/15 | $ 1,243,356 | $ -
Newport-Mesa Unified Orange Newport Harbor High 57/66597-00-036 | 09/22/15 | $ 1,133,733 | $ -
Taft City Elementary Kern Jefferson Elementary 57/63800-00-005 | 09/28/15 | $ 962,991 | $ -
Taft City Elementary Kern Conley Elementary 57/63800-00-006 | 09/30/15 | $ 699,785 | $ -
Grossmont Union High San Diego Monte Vista High 57/68130-00-022 | 10/01/15 | $ 295,357 | $ -
Sanger Unified Fresno Madison Elementary 57/62414-00-015 | 10/05/15 | $ 1,637,493 | $ -
Alta Vista Elementary Tulare Alta Vista Elementary 57/71811-00-003 | 10/02/15 | $ 157,085 | $ 104,723
Ventura County Office of Education Ventura Gateway Community 57/10561-00-005 | 10/09/15 | $ 80,188 | $ 53,459
Ventura County Office of Education Ventura Dean Triggs 57/10561-00-006 | 10/09/15 | $ 28,249 | $ 18,833
Culver City Unified Los Angeles Culver City High 57/64444-00-013 | 10/19/15 | $ 452,893 | $ -
Newman Crows Landing Unified Stanislaus Bonita Elementary 57/73601-00-003 | 10/23/15 | $ 427,220 | $ -
Saddleback Valley Unified Orange La Tierra Elementary 57/73635-00-035 | 10/26/15 | $ 1,616,860 | $ -
Chico Unified Butte Bidwell Junior High 57/61424-00-005 | 10/30/15 | $ 553,205 | $ -
San Juan Unified Sacramento Winston Churchill Middle 57/67447-00-059 | 10/30/15 $ 968,435 | $ -
Central Elementary San Bernardino Valle Vista Elementary 57/67645-00-005 | 11/03/15 $ 2,306,776 | $ -
Pomona Unified Los Angeles Ganesha Senior High 57/64907-00-028 | 11/23/15 $ 2225949 | $ -
Santa Barbara Unified Santa Barbara Goleta Valley Junior High 57/76786-00-008 | 11/30/15 | $ 264,781 | $ -
Oak Valley Union Elementary Tulare Oak Valley Elementary 57/72017-00-003 | 12/01/15 | $ 132,941 | $ 88,627
Placentia-Yorba Linda Unified Orange Valencia High 57/66647-00-037 | 12/07/15 | $ 2,164,084 | $ -
Tipton Elementary Tulare Tipton Elementary 57/72215-00-002 | 01/05/16 | $ 188,481 | $ 125,654
Antioch Unified Contra Costa Antioch High 57/61648-00-012 | 01/22/16 | $ 1,003,154 | $ -
San Ramon Unified Contra Costa Armstrong Elementary 57/61804-00-023 | 01/29/16 | $ 743,550 | $ -
Grossmont Union High San Diego Mt. Miguel High 57/68130-00-023 | 02/10/16 | $ 733,800 | $ -
Grossmont Union High San Diego Grossmont High 57/68130-00-024 | 02/11/16 | $ 9,983,465 | $ -
Happy Valley Elementary Santa Cruz Happy Valley Elementary 57/69757-00-001 | 02/24/16 | $ 104,437 | $ 69,624
Sanger Unified Fresno John Wash Elementary 57/62414-00-016 | 02/25/16 | $ 519,190 | $ -
Reef-Sunset Unified Kings Avenal Elementary 57/73932-00-005 | 02/26/16 | $ 305,851 | $ 203,900
Reef-Sunset Unified Kings Avenal High 57/73932-00-006 | 02/26/16 | $ 101,541 | $ 67,694
Reef-Sunset Unified Kings Kettleman City Elementary 57/73932-00-007 | 02/26/16 | $ 118,718 | § 79,145
Reef-Sunset Unified Kings Reef Sunset Middle 57/73932-00-008 | 02/26/16 | $ 201,989 | $ 134,659
Reef-Sunset Unified Kings Sunrise High 57/73932-00-009 | 02/26/16 | $ 23,729 | $ 15,820
Culver City Unified Los Angeles La Ballona Elementary 57/64444-00-014 | 03/07/16 | $ 449,119 | $ -
Azusa Unified Los Angeles Sierra Contuation High 57/64279-00-014 | 03/17/16 | $ 45,436 | $ -
$ 389,564,250 | $ 32,312,679

