
 
REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, January 24, 2007 
 

ASSEMBLY BILL (AB) 127 AMENDMENTS TO  
PROGRAM REGULATIONS 

 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To request: 
 
1. Adoption of the proposed emergency regulations to implement and administer the Career Technical 

Education Facilities Program. 
 

2. Authorization to file the proposed emergency regulations with the Office of Administrative Law (OAL). 
 

 
DESCRIPTION 
 

AB 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Perata/Nunez) was chaptered on May 20, 2006, establishing the 
Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 1D).  Proposition 1D provides 
$10.416 billion in bonds for educational facilities, of which $7.329 billion is earmarked for kindergarten through 
twelfth grade projects, which were approved on the November 2006 ballot.  The law, of which nearly all the 
provisions were effective upon the passage of Proposition 1D, makes modifications to certain School Facility 
Program (SFP) features, adds several new grant programs, and provides funding for existing and new grant 
programs.  Attachment A represents the major changes and amendments to the SFP regulations for the new 
Career Technical Education Facilities Program.  This program is established for the purpose of constructing new 
facilities or reconfiguring existing ones to provide facilities for students to learn the skills and knowledge 
necessary for today’s high-demand technical careers.  For the Board’s information, Attachment B contains the 
California Department of Education (CDE) Application Guidelines and Application Scoring Guide.  Applicants will 
be required to submit an application detailing their career technical education plan and project for the review and 
approval of the CDE. 

 
STAFF COMMENTS 

 
By utilizing the State Allocation Board Implementation Committee meetings as a forum to gather input from 
interested parties, the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) has developed proposed regulations 
contained in Attachment A to implement the Career Technical Education Facilities Program.  Upon adoption by 
the Board, the OPSC will submit these regulations as emergency regulations to the OAL. 
 
AB 127 also provides new grant programs for Overcrowding Relief Grants and Seismic Mitigation.  It is 
anticipated that regulations for these programs will be presented at a future SAB meeting. 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
1. Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as shown on Attachment A and begin the regulatory 

process. 
 
2. Authorize the OPSC to file the emergency regulations shown on Attachment A with the OAL. 

 
 
 
This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on January 24, 2007. 



  

ATTACHMENT A 
 
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: 
… 
“Approved Application for Career Technical Education Facilities Project Funding” means an applicant has 
submitted an Application for Career Technical Education Facilities Funding, Form SAB 50-10, including all 
required supporting documents as identified in the General Information Section of that Form, to the OPSC 
and the OPSC has accepted the application for processing. 
… 
“Career Technical Education Facilities Project” means a project approved by the Board pursuant to 
Education Code Section 17078.72. 
… 
“Comprehensive High School” means a high school that serves grades 7-12 or 9-12 that offers a variety of 
curricula, including common courses that emphasize academic achievement and traditional subjects that all 
students are required to take. 
… 
“Form SAB 50-10” means the Application for Career Technical Education Facilities Funding, which is 
incorporated by reference. 
… 
 “Large New Construction Project” means a funding application request for at least 200 New Construction 
Grants which will be used to construct a new Comprehensive High School or an addition to a 
Comprehensive High School. 
“Large Modernization Project” means a funding application request for Modernization Grant(s) that exceed 
50 percent of the current CBEDS enrollment of a Comprehensive High School that will be modernized. 
… 
 “Reconfigure” for the purposes of the Career Technical Education Facilities Program means remodeling an 
existing school building within its current confines and/or the expansion of the square footage of the existing 
building. 
… 
 “Service Region” means one of the eleven service regions of the California County Superintendents 
Educational Services Association. 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code. 
 
Reference: Sections 17009.5, 17017.6, 17017.7, 17021, 17047, 17050, 17051, 17070.15, 17070.51(a), 17070.71, 17070.77, 17071.10, 17071.25, 
17071.30, 17071.33, 17071.35, 17071.40, 17071.75, 17071.76, 17072.10, 17072.12, 17072.18, 17072.33, 17073.25, 17074.10, 17074.30, 
17074.32, 17075.10, 17075.15, 17077.40, 17077.42, 17077.45, 17078.52, 17078.56, 17078.72(k), 17280, and 56026, Education Code; Section 
53311, Government Code; and Section 1771.5, Labor Code. 
 
 
 



  

Section 1859.51.  Adjustments to the New Construction Baseline Eligibility. 
 
The baseline eligibility for new construction determined on the Form SAB 50-03, will be adjusted as follows: 
(a) Reduced by the number of pupils provided grants in a new construction SFP project and by the number 

of pupils that received a Preliminary Apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.140 or a Preliminary 
Charter School Apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.160. 

(b) Reduced by the number of pupils housed, based on the loading standards pursuant to Education Code 
Section 17071.25(a)(2)(A), in a new construction LPP project funded under the provisions of the LPP 
pursuant to Sections 1859.12 or 1859.13. 

(c) Reduced by the number of pupils housed in additional classrooms constructed or purchased based on 
the loading standards, pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.25(a)(2)(A), in a modernization SFP 
project. 

(d) Adjusted as a result of the audit findings made pursuant to Sections 1859.90 and 1859.105. 
(e) Increased/decreased by changes in projected enrollment in subsequent enrollment reporting years for 

all districts except decreases as provided in (j) below. 
(f) Adjusted as a result of errors or omissions by the district or by the OPSC. 
(g) Adjusted as a result of amendments to these Regulations that affect the eligibility. 
(h) Increased by the number of pupils eligible for grants pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a). 
(i) Reduced by the number of pupils housed, based on loading standards pursuant to Education Code 

Section 17071.25(a)(2)(A), in any Classroom Provided after the baseline eligibility was determined by 
the Board with the exception of those pupils housed or to be housed in a classroom: 

(1) That is a trailer and transportable/towed on its own wheels and axles. 
(2) Of less than 700 interior square feet. 
(3) Excluded pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.30. 
(4) Where the contract for the lease, lease-purchase, purchase, or construction of the classroom was made 

prior to January 1, 2000. 
(5) That is included in a SFP project where the district has funded a portion of the project beyond its 

required district contribution and the pupil capacity of the classroom does not exceed 150 percent of the 
number of pupils receiving a new construction grant (rounded up) for the SFP project. 

(6) That was acquired with joint-use funds specifically available for that purpose. 
(7) That was acquired with career technical education funds specifically available pursuant to Education 

Code 17078.72. 
(j)  For Small School Districts, decreased: 
(1) By any reduction in projected enrollment that follows a three-year period after the district’s eligibility was 

approved by the Board. 
(2) By any increase in the number of pupils included in the latest operational grant report made by the CDE 

pursuant to Education Code Section 42268 beginning three years after the district’s most current 
eligibility was approved by the Board.  The reduction in eligibility shall be determined by the number of 
pupils included in the latest operational grant report that exceed the number of pupils included in the 
operational grant report in effect when the district’s most current eligibility was approved by the Board 
or adjusted by a subsequent operational grant report after that date. 

(k) Adjusted for any change in classroom inventory as a result of a reorganization election. 
(l) For classroom loading standards adopted by the Board for non-severely disabled individuals with 

exceptional needs and severely disabled individuals with exceptional needs. 
(m) As directed by the Board due to a finding of a Material Inaccuracy pursuant to Regulation Section 

1859.104.1. 
(n) Increased by the number of pupils that received a Preliminary Apportionment that was rescinded 

pursuant to Section 1859.148 or a Preliminary Charter School Apportionment that was rescinded 
pursuant to Section 1859.166. 

(o) Adjusted for operational grant changes as determined/provided by the California Department of 
Education. 



  

(p)   For a HSAA district with Preliminary Apportionments within the 2002 Critically Overcrowded School 
Facilities Account as follows: 

(1)   Decreased by the number of pupils that received a Preliminary Apportionment, distributed 
proportionately among HSAAs in which the pupils used to justify the conversion of the Preliminary 
Apportionment were enrolled but did not reside. 

(2)   In the subsequent enrollment reporting year after verification of Occupancy of a project, increased by 
the number of pupils equal to the reduction due to Section 1859.51(p)(1), for the project which was 
occupied. 

(3)   Increased by the number of pupils equal to the reduction due to Section 1859.51(p)(1), for a Preliminary 
Apportionment rescinded pursuant to the provisions of Section 1859.148.  

(q)   Adjusted by the difference between the Alternative Enrollment Projection for the current enrollment 
reporting year and the projected enrollment determined pursuant to Section 1859.42 for the current 
enrollment reporting year, or by the eligibility remaining from this calculation that can no longer be 
utilized if the funds made available pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.75(a)(1)(A) have been 
exhausted.   

 
Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17052, 17070.51, 17071.25, 17071.75, 17071.76, 17072.20 and . 17077.40, and 17078.72 Education Code. 
 
 
Section 1859.81. Financial Hardship. 
 
Except for Joint-Use Projects and Career Technical Educational Facilities Projects, a district is eligible for 
financial hardship to fund all or a portion of its matching share requirement after demonstrating both of the 
following: 
(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. 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. 
(5)(6) All other capital facility funding for a period of three years when no subsequent financial hardship 
request is made during this period. The three-year period begins with the date of the most recent financial 
hardship new construction or modernization adjusted grant funding apportionment. 
… 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35, 17075.15, 17078.72 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference: Sections 17075.10 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
 

Article 16.  Career Technical Education Facilities Program 
 
Section 1859.190.  General.  
 
An applicant seeking Career Technical Education Facilities Project funding pursuant to the provisions of 
Education Code Section 17072.78, shall complete and file Form SAB 50-10. 
 
An applicant may submit multiple Career Technical Education Facilities applications for different career 
technical education projects located at a single school site, as approved by the CDE. 
 
Modernization of facilities under Article 16 shall not affect the Modernization Eligibility of the facility pursuant 
to Section 1859.60.  
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.72(k), Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.72, Education Code. 
 
 
Section 1859.191.  Career Technical Education Facilities Project Application Submittal.  
 
(a) The Board shall accept Approved Applications for Career Technical Education Facilities Project 

Funding and make apportionments as follows:   
(1) All applications received in a six month cycle will be processed and prioritized for career technical 

education funding in the manner described in Section 1859.194.   
(2) The funding cycles are established as follows:  
(A) Approved Applications for Career Technical Education Facilities Project Funding for the first funding 

cycle must be submitted to the OPSC by October 31, 2007.  The CDE Career Technical Education 
Facilities Program application must be submitted to the CDE no later than August 3, 2007. 

(B) Approved Applications for Career Technical Education Facilities Project Funding for the second funding 
cycle must be submitted to the OPSC by April 30, 2008.  The CDE Career Technical Education 
Facilities Program application must be submitted to the CDE no later than February 1, 2008. 

(C) At the discretion of the Board, subsequent funding cycles may continue every six months thereafter 
until the Career Technical Education Facilities Program funds are exhausted or other funds become 
available. 

(3) The Career Technical Education Facilities funds will be apportioned at the next available Board meeting 
after the end of each application cycle.  

 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.72(k), Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.72, Education Code. 
 



  

 
Section 1859.192.  Career Technical Education Facilities Program Eligibility. 
 
An applicant requesting funding for a Career Technical Education Facilities Project may submit Form 
SAB 50-10 to the OPSC if all the following criteria are met: 
(a) For a new construction project, the applicant: 
(1) Is a local educational agency operating a comprehensive high school pursuant Education Code 

Sections 51224, 51225.3 and 51228.  
(2) Has an active career technical advisory committee pursuant to Education Code Section 8070. 
(b) For a modernization project, the applicant : 
(1) Is a local educational agency operating a comprehensive high school pursuant to Education Code 

Sections 51224, 51225.3 and 51228; or, 
(2) Is a joint powers authority operating career technical education programs as of May 20, 2006. 
(3) Has an active career technical advisory committee pursuant to Education Code Section 8070.  
(c) The applicant’s Career Technical Education Facilities Program application has been reviewed by the 

CDE and meets all of the following criteria: 
(1) Contains all mandatory elements required by the CDE; 
(2) Received a score of at least 105 points. 
 
An applicant need not demonstrate New Construction Eligibility or Modernization Eligibility in order to 
participate in the Career Technical Education Facilities Program.  
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.72(k), Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.72, Education Code. 
 
 
Section 1859.193.  Career Technical Education Facilities Grant Determination. 
 
A Career Technical Education Facilities Project may construct a new facility or modernize or Reconfigure an 
existing school building.  The application for Career Technical Education Facility funding may accompany an 
application for new construction funding pursuant to Section 1859.70 or may be submitted independently. 
 
The applicant must identify square footage of the Career Technical Education Facility being constructed, 
modernized, reconfigured or equipped, on the funding application.  Equipment purchased under the Career 
Technical Education Facilities Program must have an average useful life expectancy of at least ten years 
pursuant to Education Code 17078.72(a).  An application for a Career Technical Education Facilities Project 
may consist entirely of equipment. 
 
(a) For new construction of a Career Technical Education Facilities Project included in a qualifying New 

Construction Grant, the Career Technical Education Facilities grant amount shall be the lesser of either 
(1) or (2): 

(1) The sum of the costs uniquely related to facilities required to provide Career Technical Education as 
determined below: 

(A) 50 percent of the cost of construction of the Career Technical Education Facilities Project, as 
determined by the project architect, subject to OPSC review and approval. 

(B) 50 percent of the cost to equip the Career Technical Education Facilities Project with necessary 
equipment. 

(C) Minus an allowance for New Construction Grants provided for Career Technical Education classrooms, 
determined by: 

1. Multiplying 960 square feet by the number of classrooms in the Career Technical Education Facilities 
Project that were included in the New Construction project.  



  

2. Multiplying the amount determined in (a)(1)(C)1 by 50 percent of the Current Replacement Cost for 
non-Toilet Facilities. 

(2) $3 million per Career Technical Education Facilities Project. 
 
Site development work is not allowed as part of a Career Technical Education Facilities Project included in a 
New Construction Grant.  Site development work necessary pursuant to Section 1859.76, may be requested 
by the district under the qualifying SFP New Construction. 
 
(b) For stand alone New Construction of a Career Technical Education Facilities Project, the grant amount 

shall be the lesser of either (1) or (2): 
(1) The sum of the costs uniquely related to facilities required to provide Career Technical Education as 

determined below: 
(A) 50 percent of the cost of construction of the Career Technical Education Facilities Project, as 

determined by the project architect, subject to OPSC review and approval. 
(B) 50 percent of the cost to equip the Career Technical Education Facilities Project with necessary 

equipment. 
(C) 50 percent of site development work that meets the following criteria: 
1. It is necessary and applicable to the Career Technical Education Facilities Project. 
2. It meets the requirements for site development costs as outlined in Section 1859.76. 
(2) $3 million per Career Technical Education Facilities Project. 
 
If the district is requesting funding for site development work applicable to the Career Technical Education 
Facilities Project, the district must submit a detailed cost estimate and appropriate DSA approved plans with 
the Form SAB 50-10.  The cost estimate must include appropriate justification documents that indicate the 
work is necessary to complete the Career Technical Education Facilities Project and conform to the 
requirements in Section 1859.76. 
 
Utility service(s) cost shall be prorated, if necessary, for any excess capacity not needed to service the 
Career Technical Education Facilities Project. 
 
(c) For Modernization of a Career Technical Education Facilities Project, the grant amount shall be the 

lesser of either (1) or (2): 
(1) The sum of the costs uniquely related to facilities required to provide Career Technical Education 

Facilities Project as determined below: 
(A) 50 percent of  the cost to modernize or Reconfigure the Career Technical Education Facilities, as 

determined by the project architect, subject to OPSC review and approval. 
(B) 50 percent of the cost to equip the Career Technical Education Facilities with necessary equipment. 
(2) $1.5 million per Career Technical Education Facilities Project. 
 
Reconfiguring an existing school building must not displace a minimum essential facility.  In any case 
involving the replacement of a minimum essential facility due to the reconfiguration of an existing building, 
the replacement must be part of the plans submitted in support of the Career Technical Education Facilities 
Application, must occur concurrently, and cannot be part of a SFP Application for new construction. 
 
(d) If an applicant meets the eligibility criteria in Section 1859.192, but does not have the necessary 

approvals from the DSA and/or the CDE at the time of apportionment, the Board may apportion funds 
for the Career Technical Education Facilities Project and reserve them for a period of up to twelve 
months.  The grant amount to be reserved for the project will be the maximum funding as determined 
above in (a), (b), or (c). 

 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.72(k), Education Code. 



  

 
Reference:  Section 17078.72, Education Code. 
 
 
Section 1859.193.1  Qualifying SFP Project. 
 
For purposes of meeting the requirements in Sections 1859.193(a) or (c), the district may combine a Career 
Technical Education Facilities Project with any of the following applications in (a) or (b): 
(a) A new construction or modernization funding application that is submitted at the same time as the 

Career Technical Education Facilities Project application. 
(b) An Approved Application for new construction or modernization funding that has been approved, but 

has not received a full apportionment (i.e., currently on the workload list) or has been fully funded, if the 
following criteria are met: 

(1) For new construction: 
(A) The plans and specifications for the Career Technical Education Facilities Project were included in the 

original DSA approved plans and specifications for the Approved Application for new construction 
funding. 

(B) The classrooms constructed for the Career Technical Education Facilities Project were not occupied 
prior to May 20, 2006.  

(2) For modernization: 
(A) The plans and specifications for the Career Technical Education Facilities Project were included in the 

original DSA approved plans and specifications for the Approved Application for modernization funding. 
(B) The classrooms constructed for the Career Technical Education Facilities Project were not occupied 

prior to May 20, 2006.  
(c) If the Career Technical Education Facilities Project application is submitted separately, there is no 

requirement that the Approved Application for new construction or modernization be withdrawn. 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.72(k), Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.72, Education Code. 
 
 
Section 1859.194  Career Technical Education Facilities Program Matching Share Requirement. 

Any funding provided by these regulations shall require an applicant matching share contribution on a dollar-
for-dollar basis.  The applicant matching share may come from any source including, but not limited to, 
private industry groups, school districts, county offices of education, and joint powers authorities. 
 
If the applicant’s available matching share does not equal the grant amount or the matching share is not 
immediately available, a loan may be made to the applicant.  The amount of the loan shall be determined by 
compliance with (a) below.  If the need for a loan is substantiated, it shall be paid over time through loan 
payments authorized by the Board. 
(a) Require the applicant declare any local funds available for applicant contribution from any of the 

following sources: 
(1) Developer Fees 
(2) Certificates of Participation 
(3) Local General Obligation Bonds, Mello-Roos Bonds and School Facility Improvement District Bonds 
(4) Contribution from private industry groups or joint powers authority identified in CDE application 
(5)   Any other Capital Facility funding 
 
Upon apportionment, the OPSC will prepare a loan agreement on behalf of the Board for the applicant.  
(b) The loan agreement shall stipulate the following: 



  

(1) The loan term shall be set at ten years with a one-time extension of five years if the applicant is in 
jeopardy of becoming financially insolvent and becoming subject to the requirements of Assembly Bill 
(AB) 1200, Chapter 1213, Statutes of 1991 (Eastin).  

(2) The loan agreement shall include interest on the unpaid principal balance at the same rate as that 
charged by the Pooled Money Investment Board. The interest rate will be set on the date that the 
project funding apportionment is approved by the Board.  

(3) Interest starts accruing on the fund release date. 
(4) The first payment is due no later than two years from the fund release date.  
(5) Should the district default on the loan payments, the OPSC will initiate collection procedures from the 

School Fund Apportionment pursuant to Education Code Section 17076.10 (c). 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.72(k), Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.72, Education Code. 
 
 
Section 1859.195.  Career Technical Education Facilities Project Apportionment.  
 
The Board shall apportion Career Technical Education Facilities Funds in the following manner: 
(a) The Board may apportion up to a maximum of $350 million for applications received in the first Career 

Technical Education Facilities funding cycle ending October 31, 2007.  
(1) The amount of $250 million shall be distributed proportionally to the Service Regions based on the high 

school enrollment within each Service Region.  The proportional distribution of funds shall be 
determined by the current year enrollment as required by the CDE and as updated annually.  

(2) If funding requested on qualifying applications exceeds the funds allotted to one or more Service 
Region, the amount of $100 million shall be available for apportionment to the highest ranked projects 
regardless of Service Region.  

(b) The Board may apportion up to the sum of $150 million plus any funds not apportioned in the first cycle 
for applications received in the second Career Technical Education Facilities funding cycle ending April 
30, 2008. 

(1) The amount of $150 million plus any funds remaining from (a)(2) shall be distributed proportionally to 
each of the Service Regions based on the high school enrollment within each Service Region.   

(2) Any unused funds distributed under (a)(1) shall be added to the amount determined for each Service 
Region in (b)(1).  

(3) The cumulative apportionments in each Service Region may not exceed the amount determined in (1) 
and (2) except as described in Section 1859.196(b). 

(c) The Board may apportion any or all remaining available Career Technical Education Facilities funds in 
subsequent cycles, as deemed necessary and practical by the Board. 

 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.72(k), Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.72, Education Code. 
 
 
Section 1859.196.  Career Technical Education Facilities Program Funding Order. 
 
(a) In the first funding cycle, the Board shall fund eligible Career Technical Education Facilities Projects as 

follows: 
(1) Approved Applications for Career Technical Education Facilities Project Funding shall be sorted by 

Service Region.   



  

(2) Within each Service Region, approved applications will be ranked from highest to lowest according to 
the numerical score for the applicant’s Career Technical Education Facilities Program application as 
determined by the CDE. 

(3) The locale of each project shall be identified as Urban, Suburban or Rural. 
(4) The Board shall apportion funds within each Service Region to the highest ranked project in each 

locale.  One of each locale must be accounted for before a locale is repeated.  If there are no projects 
in a particular locale, that locale is considered accounted for. 

(5) The process will continue until the applications or funds are exhausted within each Service Region as 
prorated pursuant to Section 1859.195. 

(6) In the event two or more applications within a Service Region have the same career technical education 
plan score and are in the same locale, the applicant with the most total points in all weighted areas of 
the CDE-approved Career Technical Education Facilities Program application will be funded first.   

(b) In the second funding cycle, the Board shall fund eligible Career Technical Education Facilities Projects 
as described in (a) until the applications or funds are exhausted within each Service Region or until the 
conditions in (1) and (2) are met: 

(1)  All applications within one or more Service Regions are funded and there are funds remaining in those 
Service Regions.   

(2) Qualifying applications in one or more Service Regions are not funded because the requests exceed 
the funds allotted to the Service Region(s) in Section 1859.195(b).  

 
If (b)(1) and (2) are met in the second funding cycle, the remaining available career technical education 
facilities funds shall be pooled and apportioned to the highest ranked project in each locale regardless of 
Service Region.  One of each locale must be accounted for before a locale is repeated. 
 
(c) For the third and any subsequent cycles, the Board shall apportion funds regardless of Service Region.   
(1) Funds shall be apportioned to the highest ranked project in each locale.  One of each locale must be 

accounted for before a locale is repeated.  If there are no projects in a particular locale, that locale is 
considered accounted for. 

(2) The process will continue until the applications or funds are exhausted, whichever comes first. 
(3) In the event two or more applications have the same career technical education plan score and are in 

the same locale, the applicant with the most total points in all weighted areas of the CDE-approved 
Career Technical Education Facilities Program application will be funded first.   

 
If a Career Technical Education Facilities Project cannot be fully apportioned because insufficient funding is 
available, the applicant may either accept the available funding as the full and final apportionment for the 
project or refuse funding entirely.  If funding is refused, the Board shall consider funding the next project 
eligible for an apportionment based on the above funding priority mechanism.  If an applicant refuses 
funding, the application shall automatically carry over to the subsequent cycle or the applicant may request 
that the application be returned.    
 
For any Career Technical Education Facilities Project not apportioned under the funding mechanism 
described above, the application shall automatically carry over to the subsequent cycle or the applicant may 
request that the application be returned.  A Career Technical Education Facilities Project returned to the 
applicant may be resubmitted during a subsequent application acceptance period identified in Section 
1859.191, provided the application meets the eligibility criteria in Section 1859.192.  
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.72(k), Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.72, Education Code. 
 
 
 



  

Section 1859.197.  Fund Release Process. 
 
The OPSC will release State funds that have been apportioned by the Board pursuant to Sections 1859.195 
after submittal by the applicant of the Form SAB 50-05.   
 
(a) If an apportionment was made for a Career Technical Education Facilities Project, the applicant must 

submit a Form SAB 50-05 within 18 months of the Apportionment as outlined in Education Code 
Section 17076.10 or the apportionment shall be rescinded without further Board action. 

(b) If Career Technical Education Facilities funds were reserved for the applicant pursuant to Section 
1859.193 (d) of these Regulations, the applicant: 

(1) Has one year from the date of apportionment to submit the CDE plan approval and DSA-approved 
plans and specifications, as required, to the OPSC for the Career Technical Education Facilities 
Project, otherwise the apportionment shall be rescinded without further Board action. 

(2)   Has 18 months from the date the CDE plan approval and DSA-approved plans and specifications, as 
needed, are submitted to the OPSC to submit a completed Form SAB 50-05 or the apportionment shall 
be rescinded without further Board action. 

 (c) If the applicant requires a loan for the entire matching share requirement pursuant to Section 
1859.194(b) of these Regulations: 

(1) The OPSC will release ten percent of the Career Technical Education Facilities grant to the applicant 
within 30 calendar days of the apportionment. 

(2) The applicant has one year from the date of apportionment to submit the CDE plan approval and DSA-
approved plans and specifications, as required, to the OPSC for the Career Technical Education 
Facilities Project, otherwise the apportionment shall be rescinded without further Board action 

 (3) The applicant has 18 months from the date in (c)(2) to submit a completed Form SAB 50-05 or the 
apportionment shall be rescinded without further Board action. 

(d) The applicant is subject to substantial progress time limit on the apportionment as outlined in 
Subdivision (b) of Education Code Section 17076.10. 

 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.72(k), Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.72, Education Code. 
 
 
Section 1859.198.  Time Limit on Apportionment and Substantial Progress  
 
The district is subject to the time limit on the apportionment as outlined in Education Code Section 17076.10 
and substantial progress requirements pursuant to Section 1859.105. 
 
Any Career Technical Education Facilities Project funds returned due to projects being rescinded or reduced 
to cost incurred shall be made available for apportionment in subsequent funding cycles.   
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.72(k), Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.72, Education Code. 
 
 
Section 1859.199.  Program Accountability  
 
A project shall be deemed complete when either of the following occurs, whichever occurs first:    
(a) The final notice of completion is filed for the project; or,  
(b) Four years have elapsed from the final fund release for the project. 
 



  

Projects will be subject to a Program Accountability Expenditure Audit pursuant to Section 1859.106.  Any 
repayments due back to the state as a result of these audits will be subject to the repayment provisions 
identified in Section 1859.106.1. 
 
An applicant district may not retain savings not needed for a Career Technical Education Facilities Project.    
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.72(k), Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.72, Education Code. 
 
 
 



 

 

ATTACHMENT B 
 
 

Career Technical Education Facilities Program 
(Assembly Bill 127) Article 13, Chapter 35,  

Statutes of 2006 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
APPLICATION GUIDELINES 

 
 

Date:  ________________  (TBA) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 

DUE DATES: 
1st Funding Cycle: No later than 5:00 P.M. Friday, August 3, 2007 

2nd Funding Cycle: No later than 5:00 P.M. Friday, February 1, 2008   
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

California Department of Education 
1430 N Street 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

Office of Public School Construction 
1130 K Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
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Career Technical Education Facilities Program 
 

BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE 
 
 

The Career Technical Education Facilities Program (CTEFP) was established by Article 13 of 
the Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2006, Assembly Bill (AB) 
127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006.   
 
Article 13 of AB 127 authorizes the issuance and sale of state general obligation bonds to 
provide aid to school districts/comprehensive high schools and/or joint powers authorities to 
reconfigure, construct, or modernize Career Technical Education (CTE) facilities, and/or 
purchase equipment for CTE programs.  This act becomes effective only if approved by the 
voters at the November 7, 2006 statewide general election. 
 
 
Purpose of the Grants 
 
Article 13 addresses the needs of CTE facilities, to provide funding to qualifying local 
educational agencies (LEA) for constructing new facilities, reconfiguring/modernizing existing 
facilities, or purchasing equipment for the following purposes: 
 

1. To reconfigure/modify a structure of any age that will enhance the CTE educational 
opportunities for pupils in qualifying educational agencies in order to provide them 
with the skills and knowledge necessary for high-demand technical careers. 

 
2. Funds may be used for limited new construction necessary to accommodate 

reconfiguration. 
 

3. New construction of CTE facilities. 
 

4. Funds may be used to purchase equipment with an average useful life expectancy 
of at least 10 years.  

 
 

Criteria for Application 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) in cooperation with the Chancellor’s Office of 
the Community Colleges, the Labor and Workforce Development Agency, and business and 
industry groups, is responsible for developing grant application criteria and pupil outcome 
measures to evaluate the program. The criteria shall ensure equity, program relevance to 
industry needs, and articulation with more advanced coursework at partnering community 
colleges or private institutions.  
 
Grants will be allocated on a per-square-foot basis for the applicable type of construction 
proposed or deemed necessary by the State Allocation Board consistent with the approved 
application for the project. A school district/LEA must contribute an equal amount as the state-
awarded grant. This local contribution may be provided by private industry groups, the school 
district, or a joint powers authority and may be paid over time per a State Board of Allocation-
approved payment schedule. The local contribution cannot be waived. 
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The school district is not required to demonstrate that it has un-housed pupils or that a 
permanent school building is more than 25 years old in order to receive a grant. However, the 
application will be subject to all other laws and regulations governing the School Facility 
Program. Please contact your Project Manager at the Office of Public School Construction 
(OPSC) at (916) 445-3160 for additional information. 
 
The CDE review process is a two-stage process: 

 1. The CTE educational program, project or equipment will be reviewed based upon the 
grant requirements for the CTE educational program. 

 2. The facilities, space, and equipment requirements of the proposed project will be 
reviewed by the CDE/SFPD for consistency with Title 5 standards and for the plan 
supporting the described educational program. Approved grant applications will be 
forwarded to the OPSC.  

  
To ensure equity and diversity of funding awards, it is the intent of CDE, OPSC, and the State 
Allocation Board (SAB) that these grants be implemented in multiple areas of the state (i.e. 
within the eleven California County Superintendent’s regions). The California Department of 
Education/School Facilities Planning Division, OPSC and State Allocation Board retains 
ultimate discretion in the awarding of these grants to achieve this objective, therefore, 
geographical location of the projects may be a determining factor in awarding the grants. 
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Career Technical Education Facilities Program 
  

GRANT APPLICATION SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS 
 

(Note: A separate application is required for each project, program or site) 
 
 

Requirements 
 

• Cover Page  (See Form A on page 11) 
 

• Table of Contents  
 

• Project Abstract   (1 page maximum) 
Complete a one-page abstract that includes a heading and brief summary of the Career 
Technical Education facilities/equipment request. The summary should describe the 
project’s goals and objectives as they relate to enhancing the Career Technical 
Education opportunities for students. 

 
• Project Elements 1-7   (Narrative 10 pages maximum)  
 The narrative must include clear descriptions of the Elements beginning on  
 page 8.  Please label and specify which Element item is being addressed.  

 
• Educational Specification and Equipment/Space Requirements Sheet   
 (See Form B on page 12) 

 
• Budget Justification/Detail Sheet  (See Form C on page 13) 
 Provide a budget summary specifically addressing how the requested funds will be 
 spent and other financial details. 
 
• Unique Conditions  (1 page maximum) 
 If applicable, provide a one page description of any unique conditions affecting this 
 application. 

 
• Checklist of Required Documents   

 
 
 Format for the Preparation of the Application 
  
Applications that do not comply with these formatting requirements will not be reviewed or 
considered for funding. 
 

• Microsoft Word format. 
• Single line spacing.  
• 12-point Arial font. 
• 1" side, top, and bottom margins. 
• Page numbers at bottom of each page with applicant agency name.  
• Do not attach additional pages or information not requested in the requirements. 
• Please indicate which question, element or subject is being addressed.  
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• Original and all copies stapled in upper left corner. 
• Do not use binders or folders. 
• Submit your original hard copy application document and three copies. 
• Include an electronic copy of your application on either a 3.5” floppy disk or CD. The 

disk or CD will not be returned to the applicant.    
  
 

 
DUE DATES: 

  The original hard copy application document, three copies, and the  
electronic floppy disk or CD must be received no later than: 

1st Funding Cycle: No later than 5:00 P.M. Friday, August 3, 2007 
2nd Funding Cycle: No later than 5:00 P.M. Friday, February 1, 2008   

         Postmarks will not be accepted. 
 
 
 
Submit original, three copies, and electronic floppy disk or CD to: 
 

John Gordon 
School Facilities Planning Division 
California Department of Education 
1430 N Street, Suite 1201 
Sacramento, CA 95814-5901 
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Career Technical Education Facilities Program 
 

APPLICATION REVIEW AND SCORING PROCESS 
 
California Department of Education (CDE), Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) and 
the State Allocation Board (SAB) are charged with the review and awarding of grants under 
provisions of AB 127, Article 13. Staff will review project proposals submitted according to 
application guidelines. Scores will be based on the clarity and strength of descriptions of the 
application’s required items. There are several weighted-score items which are indicated with 
an asterisk (*) on the following pages. The table below shows the maximum number of points 
to be assigned to each requirement. 
 
 

Project Requirements  Maximum  
Potential Score 

Cover Page (Use Form A) 
 

5 

Element 1.  Career Technical Education Plan 
 

50 

Element 2.  Projections of Student Enrollment 
 

25 

Element 3.  Identification of Feeder Schools and        
                   Partners 

15 

Element 4.  The Accountability Plan 
 

25 

Element 5.  Educational Specification and       
                   Equipment/Space Requirements Sheet    
                   (Use Form B)                     

10 

Element 6.  Budget Justification/Detail Sheet  
                   (Use Form C) 

30 

Element 7.  Unique Conditions 
  

5* 

Overall Feasibility of the Project   
(For reviewers only, see note below) 
 

5 

 
      Total: 170 

 
* Additional points may be awarded to the total score if unique conditions warrant significant consideration in ranking the application. 
 
A project must score at least 105 points in order for the project to be considered for funding. Projects must 
meet eligibility requirements established by the State Allocation Board in order to receive funding. 
 
Note:  Overall Feasibility of the Project  
This is not a category to be addressed by the applicant, but rather a rated area on the scoring sheet for 
the reviewer. The reviewer has an opportunity to consider whether the overall project is realistically 
capable of achieving the intent of AB 127, Article 13. The reviewer will consider the entire application, in 
overall context, to make a final, overall appraisal. The intent is to judge the cohesiveness and viability of 
the project. 
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Career Technical Education Facilities Program 
 

PROJECT ELEMENTS OF THE APPLICATION 
 
The following outline is intended to assist applicants to address each element in the grant 
application. Applicants must concisely describe each item in each element. For example, 
under Career Technical Education Plan, separately describe A, B, C, etc. 
 

SCORING PROPOSAL FOR PROJECT ELEMENTS  
 
Item 

 
Element 1.  Career Technical Education Plan 

 
Points 

A.* Describe the Career Technical Education Plan, including the rationale for the 
requested CTE modification, reconfiguration, new construction, or equipment. 
Identify the industry sector being addressed and describe the high-demand 
labor market for qualified technical employees in this field in the region. 
(Include a copy of the Plan, with approval date, in the Checklist of Required 
Documentation.)  

20 

B. Identify the membership of the advisory committee required pursuant to 
Education Code Section 8070 and each member’s affiliation and contact 
information. (Include a roster of members, affiliations, and contact information 
in the Checklist of Required Documentation.) 

5 

C. Describe how the school is committed to ensuring that all students are given 
the opportunity to participate in CTE programs, activities and experiences.  

10 

D. Describe how the CTE program includes the following:  Industry-validated 
certifications, State Board of Education-adopted CTE Standards, a sequence 
of CTE courses, and career pathways.  

15 

Note: All of the components in items A-D of Element 1 must be described completely. Failure to 
do such will disqualify the project from both further review and consideration for funding.  
 
 
Item 

 
Element 2.  Projections of Student Enrollment 

 
Points 

A.* Describe the total annual number of pupils expected to attend the CTE 
program that will be supported with these funds and the method used to 
project the student enrollments. 

15 

B. Describe the procedures in place that will ensure that the projected student 
enrollment will be met. Include the specific role of the guidance and 
counseling component of the school in the recruitment and enrollment 
process. 

10 

 
 
Item 

 
Element 3.  Identification of Feeder Schools and Partners 

 
Points 

A.* Identify the feeder schools, middle schools, high schools, regional occupational 
centers and programs (ROCPs), students, parents, counselors, community 
members, business and industry partners related to the sector being addressed, 
community colleges, and other key stakeholders who participated in the 
development, articulation, review and approval of the CTE Plan. Describe the 
geographic proximity of other similar programs to ensure that the project 
complements CTE offerings in the area. (Include a roster with participants’ 
names and affiliations in the Checklist of Required Documentation.) 

15 

 
*Weighted score items are indicated with an asterisk (*) 
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Item 

 
Element 4.  The Accountability Plan 

 
Points 

A.* Describe the school’s accountability plan for enrollments and outcomes. Include 
the following: (1) the expected number of students who will complete a 
certificate, i.e. ROCP, industry-based, etc., (2) the number of students expected 
to enter employment in a related industry, apprenticeship program or military, (3) 
the number of students expected to successfully transition into postsecondary 
institutions for more advanced study in the applicable industry or other areas of 
study, and (4) the process the school will use to gather, analyze, and 
disseminate the data from 1-3 above to the School Board, parents, community 
members, business and industry partners, and other key stakeholders.   

20 

 B. Describe how the school will meet or exceed its obligations pursuant to 
Education Code Section 51228 (b). 

5 

 
 
Item 

 
Element 5.  Educational Specification and Equipment/Space 

Requirements Sheet  (Use Form B)  

 
Points 

A. Applicants are to provide an educational specification that defines the educational 
goals of the particular CTE program and shows how the requested grant will be 
used (specify equipment, furniture and facilities construction or modernization) to 
meet those goals and include a schematic drawing of the proposed space and/or 
location of the equipment for this project. 

10 

 
 
Item 

 
Element 6.  Budget Justification/Detail Sheet  (Use Form C) 

 
Points 

A.* Provide the estimated capital cost per pupil and the rationale/method used for 
calculating this number.  Reference the CTE Plan where feasible. 

15 

B.* 
 

Describe the financial participation of industry partners in the construction and 
equipping of the facility. 

15 

 
 
Item 

 
Element 7.  Unique Conditions  

 
Points 

A. Describe, in one page or less, any unique conditions which may affect this 
application.  Unique conditions may include, but are not limited to, such items as 
rural or isolated schools or educational agencies, unique partnership 
arrangements, unique costs and expense issues, unique physical plant 
conditions or facilities issues, etc.  

5 

 
 

Item 
 

Checklist of Required Documentation  
 
 

A. Cover Page  (Form A)  
B. Educational Specification and Equipment/Space Requirements Sheet  (Form B)  
C. Budget Justification/Detail Sheet including schematic drawings  (Form C)  
D. Career Technical Education Plan  (Element 1, Item A.)  
E. Roster of required advisory committee members, affiliations, and contact 

information.  (Element 1, Item B.)  
 

F. Roster of other key stakeholders, participants, partners, etc. who participated in 
the development, articulation, review and approval of the CTE Plan.  
(Element 3, Item A.) 

 

 
*Weighted score items are indicated with an asterisk (*) 
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Career Technical Education Facilities Program 

 
 
 

TIMELINES FOR THE REVIEW AND RELEASE OF GRANT FUNDING 
 
 
 
 
 
Funding Opportunity Announced and Application  
Guidelines Released       __________, 2007 
 
Workshops for Applicants conducted regionally by OPSC & CDE __________, 2007/8 
  
1st Funding Cycle 

• CTEFP applications must be received (not postmarked) by CDE no later than the close 
of business (5:00 pm), Friday, August 3, 2007. 

• CDE will review and score the applications between August 6th and September 26th. 
• Scoring results will be mailed to school districts by Thursday, September 27, 2007. 
• Any appeals to the CTEFP application score must be received by CDE no later than the 

close of business (5:00 pm), Tuesday, October 16, 2007. 
• Appeals will be reviewed and determined by Tuesday, October 20, 2007.  
• All CTEFP funding applications are due to the Office of Public School Construction 

(OPSC) by Wednesday, October 31st. 
 
Successful Applicants Recommended to SAB:  
 
 
2nd Funding Cycle 

• CTEFP applications must be received (not postmarked) by CDE no later than the close 
of business (5:00 pm), Friday, February 1, 2008. 

• CDE will review and score the application between February 5th and March 26th. 
• Scoring results will be mailed to school districts by Thursday, March 27, 2008. 
• Any appeals to the CTEFP application score must be received by CDE no later than the 

close of business (5:00 pm), Tuesday, April 15, 2008. 
• Appeals will be reviewed and determined by Tuesday, April 29, 2008.  
• All CTEFP eligible funding applications are due to OPSC by Wednesday, April 30, 2008.   

 
Successful Applicants Recommended to SAB:    
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Career Technical Education Facilities Program 
 

FORM A – COVER PAGE  
 
 

Local Educational Agency 
Name of Local Educational Agency (LEA): 
  

CDS Code:  

Printed Name and Title of Fiscal Contact:  
 
Address:  
 
City:  
 

Zip:  

Telephone:  
 

Fax:  

E-mail:  
 

Web Site:  

 
 

CTE Facilities Contact 
CTE Project/Equipment Location: 
 
Printed Name and Title of Facilities Contact:  
 
Address: 
 
City:  
 

Zip:  

Telephone: Fax: 
 

E-mail: Web Site: 
 

 
Signatures/Approvals/Certifications  

Printed Name of Superintendent: 
 
Date CTE Plan Approved by Governing Board: 
 
Certification:  District certifies that the Advisory Committee pursuant to Education Code Section 8070 has 
met and approved the CTE Plan, and the other requirements contained in AB 127, Article 13, Section 
17078.72, including Sections (i) (1 thru 7) have been accomplished, and minutes and other supporting 
documentation is on file at the District Office. Further, the project is on a comprehensive high school site that 
meets the requirements of Education Codes 51224, 51225.3, and 51228. 
 
 
Signature of Superintendent and Date: 
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Career Technical Education Facilities Program 
 

FORM B – EDUCATIONAL SPECIFICATION AND EQUIPMENT/SPACE 
REQUIREMENTS SHEET 
(Use additional sheets as necessary) 

 
County: Name of Project: 

Local Education Agency: 
Type of Project:   □ New Construction   □ Modernization 

                            □ Equipment 
 

Name of School: Student Capacity for Project: 

Project Tracking Number:  
Proposed Schematic Drawing Attached?    □ Yes □ No 

 
Project Summary 
Generally describe the scope of the career technical project and its educational goals. 
 
 
 
 
 
Program and Space Functionality 
Describe the program activities for this career tech project/equipment and how the teaching station will support those functions. 
 
 
 
 
 
Space and Equipment Requirements 
List required equipment needed to support the career technical project and the square footage requirements for all its other spaces (teaching 
station, storage, office, lab, lecture area, etc.). Please attach a schematic drawing of the proposed project. 
 
 
 
 
 
Functional Relationship to Site 
Describe how the new construction or modernized building impacts other areas of the site.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
Site Development Considerations 
Provide, if any, additional site development needs associated with the career technical project. 
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Career Technical Education Facilities Program 
 

FORM C – BUDGET JUSTIFICATION/DETAIL SHEET 
(One Form per School Site, Per Project) 

 
 

LEA Name:        Project Name:  
 
Provide sufficient detail to justify the budget. The budget justification page(s) must provide all required information 
even if the items have already been identified and discussed in another section. For each project or equipment, 
list the costs associated. Please use additional sheets as necessary. 
 

Project/Equipment Description 
 

Subtotal Each Item 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Total Amount of Funds Requested:

 

 
Total Match Amount:  
Source of Match: 
Time Payment Required: Y N  
Financial Support from Industry Partners: 
Other Sources of Funding: 
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FORM D – INDUSTRY SECTORS AND PATHWAYS 
California Department of Education 

 
Agriculture and Natural Resources Industry Sector 
A. Agricultural Business Pathway 
B. Agricultural Mechanics Pathway 
C. Agriscience Pathway 
D. Animal Science Pathway 
E. Forestry and Natural Resources Pathway 
F. Ornamental Horticulture Pathway 
G. Plant and Soil Science Pathway 
Arts, Media, and Entertainment Industry Sector 
A. Media and Design Arts Pathway 
B. Performing Arts Pathway 
C. Production and Managerial Arts Pathway 
Building Trades and Construction Industry Sector 
A. Cabinetmaking and Wood Products Pathway 
B. Engineering and Heavy Construction Pathway 
C. Mechanical Construction Pathway 
D. Residential and Commercial Construction Pathway 
Education, Child Development, and Family Services Industry Sector 
A. Child Development Pathway 
B. Consumer Services Pathway 
C. Education Pathway 
D. Family and Human Services Pathway 
Energy and Utilities Industry Sector 
A. Electromechanical Installation and Maintenance Pathway 
B. Energy and Environmental Technology Pathway 
C. Public Utilities Pathway 
D. Residential and Commercial Energy and Utilities Pathway 
Engineering and Design Industry Sector 
A. Architectural and Structural Engineering Pathway 
B. Computer Hardware, Electrical, and Networking Engineering Pathway 
C. Engineering Design Pathway 
D. Engineering Technology Pathway 
E. Environmental and Natural Science Engineering Pathway 
Fashion and Interior Design Industry Sector 
A. Fashion Design, Manufacturing, and Merchandising Pathway 
B. Interior Design, Furnishings, and Maintenance Pathway 
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Finance and Business Industry Sector 
A. Accounting Services Pathway 
B. Banking and Related Services Pathway 
C. Business Financial Management Pathway 
Health Science and Medical Technology Industry Sector 
A. Biotechnology Research and Development Pathway 
B. Diagnostic Services Pathway 
C. Health Informatics Pathway 
D. Support Services Pathway 
E. Therapeutic Services Pathway 
Hospitality, Tourism, and Recreation Industry Sector 
A. Food Science, Dietetics, and Nutrition Pathway 
B. Food Service and Hospitality Pathway 
C. Hospitality, Tourism, and Recreation Pathway 
Information Technology Industry Sector 
A. Information Support and Services Pathway 
B. Media Support and Services Pathway 
C. Network Communications Pathway 
D. Programming and Systems Development Pathway 
Manufacturing and Product Development Industry Sector 
A. Graphic Arts Technology Pathway 
B. Integrated Graphics Technology Pathway 
C. Machine and Forming Technology Pathway 
D. Welding Technology Pathway 
Marketing, Sales, and Service Industry Sector 
A. E-commerce Pathway 
B. Entrepreneurship Pathway 
C. International Trade Pathway 
D. Professional Sales and Marketing Pathway 
Public Services Industry Sector 
A. Human Services Pathway 
B. Legal and Government Services Pathway 
C. Protective Services Pathway 
Transportation Industry Sector 
A. Vehicle Maintenance, Service, and Repair 
B. Aviation and Aerospace Transportation Services Pathway 
C. Collision Repair and Refinishing Pathway 
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FORM E 

 
 

 



 

 

DRAFT California Department of Education DRAFT 
 

AB 127, ARTICLE 13 
Career Technical Education Facilities Program 

 
 

Application Scoring Guide 
 
 

 
           Application Log Number: ________________        Reviewer Number: ____________  Date: ______________________  
 
 
NOTE TO REVIEWER: 
 
This scoring guide is intended to assist the reviewer to focus on topics highlighted in the Application for Career Technical Education 
Facilities/Equipment under AB 127, Article 13.  
 
A project must score at least 105 points in order for the project to be considered for funding. Projects must meet eligibility requirements established by 
the State Allocation Board in order to receive funding. 
 
 
 

 
COVER PAGE – FORM A    

(5 Points Total) 
 

The Cover page is 
complete as required 

The Cover Page is 
incomplete 

A. Is the Cover Page part of the application, and does it contain all of 
the requested information, including all required signatures and 
certifications?  (5 Points)  

 
 

5 pts.

 
 

0 pts.
 
 
 
 
 



 

2 

 
 

ELEMENT 1.  CAREER TECHNICAL EDUCATION PLAN    
(50 Points Total) 

 

 
Circle one: 

 

 Is a complete copy of the CTE Plan, including all of the components 
described in items A-D of Element 1, attached to the application?   
 
Has the CTE Plan been approved by the required partners as 
specified in AB 127, Article 13, Section 17078.72 (i)(4)? 
If so, please provide the date: _______________________ 
 
(Note: If the answer is No to either question, the application shall not 
be reviewed further and will not be considered for funding.) 

YES 
 
 

YES 

NO 
 
 

NO 

  Very good 
explanation with 
specific 
supporting 
detail 

Adequate 
explanation 
with general 
supporting 
detail 

Minimal 
explanation with 
minimal 
supporting 
detail 

A* Description of the Career Technical Education Plan includes the 
rationale for the CTE modification, reconfiguration, new construction, 
or equipment? Is the industry sector identified? Is the high-demand 
labor market for qualified technical employees in this field and region 
explained?  (20 Points) 20-18 pts. 17-11pts. 10-1 pts.

B. Is the roster of membership, affiliation and contact information of the 
advisory committee, required pursuant to Education Code Section 
8070, included?  (5 Points) 5 pts. 4-3 pts. 2-1 pts.

C. Is there a description of how the school is committed to ensuring that 
all students are given the opportunity to participate in CTE programs, 
activities and experiences?  (10 Points) 10-9 pts. 8-6 pts. 5-1 pts.

D. Is there a description of how the CTE program includes the following:  
Industry-validated certifications, State Board of Education-adopted 
CTE Standards, a sequence of CTE courses, and career pathways?  
(15 Points) 15-13 pts. 12-8 pts. 7-1 pts.

 
 



 

3 

 
 

ELEMENT 2.  PROJECTIONS OF STUDENT ENROLLMENT 
(25 Points Total)     

Very good 
explanation with 
specific 
supporting 
detail  

Adequate 
explanation 
with general 
supporting 
detail  

Minimal 
explanation with 
minimal 
supporting 
detail  

A* Is there a description of the total number of pupils expected to 
attend the CTE program that will be supported with these funds and 
a clear description of the method used to project the student 
enrollments?  (15 Points) 15-13 pts. 12-8 pts. 7-0 pts.

B. Is there a description of the procedures in place that will ensure the 
projected student enrollment will be met?  Is there a description of 
the specific role of the guidance and counseling component of the 
school in the recruitment and enrollment process?  (10 Points) 10-9 pts. 8-6 pts. 5-0 pts.

 
 

 
ELEMENT 3.  IDENTIFICATION OF FEEDER SCHOOLS  

AND PARTNERS 
(15 Points Total) 

Roster is 
comprehensive 
including an 
exemplary 
number of 
participating 
stakeholders 

Roster is 
adequate with 
a 
representative 
group of 
participating 
stakeholders 

Minimal 
stakeholder  
involvement is 
evident in the 
roster 

A* Is there a roster with affiliations of the feeder schools, middle 
schools, high schools, regional occupational centers and programs 
(ROCPs), students, parents, counselors, community members, 
business and industry partners related to the sector being 
addressed, community colleges, and other key stakeholders who 
participated in the development, articulation, review and approval of 
the CTE Plan? Is there a description of the geographic proximity of 
other similar programs to ensure that the project complements CTE 
offerings in the area?  (10 Points) 10-9 pts. 8-6 pts. 5-0 pts.

  Thorough 
description of 
similar 
programs within 
geographic 
proximity  

Adequate 
description of 
similar 
programs 
within 
geographic 
proximity 

Minimal 
description of 
similar 
programs within 
geographic 
proximity 

 (Second component of Element 3, Item A)  Is there a description of 
the geographic proximity of other similar programs to ensure that 
the project complements CTE offerings in the area? (5 Points) 5 pts. 4-3 pts. 2-0 pts.



 

4 

 
 

 
 

ELEMENT 4.  THE ACCOUNTABILITY PLAN 
(25 Points Total)     

Very good 
explanation with 
specific 
supporting 
detail  

Adequate 
explanation 
with general 
supporting 
detail  

Minimal 
explanation with 
minimal 
supporting 
detail  

A* Is there a description of the school’s accountability plan for 
enrollments and outcomes, Including the following: (1) the expected 
number of students who will complete a certificate, i.e. ROCP, 
industry-based, etc., (2) the number of students expected to enter 
employment in a related industry, apprenticeship program or 
military, (3) the number of students expected to successfully 
transition into postsecondary institutions for more advanced study in 
the applicable industry or other areas of study, and (4) the process 
the school will use to gather, analyze, and disseminate the data 
from 1-3 above to the School Board, parents, community members, 
business and industry partners, and other key stakeholders?   
(20 Points) 20-18 pts. 17-11pts. 10-0 pts.

B. Is there a description of how the school will meet or exceed its 
obligations pursuant to Education Code Section 51228(b)?   
(5 Points) 5 pts. 4-3 pts. 2-0 pts.