l Total Modernization applications acknowledged by SAB: 265 $ 421,876,929
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INFORMATION ITEM

SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM
OFFICE OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION FUNDING WORKLOAD LISTING
(Applications Received Through March 31, 2016)

The New Construction and Modernization projects on this list represent completed applications awaiting the
Office of Public School Construction processing and scheduling to the State Allocation Board.

This list includes future workload that is identified as:
e Pending reflects workload that has been processed by the OPSC but awaiting further
information/documentation from the district.
¢ Reviewing reflects currently being processed by the OPSC.

Pursuant to SFP Regulation Section 1859.95.1, this list also includes applications that were received, but not

reviewed by the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC). This list is presented to the State Allocation Board for
acknowledgement.

This list is also available on the Internet and is updated on the first and third Fridays of each month.
www.dgs.ca.gov/opsc
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School Facility Program Applications within Bond Authority*
- in millions of dollars, as of March 31, 2016 -

Modernization - Facility
Hardship (Seismic)
$2.0

*The projects on this report only represents completed applications that are awaiting Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) processing and scheduling to the State
Allocation Board. It does not reflect the Office of Public School Construction’s complete workload or guarantee the project is within available bond authority.

** Includes Facility Hardship Non-Seismic applications.

This list includes future workload that is identified as:

- Pending reflects workload that has been processed by OPSC but awaiting further information/documentation from the district.
- Reviewing reflects currently being processed by OPSC.
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SFP APPLICATIONS
New Construction School Facilities Program
- Workload as of March 31, 2016 -

Application 50-04 Date | Estimated State Financial

District County Site Name Number Received Grant (a) Hardship (b)
Martinez Unified Contra Costa Vincente Martinez Continuation High 51/61739-00-002 | 12/22/15 | $ 2,895,512 | $ -
Martinez Unified Contra Costa Briones Alternative High 51/61739-00-003 | 12/22/15 | $ 1,644,779 | $ -
Grass Valley Elementary Nevada Yuba River Charter 54/66332-00-002 | 02/23/16 | $ 4475469 | $ -
Natomas Unified Sacramento Natomas Charter School 54/75283-00-003 | 03/18/16 | $ 1,757,735 | $ -
Natomas Unified Sacramento Natomas Charter School 54/75283-00-004 | 03/18/16 | $ 1,541,864 | $ -
$ 12,315,359 $ -
NEW CONSTRUCTION FUNDING SUB-TOTALS| $ -1 $ -
NEW CONSTRUCTION FACILITY HARDSHIP - NON SEISMIC| $ 4540,291 | $ -
NEW CONSTRUCTION FUNDING TOTAL| $ 4,540,291

NEW CONSTRUCTION FACILITY HARDSHIP - SEISMIC

CHARTER TOTAL| $ 7,775,068 | $ -
OVERCROWDED RELIEF GRANT TOTAL| $ -1 $ -

(a) Represents estimated state share of project including excessive cost grants. Amounts shown have not been reviewed by the OPSC for compliance with all School Facility Program

(b) Represents estimated financial hardship. Amounts shown have not been reviewed by the OPSC for compliance with all School Facility Program requirements.

(c) OPSC'’s presentation of these projects to the SAB is subject to available bond authority.

*Facility Hardship project requesting Seismic Mitigation Program funding.
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SFP APPLICATIONS
Modernization School Facilities Program
- Workload as of March 31, 2016 -

Application 50-04 Date Estimated Financial

District County Site Name Number Received | State Grant (a) | Hardship (b)
Brawley Union High Imperial Brawley High 58/63081-00-002* | 10/07/15 | $ 1,972,079 | $ -
Marysville Joint Unified Yuba Lindhurst High 58/72736-00-001 12/28/15 | $ 1,144915 | $ -
Ocean View Elementary Orange Lake View Elementary 58/66613-00-002 | 03/21/16 | $ 8,090,018 | $ -
Ocean View Elementary Orange Oak View Elementary 58/66613-00-003 | 03/21/16 | $ 8,167,801 | $ -
$ 19,374,813 ] $ -
MODERNIZATION FUNDING SUBTOTALS| $ -1 $ -
MODERNIZATION FACILITY HARDSHIP - NON SEISMIC| $ 17,402,734 | $ -
TOTAL MODERNIZATION FUNDING| $ 17,402,734
MODERNIZATION FACILITY HARDSHIP - SEISMIC| $ 1,972,079 | $ -

(a) Represents estimated 60% state share of project including excessive cost grants. Sesimic Mitigation Program projects represents the estimated 50% state share of project. Amounts
shown have not been reviewed by the OPSC for compliance with all School Facility Program requirements.

(b) Represents estimated financial hardship. Amounts shown have not been reviewed by the OPSC for compliance with all School Facility Program requirements.

(c) OPSC'’s presentation of these projects to the SAB is subject to available bond authority.

*Facility Hardship project requesting Seismic Mitigation Program funding.
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SFP APPLICATIONS
Overcrowding Relief Grant - School Facilities Program
- Workload as of March 31, 2016 -

Application 50-04 Date ORG
District County Site Number Received State Share Status
Newhall Elementary Los Angeles Valencia Valley Elementary 56/64832-00-001* | 7/30/2013 | $ 1,157,110 | Beyond Authority
Pasadena Unified Los Angeles Sierra Madre Middle 56/64881-00-002* | 7/31/2013 | $ 358,948 | Beyond Authority
Newhall Elementary Los Angeles Meadows Elementary 56/64832-00-002* | 7/30/2013 | $ 1,371,392 | Beyond Authority
Val Verde Unified Riverside Southeast High 56/75242-00-001* | 5/22/2013 | $ 7,338,095 | Beyond Authority
Covina Valley Unified |Riverside Sierra Vista Middle 56/64436-01-001* | 7/29/2013 | $ 4,311,517 | Beyond Authority
Chaffey Joint Union San Bernardino  |Ontario High 56/67652-00-003* | 7/25/2013 | $ 8,739,582 | Beyond Authority
$ 23,276,644

* Overcrowding Relief Grant applications received by OPSC for the 2013 Filing Round. The OPSC has not yet reviewed the total grant requested
and the total number of projects exceed available bond authority. Placement on this list does not confirm funding.
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INFORMATION ITEM

FACILITY HARDSHIP/REHABILITATION APPROVALS WITHOUT
FUNDING

As of January 27, 2016
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FACILITY HARDSHIP/REHABILITATION APPROVALS WITHOUT FUNDING