 
 

 
ELEMENT 5.  EDUCATIONAL SPECIFICATION AND 

EQUIPMENT/SPACE REQUIREMENTS SHEET - FORM B 
(10 Points Total) 

Very good 
explanation with 
specific 
supporting 
detail  

Adequate 
explanation 
with general 
supporting 
detail  

Minimal 
explanation with 
minimal 
supporting 
detail  

A. Did the applicant provide an educational specification that defines 
the educational goals of the particular CTE program and shows how 
the requested grant will be used (specify equipment, furniture and 
facilities construction or modernization) to meet those goals and 
include a schematic drawing of the proposed space and/or location 
of the equipment for this project?  (10 Points) 10-9 pts. 8-6 pts. 5-0 pts.

 
 



 

5 

 
 

ELEMENT 6. BUDGET JUSTIFICATION/DETAIL SHEET - FORM C 
(30 Points Total)     

YES 
Rationale and 
methodology  are 
provided to calculate 
cost per pupil 

NO 
Rationale and 
methodology are not 
provided to calculate 
cost per pupil 

A* Is there a description of the estimated capital cost per pupil and the 
rationale/method used for calculating this number?  Is reference 
made to the CTE Plan where feasible?  (15 Points) 

 
 

15 pts.

 
 

0 pts.
  Very good 

explanation with 
specific 
supporting 
detail 

Adequate 
explanation 
with general 
supporting 
detail  

Minimal 
explanation with 
minimal 
supporting 
detail  

B* Is there a description of the financial participation of industry 
partners in the construction and equipping of the facility?   
(15 Points) 15-13 pts. 12-8 pts. 7-0 pts.

 
 

 
ELEMENT 7.  UNIQUE CONDITIONS 

(5 Additional Points Total. The reviewer may award additional points to 
the total score if unique conditions exist that warrant significant 

consideration in ranking the application) 

Very good 
explanation with 
specific 
supporting 
detail  

Adequate 
explanation 
with general 
supporting 
detail  

Minimal 
explanation with 
minimal 
supporting 
detail  

A. Did the applicant provide any information on unique conditions 
which may affect this application?  Unique conditions may include, 
but are not limited to, such items as rural or isolated schools or 
educational agencies, unique partnership arrangements, unique 
costs and expense issues, unique physical plant conditions or 
facilities issues, etc.  (5 Points) 5 pts. 4-3 pts. 2-0 pts.
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OVERALL FEASIBILITY OF THE PROJECT 

(5 Points Total) 

Very good 
explanation with 
specific 
supporting 
detail  

Adequate 
explanation 
with general 
supporting 
detail  

Minimal 
explanation with 
minimal 
supporting 
detail  

A. The reviewer has the opportunity to judge whether the overall 
project is realistically capable of achieving the intent of AB 127, 
Article 13.  The reviewer will consider the entire application, in 
overall context, to make a judgment.  The intent of this section is to 
assess the cohesiveness and viability of the total project. 
(5 Points) 5 pts. 4-3 pts. 2-0 pts.

 
* Weighted Items 

 
 
 

REVIEWER’S OVERALL ASSESSMENT OF APPLICATION  
 
The intent of this section is to provide the reviewer an opportunity to comment on the application in general:   
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

 



 

7 

 

APPLICATION LOG NUMBER: 

 

SCORES FOR THIS APPLICANT:  
Item Score 

Cover Page (Form A) 
5 pts.

 

Element 1.  Career Technical Education Plan 
50 pts.

 

Element 2.  Projections of Student Enrollment 
25 pts.

 

Element 3.  Identification of Feeder Schools and Partners 
15 pts.

 

Element 4.  The Accountability Plan 
25 pts.

 

Element 5.  Educational Specification and Equipment/Space                   
Requirements Sheet (Form B)  

10 pts.  

 

Element 6.  Budget Justification/Detail Sheet (Form C)  
30 pts.

 

Overall Feasibility of the Project   
5 pts

 

SCORE:
(Maximum score for above items is 165) 

 

Element 7.  Unique Conditions (Additional points as determined by the reviewer) 

5 pts

 

TOTAL ADJUSTED SCORE:

(Maximum score is 170)

 

 
(Minimum passing threshold score is 105) 
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generAl informAtion
Once the Board has determined or adjusted the district’s eligibility for either new con-

struction or modernization funding, the district may file an application for funding by 

use of this form. The Board will only provide new construction funding if this form is 

submitted prior to the date of occupancy of any classrooms included in the construc-

tion contract. If the district has a pending reorganization election that will result in the 

loss of eligibility for the proposed project, the district may not file an application for 

funding until the Board has adjusted the district’s new construction baseline eligibil-

ity as required in Section 1859.51. This may be accomplished by completion of Form 

SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03.

For purposes of Education Code Section 17073.25, the California Department of Educa-

tion (CDE) is permitted to file modernization applications on behalf of the California 

Schools for the Deaf and Blind.

Requests for funding may be made as follows:

A separate apportionment for site acquisition for a new construction project for 

environmental hardship pursuant to Section 1859.75.1. For purposes of this apportion-

ment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE.

Preliminary appraisal of property.

Approval letter from the Department of Toxic Substances Control.

A separate apportionment for site acquisition and/or design costs for a new 

construction project pursuant to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is avail-

able only to districts that meet the financial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. 

Districts may apply for a separate apportionment for the design and for site 

acquisition on the same project. For purposes of this apportionment, the follow-

ing documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE (site apportionment only).

Preliminary appraisal of property (site apportionment only).

A separate apportionment for district-owned site acquisition cost pursuant to 

Section 1859.81.2. For purposes of this apportionment, the following documents 

must be submitted with this form (as appropriate);

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Site approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of district-owned site.

Cost benefit analysis as prescribed in Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of the Board find-

ing that the non-school function on the district-owned site must be relocated.

A separate apportionment for design cost for a modernization project pursuant 

to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is available only to districts that meet the 

financial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the Form SAB 50-03 must accompany this form (if not previously submitted).

A New Construction Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. If the funding 

request includes site acquisition, the proposed site must either be owned by 

the district, in escrow, or the district has filed condemnation proceedings and 

received an order of possession of the site. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

1.

•

•

•

•

2.

•

•

•

3.

•

•

•

•

4.

5.

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Site/plan approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of property if requesting site acquisition funds.

Plans and specifications (P&S) for the project that were approved by the DSA. 

Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or “Zip Drive” readable in AutoCAD 14. 

The specifications may be provided on a diskette that is IBM compatible.

Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development 

funding.

If this request is pursuant to Section 1859.77.2 and the district’s housing plan 

is other than those listed in the certification section of this form, a copy of the 

school board resolution and the approved housing plan.

If the site apportionment is requested pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, 

a cost benefit analysis as prescribed in Regulation Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of 

the Board finding that the non-school function on the district-owned site must 

be relocated.

If this is a request for funding under the Small High School Program, pursuant 

to Regulation Section 1859.93.2, the district must also provide a CDE Small High 

School academic reform strategy approval.

 If this request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an Alternative 

Enrollment Projection, a justification of how the project relieves overcrowding, 

including but not limited to, the elimination of the use of Concept 6 calendars, 

four track year-round calendars, or bussing in excess of 40 minutes.

Written confirmation from the district’s career technical advisory committee 

indicating that the need for vocational and career technical facilities is being 

adequately met within the district consistent with Education Code Sections 

51224, 51225.3(b), 51228(b), and 52236.1.

Modernization Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. For purposes of this appor-

tionment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

P&S for the project that were approved by the DSA.

DSA approval letter for elevator to meet handicapped compliance, if funding is 

requested.

Cost estimate of the proposed site development necessary for the Reconfiguration 

of an existing high school.

 Plan approval letter from the CDE.

Districtwide enrollment data on Form SAB 50-01 when requesting project assistance 

(if not previously submitted).

If the request includes funding for 50 year old permanent buildings pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.6, a site diagram identifying all buildings to be modernized in the 

project. The diagram must specify those buildings that are at least 50 years old.

Written confirmation from the district’s career technical advisory committee indicat-

ing that the need for vocational and career technical facilities is being adequately 

met within the district consistent with Education Code Sections 51224, 51225.3(b), 

51228(b), and 52236.1.

 Prior to acceptance of an application for funding that includes a financial hard-

ship request, the district must have its financial hardship status “pre-approved” by 

the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC). To apply for a financial hardship 

“pre-approval”, consult the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

If the district is requesting New Construction funding after the initial baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board and the district’s current CBEDS enrollment reporting year 

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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Section 1859.82 (a). The amount entered cannot exceed the district’s baseline 

eligibility determined on Form SAB 50-03 and will be the basis for the amount 

of the new construction or modernization grants provided for the project.

If this request is for a Final Apportionment, the pupils assigned to the project 

must be at least 75 percent, but not more than 100 percent, of the pupils that 

received the Preliminary Apportionment. Refer to Section 1859.147.

Check the box if the project is eligible for funding for 50 year or older perma-

nent buildings and report, at the option of the district:

The total number of eligible classrooms or the total eligible square footage 

building area at the site. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(A) or (b)(2)(A).

The total number of permanent classrooms or the total permanent square 

footage building area that is at least 50 years old and not been previously 

modernized with state funds. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(B) or (b)(2)(B).

Enter the greater percentage as calculated under Regulation Section 

1859.78.6(b)(1)(C) or Regulation Section 1859.78.6(b)(2)(C).

If this project includes eligible 50 year or older pupil grants, enter the appro-

priate number assigned to the project for each grade group. The number 

of pupils entered cannot exceed the cumulative number of 50 year or older 

permanent buildings pupil grants requested for all modernization funding 

applications for the site as determined by using the percentage factor above.

If this request includes pupil grants generated by an Alternative Enrollment 

Projection Method, enter the number of pupils by grade level.

Indicate if this request is for funding of a 6–8 school and/or an Alternative 

Education School.

Check the applicable box if the district is requesting additional pupil grants 

assigned to the project that exceed the capacity of the project or if the pupils 

assigned represent eligibility determined at another grade level and check the ap-

propriate box to indicate under which regulation the district is applying. The pupil 

capacity of the project may be determined by multiplying the classrooms reported 

in box 3 by 25 for K–6; 27 for 7–8, 9–12 grades; 13 for non-severe and 9 for severe.

If the request is for replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) or (b) 

on the same site, check the facility hardship box.

3.	 Number	of	Classrooms

Enter the:

• Number of classrooms as shown on the plans and specifications (P&S). If there 

was demolition at the site, report the net increase in the number of classrooms 

showing in the P&S.

b.

•

•

•

•

c.

d.

e.

f.

is later than the enrollment reporting year used to determine the district’s baseline 

eligibility or adjusted eligibility, the district must complete a new Form SAB 50-01 based 

on the current year CBEDS enrollment data, and submit it to the OPSC with this form. In 

addition, if the district’s request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an 

Alternative Enrollment Projection, the district must update the Alternative Enrollment 

Projection to correspond with the CBEDS enrollment data  for the current year. A small 

district with 2,500 or less enrollment as defined in Section 1859.2 will not have its eligi-

bility reduced for a period of three years from the date the district’s baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board as a result of reduction in projected enrollment.

For a list of the documents that must be submitted in order for the OPSC to deem a 

funding request for new construction or modernization complete and ready for OPSC 

processing, consult the SFP handbook and other information located on the OPSC 

Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

For purposes of completing this form for a Final Charter School Apportionment, a 

charter school shall be treated as a school district.

Specific inStructionS
The district must assign a Project Tracking Number (PTN) to this project. The same PTN 

is used by the OPSC, the DSA and the CDE for all project applications submitted to 

those agencies to track a particular project through the entire state application review 

process. If the district has already assigned a PTN to this project by prior submittal 

of the P&S to either the DSA or the CDE for approval, use that PTN for this applica-

tion submittal. If no PTN has been previously assigned for this project, a PTN may be 

obtained from the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov “PT Number Generator.”

1.	 Type	of	Application

Check the appropriate box that indicates the type of School Facility Program (SFP) 

grant the district is requesting for purposes of new construction, modernization, 

a separate design and/or site apportionment, site apportionment as an environ-

mental hardship or New Construction (Final Apportionment). If the application is 

for the modernization of school facilities and includes facilities that are eligible for 

an additional apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8, include a site diagram 

with this application that specifies the age of each facility eligible for moderniza-

tion. The diagram should also indicate the date of its original DSA plan approval 

and the date the facility received its prior modernization apportionment. If known 

include the project modernization number on the diagram. If the application is 

for modernization of a California School for the Deaf or Blind, the CDE shall check 

the box identified as Modernization of California Schools for the Deaf/Blind. If the 

request is for a separate design apportionment, the CDE shall check the appropriate 

box. If the eligibility for this project was established as a result of the need for new 

or replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) and (b), or rehabilitation 

pursuant to Section 1859.83 (e), check the appropriate box.

If this request is for an addition to an existing site and advance funding for the 

evaluation and RA costs, check the appropriate box and refer to Section 1859.74.4.

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment or a Preliminary Charter 

School Apportionment to a Final Apportionment, check the New Construction 

(Final Apportionment or Final Charter School Apportionment) box.

If the district is requesting a separate site and/or design apportionment, complete 

boxes 2a, 3, 4, the site acquisition data in box 5 (d and e), and boxes 12, 13, 14, 15 

and 21 only.

2.	 Type	of	Project

Select the type of project that best represents this application request and 

enter the total number of pupils assigned to the project for each grade group. 

Include pupils to be housed in a new or replacement school authorized by 

a.
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• Master plan site size, as recommended by the California Department of Education.

• Recommended site size, as determined by the California Department of Education.

• Existing Useable Acres already owned at that location (if any).

• Proposed Useable Acres that was/will be purchased as part of the application (if any).

4.	 Financial	Hardship	Request

Check the box if the district is requesting financial hardship assistance because 

it is unable to meet its matching share requirement. Refer to Section 1859.81 for 

eligibility criteria. Districts requesting financial assistance must have received a 

pre-approval for financial hardship status by the OPSC. Consult the OPSC Web site 

at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for details and necessary documentation needed in order 

to determine eligibility.

5.	 New	Construction	Additional	Grant	Request

Check the appropriate box(es) if the district requests an augmentation to the new 

construction grant for “additional” grants for the items listed or for replacement 

facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82(a) and (b). Refer to Sections 1859.72 through 

1859.76 and 1859.82(a) and (b) for eligibility criteria. Enter the:

Therapy area in square feet as provided in Section 1859.72.

Multilevel classrooms in the P&S pursuant to Section 1859.73.

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.73.1. If the district has not submitted a request for new construction 

baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current Form SAB 

50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

Indicate the site scenario that best represents the project request. If no RA is 

required, refer to Section 1859.74. If a RA is required on a site that is not leased 

or an addition to an existing site, refer to Section 1859.74.2. If RAs are required 

on a leased site or an addition to an existing site, refer to Sections 1859.74.3 or 

1859.74.4, respectively. The limitation of 50 percent may be exceeded when 

unforeseen circumstances exist, the CDE determines that the site is the best 

available site, and substantiation that the costs are the minimum required to 

complete the evaluation and RA.

Enter 50 percent of the actual cost.

Enter 50 percent of the appraised value of the site. If the request is 

made pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, enter 50 percent of the 

appraised value.

Enter 50 percent of the allowable relocation cost.

Enter two percent of the lesser of the actual cost or appraised value of the 

site (minimum $25,000).

Enter 50 percent of the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) fee 

for review and approval of the phase one environmental site assessment 

and preliminary endangerment assessment reports. Refer to Sections 

1859.74, 1859.74.1, 1859.74.5, 1859.75, 1859.75.1 and 1859.81.1. If the 

district is submitting a funding request for new construction under the 

Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values.

A project that received site acquisition funds under the Lease-Purchase 

Program (LPP) as a priority two project is not eligible for site acquisition funds 

under the SFP. A district-owned site acquired with LPP, SFP or Proposition 1A 

funds is not eligible for funding under Regulation Section 1859.74.5.

Enter 50 percent of the amount allowable for hazardous materials/waste re-

moval and/or remediation for the site acquired pursuant to Sections 1859.74.2, 

1859.74.3, 1859.74.4, 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1. If an RA is required, check the box.

a.

b.

c.

d.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

e.

Enter 50 percent of eligible service-site development, off-site development 

including pedestrian safety paths and utilities costs allowed pursuant to 

Section 1859.76. If the district is submitting a funding request for new con-

struction under the Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values. 

Attach cost estimates of the proposed site development work which shall be 

supported and justified in the P&S. All cost estimates shall reflect 100 percent 

of the proposed work.

Check the box if the district is requesting an Additional Grant for General Site 

Development pursuant to Section 1859.76

If the district is requesting replacement facilities on the same site, enter the 

square footage requested as provided in Section 1859.82(a) or (b).

Enter the square feet of eligible replacement area as provided by Sec-

tion 1859.73.2.

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Efficiency pursuant to 

Section 1859.71.3, enter the percentage of energy efficiency that exceeds Title 24 

requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.71.3(a)(3).

Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifies for additional 

funding for fire code requirements authorized in Section 1859.71.2.

6.	 Modernization	Additional	Grant	Request

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance allowance pursuant 

to Section 1859.78.2. If the district has not submitted a request for new con-

struction baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current 

Form SAB 50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Efficiency pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.5, enter the percentage of energy efficiently that exceeds Title 

24 requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.78.5(a)(3).

Check the box if the district requests an additional grant for site development 

utility cost necessary for the modernization of 50 years or older permanent 

building(s). Enter 60 percent of the eligible costs allowable pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.78.7(a).

Check the box if the district is requesting a Separate Apportionment for 

Reconfiguration pursuant to Section 1859.78.9. Enter the full value of the 

Reconfiguration request, not to exceed an aggregate of $500,000 for all high 

school entities created.

Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifies for additional 

funding for fire code requirements authorized in Section 1859.78.4.

7.	 Excessive	Cost	Hardship	Request

Check the appropriate box to request an augmentation to the New Construction 

or Modernization Grants for an excessive cost hardship for the items listed. Refer 

to Section 1859.83 for eligibility criteria. Requests for excessive cost grants for a 

new two-stop elevator(s) and for additional stops in a modernization project are 

allowed only if required by the Division of the State Architect (DSA). Attach copy 

of the DSA letter that requires that the elevator(s) be included in the project for 

handicapped access compliance.

If the request is for the excessive cost grant for a new Alternative Education school 

pursuant to Section 1859.83(c)(2) and the district wishes to request less than the 

maximum allowance, please submit a letter along with application indicating the 

desired amount.

If the request is for rehabilitation mitigation, report 80 percent or 60 percent (as 

appropriate) of health/safety rehabilitation mitigation cost for a modernization 

project as authorized by Section 1859.83(e).

f.

g.

h.

i.

j.

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.
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8.	 Project	Priority	Funding	Order

Enter the priority order of this project in relation to other new construction appli-

cations submitted by the district on the same date. If applications are not received 

on the same date, the OPSC will assign a higher district priority to the applica-

tion received first. Check the box(es) if the project meets the criteria outlined in 

Section 1859.92(c)(3),(4) and (6), as appropriate. This information is needed for 

purposes of priority points.

9.	 Prior	Approval	Under	the	LPP

If the project the district is requesting SFP grants for received a Phase P, S, or C 

approval under the LPP, report the application number of that project, regardless 

if the project actually received funding or was included on an “unfunded” list. 

Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the application by 

the OPSC.

10.	 Prior	Apportionment	Under	the	SFP

If the project received a separate apportionment under the SFP for either site 

and/or design, or site environmental hardship, enter the application number of 

the project. Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the 

application by the OPSC.

11.	 Preliminary	Apportionment	to	a	Final	Apportionment

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportion-

ment, enter the application number of the Preliminary Apportionment. Failure to 

report this information may delay the processing of the application by the OPSC.

12.	 Alternative	Developer	Fee

The district must report certain alternative fees collected pursuant to Government 

Code Section 65995.7, as of the date of application submittal to the OPSC. Refer 

to Section 1859.77 for details. Districts are advised that the OPSC may perform an 

audit of the developer fees collected prior to application approval by the Board.

13.	Adjustment	to	New	Construction	Baseline	Eligibility

Pursuant to Section 1859.51 certain adjustments to the district’s new construction 

baseline eligibility must be made each time a district submits Form SAB 50-04, to 

the OPSC for SFP new construction or modernization grants. These adjustments 

are made by the OPSC based on information reported by the district on this form.

Report all additional classroom(s) provided after the district submitted its 

request for determination of its new construction baseline eligibility for the 

grades shown, or indicate N/A if there are none. Refer to Section 1859.51(i).

If the eligibility for this project was determined on a high school attendance 

area (HSAA) or Super HSAA pursuant to Section 1859.41, enter the number of 

pupils by grade level type that were included in the latest report by the CDE 

pursuant to Education Code Section 42268 that received operational grants in 

that HSAA or Super HSAA.

a.

b.

14.	 Pending	Reorganization	Election

Complete only for new construction projects. Indicate if there is a pending reorga-

nization election that will result in a loss of eligibility for this project. If the answer 

is “yes”, the district must complete Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form 

SAB 50-03, to adjust the district’s new construction baseline eligibility as a result of 

the reorganization and submit them with this form.

15.	 Joint-Use	Facility/Leased	Property

Check the box if:

The facilities to be constructed/modernized as part of this project will be for 

joint use by other governmental agencies.

The new construction or modernization grants will be used for facilities 

located or to be located on leased property.

16.	 Project	Progress	Dates

Complete this section for new construction/modernization projects:

Enter the date the initial construction contract was signed for this project. If a 

construction contract has not been executed, enter N/A.

Enter the issue date for the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the 

project, or enter N/A if a Notice to Proceed has not been issued.

17.	 Labor	Compliance	Program

Indicate whether the district is subject to a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to Labor Code 

Section 1771.7 by checking the appropriate box.

18.	 Construction	Delivery	Method

Check the box that best represents the construction delivery method that the 

district has or will use for this project, if known.

19.	 Career	Technical	Education	Funds	Request

Indicate if Career Technical Education (CTE) funds will be requested for 

classroom(s) included in the plans and specifications for this project pursuant to 

Section 1859.193. If “Yes”, enter the number of CTE classroom(s) shown on the P&S.

2019.	 Architect	of	Record	or	Licensed	Architect	Certification

The architect of record or the licensed architect must complete this section.

2120.	 Architect	of	Record	or	Design	Professional	Certification

The architect of record or the appropriate design professional must complete this 

section.

2221.	 Certification

The district representative must complete this section. For additional information 

regarding district certifications, refer to the SFP handbook located on the OPSC 

web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

a.

b.

a.

b.
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The school district named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Office of Public School Construction for a grant under the provisions of 

Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, et seq., of the Education Code and the Regulations thereto.

School DiStrict ApplicAtion number

School nAme project trAcking number

county DiStrict repreSentAtive’S e-mAil ADDreSS high School AttenDAnce AreA (hSAA) or Super hSAA (if ApplicAble)

1.	 Type	of	Application—Check	Only	One

 New Construction

 New Construction (Final Apportionment)

 New Construction (Final Charter School Apportionment)

 New Construction (Small High School Program)

 Modernization

 Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

Separate apportionment

 Site Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Site Only (District owned)—New Construction [Section 1859.81.2]

 Site Only—Environmental Hardship [Section 1859.75.1]

 Design Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Design Only—Modernization

 Design Only—Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(a)]

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(b)]

 Rehabilitation [Section 1859.83(e)]

 Advance Funding for Evaluation and RA

2.	 Type	of	Project

a.  Elementary School total Pupils assigned:

 Middle School K–6:  _________________

 High School 7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b.  50 Years or Older Building Funding (Modernization Only)

Total Eligible Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________

Classroom/Square Footage at Least 50 Years Old:  _________________

Ratio of 50 Years Old Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________ %

From 2a above, how many are 50 Year or Older Pupil Grants?

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

c. Included in 2a above, how many pupils are generated by the  

Alternative Enrollment Projection? (New Construction Only)

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

d. Is this a 6–8 school?  Yes  No

If you answered yes, how many K–6 pupils reported  

above are sixth graders?  _________________

Is this an Alternative Education School?  Yes  No

e. Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2?  Yes  No 

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3?  Yes  No 

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

f.  Facility Hardship (no pupils assigned)

3.	 Number	of	Classrooms:	 	_________________

Master Plan Acreage Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Recommended Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Existing Acres (Useable):  _________________

Proposed Acres (Useable):  _________________

4.	 	 Financial	Hardship	Request—Must	Have	Pre-Approval	by	OPSC

5.	 New	Construction	Additional	Grant	Request—New	Construction	Only

a. Therapy: Toilets (sq. ft.)  _________________  

Other (sq. ft.)  _________________

b. Multilevel Construction (CRS):  _________________

c.  Project Assistance

d. Site Acquisition:

 Leased Site

 Additional Acreage to Existing Site

 Addition to Existing Site

(1) 50 percent Actual Cost: $ _________________  

(2) 50 percent Appraised value: $ _________________

(3) 50 percent Relocation Cost: $ _________________

(4) 2 percent (min. $25,000): $ _________________

(5) 50 percent DTSC Fee: $ _________________

e. 50 percent hazardous waste removal: $ _________________

 Response Action (RA)

f. Site Development

 50 percent Service-Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Off-Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Utilities: $ _________________

 General Site

 g. Facility Hardship Section 1859.82(a) or (b)

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________  

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________
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h. Replacement area

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________  

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

i.  Energy Efficiency:  _________________ %

j.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System 

 Automatic Sprinkler System

6.	 Modernization	Additional	Grant	Request—Modernization	Only

a.  Project Assistance

b.  Energy Efficiency:  _________________ %

c.  Site Development—60 percent utilities: $ _________________

d.  Separate Apportionment for Reconfiguration

(for Small High School Program only): $ _________________

e.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System 

 Automatic Sprinkler System

7.	 Excessive	Cost	Hardship	Request

New construction only

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(1)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(2)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(3)]

 Small Size Project

  Urban/Security/Impacted Site; 

If a new site, $ ________________ per Useable Acre [Section 1859.83(d)(2)(C)]

modernization only

 Rehabilitation/Mitigation [Section 1859.83(e)]: $ _________________

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 Handicapped Access/Fire Code (3 percent)

 Number of 2-Stop Elevators:  _________________

 Number of Additional Stops:  _________________

 Small Size Project

 Urban/Security/Impacted site

8.	 Project	Priority	Funding	Order—New	Construction	Only

Priority order of this application in relation to other new construction applications 

submitted by the district at the same time: # _________________

Project meets:

 Density requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(3).

 Stock plans requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(4).

 Energy efficiency requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(6).

9.	 Prior	Approval	Under	the	LPP

New Construction: 22/ _________________

Modernization: 77/ _________________

10.	 Prior	Apportionment	Under	the	SFP

Site/Design—New Construction: 50/ _________________

Design—Modernization: 57/ _________________

11.	 Preliminary	Apportionment	to	Final	Apportionment

Preliminary Apportionment Application Number: # _________________

12.	 Alternative	Developer	Fee—New	Construction	Only

Alternative developer fee collected and reportable pursuant to  

Regulation Section 1859.77: $ _________________

13.	 Adjustment	to	New	Construction	Baseline	Eligibility

a. Additional Classroom(s) provided: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b. Operational Grant (HSAA) only: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

14.	 Pending	Reorganization	Election—New	Construction	Only  Yes  No

15.	 Joint-Use	Facility/Leased	Property

a.  Joint-Use Facility

b.  Leased Property

16.	 Project	Progress	Dates

a. Construction Contract signed on:  _________________

b. Notice to Proceed issued on:  _________________

17.	 Labor	Compliance	Program

Will you be required to initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program  

pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7 for this project?  Yes  No

18.	 Construction	Delivery	Method

 Design-Bid-Build

 Design-Build

 Developer Built

 Lease Lease-Back

 Energy Performance Contract

 Other: _____________________________________________________

19.	 Career	Technical	Education	Funds	Request

Will CTE Funds be requested for classroom(s) included in the plans and 

specifications for this project?  Yes  No

Number of CTE classroom(s):  _________________
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2019.	 Architect	of	Record	or	Licensed	Architect	Certification

I certify as the architect of record for the project or as a licensed architect that:

The P&S for this project were submitted to the OPSC by electronic medium (i.e., 

CD-ROM, zip disk or diskette) or as an alternative, if the request is for a modern-

ization Grant, the P&S were submitted in hard copy to the OPSC.

Any portion of the P&S requiring review and approval by the Division of the State 

Architect (DSA) were approved by the DSA on ____________________________ 

(enter DSA approval date).

Any portion of the P&S not requiring review and approval by the DSA meets 

the requirements of the California Code of Regulations, Title 24, including any 

handicapped access and fire code requirements.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the demolition of 

more classrooms than those to be constructed in the project, the difference is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the construction of 

more classrooms than those to be demolished in the project, the difference is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

Architect of recorD or licenSeD Architect (print nAme)

SignAture DAte

2120.	 Architect	of	Record	or	Design	Professional	Certification

I certify as the architect of record for the project or the appropriate design profes-

sional, that:

If the request is for a New Construction Grant, I have developed a cost estimate 

of the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of 

the work in the P&S including deferred items (if any) relating to the proposed 

project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided by the State 

and the district’s matching share, less site acquisition costs. This cost estimate 

does not include site acquisition, planning, tests, inspection, or furniture and 

equipment and is available at the district for review by the OPSC.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, I have developed a cost estimate of 

the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of the 

work in the P&S, including deferred items and interim housing (if any) relating to 

the proposed project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided 

by the State and the district’s matching share. This cost estimate does not 

include planning, tests, inspection or furniture and equipment and is available at 

the district for review by the OPSC.

Architect of recorD or DeSign profeSSionAl (print nAme)

SignAture DAte

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

2221.	 Certification

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form, 

with the exception of items 19 and 20, is true and correct and that:

I am an authorized representative of the district as authorized by the governing 

board of the district; and,

A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, 

et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the school district’s govern-

ing board or the designee of the Superintendent of Public Instruction on, 

__________________________; and,

The district has established a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for exclusive 

purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings and 

has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with and 

is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Section 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); and,

Pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.755, the district has made a priority of 

the funds in the restricted maintenance account, established pursuant to Educa-

tion Code Section 17070.75, to ensure that facilities are functional and meet local 

hygiene standards; and,

The district has considered the feasibility of the joint use of land and facilities 

with other governmental agencies in order to minimize school facility costs; and,

If this funding request is for the modernization of portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment pursuant to Education Code Section 17073.15, 

the district certifies that (check the applicable box below):

 1. The state modernization funds will be used to replace the portable 

classrooms and permanently remove the displaced portables from the 

classroom use within six months of the filing of the Notice of Completion 

for the project; or,

 2. It has provided documentation to the Office of Public School Construc-

tion which indicates that modernizing the portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment is better use of public resources than the 

replacement of these facilities.

Facilities to be modernized have not been previously modernized with Lease-Pur-

chase Program, Proposition 1A Funds or School Facility Program state funds; and,

All contracts entered on or after November 4, 1998 for the service of any 

architect structural engineer or other design professional for any work under the 

project have been obtained pursuant to a competitive process that is consistent 

with the requirements of Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 4525) of Divi-

sion 5, of Title 1, of the Government Code; and,

If this request is for new construction funding, the district has received approval 

of the site and the plans from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

If this request is for modernization funding, the district has received approval of 

the plans for the project from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws 

governing the use of force account labor; and,

This district has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 regarding at 

least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business enterprises; and,

The district matching funds required pursuant to Sections 1859.77.1 or 1859.79 

has either been expended by the district, deposited in the County School Facility 

Fund or will be expended by the district prior to the notice of completion for the 

project; and,

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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SignAture of DiStrict repreSentAtive DAte

The district has received the necessary approval of the plans and specifications 

from the Division of the State Architect unless the request is for a separate site 

and/or design apportionment; and,

If the district is requesting site acquisition funds as part of this application, the 

district has complied with Sections 1859.74 through 1859.75.1 as appropriate; and,

With the exception of an apportionment made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 18 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105); and,

If the apportionment for this project was made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 12 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105.1); and,

The district understands that funds not released within 18 months of apportion-

ment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied (refer to Sec-

tion 1859.90); and,

The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief; and,

All school facilities purchased or newly constructed under the project for use 

by pupils who are individuals with exceptional needs, as defined in Education 

Code Section 56026, shall be designed and located on the school site so as to 

maximize interaction between those individuals with exceptional needs and 

other pupils as appropriate to the needs of both; and,

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In 

the event a conflict should exist, the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

The district understands that some or all of the State funding for the project 

must be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Sections 

1859.105, 1859.105.1, 1859.106; and,

The district has complied with the provisions of Sections 1859.76 and 1859.79.2 

and that the portion of the project funded by the State does not contain work 

specifically prohibited in those Sections; and,

If the SFP grants will be used for the construction or modernization of school 

facilities on leased land, the district has entered into a lease agreement for the 

leased property that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and,

If the application contains a “Use of New Construction Grant” request, the district 

has adopted a school board resolution and housing plan at a public hearing at a 

regularly scheduled meeting of the governing board on __________________ 

as specified in Sections 1859.77.2, or 1859.77.3, as appropriate. The district’s ap-

proved housing plan is as indicated (check all that apply):

 1. The district will construct or acquire facilities for housing the pupils with 

funding not otherwise available to the SFP as a district match within 

five years of project approval by the SAB and the district must identify 

the source of the funds. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and (b) and 

1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

 2. The district will utilize higher district loading standards providing the 

loading standards are within the approved district’s teacher contract and 

do not exceed 33:1 per classroom. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and 

(b) and 1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

 3. The pupils requested from a different grade level will be housed in class-

rooms at an existing school in the district which will have its grade level 

changed, to the grade level requested, at the completion of the proposed 

SFP project. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(b) and 1859.77.3(b)]

If the district requested additional funding for fire code requirements pursuant 

to Sections 1859.71.2 or 1859.78.4, the district will include the automatic fire 

detection/alarm system and/or automatic sprinkler system in the project prior to 

completion of the project; and,

If this request is for a Large New Construction Project or a Large Modernization 

Project, tThe district has consulted with the career technical advisory commit-

tee established pursuant to Education Code Section 8070 and it has considered 

the need for vocational and career technical facilities is being to adequately 

met meet its program needs in accordance with Education Code Sections 51224, 

51225.3(b), 51228(b) and 52336.1; and,

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Efficiency pursuant 

to Sections 1859.71.3 or 1859.78.5, the increased costs for the energy efficiency 

components in the project exceeds the amount of funding otherwise available 

to the district; and,

If this application is submitted after January 1, 2004 for modernization funding, 

the district has considered the potential for the presence of lead-containing 

materials in the modernization project and will follow all relevant federal, state, 

and local standards for the management of any identified lead; and

The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor 

Code Section 1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the 

Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the project is issued on or after 

April 1, 2003; and,

Beginning with the 2005/2006 fiscal year, the district has complied with Educa-

tion Code Section 17070.75(e) by establishing a facilities inspection system to 

ensure that each of its schools is maintained in good repair; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifies 

that is has an academic reform strategy scored by the CDE, and is available at the 

district office for OPSC verification; and,

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifies 

the enrollment at the Small High School will not exceed 500 pupils for a mini-

mum of two complete school years after the Occupancy of the last Small High 

School funded, as outlined in Section 1859.104(e)(2); and,

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9, the district certifies 

the enrollment at the resulting Small High Schools will not exceed 500 pupils for 

a minimum of two complete school years after the Occupany of the Small High 

Schools; and,

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9 or Section 1859.93.2, 

the district certifies that is will meet all reporting requirements as specified in 

Section 1859.104(e)(1) and/or (2).

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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GeneRal instRuCtions 
(Refer to title 2, California Code of Regulations, sections 1859.90 and 1859.91)

After a School Facility Program (SFP) grant has been funded by the Board, the Office 

of Public School Construction (OPSC) will release the apportioned funds with the 

exception of design funds, to the appropriate county treasury once the district has 

completed and submitted this form to the OPSC. Design funds will automatically be 

released to the district within 30 days of the apportionment, with the exception of 

Preliminary Apportionments.

Check the boxes in Part I if the district has current financial hardship status pursuant 

to Section 1859.81 and is requesting release of Preliminary Apportioment funds for 

design, engineering, and other preconstruction project costs. Attach to this form the 

CDE Letter pursuant to Section 1859.149(a)(2).

Check the boxes in Part II if the Charter School is requesting a release of a Prelimi-

nary Charter School Apportionment for design and/or separate site apportionment 

pursuant to Section 1859.164.2.

Check the box in Part III, for release of a separate site apportionment provided 

pursuant to Sections 1859.74.4, 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1 or for release of Preliminary 

Apportionment site only acquisition pursuant to 1859.153(b) or (c).

Check the box(es) in Part Iv for release of new construction or modernization funds 

and enter the appropriate dates:

Issue date of the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the project; and,

Signature date of the initial construction contract entered into by the district for 

this project.

•

•

•

•

a.

b.

Check the boxes in Part v if the district is requesting a separate release of site acqui-

sition funds as part of a new construction project.

Check the boxes in Part vI if the district is requesting release of joint-use project funds.

Check the appropriate box(es) in Part vII that identify the district funding sources 

that have or will be used for the district’s share of the project.

Check the appropriate box(es) in Part vIII if the district is requesting a release of 

Career Technical Education Facilities funds.

Check the appropriate box in Part IXvIII that identifies the construction delivery 

method that the district utilized for this project.

For the purposes of completing this form to obtain a fund release for a Final Charter 

School Apportionment, a charter school shall be treated as a school district.

For the purposes of completing this form to obtain a fund release for a Final Career 

Technical Education Facilities Apportionment, a joint powers authority shall be treated 

as a school district.

•

•

•

•

•
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School DiStrict ApplicAtion number

School nAme Five-Digit DiStrict coDe number (See cAliForniA public School Directory)

county high School AttenDAnce AreA (hSAA) (iF ApplicAble)

Part i. Preliminary apportionment—design only
 The district certifies it has complied with Section 1859.149(a).

 The district certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the district for the project

• will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

 The district certifies that it currently has Financial Hardship status under the 

provisions of Section 1859.81.

Part ii. Preliminary Charter school apportionment

A.  Design Only

Pursuant to Section 1859.164.2(a), must be able to check all boxes:

 The Charter School certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the Charter School for the project

• will be expended by the Charter School prior to the Notice of Completion for 

the project

 The Charter School certifies it has current financial soundness status from the 

California School Finance Authority.

B.  Separate Site Apportionment

Pursuant to Section 1859.164.2(b), must be able to check all boxes:

 Release site acquisition funds. The Charter School certifies the funds are needed to 

place on deposit in order to secure the site acquisition.

 The Charter School certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the Charter School for the project

• will be expended by the Charter School prior to the Notice of Completion for 

the project

 The Charter School certifies it has current financial soundness status from the 

California School Finance Authority.

Part iii. separate site apportionment
 RA on additions to existing school sites pursuant to Section 1859.74.4.

Pursuant to Sections 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1, district must be able to check both boxes:

 Release Site Acquisition Funds. The district certifies the funds are needed to place 

on deposit in order to secure the site acquisition.

 The district certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the district for the project

• will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

Part iV. new Construction/Modernization
District/Charter School must be able to check allboth boxes:

 The district certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the district for the project

• will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

 The district certifies it has entered into a binding contract(s) for at least 50 percent 

of the construction included in the plans applicable to the state funded project), 

and has issued the Notice to Proceed on ______________________________ 

for that contract signed on _________________________________.

 If the district certified compliance with Education Code Section 17070.955 on its 

Application for Funding (Form SAB 50-04) and if it was not previously sent with 

the Form SAB 50-04, then the district must submit written confirmation from 

the district’s career technical advisory committee indicating that the need for 

vocational and career technical facilities is being adequately met within the district 

consistent with Education Code Sections 51224, 51225.3(b), 51228(b), and 52236.1.

The amount of State funds released for new construction shall be 100 percent of the 

total SFP New Construction Adjusted Grant, less any site acquisition funds previously 

released in Part III.

The amount of State funds released for modernization shall be 100 percent of the SFP 

Modernization Adjusted Grant.

Part V. new Construction—site acquisition only
District must be able to check both boxes:

 The district certifies it has entered escrow for the site (attach copy of escrow instructions).

 The district certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the district for the project

• will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

The amount of State funds released shall be equal to the additional grant provided for 

site acquisition.

Part Vi. Joint-use Projects
 The district certifies that the joint-use partners' financial contribution has either:

• been received and deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has been received and expended by the district

• will be received and expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion 

for the project

 The district certifies it has entered into a binding contract(s) for at least 50 percent 

of the construction included in the plans applicable to the state funded project.

 The amount of State funds released for new construction shall be 100 percent of the 

Joint-Use Grant.
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Part Vii. identify district and Joint-use Partners' Funding sources
 Available bond funds such as general obligation, or Mello-Roos.

 Available developer fees, proceeds from the sale of surplus property, or federal grants.

 Other funds available (identify)

 Funds already expended by the district for the project.

 Funds already expended by the joint-use partners for the project.

 Future revenue sources to be used for the project (identify)

Part Viii. Career technical education Facilities Projects
 The district certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the district for the project

• will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

 If the district requested a loan for its matching share pursuant to Section 1859.194, 

the district certifies that it has entered into a loan agreement with the State.

Part iXViii. identify district's Construction delivery Method
 Design-Bid-Build

 Design-Build

 Developer Built

 Lease Lease-Back

 Energy Performance Contract

 Other:  ________________________________________________________

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form is true and correct and that:

The site where buildings will be modernized must comply with Education Code Sections 17212, 17212.5, and 17213; and,

The grant amount provided by the State, combined with local matching funds or the Joint-Use Partner’s financial contribution, are sufficient to complete the school construc-

tion project, unless the request is for a separate site and/or design apportionment; and,

The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws governing the use of force account labor; and,

This project for which the grant amount is provided complies with Education Code Sections 17070.50 and 17072.30; and,

The district shall certify at the time of a fund release for the project that it complies with Section 1859.90.1.

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC). In the event a conflict should exist, then the language in the 

OPSC form will prevail; and,

The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor Code Section 

1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the project is issued on or after April 1, 2003.

SignAture oF DiStrict repreSentAtive DAte

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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generAl informAtion
This form is to be used by a school district/joint powers authority (JPA) to request a 

Career Technical Education Facilities Program (CTEFP) grant. Requests for funding may 

be made as follows:

New Construction or Modernization project pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.190. The 

following documents must be submitted with this form for purposes of this apportionment:

California Department of Education’s (CDE) Career Technical Education (CTE) Plan 

Approval letter.

A copy of the submitted CTEFP application that complies with the requirements of 

Education Code Section 17078.72.

•

•

7.	 CTE	Facility	Square	Footage

Enter the total eligible square footage of the CTE Facility.

8.	 Eligible	Costs

Enter the construction cost if constructing new or reconfiguring an existing 

building.

Enter the equipment cost pursuant to Education Code Section 17078.72(a).

If the request is for a CTEFP Project which is not a part of a qualifying SFP 

project, enter 50 percent of the site development costs that meet the require-

ments of Section 1859.193.

9.	 Cost	Per	Square	Footage

Enter the cost per square footage by dividing the total eligible costs in Item 8 by the 

CTE facility square footage noted in Item 7.

10.	 Project	Assistance

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.73.1. This grant is available only to a new construction or modernization 

CTE project that is not part of a qualifying SFP New Construction or Moderniza-

tion project.

11.	 Project	Progress	Dates

Enter the following project progress dates:

Date the initial construction contract was signed for this project. If a construc-

tion contract has not been executed, enter N/A.

Issue date of the Notice of Proceed for the construction phase of the project, 

or enter N/A if a Notice to Proceed has not been issued.

12.	 Priority	Order

Enter the funding priority of this application in relation to other applications for 

Career Technical Education Facilities Funding submitted on the same date.

a.

b.

c.

a.

b.

specific instructions
A Project Tracking Number must be assigned by the applicant for all applications 

submitted to the OPSC, the DSA, or the CDE. This number may be obtained from the 

OPSC web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov or the DSA or the CDE web sites under “Project 

Tracking Number Generator.”

1.	 Type	of	Application

Check the box that indicates the type of CTEFP funding requested. Refer to Sec-

tion 1859.192 for the eligibility criteria.

2.	 CTE	Industry	Sector	and	Pathway	

Enter the name of the Industry Sector and Pathway.

3.	 Reservation	of	Funds

Check the box “Yes” if requesting a reservation of funds pursuant to Section 1859.193(d). 

Otherwise, check the box “No.”

4.	 Loan	Request

Check the box “Yes” if requesting a loan pursuant to Section 1859.194. Otherwise, 

check the box “No”.

5.	 Qualifying	SFP	Project	Application	Number

If the request is for a CTEFP Project which will be part of a qualifying SFP project, 

indicate the SFP application number or the project tracking number of the 

qualifying SFP project. Enter the number of CTE classrooms specified in the CDE’s 

CTE Application. Refer to Section 1859.193.1.

6.	 CDE	Application	Overall	Score

Enter the score from the CDE’s CTE plan approval letter for this project. Divide 

the Overall Score by the Maximum Points Possible and multiply by 100 to get the 

Overall Score Percentage. (The applicant must have received a score of at least 

105 points, as determined by the CDE.)

If applicable, Plan Approval letter from the California Department of Education (CDE).

If applicable, Plans and Specifications (P&S) for the project that were approved by 

the Division of the State Architect (DSA). Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or 

“Zip Drive” readable in AutoCAD 14. The specifications may be provided on a diskette 

that is IBM compatible.

Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development funding.

If requesting a loan, the applicant must attach the completed CTEFP Funding Avail-

ability worksheet.

•

•

•

•
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the school district/JPa named below applies to the State allocation Board via the office of Public School construction for a grant under the provisions of 

article 13, chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17078.70, et seq, of the Education code and the regulations thereto.

School DiStrict/Joint PowerS Authority APPlicAtion number

School nAme ProJect trAcking number

county e-mAil ADDreSS high School AttenDAnce AreA (hSAA) (if APPlicAble)

1.	 Type	of	Application—Check	Only	One

 New Construction Project—construct new school buildings and/or equipment

 Modernization Project—reconfigure existing school buildings and/or equipment

2.	 CTE	Industry	Sector	and	Pathway:

_____________________________________________________________

3.	 Reservation	of	Funds:  Yes  No

4.	 Loan	Request:  Yes  No

5.	 Qualifying	SFP	Project	Application	Number

Application Number: # _________________

Project Tracking Number: # _________________

Number of CTE Classrooms in the CTE Application:  _________________

6.	 CDE	Application	Overall	Score:	 	_________________

Maximum Points Possible: �65
Overall Score Percentage:  _________________ %

7.	 CTE	Facility	Square	Footage:	 	_________________

8.	 Eligible	Costs

a. Construction: $ _________________

b. Equipment: $ _________________

c. Site Development: $ _________________

 Total (a+b+c): $ _________________

9.	 Cost	Per	Square	Footage: $ _________________

10.	 Project	Assistance

 CTE Project Only—not part of a qualifying SFP project

11.	Project	Progress	Dates

a. Construction Contract signed on:  _________________

b. Notice to Proceed issued on:  _________________

12.	 Priority	Order: # _________________

13.	 Certification

I certify, as the Representative for the School District or JPA, that the information 

reported on this form is true and correct and that: I am the authorized representative 

of the District or JPA as authorized by the governing board of the district or JPA; and,

A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Article 13, Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Sec-

tion 17078.70, et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the applicant’s 

Governing board on __________________; and,

The district has established a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for the exclusive 

purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings and 

has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with and 

is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Sections 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); if the applicant is a joint 

powers authority that is not required to establish a “Restricted Maintenance 

Account” under the provisions of Education Code Section 17070.75, the applicant 

certifies that it can maintain its facilities with a lesser annual deposit (refer to 

Section 1859.101); and, 

The matching funds required pursuant to Section 1859.194 has either been 

received and expended by the district, deposited in the County School Facility 

Fund or will be received and expended by the district prior to the notice of 

completion for the project; and,

The participant has or will receive the necessary approval of the plans and 

specifications from the Division of the State Architect; and,

The participant has or will receive the necessary approval of the plans and 

specifications from the CDE; and,

The participant has complied with the provisions of Section 1859.76 and that the 

portion of the project funded by the State does not contain work specifically 

prohibited in that section; and,

If the SFP grants will be used for a CTEFP project on school facilities on leased 

land, the participant has entered into a lease agreement for the leased property 

that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and,

The participant has complied with the CTEFP eligibility criteria as outlined in 

Section 1859.192; and,

The participant will comply with all laws pertaining to the construction of its CTE 

school building; and,

The participant understands that funds not released within 18 months of appor-

tionment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied (refer to Section 

1859.197); and,

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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The participant understands that by reserving funds, the applicant must submit 

the necessary approvals and/or Plans and Specifications within one year of 

apportionment; otherwise the funds will be rescinded without further Board 

action (refer to Section 1859.197); and,

The participant understands that the lack of substantial progress within 18 

months of receipt of any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unex-

pended funds (refer to Section 1859.198); and,

The participant understands that some or all of the State funding for the 

project must be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Sec-

tions 1859.105 and 1859.106, and that the portion of the project funded by the 

State does not contain work specifically prohibited; and,

All contracts for the service of any architect structural engineer or other design 

professional for any work under the project have been obtained pursuant to a 

competitive process that is consistent with the requirements of Chapter 10 (com-

mencing with Section 4525) of Division 5, of Title 1, of the Government Code; and,

•

•

•

•

The participant has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all 

laws governing the use of force account labor; and,

If this request is for modernization of CTE facilities, contracts for construction 

and/or equipment were executed on or after May 20, 2006; and,

If this request is for new construction projects, the CTE classrooms constructed 

were not occupied prior to May 20, 2006; and, 

If the applicant is requesting a loan for the matching share, a CTEFP Loan Agree-

ment will be executed pursuant to the requirements in Section 1859.194; and, 

The applicant has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 regarding at 

least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business enterprises; and,

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In 

the event a conflict should exist, the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•



 
REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, January 24, 2007 
 

ASSEMBLY BILL 607 AMENDMENTS TO  
EMERGENCY REPAIR PROGRAM REGULATIONS 

 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To request: 
 
1. Adoption of the proposed emergency regulations to implement and administer statutory amendments to the 

Emergency Repair Program (ERP). 
 
2. Authorization to file the proposed emergency regulations with the Office of Administrative Law (OAL). 

 
DESCRIPTION 
 

As a continuation of the provisions of the Williams settlement, Assembly Bill (AB) 607, Chapter 704, Statutes of 
2006 (Goldberg) adopts various changes to the Education Code related to the ERP in order to expedite funding, 
and provide greater program flexibility to encourage participation in order to help ensure that all California school 
children have equal access to clean, safe, and functional school facilities.  AB 607 adds a provision that would 
enable Local Educational Agencies (LEAs) to request grant funding under the ERP for projects that have not 
commenced or are not completed. 
 
Additionally, AB 607 requires the list of schools that are eligible to participate in the ERP be updated every three 
years, in accordance with the school’s Academic Performance Index (API) ranking.  Schools ranked in deciles 
one to three based on the 2006 API would be considered eligible for funding based on the updated list in the 
2007-08 fiscal year. 

 
STAFF COMMENTS 

 
By utilizing the State Allocation Board (SAB) Implementation Committee meetings as a forum to gather input from 
interested parties, the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) has developed proposed amendments to the 
ERP Regulations, contained in the Attachment, to implement the changes detailed above. 
 
Proposed regulation amendments also include changes to the Application for Reimbursement and Expenditure 
Report, Form SAB 61-03, which has been renamed Grant Request, Form SAB 61-03, and revised to 
accommodate either grant or reimbursement funding requests.  Additionally, a new form, the Expenditure Report, 
Form SAB 61-04, was created to accommodate the submittal of the expenditure information and certification of 
project completion subsequent to the funding request.  This was necessary because it is expected that the 
majority of projects will not be completed upon submittal of the initial Grant Request, and, therefore, the actual 
expenditures would have to be reported at a later date.   The Form SAB 61-03 and the Form SAB 61-04 are 
included in the Attachment.   
  
It is important to note that, although neither AB 607 nor the ERP Regulations specifically contemplate portable 
classroom replacement, this topic was included in Implementation Committee discussions as the OPSC has 
received requests from LEAs to replace portables with ERP funds.  The OPSC will consider requests for portable 
classroom replacement on a case-by-case basis because in some circumstances it would be more cost effective 
to replace the portable rather than to repair each system or component in the portable.   
 
 
 
 

 
(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 
 
In the discussions at the Implementation Committee meetings, an Implementation Committee member asked 
whether portables that were not purchased under the State Relocatable Phase-Out Plan could be provided to a 
district that was attempting to replace its own deteriorated portable under the ERP.  Staff explored this possibility; 
however, at this time, Staff believes it is not a viable option for the Board.  In order to provide districts with the 
means to seek grant funding for critical repairs, the OPSC will submit these regulations as emergency regulations 
to the OAL following adoption by the Board. 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
1. Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as shown on the Attachment and begin the regulatory 

process. 
 