As of January 27, 2016 State Allocation Board

FACILITY HARDSHIP
. AB Funaiin ,
. Application . S U d g Estimated Stafe
School District County | Program School Site Name | Approval |Application Due
Number Grant
Date Date
Santa Barbara Unified ~ |Santa Barbara ,\Sni'lsgr;t'; ] 51/76786-00-001  |Santa Barbara High 6/25/2014 12/25/2015*  |[$ 2,810,791
Somis Union Ventura ;ng:ﬁip 51/72611-00-001  |Somis Elementary 2/24/2015 9/20/2016 TBD
Martinez Unified Contra Costa || 2SI 51/61739-00:002 | cente Martinez Cont /252014 | 11/25/2016% | § 1,999,022
Hardship High
Martinez Unified Contra Costa ;ng:ﬁip 51/61739-00-003  |Briones Alternative High 11/25/2014 11/25/2016™* $ 774,254
Long Beach Unified ~ |Los Angeles ,\Sni'lsgr;t'; ] 51/64725-00-001  |Hamilton Junior High 1/27/2016 912612017  |$ 4,578,906
Estimated Total Need (State Share)[ $ 10,162,973
REHABILITATION
SAB Funding .
L, Application , . Estimated State
School District County | Program P School Site Name | Approval |Application Due
Number Grant
Date Date
Los Molinos Unified ~ [Tehama Eifgglp 58/71571-00-001  |Vina Elementary School | 8/20/2014 21202016 | $ 109,492
Scotia Union Elementary [Humboldt | 251 58/63024-00-004 | 212ood Murphy 4/15/2015 4242016 |$ 4,052,500
Hardship Elementary
West Contra Costa Contra Costa ;i'lzr:t'; ] 58/61796-00-003  |Crespi Junior High 2124/2015 82412016 | $ 943,871
West Contra Costa Contra Costa ;i'lzr:t'; ] 58/61796-00-005  |Pinole Valley High 5/27/2015 11272016 |$ 1,960,644
Maple Elementary Kem Eifgglp 58/63610-00-001 | Maple Elementary 12/9/2015 6/9/2017 $ 1,691,752
Estimated Total Need (State Share) $ 8,758,259
Facilty Hardship and Rehabilltation Estimated Total Need (State Share)| s 15 901 230

* Request for extension of conceptual approval received 10/21/2015.
**Application for Funding Received 12/22/2015
***Received unfunded approval for design funding of $253,763.

211





INFORMATION ITEM

FINANCIAL HARDSHIP PROGRAM QUALIFYING CRITERIA

Regulation Section 1859.81. Financial Hardship.

Except for Joint-Use Projects and Career Technical Education Facilities Projects, a district is eligible for financial

hardship to fund all or a portion of its matching share requirement after demonstrating the requirements of (a), (c),

and (d) below:

(@) The district is financially unable to provide all necessary matching funds for an eligible project. To determine this, an
analysis shall be made of the district's financial records by the OPSC including data and records maintained by the
CDE and the County Office of Education. The analysis shall consist of a review of the district's latest Independent
Audit regarding funds available from all capital facility accounts, including, but not limited to, developer fees, funds
generated from capital facility certificates of participation, federal grants, redevelopment funds, sale proceeds from
surplus property, the appraised value of facilities approved for replacement pursuant to Section 1859.82, bond funds
either encumbered, unencumbered or authorized but unsold, and savings from other SFP projects. All funds thus
identified that have not been expended or encumbered by a contractual agreement for a specific capital outlay purpose
prior to the initial request for financial hardship status shall be deemed available as a matching contribution.

After the initial request for financial hardship status is granted, no further encumbrances will be approved by the
OPSC and all prospective revenue made available to the district’s capital facility accounts shall be deemed
available as matching contribution on the subsequent financial hardship review, with the exception of:

(1) Approved interim housing expenditures.

(2) Funding to pay for previously recognized multi-year encumbrances approved at the initial financial hardship approval.

(3) Funding that is transferred into a Special Reserve Fund and is used for the express purpose of the Federal

Renovation Program when the amount expended out of that fund does not exceed the maximum Federal

Renovation Grant amount.

(4) Funding that is transferred into a Special Reserve Fund and is used for the express purpose of the School
Facilities Needs Assessment Grant Program or Emergency Repair Program when the amount expended out of
that fund does not exceed the maximum grant amount apportioned.

(5) Funding that is transferred into a Special Reserve Fund and is used for the express purpose of the Career
Technical Education Facilities Program when the amount expended out of that fund does not exceed the
applicant’s share of the maximum grant amount apportioned.

(6) Funding that is transferred into a Special Reserve Fund and used for the express purpose of the Overcrowding
Relief Grant when the amount expended out of that fund does not exceed the amount of the site acquisition and
design costs of the project and the district has submitted an approved Form SAB 50-11.

(7) Funding that is used for the express purpose of reimbursing the State a proportionate share of financial hardship
received when there has been a transfer of a special education program and title to the facility. In addition, the
funding was used within five years of the title transfer.

(8) Funding to pay for obtaining a structural report pursuant to Section 1859.82 for an approvable and funded
seismic mitigation project.

(9) All other capital facility funding for a period of three years when no subsequent financial hardship request is made
during this period, with the exception of the funding identified in (6). The three-year period begins with the date of
the most recent financial hardship new construction or modernization adjusted grant funding apportionment.

When Overcrowding Relief Grant funding is set aside pursuant to (6) and the School District has not submitted,
or the OPSC has not accepted, a Form SAB 50-04 for an Overcrowding Relief Grant within three years from the
date of deposit into the Special Reserve Fund, or the School District has not met the requirements in Sections

1859.90 or 1859.105, remaining funds plus interest accrued at the Pooled Money Investment Board rate at that
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time period shall be deemed available as matching contribution on a subsequent financial hardship project or be
captured through an audit adjustment pursuant to Section 1859.106.

The financial hardship analysis is subject to approval by the Board.

(b) From the funds deemed available as a matching contribution, the district may retain $19,776 per classroom in
each enrollment reporting period for the cost to provide interim housing for the currently unhoused pupils of the
district. The amount shown shall be adjusted annually in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.71. The
number of classrooms needed for interim housing for the currently unhoused pupils shall be the sum of the
positive numbers determined in (b)(7) as follows:

(1) Determine the current enroliment of the district by grade level as shown on the latest Form SAB 50-01.

(2) Determine the New Construction Grants apportioned by grade level for all SFP projects and LPP funded under

the provisions of Sections 1859.12 or 1859.13 where the district has submitted Form SAB 50-06 indicating that

the project is 100 percent complete.

Subtract (b)(2) from (b)(1).

Determine the number of classrooms by grade level reported in Part 1, Line 8 on Form SAB 50-02.

Multiply the classrooms determined in (b)(4) by 25 for K-6, 27 for 7-12, 13 for Non-Severe and 9 for Severe.

Subtract the product determined in (b)(5) from the difference determined in (b)(3) by grade level.

Divide the difference by grade level determined in (b)(6) by 25 for K-6, 27 for 7-12, 13 for Non-Severe and 9 for

Severe and round up to the nearest whole number.
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From the funds deemed available as a matching contribution, the district may also retain $19,776 per portable toilet
unit in each reporting period for the cost to provide necessary interim toilet facilities for the currently unhoused pupils
of the district. The amount shown shall be adjusted annually in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.71. The
number of toilet facilities needed for interim housing shall be the sum of the positive numbers determined in (0)(7)
divided by eight rounded up to the nearest whole number.

From the funds deemed available as a matching contribution, the district may also retain $19,776 per classroom in
each reporting period for the cost to provide necessary interim housing for the currently unhoused pupils displaced as
a result of a SAB approved seismic mitigation project pursuant to Section 1859.82. The amount shown shall be
adjusted annually in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.71. The number of classrooms needed for interim
housing shall be the quotient of the displaced pupils by 25 for K-6, 27 for 7-12, 13 for Non-Severe and 9 for Severe
and round up to the nearest whole number.

If the district’s available funds, as determined by the OPSC analysis less costs for interim housing, is less than its
matching share, the district will be deemed to have met the requirements of this Subsection.

(c) The district has made all reasonable efforts to fund its matching share of the project by demonstrating it is levying the
developer fee justified under law or an alternative revenue source equal to or greater than the developer fee otherwise
justified under law at the time of request for hardship and the district meets at least one of the following:

(1) The current outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district issued for the purpose of constructing school
facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.35 or 17074.25 as appropriate, at the time of
request for financial hardship status, is at least 60 percent of the district’s total bonding capacity. Outstanding
bonded indebtedness includes that part of general obligation bonds, Mello-Roos Bonds, School Facility
Improvement District Bonds and certificates of participation which the district is paying a debt service that was
issued for capital outlay school facility purposes.