2. Authorize the OPSC to file these emergency regulations with the OAL. 

 
 
 
 
BOARD ACTION 
 
 

In considering this item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendations with the exception of Regulation Section 
1859.323.2(j).  The Board requested that applications with requests for administrative fees not be presented for 
approval until the issue regarding the fees is brought back to the Board for discussion. 



   
   

 

ATTACHMENT 
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE  

EMERGENCY REPAIR PROGRAM REGULATIONS 
State Allocation Board Meeting, January 24, 2007 

 
… 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.302 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.302.  Definitions. 
 
For the purposes of these Subgroup 5.7 regulations, the terms set forth below shall have the following meanings, 
subject to the provisions of the Act: 
“Accepted Application(s)” means a Local Educational Agency (LEA) has submitted the application and all documents 
to the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) that are required to be submitted with the application as identified 
in the General Information and Required Documentation section of the Form SAB 61-03, Grant Request, (Rev. 
01/07), as appropriate, and the OPSC has accepted the application. 
“Act” means California Education Code (EC) Sections 17592.70 through 17592.73, inclusive, and 41207.5. 
“Apportionment” means an allocation of funds by the Board for eligible School Facilities Needs Assessment Grant 
Program or Emergency Repair Program expenditures costs.  
“Accepted Application(s)” means a Local Educational Agency (LEA) has submitted the application and all documents 
to the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) that are required to be submitted with the application as identified 
in the General Information Section of the Form SAB 61-03, Application For Reimbursement and Expenditure Report, 
(New 02/05), as appropriate, and the OPSC has accepted the application. 
“Board” means the State Allocation Board as established by Section 15490 of the Government Code. 
“CBEDS Report” means the enrollment information provided through the California Basic Educational Data System 
(CBEDS) by the LEA to the California Department of Education (CDE).  
“Certification of Eligibility” means the on-line worksheet provided by the OPSC and accessible through the OPSC 
Website at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for the purpose of a one-time determination of whether a school site meets the 
provisions of Section 1859.311(b). 
“Cosmetic Repairs” means repairs that enhance the physical environment of the school and are not directly related to 
the mitigation of a health and safety hazard.  
“Deferred Maintenance Program (DMP)” means the State deferred maintenance funding authorized by EC Sections 
17582 through 17588, inclusive. 
“Emergency Facilities Needs” means structures or systems that in their present condition pose an immediate threat 
to the health and safety of pupils and staff while at school. 
“Emergency Repair Program (ERP)” means the repair program implemented under the Act, Senate Bill 6, Chapter 
899, Statutes of 2004.  
“Emergency Repair Program ERP Grant” means an Apportionment provided by the State to reimburse the LEA for 
eligible costs, pursuant to EC Section 17592.72 and Regulation Sections 1859.323, 1859.323.1, and 1859.323.2. 
“Expended” means work has been completed, or services rendered, and a warrant has been issued for payment. 
“Employee” means an individual that is a classified or certificated temporary, probationary or permanent employee 
receiving a warrant as payment from the LEA. 
“Expended” means work has been completed, or services rendered, and a warrant has been issued for payment. 
 “Form SAB 61-01” means the Needs Assessment Report, Form SAB 61-01 (New 01/05), which is incorporated by 
reference. 
“Form SAB 61-02” means the Expenditure Report, Form SAB 61-02 (New 02/05), which is incorporated by reference.  
“Form SAB 61-03” means the Grant Request Application For Reimbursement and Expenditure Report, Form SAB 61-
03 (New 02/05 Rev 01/07), which is incorporated by reference. 
“Form SAB 61-04” means the Expenditure Report, Form SAB 61-04 (New 01/07), which is incorporated by reference. 
“Grant” means an apportionment for a request for an Emergency Repair Program project. 
“Grant Adjustment” means an increase or a decrease in the Grant after review of the Form SAB 61-04. 
“Interim Evaluation Instrument” means the evaluation tool developed pursuant to EC Section 17002(d)(2). 



   
   

 

“Like-Kind Material/System” means a building material or system that is substantially identical in function to the 
existing building material or system to be replaced. 
“Local Educational Agency (LEA)” means a school district or county office of education meeting the requirements of 
Section 14101(18)(A) or (B) of the federal Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965. 
“LEA Representative” means a member of the LEA staff or other agent authorized to execute and file application(s) 
with the Board on behalf of the LEA and/or act as liaison between the Board and the LEA. 
“Local Educational Agency (LEA)” means a school district or county office of education meeting the requirements of 
Section 14101(18)(A) or (B) of the federal Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965. 
“Needs Assessment” means the review of the facilities conducted pursuant to the Section 1859.315(c), the Form 
SAB 61-01 and EC Section 17592.70. 
“Needs Assessment Grant” means the funding provided pursuant to EC Section 17592.70(c) and Sections 1859.312 
and 1859.313. 
“Nonessential Repairs” means work that is not directly related to the mitigation of a health and safety hazard 
including, but not limited to, repairs to correct items not in compliance with Title 24 of the California Code of 
Regulations that existed prior to and are not an Emergency Facilities Needs.  
“Office of Public School Construction (OPSC)” means the State office within the Department of General Services that 
assists the Board as necessary and administers the School Facilities Needs Assessment Grant Program and the 
Emergency Repair Program. 
 “Pupil” means a student enrolled in any grade Kindergarten through grade twelve including individuals with 
exceptional needs meeting the provisions of EC Section 56026. 
“Ready for Apportionment” means a review of an Accepted Application has been completed by the OPSC and it has 
been determined that it meets all requirements of law for an Apportionment, and the OPSC will recommend approval 
to the Board. 
 “Routine Restricted Maintenance Account” means the account into which funds are deposited by LEAs pursuant to 
EC Section 17070.75.  
“School Facilities Emergency Repair Account” means the account established by the OPSC pursuant to EC Section 
17592.71(a). 
“School Facilities Needs Assessment Grant Program” means the one-time assessment of school facilities 
implemented under the Act, Senate Bill 6, Chapter 899, Statutes of 2004. 
“School Facility Program (SFP)” means the Leroy F. Greene School Facilityies Act of 1998, commencing with EC 
Section 17070.10. 
“Section” means a section in these Subgroup 5.7 regulations. 
“Unfunded List” means an information list of unfunded projects including projects partially funded on a prorated basis 
pursuant to Section 1859.322 (b)(1). 
“Web-Based Needs Assessment” means the on-line Form SAB 61-01 provided by the OPSC and accessible through 
the OPSC Website at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for the one-time purpose of submitting the Needs Assessment data 
electronically. 
“Web-Based Progress Report Survey” means the on-line worksheet provided by the OPSC and accessible through 
the OPSC Website at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for the purpose of submitting a one-time report on the progress made 
toward completing the Needs Assessment. 
“Web-Based Needs Assessment” means the on-line Form SAB 61-01 provided by the OPSC and accessible through 
the OPSC Website at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for the one-time purpose of submitting the Needs Assessment data 
electronically. 
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17592.70, 17592.71, 17592.72 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
… 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.318 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.318.  Supplement, Not Supplant, Needs Assessment Grant Funds. 
 



   
   

 

Needs Assessment Grant funds remaining after the completion of the Needs Assessment must be used for repairs 
authorized in Section 1859.313(b) and must be used to supplement, not supplant, funds already available for routine, 
deferred, planned and scheduled maintenance, or emergency repairs of school facilities.  In accordance with this 
requirement, the LEA must comply with all of the following in the 2005/2006 fiscal year: 
(a)   Deposit the funding level required pursuant to EC Section 17070.75 in the Routine Restricted Maintenance 

Account, if participating in the SFP. 
(b)   Deposit an amount equal to the State’s matching share of the basic grant pursuant to EC Section 17584, if 

participating in the DMP.  
(c)   If either (a) or (b) are not applicable, the district must budget an amount not less than the average maintenance 

budget for the three previous fiscal years.   
(d)   In an effort to ensure that each of its schools is maintained in good repair, the LEA shall expend or encumber by 

issuing a purchase order or entering into a legal contract or document, or dedicate funds from the sources listed 
in subsections (a) through (c), above, to correct problems identified in the facilities inspection system required 
pursuant to EC Section 17070.75(e), which may include items listed in the DMP five-year plan, or the Interim 
Evaluation Instrument that do not qualify for funding as described in EC Section 17592.72(c)(1). For those 
projects eligible for ERP funding, the LEA may seek reimbursement funding at any time provided that the LEA 
has or will meet the above requirements. 

 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17592.72 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
… 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.320 as follows: 

 
Section 1859.320.  General. 
 
An LEA seeking an Emergency Repair Program ERP Grant for reimbursement funding of costs for repairs or 
replacement of existing structural components or building systems that pose(d) a health and safety threat to the 
pupils or staff while at school, as defined by EC Section 17592.72(c)(1), shall submit to the OPSC a completed and 
file a Form SAB 61-03. with the OPSC.  Each Form SAB 61-03 filed with the OPSC may consist of the repair or 
replacement of only one building component or system and any work directly related to that repair or replacement. 
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17592.72, Education Code. 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.321 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.321.  Eligible Schools. 
 
Eligible schools are determined as follows: 
(a)  For fiscal years 2004-05 to 2006-07, inclusive, aAn LEA that has a school site meeting all of the following is 
eligible to submit a Form SAB 61-03: 
  (a1)  The school was identified on the list published by the CDE pursuant to EC Section 17592.70(b) 17592.72. 
  (b2)  The school was newly constructed prior to January 1, 2000. 
(b)  For subsequent fiscal years, an LEA that has a school site that is identified by the CDE pursuant to EC Section 
17592.72 is eligible to submit a Form SAB 61-03. 
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17592.72, Education Code. 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.322 as follows: 
Section 1859.322.  Emergency Repair Program Project Funding Order. 



   
   

 

 
The Board shall fund ERP applications make apportionments on a monthly basis for Grants in the order of receipt of 
an Accepted Application and for Grant Adjustments in the order of receipt of a complete Form SAB 61-04, as follows: 
(a) If sufficient funding is available to provide funding to all applications presented that month, all applications will 

receive an full and final aApportionment of the eligible costs. 
(b) If funding is insufficient in any given month: 
(1) Apportionments Grants will be provided to each application on a prorated basis with the balance placed on the 

Unfunded List, unless the proration will result in funding less than 25 percent of the eligible project costs.  The 
proration shall be determined by dividing the total funds available by the total eligible costs of all applications 
Ready for Apportionment.  All Grant Adjustments will be placed on the Unfunded List. 

(2) If the proration, as determined in (1) above, will be less than 25 percent of the eligible project costs, the Board 
shall provide Grant funding at 100 percent of the eligible project costs of the Grants based on date order 
received until funds are no longer available and the remaining Grant applications shall be placed on the 
Unfunded List.  All Grant Adjustments will be placed on the Unfunded List. 

(3) The Board will continue to accept and process applications for the purpose of developing an Unfunded List 
based on the order of receipt of the Accepted Applications.   

 
When funds become available, projects on the Unfunded List will be apportioned in the order of date received.  From 
available funds, Grants will be funded first and Grant Adjustments will be funded second.  After an Apportionment 
has been made by the Board, funds will be released automatically by the OPSC. and  If local funds have been 
expended, the Apportionment must be used by the LEA to reimburse the special reserve fund and the original source 
of funds used to make the LEA expenditures for the ERP project. 
 
Once eight hundred million dollars ($800,000,000) has been apportioned by the Board all ERP funds have  been 
depleted, any applications that have received a prorated Apportionment, a Grant, or a Grant Adjustment will be 
deemed a full and final Apportionment, any applications remaining fully unfunded on the Unfunded List will be 
returned to the LEA, and the Unfunded List shall be dissolved. 
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17592.71 and 17592.72, Education Code. 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.323 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.323.  Eligible Project Costs. 
 
Reimbursement Funding will be provided to meet the LEA share of the repair costs of Emergency Facilities Needs as 
defined in Education Code Section 17592.72(c)(1). To be eligible for funding consideration, the total project cost 
request on the Form SAB 61-03 must be $5000 or higher unless the LEA can justify its request for a lesser amount.   
Reimbursement Funding of eligible projects costs shall be limited to the minimum work required on existing structural 
components or building systems to mitigate the health and safety hazard.  
 
Replacement of existing structural components or building systems is permissible provided the project is in 
compliance with provisions of Section 1859.323.1.  
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17592.72, Education Code. 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.323.1 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.323.1.  Replacement Projects 
Full reimbursement Funding of eligible replacement costs shall be provided only if it is more cost-effective to replace 
rather than repair a structural component or building system that poses a health or safety threat to pupils or staff 



   
   

 

while at school.  For purposes of this section, it is more cost-effective to replace a structural component or building 
system when the estimated cost of an eligible repair is at least 75 percent of the cost of replacement.  
 
If the cost to repair the component or system is less than 75 percent of the current replacement cost and the district 
elects to replace the component or system, then reimbursement Grant funding shall be equal to the lesser of either: 
(a)  The cost of repair divided by the estimated cost to replace, multiplied by the actual eligible replacement cost 
(b)  Tthe estimated cost of repair.  Projects that use this option are not eligible for an increase to the Grant at the time 
of Grant Adjustment pursuant to Section 1859.324.1. 
 
If the request is for replacement components or systems, a cost comparison must be prepared and submitted with 
the Form SAB 61-03 to the OPSC.  The cost comparison shall consist of a repair cost estimate and a Like-Kind 
Material/System replacement cost estimate provided by qualified individual(s) or firm(s).  
 
Replacement of a structural component or building system shall be limited to the use of a Like-Kind Material/System 
except when the work in the project proposes to use an alternative building material or system which is requested by 
the LEA and is less costly than a Like-Kind Material/System replacement.  The cost comparison must also include 
the estimated cost of replacement using an alternative building material or system.   If replacement with an alternate 
material/system is more costly than replacement with a Like-Kind Material/System, the LEA will receive funding for 
the alternate material/system in an amount not to exceed the cost of replacement with a Like-Kind Material/System.   
If it is determined that the only possible replacement is with the alternate material/system, the LEA will receive 
funding for the actual cost of replacement with the alternate material/system. 
 
If the request is for replacement components or systems that included structural deficiencies, the cost comparison 
must also include a report from a licensed design professional identifying the minimum work necessary to obtain 
Division of the State Architect’s approval. 
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17592.72, Education Code. 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.323.2 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.323.2.  Ineligible Expenditures. 
 
An Emergency Repair Program Grant may not be used for any of the following: 
(a) New square footage, components, or building systems that did not previously exist. 
(b) Nonessential Repairs. 
(c) Cosmetic Repairs. 
(d) Land acquisition. 
(e) Furniture and equipment. 
(f) Salaries of LEA employees except when permitted pursuant to Public Contract Code Section 20114. 
(g) Costs covered under warranty or by insurance. 
(h) Costs normally borne by others including, but not limited to, public utility companies. 
(i) Costs to repair or replace facilities with structural damage if the project meets the facility hardship or 

rehabilitation criteria set forth in School Facility Program Regulation Sections 1859.82 and 1859.83(e). 
(j)    Any administrative and application filing fees. 
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17592.72, Education Code. 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.324 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.324.  Reimbursement Funding. 
 



   
   

 

An Emergency Repair Program Grant shall be used to reimburse fund the LEA’s for eligible costs, as defined by 
Sections 1859.323 and 1859.323.1, that meet all of the following provisions as follows: 
(a) For schools ranked in deciles one to three, inclusive, based on the 2003 Academic Performance Index that meet 

requirements defined by Section 1859.321(a) and all of the following provisions: 
(a1)  If contracts for services or work were signed for the project, contracts must have been entered into 
on or after September 29, 2004. 
(b2)  Funds must have been Expended on or after September 29, 2004 and prior to the submittal of the 
Form SAB 61-03 to the OPSC.  
(3)  Accepted Applications on or before June 30, 2007.  If these ERP regulations are not in effect by 
March 31, 2007, LEAs may submit applications for 90 days following the effective date of the 
regulations. 

(b) For schools ranked in deciles one to three, inclusive, based on the 2006 Academic Performance Index that meet 
requirements defined by 1859.321(b) and all of the following provisions: 

(1)  If contracts for services or work were signed for the project, contracts must have been entered into 
on or after July 1, 2005. 
(2)  Funds must have been Expended on or after July 1, 2005. 
(3)  Accepted Applications on or before June 30, 2010. 

(c)   For schools ranked in deciles one to three, inclusive, based on the 2009 Academic Performance Index that meet 
requirements defined by 1859.321(b) and all of the following provisions: 

(1)  If contracts for services or work were signed for the project, contracts must have been entered into 
on or after July 1, 2008. 
(2)  Funds must have been Expended on or after July 1, 2008. 
(3)  Accepted Applications on or before June 30, 2013. 

 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17592.72, Education Code. 
 
Adopt Regulation Section 1859.324.1 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.324.1.  Grant Adjustments 
 
After review of a Form SAB 61-04, projects that require a Grant Adjustment will be presented to the Board for 
approval based upon one of the following review determinations: 
(a)   If the expenditures are less than the Grant, the Grant will be deemed the full and final apportionment for the 
project and the OPSC shall recommend to the Board that the Apportionment be reduced by the amount of savings 
realized by the LEA.  The savings, which include any interest earned on the Grant funds, either declared by the LEA 
or determined by the OPSC, must be returned to the State.  Upon the approval of the recommendation by the Board, 
the LEA must submit a warrant for any amount identified as being owed within 60 days of the Board’s action.  If the 
LEA fails to make the required payment within 60 days, the OPSC shall notify the Controller and the LEA in writing, 
and the Controller shall deduct an amount equal to the amount received by the LEA under this subdivision from the 
LEA’s next principal apportionment or apportionments of state funds to the LEA, other than basic aid apportionments 
required by Section 6 of Article IX of the California Constitution.  Any amounts obtained pursuant to this Section shall 
be deposited into the School Facilities Emergency Repair Account and will be made available for the funding of future 
ERP Grants and Grant Adjustments.   
(b)   If the expenditures are greater than the Grant apportionment, provided the additional expenditures are 
associated with the project’s original scope, the OPSC shall recommend to the Board that the Apportionment be 
increased.  The Grant Adjustment will be deemed as the full and final apportionment for the project.   
(c)   If the expenditures are equal to the Grant, no further Board action is necessary.  The Grant will be deemed as 
the full and final apportionment for the project. 
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17592.72 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 



   
   

 

Section 1859.325.  School Facility Due Diligence. 
To ensure that the LEA is exercising due diligence in the administration of its facility accounts and is using an 
Emergency Repair Program Apportionment to supplement existing funding for the maintenance of school facilities, 
the OPSC may conduct a review of the LEA’s facility maintenance accounts pursuant to the provisions of Section 
1859.328. 
 
In the event that the Board finds that an LEA is failing to exercise due diligence or supplanting has occurred, the 
Board shall notify the county superintendent of schools in which the LEA is located and may deny future funding 
under these regulations.  
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17592.72, Education Code. 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.326 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.326.  Emergency Repair Program Application Expenditures and Audit. 
 
The projects shall be subject to audit to ensure that the expenditures incurred by the LEA were made in accordance 
with the provisions of Sections 1859.323, 1859.323.1, 1859.323.2, 1859.324, 1859.327, and 1859.328 through 1859. 
325, inclusive.   
 
After a full and final Apportionment has been made pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.324.1,  and should the 
OPSC notifiesy the LEA of an impending ERP audit of the expenditures reported on the Form SAB 61-034, an audit 
by the OPSC shall commence within six months.  Once the audit has commenced, tThe OPSC shall complete the 
audit within six months of the notification unless additional information requested from the LEA has not been 
received.   
 
Should the OPSC conduct an audit of the expenditures and information provided by the LEA, which may include 
certifications, for the project and make a finding that some or all of the expenditures were not made in accordance 
with the provisions of EC Section 17592.72(c) and Regulation Sections 1859.323 through 1859.325 329 inclusive, 
the OPSC shall recommend to the Board that the Apportionment be adjusted based on the audit findings.  Upon 
adoption of the audit findings by the Board, the LEA must submit a warrant for any amount identified as being owed 
within 3060 days of the Board’s action.  If this does not occur, the OPSC shall initiate collection procedures as 
delineated in 1859.324.1(a). 
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17592.72 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Section 1859.327.  Duplication of Emergency Repair Program Expenditures. 
 
If the LEA’s expenditures for the Emergency Repair Program Grant involve proposed work also included in a SFP or 
DMP project, the LEA must ensure all of the following: 
(a) No work or expenditures are duplicated.  
(b) After eliminating the work to be funded with the Emergency Repair Program Grant from the SFP or DMP project, 

the remaining work continues to meet the SFP or DMP requirements. 
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17592.72, Education Code. 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.328 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.328.  Supplement, Not Supplant, Emergency Repair Program Grant Funds. 
 



   
   

 

Emergency Repair Program Grant funds must be used to supplement, not supplant funds already available for 
routine, deferred, planned and scheduled maintenance, or emergency repairs of school facilities.  In accordance with 
these requirements, the LEA must comply with all of the following at the time the Accepted Application and the Form 
SAB 61-04 are is submitted to the OPSC: 
(a) Deposit the funding level required for the current fiscal year pursuant to EC Section 17070.75 in the Routine 

Restricted Maintenance Account, if participating in the SFP. 
(b) If participating in the DMP, the district: 
(1) For applications submitted prior to January 1, 2006, has deposited an amount equal to the State’s matching 

share of the maximum basic grant, calculated pursuant to EC Section 17584, for the latest available 
determination; and 

(2) For applications submitted on or after January 1, 2006, has deposited an amount equal to the maximum basic 
grant, calculated pursuant to EC Section 17584, for the latest available determination; and 

(3) Will deposit an amount equal to the maximum basic grant, calculated pursuant to EC Section 17584, for the next 
scheduled determination. 

(4) Shall not transfer excess local funds in accordance with EC Section 17583 from the deposits made as specified 
in (2) and (3), above. 

(c) If either (a) or (b) are not applicable, the district must budget for the current fiscal year an amount not less than 
the average maintenance budget for the three previous fiscal years. 

(d) In an effort to ensure that each of its schools is maintained in good repair, the LEA shall expend or encumber by 
issuing a purchase order or entering into a legal contract or document, or dedicate funds from the sources listed 
in subsections (a) through (c), above, to correct problems identified in the facilities inspection system required 
pursuant to EC Section 17070.75(e), which may include items listed in the DMP five-year plan, or the Interim 
Evaluation Instrument that do not qualify for funding as described in EC Section 17592.72(c)(1).  For those 
projects eligible for ERP funding, the LEA may seek reimbursement funding at any time provided that the LEA 
has or will meet the above requirements. 

 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17592.72 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.329 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.329.  Withdrawal and Amendment of Applications. 
 
In the event an LEA has omitted costs expenditures from the Form SAB 61-03 at the time of submittal and the project 
has not received an Grant Apportionment from the Board, the LEA may withdraw its application and resubmit a 
revised Form SAB 61-03.  The resubmitted application shall receive a new processing date by the OPSC.  If the 
Board has already provided an Grant apportionment for the project, the LEA may request the additional cost on the 
Form SAB 61-04.  Additional expenditures must be associated with the project’s original scope.  If the Board has 
already provided an Apportionment  Grant Adjustment for the project, the LEA will not be able to receive additional 
funding for the project and the Apportionment provided by the Board will be considered full and final.   
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17592.72 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Adopt Regulation Section 1859.330 as follows: 
 
Section 1859.330.  Time Limit on Grant Apportionment. 
 
The LEAs that receive ERP Grants shall comply with all of the following provisions: 
(a)  When the Division of State Architect’s review and approval is not required, within 12 months of the Grant 
apportionment the LEA shall: 
(1) Complete the emergency repair or replacement; and 
(2) Submit the Form SAB 61-04 to the OPSC. 



   
   

 

(b)  When the Division of State Architect’s review and approval is required, within 18 months of the Grant 
apportionment the LEA shall: 
(1) Complete the emergency repair or replacement; and 
(2) Submit the Form SAB 61-04 to the OPSC. 
 
If the LEA does not meet the Time Limit on Grant Apportionment, the Apportionment will be rescinded without further 
Board action.  Within 60 days of the OPSC notification, the LEA must submit to the State a warrant for the amount of 
the Apportionment and any interest earned on State funds.  If this does not occur, the OPSC shall initiate collection 
procedures as delineated in 1859.324.1(a).  Any rescinded funds returned to the State will be made available for the 
funding of future ERP Grants and Grant Adjustments.  The LEA may re-file Form SAB 61-03 to request a Grant for 
the rescinded projects provided it meets the provisions of Section 1859.324 at the time of re-filing. 
 
Note:  Authority Cited: Sections 17592.72 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17592.72, Education Code. 
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GenerAl informAtion And required documentAtion

The LEA shall use this form to apply for funding of Emergency Facilities Needs repairs under the Emergency 

Repair Program (ERP) at eligible schools sites as defined by Section 1859.321. An LEA must submit the following 

documentation with this form for each project requested on this application:

Documentation: Provide documentation that sufficiently substantiates the health and safety threat, which 

must include one or more of the following, as appropriate:

Signed copy of the Interim Evaluation Instrument (IEI) identifying the project as a health and safety threat

Copies of complaints made by parents, students, or staff referencing the problem

Inspection report by qualified individual(s) or firm(s)

work orders that identify the health and safety threat

Photos showing the condition of the project prior to the repair work being performed

Other forms of documentation that substantiate the health and safety threat

cost Estimate: All estimates must be as detailed as possible and no lump sum estimates will be accepted. 

Furthermore, the estimates must have been prepared by qualified individuals or firms. For force account labor 

projects, LEAs may provide an estimate by submitting a completed Force Account Labor worksheet, which is 

available on the OPSC web site.

The LEA must retain the following documents on file should the OPSC request them at the time of audit (see 

Part C. Certifications):

DSA Approved Plans and Specifications, if required

For Replacement Projects (pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.323.1), LEAs must retain a cost comparison on 

file which must include all of the following:

Estimate to Repair the system/component

Estimate to Replace the system/component with a Like-Kind Material/System

For alternative building material/system replacement projects, the LEA must additionally retain an Estimate 

to Replace the system/component with an alternative building material/system

All estimates must be as detailed as possible and no lump sum estimates will be accepted. Furthermore, the 

estimates must have been prepared by qualified individuals or firms but are not required to be prepared by 

the same person(s).

�.

•

•

•

•

•

•

2.

1.

2.

•

•

•

specific instructions

Part a. Project Information

The LEA must complete one Project Detail box for each Type of Project that will be/has been repaired or replaced.

DSa approval: If any of the work indicated in any of the Project Detail boxes requires DSA approval, the LEA 

must check “Yes.” Otherwise the LEA must check “No.”

Type of project: Choose project type indicating the type of building system or structural component the proj-

ect is addressing. The LEA may indicate only one building system or structural component per Project Detail box 

completed. Multiple Project Detail boxes may be completed. Use additional sheets if necessary.

project(s) cost: Provide the total eligible cost based on the LEA’s estimate(s) and/or actual cost(s).

Statement of Health and Safety condition: Provide a concise statement of the condition(s) and how it posed/

poses a threat to the health and safety of the students and staff at the school site.

Type of Health/Safety Document(s) attached: Check the box(es) that identifies the type of health/safety 

document(s) enclosed with the LEA’s application submittal.

Part B. total Grant request

Provide the Total Grant Request based on the combined total of the LEA’s estimate(s) and/or actual cost(s) for all 

Types of Projects requested on this application. If the Total Grant Request is less than $5,000.00, the LEA must 

justify its request in the space provided.

Part c. certifications

The LEA representative must complete this section.

•

•

•

•

•

Local Educational agencies (LEas) are encouraged to consider the utilization of “environmentally preferable purchasing” (Epp) for all their projects, including those projects seeking funding under the Emergency repair 

program (Erp). Epp is the procurement or acquisition of goods and services that have a lesser or reduced effect on human health and the environment when compared with competing goods or services that serve the 

same purpose. it provides an opportunity to improve the overall health and safety conditions at school facilities. Though the Erp is intended to provide funding for the minimal work necessary for the mitigation of 

health and safety risks, this objective can often be met with the utilization of Epp. more information about Epp products and sources can be found on the green california Web site at www.green.ca.gov/Epp.
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LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY (LEA) APPLICATION NUMBER (OPSC USE ONLY)

61/
SCHOOL NAME FIVE-DIGIT DISTRICT CODE (SEE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC SCHOOL DIRECTORY)

COUNTY SEVEN-DIGIT SITE CODE (SEE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC SCHOOL DIRECTORY)

project types:
• communication Systems • Electrical • Fire Detection/alarm and/or Sprinkler System • Flooring Systems • gas • Hazardous materials • Hvac • paving

• pest/vermin infestation • plumbing • roofing • Structural Damage • Wall Systems • Windows/Doors/gates • other

A. project detAil (complete one box for each type of project at this site. use additional sheets if necessary.):
Will any of the work in the project(s) contained in this grant request require DSa approval?  Yes  No

1. Type of project (choose one from project Types above):  __________________________________________________________

project(s) cost:  Estimate  Actual (check all that apply) $ ______________________________

Statement of Health and Safety condition: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Type of Health/Safety Document(s) attached:  Photo  IEI  Complaint  work Order  Inspection Report  Other  ____________________________________________

2. Type of project (choose one from project Types above):  __________________________________________________________

project(s) cost:  Estimate  Actual (check all that apply) $ ______________________________

Statement of Health and Safety condition: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Type of Health/Safety Document(s) attached:  Photo  IEI  Complaint  work Order  Inspection Report  Other  ____________________________________________

3. Type of project (choose one from project Types above):  __________________________________________________________

project(s) cost:  Estimate  Actual (check all that apply) $ ______________________________

Statement of Health and Safety condition: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Type of Health/Safety Document(s) attached:  Photo  IEI  Complaint  work Order  Inspection Report  Other  ____________________________________________

4. Type of project (choose one from project Types above):  __________________________________________________________

project(s) cost:  Estimate  Actual (check all that apply) $ ______________________________

Statement of Health and Safety condition: __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Type of Health/Safety Document(s) attached:  Photo  IEI  Complaint  work Order  Inspection Report  Other  ____________________________________________
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b. totAl GrAnt request: $ ______________________________

If the Total Grant Request is less than $5,000.00, the LEA must justify this request in the space below.

c. certificAtions
I certify, as the LEA Representative, that the information reported on this form is true and correct and that:

I am designated as an authorized representative by the governing board of the LEA as of _____________________________; and,

The repairs in this project were/are necessary to mitigate conditions that pose(d) a threat to the health and safety of pupils or staff while at school; and,

The LEA has/will complied/comply with all laws pertaining to the repair of its school facilities;

The LEA has/will complied/comply with the Public Contract Code; and,

The LEA has satisfied the supplement, not supplant requirement as defined in Section 1859.328; and,

The contracts for services or work in this project were not entered into prior to the date specified in Section 1859.324; and,

The LEA understands that some or all of the funding for the project may be returned to the State as a result of an audit finding pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.326 and 1859.327;

The LEA will/has comply/complied with Regulation Section 1859.323.2(h) when making repairs to leased facilities; and

The LEA has on file all cost estimates required for replacement projects as stipulated in the General Information and Required Documentation section on this form and will make these documents available in the event the OPSC 

requests them for purposes of audit; and,

 The LEA will/has obtain/obtained the Division of State Architect’s approval of the plans and specifications, if required, which will be/are on file at the LEA office for OPSC review; and

The LEA will/has retain/retained on file all appropriate support documentation for this project. For the list of necessary documents please refer to the General Information and Required Documentation section of the Form SAB 61-04.

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the Office of Public School Construction. In the event a conflict should exist, then the language in the OPSC form will prevail.

I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the statements in this application and supporting documents are true and correct.

NAME OF LEA REPRESENTATIVE (PRINTED OR TYPED) TITLE

SIGNATURE OF LEA REPRESENTATIVE DATE

ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP

TELEPHONE NUMBER E-MAIL ADDRESS

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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GEnEral information and rEquirEd documEntation

A Local Educational Agency (LEA) may use this form to report expenditures under the Emergency Repair Program 

(ERP) that support the Grant previously received. The LEA must retain the following documents, as appropriate, on 

file should the OPSC request them at the time of audit:

Construction Contract(s) and supporting documentation [pursuant to Public Contract Code (PCC) Section 20111(b)]

Schedule of Values

DSA Approved Plans and Specifications and any change orders

Cost comparison pursuant to Regulations Section 1859.323.1

Purchase Order(s) and/or Purchase Agreement(s)

Architect Agreement(s) and Schedule of Fees

Qualification Appraisal documents (pursuant to Government Code 4526)

Copy of Vendor Invoices

Copy of warrant(s) or Payment Voucher(s)

For Force Account Labor Projects [pursuant to PCC Section 20114(a)], the OPSC Force Account Labor worksheet 

or other documentation that contains the following information:

Employee name(s)

Number of hours each employee spent on project

Hourly wages

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

−

−

−

SpEcific inStructionS

Part A. Project Detail
The LEA must complete one Project Detail line for each corresponding Project Detail box that was previously reported 

on the Form SAB 61-03. LEAs may print additional copies of page 2 as necessary to complete expenditure information.

Type of project: Choose project type indicating the type of building system or structural component for which 

the LEA previously requested funding on the Form SAB 61-03. The LEA may indicate only one building system or 

structural component per line. The numbered lines must correspond with the numbered Project Detail boxes on 

the Form SAB 61-03.

project(s) cost: Provide a breakdown of the total eligible cost based on the LEA’s actual cost(s).

Part B. Total Expenditure Amount
Provide the total expenditures based on the combined Total Project Cost(s) as reported in the Project Details box(es).

Part C. Certifications
The LEA representative must complete this section.

•

•
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LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCy (LEA) APPLICATION NUmBER

61/
SCHOOL NAmE FIVE-DIGIT DISTRICT CODE (SEE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC SCHOOL DIRECTORy)

COUNTy SEVEN-DIGIT SITE CODE (SEE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC SCHOOL DIRECTORy)

projEct typES:
• communication Systems • Electrical • Fire Detection/alarm and/or Sprinkler System • Flooring Systems • gas • Hazardous materials • HVac • paving

• pest/Vermin infestation • plumbing • roofing • Structural Damage • Wall Systems • Windows/Doors/gates • other

a. projEct dEtail
Complete one Project Detail line for each Type of Project as previously reported on the Form SAB 61-03. LEAs may print additional copies of this page as necessary to complete expenditure information.

typE of projEct (indicatE projEct typE from abovE) dSa numbEr (if applicablE) planninG coSt rEpair/rEplacEmEnt coSt tEStinG inSpEction total projEct coSt

1. $ $ $ $ $

2. $ $ $ $ $

3. $ $ $ $ $

4. $ $ $ $ $

5. $ $ $ $ $

6. $ $ $ $ $

7. $ $ $ $ $

8. $ $ $ $ $

9. $ $ $ $ $

10. $ $ $ $ $

11. $ $ $ $ $

12. $ $ $ $ $

13. $ $ $ $ $

14. $ $ $ $ $

totalS $ $ $ $ $
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b. total ExpEnditurE amount (combined project detail totals): $ _________________________________

c. cErtificationS
I certify, as the LEA Representative, that the information reported on this form is true and correct and that:

I am designated as an authorized representative by the governing board of the LEA as of _____________________________; and,

The LEA has on file all appropriate support documentation as stipulated in the General Information and Required Documentation section on this form and will make these documents available in the event the OPSC requests them 

for purposes of audit; and,

The repairs in this project were necessary to mitigate conditions that posed a threat to the health and safety of pupils or staff while at school; and,

The expenditures reported are within the original scope of the work identified in the Grant Request for this project; and,

The LEA has complied with all laws pertaining to the repair of its school facilities; and,

The LEA has complied with the Public Contract Code; and,

The LEA has satisfied the supplement, not supplant requirement as defined in Section 1859.328; and,

The expenditures for this project did not duplicate expenditures included in a School Facility Program, Deferred maintenance Program or ERP project; and,

The construction activities for this project(s) are completed; and,

The LEA has complied with Regulation Section 1859.323.1 when replacing systems or components and has obtained a cost comparison which is on file at the LEA office for OPSC review; and,

The LEA has complied with Regulation Section 1859.323.2(h) when making repairs to leased facilities; and

The contracts for services or work in this project were not entered into prior to the date specified in Section 1859.324; and,

The LEA understands that expenditures occurring after the submittal of this Expenditure Report are ineligible for reimbursement; and,

Unless the project is determined to require a Grant Adjustment pursuant to ERP regulations Section 1859.234.1, that the grant amount previously provided by the Board shall be deemed a full and final apportionment, and that all 

Grant Adjustments are full and final; and,

The LEA understands that some or all of the funding for the project may be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Regulation Sections 1859.326 and 1859.327; and,

The LEA has obtained the Division of State Architect’s approval of the plans and specifications, if required, which are on file at the LEA office for OPSC review; and

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the Office of Public School Construction. In the event a conflict should exist, then the language in the OPSC form will prevail.

I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the statements in this application and supporting documents are true and correct.

NAmE OF LEA REPRESENTATIVE (PRINTED OR TyPED) TITLE

SIGNATURE OF LEA REPRESENTATIVE DATE

ADDRESS CITy STATE ZIP

TELEPHONE NUmBER E-mAIL ADDRESS

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, January 24, 2007 


ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT TO SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM GRANTS


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To report the annual adjustment in the School Facility Program (SFP) Grants as provided in the Education 
Code and Title 2 of the California Code of Regulations. 

DESCRIPTION 

The SFP Regulations require that various grant amounts of the SFP shall be adjusted annually based on the 
change in the Class B Construction Cost Index each January.  At the March 2005 State Allocation Board 
meeting, the Board adopted for the next two years, use of the Marshall & Swift Eight California Cities Class 
B Construction Cost Index.  The specific regulation sections are noted on the Attachment.  The cost index 
for Class B construction increased 6.62 percent during the period of January 1, 2006 through  
January 1, 2007.  The consent items on this agenda requesting SFP funding reflect the updated 
adjustments for January 2007.    

In addition, Proposition 1D, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Nunez and Perata), approved by the voters at the 
November 2006 election, provided for a seven percent increase to the new construction base grant for 
elementary and middle school pupils and a four percent increase for high school pupils retroactive to  
July 1, 2006.  The figures shown on the Attachment also reflect this calculated increase. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Approve the increase to the grant amounts as provided on the Attachment for the use of SFP applications 
approved on or after January 1, 2007.  

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on January 24, 2007. 



ATTACHMENT 

ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT TO SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM GRANTS

State Allocation Board Meeting, January 24, 2007


Grant Amount Adjustments 

Regulation 
Section 

Current Adjusted 
Grant Per Pupil 
Effective 1-1-06 

Adjusted Grant 
Per Pupil Effective 

1-1-07 

Ne
w 

Co
ns

tru
ct

io
n

Elementary 1859.71 $7,579 * $8,081 
Middle 1859.71 $8,015 * $8,546 
High 1859.71 $10,198 * $10,873 
Special Day Class – Severe 1859.71.1 $22,572 $24,066 
Special Day Class – Non-Severe 1859.71.1 $15,096 $16,095 
Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System – Elementary 1859.71.2 $9 $10 
Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System – Middle 1859.71.2 $13 $14 
Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System – High 1859.71.2 $22 $23 
Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System – Special Day Class – 
Severe 1859.71.2 $41 $44 

Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System – Special Day Class – 
Non-Severe 1859.71.2 $28 $30 

Automatic Sprinkler System – Elementary 1859.71.2 $135 $144 
Automatic Sprinkler System – Middle 1859.71.2 $161 $172 
Automatic Sprinkler System – High 1859.71.2 $166 $177 
Automatic Sprinkler System – Special Day Class – Severe 1859.71.2 $426 $454 
Automatic Sprinkler System – Special Day Class – Non-Severe 1859.71.2 $286 $305 

Mo
de

rn
iza

tio
n 

Elementary 1859.78 $3,059 $3,262 
Middle 1859.78 $3,236 $3,450 
High 1859.78 $4,236 $4,516 
Special Day Class - Severe 1859.78.3 $9,746 $10,391 
Special Day Class – Non-Severe 1859.78.3 $6,521 $6,953 
State Special School – Severe 1859.78 $16,249 $17,325 
Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System – Elementary 1859.78.4 $98 $104 
Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System – Middle 1859.78.4 $98 $104 
Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System – High 1859.78.4 $98 $104 
Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System – Special Day Class – 
Severe 1859.78.4 $273 $291 

Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System – Special Day Class – Non-
Severe 1859.78.4 $183 $195 

Over 50 Years Old – Elementary 1859.78.6 $4,249 $4,530 
Over 50 Years Old – Middle 1859.78.6 $4,494 $4,792 
Over 50 Years Old – High 1859.78.6 $5,884 $6,274 
Over 50 Years Old – Special Day Class – Severe 1859.78.6 $13,543 $14,440 
Over 50 Years Old – Special Day Class – Non-Severe 1859.78.6 $9,056 $9,656 
Over 50 Years Old – State Special School – Severe 1859.78.6 $22,572 $24,066 

* Grant Increase approved pursuant to Proposition 1D.


(Continued on Page Two)




Grant Amount Adjustments 

SAB 01-24-07 
Page Two 

ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT TO SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM GRANTS 

New Construction / Modernization / Joint-Use Regulation Current Adjusted Adjusted Grant 
Section Grant Per Pupil Per Pupil Effective 

Effective 1-1-06 1-1-07 
Therapy/Multipurpose Room/Other (per square foot) 1859.72 $130 $139 

1859.73.2 
1859.82 
1859.125 

1859.125.1 
Toilet Facilities (per square foot) 1859.72 $236 $252 

1859.73.2 
1859.82 
1859.125 

1859.125.1 
New Construction Only 

Parking Spaces 1859.76 $10,215 $10,891 
General Site Grant (per acre for additional acreage being acquired) 1859.76 $13,056 $13,920 
Project Assistance (for school district with less than 2,500 pupils) 1859.73.1 $4,847 $5,168 

Modernization Only 
Two-stop Elevator 1859.83 $81,712 $87,121 
Additional Stop 1859.83 $14,706 $15,680 
Project Assistance (for school district with less than 2,500 pupils) 1859.78.2 $2,584 $2,755 

Facility Hardship / Rehabilitation 
Current Replacement Cost - Other (per square foot) 1859.2 $262 $279 
Current Replacement Cost - Toilets (per square foot) 1859.2 $472 $503 

Interim Housing – Financial Hardship (per classroom) 1859.81 $26,926 $28,709 
Charter School Facilities Program - Preliminary Apportionment Amounts 

Charter School Elementary 1859.163.1 $8,120 
Charter School Middle 1859.163.1 $8,597 
Charter School High 1859.163.1 $11,229 
Charter School Special Day Class - Severe 1859.163.1 $25,874 
Charter School Special Day Class - Non-Severe 1859.163.1 $17,304 

(Continued on Page Three) 



ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT TO SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM GRANTS 

New School Adjustments (Regulation Section 1859.83) 

SAB 01-24-07 
Page Three 

Class- Elementary Elementary Middle Middle High High Alternative Alternative 
rooms School School School School School School Education Education 

in Previous Adjusted Previous Adjusted Previous Adjusted New New 
Project Grant Grant Grant Grant Grant Grant School School 

Allowance Allowance Effective Effective Effective Effective Effective Effective Effective Effective 
1-1-06 1-1-07 1-1-06 1-1-07 1-1-06 1-1-07 1-1-06 1-1-07 

1 $217,900 $232,325 $917,906 $978,671 $1,996,509 $2,128,678 $592,008 $631,199 
2 $513,428 $547,417 $1,029,578 $1,097,736 $2,076,863 $2,214,351 $718,253 $765,801 
3 $770,821 $821,849 $1,143,976 $1,219,707 $2,567,138 $2,737,083 $1,255,596 $1,338,716 
4 $976,466 $1,041,108 $1,269,268 $1,353,294 $3,002,937 $3,201,731 $1,412,606 $1,506,121 
5 $1,146,699 $1,222,610 $1,400,008 $1,492,689 $3,306,636 $3,525,535 $1,569,618 $1,673,527 
6 $1,390,477 $1,482,527 $1,532,111 $1,633,537 $3,610,334 $3,849,338 $1,726,629 $1,840,932 
7 $1,636,976 $1,745,344 $1,664,213 $1,774,384 $3,914,032 $4,173,141 $1,883,638 $2,008,335 
8 $1,826,277 $1,947,177 $1,808,573 $1,928,301 $4,148,275 $4,422,891 $2,048,493 $2,184,103 
9 $1,826,277 $1,947,177 $1,961,102 $2,090,927 $4,336,213 $4,623,270 $2,218,741 $2,365,622 
10 $2,147,679 $2,289,855 $2,114,994 $2,255,007 $4,522,792 $4,822,201 $2,388,989 $2,547,140 
11 $2,147,679 $2,289,855 $2,268,886 $2,419,086 $4,710,729 $5,022,579 $3,049,636 $3,251,522 
12 $2,260,714 $2,410,373 $4,882,327 $5,205,537 $3,219,883 $3,433,039 
13 $5,051,198 $5,385,587 $3,390,132 $3,614,559 
14 $5,220,071 $5,565,640 $3,560,381 $3,796,078 
15 $5,390,308 $5,747,146 $3,730,628 $3,977,596 
16 $5,559,177 $5,927,195 $3,900,877 $4,159,115 
17 $5,729,414 $6,108,701 $4,071,125 $4,340,633 
18 $5,898,286 $6,288,753 $4,241,373 $4,522,152 
19 $6,067,159 $6,468,805 $4,411,621 $4,703,670 
20 $6,237,392 $6,650,307 $4,581,868 $4,885,188 
21 $6,406,267 $6,830,362 $4,752,240 $5,066,838 
22 $6,575,139 $7,010,413 $4,922,488 $5,248,357 
23 $5,092,737 $5,429,876 
24 $5,262,984 $5,611,394 
25 $5,433,230 $5,792,910 
26 $5,603,482 $5,974,433 
27 $5,773,729 $6,155,950 
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, January 24, 2007 
 

CHARTER SCHOOL FACILITIES PROGRAM  
AGREEMENTS 

 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 

 
To present a final copy of the required Charter School Agreements for the Charter School Facilities Program (CSFP), and to 
request that the State Allocation Board (SAB) authorize the Executive Officer to sign the agreements on behalf of the Board. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
Propositions 47, 55 and 1D established the CSFP within the existing School Facility Program (SFP) providing a total of 
$900 million for preliminary apportionments.  This program provides qualified applicants with a preliminary 
apportionment for the construction of new charter schools, additions to existing charter schools or the rehabilitation of 
existing school district facilities for charter school purposes.  Funds are provided for this program by a 50 percent State 
grant and a 50 percent local matching share requirement.  Charter schools and districts may elect to receive their local 
matching share funds in the form of a lease from the State. 
   
The California School Finance Authority (Authority), with input from Staff and legal counsel, interested school districts, 
and charter schools, drafted a final version of the following three agreements: the Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU), which outlines the roles and responsibilities of all parties involved in the CSFP project; the Funding Agreement, 
which sets forth the repayment terms of the local matching share amount; and the Use Agreement, which is created 
and entered into by the school district and charter school.  The first two Charter School Agreements must be signed by 
the State; the Use Agreement is reviewed by the Authority.  The required signatories for each agreement are indicated 
in the chart below:  
 

 Signatory  Document State School District Charter School 
Memorandum of Understanding x x x 
Funding Agreement x  x 
Use Agreement  x x 

 
For purposes of these agreements, the State is both the SAB and the Authority.  Per legal counsel opinion, for the 
protection of all parties, all three agreements must be executed prior to any fund release.  In the event that the charter 
school does not elect to receive the local matching share for the project in the form of a lease from the State, the 
Funding Agreement will not be required and the MOU will be modified to omit any references to repayment of a lease.  
Prior to signing, all parties have the option to review the agreements with their legal counsel.   

 
The Charter School Agreement templates that were approved by the Authority on June 29th, 2006 were brought before 
the SAB in October 2006.  However, as the versions originally presented did not include some of the changes to which 
the State, charter schools and school districts had already agreed, and because there was hesitation on the part of 
some school districts to sign the agreements, staff was directed to continue working with interested parties on the   
content.   

 
AUTHORITY 

 
Pursuant to Education Code (EC) Section 17078.54(d), facilities funded by the CSFP have a 50 percent local matching 
share obligation that may be paid through lease payments. 
 
Pursuant to EC Section 17078.57, the California School Finance Authority, in consultation with the Board shall 
establish uniform terms and conditions of the lease, including the payment process for the local matching share.    

 
 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS 

 
The agreements presented as attachments to this item reflect changes brought about by continued discussions with the 
interested parties and are acceptable to legal counsel for both the Authority and the SAB.  A new component that has 
been added at the request of the Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) is reflected in Attachment A.  
Attachment A further clarifies areas of the project in which the LAUSD will not be involved, and for which the charter 
school will hold the ultimate responsibility.  The State suggests that these concepts be included as a rider to the Use 
Agreement.  These responsibilities apply only to charters that have applied for State funding on their own behalf.  
Districts that applied on behalf of a charter school are the applicant, and are responsible for the project.  Therefore, the 
rider will not be included for projects in which the LAUSD is the applicant.  The actual Use Agreement is not being 
presented to the SAB, as that agreement is between the districts and the charter schools and the State is not drafting a 
template.  The concepts to be included in the suggested rider are being presented to the board in acknowledgement of 
the issues that were of concern to LAUSD that may have otherwise prevented the execution of the Charter School 
Agreements by the District.  It is the understanding of the State that the inclusion of the points outlined in Attachment A 
resolves the issues that were preventing the LAUSD from going forward.  Legal counsel for the Authority and the SAB 
have reviewed the concepts and as the original agreements did not require LAUSD to assume any of the additional 
responsibilities outlined, have no objections to the rider being included at the LAUSD’s request.  Staff has recently 
learned that LAUSD would prefer that the concepts be incorporated as part of the MOU.  As the concepts to be added 
may not reflect the desires of all school districts, it is our recommendation that they not be included as part of the MOU 
template. 

 
The attached agreements constitute the foundation of the terms and conditions to which all applicants must adhere.  
However, minor modifications (such as including the points in Attachment A as part of the MOU for LAUSD) may be 
made to components of the agreements if a particular project necessitates the change.  Should future changes 
substantially alter the foundation of the agreements, the revisions will be presented to the Board prior to the execution 
of the documents. 
 
The Office of Public School Construction has received notice from three charter schools that applied on their own 
behalf that they and their respective school districts are ready to execute the agreements as soon as the documents 
are available from the State.  The execution of the agreements for these schools will allow for the release of advance 
site acquisition funds or for the final conversion of the application and therefore staff recommends the SAB approve the 
agreements. 

 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
1. Approve the attached Charter School Agreements.  
 
2. Authorize the Executive Officer to sign the Charter School Agreements on behalf of the Board. 
 

 
 
BOARD ACTION 
 
 

In considering this item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendations with the provision that the agreements may be 
modified as discussed in Staff Comments of this report. 



Attachment A 
 

Charter School Facilities Program 
Propositions 47 and 55 

 
Statutory Cite: California Education Code, Part 10, Chapter 12.5, Article 12 
  Section 17078.52 et seq. 
 
 Pursuant to that certain meeting between the State Allocation Board, Charter School 
Finance Authority (“CSFA”), Office of Public School Construction (“OPSC”), and Los Angeles 
Unified School District (“LAUSD”) on November 28, 2006, LAUSD was asked to prepare a 
bullet point list of the general concepts of its role in the Charter School Facilities Program 
(“CSFP”). 
  
● Section 17078.52 et seq. requires LAUSD to fulfill two (2) duties: 
 (1) Hold title to the project facility in trust for the State public school system; and  
 (2) Observe the requirements of Section 17078.62 in the event the original charter school 

ceases to use the facility. 
 
● CSFA and OPSC are responsible to administer the CSFP and determine eligibility and 

compliance by charter schools under the program. 
 
● LAUSD will not review or confirm compliance by a charter school to the requirements of 

the CSFP, including but not limited to the SAB, OPSC, CDE, DSA, DTSC, and CSFA, 
for grant or local matching share funding. 

 
● LAUSD will not secure or obtain permits, approvals or other entitlements for a project 

facility being developed and constructed under the CSFP. 
 
● LAUSD will not administer, oversee or confirm compliance with any permits, approvals 

or other entitlements, any remediation plans for a project facility. 
 
● LAUSD will not administer, oversee, or in any way have any responsibility for the 

construction or completion of a project facility, including any change orders. 
 
● LAUSD will not have any obligation to provide funding to a charter school for planning, 

design, construction, operation or maintenance of a project facility.  
 
● LAUSD’s Use Agreement will require a charter school to secure the same permits, 

approvals and other entitlements, as it did for the initial project facilities under the CSFP, 
for any future renovations, modifications, expansions, or additions to a project facility or 
any repair, re-construction or rehabilitation of a project facility (collectively and 
generally referred to as “Future Work”).   

 
● LAUSD will not review or approve of any plans and specifications for any Future Work.    
 