(2) The district had a successful registered voter bond election for at least the maximum amount allowed under
Proposition 39 within the previous two years from the date of request for financial hardship status. The proceeds
from the bond election that represent the maximum amount allowed under the provisions of Proposition 39 must
be used to fund the district's matching share requirement for SFP project(s).

(3) Iltis a County Superintendent of Schools.

(4) The district's total bonding capacity at the time of the request for financial hardship status is $5 million or less.

(5) Other evidence of reasonable effort as approved by the SAB.
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If the district's request for financial hardship status is denied by the Board, the district may be deemed eligible for rental
payments of $2,000 per year per classroom under the Emergency School Classroom Law of 1979 for a two year period when
relocatable classroom buildings are available and the district provides financial documentation that it is unable to afford the
full rental amount and any other information satisfactory to the Board that the rental reduction is necessary. The number of
classrooms eligible for the $2,000 rental payments shall be the sum of the numbers determined in (c)(5)(B) as follows:

(A) Determine the number of pupils by grade level that the district requested a New Construction Grant on the Form
SAB 50-04 that were denied financial hardship status.

(B) Divide the number by grade level determined in (c)(5)(A) by 25 for K-6, 27 for 7-12, 13 for Non-Severe and 9 for
Severe and round up to the nearest whole number.

(d) The district has not signed a contract for acquisition or construction of classrooms that replace existing facility(ies),
which were included in the determination of the district's new construction eligibility pursuant to Education Code
Section 17071.75, in a locally funded project during the five-year period immediately preceding the district's
application for financial hardship assistance. This restriction may be lifted if the Board finds that unforeseen and
extenuating circumstances existed that required the district to use local funds to replace the facility(ies).

(e) Ifthe district meets the financial hardship requirements in this Section, the amount of financial hardship is equal
to the district's matching share less funds deemed available in (a).

(1) Once a district has been notified by the OPSC that it meets the requirements of financial hardship in this Section,
the district may file Form SAB 50-04 under the provisions of financial hardship anytime within a period of 180
calendar days from the date of the OPSC notification.

(2) If the district does not submit Form SAB 50-04 under the provisions of financial hardship within 180 calendar
days of the OPSC notification of approval of financial hardship status, the district must re-qualify for financial
hardship status under the provisions of this Section by submittal of a new request for financial hardship status.

(3) If the district submits Form SAB 50-04 within 180 calendar days of the OPSC notification of approval of financial
hardship and the project(s) has been included on an unfunded list for more than 180 calendar days, a review of
the district's funds pursuant to (a) will be made to determine if additional district funds are available to fund the
district's matching share of the project(s).

Financial hardship approval status by the OPSC for a separate design and/or site apportionment does not apply
to any subsequent funding for the project(s).

() If the district submits Form SAB 50-04 within 180 calendar days of the OPSC notification of approval of financial
hardship and the project(s) has been included on the “Unfunded List (Lack of AB 55 Loans)” for more than 180
calendar days as a result of the State of California’s inability to provide interim financing from the Pooled Money
Investment Account (AB 55 loans), the Board may suspend the unfunded review requirement as defined in
Regulation Section 1859.81(e). Projects added to any other unfunded list shall be subject to the review detailed
in Regulation Section 1859.81(e). Regulation Section 1859.81(f) shall become inoperative July 1, 2011.

(9) A project added to an unfunded list on or after July 1, 2011 will be subject to the review detailed in section (e)(3). For
projects added to an unfunded list between February 25, 2009 and June 30, 2011, only the district’s financial records
on or after July 1, 2011 will be considered in calculating any adjustment to the district’s matching share.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 17070.35, 17075.15, 17078.72 and 17592.73, Education Code.

Reference: Sections 17071.75, 17075.10, 17075.15, and 17079.20, Education Code.
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