● LAUSD will not administer, oversee or confirm compliance with any plans, permits, 

approvals or other entitlements issued for any such Future Work. 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
 
 
 

By and Among:  
 
 

_______________________________, a California Charter School; 
 
 

and 
 

___________________________________, a California Public School District; 
 
 

and 
 
 

The State of California, 
State Allocation Board and California School Finance Authority 

 
 

ARTICLE I  –  PURPOSE 

A. This Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) is made and entered into as 
of _____________ (“Effective Date”) by and among the State Allocation 
Board and the California School Finance Authority (individually or 
collectively referred to as the “State”);  the charter school identified above, 
a California Charter School (“Charter School”); and the California Public 
School District identified above (“School District”).  The provisions of this 
MOU shall be effective from and after the Effective Date until 
____________ or until all duties and obligations of the parties are carried 
out. 

B.   The Charter School has applied to the State for financing of its charter 
school facilities project (“Project”) under the Charter School Facilities 
Program (“CSFP”) established pursuant to Article 12 of Chapter 12.5 of 
Part 10 of the California Education Code and the regulations for its 
implementation provided in Title 4, Cal. Code Regs., Section 10151, et 
seq., and Title 2 Cal. Code Regs., Section 1859.160, et seq.  A copy of 
the Charter School’s application is attached hereto and incorporated 
herein by reference as a means of defining the Project. 

C. This MOU is intended to tie together two (2) separate legal agreements: (i) 
a Funding Agreement by and between the State and the Charter School; 
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and (ii) a Use Agreement by and between the School District and the 
Charter School.  In accordance with the CSFP, the State is the lender of 
certain monetary funds to the Charter School to enable the Charter School 
to acquire real property and/or construct improvements thereon.  This loan 
transaction is set forth in the Funding Agreement of which the School 
District is not a party to because it is not a lender and does not have 
obligations under said Funding Agreement.  In accordance with Section 
17078.57(a)(3)(A) of the California Education Code, the School District 
must hold title to the Project, acquired with the funds loaned by the State 
under the CSFP, in trust for the benefit of the state public school system.  
Pursuant to the CSFP, the School District as the holder in trust of the 
Project must provide the use of the Project to the Charter School for a 
charter school educational program and, hence, is the basis for the Use 
Agreement between the School District and the Charter School. 

   
 A copy of the Funding Agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, and the 

School District’s standard Use Agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit “B”, 
are attached hereto and incorporated into this MOU solely for the purpose 
of setting forth the separate instruments for this transaction and not for the 
purpose of making the State a party to the Use Agreement and the School 
District a party to the Funding Agreement.  This Memorandum of 
Understanding, the Funding Agreement and the Use Agreement set forth 
the entire agreement between the parties regarding the loan of funds and 
use of the real property pursuant to the CSFP.  There are no 
understandings, agreements, representations, or warranties, express or 
implied, not specified herein regarding this Memorandum of 
Understanding, the Funding Agreement and the Use Agreement; 
provided, that in the event any portion of the Memorandum of 
Understanding, the Funding Agreement and/or the Use Agreement is held 
unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, the remainder of the 
applicable agreement shall remain in full force and effect and shall not 
nullify the intent of the CSFP. 

D.   This MOU is being entered into in accordance with the requirements of the 
CSFP.  To the extent the MOU is inconsistent or in conflict with to the 
provisions of the CSFP and the implementing regulations, the CSFP and 
implementing regulations shall prevail. 

ARTICLE II  –  FINANCING OF THE CHARTER SCHOOL’S PROJECT   

2.1   Fifty Percent Local Matching Share 

A.   The Charter School’s Application for [final or preliminary] 
apportionment for the Project has been approved by the State.  The 
Charter School’s Apportionment (“Apportionment”) is contingent 
upon the Charter School paying its 50% Local Matching Share 
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obligation, which will be paid to the State by way of payments 
pursuant to the Funding Agreement.    

B.   The Charter School’s Application for [final or preliminary] 
apportionment for the Project has been approved by the State in 
the amount of _________________________________ Dollars 
($___________.00).  The State will provide funding for fifty percent 
(50%) of the approved costs for the Project in the amount of 
_________________ Dollars ($__________.00), and the Charter 
School will be responsible for the remaining balance of the 
approved costs for the Local Matching Share for the Project in the 
amount of _________________ Dollars ($__________.00).    

C. The Charter School will receive initial funding from the State for the 
Local Matching Share, less any lump sum payments made by, or 
on behalf of, the Charter School.   

2.2   Conditions for Release of Funding 

A.   The following conditions must be satisfied before the State will 
release funding: 

(1) The Charter School has complied with all funding release 
conditions contained in Section 2.2 of the Funding 
Agreement. 

(2) The Charter School agrees to utilize its apportionment for 
purposes consistent with the CSFP, and consistent with the 
purposes for which it was approved.   

(3) Each party is duly authorized to enter, deliver, and perform 
this Memorandum of Understanding, the Funding 
Agreement, as applicable to the appropriate parties, and the 
Use Agreement, as applicable to the appropriate parties.   

2.3   Charter School Facilities 

A.   The Charter School’s Project includes the real property and all 
improvements, repairs, replacements, substitutions, and 
modifications located or to be constructed on the property as 
described in its application for funding under CSFP (“Facilities”).  

B.   The Charter School’s Facilities are located at 
_______________________ County, California, and is more 
particularly described on Exhibit “C” of the Funding Agreement, 
attached hereto. 
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C. The Facilities are physically located within the geographical 
jurisdiction of the School District and the high school attendance 
area generating eligibility for funding, if applicable.    

D. The Charter School has satisfied itself as to the suitability of the 
Facilities by its own inquiries and tests.  The Charter School shall, 
by entering into and occupying the Facilities, be deemed to have 
accepted the Facilities and to have acknowledged that they are in 
good order, condition and repair.   

E. The State and/or the School District shall not have any obligation 
for construction work or improvements on or to the Facilities. The 
Charter School has made a thorough and independent examination 
of the Facilities and all matters related to its decision to enter into 
this Agreement. The Charter School is thoroughly familiar with all 
aspects of the Facilities and is satisfied that they are in an 
acceptable condition and meet its needs.  The Charter School is 
solely responsible for identifying the real property, evaluating the 
condition of the title and suitability of the land for the Charter 
School’s intended purpose, and negotiating and closing the 
acquisition of the real property.  In addition, the Charter School is 
solely responsible for the construction of all improvements, repairs, 
replacements, substitutions, and modifications located or to be 
constructed on the real property.  Pursuant to the CSFP, the School 
District is obligated to take title to the Project in trust for the benefit 
of the state public school system but such obligation does not make 
the School District a guarantor or warrantor of the Project. 

 

2.4  Payments 

A.   The Charter School shall make payments to the State, as provided in the 
Funding Agreement in satisfaction of the requirements of the CSFP.    

B.   This Memorandum of Understanding, the Funding Agreement and the Use 
Agreement shall not be deemed to constitute a debt or liability or obligation of the 
State, the School District, or any political subdivision thereof, or a pledge of the 
faith and credit or taxing power of the State or any political subdivision thereof, 
but shall be a special obligation payable solely from the payments made by the 
Charter School.  The obligation to make payments does not constitute an 
indebtedness of the Charter School or the School District, within the meaning of 
any constitutional or statutory debt limitation or restriction and in all cases shall 
be made solely from legally available funds. 

ARTICLE III  –  SECURITY PROVISIONS 
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A.   The Charter School will convey to and the School District will accept 
conveyance of the good, absolute and marketable title to the Project in fee 
simple, free and clear of any mortgage, deeds of trust, liens (monetary or 
otherwise), claims, charges or other encumbrances or matters of any 
nature what so ever other than those included in any other provisions of 
this Agreement upon satisfaction of all of the following conditions:  

 (1) The Charter School shall have substantially completed the 
construction of the Facilities and provided to the School District the 
original certificate of occupancy or equivalent issued by the California 
Department of State Architect.  The phrase “substantially completed” or 
“substantial completion” shall mean that standard of construction generally 
recognized as satisfactory for the occupation and use of the improvement 
subject to the completion of minimal punch list items.   

  (2) The Charter School shall provide proof satisfactory to the State and 
the School District that all liens and encumbrances that may arise from the 
construction of the Facilities have been released and/or satisfied. 

 (3) The Charter School shall provide to the State and the School 
District for its review and acceptance a title report and a copy of each 
instrument listed in said title report.  The title report shall be issued no 
more than 30 days prior to the date of submittal. 

 (4) The Charter School shall provide to the State and the School 
District for its review and acceptance an ALTA survey, which together with 
(3) above, shall be sufficient for the Charter School, at its sole cost and 
expense, to provide the School District with a ALTA owner’s policy for the 
benefit of the School District and the State. 

 (5) The Charter School shall provide to the School District for its review 
and files the original Final California Department of Education (“CDE”) 
approval or Final CDE approval subject to waivers and/or exemptions to 
the use of real property as a school facility; provided, that if CDE has 
provided the Charter School any waivers and/or exemptions the Charter 
School shall obtain from CDE and provide to the School District a valid 
assignment of such waivers and/or exemptions.  The purpose of the 
assignment is to insure that the conveyance of fee title from the Charter 
School to the School District will not result in a situation whereby the 
Facilities then become non-compliant because of the transfer of fee simple 
title to the School District due to those requirements and standards that 
are typically imposed upon the School District. 

 (6) The Charter School shall provide to the School District for its review 
and files the original “No Further Action” or “Further Action Letter” from the 
California Department of Toxic Substance Control (“DTSC”); provided, that 
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if DTSC has issued a Further Action Letter, the Charter School shall 
provide to the School District proof satisfactory to the School District that 
all requirements of the Further Action Letter have been satisfied.  
Simultaneously with the delivery of the foregoing, the Charter School shall 
deliver to the State a copy of the documents delivered to the School 
District. 

 (7) The Charter School shall provide to the School District for its review 
and files the final approval issued by DTSC for the final Preliminary 
Environmental Assessment (“PEA”) for the real property, if applicable. 

 (8) The Charter School shall provide to the School District for its review 
and files the final approval of any applicable Federal, State, City or County 
agency necessary for the acquisition and construction of the Project, and 
the operation of the Facilities for an educational program conducted by the 
Charter School.  As an example, and not as means of limitation, a charter 
school may require approval from the California Coastal Commission if a 
project will be located within its jurisdiction. 

Simultaneously with the delivery of the documents and instruments required in 
this Article III.A, the Charter School shall delivery to the State a copy of the same 
documents and instruments delivered to the School District. 

Title to the Facilities shall be conveyed to the School District by a Grant Deed 
agreed to and accepted by the School District.  Title to the Facilities shall be held 
solely by the School District in whose boundaries the Facilities is to be located, in 
trust, for the benefit of the state public school system.  

B.   Any person or entity providing a substantial contribution that is applied to 
the costs of the project in excess of the state share and the local matching 
share may be granted a security interest, as approved and memorialized 
in a written instrument executed by the State, to be satisfied from the 
proceeds, if any, realized when the property is ultimately disposed of.  If 
the contribution was made for the explicit purpose of purchasing any asset 
with a normal life expectancy of less than twenty years, the security 
interest will be adjusted to reflect the depreciation of the assets.  
Contributions used solely to assist the applicant in meeting its local 
matching share shall not be entitled to a security interest.  Where a 
contribution results in total project funding beyond the state and local 
matching shares, the contributor’s security interest shall be limited to the 
amount in excess of the state share and local matching share. 

C. If a default occurs and all payments have not been made, the security 
interest of any person or entity providing a substantial contribution to the 
costs of the project shall be satisfied only after the account is reimbursed 
for any remaining unpaid local matching share and the School District has 
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been reimbursed for any costs and expenses incurred, if any, as the result 
of such default. 

D.   <Include specific security terms for any person/entity providing a 
substantial contribution on this project.> 

E. Simultaneously with the execution of the Grant Deed, the Charter School 
and the School District shall enter into a Use Agreement, which shall be in 
a form substantially similar to that attached in Exhibit “B”.  The Use 
Agreement shall contain as standardized provisions the following, which 
must be addressed to the satisfaction of the State: 

 (1) The acquisition and maintenance of all required licenses or permits.  
Any costs associated with licenses or permits shall not become an obligation 
of the State.  

 (2) The payment of all fees, and public charges of whatever nature 
accessed against the Facilities, including the payment of all taxes, and costs 
associated with telephone, water, sewer, gas, heat, electricity, garbage 
disposal, trash disposal, and all other services and utilities. Such fees and 
charges shall not become an obligation of the State. 

 (3) Prohibited uses of the Facilities, and provisions for the maintenance 
and repair of the Facilities. The State shall not under any circumstance be 
required to make any improvements or install any equipment on the Facilities, 
make any repairs, alterations or replacements of any nature to the Facilities, 
make any expenditures whatsoever in connection with this Agreement or 
maintain the Facilities in any manner.  The State shall not be required to 
maintain, repair or rebuild all or any part of the Facilities, and the Charter 
School waives the provisions of Civil Code Sections 1941 and 1942 and any 
other law that would require the maintenance of the Facilities in a leaseable 
condition or would provide the Charter School with the right to make repairs 
and deduct the cost of those repairs from its payments.   

 (4) The handling of hazardous materials. 

 (5) Insurance requirements, in addition to those specified in this 
Agreement, for all risk (special-causes-of-loss) property and fire 
insurance; commercial general liability insurance; rental value insurance; 
worker’s compensation insurance; flood and earthquake insurance as 
necessary; and such other types of insurance or endorsements to existing 
insurance as may be required by the School District. 

[NOTE:  The above provisions were moved from the Funding Agreement into this 
MOU in order to bind the School District into addressing these items in the 
Use Agreement.] 
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ARTICLE IV  –  DEFAULT AND REMEDIES 
 

4.1   Events of Default 
 

The occurrence of any of the following shall constitute a “Default” or 
“Event of Default”:  

(1) Failure by the Charter School to commence to use and occupy the 
Facilities for the operation of a charter school as required.   

(2) Failure by the Charter School to make any payment when due, and 
such failure continues for a period of ten (10) calendar days after 
receiving written notice by the State;  

 
(3) Failure by the Charter School to maintain insurance on the 

Facilities or to provide reasonable evidence of insurance as 
required by the Funding Agreement and the Use Agreement, and 
where such failure continues for a period of ten (10) calendar days 
after receiving written notice by the State;  

 
(4) Failure by the Charter School to provide reasonable evidence of 

compliance with all requirements whether expressly stated in this 
Memorandum of Understanding, the Funding Agreement, or the 
Use Agreement or otherwise imposed by the State under the CSFP 
or other applicable law, or failure to observe or perform any other 
applicable covenant, condition or agreement, where such failure 
continues for thirty (30) calendar days after receiving written notice 
of the failure.  If thirty (30) calendar days is insufficient, and the 
Charter School has instituted corrective action, the State, in its 
discretion, may extend this period up to one hundred and eighty 
(180) calendar days; 

 
(5) The Charter School shall be or become insolvent, or admit in 

writing its inability to pay its debts as they mature, or make an 
assignment for the benefit of creditors; or the Charter School shall 
apply for or consent to the appointment of any receiver, trustee or 
similar officer for it or for all or any substantial part of its property; or 
such receiver, trustee or similar officer shall be appointed without 
the application or consent of the Charter School, as the case may 
be, where possession is not restored in sixty (60) calendar days; or 
the Charter School shall institute (by petition, application, answer, 
consent or otherwise) any bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization, 
arrangement, readjustment of debt, dissolution, liquidation or 
similar proceeding relating to it under the laws of any jurisdiction; or 
any such proceeding shall be instituted (by petition, application or 
otherwise) against the Charter School (unless, in the case of a 



 

 
Revised_MOU_Dec_2006.doc 
Date: 12/4/2006, Time Revised: 7:36 AM 

9

petition filed against the Charter School, the same is dismissed in 
sixty (60) days) or any judgment, writ, warrant of attachment or 
execution or similar process shall be issued or levied against a 
substantial part of the Charter School’s Facilities; provided, 
however, in the event that any provision of this paragraph is 
contrary to any applicable law, it shall be of no force and effect, and 
not affect the validity of the remaining provisions; 

 
(6) The determination by the State that any representation or warranty 

made by the Charter School was untrue in any material respect 
when made;  

 
(7) The Charter School’s charter is not renewed or is revoked, or the 

Charter School ceases to use the Facilities for a charter school 
purpose; 

 (8) The Charter School shall abandon the Facilities or breach the Use 
 Agreement; and/or 

(9) If the performance of the payment obligations of the Charter School 
is guaranteed, the actual or anticipatory failure or inability, for any 
reason, of the Guarantor to honor the guarantee as required, and 
the Charter School’s failure to provide written alternative assurance 
or security, which when coupled with the Charter School’s then-
existing resources, equals or exceeds the combined financial 
resources that existed at the time this Memorandum of 
Understanding and the Funding Agreement are executed.  The 
Charter School shall have sixty (60) calendar days following written 
notice by the State, to provide the written alternative assurance or 
security. 

4.2   Remedies on Default 

The parties acknowledge and agree that this Memorandum of 
Understanding, the Funding Agreement and the Use Agreement represent 
a unique situation that is not limited by the standard landlord’s remedies 
provided by Sections 1951.2 and 1951.4 of the California Civil Code.  The 
parties agree that if any Event of Default shall have occurred, any one or 
more of the following respective remedies, which are not exclusive but 
cumulative, may be pursued: 

A. If an Event of Default occurs and the Charter School continues to 
occupy and/or possess the Project, the Charter School shall remain 
liable for the performance of all of the obligations of the Charter 
School under and subject to the Funding Agreement, as amended, 
and the Use Agreement, as amended, including, without limitation, 
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the obligation to make payments to the State when due under the 
Funding Agreement.  

B. If the Event of Default is solely because the School District has 
revoked or declined to renew the Charter School’s charter, in 
accordance with Section 17078.62(b)(1) of the Education Code, the 
Charter School shall:  

 (1) have that time period specified in Section 17078.62 of the 
Education Code, as may be amended, to complete the review 
process contemplated in Section 47607 or 47607.5 of the 
Education Code, as may be amended; and 

 (2) so long as the Charter School continues to use and occupy 
the Facilities, remain liable for the performance of all of the 
obligations of the Charter School under the Funding Agreement, as 
may be amended, and the Use Agreement, as may be amended, 
including, without limitation, the obligation to make payments to the 
State when due under the Funding Agreement.   

C. If the Event of Default is solely because the School District has 
revoked or declined to renew the Charter School’s charter, the 
Charter School shall not be liable under the Use Agreement, as 
may be amended, on the effective date of the last to occur of all of 
the following: 

 (1) the Charter School completes the review process provided in 
Section 47607 or 47607.5 of the Education Code, as may be 
amended, and the Charter School fails to obtains a renewal of its 
charter, or the Charter School relinquishes all rights to pursue or 
complete the review process provided in Section 47607 or 47607.5 
of the Education Code, as may be amended, and the Charter 
School notifies the State and the School District of its election; and 

 (2) the Charter School vacates the Facilities and relinquishes to 
the School District all right, title and interest in the occupancy and 
use of the Facilities. 

D. Upon the occurrence of Subsection C of this Section 4.2, the 
School District shall permit the Facility to be used in its “as is” and 
“where is” condition by another charter school: 

 (1) that the State deems as qualified; and 

 (2) whose charter petition is approved and is in good standing 
with the School District; and 
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 (3) that has agreed to a Funding Agreement with the State and 
a Use Agreement with the School District. 

E. In the event a successor charter school cannot be identified as 
provided in Subsection D of this Section 4.2, the School District 
may: 

 (1) in accordance with Section 17078.62(b)(3) of the Education 
Code, take possession of and use the Facility as a public school 
facility; provided, that the School District shall be required to make 
payment to the State in accordance with Section 17078.62(b)(4) or 
the payments shall be reduced or eliminated if the School District 
satisfies the conditions set forth in Section 17078.62(b)(4)(A) and 
(B).  In the event the payments do not qualify for reduction or 
elimination in accordance with Section 17078.62(b)(4)(A) and (B), 
the State and the School District shall enter into an agreement for 
the School District’s assumption of the payment obligation under 
the Funding Agreement.  Assumption of the payment obligation 
shall in no way release the Charter School from its payment 
obligations that accrued prior to the termination of the Funding 
Agreement or from the Charter School’s obligations for any 
holdover; or 

 (2) in accordance with Section 17078.62(b)(5) of the Education 
Code, decline to take possession of the Facilities or if the Facility is 
no longer needed for public school purposes, the School District 
shall dispose of the Facilities in accordance with requirements for 
the disposal of surplus public school sites.  The monetary proceeds 
from the disposal of the Facilities shall be applied in the following 
priority: (i) reimburse the School District for reasonable costs and 
expenses incurred by the School District in disposing of the 
Facilities; (ii) reimburse the State for reasonable costs and 
expenses incurred by the State in pursuing the collection of the 
balance of any unpaid Local Matching Share due and owing under 
the Funding Agreement; (iii) repay any unpaid Local Matching 
Share in favor of the State; (iv) repay any security interest granted 
pursuant to Section 17078.57(a)(3)(B); and (v) in the event any 
proceeds remain, equally prorated between the State and the 
School District. 

F. The State may proceed by appropriate court action to enforce 
specific performance by the Charter School of its covenants under 
the Funding Agreement and this Memorandum of Understanding 
and under the terms of accepting funding under the CSFP, or to 
recover damages for the breach thereof, including without limitation 
for the recovery of all past due payments together with interest and 
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late charges, and all other sums due the State.  The Charter School 
shall pay or repay to the State all costs of such action or court 
action, including, without limitation, reasonable attorneys’ fees and 
costs.  The School District may proceed by appropriate court action 
to enforce the Memorandum of Understanding and the Use 
Agreement against the Charter School. 

G. In the event of the Charter School’s default and the recovery of the 
Facilities by the School District, the State shall have the right to 
recover from the Charter School (i) the amount of all outstanding 
payments or other obligations (whether direct or indirect owed by 
the Charter School to the State), if any, which are then due and 
owing, together with interest and late charges, and (ii) any other 
amounts due from the Charter School to the State, including 
indemnity payments, taxes, charges, reimbursement of any 
advances and other amounts payable by the Charter School to the 
State. 

H. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary, the State, the Charter 
School and/or the School District may take whatever action at law 
or in equity that may appear necessary or desirable to enforce its 
respective rights with respect to this Memorandum of 
Understanding, the Funding Agreement, or the Use Agreement or 
the Facilities, and the party or parties prevailing in the action shall 
have all of their respective costs of such action or court action, 
including, without limitation, reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs 
as provided in this Memorandum of Understanding, the Funding 
Agreement, and/or the Use Agreement or as otherwise permitted 
by law, paid by the parties against whom the action was brought.    

I. No remedy herein conferred upon or reserved to the parties is 
intended to be exclusive and every such remedy shall be 
cumulative and shall be in addition to every other remedy given 
under this Memorandum of Understanding, the Funding Agreement 
and the Use Agreement or existing at law or in equity. No delay or 
omission to exercise any right or power accruing upon any Event of 
Default shall impair any such right or power or shall be construed to 
be a waiver thereof, but any such right or power may be exercised 
from time to time and as often as may be deemed expedient. In 
order to entitle either party to exercise any remedy reserved to it in 
this Article, it shall not be necessary to give any notice other than 
such notice as may be required under the Agreements. All 
remedies herein conferred upon or reserved to the parties shall 
survive the termination of this Memorandum of Understanding, the 
Funding Agreement and/or the Use Agreement. 
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ARTICLE V  –  MISCELLANEOUS 
 
5.1 Release of Liability 

The State and the School District are is hereby released from any and all 
claims, demands, debts, liabilities, and causes of action of whatever kind 
or nature, whether known or unknown or suspected or unsuspected which 
the Charter School or any of the Charter School’s employees or agents 
may have, claim to have, or which may hereafter accrue against the 
released parties or any of them, arising out of or relating to the Facilities or 
the Charter School’s project, including those in any way connected with 
Hazardous Materials.  This term was not defined any materials or 
substances defined as hazardous under any applicable statute, ordinance, 
rule or regulation, presently in, on or under, or now or hereafter emanating 
from or migrating onto or under the Facilities.  In connection with this 
release, the Charter School hereby waives any and all rights conferred 
upon it by the provisions of Section 1542 of the California Civil Code, 
which reads as follows: 

“A general release does not extend to claims which the creditor does not 
know or suspect to exist in his or her favor at the time of executing the 
release, which if known by him or her must have materially affected his or 
her settlement with the debtor.” 

5.2  Non-waiver 

No waiver of any provision of this Memorandum of Understanding, the 
Funding Agreement and/or the Use Agreement shall be implied by any 
failure to enforce any remedy for the violation of that provision, even if that 
violation continues or is repeated. Any waiver of any provision contained 
in this Memorandum of Understanding, the Funding Agreement and/or the 
Use Agreement must be in writing and executed by the applicable parties 
and will affect only the provision specified and only for the time and in the 
manner stated in the writing. 

5.3 Indemnity 

A. Memorandum of Understanding.  To the fullest extent permitted by 
law the Charter School shall at the Charter School’s sole cost and 
expense with counsel acceptable to the School District and/or the 
State as applicable, indemnify, defend and hold the School District 
and the State harmless from and against any and all losses, costs, 
liabilities, claims, judgments, liens, damages (including 
consequential damages), actions, causes of action (whether in tort 
or contract law or equity or otherwise), charges, assessments, 
fines, penalties and expenses, including, without limitation, 
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reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs, and reasonable investigation 
costs (collectively “Claims”), incurred in connection with or arising 
from: (a) any breach or default by the Charter School in the 
observance or performance of any of the terms, covenants or 
conditions of this Memorandum of Understanding on the Charter 
School’s part to be observed or performed; (b) the construction, 
operation, maintenance, alteration, use or occupancy of the 
Facilities by the Charter School; (c) the condition of the Facilities, 
and any occurrence on the Facilities, from any cause whatsoever, 
and (d) any acts omissions or negligence of the Charter School or 
the Charter School’s employees, agents or contractors in, on or 
about the Facilities.   

B. Use Agreement.  The State is not a party to the Use Agreement 
and, as a result, to the fullest extent permitted by law the Charter 
School shall at the Charter School’s sole cost and expense with 
counsel acceptable to the State as applicable, indemnify, defend 
and hold the State harmless from and against any and all losses, 
costs, liabilities, claims, judgments, liens, damages (including 
consequential damages), actions, causes of action (whether in tort 
or contract law or equity or otherwise), charges, assessments, 
fines, penalties and expenses, including, without limitation, 
reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs, and reasonable investigation 
costs (collectively “Claims”), incurred in connection with or arising 
from any breach or default by the Charter School in the observance 
or performance of any of the terms, covenants or conditions of the 
Use Agreement on the Charter School’s part to be observed or 
performed. 

C. Funding Agreement.  The School District is not a party to the 
Funding Agreement and, as a result, to the fullest extent permitted 
by law the Charter School shall at the Charter School’s sole cost 
and expense with counsel acceptable to the School District as 
applicable, indemnify, defend and hold the School District harmless 
from and against any and all losses, costs, liabilities, claims, 
judgments, liens, damages (including consequential damages), 
actions, causes of action (whether in tort or contract law or equity or 
otherwise), charges, assessments, fines, penalties and expenses, 
including, without limitation, reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs, 
and reasonable investigation costs (collectively “Claims”), incurred 
in connection with or arising from any breach or default by the 
Charter School in the observance or performance of any of the 
terms, covenants or conditions of the Funding Agreement on the 
Charter School’s part to be observed or performed. 
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D. The Charter School will at all times protect and defend, at its own 
cost and expense, the title to the Facilities from and against all 
claims, liens and legal processes of creditors and keep all the 
Facilities and the title free and clear of all such claims, liens, and 
processes except for the liens created or expressly permitted under 
the Agreements and the CSFP. 

5.4 Applicable Law 
 

This Memorandum of Understanding shall be governed by and construed 
in accordance with the laws of the State of California. 

 
5.5 Amendments 

A. The terms of this Memorandum of Understanding may not be 
waived, altered, modified, supplemented or amended in any 
manner except in writing, upon the agreement of all of the parties, 
or except as otherwise permitted by law.  

B. The terms of this Memorandum of Understanding may be 
amended, or new agreements executed, as necessary, upon the 
application of the Charter School and the approval by the State and 
the School District of a final apportionment.      

 
5.6 Force Majeure 

The time for the State, the Charter School or the School District to perform 
any obligation or assert any right under this Memorandum of Understanding or 
the CSFP shall be extended on a day for day basis for any Force Majeure event, 
which shall include but not be limited to:  (1) Acts of God or of the public enemy; 
and (2) Acts of the federal or State government in either its sovereign or 
contractual capacity. 

THE STATE:   STATE ALLOCATION BOARD:  
 
 
     By:  _________________________________ 
       
 

Name: __________________________ 
  
      Title: ___________________________ 
 
 
    CALIFORNIA SCHOOL FINANCE AUTHORITY: 
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     By:  __________________________________ 
 
 
      Name:___________________________ 
 
      Title:____________________________ 
 
 
THE SCHOOL DISTRICT: ___________________________________________ 
    (Name of S.D.) 
 
 
     By: __________________________________ 
     

  Name:__________________________ 
 
      Title: ___________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
THE CHARTER SCHOOL: ___________________________________________ 

(Name of Charter School) 
 
 
     By: __________________________________ 
 
      Name: __________________________ 
 
      Title:  ___________________________ 
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FUNDING AGREEMENT 
 
 
 

Between the State of California, 
 

and 
 

______________________________, a California Charter School 

 

ARTICLE I  –  PURPOSE 

A. This Funding Agreement (“Agreement”) is made and entered into as of 
_____________ (“Effective Date”) by and between the State Allocation Board 
and the California School Finance Authority (individually or collectively referred 
to as the “State”) and  _______________, a California Charter School (“Charter 
School”).  The provisions of this Agreement shall be effective from and after the 
Effective Date until the termination of the Agreement as provided herein.  

B. The Charter School has applied to the State for financing of its charter school 
facilities project (“Project”) under the Charter School Facilities Program 
(“CSFP”) established pursuant to Article 12 of Chapter 12.5 of Part 10 of the 
California Education Code and the regulations for its implementation provided in 
Title 4, Cal. Code Regs., Section 10151, et seq., and Title 2 Cal. Code Regs., 
Section 1859.160, et seq. 

C. The Charter School’s Project may involve the purchase of real property or the 
purchase of real property and construction of all improvements, repairs, 
replacements, substitutions, and modifications located or to be constructed on 
the property, or the construction of all improvements, repairs, replacements, 
substitutions, and modifications located or to be constructed on real property 
that the Charter School has acquired previously (“Facilities”). 

D. This Agreement is being entered into in accordance with the requirements of 
the CSFP.  To the extent the Agreement is inconsistent with or in conflict to the 
provisions of the CSFP and the implementing regulations, the CSFP and 
implementing regulations shall prevail. 

E. The terms of this Agreement may not be waived, altered, modified, 
supplemented or amended in any manner except in writing, upon the 
agreement of the parties, or except as otherwise permitted by law.  This 
Agreement may be amended, or a new Agreement executed, as necessary, 
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upon the application of the Charter School and the approval by the State of a 
final apportionment. 

ARTICLE II  –  FINANCING OF THE CHARTER SCHOOL’S PROJECT 

2.1  Fifty Percent Local Matching Share Obligation 

A.  Payments 

1. The Charter School’s Application for [advance or preliminary] 
apportionment for the Project has been approved by the State.  The 
Charter School’s Apportionment (“Apportionment”) is contingent upon the 
Charter School paying its 50% Local Matching Share obligation by 
making payments to the State pursuant to this Agreement.    

2. The Charter School will repay the State ______________ 
($_________.00) by making annual or semi-annual payment 
installments, in arrears, as provided for in the Payment Schedule, 
developed in compliance with section 2.1(D). The amount shall include 
interest on the unpaid principal balance at the rate paid on monies in the 
Pooled Money Investment Account described in California Government 
Code Section 16480 et seq. The interest rate will be set on the date that 
the funding agreement is executed. 

3. Payments will be applied first to accrued but unpaid interest, then to the 
unpaid principal balance.  The early or late date of making a payment will 
be disregarded for purposes of allocating the payment between interest 
and the principal balance.  For this purpose, the payment will be treated 
as though made on the due date. 

4. Payments may be prepaid in whole or in part at any time before the end 
of the payment term without penalty.   

5. Payments shall be made directly to the State Allocation Board for deposit 
into the respective 2002 or 2004 Charter School Facilities Account, or as 
otherwise directed by the State in writing. 

6. The Charter School may elect to repay the State using the payment 
process set forth in Education Code section 17199.4. 

B. Late Payments 

The failure to make a payment on time will cause the State to incur costs not 
contemplated by the parties when entering into this Agreement, the exact 
nature and amount of which would be extremely difficult and impracticable to 
ascertain.  Accordingly, on the fifth day after a payment is due, the Charter 
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School may be assessed, by way of damages, a late charge in an amount 
equal to ______ percent (___%) of the past due amount.  The parties agree 
that this late charge represents a fair and reasonable estimate of the costs 
incurred by the State as the result of a late payment, and the Charter School 
agrees to immediately pay the late charge.  The State’s acceptance of late 
charges will not constitute a waiver of default with respect to the overdue 
payment, and will not prevent the State from exercising any other rights 
available under this Agreement.  The Charter School will pay a late charge only 
once on any late payment.  The late charges will be deposited into the 2002 or 
2004 Charter School Facilities Account. 

C. Payment Period 

The payment period shall commence upon the later to occur:  (1) the Effective 
Date; or (2) July 1 after one full year of the Project being in open and 
commences its educational program (“Commencement Date”).  The period shall 
end on ___________, (# of years following the commencement date), or when 
paid in full.   

D. Payment Schedule 

1. Within thirty (30) days of the start of the Charter School’s operations, the 
parties will execute a letter confirming the Commencement Date, the 
Expiration Date, the payment terms, and other such terms, including a 
schedule of payments (“Payment Schedule”) which shall be attached to 
this Agreement and incorporated herein as Exhibit “A”.   

2. The State shall establish the Payment Schedule in accordance with 
Education Code section 17078.57 and California Code of Regulations, 
title 4, Section 10160.  The Payment Schedule may be amended, at the 
State’s sole discretion, where the Charter School has demonstrated 
financial hardship to the State’s satisfaction and the State has 
determined that the Charter School continues to be financially sound.  
The Payment Schedule shall not be extended beyond 30 years from the 
date of disbursement of funds. 

E. Payments To Be Unconditional 

Except as expressly provided for in this Agreement, any present or future law to 
the contrary notwithstanding, this Agreement shall not terminate, nor shall the 
Charter School be entitled to any abatement, suspension, deferment, reduction, 
setoff, counterclaim, or defense with respect to the payments, nor shall the 
obligations of the Charter School be affected (except as expressly permitted) by 
reason of:  
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(1) any failure of the Facilities or any part thereof to be delivered or installed, 
any defects, malfunctions, breakdowns or infirmities in the Facilities, any 
accident or unforeseen circumstances, or any damage to or destruction 
of the Facilities, or any part thereof;  

 (2) any taking of the Facilities, or any part thereof, or interest therein by 
condemnation or otherwise;  

(3) any prohibition, limitation, restriction or prevention of the Charter 
School’s use, occupancy or enjoyment of the Facilities, or any part 
thereof, or any interference with such use, occupancy or enjoyment by 
any person for any reason;  

(4) any title defect, lien or any other matter affecting title to the Facilities;  

(5) any eviction by paramount title or otherwise;  

(6) any default by the Charter School;  

(7) any action for bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization, liquidation, 
dissolution or other proceeding relating to or affecting this Agreement or 
the Charter School;  

(8) the impossibility or illegality of performance by the Charter School;  

(9) any action of any governmental authority or any other person;  

(10) the Charter School’s acquisition of ownership of all or part of the 
Facilities; 

(11) breach of any warranty or representation with respect to the Facilities;  

(12) any defect in the condition, quality, or fitness for use of the Facilities; or  

(13) any other cause or circumstance similar or dissimilar to the foregoing, 
and whether or not the Charter School has notice or knowledge of any of 
the foregoing.   

F. Acceptance and Application of Payment; Not Accord and Satisfaction   

1. No receipt by the State of a lesser payment than the payment required 
under this Agreement shall be considered to be other than on account of 
the earliest amount due, and no endorsement or statement on any check 
or letter accompanying a payment or check shall be considered an 
accord and satisfaction. The State may accept checks or payments 
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without prejudice to its right to recover all amounts due and pursue all 
other remedies provided for in this Agreement. 

2. Acceptance of monies from the Charter School after the Charter School 
has received notice of termination shall in no way reinstate, continue, or 
extend the term or affect the termination notice.  The State may receive 
and collect any payment due, and payment shall not waive or affect any 
prior notice, action, or judgment. 

2.2 Conditions for Release of Funding 

The Charter School must satisfy the following conditions, and such others as 
may be reasonably required by the State, before the State will release any 
funding: 

1. The Charter School shall have satisfied all of the requirements for such 
funding under the CSFP, including that it shall have a current, valid 
charter.   

2. The Charter School shall have entered into this Agreement and the State 
shall have received an original of this Agreement properly executed on 
behalf of the Charter School, with each of the Exhibits hereto properly 
completed. 

3. The Charter School and the school district (“School District”), in whose 
geographical jurisdiction the Charter School is located, will enter into an 
agreement governing the use of the Facilities (“Use Agreement”) and 
which said Use Agreement shall be expressly contingent upon 
substantial completion of construction of the Facilities and the 
conveyance from the Charter School to the School District the fee simple 
title to the Facilities, including the real property.  The phrase “substantial 
completion of construction” shall mean that standard of construction 
generally recognized by California construction law.  The State shall 
have the right to review and approve the Use Agreement if there will be 
any modifications to the standard provisions set forth in ________.  The 
State reserves the right to communicate directly with either the Charter 
School or the School District regarding amendments to the Use 
Agreement.  If the standard form of Use Agreement or any modification 
to the State Standard Provisions are not approved by the State, the State 
may elect not to release the advance or final apportionment.  The 
Charter School shall be in full compliance with the terms of the Use 
Agreement.   
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4. If the Charter School is required to have a Guarantor for its project, it 
shall have entered into a guaranty with an acceptable Guarantor and the 
State shall have received an executed original of the agreement. 

5. The State shall have received a certificate of the secretary of the Charter 
School as to (i) the resolution of the [board of directors, and if required, 
the shareholders] [managing body and if required the members] 
[partners] of the Charter School, or authorizing the execution, delivery 
and performance of this Agreement, (ii) the [bylaws] [operating 
agreement] [partnership agreement] of the Charter School, (iii) 
signatures of the officers or agents of the Charter School authorized to 
execute and deliver this Agreement on behalf of the Charter School and, 
if applicable, attaching thereto a copy of the Charter School’s certificate 
or articles of incorporation or partnership or limited liability company 
formation document certified by the Office of the Secretary of State for 
the State of California. 

6. Certificate of good standing issued to the Charter School by the 
California Secretary of State not more than 10 days prior to the Effective 
Date of this Agreement, if applicable. 

7. Upon acquisition of real property for the Project by the Charter School 
and prior to conveyance of title to the School District, the Charter School 
will contemporaneously with said acquisition record a lien or covenant 
against the title of the real property acceptable to and in favor of the 
State such that fee title cannot be conveyed free and clear unless the 
State is paid in full for all money due and owing by the Charter School 
under the CSFP. The Charter School shall deliver to the State a standard 
preliminary title report issued by a title company with respect to the 
Facilities, and legible copies of all documents referred to in the title 
report.  (Exhibit “B”).   The Charter School shall comply with the title 
requirements of section 3.4 of this Agreement, and shall provide to the 
State, upon request, all documents and materials relating to the Facilities 
and the title to the Facilities.   

8. The Charter School represents that it has a minimum debt service 
coverage ratio determined by the State to be sufficient, but in no event to 
be less than 1.0x. 

9. The Charter School represents that it is financially sound, and will 
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the State, its continued financial 
soundness.  If the Chartering Authority revokes or declines to renew the 
Charter School’s charter, this Agreement will be in default and the 
provisions of Education Code section 17078.62 shall be invoked.   

2.3  Guarantor 
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 As a condition to the receipt of funding, the Charter School will provide a 
guaranty for payments to the State on its Local Matching Share obligation in the 
form required under the CSFP (“Guaranty”) from ____________ (“Guarantor”).  

2.4 Payment During Dispute Period 

 Notwithstanding any dispute between the Charter School, its chartering 
authority, the State, or any vendor under any purchase agreement or any other 
person, the Charter School shall make all payments when due and shall not 
withhold any payments pending final resolution of a dispute, nor shall the 
Charter School assert any right of set-off or counterclaim against its obligation 
to make payments, and the Charter School waives any and all rights now or 
hereafter available by statute or otherwise to modify or to avoid strict 
compliance with its obligations under this Agreement.   

2.5 Force Majeure 

The time for the Charter School or the State to perform any obligation or assert 
any right under this Agreement or the CSFP shall be extended on a day for day 
basis for any Force Majeure event, which shall include but not be limited to:  (1) 
Acts of God or of the public enemy; and (2) Acts of the federal or State 
government in either its sovereign or contractual capacity. 

2.6 No Debt or Liability/Obligation of the State 

A. This Agreement shall not be deemed to constitute a debt or liability or 
obligation of the State or any political subdivision thereof, or a pledge of 
the faith and credit or taxing power of the State or any political 
subdivision thereof, but shall be a special obligation payable solely by 
the Charter School. 

B. The obligation to make payments does not constitute an indebtedness of 
the Charter School or its chartering authority, within the meaning of any 
constitutional or statutory debt limitation or restriction and in all cases 
shall be made solely from legally available funds. 

C. The parties intend that the obligations of the Charter School shall be 
covenants, agreements and obligations that are separate and 
independent from any obligations of the State, and shall continue 
unaffected unless modified or terminated in accordance with an express 
provision of this Agreement.   

ARTICLE III  –  CHARTER SCHOOL’S FACILITY 

3.1 Utilization of Apportionment for Facility 
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 The Charter School agrees to utilize its apportionment for purposes consistent 
with the CSFP, and as provided in ____________, and for the acquisition of 
real property and the installation, construction, retrofitting and improvement of 
said real property in order to allow a charter school educational program to be 
conducted. To the extent that the apportionment is insufficient in any way, the 
Charter School must pay additional amounts as necessary to complete the 
acquisition, installation, construction, retrofitting and improvement of the 
Facilities as provided in _______ and to ensure that all elements of the 
Facilities, including the property and improvements, are operational.  The State 
shall have no obligation to provide additional funding beyond the apportionment 
provided for in this Agreement. 

3.2 Use of Facilities for Charter School 

A. The Charter School may use and occupy the Facilities during the term of 
the Agreement solely for the operation of a charter school, as authorized 
under the California Education Code and subject to the terms of the Use 
Agreement.  The foregoing statement shall not constitute a 
representation or guaranty that the operation of a charter school may be 
conducted in the Facilities or is lawful or permissible under any 
certificates of occupancy issued for the Facilities, or is otherwise 
permitted by law.  Use of the Facilities shall in all respects comply with all 
legal requirements.   

B. The general terms of the Charter School’s use of the Facilities shall be 
governed by the Use Agreement between the Charter School and the 
School District.  

C. Prior to commencing operations in the school, the Charter School shall 
provide the State and the School District with a copy of a valid certificate 
of occupancy issued by the appropriate governmental agency for the 
Facilities, if applicable, or the equivalent issued by the California Division 
of the State Architect. 

D. In the event the Charter School no longer is using the Facilities, the 
usage and priority provisions of Education Code section 17078.62 shall 
apply.  The Charter School shall reasonably cooperate and assist with 
any transition that may take place pursuant to the priority provisions.  

E. The State shall not have any obligation for construction work or 
improvements on or to the Facilities. The Charter School has made a 
thorough and independent examination of the Facilities and all matters 
related to its decision to enter into this Agreement. The Charter School is 
thoroughly familiar with all aspects of the Facilities and is satisfied that 
they are in an acceptable condition and meet its needs.  
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F. The Charter School, its officers, members, partners, agents, employees 

and contractors shall not unlawfully discriminate, harass, or allow 
harassment against any employee or applicant for employment because 
of sex, race, color, ancestry, religion, creed, national origin, culture, 
physical disability (including HIV and AIDS), mental disability, medical 
condition (cancer or genetic characteristics), sexual orientation, political 
affiliation, position in a labor dispute, age, marital status, and denial of 
statutorily-required employment-related leave.  The Charter School, its 
officers, members, partners, agents, employees and contractors shall 
comply with the provisions of the Fair Employment and Housing Act 
(Government Code section 12990 (a-f) et seq.) and the applicable 
regulations promulgated thereunder (California Code of Regulations, title 
2, section 7285 et seq.).   

3.3 Facility Location and Suitability 

A. The Charter School’s Facilities are located at 
_______________________ County, California, and is more particularly 
described on Exhibit “C” attached hereto and incorporated by this 
reference into this Agreement. 

B. The property is physically located within the geographical jurisdiction of 
the School District and the high school attendance area generating 
eligibility for funding, if applicable.     

C. The Charter School has satisfied itself as to the suitability of the Facilities 
by its own inquiries and tests.  The Charter School shall, by entering into 
and occupying the Facilities, be deemed to have accepted the Facilities 
and to have acknowledged that they are in good order, condition and 
repair.   

3.4 Title to the Facilities  

A. The Charter School has obtained or will obtain upon release of funds 
from the State, good, absolute and marketable title to the Facilities in fee 
simple, free and clear of any mortgage, deeds of trust, liens (monetary or 
otherwise), claims, charges or other encumbrances or matters of any 
nature what so ever other than those included in the title report on the 
terms and conditions of this Agreement.  The Charter School agrees to 
obtain and transfer title in accordance with the requirements of Article III 
Section A of the Memorandum of Understanding. 
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B. Title to the Facilities shall be conveyed to, and vested in the School 
District in trust for the benefit of the California State public school 
system.  

C. The Charter School will at all times protect and defend, at its own cost 
and expense, the title from and against all claims, liens and legal 
processes of creditors, and keep all the Facilities and the title free and 
clear of all such claims, liens and processes except for the liens created 
or expressly permitted by the Security Provisions of this Agreement and 
the CSFP.   

D. Any sale, contract to sell, option to purchase, conveyance or other 
transference of the Facilities must first be approved by the State in 
writing.   

E. The Charter School will execute, acknowledge and record all documents, 
certificates and agreements, including without limitation any grant deed, 
bill of sale or assignment as necessary to effectuate a transfer to the 
School District title to the Facilities, as provided herein, and provide 
copies of all documents, certificates and agreements to the State as 
required by this Agreement or as otherwise requested by the State.   

3.5 Insurance Requirements 

A. Types of Insurance 

1. The Charter School shall, at its sole cost and expense, obtain and 
maintain at all times during the construction and occupancy of the 
Facilities, the following types of insurance on the Facilities, 
naming the State and School District loss payee and additionally 
insured: 

(a) All Risk (special-causes-of-loss) property and fire insurance 
(with extended coverage endorsement including malicious 
mischief and vandalism and sprinkler).   

(b) All Risk (special-causes-of-loss) property and fire insurance 
(with extended coverage endorsement including sprinkler 
leakage, malicious mischief, vandalism and plate glass).  

(c) Commercial general liability insurance (broad form) 
covering claims for bodily injury, personal injury, death and 
property damage based on or arising out of the ownership, 
use, occupancy or maintenance of the Facilities and all 
areas appurtenant thereto.   



 

 
 
Revised Funding Agreement_Dec_2006.doc 
Date: 12/1/2006, Time Revised: 3:03 PM 

11

(d) Rental value insurance.   

(e) Worker’s compensation insurance  

(f) Other types of insurance or endorsements to existing 
insurance as may be reasonably required from time to time 
by the School District or the State. 

B. The Charter School shall not do anything, or permit anything to be done, 
in or about the Facilities that would: (i) invalidate or be in conflict with the 
provisions of or cause any increase in the applicable rates for any fire or 
other insurance policies covering the Facilities (unless it pays for such 
increased costs); (ii) result in a refusal by insurance companies of good 
standing to insure the Facilities in amounts reasonably satisfactory to the 
School District; (iii) result in injury to any person or property by reason of 
the Charter School’s operations being conducted in the Facilities; or (iv) 
result in the cancellation of or assertion of any defense by the insurer to 
any claim under any policy of insurance maintained by or for the benefit 
of the School District.   

C. The Charter School, at its own expense, shall comply with all rules, 
orders, regulations or requirements of the American Insurance 
Association (formerly the National Board of Fire Underwriters) and with 
any similar body that shall hereafter perform the function of such 
Association. 

D. All of the insurance policies required shall be issued by corporate 
insurers licensed or qualified to do business in the State of California and 
rated A:X or better by A.M. Best Company, and shall be in form 
acceptable to the School District and the State.   

E. All certificates of insurance shall be delivered to the School District and 
the State, along with evidence of payment in full of all premiums 
required.  All such certificates shall be in form acceptable to the State 
and shall require the insurance company to endeavor to give to the State 
at least thirty (30) days’ prior written notice before canceling the policy for 
any reason. Certificates evidencing all renewal and substitute policies of 
insurance shall be delivered to the State, along with evidence of the 
payment in full of all premiums, at least thirty (30) days before 
termination of the policies being renewed or substituted.  

F. The State and School District shall be entitled to assignment and 
payment of all claims, causes of action, awards, payments, proceeds 
and rights to payment arising under or derived in connection with any 
insurance policy required to be maintained by the Charter School and 
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any other insurance policies payable because of loss sustained to all or 
part of the Facilities, together with all interest which may accrue on any 
of the foregoing.   

G. The State and the School District shall immediately be notified in writing 
if any damage occurs or any injury or loss is sustained to all or part of the 
Facilities, or any action or proceeding relating to any such damage, injury 
or loss is commenced.  The State and the School District may, but shall 
not be obligated to, in its own name appear in or prosecute any action or 
proceeding to enforce any cause of action based on warranty, or for 
damage, injury or loss to all or part of the Facilities, and may make any 
compromise or settlement of the action or proceeding, provided that no 
compromise or settlement of any action or proceeding that materially 
affects the Charter School shall be entered into or agreed to without the 
Charter School’s prior written consent, which may not unreasonably be 
withheld.   

H. Waiver of Subrogation  

1. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Agreement, the 
Charter School releases the School District and the State and 
their respective agents, employees, successor, assignees and 
subtenants from all liability for injury to any person or damage to 
any property that is caused by or results from a risk (i) which is 
actually insured against, to the extent of receipt of payment under 
such policy (unless the failure to receive payment under any such 
policy results from a failure of the Charter School to comply with 
or observe the terms and conditions of the insurance policy 
covering such liability, in which event, such release shall not be so 
limited), (ii) which is required to be insured against under this 
Agreement, or (iii) which would normally be covered by the 
standard form of “all risk-extended coverage” casualty insurance, 
without regard to the negligence or willful misconduct of the entity 
so released.  

2. The Charter School shall obtain from its insurers under all policies 
of fire, theft, and other property insurance maintained by it at any 
time during the term insuring or covering the Facilities, a waiver of 
all rights of subrogation which the Charter School’s insurers might 
otherwise, if at all, have against the State, and the Charter School 
shall indemnify the State against any loss or expense, including 
reasonable attorneys’ fees, resulting from its failure to obtain such 
waiver. 
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I. No approval by the School District or the State of any insurer, or the 
terms or conditions of any policy, or any coverage or amount of 
insurance, or any deductible amount shall be construed as a 
representation by the State of the solvency of the insurer or the 
sufficiency of any policy or any coverage or amount of insurance or 
deductible and the Charter School assumes full risk and responsibility for 
any inadequacy of insurance coverage or any failure of insurers. 

J. The Charter School is liable for all duties and obligations with respect to 
its purchase and development of the Facilities, and it shall bear the risk 
of any loss or claim relating to the Facilities. The State and the School 
District shall assume no liability or risk of loss.   

3.6 Consent for Assignment 

A. The State’s and the School District’s (in accordance with the California 
Education Code) written consent shall be required before the Charter 
School may directly or indirectly, voluntarily or by operation of law, sell, 
assign, encumber, pledge or otherwise transfer or hypothecate all or any 
part of its interest in or rights with respect to the Facilities or permit all or 
any portion of the Facilities to be occupied by anyone other than itself or 
sublet all or any portion of the Facilities.  No sublease or assignment nor 
any consent by the State and the School District shall relieve the Charter 
School of any obligation to be performed under this Agreement or under 
the CSFP.    

B. The Charter School shall not be permitted to assign any of its rights or 
liabilities under this Agreement without the written consent of the State.  
A transfer of control shall be deemed to have occurred if there shall be 
any of the following: (i) a transfer of the ultimate beneficial ownership of 
fifty percent (50%) or more of the equity or other ownership interests in 
the Charter School or of any class of equity interests in the Charter 
School, including, without limitation, by the issuance of additional shares 
or other equity interests or other ownership interests in the Charter 
School, (ii) a transfer of the right to receive fifty percent (50%) or more of 
any category of distributions made by the Charter School, or (iii) a 
transfer of the right to direct the management, policies or operations of 
the Charter School, by contract or otherwise.  

C. In no event shall this Agreement be assigned or assignable by operation 
of law or by voluntary or involuntary bankruptcy proceedings or otherwise 
and in no event shall this Agreement or any rights or privileges 
hereunder be an asset of the Charter School under any bankruptcy, 
insolvency, reorganization or other debtor relief proceedings. 
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ARTICLE IV  –  REPORTING  

A. The Charter School shall: 
 

1. Provide to the State semi-annual unaudited financial statements; 

2. Report to the State any material adverse change in its financial and/or 
operational condition that could adversely affect its ability to make its 
payments under this Agreement and the CSFP; 

3. Report to the State if the Charter School’s charter has been revoked or 
has not been renewed within 30 days of notification of such action, 
including providing a copy of the document provided by the chartering 
authority notifying the Charter School of such action; 

4. Provide audited financial statements within 120 days of the end of each 
fiscal year; and 

5. Obtain from the State prior written consent before incurring any 
additional indebtedness, which consent may only be given if the State 
has determined that the Charter School will remain financially sound with 
the additional indebtedness. 

6. Comply with the State’s requirements for reporting any civil or criminal 
matters. 

 
ARTICLE V  –  DEFAULT AND REMEDIES 

 
5.1 Events of Default    
 
 The occurrence of any of the following shall constitute a “Default” or “Event of 

Default” under this Agreement: 

1. Failure by the Charter School to commence to use and occupy the 
Facilities for the operation of a charter school as required.   

2. Failure by the Charter School to make any payment when due, and such 
failure continues for a period of ten (10) calendar days after receiving 
written notice by the State; 

3. Failure by the Charter School to maintain insurance on the Facilities or to 
provide reasonable evidence of insurance as required, and where such 
failure continues for a period of ten (10) calendar days after receiving 
written notice by the State;  

4. Failure by the Charter School to provide reasonable evidence of 
compliance with all legal requirements whether expressly stated under 
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this Agreement or otherwise imposed by the State under the CSFP or 
other applicable law, or failure to observe or perform any other applicable 
covenant, condition or agreement, where such failure continues for thirty 
(30) calendar days after receiving written notice by the State.  If thirty 
(30) calendar days is insufficient, and the Charter School has instituted 
corrective action, the State, in its discretion, may extend this period up to 
one hundred and eighty (180) calendar days; 

5. The Charter School shall be or become insolvent, or admit in writing its 
inability to pay its debts as they mature, or make an assignment for the 
benefit of creditors; or the Charter School shall apply for or consent to 
the appointment of any receiver, trustee or similar officer for it or for all or 
any substantial part of its property; or such receiver, trustee or similar 
officer shall be appointed without the application or consent of the 
Charter School, as the case may be, where possession is not restored in 
sixty (60) calendar days; or the Charter School shall institute (by petition, 
application, answer, consent or otherwise) any bankruptcy, insolvency, 
reorganization, arrangement, readjustment of debt, dissolution, 
liquidation or similar proceeding relating to it under the laws of any 
jurisdiction; or any such proceeding shall be instituted (by petition, 
application or otherwise) against the Charter School (unless, in the case 
of a petition filed against the Charter School, the same is dismissed in 
sixty (60) days) or any judgment, writ, warrant of attachment or execution 
or similar process shall be issued or levied against a substantial part of 
the Charter School’s Facilities; provided, however, in the event that any 
provision of this paragraph is contrary to any applicable law, it shall be of 
no force and effect, and not affect the validity of the remaining 
provisions; 

6. The determination by the State that any representation or warranty made 
by the Charter School was untrue in any material respect when made;  

7. The Charter School’s charter is not renewed or is revoked, or the Charter 
School ceases to use the Facilities for a charter school purpose; 

8. The Charter School shall abandon the Facilities; and/or 

9. If the performance of the payment obligations of the Charter School is 
guaranteed, the actual or anticipatory failure or inability, for any reason, 
of the Guarantor to honor the guarantee as required, and the Charter 
School’s failure to provide written alternative assurance or security, 
which when coupled with the Charter School’s then-existing resources, 
equals or exceeds the combined financial resources that existed at the 
time this Agreement is executed.  The Charter School shall have sixty 
(60) calendar days following written notice by the State, to provide the 
written alternative assurance or security. 
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5.2  Remedies on Default 

A. The parties acknowledge and agree that this Agreement represents a 
unique situation that is not limited by the landlord’s remedies provided by 
Sections 1951.2 and 1951.4 of the California Civil Code.  Whenever any 
Event of Default shall have occurred, any one or more of the following 
respective remedies, which are not exclusive but cumulative, may be 
pursued: 

1. If the Event of Default is solely because the School District has 
revoked or declined to renew the Charter School’s charter, the 
Charter School shall remain liable for the performance of all of the 
obligations of the Charter School including, without limitation, the 
obligation to make payments to the State when due, so long as 
the Charter School continues to use and occupy the Facilities.   

2. On the termination of this Agreement for any reason, any steps 
the School District takes to comply with Education Code section 
17078.62 shall in no way release the Charter School from its 
payment obligations that accrued prior to the Termination Date or 
from the Charter School’s obligation for any holdover.  
Assumption of the Agreement shall in no way release the Charter 
School from its payment obligations that accrued prior to the 
Termination Date or from the Charter School’s obligations for any 
holdover.  

3. The State may proceed by appropriate court action to enforce 
specific performance by the Charter School of its covenants under 
this Agreement and under the terms of accepting funding under 
the CSFP, or to recover damages for the breach thereof, including 
without limitation for the recovery of all past due payments 
together with interest and late charges, and all other sums due the 
State.  The Charter School shall pay or repay to the State all costs 
of such action or court action, including, without limitation, 
reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs.  

B. In the event of the Charter School’s default, the State shall have the right 
to recover from the Charter School (i) the amount of all unpaid payments 
or other obligations (whether direct or indirect owed by the Charter 
School to the State), if any, which are then due and owing, together with 
interest and late charges, and (ii) any other amounts due from the 
Charter School to the State, including indemnity payments, taxes, 
charges, reimbursement of any advances and other amounts payable by 
the Charter School to the State. 
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C.  Notwithstanding anything to the contrary, the State may take whatever 
action at law or in equity that may appear necessary or desirable to 
enforce its rights with respect to this Agreement or the Facilities, and the 
Charter School, as applicable, shall pay or repay to the State all costs of 
such action or court action, including, without limitation, reasonable 
attorneys’ fees and costs as provided in this Agreement or as otherwise 
permitted by law.   

D. No remedy herein conferred upon or reserved to the parties is intended 
to be exclusive and every such remedy shall be cumulative and shall be 
in addition to every other remedy given under this Agreement or existing 
at law or in equity. No delay or omission to exercise any right or power 
accruing upon any Event of Default shall impair any such right or power 
or shall be construed to be a waiver thereof, but any such right or power 
may be exercised from time to time and as often as may be deemed 
expedient. In order to entitle either party to exercise any remedy 
reserved to it in this Article, it shall not be necessary to give any notice 
other than such notice as may be required under this Agreement. All 
remedies herein conferred upon or reserved to the parties shall survive 
the termination of this Agreement. 

E. No waiver of any provision of this Agreement shall be implied by any 
failure to enforce any remedy for the violation of that provision, even if 
that violation continues or is repeated. Any waiver of any provision of this 
Agreement must be in writing and will affect only the provision specified 
and only for the time and in the manner stated in the writing. 

ARTICLE VI  –  RELEASE OF LIABILITY AND INDEMNIFICATION 
 
6.1 No Liability 

A. To the fullest extent permitted by law, the Charter School, on its behalf 
and on behalf of its officers, members, partners, agents, employees, and 
contractors, waives all claims it may have now or in the future (in law, 
equity, or otherwise) against the State, officials, directors, officers, 
attorneys, accountants, financial advisors, staff and employees arising 
out of, knowingly and voluntarily assumes the risk of, and agrees that the 
State shall not be liable for any of the following: 

1. Injury to or death of any person; or 

2. Loss of, injury or damage to, or destruction of any tangible or 
intangible property, including the resulting loss of use, economic 
losses, and consequential, incidental, punitive or penal or 
resulting damage of any kind from any cause. 



 

 
 
Revised Funding Agreement_Dec_2006.doc 
Date: 12/1/2006, Time Revised: 3:03 PM 

18

B. The State shall not be liable under this clause regardless of whether the 
liability results from any active or passive act, error, omission, or 
negligence of any of party; or is based on claims in which liability without 
fault or strict liability is imposed or sought to be imposed. 

C. The State shall not be liable for any latent, hidden, or patent defect of the 
Facilities, or any part thereof, or any failure of the Facilities or any part 
thereof to comply with any legal requirement. 

 
6.2 No Representations/Warranties 
 
 The Charter School does not rely on, and the State does not make any express 

or implied representations or warranties as to any matters including, without 
limitation, (a) the physical condition of the Facilities, (b) the existence, quality, 
adequacy or availability of utilities serving the Facilities, (c) the use, habitability, 
merchantability, fitness or suitability of the Facilities for the intended use, (d) the 
likelihood of deriving business from the location or the economic feasibility of 
the business, (e) Hazardous Materials on, in under or around the Facilities, (f) 
zoning, entitlements or any laws, ordinances or regulations which may apply to 
the use of the Facilities, or (g) any other matter relating to the Facilities or 
Project.  

6.3 Release of All Claims and Demands 

 The Charter School releases the State from any and all claims, demands, 
debts, liabilities, and causes of action of whatever kind or nature, whether 
known or unknown or suspected or unsuspected which the Charter School or 
any of its employees or agents may have, claim to have, or which may hereafter 
accrue against the released parties or any of them, arising out of or relating to 
or in any way connected with Hazardous Materials presently in, on or under, or 
now or hereafter emanating from or migrating onto or under the Facilities.  In 
connection with such release, the Charter School hereby waives any and all 
rights conferred upon it by the provisions of Section 1542 of the California Civil 
Code, which reads as follows: 

 A general release does not extend to claims which the creditor does not know 
or suspect to exist in his favor at the time of executing the release, which if 
known by him must have materially affected his settlement with the debtor. 

6.4 Indemnification 

A.  To the fullest extent permitted by law the Charter School shall at the 
Charter School’s sole cost and expense with counsel acceptable to the 
State as applicable, indemnify, defend and hold the State harmless from 
and against any and all losses, costs, liabilities, claims, judgments, liens, 
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damages (including consequential damages), actions, causes of action 
(whether in tort or contract law or equity or otherwise), charges, 
assessments, fines, penalties and expenses, including, without limitation, 
reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs, and reasonable investigation costs 
(collectively “Claims”), incurred in connection with or arising from: (a) any 
breach or default by the Charter School in the observance or 
performance of any of the terms, covenants or conditions of this 
Agreement on the Charter School’s part to be observed or performed; (b) 
the construction, operation, maintenance, alteration, use or occupancy of 
the Facilities by the Charter School; (c) the condition of the Facilities, and 
any occurrence on the Facilities, from any cause whatsoever; (d) any 
acts omissions or negligence of the Charter School, its employees, 
agents or contractors in, on or about the Facilities; and (e) any breach in 
the Charter School’s representations or warranties provided under this 
Agreement.   

B. The indemnification provided in this section shall apply regardless of the 
active or passive negligence of the State and regardless of whether 
liability without fault or strict liability is imposed or sought to be imposed; 
provided, however, that the right of indemnification shall not apply to the 
extent that a final judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction 
establishes that a claim was proximately caused by gross negligence or 
willful misconduct. 

C. In case any action or proceeding be brought, made or initiated against 
any of the State relating to any matter covered by the Charter School’s 
indemnification obligations, the Charter School, shall at its sole cost and 
expense, resist or defend such claim, action or proceeding by counsel 
approved by the State. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the State may 
retain its own counsel to defend or assist in defending any claim, action 
or proceeding, and the Charter School shall pay the reasonable fees and 
disbursements of such counsel. The Charter School’s obligations to 
indemnify the State shall survive the expiration or earlier termination of 
this Agreement. The State is an intended third-party beneficiary of this 
article, and shall be entitled to enforce the provisions hereof. 

D. The Charter School’s obligation to indemnify the State may not be 
construed or interpreted as in any way restricting, limiting, or modifying 
the Charter School’s insurance or other obligations under this Agreement 
and is independent of the Charter School’s insurance and other 
obligations.  The Charter School’s compliance with the insurance 
requirements and other obligations under this Agreement shall not in any 
way restrict, limit or modify the Charter School’s indemnification 
obligations under this Agreement. 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Funding 
Agreement on the dates set forth below adjacent to their respective signatures.  The 
effective date of this Funding Agreement shall be the last date set forth below. 
 
THE STATE:    STATE ALLOCATION BOARD:  
 
 
Date: ________________  By:  _________________________________ 
     Name: __________________________ 
     Title: ___________________________ 
 
 
     CALIFORNIA SCHOOL FINANCE AUTHORITY: 
 
 
Date: ________________  By:  __________________________________ 
     Name:___________________________ 
     Title:____________________________ 
 
 
 
THE CHARTER SCHOOL:  ______________________________________ 

 (Name of Charter School) 
 
 
Date: ________________  By: __________________________________ 
     Name: __________________________ 
     Title:  ___________________________ 
 
 
 



 
REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, February 28, 2007 
 

ASSEMBLY BILL 127 AMENDMENTS TO  
PROGRAM REGULATIONS 

 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To request: 
 
1. Adoption of the proposed regulations to implement and administer the Overcrowding Relief Grant (ORG) 

Program. 
 

2. Authorization to file the proposed regulations with the Office of Administrative Law (OAL). 
 

 
DESCRIPTION 
 

Assembly Bill (AB) 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Perata/Nunez) was chaptered on May 20, 2006, 
establishing the Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 1D).  
Proposition 1D provides $10.416 billion in bonds for educational facilities, of which $7.329 billion is earmarked for 
kindergarten through twelfth grade projects, which were approved on the November 2006 ballot.  The law, of 
which nearly all the provisions were effective only upon the passage of Proposition 1D, makes modifications to 
certain School Facility Program (SFP) features, adds several new grant programs, and provides funding for 
existing and new grant programs. 
 
Attachment A represents the changes and amendments to the SFP regulations for the new ORG Program.  This 
program is established for the purpose of reducing the number of portable classrooms on overcrowded sites by 
replacing them with permanent classrooms at the existing or other school sites.  Proposition 1D provides one 
billion dollars for eligible ORG schools.  Attachment B contains the Overcrowding Relief Grant Eligibility 
Determination form developed by the California Department of Education (CDE) which will be utilized by 
applicants to determine if a school site is eligible for the ORG Program.  Applicants will be required to submit this 
form for the review and approval of the CDE. 

 

STAFF COMMENTS 
 
By utilizing the State Allocation Board (SAB) Implementation Committee meetings as a forum to gather input from 
interested parties, the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) has developed proposed regulations 
contained in Attachment A to implement the ORG Program.  Upon adoption by the Board, the OPSC will submit 
these regulations to the OAL. 
 
AB 127 also provides a new grant program for Seismic Mitigation.  It is anticipated that regulations for these 
programs will be presented at a future SAB meeting. 

 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
1. Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as shown on Attachment A and begin the regulatory 

process. 
 
2. Authorize the OPSC to file these regulations with the OAL. 

 
 
 
 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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BOARD ACTION 
 
 

In considering this Item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendations with a request to include the following 
statement in the Minutes:  “Overcrowding Relief Grants may be used in combination with funds available under 
Regulation Section 1859.73.2 so long as the district meets all the requirements pursuant to that regulation.”  The 
Board requested Staff to address any technical concerns, with input from the State Allocation Board (SAB) 
Implementation Committee at its April 2007 meeting, if the resolution cannot be reached through continued 
dialogue with Staff.  If resolution is reached, Staff will provide an update for the Board, or if warranted, clarifying 
regulatory amendments, at the March SAB meeting. 



    

ATTACHMENT A 
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE  

SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM REGULATIONS 
State Allocation Board Meeting, February 28, 2007 

 
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: 
… 
“Form SAB 50-11” means the Overcrowding Relief Grant District-Wide Eligibility Determination, Form SAB 50-11, 
which is incorporated by reference. 
… 
“Overcrowding Relief Grant” (ORG) means the funding provided pursuant to Education Code Section 17079, et seq. 
“Overcrowding Relief Grant Eligibility Determination” means the form that is submitted to the California Department 
of Education for purposes of determining whether a school site is eligible for Overcrowding Relief Grant funding and 
the maximum number of pupils that are eligible to receive funding at a school site. 
“Overcrowding Relief Grant Pupil Eligibility” means the result of the calculation determined in Section 1859.182(a). 
… 
“School District” shall have the meaning set forth in Education Code Sections 17070.15(h)(m) and 17073.25. 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17009.5, 17017.6, 17017.7, 17021, 17047, 17050, 17051, 17070.15, 17070.51(a), 17070.71, 17070.77, 17071.10, 17071.25, 17071.30, 
17071.33, 17071.35, 17071.40, 17071.75, 17071.76, 17072.10, 17072.12, 17072.18, 17072.33, 17073.25, 17074.10, 17074.30, 17074.32, 17075.10, 17075.15, 
17077.40, 17077.42, 17077.45, 17078.52, 17078.56, 17079, 17079.10, 17280, and 56026, Education Code; Section 53311, Government Code; and Section 
1771.5, Labor Code. 
 
…  
 
Section 1859.51.  Adjustments to the New Construction Baseline Eligibility. 
 
The baseline eligibility for new construction determined on the Form SAB 50-03, will be adjusted as follows: 
(a)   Reduced by the number of pupils provided grants in a new construction SFP project and by the number of 

pupils that received a Preliminary Apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.140 or a Preliminary Charter School 
Apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.160.   

(b)   Reduced by the number of pupils housed, based on the loading standards pursuant to Education Code Section 
17071.25(a)(2)(A), in a new construction LPP project funded under the provisions of the LPP pursuant to 
Sections 1859.12 or 1859.13. 

(c)   Reduced by the number of pupils housed in additional classrooms constructed or purchased based on the 
loading standards, pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.25(a)(2)(A), in a modernization SFP project. 

(d)   Adjusted as a result of the audit findings made pursuant to Sections 1859.90 and 1859.105. 
(e)   Increased/decreased by changes in projected enrollment in subsequent enrollment reporting years for all 

districts except decreases as provided in (j) below. 
(f)    Adjusted as a result of errors or omissions by the district or by the OPSC. 
(g)   Adjusted as a result of amendments to these Regulations that affect the eligibility. 
(h)   Increased by the number of pupils eligible for grants pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a). 
(i)    Reduced by the number of pupils housed, based on loading standards pursuant to Education Code Section 

17071.25(a)(2)(A), in any Classroom Provided after the baseline eligibility was determined by the Board with the 
exception of those pupils housed or to be housed in a classroom: 

(1) That is a trailer and transportable/towed on its own wheels and axles. 
(2) Of less than 700 interior square feet. 
(3) Excluded pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.30. 



    

(4) Where the contract for the lease, lease-purchase, purchase, or construction of the classroom was made prior to 
January 1, 2000. 

(5) That is included in a SFP project where the district has funded a portion of the project beyond its required 
district contribution and the pupil capacity of the classroom does not exceed 150 percent of the number of 
pupils receiving a new construction grant (rounded up) for the SFP project. 

(6) That was acquired with joint-use funds specifically available for that purpose. 
(7) That was constructed with Overcrowding Relief Grant funds specifically available for that purpose. 
(j)    For Small School Districts, decreased: 
(1) By any reduction in projected enrollment that follows a three-year period after the district’s eligibility was 

approved by the Board. 
(2) By any increase in the number of pupils included in the latest operational grant report made by the CDE 

pursuant to Education Code Section 42268 beginning three years after the district’s most current eligibility was 
approved by the Board.  The reduction in eligibility shall be determined by the number of pupils included in the 
latest operational grant report that exceed the number of pupils included in the operational grant report in effect 
when the district’s most current eligibility was approved by the Board or adjusted by a subsequent operational 
grant report after that date. 

(k)   Adjusted for any change in classroom inventory as a result of a reorganization election. 
(l)    For classroom loading standards adopted by the Board for non-severely disabled individuals with exceptional 

needs and severely disabled individuals with exceptional needs. 
(m)  As directed by the Board due to a finding of a Material Inaccuracy pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.104.1. 
(n)   Increased by the number of pupils that received a Preliminary Apportionment that was rescinded pursuant to 

Section 1859.148 or a Preliminary Charter School Apportionment that was rescinded pursuant to Section 
1859.166. 

(o)   Adjusted for operational grant changes as determined/provided by the California Department of Education. 
(p)   For a HSAA district with Preliminary Apportionments within the 2002 Critically Overcrowded School Facilities 

Account as follows: 
(1)   Decreased by the number of pupils that received a Preliminary Apportionment, distributed proportionately 

among HSAAs in which the pupils used to justify the conversion of the Preliminary Apportionment were enrolled 
but did not reside. 

(2)   In the subsequent enrollment reporting year after verification of Occupancy of a project, increased by the 
number of pupils equal to the reduction due to Section 1859.51(p)(1), for the project which was occupied. 

(3)   Increased by the number of pupils equal to the reduction due to Section 1859.51(p)(1), for a Preliminary 
Apportionment rescinded pursuant to the provisions of Section 1859.148.  

(q)  Adjusted by the difference between the Alternative Enrollment Projection for the current enrollment reporting 
year and the projected enrollment determined pursuant to Section 1859.42 for the current enrollment reporting 
year, or by the eligibility remaining from this calculation that can no longer be utilized if the funds made available 
pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.75(a)(1)(A) have been exhausted.   

 
Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17052, 17070.51, 17071.25, 17071.75, 17071.76, 17072.20 and 17077.40, and 17079.20, Education Code. 
 
… 
 
Section 1859.61.  Adjustments to the Modernization Baseline Eligibility. 
 
The baseline eligibility for modernization as provided in Section 1859.60 for a specific site will be adjusted as 
follows: 
(a) Reduced by the number of pupils provided grants in a modernization SFP project at the specific site.  
(b) Reduced by the number of pupils housed, based on the loading standards pursuant to Education Code Section 

17071.25(a)(2), in a modernization LPP project funded under the LPP pursuant to Sections 1859.14 and 
1859.15.  

(c) Increased by changes in projected enrollment in subsequent enrollment reporting years. 



    

(d) Increased for additional facilities not previously modernized with State funds, that become 25 years old, if 
permanent, or 20 years old, if portable or as a result of audit findings made pursuant to Sections 1859.90 and 
1859.105. 

(e) Adjusted as a result of errors or omissions by the district or by the OPSC. 
(f) Adjusted as a result of amendments to these Subgroup 5.5 Regulations that affect the eligibility. 
(g) For classroom loading standards adopted by the Board for non-severely disabled individuals with exceptional 

needs and severely disabled individuals with exceptional needs. 
(h) As directed by the Board due to a finding of a Material Inaccuracy pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.104.1. 
(i) Increased for facilities previously modernized with State funds, which qualify for an additional modernization 

apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8. 
(j) Adjusted as a result of the Reconfiguration of an existing high school under the provisions of the Small High 

School Program. 
(k) Adjusted as a result of replaced eligible portables funded with the Overcrowding Relief Grant, pursuant to 

Education Code Section 17079, et seq.  
 
Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17070.51, 17071.25, 17072.15, 17072.20, 17073.15, 17074.10, and 17074.32, and 17079.30, Education Code. 
 
… 
 
Section 1859.81.  Financial Hardship. 
 
Except for Joint-Use Projects, a district is eligible for financial hardship to fund all or a portion of its matching share 
requirement after demonstrating both of the following: 
(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.  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 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. 

 



    

 (5) (6) 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 (5).  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 (5) 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 
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 enrollment 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. 

(1) Subtract (b)(2) from (b)(1). 
(2) Determine the number of classrooms by grade level reported in Part 1, Line 8 on Form SAB 50-02. 
(3) Multiply the classrooms determined in (b)(4) by 25 for K-6, 27 for 7-12, 13 for Non-Severe and 9 for Severe. 
(4) Subtract the product determined in (b)(5) from the difference determined in (b)(3) by grade level. 
(5) 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. 
 

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 (b)(7) 
divided by eight rounded 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) 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. 
 
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. 
 
If the 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). 
 
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. 
 
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. 
 
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). 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35, 17075.15 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference: Sections 17075.10, and 17075.15, and 17079.20, Education Code. 

 
… 
 
Section 1859.81.1.   Separate Apportionment for Site Acquisition and Design Costs. 
 
A district that meets the financial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81 is eligible for the following: 
(a) For a new construction project, a separate apportionment for site acquisition, with the exception of site 

acquisition funding authorized by Section 1859.81.2 or for projects receiving funding pursuant to the 
Overcrowding Relief Grant, Section 1859.180, when all the following requirements are met: 

(1) The district has eligibility for grants that equal at least 50 percent of the CDE master plan capacity of the site. 
(2) The district has received a contingent site approval letter from the CDE indicating that the proposed site is the 

best available. 
(3) The district has obtained a preliminary appraisal of the property by a qualified appraiser utilizing criteria outlined 

in Section 1859.74.1.  This report may be made without access to the site. 
(b) If the conditions in (a) are met on a site that does not require a RA, the Board will apportion all of the following 

less any district funds available for the project pursuant to Section 1859.81(a): 



    

(1) An amount not to exceed 100 percent of the lesser of the preliminary appraised value of the site as determined 
by Section 1859.74.1 or the amount the district reasonably expects to pay for the site including any hazardous 
material clean-up. 

(2) The estimated relocation expenses that will conform to Title 25, California Code of Regulations, Section 6000, 
et seq.  The reasonable and necessary relocation costs for purchasing fixtures and equipment, personal 
property, new machinery/equipment, and the installation of any improvements at the replacement residence or 
business location may be included as relocation assistance. 

(3) Four percent of the lesser of the preliminary appraised value of the site or the amount the district reasonably 
expects to pay for the site acquisition including any hazardous material clean-up but not less than $50,000. 

(4) The estimated DTSC costs for review, approval, and oversight of the POESA and the PEA. 
(c) If the conditions in (a) are met on a site that will require a RA, the district is eligible for a separate site 

apportionment not to exceed 50 percent of one and one half times the value of an appraisal that conforms to 
Section 1859.74.1 for the costs included in (c)(1) and (c)(4) plus the additional costs included in (c)(2) and  
(c)(3).  The costs included in (c)(2) and (c)(3) are in addition to 50 percent of one and one half times the 
appraisal value cap. 

(1)   The cost of the site as determined in Section 1859.74.1 and the amount the district reasonably expects to pay 
for any hazardous materials/waste removal and/or remediation costs for the site. 

(2)   Fifty percent of the estimated relocation expenses that will conform to Title 25, California Code of Regulations, 
Section 6000, et seq.  The reasonable and necessary relocation costs for purchasing fixtures and equipment, 
personal property, new machinery/equipment, and the installation of any improvements at the replacement 
residence or business location may be included as relocation assistance. 

(1) Fifty percent of four percent of the lesser of the appraised value of the site or the amount the district reasonably 
expects to pay for the site acquisition including any hazardous materials/waste removal and/or remediation 
costs for the site, but not less than 50 percent of $50,000. 

(2) The estimated DTSC costs for review, approval and oversight of the POESA and the PEA. 
(d) The limitation of 50 percent of one and one half times the value of an appraisal for costs in subsections (c), 

(c)(1) and (c)(4) may be exceeded when the Board finds that unforeseen circumstances exist, and when both of 
the following exist: 

(1)   CDE determines that the site is the best available site for meeting the educational and safety needs of the 
School District. 

(2)   Substantiation that the costs are limited to the minimum required to complete the evaluation and RA approved 
by the DTSC. 

(e) For new construction projects, the Board will apportion 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).  For 
modernization projects, the Board will apportion an amount not to exceed the following: 

(1) If the Approved Application is received on or before April 29, 2002, 20 percent of the modernization grant less 
any district funds available for the project pursuant to Section 1859.81(a).  

(2) If the Approved Application is received after April 29, 2002, 25 percent of the modernization grant less any 
district funds available for the project pursuant to Section 1859.81(a).   

The amount apportioned is an estimate of the funds needed for design, engineering, and other pre-construction 
project costs. 
 
Qualifying districts may request a separate apportionment for the design and for site acquisition for the same new 
construction project.  Those projects requesting an Overcrowding Relief Grant, pursuant to Section 1859.180, do not 
qualify for these separate apportionments. 
 
The amount provided as a separate apportionment shall be offset from the New Construction Adjusted Grant or the 
Modernization Adjusted Grant amount the district would otherwise be eligible for pursuant to Sections 1859.70 and 
1859.81 when the district submits Form SAB 50-04.  A district seeking a separate apportionment for site acquisition 
or design costs shall submit Form SAB 50-04.  If a new construction project received a previous design 
apportionment, the district may request an additional design apportionment for that project up to the 40 percent 
maximum design apportionment allowed pursuant to this Section. 
 



    

The Form SAB 50-04 that is subsequently submitted for the New Construction Adjusted Grant must be for at least 
50 percent of the New Construction Grant the district requested as a separate design apportionment. 
 
The Form SAB 50-04 that is subsequently submitted for the Modernization Adjusted Grant must be for at least 80 
percent of the Modernization Grant the district requested as a separate design apportionment that was received on 
or before April 29, 2002. 
 
The Form SAB 50-04 that is subsequently submitted for the Modernization Adjusted Grant must be for at least 60  
percent of the Modernization Grant the district requested as a separate design apportionment that was received 
after April 29, 2002. 
 
When the Board is accepting applications pursuant to Section 1859.95, the funding of the new construction or 
modernization grant may be made from funds set aside by the Board for financial hardship.  The amount provided 
as a separate apportionment shall be adjusted at a future date to assure that hardship funding for the project does 
not exceed the amount the district was otherwise eligible to receive. 
 
Note: Authority cited: Sections 17070.35, 17072.13 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17072.12, 17072.20, 17072.33, 17074.15, and 17074.16, and 17079.20, Education Code. 
 
Section 1859.81.2.  Separate Apportionment for District-Owned Site Acquisition Costs. 
 
A district that meets the financial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81, with the exception of those projects requesting 
an Overcrowding Relief Grant pursuant to Section 1859.180, is eligible for the following: 
(a)   A separate apportionment for district-owned site acquisition cost authorized by Section 1859.74.5 when all the 

following are met: 
(1)   The district has eligibility for new construction grants that equal at least 50 percent of the CDE master plan 

capacity of the site. 
(2)   All the criteria in Section 1859.74.5(a)(1) through (1)(a)(7) are met. 
(b)   If the conditions in (a) are met, the Board will apportion one half of the value of the district-owned site as 

determined in Section 1859.74.5(b). 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17072.12, 17072.13, and 17072.20, and 17079.20, Education Code. 
 
… 
 
Section 1859.103.  Savings. 
 
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.  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 three 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 
modernization 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. 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17070.63, 17072.12, and 17077.40, and 17079.20, Education Code. 
 
Section 1859.104.  Program Reporting Requirements. 
 
A district receiving funds in accordance with the Act shall submit the following: 
 
(a) An expenditure report from the district on the Form SAB 50-06.  The program reporting requirements are as 

follows: 
(1) The first expenditure report shall be due one year from the date that any funds were released to the district for 

the project pursuant to Section 1859.90, or upon completion of the project, whichever occurs first.   A project 
shall be deemed complete when either of the following occur: 

(A) When the notice of completion for the project has been filed, all outstanding invoices, claims, change orders 
have been satisfied and the facility is currently in use by the district. 

(B) Three years from the date of the final fund release for an elementary school project or four years from the date 
of the final fund release for a middle or high school project. 

(2) The second and subsequent expenditure reports, if necessary, shall be due annually beginning one year from 
the first report, or upon completion of the project, whichever occurs first.  The final expenditure report must be 
made no later than three years from the date of the final fund release for an elementary school project or four 
years from the date of the final fund release for a middle or high school project.   

(b) With the exception of projects that qualify for an apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, a progress 
report, in the form of a narrative from the district, shall be due 18 months from the date any funds were released 
to the district for the project pursuant to Section 1859.90.  The progress report shall include information 
regarding the progress the district has made towards substantial completion of the project.  If the notice of 
completion has been filed within 18 months of the release of funds pursuant to Section 1859.90, or the 
expenditure reports required in (a)(1) or (2) indicate that substantial progress (as defined in Section 1859.105) 
on the project has occurred, no progress report is required. 

(c) A progress report, in the form of a narrative from the district, shall be due 12 months from the date the site 
acquisition funds were apportioned to the district for the project pursuant to Section 1859.75.1.  The progress 
report shall include information regarding the progress the district has made towards acquiring the site as 
outlined in Section 1859.105.1 and may contain other evidence of reasonable effort to substantiate progress 
towards acquiring the site for purposes of an extension of the site apportionment as authorized by Education 
Code Section 17072.13(c)(2). 

(d) If an apportionment was made for a district-owned site pursuant to Section 1859.74.5, a certification that the 
non-school function currently taking place on the district-owned site has been discontinued or relocated.  The 
certification must be submitted to the OPSC no later than the following dates: 

(1)   If the project is for an elementary school, 66 months from the date of the site apportionment. 
(2)   For all other projects, 78 months from the date of the site apportionment.  
(e)   If an Apportionment was made under the Small High School Program pursuant to: 
(1)   Section 1859.78.9 or Section 1859.93.2, a cost evaluation report shall be due to the OPSC no later than two 

complete school years after the Occupancy of the approved project. 
(2)   Section 1859.93.2, the district must provide a preliminary report on any academic data requested by CDE two 

complete school years after the Occupancy of the approved project.  The final report shall be due no later than 
two complete school years after the OPSC notifies the district of the Occupancy of the last approved project. 

(f) If an Apportionment was made under the Overcrowding Relief Grant pursuant to Section 1859.180, the School 
District must provide a certification that the replaced portables were removed from the eligible site and from 
service per Education Code Section 17079.30. 

 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17072.13, 17079.30 Education Code. 
 



    

Reference:  Sections 17070.35, 17070.99, 17072.12, 17072.13 and 17076.10, and 17079.30 Education Code. 
 
… 
 

Article 15.  Overcrowding Relief Grant 
 
Section 1859.180. General. 
 
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. 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17079.20, Education Code. 
 
Section 1859.181.  Eligible Schools. 
 
An eligible school is a school for which the school site pupil population density is equal to or greater than 175% of 
the school site pupil population density recommended by the CDE, based on the CBEDS Report for the 2005/2006 
enrollment year, adjusted by the CDE by the following factors: 
(a)  Reduced to take into account the additional pupil capacity created by multistory construction. 
(b)  Reduced to take into account approved new construction projects, including projects approved pursuant to the 
Critically Overcrowded School Facilities Program, Education Code Sections 17078.10 through 17078.30, unless the 
School District can demonstrate that those projects are not impacting density at the eligible school site. 
 
In order to determine the school site pupil population density, the School District shall complete and submit to the 
CDE the Overcrowding Relief Grant Eligibility Determination form. 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17079, Education Code. 
 
Section 1859.182.  Determining Overcrowding Relief Pupil Eligibility.  
 
(a)   For purposes of the Overcrowding Relief Grant, an eligible pupil is a pupil that is housed in a portable 

classroom at the eligible school site, less the prorated number of portables that were funded by the Class Size 
Reduction Program pursuant to Chapter 6.10 of the Education Code.  The Class Size Reduction prorate shall 
be calculated as follows: 

(1)   Determine the total number of portables funded pursuant to Chapter 6.10 of the Education Code.   
(2)   Divide the amount determined in (a)(1) by the total number of schools currently in the School District that serve 

grades K-3.  The resulting number of classrooms must be reduced from each eligible school site that serves  
grades K-3.  The total number of portable classrooms that are reduced from all eligible school sites shall not 
exceed the amount determined in (a)(1). 

(b)   The determination of the district-wide pupil eligibility shall be determined by the submittal of the  
        Form SAB 50-11. 
(c)   The determination of the site specific pupil eligibility shall be determined by the CDE on the Overcrowding Relief 

Grant Eligibility Determination and will be conducted on a one-time basis for each eligible school. 
(d)   The site specific and district-wide pupil eligibility may be adjusted as follows: 
(A)   Reduced by the number of eligible pupils that receive an Overcrowding Relief Grant. 
(B)   Adjusted as a result of errors or omissions by the School District or by the OPSC.  
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17079.10, Education Code. 
 
 



    

Section 1859.183.  Funding. 
 
The Board shall provide a New Construction Adjusted Grant to each eligible pupil requested in the project.  The 
pupil grants may be requested by the School District at any grade level, regardless of the grade level of the eligible 
school.   
 
The maximum number of Overcrowding Relief Grants for each eligible school site shall be subject to the following  
limitations: 
(1)   The number of Overcrowding Relief Grants may not exceed the number of pupils whose removal from the pupil 

density calculation would reduce the density of the eligible school site to 150 percent of the school site pupil 
population density recommended by the CDE, based on the CBEDS reported for the 2005/2006 enrollment 
year. 

(2)   The number of Overcrowding Relief Grants may not exceed the capacity of those portables on the eligible 
school site that are being replaced in the project. 

 
In no event shall a School District receive in total more Overcrowding Relief Grants than the number of pupils 
housed in portable classrooms that were included in the School District’s initial new construction eligibility 
determination pursuant to Education Code 17071.75 as identified in part on Line 1 of Part III of the Form SAB 50-02 
and as calculated on the Form SAB 50-11. 
 
The Overcrowding Relief Grant must be used to replace an equivalent number of portable classrooms with 
permanent classrooms.  Those portables that are replaced with Overcrowding Relief Grants must be removed from 
the eligible school site and from  K – 12 grade classroom use, pursuant to Education Code Section 17079.30, within 
six months of the date of Occupancy of the replaced permanent classrooms.  Overcrowding Relief Grants may be 
used for those purposes pursuant to Education Code 17072.35 with the exception of the construction, acquisition or 
transportation of portable classrooms.  Those School Districts receiving an Overcrowding Relief Grant must comply 
with all new construction provisions of the SFP, including but not limited to Sections 1859.100, 18593.102, 
1859.104, 1859.105, and 1859.106. 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17079.10, 17079.20 and 17079.30, Education Code. 
 
Section 1859.184.  Overcrowding Relief Grant Application Submittals and Apportionments 
 
The Board shall accept approved applications for Overcrowding Relief Grants as follows: 
(a)  For the funding made available for this purpose for the first funding cycle, the School District shall submit an 
approved application by January 31, 2008. 
(b)  The Board shall accept approved applications on a semi-annual basis thereafter. 
 
The Board shall apportion Overcrowding Relief Grants based upon the highest density of the eligible schools that 
have submitted an approved application.  Any School District that does not receive an Overcrowding Relief Grant 
due to low school density and insufficient funds may request that its application remain with the OPSC for 
consideration in the following semi-annual funding cycle. 
 
The Board shall apportion the Overcrowding Relief Grants as follows: 
(a)  For the first funding cycle, up to a maximum of $500 million for all approved applications that are received by 
January 31, 2008.  
(b)  For the second funding cycle, up to a maximum of $300 million for all approved applications that are received by 
July 31, 2008, plus any remaining funds not apportioned during the previous funding cycle. 
(c)  Approved applications that are received by January 30, 2009 shall be apportioned any remaining funds not 
allocated at the previous funding cycles, plus an additional $200 million.  Should funds remain following the third 
funding cycle, those funds shall be pooled for a subsequent funding cycle.  
 



    

The approved applications for Overcrowding Relief Grants must provide a narrative indicating how the project will 
relieve overcrowding at the eligible school. 
 
A School District may submit an approved application to request an Overcrowding Relief Grant from the funding 
provided under Proposition 1D for a project that has been occupied, if the construction contract for the project was 
signed after Board approval of these regulations.  The School District must have obtained all project approvals 
required for a new construction funding application prior to the construction contract date. 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17079.20, Education Code. 
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generAl informAtion
Once the Board has determined or adjusted the district’s eligibility for either new con-

struction or modernization funding, the district may file an application for funding by 

use of this form. The Board will only provide new construction funding if this form is 

submitted prior to the date of occupancy of any classrooms included in the construc-

tion contract. If the district has a pending reorganization election that will result in the 

loss of eligibility for the proposed project, the district may not file an application for 

funding until the Board has adjusted the district’s new construction baseline eligibil-

ity as required in Section 1859.51. This may be accomplished by completion of Form 

SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03.

For purposes of Education Code Section 17073.25, the California Department of Educa-

tion (CDE) is permitted to file modernization applications on behalf of the California 

Schools for the Deaf and Blind.

Requests for funding may be made as follows:

A separate apportionment for site acquisition for a new construction project for 

environmental hardship pursuant to Section 1859.75.1. For purposes of this apportion-

ment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE.

Preliminary appraisal of property.

Approval letter from the Department of Toxic Substances Control.

A separate apportionment for site acquisition and/or design costs for a new 

construction project pursuant to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is avail-

able only to districts that meet the financial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. 

Districts may apply for a separate apportionment for the design and for site 

acquisition on the same project. For purposes of this apportionment, the follow-

ing documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE (site apportionment only).

Preliminary appraisal of property (site apportionment only).

A separate apportionment for district-owned site acquisition cost pursuant to 

Section 1859.81.2. For purposes of this apportionment, the following documents 

must be submitted with this form (as appropriate);

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Site approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of district-owned site.

Cost benefit analysis as prescribed in Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of the Board find-

ing that the non-school function on the district-owned site must be relocated.

A separate apportionment for design cost for a modernization project pursuant 

to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is available only to districts that meet the 

financial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the Form SAB 50-03 must accompany this form (if not previously submitted).

A New Construction Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70 or 1859.180. If the 

funding request includes site acquisition, the proposed site must either be owned 

by the district, in escrow, or the district has filed condemnation proceedings and 

received an order of possession of the site. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

1.

•

•

•

•

2.

•

•

•

3.

•

•

•

•

4.

5.

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Site/plan approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of property if requesting site acquisition funds.

Plans and specifications (P&S) for the project that were approved by the DSA. 

Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or “Zip Drive” readable in AutoCAD 14. 

The specifications may be provided on a diskette that is IBM compatible.

Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development funding.

If this request is pursuant to Section 1859.77.2 and the district’s housing plan 

is other than those listed in the certification section of this form, a copy of the 

school board resolution and the approved housing plan.

If the site apportionment is requested pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, a cost 

benefit analysis as prescribed in Regulation Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of the Board 

finding that the non-school function on the district-owned site must be relocated.

If this is a request for funding under the Small High School Program, pursuant 

to Regulation Section 1859.93.2, the district must also provide a CDE Small High 

School academic reform strategy approval.

 If this request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an Alternative 

Enrollment Projection, a justification of how the project relieves overcrowding, 

including but not limited to, the elimination of the use of Concept 6 calendars, 

four track year-round calendars, or bussing in excess of 40 minutes.

6. For purposes of the Overcrowding Relief Grant (ORG), districts must submit the Over-

crowding Relief Grant District-Wide Eligibility Determination (Form SAB 50-11) prior to 

the submittal of this funding application. In addition, districts must have had the CDE 

deem the site eligible for the ORG (pursuant to Section 1859.181) prior to the submittal 

of this application. For purposes of this apportionment, the following documents must 

be submitted with this form as well as the documents listed in section 5 above:

Overcrowding Relief Grant Eligibility Determination Form approved by the CDE.

Copies of the supporting documentation provided to the CDE when determin-

ing the density of the site, including the site diagram.

The district is not required to submit its current CBEDS enrollment data.

Modernization Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. For purposes of this appor-

tionment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

P&S for the project that were approved by the DSA.

DSA approval letter for elevator to meet handicapped compliance, if funding is requested.

Cost estimate of the proposed site development necessary for the Reconfiguration 

of an existing high school.

 Plan approval letter from the CDE.

Districtwide enrollment data on Form SAB 50-01 when requesting project assistance 

(if not previously submitted).

If the request includes funding for 50 year old permanent buildings pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.6, a site diagram identifying all buildings to be modernized in the 

project. The diagram must specify those buildings that are at least 50 years old.

Prior to acceptance of an application for funding that includes a financial hard-

ship request, the district must have its financial hardship status “pre-approved” by 

the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC). To apply for a financial hardship 

“pre-approval”, consult the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment or a Preliminary Charter 

School Apportionment to a Final Apportionment, check the New Construction 

(Final Apportionment or Final Charter School Apportionment) box.

If the district is requesting a separate site and/or design apportionment, complete 

boxes 2a, 3, 4, the site acquisition data in box 5 (d and e), and boxes 12, 13, 14, 15 

and 21 only.

2.	 Type	of	Project

Select the type of project that best represents this application request and 

enter the total number of pupils assigned to the project for each grade group. 

Include pupils to be housed in a new or replacement school authorized by 

Section 1859.82 (a). The amount entered cannot exceed the district’s baseline 

eligibility determined on Form SAB 50-03 and will be the basis for the amount 

of the new construction or modernization grants provided for the project.

If this request is for a Final Apportionment, the pupils assigned to the project 

must be at least 75 percent, but not more than 100 percent, of the pupils that 

received the Preliminary Apportionment. Refer to Section 1859.147.

For ORG projects, the amount entered cannot exceed the Overcrowding Relief 

Pupil Eligibility (pursuant to Section 1859.182 and 1859.183) as reflected in the 

total number of eligible pupils determined by the Form SAB 50-11 or the CDE 

Overcrowding Relief Grant Eligibility Determination form.

Check the box if the project is eligible for funding for 50 year or older perma-

nent buildings and report, at the option of the district:

The total number of eligible classrooms or the total eligible square footage 

building area at the site. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(A) or (b)(2)(A).

The total number of permanent classrooms or the total permanent square 

footage building area that is at least 50 years old and not been previously 

modernized with state funds. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(B) or (b)(2)(B).

Enter the greater percentage as calculated under Regulation Section 

1859.78.6(b)(1)(C) or Regulation Section 1859.78.6(b)(2)(C).

If this project includes eligible 50 year or older pupil grants, enter the appro-

priate number assigned to the project for each grade group. The number 

of pupils entered cannot exceed the cumulative number of 50 year or older 

permanent buildings pupil grants requested for all modernization funding 

applications for the site as determined by using the percentage factor above.

If this request includes pupil grants generated by an Alternative Enrollment 

Projection Method, enter the number of pupils by grade level.

Indicate if this request is for funding of a 6–8 school and/or an Alternative 

Education School.

Check the applicable box if the district is requesting additional pupil grants 

assigned to the project that exceed the capacity of the project or if the pupils 

assigned represent eligibility determined at another grade level and check the ap-

propriate box to indicate under which regulation the district is applying. The pupil 

capacity of the project may be determined by multiplying the classrooms reported 

in box 3 by 25 for K–6; 27 for 7–8, 9–12 grades; 13 for non-severe and 9 for severe.

If the request is for replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) or (b) 

on the same site, check the facility hardship box.

g. For ORG projects, the district must provide the following information in the 

space provided:

Name of the eligible school site(s) where portables will be replaced in this project

Number of portables being replaced at each school site

a.

b.

•

•

•

•

c.

d.

e.

f.

•

•

If the district is requesting New Construction funding after the initial baseline eligibil-

ity was approved by the Board and the district’s current CBEDS enrollment reporting 

year is later than the enrollment reporting year used to determine the district’s 

baseline eligibility or adjusted eligibility, the district must complete a new Form 

SAB 50-01 based on the current year CBEDS enrollment data, and submit it to the 

OPSC with this form. In addition, if the district’s request is fully or partially based on 

eligibility derived from an Alternative Enrollment Projection, the district must update 

the Alternative Enrollment Projection to correspond with the CBEDS enrollment 

data  for the current year. A small district with 2,500 or less enrollment as defined in 

Section 1859.2 will not have its eligibility reduced for a period of three years from the 

date the district’s baseline eligibility was approved by the Board as a result of reduc-

tion in projected enrollment.

For a list of the documents that must be submitted in order for the OPSC to deem a 

funding request for new construction or modernization complete and ready for OPSC 

processing, consult the SFP handbook and other information located on the OPSC 

Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

For purposes of completing this form for a Final Charter School Apportionment, a 

charter school shall be treated as a school district.

Specific inStructionS
The district must assign a Project Tracking Number (PTN) to this project. The same PTN 

is used by the OPSC, the DSA and the CDE for all project applications submitted to 

those agencies to track a particular project through the entire state application review 

process. If the district has already assigned a PTN to this project by prior submittal 

of the P&S to either the DSA or the CDE for approval, use that PTN for this applica-

tion submittal. If no PTN has been previously assigned for this project, a PTN may be 

obtained from the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov “PT Number Generator.”

1.	 Type	of	Application

Check the appropriate box that indicates the type of School Facility Program (SFP) 

grant the district is requesting for purposes of new construction, modernization, a 

separate design and/or site apportionment, site apportionment as an environ-

mental hardship or New Construction (Final Apportionment). If the application is 

for the modernization of school facilities and includes facilities that are eligible for 

an additional apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8, include a site diagram 

with this application that specifies the age of each facility eligible for moderniza-

tion. The diagram should also indicate the date of its original DSA plan approval 

and the date the facility received its prior modernization apportionment. If known 

include the project modernization number on the diagram. If the application is 

for modernization of a California School for the Deaf or Blind, the CDE shall check 

the box identified as Modernization of California Schools for the Deaf/Blind. If the 

request is for a separate design apportionment, the CDE shall check the appropri-

ate box. If the eligibility for this project was established as a result of the need for 

new or replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) and (b), or rehabilita-

tion pursuant to Section 1859.83 (e), check the appropriate box.

If this request is for an addition to an existing site and advance funding for the 

evaluation and RA costs, check the appropriate box and refer to Section 1859.74.4.

If this request is for an Overcrowding Relief Grant, check the New Construction 

(Overcrowding Relief Grant) box.
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Number of site specific eligible pupils being requested for this project for 

each school site. The total number of site specific eligible pupils assigned to 

this project must equal the total number of pupils in Section 2a.

3.	 Number	of	Classrooms

Enter the:

• Number of classrooms as shown on the plans and specifications (P&S). If there 

was demolition at the site, report the net increase in the number of classrooms 

showing in the P&S.

• Master plan site size, as recommended by the California Department of Education.

• Recommended site size, as determined by the California Department of Education.

• Existing Useable Acres already owned at that location (if any).

• Proposed Useable Acres that was/will be purchased as part of the application (if any).

4.	 Financial	Hardship	Request

Check the box if the district is requesting financial hardship assistance because 

it is unable to meet its matching share requirement. Refer to Section 1859.81 for 

eligibility criteria. Districts requesting financial assistance must have received a 

pre-approval for financial hardship status by the OPSC. Consult the OPSC Web site 

at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for details and necessary documentation needed in order 

to determine eligibility.

5.	 New	Construction	Additional	Grant	Request

Check the appropriate box(es) if the district requests an augmentation to the new 

construction grant for “additional” grants for the items listed or for replacement 

facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82(a) and (b). Refer to Sections 1859.72 through 

1859.76 and 1859.82(a) and (b) for eligibility criteria. Enter the:

Therapy area in square feet as provided in Section 1859.72.

Multilevel classrooms in the P&S pursuant to Section 1859.73.

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.73.1. If the district has not submitted a request for new construction 

baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current Form SAB 

50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

Indicate the site scenario that best represents the project request. If no RA is 

required, refer to Section 1859.74. If a RA is required on a site that is not leased 

or an addition to an existing site, refer to Section 1859.74.2. If RAs are required 

on a leased site or an addition to an existing site, refer to Sections 1859.74.3 or 

1859.74.4, respectively. The limitation of 50 percent may be exceeded when 

unforeseen circumstances exist, the CDE determines that the site is the best 

available site, and substantiation that the costs are the minimum required to 

complete the evaluation and RA.

Enter 50 percent of the actual cost.

Enter 50 percent of the appraised value of the site. If the request is 

made pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, enter 50 percent of the 

appraised value.

Enter 50 percent of the allowable relocation cost.

Enter two percent of the lesser of the actual cost or appraised value of the 

site (minimum $25,000).

Enter 50 percent of the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) 

fee for review and approval of the phase one environmental site 

assessment and preliminary endangerment assessment reports. Refer to 

Sections 1859.74, 1859.74.1, 1859.74.5, 1859.75, 1859.75.1 and 1859.81.1. If the 

•

a.

b.

c.

d.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

district is submitting a funding request for new construction under the Small 

High School Program, enter the 60 percent values.

A project that received site acquisition funds under the Lease-Purchase 

Program (LPP) as a priority two project is not eligible for site acquisition funds 

under the SFP. A district-owned site acquired with LPP, SFP or Proposition 1A 

funds is not eligible for funding under Regulation Section 1859.74.5.

Enter 50 percent of the amount allowable for hazardous materials/waste re-

moval and/or remediation for the site acquired pursuant to Sections 1859.74.2, 

1859.74.3, 1859.74.4, 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1. If an RA is required, check the box.

Enter 50 percent of eligible service-site development, off-site development 

including pedestrian safety paths and utilities costs allowed pursuant to 

Section 1859.76. If the district is submitting a funding request for new con-

struction under the Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values. 

Attach cost estimates of the proposed site development work which shall be 

supported and justified in the P&S. All cost estimates shall reflect 100 percent 

of the proposed work.

Check the box if the district is requesting an Additional Grant for General Site 

Development pursuant to Section 1859.76

If the district is requesting replacement facilities on the same site, enter the 

square footage requested as provided in Section 1859.82(a) or (b).

Enter the square feet of eligible replacement area as provided by Sec-

tion 1859.73.2.

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Efficiency pursuant to 

Section 1859.71.3, enter the percentage of energy efficiency that exceeds Title 24 

requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.71.3(a)(3).

Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifies for additional 

funding for fire code requirements authorized in Section 1859.71.2.

6.	 Modernization	Additional	Grant	Request

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance allowance pursuant 

to Section 1859.78.2. If the district has not submitted a request for new con-

struction baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current 

Form SAB 50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Efficiency pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.5, enter the percentage of energy efficiently that exceeds Title 

24 requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.78.5(a)(3).

Check the box if the district requests an additional grant for site development 

utility cost necessary for the modernization of 50 years or older permanent 

building(s). Enter 60 percent of the eligible costs allowable pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.78.7(a).

Check the box if the district is requesting a Separate Apportionment for 

Reconfiguration pursuant to Section 1859.78.9. Enter the full value of the 

Reconfiguration request, not to exceed an aggregate of $500,000 for all high 

school entities created.

Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifies for additional 

funding for fire code requirements authorized in Section 1859.78.4.

7.	 Excessive	Cost	Hardship	Request

Check the appropriate box to request an augmentation to the New Construction 

or Modernization Grants for an excessive cost hardship for the items listed. Refer 

to Section 1859.83 for eligibility criteria. Requests for excessive cost grants for a 

new two-stop elevator(s) and for additional stops in a modernization project are 

e.

f.

g.

h.

i.

j.

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.
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allowed only if required by the Division of the State Architect (DSA). Attach copy 

of the DSA letter that requires that the elevator(s) be included in the project for 

handicapped access compliance.

If the request is for the excessive cost grant for a new Alternative Education school 

pursuant to Section 1859.83(c)(2) and the district wishes to request less than the 

maximum allowance, please submit a letter along with application indicating the 

desired amount.

If the request is for rehabilitation mitigation, report 80 percent or 60 percent (as 

appropriate) of health/safety rehabilitation mitigation cost for a modernization 

project as authorized by Section 1859.83(e).

8.	 Project	Priority	Funding	Order

Enter the priority order of this project in relation to other new construction appli-

cations submitted by the district on the same date. If applications are not received 

on the same date, the OPSC will assign a higher district priority to the applica-

tion received first. Check the box(es) if the project meets the criteria outlined in 

Section 1859.92(c)(3),(4) and (6), as appropriate. This information is needed for 

purposes of priority points.

9.	 Prior	Approval	Under	the	LPP

If the project the district is requesting SFP grants for received a Phase P, S, or C 

approval under the LPP, report the application number of that project, regardless if 

the project actually received funding or was included on an “unfunded” list. Failure 

to report this information may delay the processing of the application by the OPSC.

10.	 Prior	Apportionment	Under	the	SFP

If the project received a separate apportionment under the SFP for either site 

and/or design, or site environmental hardship, enter the application number of 

the project. Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the 

application by the OPSC.

11.	 Preliminary	Apportionment	to	a	Final	Apportionment

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportion-

ment, enter the application number of the Preliminary Apportionment. Failure to 

report this information may delay the processing of the application by the OPSC.

12.	 Alternative	Developer	Fee

The district must report certain alternative fees collected pursuant to Government 

Code Section 65995.7, as of the date of application submittal to the OPSC. Refer 

to Section 1859.77 for details. Districts are advised that the OPSC may perform an 

audit of the developer fees collected prior to application approval by the Board.

13.	Adjustment	to	New	Construction	Baseline	Eligibility

Pursuant to Section 1859.51 certain adjustments to the district’s new construction 

baseline eligibility must be made each time a district submits Form SAB 50-04, to 

the OPSC for SFP new construction or modernization grants. These adjustments 

are made by the OPSC based on information reported by the district on this form.

Report all additional classroom(s) provided after the district submitted its 

request for determination of its new construction baseline eligibility for the 

grades shown, or indicate N/A if there are none. Refer to Section 1859.51(i).

If the eligibility for this project was determined on a high school attendance 

area (HSAA) or Super HSAA pursuant to Section 1859.41, enter the number of 

a.

b.

pupils by grade level type that were included in the latest report by the CDE 

pursuant to Education Code Section 42268 that received operational grants in 

that HSAA or Super HSAA.

14.	 Pending	Reorganization	Election

Complete only for new construction projects. Indicate if there is a pending reorga-

nization election that will result in a loss of eligibility for this project. If the answer 

is “yes”, the district must complete Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form 

SAB 50-03, to adjust the district’s new construction baseline eligibility as a result of 

the reorganization and submit them with this form.

15.	 Joint-Use	Facility/Leased	Property

Check the box if:

The facilities to be constructed/modernized as part of this project will be for 

joint use by other governmental agencies.

The new construction or modernization grants will be used for facilities 

located or to be located on leased property.

16.	 Project	Progress	Dates

Complete this section for new construction/modernization projects:

Enter the date the initial construction contract was signed for this project. If a 

construction contract has not been executed, enter N/A.

Enter the issue date for the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the 

project, or enter N/A if a Notice to Proceed has not been issued.

17.	 Labor	Compliance	Program

Indicate whether the district is subject to a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to Labor Code 

Section 1771.7 by checking the appropriate box.

18.	 Construction	Delivery	Method

Check the box that best represents the construction delivery method that the 

district has or will use for this project, if known.

19.	 Overcrowding	Relief	Grant	Narrative

The district must either provide an explanation in the space provided or attach a 

letter signed by the district representative detailing how this project will relieve 

overcrowding.

2019.	 Architect	of	Record	or	Licensed	Architect	Certification

The architect of record or the licensed architect must complete this section.

2120.	 Architect	of	Record	or	Design	Professional	Certification

The architect of record or the appropriate design professional must complete this 

section.

2221.	 Certification

The district representative must complete this section. For additional information 

regarding district certifications, refer to the SFP handbook located on the OPSC 

web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

a.

b.

a.

b.
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The school district named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Office of Public School Construction for a grant under the provisions of 

Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, et seq., of the Education Code and the Regulations thereto.

School DiStrict ApplicAtion number

School nAme project trAcking number

county DiStrict repreSentAtive’S e-mAil ADDreSS high School AttenDAnce AreA (hSAA) or Super hSAA (if ApplicAble)

1.	 Type	of	Application—Check	Only	One

 New Construction

 New Construction (Final Apportionment)

 New Construction (Final Charter School Apportionment)

 New Construction (Small High School Program)

 New Construction (Overcrowding Relief Grant)

 Modernization

 Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

Separate apportionment

 Site Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Site Only (District owned)—New Construction [Section 1859.81.2]

 Site Only—Environmental Hardship [Section 1859.75.1]

 Design Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Design Only—Modernization

 Design Only—Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(a)]

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(b)]

 Rehabilitation [Section 1859.83(e)]

 Advance Funding for Evaluation and RA

2.	 Type	of	Project

a.  Elementary School total Pupils assigned:

 Middle School K–6:  _________________

 High School 7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b.  50 Years or Older Building Funding (Modernization Only)

Total Eligible Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________

Classroom/Square Footage at Least 50 Years Old:  _________________

Ratio of 50 Years Old Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________ %

From 2a above, how many are 50 Year or Older Pupil Grants?

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

c. Included in 2a above, how many pupils are generated by the  

Alternative Enrollment Projection? (New Construction Only)

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

d. Is this a 6–8 school?  Yes  No

If you answered yes, how many K–6 pupils reported  

above are sixth graders?  _________________

Is this an Alternative Education School?  Yes  No

e. Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2?  Yes  No 

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3?  Yes  No 

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

f.  Facility Hardship (no pupils assigned)

g. ORG Projects Only

nAme of eligible
School Site(S)

number of portAbleS 
being replAced

number of Site Specific 
eligible pupilS being 

requeSted

total

3.	 Number	of	Classrooms:	 	_________________

Master Plan Acreage Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Recommended Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Existing Acres (Useable):  _________________

Proposed Acres (Useable):  _________________

4.	 	 Financial	Hardship	Request—Must	Have	Pre-Approval	by	OPSC

5.	 New	Construction	Additional	Grant	Request—New	Construction	Only

a. Therapy: Toilets (sq. ft.)  _________________  

Other (sq. ft.)  _________________

b. Multilevel Construction (CRS):  _________________

c.  Project Assistance

d. Site Acquisition:

 Leased Site

 Additional Acreage to Existing Site

 Addition to Existing Site

(1) 50 percent Actual Cost: $ _________________  

(2) 50 percent Appraised value: $ _________________

(3) 50 percent Relocation Cost: $ _________________

(4) 2 percent (min. $25,000): $ _________________

(5) 50 percent DTSC Fee: $ _________________
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e. 50 percent hazardous waste removal: $ _________________

 Response Action (RA)

f. Site Development

 50 percent Service-Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Off-Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Utilities: $ _________________

 General Site

 g. Facility Hardship Section 1859.82(a) or (b)

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________  

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

h. Replacement area

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________  

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

i.  Energy Efficiency:  _________________ %

j.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System 

 Automatic Sprinkler System

6.	 Modernization	Additional	Grant	Request—Modernization	Only

a.  Project Assistance

b.  Energy Efficiency:  _________________ %

c.  Site Development—60 percent utilities: $ _________________

d.  Separate Apportionment for Reconfiguration

(for Small High School Program only): $ _________________

e.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System 

 Automatic Sprinkler System

7.	 Excessive	Cost	Hardship	Request

New construction only

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(1)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(2)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(3)]

 Small Size Project

  Urban/Security/Impacted Site; 

If a new site, $ ________________ per Useable Acre [Section 1859.83(d)(2)(C)]

modernization only

 Rehabilitation/Mitigation [Section 1859.83(e)]: $ _________________

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 Handicapped Access/Fire Code (3 percent)

 Number of 2-Stop Elevators:  _________________

 Number of Additional Stops:  _________________

 Small Size Project

 Urban/Security/Impacted site

8.	 Project	Priority	Funding	Order—New	Construction	Only

Priority order of this application in relation to other new construction applications 

submitted by the district at the same time: # _________________

Project meets:

 Density requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(3).

 Stock plans requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(4).

 Energy efficiency requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(6).

9.	 Prior	Approval	Under	the	LPP

New Construction: 22/ _________________

Modernization: 77/ _________________

10.	 Prior	Apportionment	Under	the	SFP

Site/Design—New Construction: 50/ _________________

Design—Modernization: 57/ _________________

11.	 Preliminary	Apportionment	to	Final	Apportionment

Preliminary Apportionment Application Number: # _________________

12.	 Alternative	Developer	Fee—New	Construction	Only

Alternative developer fee collected and reportable pursuant to  

Regulation Section 1859.77: $ _________________

13.	 Adjustment	to	New	Construction	Baseline	Eligibility

a. Additional Classroom(s) provided: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b. Operational Grant (HSAA) only: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

14.	 Pending	Reorganization	Election—New	Construction	Only  Yes  No

15.	 Joint-Use	Facility/Leased	Property

a.  Joint-Use Facility

b.  Leased Property

16.	 Project	Progress	Dates

a. Construction Contract signed on:  _________________

b. Notice to Proceed issued on:  _________________

17.	 Labor	Compliance	Program

Will you be required to initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program  

pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7 for this project?  Yes  No

18.	 Construction	Delivery	Method

 Design-Bid-Build

 Design-Build

 Developer Built

 Lease Lease-Back

 Energy Performance Contract

 Other: _____________________________________________________

19.	 Overcrowding	Relief	Grant	Narrative

_____________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________
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2019.	 Architect	of	Record	or	Licensed	Architect	Certification

I certify as the architect of record for the project or as a licensed architect that:

The P&S for this project were submitted to the OPSC by electronic medium (i.e., 

CD-ROM, zip disk or diskette) or as an alternative, if the request is for a modern-

ization Grant, the P&S were submitted in hard copy to the OPSC.

Any portion of the P&S requiring review and approval by the Division of the State 

Architect (DSA) were approved by the DSA on ____________________________ 

(enter DSA approval date).

Any portion of the P&S not requiring review and approval by the DSA meets 

the requirements of the California Code of Regulations, Title 24, including any 

handicapped access and fire code requirements.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the demolition of 

more classrooms than those to be constructed in the project, the difference is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the construction of 

more classrooms than those to be demolished in the project, the difference is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

Architect of recorD or licenSeD Architect (print nAme)

SignAture DAte

2120.	 Architect	of	Record	or	Design	Professional	Certification

I certify as the architect of record for the project or the appropriate design profes-

sional, that:

If the request is for a New Construction Grant, not including the ORG, I have 

developed a cost estimate of the proposed project which indicates that the 

estimated construction cost of the work in the P&S including deferred items (if 

any) relating to the proposed project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant 

amount provided by the State and the district’s matching share, less site acquisi-

tion costs. This cost estimate does not include site acquisition, planning, tests, 

inspection, or furniture and equipment and is available at the district for review 

by the OPSC.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, I have developed a cost estimate of 

the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of the 

work in the P&S, including deferred items and interim housing (if any) relating to 

the proposed project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided 

by the State and the district’s matching share. This cost estimate does not 

include planning, tests, inspection or furniture and equipment and is available at 

the district for review by the OPSC.

Architect of recorD or DeSign profeSSionAl (print nAme)

SignAture DAte

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

2221.	 Certification

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form, 

with the exception of items 19 and 20, is true and correct and that:

I am an authorized representative of the district as authorized by the governing 

board of the district; and,

A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, 

et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the school district’s govern-

ing board or the designee of the Superintendent of Public Instruction on, 

__________________________; and,

The district has established a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for exclusive 

purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings and 

has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with and 

is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Section 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); and,

Pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.755, the district has made a priority of 

the funds in the restricted maintenance account, established pursuant to Educa-

tion Code Section 17070.75, to ensure that facilities are functional and meet local 

hygiene standards; and,

The district has considered the feasibility of the joint use of land and facilities 

with other governmental agencies in order to minimize school facility costs; and,

If this funding request is for the modernization of portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment pursuant to Education Code Section 17073.15, 

the district certifies that (check the applicable box below):

 1. The state modernization funds will be used to replace the portable 

classrooms and permanently remove the displaced portables from the 

classroom use within six months of the filing of the Notice of Completion 

for the project; or,

 2. It has provided documentation to the Office of Public School Construc-

tion which indicates that modernizing the portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment is better use of public resources than the 

replacement of these facilities.

Facilities to be modernized have not been previously modernized with Lease-Pur-

chase Program, Proposition 1A Funds or School Facility Program state funds; and,

All contracts entered on or after November 4, 1998 for the service of any 

architect structural engineer or other design professional for any work under the 

project have been obtained pursuant to a competitive process that is consistent 

with the requirements of Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 4525) of Divi-

sion 5, of Title 1, of the Government Code; and,

If this request is for new construction funding, the district has received approval 

of the site and the plans from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

If this request is for modernization funding, the district has received approval of 

the plans for the project from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws 

governing the use of force account labor; and,

This district has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 regarding at 

least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business enterprises; and,

The district matching funds required pursuant to Sections 1859.77.1 or 1859.79 

has either been expended by the district, deposited in the County School Facility 

Fund or will be expended by the district prior to the notice of completion for the 

project; and,

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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SignAture of DiStrict repreSentAtive DAte

The district has received the necessary approval of the plans and specifications 

from the Division of the State Architect unless the request is for a separate site 

and/or design apportionment; and,

If the district is requesting site acquisition funds as part of this application, the 

district has complied with Sections 1859.74 through 1859.75.1 as appropriate; and,

With the exception of an apportionment made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 18 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105); and,

If the apportionment for this project was made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 12 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105.1); and,

The district understands that funds not released within 18 months of apportion-

ment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied (refer to Sec-

tion 1859.90); and,

The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief; and,

All school facilities purchased or newly constructed under the project for use 

by pupils who are individuals with exceptional needs, as defined in Education 

Code Section 56026, shall be designed and located on the school site so as to 

maximize interaction between those individuals with exceptional needs and 

other pupils as appropriate to the needs of both; and,

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In 

the event a conflict should exist, the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

The district understands that some or all of the State funding for the project 

must be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Sections 

1859.105, 1859.105.1, 1859.106; and,

The district has complied with the provisions of Sections 1859.76 and 1859.79.2 

and that the portion of the project funded by the State does not contain work 

specifically prohibited in those Sections; and,

If the SFP grants will be used for the construction or modernization of school 

facilities on leased land, the district has entered into a lease agreement for the 

leased property that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and,

If the application contains a “Use of New Construction Grant” request, the district 

has adopted a school board resolution and housing plan at a public hearing at a 

regularly scheduled meeting of the governing board on __________________ 

as specified in Sections 1859.77.2, or 1859.77.3, as appropriate. The district’s ap-

proved housing plan is as indicated (check all that apply):

 1. The district will construct or acquire facilities for housing the pupils with 

funding not otherwise available to the SFP as a district match within 

five years of project approval by the SAB and the district must identify 

the source of the funds. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and (b) and 

1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

 2. The district will utilize higher district loading standards providing the 

loading standards are within the approved district’s teacher contract and 

do not exceed 33:1 per classroom. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and 

(b) and 1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

 3. The pupils requested from a different grade level will be housed in class-

rooms at an existing school in the district which will have its grade level 

changed, to the grade level requested, at the completion of the proposed 

SFP project. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(b) and 1859.77.3(b)]

If the district requested additional funding for fire code requirements pursuant 

to Sections 1859.71.2 or 1859.78.4, the district will include the automatic fire 

detection/alarm system and/or automatic sprinkler system in the project prior to 

completion of the project; and

If this request is for a Large New Construction Project or a Large Modernization 

Project, the district has consulted with the career technical advisory committee 

established pursuant to Education Code Section 8070 and it has considered 

the need for vocational and career technical facilities to adequately meet its 

program needs in accordance with Education Code Sections 51224, 51225.3(b) 

and 51226.1; and

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Efficiency pursuant 

to Sections 1859.71.3 or 1859.78.5, the increased costs for the energy efficiency 

components in the project exceeds the amount of funding otherwise available 

to the district; and

If this application is submitted after January 1, 2004 for modernization funding, 

the district has considered the potential for the presence of lead-containing 

materials in the modernization project and will follow all relevant federal, state, 

and local standards for the management of any identified lead; and

The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor 

Code Section 1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the 

Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the project is issued on or after 

April 1, 2003; and,

Beginning with the 2005/2006 fiscal year, the district has complied with Educa-

tion Code Section 17070.75(e) by establishing a facilities inspection system to 

ensure that each of its schools is maintained in good repair; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifies 

that is has an academic reform strategy scored by the CDE, and is available at the 

district office for OPSC verification; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifies 

the enrollment at the Small High School will not exceed 500 pupils for a mini-

mum of two complete school years after the Occupancy of the last Small High 

School funded, as outlined in Section 1859.104(e)(2); and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9, the district certifies 

the enrollment at the resulting Small High Schools will not exceed 500 pupils for 

a minimum of two complete school years after the Occupany of the Small High 

Schools; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9 or Section 1859.93.2, 

the district certifies that is will meet all reporting requirements as specified in 

Section 1859.104(e)(1) and/or (2).; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.180, the district certi-

fies that within six months of occupancy of the permanent classrooms, it will 

remove the replaced portables from the eligible school site and K–12 grade 

classroom use with the exception of schools described in Education Code Sec-

tion 17079.30(c).

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form is true and correct and that:

• I am designated as an authorized district representative by the governing board of the district; and,

• Under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, the foregoing statements are true and correct, and that the Public Contract Code was adhered to in the 

construction of this project; and,

• This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by Office of Public School Construction. In the event a conflict should exist, then the language in the OPSC form will prevail.

SIgNATURE OF DISTRICT REPRESENTATIvE DATE

SCHOOL DISTRICT APPLICATION NUmBER

BUSINESS ADDRESS REPORT NUmBER

COUNTy PERIOD ENDINg

PREPARER’S NAmE (TyPED) PREPARER’S TITLE (TyPED) TELEPHONE/E-mAIL ADDRESS

DISTRICT REPRESENTATIvE NAmE (TyPED) DISTRICT REPRESENTATIvE TITLE (TyPED) TELEPHONE/E-mAIL ADDRESS

instructions (refer to title 2, california code of regulations sections 1859.104 through 1859.106)

Submit to:

Department of General Service

Office of Public School Construction

Attn: SFP Audit

1130 K Street, Suite 300

Sacramento, CA 95814

1. PERCENT OF PROJECT COmPLETED  ___________  2. NOTICE TO PROCEED DATE  _____________________  3. NOTICE OF COmPLETION DATE  ____________________

4. PREvIOUS REPORT 5. REPORT PERIOD 6. TOTAL TO DATE

7. DISTRICT FUNDS OR JOINT-USE PARTNER(S) CONTRIBUTION

8. STATE FUNDS

9. INTEREST EARNED

10. PROJECT ExPENDITURES

11. TOTAL PROJECT SAvINgS

12. If applicable, list the School Facility Program hardship projects and the amount of the savings that will be used:

PROJECT NUmBER __________________________________________________________________ PROJECT NUmBER  _________________________________________________________________

 __________________________________________________________________   _________________________________________________________________

1. Enter the estimated percentage of the project completed at the time of this report.

2. Enter the date construction actually began as stated in the architect’s notice to 
proceed to the contractor.

3. Enter the date construction was completed as stated in the notice of completion 
on the last working contract.

4. If this is the first report submitted, enter “$0” in this column. If there are prior 
reports, the amount reported in this column is the amount reported in column 6 
of the preceding report.

5. Enter the transaction amounts during the current period.

6. Enter the sum of the corresponding line items in columns 4 and 5.

7. Enter the amount of district funds or Joint-Use Partner(s) funds contributed 
towards the project.

8. Enter the amount of State warrants received towards the project.

9. Enter the amount of interest earned on State and district funds.

10. Enter the total amount spent from State and district funds. Provide a detailed 
listing of each expenditure by warrant, the date of the warrant, payee, warrant 
number, and description/purpose of the expenditure. Identify any savings and 

the purposes for which it will be used. Identify expenditures made with district 
force account labor seperately. The use of a transaction record, in lieu of warrant 
numbers, is acceptable for force account expenditures.

Identify amounts applied to the project for incentive grants or rebates received 
by the district pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 381. Refer to Sections 
1859.77.1 and 1859.79.

Contact the Office of Public School Construction for an ExCEL worksheet which 
may be used to assist the district in reporting these expenditures at the OPSC Web 
site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov/.

11. Enter the State funds remaining after all project costs are paid. (Sum of lines 7, 8, 
and 9 and subtract line 10.)

12. If applicable, enter the district’s SFP financial hardship project(s) that savings from 
this project will be used.

13. If this is an Overcrowding Relief grant project, please attach a narrative signed 
by the district representative detailing how the district removed the replaced 
portables from the eligible school site and K–12 grade classroom use pursuant to 

Education Code Section 17079.30.
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General InformatIon
As part of the district’s request for new construction funding for the Overcrowding Relief 

Grant (ORG) under the School Facility Program (SFP), a determination of the district’s 

District-wide/High School Attendance Area (HSAA)/Super HSAA pupil eligibility must 

be made. This shall be a one time report that is determined based upon the informa-

tion reported on the district’s Existing School Building Capacity (Form SAB 50-02) at the 

time the district established its SFP new construction eligibility. If the district has not 

established its new construction eligibility, it will be required to do so for purposes of 

determining district-wide eligibility for the ORG program.

In order to determine site specific pupil eligibility the district must complete the 

California Department of Education’s (CDE) Overcrowding Relief Grant Eligibility 

Determination form.

SpecIfIc InStructIonS
If the district is submitting this form to correct an error or omission that was previously 

reported, please check the appropriate box.

Section I – Classroom Inventory

Complete the school district information as requested. If the high school district, 

unified school district, or county superintendent of schools established the SFP new 

construction eligibility on a HSAA or Super HSAA basis, it must submit one Form 

SAB 50-11 for each HSAA or Super HSAA.

Section II – Determination of District-Wide ORG Pupil Eligibility

Provide the requested information to complete the calculation of the district/HSAA 

eligibility.

Section III – Class Size Reduction Program Information and Calculation of Prorate

Provide the number of K–3 portables that were funded under the Class Size Reduction 

(CSR) Program pursuant to Chapter 6.10 of the Education Code. Calculate the prorate 

as requested. This prorate will need to be reduced from each eligible school site that 

serves grades K–3 on the CDE Overcrowding Relief Grant Eligibility Determination 

form. If the prorate determined requires the district to round up to the nearest whole 

number, the CSR portable adjustments shall not exceed the total number of CSR 

portables reported.
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School DiStrict Five-Digit DiStrict coDe Number (See caliForNia Public School Directory)

couNty high School atteNDaNce area (hSaa) or SuPer hSaa (iF aPPlicable)

 New  Correcting an Error/Omission

Section I – Classroom Inventory (Refer to the district’s Form SAB 50-02 for purposes of providing this information.)

 Option A

If the district chose Option A on the Form SAB 50-02, the number of portables that were included in the district’s/HSAA’s new construction eligibility is the sum of the following:

form SaB 50-02, part II, optIon a K–6 7–8 9–12 non-Severe Severe total

line a

line b

line c

total

 Option B

If the district chose Option B, the number of portables included in the district’s/HSAA’s new construction eligibility is determined by the following:

form SaB 50-02 K–6 7–8 9–12 non-Severe Severe total

Part i, line 8

less Part i, line 7

less Part ii, option B, line d

total

Section II – Determination of District-Wide ORG Pupil Eligibility

K–6 7–8 9–12 non-Severe Severe total

total District-Wide Portables (as 
determined in Part i)

multiplied by State loading Standard × 25 × 27 × 27 × 13 × 9

maximum Number of district-wide 
org grants that may be requested

Section III – Class Size Reduction Program Information and Calculation of Prorate

The following number of (K–3 grade) portables were funded pursuant to Chapter 6.10 of the Education Code:  ________________

Total Number of schools that serve grades K–3 in the district/HSAA:  ________________

Prorate Determination: Divide Line 1 by Line 2 and round to the nearest whole number:  ________________

The Number of Pupils Housed in CSR portables: Multiply the Prorate determined in 3 above by the State Loading Standard (25):  ________________

Certification

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form is true and correct and that:

I am designated as an authorized district representative by the governing board of the district or the designee of the Superintendent of Public Instruction; and,

A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application under Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, et seq., of the Edu-

cation Code was adopted by the School District’s Governing Board or the designee of the Superintendent of Public Instruction on ___________________________; and,

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by Office of Public School Construction (OPSC). In the event a conflict should exist, then the language in the 

OPSC form will prevail.

SigNature oF DiStrict rePreSeNtative Date

1.

2.

3.

4.

•

•

•
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ATTACHMENT B 
California Department of Education 

 
Overcrowding Relief Grants Eligibility Determination 

 
Instructions 

 
 

General Information 
This form is used to determine if a school site is eligible for Overcrowding Relief Grants 
(ORG) and the maximum number of pupil grants for which the site is eligible. This form 
captures both the new construction adjustment that is determined on the Overcrowding 
Relief Grant Pupil Adjustment Form and the adjustment for multistory construction. 
 
Complete this form first. Areas shaded in blue require data entry. All other fields 
automatically populate. 

Local Educational Agency Information 
Date – Enter the date the Overcrowding Relief Grant (ORG) forms are completed. 
CDS Code – Enter the 2-digit county code, 5-digit district code, and 7-digit school code 
assigned to each school site by the CDE. 
County – Enter the county in which the school is located. 
Local Educational Agency – Enter the name of the local educational agency (LEA). 
School – Enter the name of the school site requesting ORG eligibility. 
Net Usable Acres – Enter the total net usable acres for the school site. For purposes of 
ORG, "net usable acres" shall not include: (1) land rendered useless due to cuts, steep 
hills, gullies, creek beds, large rock outcroppings, wetlands, land in flood/inundation 
areas, or other topographic impediments, or (2) land in easements that cannot be used 
for school functions, areas in the public right of way, required or agreed upon setbacks, 
and mitigation areas. 
If an LEA has a formal joint-use agreement with a city/county/park district, the joint-use 
land that is available for school use shall be included in the determination of net usable 
acres. Do not submit diagrams, calculations or other documents showing the usable 
acres but retain such information in the LEA’s files. 
Type – Identify whether the school is elementary, middle, or high, or a school serving 
multiple grade levels. If the school serves multiple grade levels, use the enrollment of 
the highest grade level. For example, if the school is K–8, K–6 would have the highest 
enrollment in elementary. 

Pupils 
Column A – Enter the 2005–06 California Basic Educational Data Systems (CBEDS) 
enrollment for the school site. 
 
Column B – This will automatically populate the "Total Adjustment" from Section C of 
the Overcrowding Relief Grant Pupil Adjustment Form if the form is completed. 
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Column C – Automatically calculates. Subtracts "Pupil Adjustment" in Column B from 
the 2005–06 CBEDS Enrollment in Column A. 

School Site Usable Acres 
Column D – Automatically populates the "Net Usable Acres" as entered in the Local 
Educational Agency Information Section. 
 
Column E – Enter the total number of classrooms above or below the first floor for 
Grades K–6 and Grades 7–12. 
 
Column F – Automatically calculates the following formula: 
 

Number of classrooms above or below the first floor 
× 

1.3 (circulation that occurs on multi-level buildings) 
÷ 

43,560 (number of square feet in an acre) 
 

Column G – Automatically calculates. Adds the "Certified Net Usable Acres" in Column 
D to the "Multistory Acres Adjustment" in Column F. 

CDE Recommended Acres and Pupil Density 
Column H – Automatically calculates. Divides the "Adjusted CBEDS Enrollment" from 
Column C by 100% of the CDE recommended pupil density per acre by grade level 
(from chart above). For span schools with grades that include a combination of 
kindergarten to six, inclusive, and seven to 12, inclusive, the controlling source of school 
site pupil population recommended density shall be the one applicable to the grade 
levels in which the majority of the pupils are enrolled. 
 
Column I – Automatically populates the numbers identified in the chart above as the 
100%, 150% and 175% of CDE recommended pupil density per acre. For span schools 
with grades that include a combination of kindergarten to six, inclusive, and seven to 12, 
inclusive, the controlling source school site pupil population recommended density shall 
be the one applicable to the grade levels in which the majority of the pupils are enrolled. 
 
Column J – Automatically calculates. Multiplies the "CDE Recommended Pupil Density 
per Acre" from Column I by the "Total Usable Acres" from Column G. 

Eligibility 
175% of the CDE Recommended Pupil Density – Automatically populates 175% of 
the CDE Recommended Pupil Density from Column I. 
 
School Site Pupil Density – Automatically calculates. Divides the "Adjusted CBEDS 
Enrollment" in Column C by the "Total Usable Acres" in Column G. 
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Eligibility – If the "School Site Pupil Density" is equal to or greater than "175% of the 
CDE Recommended Pupil Density", then "YES" appears and the school qualifies for 
ORG. Continue to the "Eligible Pupils" Section. 
 
If the "School Site Pupil Density" is not equal to or greater than "175% of the CDE 
Recommended Pupil Density", then a "NO" appears and the school does not qualify for 
ORG. Stop here and do not submit forms to CDE. 

Eligible Pupils 
The maximum number of eligible pupils for the ORG Program is the lesser of Part A or 
B in this section. 
 

Part A 
Adjusted CBEDS Enrollment – Automatically populates "Adjusted CBEDS 
Enrollment" from Column C. 
 
Total Enrollment at 150% of the CDE Recommended Density – Automatically 
populates "Total Enrollment at 150% of the CDE Recommended Pupil 
Density" from Column J. 
 
Eligible Pupils – Automatically calculates. Subtracts the "Total Enrollment at 
150% of the CDE Recommended Pupil Density" from the "Adjusted CBEDS 
Enrollment". If the result is negative, a zero will appear. 

 
Part B 

Number of Portable Classrooms Currently on School Site – Enter the total 
number of portables on the site by grade level (as determined on the Form 
SAB 50–11, Overcrowding Relief Grant District-wide Eligibility Determination). 
 
Eligible Pupils – Middle and High Schools Only – Automatically calculates. 
Multiplies the number of portable classrooms on the school site by the state 
loading standard. The totals per grade levels are added together and 
reflected in the "Total" section. 
 
Elementary Schools (or schools that serve elementary school pupils) – Enter 
the number of pupils housed in Class Size Reduction Portables (as 
determined on the Form SAB 50–11, Overcrowding Relief Grant District-wide 
Eligibility Determination, Page 2, Section III, 4). 
 
Eligible Pupils – Elementary Schools (or schools that serve elementary 
pupils) – Automatically calculates. Subtracts the number of pupils housed in 
Class Size Reduction Portables from the Total Eligible Pupils in Middle and 
High Schools.
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Maximum Eligible Pupils 
Automatically populates the lesser of Part A or Part B. This is the maximum number of 
eligible pupils that the school site qualifies for under the ORG Program. 

Certification and Submission 
Save the information as an electronic file. If there are no pupil adjustments, e-mail the 
electronic file (one file per school site) to Lisa Constancio at lconstancio@cde.ca.gov. 
Print a hard copy of the form; sign and date. Mail the hard copy with original signatures 
to: 
 

Attention: Lisa Constancio 
School Facilities Planning Division 
California Department of Education 

1430 N Street, Suite 1201 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

 
If there are pupil adjustments, complete the ORG Pupil Adjustment form on the next 
worksheet (click the "Adjustment" tab at the bottom left of the workbook). After the ORG 
Pupil Adjustment form is complete, save the information and e-mail the electronic file 
(one per school site) to Lisa Constancio at lconstancio@cde.ca.gov. Print a hard copy 
of both forms; sign and date. Mail hard copies with original signatures to the address 
listed above.
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California Department of Education 
 

Overcrowding Relief Grants Pupil Adjustment Form 
 

Instructions 
 
 

General Information 
This form is used to determine the pupil adjustments to the 2005–06 California Basic 
Educational Data System (CBEDS) enrollment on the Overcrowding Relief Grant 
Eligibility Determination form. 

Local Educational Agency Information 
School site information will automatically populate based on the information entered on 
the ORG Eligibility Determination form. 

Section A. Critically Overcrowded School Projects 
Identify all projects that received a preliminary apportionment from the Critically 
Overcrowded Schools (COS) Program which will relieve the eligible applicant school. 
Using data from the Form SAB 50-08, Application for Preliminary Apportionment, enter 
the application number, project name, and number of qualifying pupils assigned to each 
project. Use additional sheets if necessary. 

Section B. New Construction Projects 
Identify all new construction projects that will relieve the applicant school. Under the 
column identified as "Type," use "SFP" for projects funded in total or in part via the 
School Facility Program. Identify projects that will relieve the applicant school project 
that have received a State Allocation Board apportionment and that have not yet been 
occupied as of September 30, 2005 (2005–06 CBEDS enrollment). For locally funded 
projects, enter "Local" in the "Type" column. The projects identified should be those for 
which a construction contract has been signed and that have not yet been occupied as 
of the 2005–06 CBEDS Enrollment. Use additional sheets if necessary. 

Section C. Total Overcrowding Relief Grant Pupil Adjustment 
Identify the number of pupils housed in the projects listed in Sections A and B that will 
not relieve overcrowding at the eligible school that require an additional adjustment. For 
example, students that are bused to another school but reside in the applicant school's 
attendance area. Attach a narrative on a separate sheet of paper with the explanation.  
 
Total Pupil Adjustment Calculation: 

Total COS Projects (Section A) + Total New Construction Projects (Section B) – 
Other Adjustments (Section C) 

 
The total pupil adjustment will automatically populate in Column B of the ORG Eligibility 
Determination form. 
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Certification and Submission 
Save the information as an electronic file. Print, sign, and date the form. Return to the 
ORG Eligibility Determination form on the previous worksheet (click the "Eligibility" tab 
at the bottom left of the workbook). The total pupil adjustment from the ORG Pupil 
Adjustment form should be automatically entered in Column B, "Pupil Adjustment". 
Save the information as an electronic file. The file should contain both forms – fully 
completed. E-mail the electronic file (one file per school site) to Lisa Constancio at 
lconstancio@cde.ca.gov. Print a hard copy of the ORG Eligibility Determination form; 
sign and date. Mail both hard copies of the eligibility and pupil adjustments with original 
signatures to: 
 

Attention: Lisa Constancio 
School Facilities Planning Division 
California Department of Education 

1430 N Street, Suite 1201 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



Date
CDS Code

County
Local Educational Agency 100% 150% 175%

School Grades K–6 57 85 100
Net Usable Acres Grades 7–12 43 65 75

Type

A B C D E F G H I J

2005-06 CBEDS 
Enrollment

(Section C 
Total from 
ORG Pupil 

Adjustment)

Pupil Adjustment

(Column A – 
Column B)

Adjusted CBEDS 
Enrollment

Certified Net 
Usable Acres

Number of 
Classrooms 
above/below

the First Floor

(Column E x 
960 [sq.ft.] x 
1.3 / 43560 

[sq.ft.])

Multistory Acres 
Adjustment

(Column D + 
Column F)

Total Usable 
Acres

CDE 
Recommended 

Acres

CDE 
Recommended 

Pupil Density per 
Acre

(Column G x 
Column I)

Total Enrollment 
at the CDE 

Recommended 
Pupil Density

 Grades K–6  Grades K–6  Grades K–6 100%

 Grades 7–12  Grades 7–12  Grades 7–12 150%

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL 175%

ELIGIBILITY

(Column C Total / Column G Total)

The maximum number of eligible pupils for the site is the lesser of A or B as calculated below:

A (Column C Total)
(Total Enrollment at 150% from Column J)
(Column C Total – Total Enrollment at 150% from Column J)

or

B
 Grades

K–6
 Grades

7–8
 Grades

9–12 Non-Severe Severe Total

× 25 × 27 × 27 × 13 × 9

OVERCROWDING RELIEF GRANTS ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION (Rev. 2/16/07)

Eligible Pupils – Middle and High Schools Only

ELIGIBLE PUPILS

CDE Recommended Pupil Density per Acre

The above information is certified as correct to the Department of Education by the responsible local educational agency.

Mulitiplied by State Loading Standard

Elementary Schools (or schools that serve elementary pupils)  –  Less the Number of Pupils Housed in Class Size Reduction Portables
(as determined on the Form SAB 50-11, Overcrowding Relief Grant District-wide Eligibility Determination, Page 2 Section III, 4)

Number of Portable Classrooms Currently on School Site

Signature

Print Name Title

Date

Eligible Pupils
Total Enrollment at 150% of the CDE Recommended Density

SCHOOL SITE USABLE ACRES

(CDE Recommended Pupil Density at 175% from Column I)

CDE RECOMMENDED ACRES AND PUPIL DENSITY

Maximum Eligible Pupils

("YES" if Schoolsite Pupil Density is equal to or greater than 175% of CDE Recommended 
Pupil Density)

PUPILS

175% of the CDE Recommended Pupil Density
School Site Pupil Density

Eligibility

Eligible Pupils – Elementary Schools (or schools that serve elementary pupils)

Adjusted CBEDS Enrollment

Elementary Middle High



 
Date

CDS Code
County

Local Educational Agency
School

Net Usable Acres

A.

Application Number
Grades

K–6
Grades

7–8
Grades

9–12 Total

Total

Qualifying Pupils

Project Name

OVERCROWDING RELIEF GRANTS PUPIL ADJUSTMENT (Rev. 2/16/07)

Identify all projects that received a preliminary apportionment from the Critically Overcrowded Schools (COS) Program which 
will relieve the eligible applicant school. Using data from the Form SAB 50-08, Application for Preliminary Apportionment, enter 
the application number, project name, and number of qualifying pupils assigned to each project. Use additional sheets if 
necessary.

CRITICALLY OVERCROWDED SCHOOLS PROJECTS
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 B.

Type
Grades

K–6
Grades

7–8
Grades

9–12 Total

Total

C.

Grades
K–6

Grades
7–12

Total Pupils from Critically Overcrowded Schools Projects

Signature

TOTAL OVERCROWDING RELIEF GRANT PUPIL ADJUSTMENT

Enter the total number of pupils, that require an additional adjustment to Sections A and B. Provide a narrative on a separate 
page. The total pupil adjustment is the total number of pupils from COS projects (Section A) plus the total number of pupils 
from new construction projects (Section B) minus the total number of returning pupils (Section C). If the total adjustment is 
negative, then the total pupil adjustment is zero.

Title

Date

– Other Adjustments (Provide Narrative)
= Total Adjustment

Print Name

The above information is certified as correct to the Department of Education by the responsible local educational 
agency.

+ Total Pupils from New Construction Projects
= Subtotal

Project Name

Identify all new construction projects that will relieve the applicant school. Under the column identified as "Type," use "SFP" for 
projects funded in total or in part via the School Facility Program. Identify projects that will relieve the applicant school project 
that have received a State Allocation Board apportionment and that have not yet been occupied as of the 2005-06 California 
Basic Educational Data System (CBEDS) Enrollment. For locally funded projects, enter "Local" in the "Type" column. The 
projects identified should be those that signed construction projects and that have not yet been occupied as of the 2005-06 
CBEDS Enrollment. Use additional sheets if necessary.

NEW CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS

Pupils
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, February 28, 2007 


HIGH PERFORMANCE SCHOOLS INCENTIVE GRANT


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present an update on the proposal made by Global Green, USA regarding the high performance schools 
 incentive grant. 

BACKGROUND 

The High Performance Grant (HPG)  

Staff presented two options to the State Allocation Board (SAB) for its consideration at the September 2006 
meeting to determine the high performance schools incentive grant.  The Board approved regulations providing an 
additional percentage increase to the base grant, based on a High Performance Rating Criteria (HPRC) that is 
intended to cover all the upfront costs of designing, purchasing, and constructing high performance measures in 
schools.  The upfront costs used to determine the proposed grant are partially based on data analyzed by the 
California Energy Commission and the Division of the State Architect (DSA).  At this meeting, Global Green, USA 
requested the Board to consider its proposal (summarized below).  The Board requested Staff to review the issue 
and report back at a future SAB meeting. 

Global Green, USA Proposal 

Global Green, USA proposes an additional incentive grant of $50,000 above the approved funding for meeting any 
one of seven specific high performance criteria.  The $50,000 grant would be awarded in each of the following 
categories:  

1. Superior indoor air quality 
2. Superior day lighting 
3. Excellent acoustical performance 
4. Renewable energy installation 
5. Enhanced commissioning  
6. Edible gardens 
7. Participation in the California Climate Action Registry (CCAR). 

A district could therefore conceivably meet all seven high performance criteria and receive an additional $350,000 
in incentive grants.  Global Green, USA contends that the proposal would cover some of the cost of items that may 
impact at least two of the three following criteria: 1) improved student performance; 2) reduction in long-term 
operating costs; and 3) enhanced environmental benefits.  

STAFF COMMENTS 

Staff created a high performance work group to discuss the Global Green, USA incentives presented to the SAB for 
consideration.  It was the intention of the high performance work group to have the entire upfront costs covered by 
the district and the State.  The majority of the work group was concerned that the first five categories in the Global 
Green, USA proposal already earn HPRC points.  Adding the $50,000 supplemental increase would provide 
additional funding for costs that are already covered by the current incentive grant.  Further, Category 6, the edible 
garden, would have nutritional benefits for the children; however, it does not appear to be a component of high 
performance.  Lastly, Category 7, participation in the CCAR, has two cost categories, the membership fee and 
certification, and both are annual costs.  Costs such as these are generally considered operational costs and should 
come out of a district’s operational budget.  To date, the Collaborative for High Performance Schools (CHPS) does 
not include categories 6 and 7 in the CHPS certification.  

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

Staff consulted with legal counsel to determine if the legislation would allow the additional $50,000 incentive to build 
superior high performing green schools.  Counsel opined that the Board-approved regulations provide an incentive 
and meet the guidelines of the current legislation.  While there is nothing in the legislation that would prohibit the 
additional incentive of $50,000 for each of the seven specific categories proposed by Global Green, USA; this 
proposal does not appear to be necessary because, based on the best cost data available, at this time the entire 
costs are included in the existing grant as approved by the SAB.   

Staff and the DSA will monitor data received from districts requesting the high performance schools incentive grant.  
The data collected from the participants will be analyzed to determine the following:  

•	 The rate of participation from districts that include high performance as a part of a project. 
•	 Whether the current percentage increase to the base grant covers the upfront costs of designing, purchasing, 

and constructing high performance measures in schools. 
•	 If an adjustment to the high performance schools incentive grant is needed.   

RECOMMENDATION 

Accept this report. 

BOARD ACTION 

The Board requested Staff to bring this Item back to the March State Allocation Board meeting so that relevant 
follow-up issues can be explored.  The Board asked what was meant by the terms “Enhanced Commissioning” and 
“Edible Gardens,” which was read into the record.  In addition, the Board requested Staff to research additional 
information concerning the California Climate Action Registry in light of the Governor’s recent meeting related to the 
registry for global warming. 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
State Allocation Board Meeting, February 28, 2007 

 
SCHOOL FACILITIES NEEDS ASSESSMENT GRANT PROGRAM  

 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To provide a progress report regarding the School Facilities Needs Assessment Grant Program (Program). 
 
BACKGROUND 
 

Senate Bill (SB) 6 allocated $25 million for local educational agencies (LEA) with eligible schools to perform a one-
time assessment of school facility needs, which were to be submitted to the Office of Public School Construction 
(OPSC) no later than January 1, 2006.  In addition, LEAs were to submit the Expenditure Report no later than 
January 1, 2007 to report how the funds were spent.  If after completing the assessment there were any remaining 
funds, LEAs could use those funds to complete any necessary repairs identified in the assessment.  Any funds not 
expended by January 1, 2007 must be returned to the State. 
 

DESCRIPTION 
 

This report provides an update on the outstanding Needs Assessment Reports (Reports) and Expenditure Reports. 
A total of 2,049 Reports were deemed eligible statewide, based on certifications by 356 LEAs. 

 
AUTHORITY 
 

SB 6, Chapter 899, Statutes of 2004 (Alpert), as a part of the settlement agreement in the case of Williams vs. 
California, established the School Facilities Needs Assessment Grant Program. 
 
SB 512, Chapter 577, Statutes of 2005 (Committee on Education), removed the county-operated schools from the list 
of schools required to complete the assessment as published by the California Department of Education. 
 
Assembly Bill 831, Chapter 118, Statutes of 2005 (Committee on Education), revised the criteria for identifying 
schools ranked in deciles one to three on the 2003 Academic Performance Index. 

 
STAFF COMMENTS 

 
The OPSC has received 2,016 Reports of the required 2,049.  The LEA has indicated the 33 Reports that remain 
outstanding are in progress.  Attachment A indicates the LEA that has not submitted Reports for its eligible schools.  
Recently, as well as throughout the process, Staff performed additional outreach and contacted the LEA with the 
outstanding Reports.  Additionally, Staff previously sent letters to the LEA detailing the requirements and timelines to 
comply with the law.  As a result of this outreach, the LEA responsible for 33 Reports has indicated that it will submit 
the assessments by June of 2007. 

 
The OPSC has received 92 Expenditure Reports of the required 356.  Attachment B lists the 264 LEAs that have not 
submitted an Expenditure Report.  The OPSC will be sending out additional reminder letters to the LEAs on 
Attachment B to ensure compliance.  Once the OPSC reviews the submitted Expenditure Reports and the amount of 
savings is determined, the LEAs will be required to return any unused funds to the State. 
 

RECOMMENDATION 
 
Accept this report. 
 

BOARD ACTION 
 
 

In considering this Item, the Board accepted the report.  The Board requested Staff to provide further updates, as 
warranted, as they progress with expenditure report review process. 



 

ATTACHMENT A 
 

Needs Assessment Report Status 
SCHOOL FACILITIES NEEDS ASSESSMENT GRANT PROGRAM 

State Allocation Board Meeting, February 28, 2007 
 

LEA* 
Code County LEA* School Name 

Needs 
Assessment 

Report Status 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Anderson Elementary                            In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Bunche Middle                                       In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Bursch Elementary                                In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Caldwell Street Elementary                   In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Carver Elementary                                 In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Centennial High                                     In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Compton High                                        In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Davis Middle                                          In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Dickison Elementary                              In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Dominguez High                                    In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Emerson Elementary                             In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Enterprise Middle                                   In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Foster Elementary                                 In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Jefferson Elementary                             In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Kelly Elementary                                    In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Kennedy (Robert F.) Elementary           In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified King (Martin Luther) Elementary            In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Lincoln Elementary                                In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Longfellow Elementary                          In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Mayo Elementary                                   In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified McKinley Elementary                             In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified McNair (Ronald E.) Elementary             In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Roosevelt Elementary                            In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Roosevelt Middle                                   In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Rosecrans Elementary                          In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Tibby Elementary                                   In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Vanguard Learning Center                    In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Walton Middle                                        In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Washington Elementary                         In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Whaley Middle                                       In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Willard (Frances) Elementary                In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified William Jefferson Clinton Elementary    In Progress 
73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified Willowbrook Middle                                In Progress 

*Local Educational Agency 



ATTACHMENT B 
 

Expenditure Report Status 
SCHOOL FACILITIES NEEDS ASSESSMENT GRANT PROGRAM 

State Allocation Board Meeting, February 28, 2007 

*Local Educational Agency 

LEA* 
Code County LEA* Apportionment 

Expenditure 
Report Status 

61143 ALAMEDA         BERKELEY UNIFIED                               $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
61168 ALAMEDA         EMERY UNIFIED                                  $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
61192 ALAMEDA         HAYWARD UNIFIED                                $         195,780.00  Not Submitted 
61291 ALAMEDA         SAN LEANDRO UNIFIED                            $           23,710.00  Not Submitted 
61309 ALAMEDA         SAN LORENZO UNIFIED                            $           55,190.00  Not Submitted 
61382 BUTTE           BANGOR UNION ELEMENTARY                     $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
61549 BUTTE           THERMALITO UNION                               $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
73379 BUTTE           PIONEER UNION ELEMENTARY                    $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
61598 COLUSA          COLUSA UNIFIED                                 $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
61614 COLUSA          PIERCE JOINT UNIFIED                           $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
61648 CONTRA COSTA    ANTIOCH UNIFIED                                $           33,510.00  Not Submitted 
61697 CONTRA COSTA    JOHN SWETT UNIFIED                             $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
61721 CONTRA COSTA    LIBERTY UNION HIGH                             $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
61754 CONTRA COSTA    MT. DIABLO UNIFIED                             $           97,450.00  Not Submitted 
61788 CONTRA COSTA    PITTSBURG UNIFIED                              $           76,500.00  Not Submitted 
61820 DEL NORTE       DEL NORTE COUNTY UNIFIED                      $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
62000 FRESNO          AMERICAN UNION ELEMENTARY                  $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
62117 FRESNO          CLOVIS UNIFIED                                 $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
62125 FRESNO          COALINGA/HURON JOINT UNIFIED               $           33,670.00  Not Submitted 
62158 FRESNO          FOWLER UNIFIED                                 $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
62174 FRESNO          WEST FRESNO ELEMENTARY                       $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
62281 FRESNO          LATON JOINT UNIFIED                            $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
62331 FRESNO          ORANGE CENTER                                  $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
62364 FRESNO          PARLIER UNIFIED                                $           38,340.00  Not Submitted 
62414 FRESNO          SANGER UNIFIED                                 $           46,260.00  Not Submitted 
62430 FRESNO          SELMA UNIFIED                                  $           37,520.00  Not Submitted 
62521 FRESNO          WASHINGTON UNION HIGH                          $           11,030.00  Not Submitted 
62547 FRESNO          WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY                            $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
73965 FRESNO          CENTRAL UNIFIED                                $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
75127 FRESNO          MENDOTA UNIFIED                                $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
75234 FRESNO          GOLDEN PLAINS UNIFIED                          $           30,630.00  Not Submitted 
75408 FRESNO          RIVERDALE JOINT UNIFIED                        $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
75598 FRESNO          CARUTHERS UNIFIED                              $           16,230.00  Not Submitted 
63032 HUMBOLDT        SOUTH BAY UNION ELEMENTARY                $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
63081 IMPERIAL        BRAWLEY UNION HIGH                             $           17,290.00  Not Submitted 
63099 IMPERIAL        CALEXICO UNIFIED                               $           89,380.00  Not Submitted 
63107 IMPERIAL        CALIPATRIA UNIFIED                             $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 

63198 IMPERIAL        MEADOWS UNION ELEMENTARY                  $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 



 

LEA Code County LEA Apportionment 
Expenditure 

Report Status 
63214 IMPERIAL        SAN PASQUAL VALLEY UNIFIED                   $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
63230 IMPERIAL        WESTMORLAND UNION ELEMENTARY        $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
63313 KERN            ARVIN UNION ELEMENTARY                         $           29,400.00  Not Submitted 
63370 KERN            BUTTONWILLOW UNION ELEMENTARY       $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
63404 KERN            DELANO UNION ELEMENTARY                      $           69,300.00  Not Submitted 
63420 KERN            DI GIORGIO ELEMENTARY                          $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
63461 KERN            FAIRFAX ELEMENTARY                             $           16,590.00  Not Submitted 
63487 KERN            GENERAL SHAFTER ELEMENTARY              $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
63503 KERN            GREENFIELD UNION                               $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
63560 KERN            LAMONT ELEMENTARY                              $           22,950.00  Not Submitted 
63594 KERN            LOST HILLS UNION ELEMENTARY                $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
63677 KERN            MOJAVE UNIFIED                                 $           30,740.00  Not Submitted 
63685 KERN            MUROC JOINT UNIFIED                            $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
63719 KERN            POND UNION ELEMENTARY                          $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
63768 KERN            SEMITROPIC ELEMENTARY                          $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
63792 KERN            STANDARD ELEMENTARY                            $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
63800 KERN            TAFT CITY ELEMENTARY                           $           22,500.00  Not Submitted 
63818 KERN            TAFT UNION HIGH                                $             9,600.00  Not Submitted 
63834 KERN            VINELAND ELEMENTARY                            $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
63859 KERN            WASCO UNION HIGH                               $           13,480.00  Not Submitted 
73908 KERN            MCFARLAND UNIFIED                              $           30,450.00  Not Submitted 
63875 KINGS           ARMONA UNION ELEMENTARY                     $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
63883 KINGS           CENTRAL UNION ELEMENTARY                    $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
63891 KINGS           CORCORAN JOINT UNIFIED                         $           31,400.00  Not Submitted 
63917 KINGS           HANFORD ELEMENTARY                             $           37,500.00  Not Submitted 
63925 KINGS           HANFORD JOINT UNION HIGH                       $           34,800.00  Not Submitted 
63966 KINGS           LAKESIDE UNION ELEMENTARY                   $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
63974 KINGS           LEMOORE UNION ELEMENTARY                   $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
64022 LAKE            KONOCTI UNIFIED                                $           46,150.00  Not Submitted 
64212 LOS ANGELES     ABC UNIFIED                                    $           55,560.00  Not Submitted 
64246 LOS ANGELES     ANTELOPE VALLEY UNION HIGH                  $           91,750.00  Not Submitted 
64279 LOS ANGELES     AZUSA UNIFIED                                  $         120,110.00  Not Submitted 
64287 LOS ANGELES     BALDWIN PARK UNIFIED                           $         109,440.00  Not Submitted 
64295 LOS ANGELES     BASSETT UNIFIED                                $           30,510.00  Not Submitted 
64303 LOS ANGELES     BELLFLOWER UNIFIED                             $           40,220.00  Not Submitted 
64329 LOS ANGELES     BONITA UNIFIED                                 $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
64352 LOS ANGELES     CENTINELA VALLEY UNION HIGH                 $           72,310.00  Not Submitted 
64469 LOS ANGELES     DUARTE UNIFIED                                 $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
64477 LOS ANGELES     EASTSIDE UNION                                 $           22,500.00  Not Submitted 
64485 LOS ANGELES     EAST WHITTIER CITY ELEMENTARY            $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
64519 LOS ANGELES     EL MONTE UNION HIGH                            $           53,400.00  Not Submitted 
64527 LOS ANGELES     EL RANCHO UNIFIED                              $           48,340.00  Not Submitted 
64550 LOS ANGELES     GARVEY ELEMENTARY                              $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 



 

LEA Code County LEA Apportionment 
Expenditure 

Report Status 
64592 LOS ANGELES     HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY                          $           43,430.00  Not Submitted 
64691 LOS ANGELES     LAWNDALE ELEMENTARY                            $           50,300.00  Not Submitted 
64709 LOS ANGELES     LENNOX ELEMENTARY                              $           63,280.00  Not Submitted 
64717 LOS ANGELES     LITTLE LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY                  $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
64774 LOS ANGELES     LYNWOOD UNIFIED                                $         175,430.00  Not Submitted 
64808 LOS ANGELES     MONTEBELLO UNIFIED                             $         271,040.00  Not Submitted 
64816 LOS ANGELES     MOUNTAIN VIEW ELEMENTARY                    $           86,720.00  Not Submitted 
64840 LOS ANGELES     NORWALK-LA MIRADA UNIFIED                    $         107,930.00  Not Submitted 
64857 LOS ANGELES     PALMDALE ELEMENTARY                            $         158,830.00  Not Submitted 
64873 LOS ANGELES     PARAMOUNT UNIFIED                              $         175,760.00  Not Submitted 
64881 LOS ANGELES     PASADENA UNIFIED                               $         106,840.00  Not Submitted 
64907 LOS ANGELES     POMONA UNIFIED                                 $         258,590.00  Not Submitted 
65037 LOS ANGELES     SOUTH WHITTIER ELEMENTARY                  $           25,810.00  Not Submitted 
65110 LOS ANGELES     WHITTIER CITY                                  $           30,000.00  Not Submitted 
65128 LOS ANGELES     WHITTIER UNION HIGH                            $           43,630.00  Not Submitted 
65151 LOS ANGELES     WILSONA                                        $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
73437 LOS ANGELES     COMPTON UNIFIED                                $         335,410.00  Not Submitted 
73445 LOS ANGELES     HACIENDA LA PUENTE UNIFIED                    $         110,660.00  Not Submitted 
73452 LOS ANGELES     ROWLAND UNIFIED                                $           23,730.00  Not Submitted 
65193 MADERA          CHOWCHILLA ELEMENTARY                         $           22,500.00  Not Submitted 
65243 MADERA          MADERA UNIFIED                                 $         129,500.00  Not Submitted 
65458 MARIN           SAN RAFAEL CITY ELEMENTARY                  $           7,500.00  Not Submitted 
65565 MENDOCINO       FORT BRAGG UNIFIED                             $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
65623 MENDOCINO       WILLITS UNIFIED                                $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
73916 MENDOCINO       LAYTONVILLE UNIFIED                            $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
65631 MERCED          ATWATER ELEMENTARY                             $           22,500.00  Not Submitted 
65680 MERCED          EL NIDO ELEMENTARY                             $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
65755 MERCED          LOS BANOS UNIFIED                              $           65,180.00  Not Submitted 
65771 MERCED          MERCED CITY ELEMENTARY                        $           55,050.00  Not Submitted 
65862 MERCED          WEAVER UNION ELEMENTARY                     $             9,420.00  Not Submitted 
73619 MERCED          GUSTINE UNIFIED                                $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
75317 MERCED          DOS PALOS-ORO LOMA JOINT UNIFIED      $           30,000.00  Not Submitted 
75366 MERCED          DELHI UNIFIED                                  $           32,680.00  Not Submitted 
65961 MONTEREY        ALISAL UNION ELEMENTARY                        $           61,990.00  Not Submitted 
65995 MONTEREY        CHUALAR UNION ELEMENTARY                   $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
66035 MONTEREY        GREENFIELD UNION ELEMENTARY              $           30,590.00  Not Submitted 
66050 MONTEREY        KING CITY UNION ELEMENTARY                   $           25,950.00  Not Submitted 
66068 MONTEREY        KING CITY JOINT UNION HIGH                     $           21,350.00  Not Submitted 
66142 MONTEREY        SALINAS CITY ELEMENTARY                        $           64,320.00  Not Submitted 
66191 MONTEREY        SANTA RITA UNION ELEMENTARY               $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
75440 MONTEREY        SOLEDAD UNIFIED                                $           32,360.00  Not Submitted 
66241 NAPA            CALISTOGA JOINT UNIFIED                        $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
66266 NAPA            NAPA VALLEY UNIFIED                            $           30,000.00  Not Submitted 



 

LEA Code County LEA Apportionment 
Expenditure 

Report Status 
66431 ORANGE          ANAHEIM UNION HIGH                             $         116,140.00  Not Submitted 
66456 ORANGE          BUENA PARK ELEMENTARY                          $             7,520.00  Not Submitted 
66464 ORANGE          CAPISTRANO UNIFIED                             $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
66506 ORANGE          FULLERTON ELEMENTARY                           $           50,850.00  Not Submitted 
66514 ORANGE          FULLERTON JOINT UNION HIGH                   $           19,630.00  Not Submitted 
66548 ORANGE          HUNTINGTON BEACH UNION HIGH               $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
66563 ORANGE          LA HABRA CITY ELEMENTARY                      $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
66589 ORANGE          MAGNOLIA ELEMENTARY                            $           18,540.00  Not Submitted 
66597 ORANGE          NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED                           $           43,410.00  Not Submitted 
66613 ORANGE          OCEAN VIEW ELEMENTARY                          $             7,990.00  Not Submitted 
66670 ORANGE          SANTA ANA UNIFIED                              $         480,050.00  Not Submitted 
66746 ORANGE          WESTMINSTER ELEMENTARY                       $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
73643 ORANGE          TUSTIN UNIFIED                                 $           22,500.00  Not Submitted 
66977 RIVERSIDE       ALVORD UNIFIED                                 $           98,830.00  Not Submitted 
67058 RIVERSIDE       DESERT SANDS UNIFIED                           $         102,660.00  Not Submitted 
67082 RIVERSIDE       HEMET UNIFIED                                  $           16,360.00  Not Submitted 
67124 RIVERSIDE       MORENO VALLEY UNIFIED                          $         134,210.00  Not Submitted 
67173 RIVERSIDE       PALM SPRINGS UNIFIED                           $         131,050.00  Not Submitted 
67181 RIVERSIDE       PALO VERDE UNIFIED                             $           31,840.00  Not Submitted 
67199 RIVERSIDE       PERRIS ELEMENTARY                              $           40,100.00  Not Submitted 
67207 RIVERSIDE       PERRIS UNION HIGH                              $           37,030.00  Not Submitted 
67231 RIVERSIDE       ROMOLAND ELEMENTARY                            $           17,630.00  Not Submitted 
73676 RIVERSIDE       COACHELLA VALLEY UNIFIED                       $         143,470.00  Not Submitted 
75192 RIVERSIDE       TEMECULA VALLEY UNIFIED                        $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
75242 RIVERSIDE       VAL VERDE UNIFIED                              $           19,610.00  Not Submitted 
10348 SACRAMENTO      SACRAMENTO COE  $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
67306 SACRAMENTO      DEL PASO HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY              $           30,000.00  Not Submitted 
67330 SACRAMENTO      FOLSOM-CORDOVA UNIFIED                         $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
67348 SACRAMENTO      GALT JOINT UNION ELEMENTARY                $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
67363 SACRAMENTO      GRANT JOINT UNION HIGH                         $           94,740.00  Not Submitted 
67397 SACRAMENTO      NORTH SACRAMENTO ELEMENTARY          $           60,410.00  Not Submitted 
67405 SACRAMENTO      RIO LINDA UNION ELEMENTARY                   $           22,500.00  Not Submitted 
67413 SACRAMENTO      RIVER DELTA JOINT UNIFIED                      $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
67447 SACRAMENTO      SAN JUAN UNIFIED                               $           60,990.00  Not Submitted 
75283 SACRAMENTO      NATOMAS UNIFIED                                $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
67470 SAN BENITO      HOLLISTER ELEMENTARY                           $           22,870.00  Not Submitted 
67587 SAN BERNARDINO  ADELANTO ELEMENTARY                            $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
67611 SAN BERNARDINO  BARSTOW UNIFIED                                $           22,500.00  Not Submitted 
67652 SAN BERNARDINO  CHAFFEY JOINT UNION HIGH                       $           91,940.00  Not Submitted 
67678 SAN BERNARDINO  CHINO VALLEY UNIFIED                           $           47,650.00  Not Submitted 
67686 SAN BERNARDINO  COLTON JOINT UNIFIED                           $         171,440.00  Not Submitted 
67710 SAN BERNARDINO  FONTANA UNIFIED                                $         266,090.00  Not Submitted 
67777 SAN BERNARDINO  MORONGO UNIFIED                                $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
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67801 SAN BERNARDINO  NEEDLES UNIFIED                                $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 

67819 SAN BERNARDINO  ONTARIO-MONTCLAIR                              $         235,800.00  Not Submitted 
67843 SAN BERNARDINO  REDLANDS UNIFIED                               $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
67876 SAN BERNARDINO  SAN BERNARDINO CITY UNIFIED                  $         449,510.00  Not Submitted 
67934 SAN BERNARDINO  VICTOR VALLEY UNION HIGH                       $           58,060.00  Not Submitted 
73890 SAN BERNARDINO  SILVER VALLEY UNIFIED                          $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
75044 SAN BERNARDINO  HESPERIA UNIFIED                               $           29,320.00  Not Submitted 
75051 SAN BERNARDINO  LUCERNE VALLEY UNIFIED                         $           22,500.00  Not Submitted 
67991 SAN DIEGO       CAJON VALLEY UNION ELEMENTARY          $           41,690.00  Not Submitted 
68023 SAN DIEGO       CHULA VISTA ELEMENTARY                         $           68,630.00  Not Submitted 
68098 SAN DIEGO       ESCONDIDO UNION ELEMENTARY               $           75,270.00  Not Submitted 
68106 SAN DIEGO       ESCONDIDO UNION HIGH                           $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
68130 SAN DIEGO       GROSSMONT UNION HIGH                           $           37,300.00  Not Submitted 
68197 SAN DIEGO       LA MESA-SPRING VALLEY                          $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
68213 SAN DIEGO       MOUNTAIN EMPIRE UNIFIED                        $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
68221 SAN DIEGO       NATIONAL                                       $           23,520.00  Not Submitted 
68379 SAN DIEGO       SAN YSIDRO ELEMENTARY                          $           40,840.00  Not Submitted 
68395 SAN DIEGO       SOUTH BAY UNION ELEMENTARY                $           52,150.00  Not Submitted 
68452 SAN DIEGO       VISTA UNIFIED                                  $           37,150.00  Not Submitted 
73569 SAN DIEGO       OCEANSIDE CITY UNIFIED                         $           30,000.00  Not Submitted 
73791 SAN DIEGO       SAN MARCOS UNIFIED                             $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
75614 SAN DIEGO       VALLEY CENTER-PAUMA                            $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
68486 SAN JOAQUIN     BANTA ELEMENTARY                               $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
68536 SAN JOAQUIN     HOLT UNION ELEMENTARY                          $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
68569 SAN JOAQUIN     LINCOLN UNIFIED                                $           22,500.00  Not Submitted 
68577 SAN JOAQUIN     LINDEN UNIFIED                                 $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
68585 SAN JOAQUIN     LODI UNIFIED                                   $         140,000.00  Not Submitted 
68593 SAN JOAQUIN     MANTECA UNIFIED                                $           43,790.00  Not Submitted 
68619 SAN JOAQUIN     NEW HOPE ELEMENTARY                            $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
68676 SAN JOAQUIN     STOCKTON UNIFIED                               $         361,440.00  Not Submitted 
75499 SAN JOAQUIN     TRACY JOINT UNIFIED                            $           33,560.00  Not Submitted 
68759 SAN LUIS OBISPO LUCIA MAR UNIFIED                              $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
68833 SAN LUIS OBISPO SHANDON JOINT UNIFIED                          $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
68940 SAN MATEO       LA HONDA-PESCADERO UNIFIED                 $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
69005 SAN MATEO       REDWOOD CITY ELEMENTARY                     $           53,340.00  Not Submitted 
69039 SAN MATEO       SAN MATEO-FOSTER CITY                          $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
69070 SAN MATEO       SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO UNIFIED                $             7,780.00  Not Submitted 
10421 SANTA BARBARA   SANTA BARBARA COE  $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
69120 SANTA BARBARA   SANTA MARIA-BONITA                             $           81,840.00  Not Submitted 
69203 SANTA BARBARA   GUADALUPE UNION ELEMENTARY              $             8,030.00  Not Submitted 
69229 SANTA BARBARA   LOMPOC UNIFIED                                 $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
69278 SANTA BARBARA   SANTA BARBARA ELEMENTARY                   $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
69286 SANTA BARBARA   SANTA BARBARA HIGH                             $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
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75010 SANTA BARBARA   CUYAMA JOINT UNIFIED                           $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
69369 SANTA CLARA     ALUM ROCK UNION ELEMENTARY               $           97,900.00  Not Submitted 
69393 SANTA CLARA     CAMPBELL UNION ELEMENTARY                 $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
69450 SANTA CLARA     FRANKLIN-MCKINLEY ELEMENTARY            $           45,490.00  Not Submitted 
69484 SANTA CLARA     GILROY UNIFIED                                 $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
69542 SANTA CLARA     LUTHER BURBANK ELEMENTARY                $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
69575 SANTA CLARA     MORELAND ELEMENTARY                            $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
69591 SANTA CLARA     MOUNTAIN VIEW-WHISMAN ELEM.               $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
69666 SANTA CLARA     SAN JOSE UNIFIED                               $           90,900.00  Not Submitted 
69799 SANTA CRUZ      PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED                          $         148,800.00  Not Submitted 
69914 SHASTA          CASCADE UNION ELEMENTARY                   $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
70011 SHASTA          HAPPY VALLEY UNION ELEMENTARY          $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
70110 SHASTA          REDDING ELEMENTARY                             $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
70540 SOLANO          FAIRFIELD-SUISUN UNIFIED                       $           79,800.00  Not Submitted 
70573 SOLANO          VACAVILLE UNIFIED                              $           16,300.00  Not Submitted 
70854 SONOMA          PETALUMA CITY ELEMENTARY                     $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
70912 SONOMA          SANTA ROSA ELEMENTARY                          $           45,000.00  Not Submitted 
70920 SONOMA          SANTA ROSA HIGH                                $             7,710.00  Not Submitted 
73882 SONOMA          COTATI-ROHNERT PARK UNIFIED                $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
71134 STANISLAUS      KEYES UNION ELEMENTARY                         $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
71282 STANISLAUS      STANISLAUS UNION ELEMENTARY              $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
73601 STANISLAUS      NEWMAN-CROWS LANDING UNIFIED           $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
75556 STANISLAUS      RIVERBANK UNIFIED                              $           24,070.00  Not Submitted 
75739 STANISLAUS      TURLOCK UNIFIED                                $           24,460.00  Not Submitted 
71464 SUTTER          YUBA CITY UNIFIED                              $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
71498 TEHAMA          CORNING UNION ELEMENTARY                    $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
71621 TEHAMA          RED BLUFF UNION ELEMENTARY                 $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
71811 TULARE          ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY                          $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
71860 TULARE          CUTLER-OROSI JOINT UNIFIED                     $           39,590.00  Not Submitted 
71894 TULARE          DUCOR UNION ELEMENTARY                       $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
71902 TULARE          EARLIMART ELEMENTARY                           $           15,420.00  Not Submitted 
71969 TULARE          KINGS RIVER UNION ELEMENTARY             $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
71985 TULARE          LIBERTY ELEMENTARY                             $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
71993 TULARE          LINDSAY UNIFIED                                $           38,600.00  Not Submitted 
72041 TULARE          PIXLEY UNION ELEMENTARY                        $             9,380.00  Not Submitted 
72157 TULARE          STRATHMORE UNION ELEMENTARY           $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
72181 TULARE          SUNNYSIDE UNION ELEMENTARY                $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
72199 TULARE          TERRA BELLA UNION ELEMENTARY            $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
72215 TULARE          TIPTON ELEMENTARY                              $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
72249 TULARE          TULARE JOINT UNION HIGH                        $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
72264 TULARE          WAUKENA JOINT UNION ELEMENTARY       $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
72272 TULARE          WOODLAKE UNION ELEMENTARY                $           22,500.00  Not Submitted 
72280 TULARE          WOODLAKE UNION HIGH                            $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 



 

LEA Code County LEA Apportionment 
Expenditure 

Report Status 
72298 TULARE          WOODVILLE ELEMENTARY                           $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
75325 TULARE          FARMERSVILLE UNIFIED                           $           30,000.00  Not Submitted 
75523 TULARE          PORTERVILLE UNIFIED                            $           94,870.00  Not Submitted 
75531 TULARE          DINUBA UNIFIED                                 $           45,710.00  Not Submitted 
72462 VENTURA         HUENEME ELEMENTARY                             $           38,380.00  Not Submitted 
72587 VENTURA         SANTA PAULA ELEMENTARY                        $           50,330.00  Not Submitted 
72652 VENTURA         VENTURA UNIFIED                                $           30,450.00  Not Submitted 
72694 YOLO            WASHINGTON UNIFIED                             $           15,000.00  Not Submitted 
72702 YOLO            WINTERS JOINT UNIFIED                          $             7,500.00  Not Submitted 
72710 YOLO            WOODLAND JOINT UNIFIED                         $           31,090.00  Not Submitted 
72736 YUBA            MARYSVILLE JOINT UNIFIED                       $           57,850.00  Not Submitted 
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State Allocation Board Meeting, February 28, 2007 


SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM JOINT-USE PROJECTS


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present requests for funding under the School Facility Program (SFP) Joint-Use Program.   

DESCRIPTION 

At the August 2006 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting, 40 Joint-Use projects totaling $46,619,927 were presented 
for funding consideration.  Thirty-one projects received apportionments out of the 2004 State School Facilities Fund, 
leaving nine project requests totaling $11,224,855 without funding. At the September 2006 SAB meeting, the Board 
requested that Staff also include two Natomas Unified School District projects representing an addtional $2,911,004 
with the list of remaining SFP Joint-Use projects.   

Also at the September 2006 SAB meeting, the Board approved a request to include a Kings River Union Elementary 
School District project on this list.  Funding for this project in the amount of $1,175,555 is contingent upon Board 
adopted changes to the SFP Joint-Use Program Regulations being approved by the Office of Administrative Law 
(OAL). Once the OAL approves the regulation changes, Staff will prepare a consent item requesting funding for this 
project. After considering the increase to the SFP per-pupil grant amounts for the 2007 Class B Construction Cost 
Index, the total value of the projects is $15,547,233. 

AUTHORITY 

Education Code (EC) Section 17070.40(c) established the 2004 State School Facilities Fund and extends authority to 
the SAB to apportion funds transferred from any source to the 2004 State School Facilities for the purposes of this 
chapter.  EC Section 17077.40 establishes the authority to fund Joint-Use projects to construction facilities on 
Kindergarten to grade 12 school sites. 

EC Section 17088.2 states in part that the Board may transfer any funds within the State School Building Aid Fund that 
are in excess of the amounts needed by the Board for the maintenance of portable buildings or for the purchase of new 
portable buildings, for that fiscal year, to any of the following, as appropriate:  the 1998, 2002, or 2004 State School 
Facilities Fund for allocation by the Board for any purpose authorized pursuant to that fund. 

STAFF COMMENTS 

At the April 2006 SAB meeting, the Board anticipated that the State Relocatable Classroom Program (SRCP) would 
have revenue in excess of that needed to operate the program and therefore available for other purposes.  Staff has 
verified that the State School Building Aid Fund has sufficient funds in order to complete the transfer without impacting 
the operation and phase-out of the SRCP.  Staff believes that utilizing SRCP funds to apportion these SFP Joint-Use 
projects would allow the recently authorized $29 million provided for Joint-Use projects in Proposition 1D (Chapter 35, 
Statutes of 2006 – Nunez and Perata) to remain intact, potentially resulting in a greater number of projects receiving 
apportionments during the 2006/2007 SFP Joint-Use funding cycle.  Staff proposes that funds be transferred from the 
State School Building Aid Fund to the 2004 State School Facilities Fund for the purposes of funding the SFP Joint-Use 
projects on the Attachment.   

Although the projects on the Attachment would be funded from the 2004 State School Facilities Fund, to correspond 
with the filing period in which the district applied, the projects would not be subject to the Labor Compliance Program 
(LCP) pursuant to Labor Code (LC) Section 1771.7.  The LC provides that funds derived from the Kindergarten-
University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2002 or 2004, require the initiation and enforcement of a LCP for  

STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 
(Continued on Page Two) 
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projects commencing after April 1, 2003 and establishes the authority for the Board to apportion the State’s share of the 
increased costs of new construction or modernization projects due to the initiation and enforcement of the LCP.  Since 
funds derived from Proposition 55 will not be utilized, Staff believes there is a lack of authority to provide additional 
grants associated with the LCP costs for these projects.  Therefore, the LCP additional grant has been excluded from 
the projects on the Attachment.   

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Authorize the transfer of $15,547,233 from the State School Building Aid Fund to the 2004 State School Facilities 
Fund for Joint-Use purposes. 

2.	 Apportion the projects totaling $14,371,678 on the Attachment with the funds transferred to the 2004 State School 
Facilities Fund. 

3.	 Authorize Staff to apportion $1,175,555 for the Kings River Union Elementary School District Joint-Use project in 
the consent section at a future SAB meeting, upon the OAL approval of the amendments to the SFP Joint-Use 
Program Regulations. 

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendations.  In addition, the Board requested Staff to 
confirm that a Labor Compliance Program (LCP) cannot be required for those projects considering the revenues 
utilized are derived from the State School Building Aid Fund and not from the 2004 State School Facilities Fund. 
Additionally, Staff was requested to research the permissibility of providing the LCP augmentation to school districts 
that voluntarily choose to initiate and enforce a LCP. 



ATTACHMENT 
SCHOOL FACILITY JOINT-USE PROGRAM 

February 28, 2007 State Allocation Board Meeting 

County School District Site Name Application 
Number 

Type of 
Facility Joint Use Partner 

Joint 
Use 
Type 

Grade 
Level 

Project Cost 

Total 
Estimated 

Cost 

Joint Use 
Partner 
Share 

District 
Share 

*Additional 
District/ 
Partner 

Contribution 

**State 
Apportionment 

Napa St. Helena Unified St. Helena Elementary 52/66290-00-001 Multipurpose Boys and Girls Club of St. Helena 2 K-6 $1,211,366 $302,841 $302,841 $0 $605,683 

Tuolumne Big Oak Flat-Groveland USD Pedro (Don) High 52/75184-00-002 Multipurpose Lake Don Pedro Owner's Association 2 9-12 $3,035,712 $0 $1,517,856 $0 $1,517,856 

Alameda San Lorenzo Unified Edendale Middle 52/61309-00-002 Gym City of Hayward Parks and Recreation 2 K-8 $3,985,432 $0 $1,500,000 $985,432 $1,500,000 

Fresno Kerman Unified Sun Empire Elementary 52/73999-00-005 Library Girl Scouts, Golden Valley Council 2 K-6 $657,394 $0 $328,697 $0 $328,697 

Alameda San Lorenzo Unified Bohannon Middle 52/61309-00-003 Gym City of Hayward Parks and Recreation 2 7-8 $4,001,770 $0 $1,500,000 $1,001,770 $1,500,000 

San Joaquin Stockton Unified Garfield High 52/68676-00-001 Gym City of Stockton 2 2 9-12 $4,806,166 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $806,166 $2,000,000 

San Joaquin Stockton Unified Garfield High 52/68676-00-002 Multipurpose 1 City of Stockton 2 2 9-12 $3,089,400 $772,350 $772,350 $0 $1,544,700 

Lake Konocti Unified Pomo Elementary 52/64022-00-006 Library City of Clearlake 2 K-6 $847,086 $0 $423,543 $0 $423,543 

Lake Konocti Unified Lower Lake High 52/64022-00-007 Gym County of Lake 2 9-12 $4,409,094 $0 $2,000,000 $409,094 $2,000,000 

Sacramento Natomas Unified Natomas Charter 52/75283-00-002 Gym Natomas Charter School 2 9-12 $5,807,436 $2,000,000 $0 $1,807,436 $2,000,000 

Sacramento Natomas Unified Inderkum High 52/75283-00-003 Library Los Rios Community College District 2 9-12 $1,902,398 $713,399 $237,800 $0 $951,199 

Total State Apportionment: $14,371,678 

* Any additional financial contributions can be made by the Joint-Use partner(s), the district or any other local source.


** The State Apportionment has a maximum cap of $1,000,000 for an elementary school, $1,500,000 for a middle school, and $2,000,000 for a high school. 


1. The District is not building Minimum Essential Facilities; however, the CDE has approved the reduced square footage.


2. Pending verification of addendum to agreement designating the school district ownership of the building. 
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AMENDMENT TO THE PHASE-OUT PLAN FOR THE STATE RELOCATABLE CLASSROOM PROGRAM


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present a request to incorporate relocatable facilities from the Childcare, Preschool, and Latchkey Programs 
into the Phase-Out Plan for the State Relocatable Classroom Program (SRCP). 

BACKGROUND 

The Childcare, Preschool, and Latchkey Programs were created under Education Code Section 8477 et. al. which 
requires the California Department of Education (CDE) to fund the programs and requires the Office of Public 
School Construction (OPSC) to procure and administer the leases for the relocatable facilities. Currently, there are 
578 relocatable facilities in the three programs, ranging in age from ten to twenty-two years of age.  The majority of 
the relocatable facilities are nearing the end of their useful life and will require repair or disposal due to their age 
and/or condition.  In addition, the available program funding for moving and reimbursement for these relocatable 
facilities has been depleted and what remains is insufficient to continue to operate the facility portion of the 
program. 

In October 2005, the State Allocation Board (Board) approved the Phase-Out Plan for the SRCP which allows for 
the sale of State Relocatable Classrooms (SRC).  The Plan provides a priority process for the sale of the SRC’s to 
districts currently leasing the classrooms, then other school districts, charter schools, public and private entities. 

AUTHORITY 

Education Code (EC) Section 8277.7(c) provides for the Board to lease relocatable facilities to qualifying child care 
and development contracting agencies and shall charge rent of $1.00 per year. 

EC Section 8277.7(h) reads in part “…the board may take possession of the relocatable facilities and may lease 
them to other eligible contracting agencies, or, if there is no longer a need for the relocatable facilities, the board 
may dispose of them to public or private parties in the manner it deems to be in the best interests of the state.” 

EC Section 17002(d) defines “good repair” as the facility being maintained in a manner that assures that it is clean, 
safe, and functional. 

DISCUSSION 

The Childcare, Preschool, and Latchkey Programs provide school districts and contract agencies with relocatable 
facilities at a cost of $1.00 per year.  The revenue from these relocatable facilities is not sufficient to replenish 
program funding and the remaining funds have been depleted to the point that the programs are unable to provide 
moving services or reimbursement costs to the school districts/agencies for site work involved in moving the 
relocatable facilities.  Additionally, the majority of the relocatable facilities were built in the late 1980’s and early 
1990’s.  Many of the facilities are in need of repair or replacement and there are no resources to refurbish these 
relocatable facilities.  EC Section 8277.7(h) provides for the Board to take possession of the relocatable facilities 
and dispose of them to public or private parties in the manner it deems to be in the best interest of the State if there 
is no longer a need for the facilities. 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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DISCUSSION (cont.) 

Because of the small number of relocatable facilities, the OPSC would be able to offer all of these buildings at once 
to the districts/agencies that are currently leasing them.  Prior to the sale of any relocatable facility, school 
districts/agencies will be required to certify to the condition of the relocatable facility.  If the relocatable facility is 
certified to be in good repair, as defined by the lease agreement, which reads in part “the relocatable shall be in 
well-maintained or renewed condition, including repair, renewal, replacement, and repainting of the building and its 
components…,” then the school district/agency may purchase the relocatable facility for childcare/latchkey 
purposes.  However, if the relocatable facility is determined not to be in good repair, then one of two things will 
occur: the relocatable facility will need to be brought into good repair prior to the sale to the school district or 
agency if the intent is to house pupils for childcare/latchkey purposes; or the relocatable facility may be purchased 
as is as long as it is not to be used to house children.  The OPSC may conduct random inspections of facilities 
certified to be in good repair.  If the school district/agency certifies the relocatable facility to be in bad repair, an 
inspection will be conducted by the OPSC. 

STAFF COMMENTS 

Staff believes that incorporating the Childcare, Preschool, and Latchkey relocatable facilities into the Phase-Out 
Plan will relieve the State of the responsibility of moving, maintaining and monitoring the relocatable facilities, while 
maintaining the services provided to the children in these facilities. 

Since the inception of the programs, districts and agencies have only been charged $1.00 to lease the relocatable 
facilities and the costs to administer the programs have been subsidized by the State.  Many of the children 
attending the programs are low income and the school districts/agencies receive funds from the CDE to subsidize 
their care.  Since the school districts and agencies have only been charged $1.00 to lease the relocatable facilities, 
they do not budget for anything over that and would typically not have the funding to purchase a more costly facility. 
Staff believes the school districts and agencies should be charged $1.00 per relocatable facility to ease the 
financial burden and would allow the programs to continue.  Also, there should be no pupil grants charged to school 
districts as these relocatable facilities are not being used for classroom purposes. 

Staff has met with representatives of the CDE to discuss issues involving the impact this action would have on 
these programs.  The CDE supports the incorporation of the Childcare, Preschool, and Latchkey relocatable 
facilities into the Phase-Out Plan for the SRCP. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Approve the sale of the Childcare, Preschool, and Latchkey program relocatable facilities for $1.00 for each 
relocatable facility. 

2.	 Grant the Executive Officer and the Deputy Executive Officer the administrative authority to approve the 
disposal of relocatable facilities that are deemed to not be in good repair and that are not able to be repaired in 
a cost effective manner, with a subsequent Board item to authorize the actual funding. 

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on February 28, 2007. 
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ADEQUACY OF NEW CONSTRUCTION GRANTS


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To provide a status on the review of the adequacy of the new construction grant to build new schools under the 
School Facility Program (SFP).  

BACKGROUND 

The State Allocation Board (SAB) requested Staff to form an ad hoc committee on grant adequacy (Committee) 
to determine if the SFP new construction grants are adequate to build schools in California.  Specifically, the 
Board requested that the Committee address mainly two issues: the equitability of the SFP new construction 
base grant amount to the equivalent allowances provided under the Lease-Purchase Program (LPP) when the 
State converted programs in 1998; and, if the grants are sufficient to build a complete new school today.  The 
Committee concluded that the new construction base grant was deficient at the time of conversion from the LPP 
to the SFP. One of the theories for the deficiency, at least in part, was that allowances for general site 
development were not included.  As a result, regulations to provide an additional grant for general site 
development were approved by the SAB at the August 2006 meeting and were subsequently approved by the 
Office of Administrative Law.  Districts can now receive this additional grant to complete their projects. 

The Committee has been unable to determine if the grants are sufficient to cover the actual costs to complete 
new school projects today.  The Committee previously requested data, in the form of a survey, from school 
districts on completed projects.  Very few districts replied.  When conducting a preliminary analysis of the 
information that was received, Staff discovered that a majority of the surveys were incomplete or the information 
requested was misunderstood resulting in an incomplete analysis.  Some districts stated they did not want to 
complete the survey as they considered projects constructed two to three years ago too old for an analysis on 
the current climate of school construction.  In addition, some districts expressed concern about how the data 
would be portrayed once it was collected. 

Because of the lack of responses, there was no definitive grant adequacy data available during the bond 
discussions last year.  Nonetheless, Assembly Bill (AB) 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Perata/Nunez) 
provided an increase to the new construction base grant of seven percent for elementary and middle school 
projects and four percent for high school projects beginning July 1, 2006.  AB 127 also provides that, beginning 
January 1, 2008, the Board has the authority to annually increase the per pupil base grant amount by up to six 
percent, or reduce the per pupil base grant, by an amount determined based on an analysis of the current costs 
to build a school.  

SUMMARY 

The issue of the adequacy of the new construction grant is very complex.  First, the Office of Public School 
Construction (OPSC) is reliant on data provided by others.  In order to determine the adequacy of the grants 
today, it is imperative that a definition of what is a complete and adequate school is created and construction 
data is provided by the school districts so that a comparison of the two can be conducted to provide a 
defensible analysis and recommendation to the SAB.  The OPSC has requested the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction to define a “complete school” and assist with identifying schools that were recently constructed that 
meet this definition.  The California Department of Education indicated they had already begun this task.  The 
OPSC will then request the cost data on those schools.   

Secondly and more important, even in the event the adequacy of the grants is determined, the ability of school 
districts to construct complete schools may still not be mitigated.  There are significant outside factors that may 
contribute to the ongoing inadequacy of the grants.  This report summarizes those issues. 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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DISCUSSION 

Determining the Adequacy of the New Construction Grant 

There are currently two main challenges that hinder the Staff and the Committee’s ability to determine the 
adequacy of the per pupil grants to build schools. First, although it is understood that the new construction 
grants were intended to provide half of the funds necessary to construct adequate facilities for a complete new 
school, there is currently no officially accepted definition of a “complete school”. Absent a definition of a 
“complete school”, there is nothing against which the Committee can definitively measure the appropriateness 
of the State’s share of the funding being provided to cover the facilities being constructed.  Second, the only 
cost information that the OPSC has available are the project plans approved by the Division of the State 
Architect and the amount of State funds apportioned and released for each project, as approved by the SAB.  
There is no complete, empirical project cost data such as bid documents, construction contracts, total project 
cost documentation, or square footage data regarding facilities actually constructed that has been made 
available to the OPSC (with the exception of data provided by a district for an upcoming appeal). 

In order to continue the analysis on the grant adequacy issue, Staff believes that a “complete” school must be 
defined.  The Board has requested the assistance of the Superintendent of Public Instruction in determining 
what constitutes a complete school.  Once a complete school is defined, Staff believes that districts should be 
required to submit data on the projects that meet the criteria of a complete school.  The results can be used to 
determine the adequacy of the new construction grants today by comparing the actual costs to build those 
projects to the amount of the grant received (both State and district share).  Staff further believes that collecting 
project data from districts will also ensure that the OPSC is in compliance with the Governor’s Executive Order 
on bond accountability. The Executive Order requires that the bond funds approved by the voters are spent 
efficiently, effectively, and in the best interest of the State while requiring that there are sufficient performance 
outcome measures in place.  Staff will need to rely on districts for their cooperation in providing the data to 
accomplish this.  

Consideration of the Entire Funding Model 

It is important to note that, when completing the analysis to determine the adequacy of the grants today, the 
entire funding model must be taken into consideration.  The new construction base grant alone cannot be used 
to determine the adequacy of the grants, as several adjustments have been made to the total funding model in 
the last several years. Some of these changes include the calculation of the additional grant for urban/security 
and geographic location, the source for the yearly Construction Cost Index adjustment, the increase to the new 
construction base grant provided for in AB 127 beginning July 1, 2006, and the addition of the general site 
development grant.  In addition, any changes to the base grant amount will also provide an increase to the 
excessive cost hardship grants, such as urban/security, geographic location, small size project, and new school 
project. It is also important to note that the grants provided should be paying only for the essential facilities of 
an adequate school, while any enhancements should be borne by the district unless those funds should 
otherwise be used to offset any financial hardship assistance from the State. 

Maintaining the Adequacy of the New Construction Grant  

The OPSC, with input from the Committee, must also determine the methodology to be used to determine the 
adjustment of the per-pupil base grant on an annual basis beginning January 1, 2008, as required in law.  It 
appears the best methodology will be determined by the change in construction costs (on price per square foot 
basis) from one year to the next based on data collected for each year.  The data to conduct the analysis will be 
collected on a “Project Information Worksheet” that must be submitted with a request for construction funds to 
be released and with the reporting of project expenditures. 

(Continued on Page Three) 
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DISCUSSION (cont.) 

Grant Adequacy Concerns 

Staff and the Committee continue to meet to endeavor to determine whether the grants are adequate today.  
However, Staff is concerned that there is a misconception that increasing the State share of the new 
construction grant is a solution to the school districts difficulties in constructing school facilities. Any 
amount provided as an increase to the new construction grant may only contribute to future increases in school 
construction costs in California because there are too many other variables in the equation.   

For instance, once the new grants provided by the State are known, the new grants will likely serve as the 
minimum floor of the cost to construct schools while the profit margins may continue to increase.  In addition, an 
inundation of public work projects at one time has an effect on the bid climate, and with contractors that have 
the bonding capacity to do public work projects being limited, leads to a limited number of bids on a project 
(supply and demand).  Further, the Public Contract Code “listing law” enables subcontractors to know how 
many opposing bidders are submitting bids to the general contractor on a project which can lead to inflated 
bids. 

The issue of a district’s local control of a project must also be factored in when determining whether the 
adequacy of the grants can be solved in a “one-size-fits-all” manner.  Districts have local control over the choice 
and type of facilities constructed and the materials being used.  While the grants may be sufficient to build a 
standard school, they are not adequate to support the construction of core facilities sized to accommodate 
future growth, a state-of-the-art performing arts facility, or an aquatic center.  In addition, the way construction 
contracts are written can adversely impact the number of interested contractors.  For example, if a contract is so 
overly prescriptive to be litigation proof, the result is a daunting document that may deter otherwise qualified 
contractors.  Or, if the district’s specifications identify only one or two products that can be used for a project 
and there is only one source or manufacturer for the product, this can limit the contractors that can competitively 
bid on the project, thereby increasing the bids.  It is important to note that while these circumstances are and 
should remain local control issues, they are beyond the purview of the SAB and factor into the adequacy of the 
grant. 

Other factors that adversely impact the adequacy of the grants are the high worker’s compensation costs that 
are passed on to owners; changes in the building code requirements; inspection requirements; and, county/city 
imposed offsite improvements, etc.  

Possible solutions to these concerns may include the need to address the Public Contract Code, bonding 
requirements, local construction contract requirements, worker’s compensation costs, etc. via legislation or 
other means.  Staff believes alternative funding methodologies may also be warranted and should be examined 
in determining the annual adjustment to the new construction grant, such as a grant provided on a dollar per 
square foot basis, based on the type of facility constructed, with a full and final apportionment provision (where 
no additional funding will be provided for increased project costs). 

RECOMMENDATION 

Accept this report. 

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board accepted the report.  The California Department of Education indicated that 
they could supply to staff within 30 days many projects that have met Title 5 and are complete schools, and 
would subsequently provide a definition of a complete school. It was emphasized that the definition of a 
complete school is necessary as soon as possible in order to have a basis of comparison for the construction 
project and cost data collected and in ample time to meet the statutory timeline of January 2008. 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, March 28, 2007


AMENDMENT TO THE EMERGENCY REPAIR PROGRAM REGULATIONS


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To request: 

1.	 Adoption of the proposed regulatory amendments for setting the level of eligible application filing fees for 
projects seeking funding under the provisions of the Emergency Repair Program (ERP). 

2.	 Authorization to file the proposed regulations with the Office of Administrative Law (OAL). 

BACKGROUND 

In January 2007, the State Allocation Board (SAB) adopted changes to the ERP that were required by the passage 
of Assembly Bill 607, Chapter 704, Statutes of 2006 (Goldberg).  In addition, the Board approved several changes 
aimed at improving the Program and streamlining the application submittal and funding processes.  However, the 
Board did not approve the proposal to deny ERP funding for administrative and application filing fees in response 
to concerns raised at the meeting.  The SAB directed the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) to 
discontinue providing funding for these costs until further review and discussion of the issue by the SAB 
Implementation Committee. 

DISCUSSION 

The initial Regulations governing the administration of the ERP were approved by the SAB at its January 2005 
meeting.  The initial Regulations did not set limits on cost categories for eligible projects and in the months 
following the implementation, there were a number of ERP applications submitted to the OPSC that included 
disproportionate funding requests for application filing fees.  These costs typically represent fees paid to consulting 
firms for identifying projects eligible for reimbursement, filling out application forms, assembling the necessary 
supporting documentation and responding to OPSC questions, correspondence and analysis review on behalf of 
the district. 

Because the law directs the SAB to provide funding for costs of repair projects, the OPSC believes that funding 
application filing fees could be considered unwarranted as they represent fees for seeking State funding rather than 
completing necessary repairs.  At the same time, the district’s lack of resources, staff time and expertise is a 
common concern of school districts. Although the newly adopted SAB forms and program revisions have been 
simplified and streamlined, some school districts may still need to retain consultants to aid them in seeking ERP 
funding. 

At the March 2007 Implementation Committee meeting, the OPSC proposed to limit the amount of funding provided 
for administrative fees to two percent of the eligible project costs or $5,000, whichever is less.  The discussions at 
the Committee meeting provided an alternative suggestion of a five percent limit as reflective of a typical fee 
schedule of consulting firms.  However, the OPSC believes that the two percent allowance represents a reasonable 
amount of assistance that districts could use towards paying the consultant fees while providing the least impact on 
available ERP funds designated for mitigating emergency conditions of school facilities.   

School districts that do not have the staff resources to compile supporting documentation and complete the 
application may not be fully reimbursed for the fees they may incur for outside consulting services.  However, the 
100 percent reimbursement funding of eligible repairs from the State should still provide a sufficient incentive for 
school districts to seek ERP funding even if it means that some of the consulting fees may not be fully 
reimbursable.   

(Continued on Page Two) 
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DISCUSSION (cont.) 

The two-percent limit would apply to the services contracted out by school districts for identifying repairs that have 
already been completed that qualify for ERP reimbursement, reviewing the project costs to eliminate ineligible 
expenditures, gathering supporting documentation, and preparing and filing applications with OPSC.  This 
Regulation amendment does not propose to limit reimbursement for other soft costs expenditures such as 
inspection of components to verify qualifying emergency repairs (e.g. hiring a plumber to test and validate a leak in 
the gas line when gas odor is present), preparation of cost estimates, inspection, and testing for ERP projects.   

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as shown on the Attachment and begin the regulatory 
process. 

2.	 Authorize the OPSC to file these regulations with the OAL. 

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendations.  In addition, the Board requested Staff to 
report back in six months after the regulations have become effective on the status of the Emergency Repair 
Program.  The report should consider the number of applications being submitted (reimbursement vs. grant 
applications), as well as the percentage of applications requesting reimbursement for administrative fees (amount 
requested vs. amount paid).  The Board further clarified that the Emergency Repair Program projects approved in 
February and March 2007 be afforded the same opportunity for administrative costs, if included in their 
applications, as was approved by the Board today. 



ATTACHMENT 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE  


EMERGENCY REPAIR PROGRAM REGULATIONS 

State Allocation Board Meeting, March 28, 2007 

Amend Regulation Section 1859.323 as follows: 

Section 1859.323.  Eligible Project Costs. 

Reimbursement Funding will be provided to meet the LEA share of the repair costs of Emergency Facilities Needs as 
defined in Education Code Section 17592.72(c)(1). To be eligible for funding consideration, the total project cost request 
on the Form SAB 61-03 must be $5000 or higher unless the LEA can justify its request for a lesser amount. 
Reimbursement Funding of eligible projects costs shall be limited to the minimum work required on existing structural 
components or building systems to mitigate the health and safety hazard., plus application documentation preparation 
and submittal costs, if any, as permissible under Regulation Section 1859.323.2(j). 

Replacement of existing structural components or building systems is permissible provided the project is in compliance 
with provisions of Section 1859.323.1.  

Note:  Authority Cited: Section 17592.73, Education Code. 

Reference:  Section 17592.72, Education Code. 

Amend Regulation Section 1859.323.2 as follows: 

Section 1859.323.2.  Ineligible Expenditures. 

An Emergency Repair Program Grant may not be used for any of the following: 
(a) New square footage, components, or building systems that did not previously exist. 
(b) Nonessential Repairs. 
(c)	 Cosmetic Repairs. 
(d) Land acquisition. 
(e) Furniture and equipment. 
(f)	 Salaries of LEA employees except when permitted pursuant to Public Contract Code Section 20114. 
(g) Costs covered under warranty or by insurance. 
(h) Costs normally borne by others including, but not limited to, public utility companies. 
(i)	 Costs to repair or replace facilities with structural damage if the project meets the facility hardship or rehabilitation 

criteria set forth in School Facility Program Regulation Sections 1859.82 and 1859.83(e). 
(j)	    Application documentation preparation and submittal costs that exceed two percent of the total project cost or 
       $5,000, whichever is less.  The total project cost shall be calculated by adding all other eligible costs and
       re-calculated upon the grant adjustment determination pursuant to Section 1859.324.1. 

Note:  Authority Cited:  Section 17592.73, Education Code. 

Reference:  Section 17592.72, Education Code. 

http:17592.73
http:17592.72
http:17592.73
http:17592.72


 
REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, March 28, 2007 
 

LABOR COMPLIANCE PROGRAM GRANTS 
 
 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To provide an update to the March 2006 report regarding the adequacy of Labor Compliance Program (LCP) 
apportionments. 

 
BACKGROUND 
 

At the July 2003 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting, the Board approved regulations that provided a per-pupil 
grant increase to accommodate the State’s share of increased costs of a new construction or modernization 
project for the initiation and enforcement of a LCP.   
 
At the March 2006 SAB meeting, Staff presented a report to the SAB concerning LCP grant adequacy, which 
represented a small sample size of projects due to the vast majority of projects not yet due for audit.  The 
sample size was inadequate to make an accurate determination of grant adequacy; therefore, Staff did not 
recommend any adjustments at that time.   
 
This report provides an update to the March 2006 report on LCP grant adequacy. 
  

AUTHORITY 
 

Labor Code (LC) Section 1771.7 states in part that the SAB shall increase per-pupil grant amounts to 
accommodate the State’s share of the costs of initiating and enforcing a LCP.  The law provides that a School 
Facility Program project is eligible for an increase in the per-pupil grant amount if both of the following conditions 
are met: 

    
• The project was or will be funded from the proceeds of Propositions 47 or 55. 

 
• The Notice to Proceed for the initial contract for construction of the project was issued on or after  

April 1, 2003. 
 

LC Section 1771.7 also provided for an exception to the full and final apportionment provisions in the law to 
accommodate LCP costs on projects that have already received their full apportionment amount without the LCP 
funding but were eligible for the funding.    

 
DESCRIPTION 

 
As of the January 2007 SAB meeting, the SAB has provided LCP funding for 3,342 projects.  Since the March 
2006 report, the sample size has increased from 61 projects to 245 projects, which is 7.3 percent of all projects 
that have received LCP funding.  The sample size continues to be limited as the vast majority of the LCP-funded 
projects are not due for audit; thus, the cost data is unavailable.  The LCP expenditures reported by the districts 
are compared to the total LCP grant (includes the State, financial hardship and district share).  The LCP data as 
of February 2007 indicates the following for new construction and modernization projects: 
 
New Construction – Sample Size of 51 Projects 
 
LCP expenditures compared to the total amount of the LCP grant (includes the State, financial hardship, and 
district share – see Attachments A and C). 
 

• 44 projects (86 percent of the projects) spent less than the total LCP grant; the average underspent 
amount is $17,684 per project. 

 
(Continued on Page Two) 
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DESCRIPTION (cont.) 
 

• 7 projects (14 percent of the projects) spent more than the total LCP grant; the average overspent 
amount is $19,765 per project. 

• Overall, the average LCP grant for 51 projects (includes the State, financial hardship, and district share) 
was $30,598.  Of this amount, the average expenditure was $18,054, which resulted in $12,544 excess 
funding per project.  This means that these projects underspent by 40.9 percent on average. 

 
Modernization – Sample Size of 194 Projects 
 
LCP expenditures compared to the total amount of the LCP grant (includes the State, financial hardship, and 
district share – see Attachments B and C). 

 
• 179 projects (92 percent of the projects) spent less than the total LCP grant; the average underspent 

amount is $17,425 per project. 
• 12 projects (6 percent of the projects) spent more than the total LCP grant; the average overspent 

amount is $13,485 per project. 
• 3 projects (2 percent of the projects) spent the same amount as the total LCP grant. 
• Overall, the average total LCP grant for 194 projects (includes the State, financial hardship, and district 

share) was $23,914.  Of this amount, the average expenditure was $8,671, which resulted in an 
average of $15,243 in excess funding per project.  This means that these projects underspent by 63.7 
percent on average. 

 
STAFF COMMENTS 
 

Current data indicates that the majority of the projects in for closeout audit are not utilizing the full LCP grant 
allowance.  Of our sample size of 245 projects currently in for closeout (51 new construction and 194 
modernization projects), 190 projects have spent less than the State’s portion of the LCP grant thereby not 
requiring the district to utilize the districts’ share of the LCP grant.   

 
Although the quantity of project data is relatively limited, the trends and patterns appear to support the 
conclusion that the full LCP grant is in excess of the districts’ actual costs.    

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

Accept this report. 
 

 
BOARD ACTION 
 

In considering this Item, the Board accepted the report.  In addition, staff was requested to bring back regulatory 
recommendations that will adjust the Labor Compliance Program grant. 



NEW CONSTRUCTION TOTAL
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
State Allocation Board Meeting, March 28, 2007 

 
LABOR COMPLIANCE PROGRAM GRANT FOR JOINT-USE PROJECTS 

 
 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To present a report as requested by the State Allocation Board (SAB) regarding Labor Compliance Program 
funding on School Facility Joint-Use Program projects. 

 
BACKGROUND 

 
At the February 2007 SAB meeting, the Board requested Staff to report back on the SAB’s authority to 
utilize the revenues transferred into the 2004 Bond accounts to cover the costs of implementing Labor 
Compliance Programs (LCP) for School Facility Program (SFP) Joint-Use projects and on the SAB’s 
authority to augment the per pupil grants for school districts that voluntarily initiate and enforce a LCP.   

 
AUTHORITY 
 

Labor Code Section 1771.7(a) requires school districts that are funding public works projects from the 
Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2002 or the Kindergarten-University Public 
Education Facilities Bond Act of 2004 to initiate and enforce or contract with a third party to initiate and 
enforce a LCP for those projects. 
 
Labor Code Section 1771.7(e) provides the authority for the SAB to increase the per pupil grant amounts 
provided for modernization and new construction projects to accommodate the state’s share of the 
increased costs of those projects due to the initiation and enforcement of the LCP. 
 

DISCUSSION 
 

The SAB’s Legal Counsel has confirmed his position that Labor Code Section 1771.7(a) defines and limits 
the application of mandatory labor compliance programs to projects using funds "derived from" the two 
specific bond acts noted above (see Attachment).  The funds identified in the February 2007 SAB item being 
transferred into the 2004 State School Facilities Fund originated from other previous bond acts, lease 
payments, and sales revenue authorized by the State Relocatable Classroom Law of 1979 (Education Code 
Section 17085 et seq.).  Therefore, a LCP cannot be required for School Facility Program (SFP) Joint-Use 
projects funded with revenues derived from the State School Building Aid Fund. 
 
The SAB’s Legal Counsel has opined that Labor Code Section 1771.7(e) provides the authority for the SAB 
to provide for additional grant amounts to school districts that voluntarily implement a LCP for their joint-use 
projects (see Attachment).  
 
Staff estimates that the maximum State share of the funding needed to cover the increased costs for school 
districts to initiate and enforce LCPs for the joint-use projects approved at the February 2007 SAB meeting 
would be less than $100,000.  Staff has also confirmed that there are sufficient revenues in the State 
Building Aid Fund available for transfer into the Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act 
of 2004 in order for the SAB to provide the additional grant amounts to school districts that voluntarily 
implement a LCP for their joint-use projects, should that be the Board’s will. 

RECOMMENDATION 
 

 Accept the report. 
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BOARD ACTION 
 
In considering this Item, the Board accepted the report.  In addition, Staff was requested to bring regulatory 
recommendations to address Labor Compliance Program (LCP) issues regarding joint-use, new construction and 
modernization funding of projects as soon as possible, along with the item to adjust the LCP grants.  Once these 
regulations are adopted by the Board and are effective, Staff is requested to present an item to provide LCP grants to 
those districts with qualifying Joint-Use projects that voluntarily initiate and enforce a LCP. 









REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, March 28, 2007


OVERCROWDING RELIEF GRANT


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To provide an update on the ability of school districts to integrate the new Overcrowding Relief Grants (ORG) with 
the existing School Facility Program (SFP) grant to replace single-story facilities with multi-story facilities. 

BACKGROUND 

The proposed regulations to implement the new ORG were presented to and adopted by the State Allocation 
Board (SAB) at its February 2007 meeting.  During the discussion a request was made to clarify the ability of 
school districts to combine ORG projects with SFP projects to replace single-story facilities with multi-story 
facilities. The SAB requested the Office of Public School Construction to work with the interested parties on this 
issue and to report back to the SAB on the outcome. 

DISCUSSION 

SFP Grant to Replace Single-Story Facilities with Multi-Story Facilities  
Under existing SFP Regulation Section 1859.73.2, a district can request a grant, in addition to the traditional 
unhoused per-pupil grant, to demolish an existing single-story building and replace it with a multi-story building.  
The district, however, must increase the pupil capacity of the school site (add additional classrooms) provided 
that the addition of pupils to the site would not create a school with an inappropriate number of pupils in relation 
to the size of the site.  In addition, the district must demonstrate that it is more cost effective to demolish the 
existing single-story classroom buildings and reconstruct them in multi-story buildings (with the new additional 
classrooms) than to build only the new classrooms on a new site.  The additional pupil capacity that must be 
added is the greater of twenty percent of the existing permanent single-story pupil capacity of the school or 200 
pupils.  The additional grant provided is for the cost of demolition and replacement of the existing single-story 
buildings only.  The new pupil capacity added would be funded through the SFP unhoused per-pupil grant.   

New ORG Program 
The new ORG provides the funding necessary for districts to relieve overcrowding at sites that have a pupil 
population density of more than 175 percent.  The funding is limited to the reduction of the density to 150 percent 
of that recommended by the California Department of Education (although a district can choose to reduce the 
actual density to less than 150 percent), and can only be used to reduce the number of portable classrooms on 
overcrowded sites by the replacement of them with permanent classrooms at the existing site or the construction 
of new schools or classrooms at other sites.  These grants do not enable the district to reduce the pupil density of 
an existing site when the classrooms are replaced on the overcrowded site nor do they increase the classroom 
capacity of a site or the district.  Rather, they enable the district to use a school site more efficiently while 
retaining the same number of pupils at the school.   

Outcome of Discussions 
Staff met with the interested parties and determined that the combination of ORG with the SFP grant to replace 
single-story facilities with multi-story facilities should be allowed provided the district meets the requirements of 
SFP Regulation Section 1859.73.2 and the single-story facilities to be replaced do not garner funding under both 
the ORG and SFP (portables can be replaced under this SFP regulation as well as under the ORG).  In this 
particular instance, a district must still demonstrate that it is more cost beneficial to tear down a single-story 
building and replace it with a multi-story building (with the ORG replacement classrooms being treated as the new 
additional classrooms) than to build the ORG project on a new site.  The project could be located on the ORG 
eligible site or another existing school site.  The existing SFP regulations and proposed regulations for the ORG 
do not need to be amended as they do not prevent this circumstance. 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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Further Considerations 
While this immediate concern has been resolved, during the discussions it became more evident that even with 
the infusion of substantial State bond dollars over the last few and upcoming years, including the Critically 
Overcrowded Schools (COS) Program, ORG, and SFP, the density of many of the impacted school site(s) will not 
be alleviated in the end.  With the COS Program, districts were able to receive a preliminary apportionment for 
sites that had a pupil population density of more than 200 percent to reduce the density to 150 percent.  Districts 
still have to demonstrate new construction eligibility to receive funding, as the funding received under the COS is 
used to construct additional schools in the neighborhood.  However, the COS does not typically result in a district 
tearing down existing classrooms at the COS site, therefore the existing site in many cases will likely serve the 
same or larger number of pupils that originally attended the school as the students that used to be bussed out of 
the attendance area would return to the school of residence.  In other words, the density of the site will remain the 
same even though additional classrooms and schools are built in the neighborhood.  In essence, the COS 
program serves more for the purposes of enabling a district to eliminate or scale down the use of bussing and to 
eliminate multi-track year round education, while utilizing existing capacity. 

Under the ORG, even if a district replaces its portable classrooms with permanent classrooms on the ORG site 
permitting the limited land area of the school site to be used more efficiently, the density of the site will remain the 
same.  And in the instance where a district replaces the portables on the ORG site with permanent classrooms at 
another existing site (including the example where a single-story structure is replaced with a multi-story facility), 
the ORG site density is reduced, however the other school site’s density is impacted.  In fact, the addition of 
classrooms on an existing site or at other school sites could conceivably enable those sites to qualify as 
overcrowded.  It is recommended that future policy discussions take into consideration State general obligation 
bond dollars that have already been provided to a district to assist in the relief of overcrowding and that site 
density alone is not necessarily the sole factor that should dictate a district’s need for overcrowding relief. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Accept the report. 

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board accepted the report.  In addition, Staff indicated that they would meet with Mr. English 
to clarify concerns and report back, as needed. 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, March 28, 2007


FINAL ADOPTION OF PROPOSED REGULATORY AMENDMENTS

FOR REPAYMENT SCHEDULES FOR AMOUNTS DUE TO THE STATE


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To request final adoption of the proposed regulatory amendments, based on public comments submitted, 
pertaining to repayment schedules for amounts due to the State. 

BACKGROUND 

On October 25, 2006, the State Allocation Board (SAB) adopted proposed emergency regulations in order 
to implement Assembly Bill (AB) 607, Chapter 704, Statutes of 2006, to allow a repayment schedule under 
the School Facility Program (SFP) to repay amounts due to the State rather than a lump sum payment 
within 60 days, or forcible collection action by the State Controller’s Office.  Financial close-out audits on 
SFP projects occasionally require refunds to the State in amounts that could cause a district to be in 
jeopardy of becoming financially insolvent and subject to oversight requirements.  Because it was expressly 
required by AB 607, this regulatory action permits districts to apply for a repayment schedule only after 
showing that it is necessary to prevent severe financial hardship.  The SAB’s action established specific 
criteria for applicant school districts to provide evidence demonstrating severe financial hardship.  

Public comments were received from two individuals and one public entity requesting specific language 
changes to the Board’s action, as summarized on Attachment A.  The SAB must consider any public 
comments received before approving the final adoption of proposed regulatory amendments. 

AUTHORITY 

The Administrative Procedure Act, Government Code Section 11346.8(a) states, “the state agency shall 
consider all relevant matter presented to it before adopting, amending, or repealing any regulation.”  
Government Code Section 11346.9(a)(3) requires the SAB to respond to public comments in the 
rulemaking file how it will “accommodate each objection or recommendation, or the reasons for making 
no change.”   

STAFF COMMENTS 

Staff reviewed two of the public comments received and recommends that they not be implemented 
because of the following reasons: 

•	 Comment number one suggests that the regulation language be changed to allow repayment 
schedules for any requesting school district. This is contrary to the provision of the authorizing 
statute and does not meet the intent or spirit of the statute. 

•	 Comment number two would change the financial reporting relationship between county offices of 
education and school districts when amounts are owed to the State.  The SAB provides separate 
apportionments directly to either school districts or county offices of education.  There are no joint 
apportionments.  To incorporate this suggestion in regulation would not be serving the majority of 
the school community as a whole, not be in the best interest of the State, and contrary to the 
provision and the intent of the authorizing statute. 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

Staff reviewed the public comments received by the California Department of Education (CDE) and 
recommends that the comments be implemented due to the following reasons: 

•	 The comments suggested that charter schools be included in the repayment schedule 
process.  Staff recommends that the suggestions be incorporated for charter schools 
established under Article 12 of Chapter 12.5 of the Education Code.  This would maintain 
equitability and consistency for purposes of Chapter 12.5. 

•	 The comment regarding the reporting hierarchy between the CDE, the County Office of 
Educations (COE), school districts, and charter schools when severe financial hardship 
condition is substantiated and should be incorporated.  It is logical that the CDE would notify 
the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) when a COE experiences severe financial 
hardship, that a COE would notify the OPSC when a school district experiences severe 
financial hardship and the charter school’s authorizing entity would notify the OPSC when a 
charter school experiences severe financial hardship. 

•	 The last comment suggested that the CDE would not need to certify the financial condition of 
a school district for a repayment schedule.  Staff recommends that the suggestion be 
incorporated since the reporting hierarchy in the above bullet illustrates the manner by which 
the entities will notify the OPSC. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. 	 Declare that the 45-day public comment period for the proposed regulations shown on Attachment B ended 
as of March 19, 2007. 

2. 	 Authorize the OPSC to make available the amended regulatory text based on incorporation of the public 
comments accepted, pursuant to Government Code Section 11346.8(c). 

3. 	 Determine that the public comments, as presented on Attachment A as Comments #1 and #2, do not warrant 
revisions to the proposed regulatory amendments. 

4. 	 Determine that the public comments, as presented on Attachment A as Comment #3, does warrant revision 
to the proposed regulatory amendments. 

5.	 Approve the adoption of the proposed regulatory language for repayment schedules as presented on 
Attachment B. 

6. 	 If no public comments are received, based on the newly adopted regulatory language, authorize the OPSC to 
complete the rulemaking process by submitting the rulemaking file to the Office of Administrative Law. 

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board approved the staff’s recommendations.  The Board requested that staff 
meet with Mr. Elatar, of San Bernardino City Unified School District, to determine if his specific comments 
merit subsequent regulatory changes at a future date. 



ATTACHMENT A 

PROPOSED RESPONSES TO PUBLIC COMMENTS 


1. 	The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) received and reviewed comments from Mr. Wael Elatar, dated 
February 26, 2007, regarding the proposed amendments to the State Allocation Board’s (SAB) School Facility 
Program (SFP) regulations which would allow a repayment schedule under the SFP to repay amounts due to the 
State, rather than a lump sum payment within 60 days, or forcible collection action by the State Controller’s Office.  
After considering his comments, the proposed changes are not accepted for adoption. 

2.	 The OPSC received and reviewed comments from Mr. Donald Kenneth Shelton, dated February 27, 2007, 
regarding the proposed amendments which would allow a repayment schedule under the SFP to repay amounts 
due to the State, rather than a lump sum payment within 60 days, or forcible collection action by the State 
Controller’s Office. After considering his comments, the proposed changes are not accepted for adoption. 

3.	 The OPSC received and reviewed comments from Ms. Susan Lange, with the California Department of 
Education, dated March 19, 2007, regarding the proposed amendments which would allow a repayment 
schedule under the SFP to repay amounts due to the State, rather than a lump sum payment within 60 days, or 
forcible collection action by the State Controller’s Office.  After considering her comments, the proposed changes 
are accepted for adoption. 

Comment #1 Summary and Response: 

Mr. Elatar acknowledges that the proposed regulation permits districts to apply for a repayment schedule only upon a 
showing that it is necessary to prevent severe financial hardship.  He contends that “a district could have a healthy 
general fund but still have a hardship in making a single facility related payment versus a time payment.”  He 
requests that districts have the right to decide whether to use a repayment schedule or not. 

The SAB considered the public comment noted above and determined that the comment does not warrant revisions 
to the regulations because the legislative language expressly required that districts be permitted to apply for a 
repayment schedule only after showing that it is necessary to prevent severe financial hardship.   

Comment #2 Summary and Response: 

Mr. Shelton suggests adding three paragraphs to Regulation Section 1859.106.1, “Repayment of State Funds.”  His 
“additions are intended to address the situation of joint projects between county offices of education and school 
districts, and to specifically address the joint projects of the Los Angeles County Office of Education and the 
Lancaster School District . . .”. 

Mr. Shelton proposes adding to this Regulation Section certain sentences from Education Code Sections 
17076.10 and 17076.10(c)(2).  It is unnecessary to repeat the wording of Education Code sections that are 
already referenced by number in the text of the regulation section.     

Finally, Mr. Shelton requests language in the Regulation Section specifying that: 

“For special education projects that are implemented in partnership between a county office of education 
and a school district for the purpose of providing an instructional environment on a regular school campus 
with the least amount of physical restriction for students with disabilities, Education Code Section 
17076.10(c)(2) is interpreted in a manner that applies the five-year repayment provisions to the subject 
school district, if the school district is required by the county office of education to repay the amount 
identified.  This interpretation will apply regardless of whether the audit was applied to the project of the 
county office of education or the project of the school district.” 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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The SAB considered the public comments noted above and determined that the comments do not warrant 
revisions to the regulations because apportionments are made by the SAB directly to individual school district or 
county office of education projects.  This would go beyond the scope of the authorizing statute as well as impact 
the integrity of the regulation. 

Comment #3 Summary and Response: 

Ms. Lange suggests that charter schools be included in the repayment schedule process. Additionally, the 
reporting hierarchy between the CDE, COEs, school districts, and charter schools when severe financial 
hardship condition is substantiated should be changed in the regulation. 

The SAB considered the public comments noted above and determined that the comments warrant revision to 
the regulation.  By allowing charter schools in the repayment schedule process ensures equitability and 
consistency for purposes of charter schools established under Article 12 of Chapter 12.5 of the Education Code.  
The reporting hierarchy allows appropriate notification to the OPSC when a COE, school district or charter 
school experiences severe financial hardship. 



ATTACHMENT B 

Amend Regulation Section 1859.106 

Section 1859.106.  Program Accountability Expenditure Audit. 
… 

Should the OPSC conduct an audit of the district certifications or the expenditures for the project and make a finding 
that some or all of the expenditures were not made in accordance with the provisions of Education Code Section 
17072.35 for new construction projects, Section 1859.120 for Joint-Use Projects, Section 1859.140 for Critically  
Overcrowded School projects, Section 1859.160 for Charter School projects, Education Code Section 17074.25 and 
Section 1859.79.2 for modernization projects, and Education Code Sections 17072.13 and 17072.14 for projects with 
additional costs imposed by the DTSC, the OPSC shall recommend to the Board that the apportionment be adjusted 
based on the audit findings. Upon adoption of the audit findings by the Board, the district must submit a warrant for any 
amount identified as being owed within 60 days of the Board action.  If this does not occur, the OPSC shall initiate 
collection procedures from the School Fund Apportionment as outlined in Education Code Section 17076.10(c). 

Should the CDE make a finding that a project did not meet the standards that were adopted by the CDE pursuant to 
Education Code Section 17251(b) and (c) when the district had self-certified that the project met those standards 
pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.50(b), the Board may request that the CDE make a recommendation that 
the apportionment for the project be adjusted based on the CDE finding.  Any adjustment in the apportionment shall 
be based on the percentage of space in the project that the CDE determined did not meet those standards.  Upon 
adoption of the finding by the Board, the district must submit a warrant for any amount identified as being owed within 
60 days of the Board action.  If this does not occur, the OPSC shall initiate collection procedures from the School 
Fund Apportionment as outlined in Education Code Section 17076.10(c). 

Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 

Reference:  Sections 17070.35, 17070.50, 17072.13, 17072.14, 17072.18, 17072.35, 17074.25, 17076.10, 17077.40, 17078.52 and 17251, Education Code. 

Adopt Regulation Section 1859.106.1 as follows: 

Section 1859.106.1. Repayment of State Funds. 

Upon adoption of the audit findings by the Board and in lieu of the collection procedures outlined in Education Code 
Section 17076.10(c)(1), a school district, county office of education, or charter school may request a repayment 
schedule of up to five years, in equal annual installments, if the total repayment of State funds within 60 days of the 
Board action would cause the school district, county office of education, or charter school to fall into fiscal distress.  
School dDistricts, county offices of education, or charter schools requesting a repayment schedule must be in a severe 
hardship condition as evidenced by at least one of the following criteria: 
(a)	  The district or county office of education is listed on the current CDE List of Negative and Qualified Certifications of 

School Districts and County Offices of Education. 
(b)	  The amount due to the State for one or more projects would cause the district or county office of education to be 

listed on the CDE List of Negative and Qualified Certifications of School Districts and County Offices of 
Education current report.  The county office of education must submit a letter to the Office of Public School 
Construction (OPSC) on behalf of its representative school districts for consideration substantiating that the 
repayment will place the district on the CDE List of Negative and Qualified Certifications of School Districts and 
County Offices of Education both of the following documents to the OPSC on behalf of the district for 
consideration:.  The CDE must submit a letter to the OPSC on behalf of the county office of education for 
consideration substantiating that the repayment will place the county office of education on the CDE List of 
Negative and Qualified Certifications of School Districts and County Offices of Education. 

(1)	 A letter substantiating that the repayment will place the district on the CDE list. 
(2)	 A CDE certification of negative financial condition. 

http:17070.35
http:17070.35
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(c)	   The amount due to the State for one or more projects would cause the charter school severe financial hardship.  
The charter school’s authorizing agency must submit a letter to the OPSC on behalf of the charter school for 
consideration substantiating that the repayment may result in the charter school being unable to meet its 
financial obligations for the current or subsequent two fiscal years. 

The repayment schedule shall include interest at the same rate as that earned on the State’s Pooled Money 
Investment Account on the date a repayment schedule is approved by the Board. 

The repayment schedule will commence on July 1 of the fiscal year following the repayment schedule approval date. 

Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 

Reference:  Sections 17070.35 and 17076.10(c), Education Code. 
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, March 28, 2007


IMPLEMENTATION OF SENATE BILL 1415 

PROPOSED REGULATIONS


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To request: 

1.	 Adoption of the proposed regulations to implement how the site sale proceeds may be used as a result 
of Senate Bill (SB) 1415. 

2.	 Authorization to file the proposed regulations with the Office of Administrative Law (OAL). 

BACKGROUND 

Prior to the recent code change, the proceeds from the sale of surplus property may be deposited in the 
General Fund of a school district for any General Fund purpose if the school district governing board and 
the State Allocation Board (SAB) determine that the district has no anticipated need for additional sites or 
building construction for the five-year period following the sale or lease, and the district has no major 
deferred maintenance needs.  After the SAB determination and General Fund deposit, the school district 
may not apply for State funding for five years. 

DESCRIPTION 

SB 1415, Chapter 810, Statutes of 2006 (Scott) was chaptered on September 30, 2006 and amends 
Education Code (EC) Section 17462, which requires school districts to use the funds derived from the sale 
of surplus property for Capital Outlay purposes or maintenance of school district property.   

SB 1415 modifies EC Section 17462 to extend the lock-out period to file applications for school funding, 
following the sale or lease of surplus property, from five years to ten years with regards to the district’s 
anticipated need for additional sites, building construction, and major deferred maintenance requirements.  It 
also limits the authority of a school district to use proceeds from the sale of surplus property for any General 
Fund purpose.  It establishes the following requirements for the use of proceeds from the sale or lease with 
the option to purchase of school district property: 

•	 Provides that the site sale proceeds be used for “One-time Expenditures.” 
•	 Prohibits the use of site sale proceeds for “Ongoing Expenditures.” 

STAFF COMMENTS 

SB 1415 requires the SAB to adopt regulations that define “On-going Expenditures” for purposes of 
EC Section 17462(a).  By utilizing the SAB’s Implementation Committee meeting as a forum to gather input 
from interested parties, the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC), with input and concurrence from 
the California Department of Education, has developed proposed regulations contained in the Attachment to 
implement SB 1415.  Upon adoption by the Board, the OPSC will submit these regulations to the OAL. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Adopt the proposed regulations as shown on the Attachment and begin the regulatory process. 
2.	 Authorize the OPSC to file these regulations with the OAL. 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendation.  In addition, Staff was requested to seek a 
legal opinion from the Attorney General whether the use of funds would be considered a one-time expenditure or an 
ongoing expenditure pursuant to these regulations if they were used for the fiscal solvency of a district’s health and/or 
retirement program. 



ATTACHMENT 

IMPLEMENTATION OF SENATE BILL1415 


PROPOSED REGULATIONS 

State Allocation Board Meeting, March 28, 2007


Title 2: Administration

Division 2:  Financial Operations


Chapter 3:  Department of General Services

Subchapter 4:  Office of Public School Construction


Group 1:  State Allocation Board

Subgroup 3.5.  Regulations Relating to Surplus School Property; Use of Proceeds


Section 1700.  Definitions. 

For the purpose of the provisions of Education Code Section 17462, the terms set forth below shall have the 
following meanings, subject to the provisions of the Act: 

“One-time Expenditures” means costs paid by the general funds of a school district that are nonrecurring in 
nature and do not commit the school district to incur costs in the future, and are exclusive of Ongoing 
Expenditures. 
“Ongoing Expenditures” means costs paid by the general or special funds of a school district in support of 
employee salaries, benefits and other costs that are associated with ongoing and sustained operations and 
services. 
Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17462, Education Code. 

Reference:  Sections 17462 and 17463.8, Education Code. 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
State Allocation Board Meeting, April 25, 2007 

 
AMENDMENTS TO THE CHARTER SCHOOL FACILITIES PROGRAM REGULATIONS 

 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To request: 
1. Adoption of amendments to the School Facility Program (SFP) regulations related to the use of funds 

from rescinded Charter School Facilities Program (CSFP) Preliminary Apportionments and 
procedures for conversion to a Final Apportionment. 

2. Authorization to file the proposed regulations with the Office of Administrative Law (OAL). 
 
BACKGROUND 
 

The CSFP was established under Assembly Bill (AB) 14, Chapter 935, Statutes of 2002 and six apportionments 
were made in July 2003, exhausting the $100 million made available for the program through the passage of 
Proposition 47.  As a result of the small number of projects funded, Senate Bill 15, Chapter 587, Statutes of 2004 
modified the program to include among other changes, total project funding caps.  With these changes, the 
additional $300 million made available for the program under Proposition 55 funded a total of 28 projects.  
However, for those who received a Preliminary Apportionment under Proposition 55, it has become apparent 
that the limited funding made available for each project has made it difficult to build these schools.  Recently,  
AB 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 again modified the program, this time removing the total project caps for 
those projects that will receive a Preliminary Apportionment out of the $500 million available through Proposition 
1D. 

 
Over the course of the past year, four Preliminary Apportionments have come before the Board to be rescinded.  
These four charter schools determined that the CSFP was not the best funding source available for their 
projects.  As a result, there is a total of $37,981,745 available to the program from these rescinded 
apportionments.  Current regulations do not address the use of funding made available from rescinded 
Preliminary Apportionments, but do address funds not needed for Final Conversions are to stay within the 
respective 2002 or 2004 Charter School Facilities Account. 

 
AUTHORITY 
 

Education Code (EC) Section 17070.35 (a)(2) authorizes the Board to adopt rules and regulations in connection 
with the administration of the Leroy F. Greene School Facilities Act of 1998 as it deems necessary. 

 
EC Sections 17078.52 through 17078.66 established the Charter School Facilities Program. 

 
STAFF COMMENTS 
 

While it is true that the initial concept of the total project funding caps (which were based on 2003 per pupil grant 
amounts) was supported by various members of the charter school community, the OPSC has been made 
aware that for some of those in receipt of a Preliminary Apportionment under Proposition 55, it is not feasible to 
construct a school within the total project funding caps that are in place.  The funding caps are causing some 
schools to face a shortage of funds for construction costs, while others face a shortage of funds to acquire land 
on which to build.  The Board has satisfied its statutory responsibility to implement total project caps at the time 
of the preliminary apportionment, and has successfully distributed the funds to a greater proportion of projects.  
Staff has identified several areas at the time of conversion to a Final Apportionment in which the Board has 
flexibility to modify the program to enable more of these projects to come to fruition.  The suggested changes are 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 
 

summarized below and are reflected in the amended regulations attached to this item.  These changes were 
also discussed at a meeting held in March of 2007 to which all recipients of a Preliminary Apportionment under 
either Proposition 47 or Proposition 55 and representatives from the major charter school organizations were 
invited.  The meeting was well attended and the participants provided input to Staff’s proposed changes along 
with alternate suggestions.   The changes recommended by Staff were supported by the vast majority of those in
attendance.  In all of the suggested changes, the Final Apportionment would be limited to eligible costs, as woul
any project under the SFP. 

 
• Removal of Regulations Categorizing Funds for Either Site Acquisition or Construction 
 The current regulations for those who received a preliminary apportionment under Proposition 55 have 
 two categories of funding identified, site acquisition and construction.  Excess costs in one category 
 cannot be used to cover shortfalls in the other.  Staff suggests removing this distinction and allowing the
 funds to be used for any eligible costs, at the discretion of the charter school.  This will allow charter 
 schools to work within the amount already apportioned in order to make choices about the project that 
 will allow it to go forward.  With this option, no additional funds are required and charter schools do not 
 need to be financially sound for amounts in excess of the Preliminary Apportionment. 
 
• Use of Rescinded Funds 

As there has been additional funding provided under Proposition 1D for another filing period, Staff 
recommends using the funds from rescinded projects (currently $37,981,745) plus the remaining 
balance of $4,676,661 available in the Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the 2004 Charter School 
Facilities Account to provide extra funding primarily for those projects apportioned under Proposition 55.
Some of the rescinded amounts need to remain available for the projects receiving a preliminary 
apportionment under Proposition 47, as the regulations in place at the time allowed for projects to 
exceed the preliminary apportionment provided that funds were available.  Of the rescinded amounts 
available, Staff feels that it would be sufficient to leave $12 million to cover any overages on the five 
projects that have yet to convert.  This leaves a current balance of $30,658,406 for the Proposition 55 
projects.   

 
The attached regulations reflect a dispersion methodology in which a fund is set aside within each of 
the Charter School Facilities Accounts for rescinded amounts.  These funds, the Conversion Increase 
Funds, would be available at the time of final conversion.  A project could receive additional funds up to 
an amount commensurate with the ratio of the preliminary apportionment for the project to the total of 
the preliminary apportionments that have not been rescinded as of April 25, 2007.  For projects that 
have yet to convert, the amounts that are set aside in this fund would be guaranteed to be available 
based on the percentage the project is entitled to.  This method allows a charter school to know now 
exactly how much additional funding is available for the project.  Amounts remaining after all projects 
have converted or rescinded would revert to the Unrestricted Fund. 

 
• Use of Funds from the Hazardous Material/Waste Removal Fund and the DTSC/Relocation Fund 

Staff recommends transferring the amounts set aside in both the Hazardous Material/Waste Removal 
Fund and the DTSC/Relocation Fund to the Conversion Increase Fund within the 2004 Charter School 
Facilities Account.  This would provide an additional $15,689,237 to be disbursed using the same 
methodology as the rescinded amounts.  Again, this allows the charter school to set the budget for the 
project now, while knowing that the funds will be available at the time of Final Conversion. 

 
(Continued on Page Three) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

 
• Unrestricted Charter School Fund Use 

It is possible that additional Preliminary Apportionments funded through either Proposition 47 or 
Proposition 55 will be rescinded.  Staff feels that it is important to use the funds from Proposition 55 
projects rescinded after April 25, 2007 to first replenish the Hazardous Material/Waste Removal Fund 
and the DTSC/Relocation Fund.  Once those funds have been replenished to the original levels, 
additional rescinded amounts would go into the Unrestricted Charter School Fund.  The Unrestricted 
Charter School Fund would be available to recipients of Proposition 55 apportionments at the time of 
Final Conversion on a first come, first served basis. 

 
The changes outlined above will bring total project costs much closer to the current amounts allowed under the 
SFP.  It should be noted that any charter school that requests additional funds at the time of conversion must be 
found financially sound for the new amount.  While the plan above was widely accepted at the March 2007 
stakeholder meeting, alternate solutions were also discussed and are listed below for the Board’s review: 

 
• Place the rescinded amounts into the fund available for the current filing period along with the $500 

million made available by Proposition 1D 
This option is possible.  However, Staff feels that the program would be better served by assisting those 
who have already received an apportionment and have spent the last two years attempting to design 
and build their project, incurring expenses along the way.  In many cases, without additional funds, the 
current projects will not convert.   

 
• Implement staff recommendation above for the use of rescinded amounts with a different dispersion 

methodology 
Some recipients felt that instead of basing the Conversion Increase Fund percentage on the ratio of the 
Preliminary Apportionment to the total available at the time, it should be calculated by taking all of the 
rescinded funds available and dividing it by the number of projects remaining.  This would result in the 
same percentage for everyone.  Staff does not feel that this is the most equitable method of dispersion, 
as small projects would receive more relief than larger projects.  In fact, small projects may receive 
more funds than they need to convert. 

 
• Provide additional funds at the time of conversion from the rescinded amounts based on a first come, 

first served methodology 
This option would benefit those that are ready to convert now, in that they may receive the maximum 
amount of funding possible.  However, it will not assist the majority of the recipients as they will not 
know what their budget will be and cannot effectively design their project or make the decision as to 
whether or not they will continue with the project. 

 
During the meeting, concerns were also raised on the effective date of the proposed changes.  Several charter 
schools are ready to submit Final Apportionment applications but do not want to jeopardize the additional 
funding that may be available once any Regulatory changes are in effect.  In order to relieve these concerns, 
Staff is drafting regulations that will allow projects that convert after the date of this Board meeting to qualify for 
the additional funding.  This will necessitate that these apportionments provided in future consent agendas will 
not be final until the regulations become effective and the appropriate increases have been approved by the 
Board. 

 
(Continued on Page Four) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

 
To date, there has been one project that has converted to a Final Apportionment under Proposition 55.  The 
Vaughn High School Academy had a Final Apportionment approved in January 2006 and funds have 
subsequently been released for this project.  The construction of the charter school is underway; however, 
financial shortfalls have prevented the project from reaching completion.  The charter school and the other 
recipients of the Proposition 55 apportionments have requested that this project be able to participate in any 
additional funding provided from the rescinded amounts in spite of having already received a Final 
Apportionment.  They argue that there should be no penalty for being the first to convert to a Final 
Apportionment, as this project faces the same financial challenges as all of the rest; and that to institute such a 
significant change to the program while precluding the only project to date that has succeeded in moving forward 
from participating is unfair.  However, the Board does not have the statutory authority to provide additional 
funding to projects after funds have been released.  EC Section 17070.63(a) precludes the Board from providing 
any additional funding and establishes the State’s “full and final contribution” for projects under Chapter 12.5, the 
Leroy F. Greene School Facilities Act of 1998.  Therefore, Staff cannot support this request.  
 
In addition to the items above which were addressed at the March 2007 stakeholder meeting, Staff also 
recommends the use of an Unfunded List for conversion increase costs.  In the event that there are no additional 
funds in the Unrestricted Charter School Fund when a project converts, the Unfunded List will allow those 
projects to access additional funds that become available through future rescissions or excess Preliminary 
Charter School Apportionment reservations that return to the Charter School Facilities Accounts.  The attached 
regulations outline the conversion process including the use of the Unfunded List. 

 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

1. Adopt the proposed regulation amendments shown on the Attachment to this item. 
 
2. Authorize the establishment of the Conversion Increase Funds. 

 
 

3. Authorize the transfer of all funds as of today’s date from the Hazardous Material/Waste Removal Fund and 
the DTSC/Relocation Fund into the Conversion Increase Fund within the 2004 Charter School Facilities 
Account. 

 
4. Specify that eligible Final Charter School Apportionments provided in future consent agendas that qualify for 

additional funds due to project increases are not final until the regulations become effective and the 
appropriate increases have been approved by the Board. 

 
5. Authorize Staff to begin the regulatory process with the OAL. 

 
6. Deny the request for additional funding from these regulation changes for the Vaughn High School Academy 

Project.     
 
BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendations one through five.  The Board did not 
take any action on recommendation number six and requested that Staff research potential options for the 
Vaughn High School Academy Project. 



 

 

ATTACHMENT 
 

 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.2 
 
Section 1859.2. Definitions. 
 
For the purposes of these regulations, the terms set forth below shall have the following meanings, subject 
to the provisions of the Act: 
 
… 
“Charter School Facility Account” means the fund for new construction Charter School projects authorized 
by Education Code Sections 100620(a)(1)(A) and 100820(a)(1)(A). 
 
… 
 
“Conversion Increase Fund” shall be the fund in either the 2002 or 2004, as appropriate, Charter School 
Facilities Accounts to set aside Preliminary Charter School Apportionment amounts rescinded on or before 
April 25, 2007, for a Final Charter School Apportionment, pursuant to Section 1859.167. 
 
… 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code. 
 
Reference: Sections 17009.5, 17017.6, 17017.7, 17021, 17047, 17050, 17051, 17070.15, 17070.51(a), 17070.71, 17070.77, 17071.10, 17071.25, 
17071.30, 17071.33, 17071.35, 17071.40, 17071.75, 17071.76, 17072.10, 17072.12, 17072.18, 17072.33, 17073.25, 17074.10, 17074.30, 
17074.32, 17075.10, 17075.15, 17077.40, 17077.42, 17077.45, 17078.52, 17078.56, 17280, and 56026, Education Code; Section 53311, 
Government Code; and Section 1771.5, Labor Code. 
 
 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.163.3. 
 
Section 1859.163.3.  Establishment of Funds for Relocation/DTSC Fee and Hazardous Material/Waste 
Removal. 
 
For Preliminary Charter School Apportionments awarded on February 23, 2005, tThe Board shall establish 
two separate funds from the funding provided through the 2004 Bond for the site acquisition values 
calculated pursuant to costs provided in Section 1859.163.2(b) and (d) that will not be part of the Preliminary 
Charter School Apportionment determined in Section 1859.163.1.  The amount to reserve for the funds will 
be determined as follows: 
Relocation/DTSC Fee Fund 
(a) For all projects requesting an additional grant for relocation and DTSC costs on the Form SAB 50-09 

pursuant to Section 1859.163.2(b), the value of each property as determined in Section 1859.163.2(a) 
will be added.  The sum would then be multiplied by 15 percent.  The product would provide the dollar 
value to be reserved, but shall not be less than $2.75 million.   

Hazardous Material/Waste Removal Fund 
(b) For all projects requesting an additional grant for hazardous material/waste removal and remediation 

costs provided pursuant to Section 1859.163.2(d), the value of each property as determined in Section 
1859.163.2(a) will be added.  The sum would then be multiplied by 10 percent.  The product would 
provide the dollar value to be reserved, but shall not be less than $2.5 million.  
 



 

 

Any Charter School that received a Preliminary Charter School Apportionment on February 23, 2005 that is 
requesting a Final Charter School Apportionment may request the funding provided in (a) and/or (b) above 
when the Form SAB 50-04 is submitted.  At the time of Final Charter School Apportionment, should 
insufficient funds remain in either the Relocation/DTSC Fee Fund or Hazardous Material/Waste Removal 
Fund to fully apportion those site acquisition costs, any amount not apportioned by the Board for relocation, 
DTSC fees, or hazardous material waste removal or remediation shall be placed on an Unfunded List in 
Board date approval order.  Any funds returned to the Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the appropriate 
Charter School Facility Account pursuant to Section 1859.167(b) shall be used by the Board to fund projects 
remaining on the Unfunded List.   
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.56, Education Code. 
 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.167. 
 
Section 1859.167.  Final Charter School Apportionment. 
 
(a) For Charter School Preliminary Apportionments provided by the Board on July 2, 2003, With the 

exception of Charter School Preliminary Apportionments provided by the Board on February 23, 2005, 
the amount of the Final Charter School Apportionment will be based on the provisions of any amended 
or new regulations that are effective at the time the Form SAB 50-04, for the Final Charter School 
Apportionment is submitted and accepted for processing by the OPSC.  Prior to the Board providing a 
Final Charter School Apportionment, the Charter School will need to have a current Financial 
Soundness certification from the Authority.  The Board shall convert the amounts determined below 
from the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment to the Final Charter School Apportionment: 

(1) If the Final Charter School Apportionment request is equal to or less than the Preliminary Charter  
School Apportionment, the Final Charter School Apportionment shall be funded entirely.  The difference 
in the Final Charter School Apportionment and the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment shall be 
transferred to the Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the 2002 appropriate Charter School Facilityies 
Account.  The Final Charter School Apportionment shall become the full and final apportionment for the 
project. 

(2) If the Final Charter School Apportionment request is greater than the Preliminary Charter School 
Apportionment, the Board shall convert the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment to a Final 
Charter School Apportionment by either of the following: 

(A) If the balance in the Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the 2002 appropriate Charter School 
Facilityies Account is greater than the difference in the Final Charter School Apportionment and the 
Preliminary Charter School Apportionment, fund the Final Charter School Apportionment entirely.  The 
Final Charter School Apportionment shall become the full and final apportionment for the project. 

(B) If the balance in the Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the 2002 appropriate Charter School 
Facilityies Account is less than the difference in the Final Charter School Apportionment and the 
Preliminary Charter School Apportionment, fund the Final Charter School Apportionment using any 
remaining balance in the Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the 2002 appropriate Charter School 
Facilityies Account.  The Final Charter School Apportionment shall become the full and final 
apportionment for the project. 

(b) For Preliminary Charter School Apportionments provided by the Board after July 2, 2003 on February 
23, 2005: 

(1) Tthe Final Charter School Apportionment will be subject to the provisions of any amended or new 
regulations that are effective at the time the Form SAB 50-04 is submitted and accepted for processing 
by the OPSC for the Final Charter School Apportionment; and, 

(2) the per-pupil grant amounts shall not exceed the amount allotted in 1859.163.1(a)(1); and, 



 

 

(3) if the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment was based on the Charter School being eligible for the 
additional grant in Section 1859.163.1(a)(5)(6) and at the time the Final Charter School Apportionment 
is provided the Charter School does not meet the requirements to receive that adjustment pursuant to 
Section 1859.83(d), the Charter School construction cost funding cap will be re-established based on 
the non-urban project amount, pursuant to Section 1859.163.1(a); and,  

(2) (4) Tthe Final Charter School Apportionment shall not contain additional pupil grants beyond that which 
the Charter School may have requested at the time of the Preliminary Charter School Application; and,  

(3) (5) Pprior to the Board providing a Final Charter School Apportionment the Charter School will need to 
have a current Financial Soundness certification from the Authority; and,  

(4) (6) The amount of the Final Charter School Apportionment shall not exceed the Preliminary Charter 
School Apportionment with the exception of amounts available pursuant to Section 1859.167.2 and 
1859.167.3.  The additional amount of funds available to an individual project may include amounts 
from both the Conversion Increase Fund and Unrestricted Charter School Fund. The sum of the 
Preliminary Apportionment, the additional funds from the Conversion Increase Fund, and the additional 
amounts from the Unrestricted Charter School Fund shall not exceed the amount necessary to bring the 
total eligible project costs current to the grant amounts in place at the time of conversion.  determined in 
Section 1859.163.1, and   Tthe Board shall convert the amounts determined below from the Preliminary 
Charter School Apportionment to the Final Charter School Apportionment as outlined below: 

(A) If the portion of the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment calculated pursuant to Section 
1859.163.1(a) is greater than the Final Charter School Apportionment request for the items identified as 
construction costs then the difference shall be used to return the Relocation/DTSC Fund and the 
Hazardous Material/Waste Removal Fund to the amounts originally reserved for these purposes.  The 
amount returned to the Relocation/DTSC Fund shall be equal to 83.6 percent of the amount available 
for return; the amount returned to the Hazardous Material/Waste Removal Fund shall be equal to 16.4 
percent of the amount available for return.  Once these funds have been replenished, any remaining 
funds shall be transferred to the Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the appropriate 2004 Charter 
School Facilityies Account.  The Final Charter School Apportionment shall become the full and final 
apportionment for the project. 

(B) If the portion of the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment calculated pursuant to Section 
1859.163.1(b) is greater than the Final Charter School Apportionment request for the site acquisition 
cost items then the difference shall be transferred to the Unrestricted Charter School Fund within the 
appropriate Charter School Facility Account.  If the project is eligible for an additional grant for 
relocation expenses, DTSC fees, or hazardous waste removal pursuant to Sections 1859.74 or 
1859.74.2, the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment may be increased accordingly using the 
funding set aside in Section 1859.163.3.  The Final Charter School Apportionment shall become the full 
and final apportionment for the project. 

(C) If the portion of the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment plus the additional amounts provided 
from the Conversion Increase Fund and the Unrestricted Charter School Fund calculated pursuant to 
Section 1859.163.1(a) is less than the Final Charter School Apportionment request for the items 
identified as construction costs, the amount of funding provided at the Preliminary Charter School 
Apportionment shall become the full and final apportionment for the project difference shall be placed 
on an Unfunded List. 

(D) If the portion of the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment calculated pursuant to Section 
1859.163.1(b) is less than the Final Charter School Apportionment request for the site acquisition cost 
items, the amount of funding provided at the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment shall become 
the full and final apportionment for the project.  If the project is eligible for an additional grant for 
relocation expenses, DTSC fees, or hazardous waste removal pursuant to Sections 1859.74 or 
1859.74.2, the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment may be increased accordingly using the 
funding set aside in Section 1859.163.3. 

(E)  The Board may approve any funds deposited into the Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the 
appropriate Charter School Facility Account pursuant to (b)(6)(A) or (B) shall be first used to fund 



 

 

remaining site acquisition costs on the Unfunded List pursuant to Section 1859.163.3.  If no projects 
remain on the Unfunded List the Board shall use any funds for other Charter School facility projects.  

 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code.  
 
Reference:  Sections 17078.52 and 17078.56, Education Code. 
 
       
Repeal Regulation Section 1859.167.1. 
 
Section 1859.167.1.  Final Charter School Apportionment Conversion Site Acquisition Guidelines. 
 
When a Charter School submits the Form SAB 50-04 for a Final Charter School Apportionment pursuant to 
Section 1859.167, the Final Charter School Apportionment for site acquisition costs may not exceed the 
amount calculated pursuant to Section 1859.163.1(b).  The Useable Acres for the project may not exceed 
the CDE recommended site size for the project established at the time the initial Preliminary Charter School 
Application was submitted to the OPSC. 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code.  
 
Reference:  Sections 17078.56 and 17078.58, Education Code. 
 
Adopt Regulation Section 1859.167.2. 
 
Section 1859.167.2.  Preliminary Apportionment Rescissions. 
 
(a) For projects apportioned on or before February 23, 2005 that are rescinded by the Board for purposes 

other than those outlined in Section 1859.166, the following will occur upon rescission: 
(1) the SFP New Construction Eligibility will be increased for the pupils assigned to the Preliminary Charter 

School Application for the school district that physically contains the Charter School within its 
geographical boundaries. 

(2) Those projects that have received an advanced release of funds as provided in Section 1859.164.2(a), 
shall be reduced to costs 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.   

(b)  For projects apportioned on July 2, 2003 that are rescinded by the Board for purposes other than those 
outlined in Section 1859.166, the funds shall be returned to the program as follows: 

(1)  A fund shall be established within the 2002 Charter School Facilities Account to be known as the 
Conversion Increase Fund.  An amount equal to $16,634,364 from Preliminary Charter School 
Apportionments rescinded on or before April 25, 2007 shall be transferred, on a one time basis, from 
the Unrestricted Charter School Fund to the Conversion Increase Fund established within that same 
account.  The Conversion Increase Fund shall be used for the purposes outlined in Section 
1859.167(b)(4). 

(2)  Funds available due to projects that rescind after April 25, 2007 shall be transferred to the Unrestricted 
Charter School Fund within the 2002 Charter School Facilities Account. 

(c)  For projects apportioned on February 23, 2005 that are rescinded by the Board for purposes other than 
those outlined in Section 1859.166, the funds shall be returned to the program as follows: 

(1)  A fund shall be established within the 2004 Charter School Facilities Account to be known as the 
Conversion Increase Fund.  This fund shall be used for the purposes outlined in Section 
1859.167(b)(4).  This fund shall include all amounts from Preliminary Charter School Apportionments 
rescinded from the 2004 Charter School Facilities Account on or before April 25, 2007, plus the 
amounts initially reserved for the DTSC/Relocation Fund and the Hazardous Material/Waste Removal 
Fund established in Section 1859.163.3.   
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(2)  Funds available due to project rescissions after April 25, 2007 including both the Preliminary 
Apportionment reservation and any amount available pursuant to subsection (c)(1) above that is not 
needed for a Final Charter School Apportionment, shall first be used to replenish the DTSC/Relocation 
Fund and the Hazardous Material/Waste Removal Fund until the cumulative deposits made back into 
the funds total the amount of funds initially reserved.  Once these funds have been replenished, future 
rescinded amounts shall be returned to the Unrestricted Charter School Fund. 

(d)  The maximum amount available for each individual Final Charter School Apportionment from the 2002 
and/or 2004 Conversion Increase Fund shall be equal to the ratio of the project’s Preliminary Charter 
School Apportionment to the total value of preliminary charter school apportionments awarded on 
February 23, 2005, for those recipients eligible for these Conversion Increase Fund funds, multiplied by 
the sum of the amount of funds available for the Conversion Increase Fund in both the 2002 and 2004 
Charter School Facilities Accounts. 

(e) For projects apportioned after February 23, 2005 any rescinded amounts shall be transferred into the 
Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the appropriate Charter School Facilities Account.  Projects shall 
be rescinded pursuant to the process described in subsection (a) above with the exception that any 
adjustments 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 
Section 17078.54(d).  
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.54, Education Code. 
 
Adopt Regulation Section 1859.167.3 
 
Section 1859.167.3.  Use of the Unrestricted Charter School Funds. 
 
(a) Any funds that return to the Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the 2002 Charter School Facilities 

Account shall be available on a first come, first served basis for the purposes outlined in Section 
1859.167(a)(2). 

(b) With the exception of funds that return to the program due to the collection of lease payments for local 
matching share amounts which may not be used for the purposes outlined in Section 1859.167(b)(4), 
any funds in the Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the 2004 Charter School Facilities Account shall 
first be used to fund projects on the Unfunded List pursuant to Section 1859.163.3 and then for the 
purposes outlined in Section 1859.167(b)(4)(C) on a first come, first served basis. 

(c) Once all Preliminary Charter School Apportionments made on July 2, 2003 have either converted to a 
Final Charter School Apportionment or have been rescinded by the Board, the funds remaining in the 
Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the 2002 Charter School Facilities Account, with the exception of 
funds that return to the program due to the collection of lease payments for local matching share 
amounts, may be used for the purposes outlined in Sections 1859.163.3 and 1859.167(b)(4). 

(d) Once all Preliminary Charter School Apportionments made on February 23, 2005 have either converted 
to a Final Charter School Apportionment or have been rescinded by the Board, the funds remaining in 
the Unrestricted Charter School Fund in the 2004 Charter School Facilities Account, in addition to any 
lease payments collected, may be used by the Board for other Charter School facility projects pursuant 
to Education Code Section 17078.58. 

 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Section 17078.58, Education Code. 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, April 25, 2007


OVERCROWDING RELIEF GRANT


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To provide further clarification of the Overcrowding Relief Grant (ORG) Report which was presented at the  
March 2007 State Allocation Board meeting (SAB).  

BACKGROUND 

The proposed regulations to implement the new ORG were presented to and adopted by the SAB at its February 
2007 meeting.  At that meeting, Staff read into the minutes that ORG projects could be combined with School 
Facility Program (SFP) projects to replace single-story facilities with multi-story facilities. Further clarification was 
requested by interested parties.  As a result, the SAB requested the Office of Public School Construction to work 
with those parties on this issue and to report back to the SAB on the outcome.  This occurred as requested and the 
subsequent report was presented to the March 2007 SAB meeting to provide an update on the ability of school 
districts to combine ORG projects with SFP projects to replace single-story facilities with multi-story facilities. 
Interested parties requested further clarification.  This SAB report supplements the March 2007 SAB report. 

DISCUSSION 

The combination of ORG and other grants to replace single-story facilities with multi-story facilities pursuant to 
Regulation Section 1859.73.2 is allowable provided the district meets the requirements of Section 1859.73.2, and 
the single story facilities to be replaced do not garner duplicate funding under both the ORG and other SFP 
programs (i.e., new construction and modernization) which provide funds for portable replacement.  To obtain 
grants for an ORG project to replace single-story facilities with multi-story facilities pursuant to Regulation Section 
1859.73.2, a district must still demonstrate pursuant to that section that it is more cost beneficial to tear down a 
single-story building and replace it with a multi-story building (with ORG replacement classrooms being treated as 
the increased capacity classrooms) than to build the ORG project on a new site.  The project could be located on 
the ORG eligible site or another existing school site, as long as the new configuration is approved by the 
California Department of Education.  The existing SFP regulations and proposed regulations for ORG projects do 
not need to be amended as they permit the combination as described above.         

We agree with the interested parties that the “Further Considerations” section of the March 2007 report was not 
intended to modify the statement concerning the outcome of our discussion.  Rather, that section was intended to 
identify potential issues for possible future legislative action.   

RECOMMENDATION 

Accept the report. 

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on April 25, 2007. 



  

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, April 25, 2007


FINAL ADOPTION OF PROPOSED REGULATORY AMENDMENTS 
FOR REPAYMENT SCHEDULES FOR AMOUNTS DUE TO THE STATE 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To request final adoption of the proposed regulatory amendments pertaining to repayment schedules for 
amounts due to the State. 

DESCRIPTION 

On March 28, 2007, the State Allocation Board (SAB) addressed three public comments that had been submitted 
regarding the proposed regulations, and adopted proposed amendments to the regulations that were submitted 
as public comments.  Based on that adoption, the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) made available 
the newly amended regulatory text, with the changes clearly indicated, to the affected individuals. Statute 
requires an additional 15-day public comment period for only those that previously commented.  This subsequent 
period commenced on April 9, 2007 and ended on April 24, 2007.  No additional public comments were received. 

AUTHORITY 

The Administrative Procedure Act, Government Code Section 11346.8(c) allows a State agency to adopt, 
amend, or repeal a regulation which has been changed from that which was originally made available to the 
public if the change is sufficiently related to the original text that the public was adequately placed on notice, 
and the full text of the resulting adoption, amendment, or repeal, with the change clearly indicated, is made 
available to the public for at least 15 days before the agency adopts, amends, or repeals the resulting 
regulations. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. 	 Declare that the additional 15-day public comment period for the newly amended regulations, as shown on 
the Attachment, ended as of April 24, 2007. 

2. 	 Authorize the OPSC to complete the rulemaking process by submitting the rulemaking file to the Office of 
Administrative Law. 

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on April 25, 2007.  



ATTACHMENT 

Amend Regulation Section 1859.106 

Section 1859.106.  Program Accountability Expenditure Audit. 
… 

Should the OPSC conduct an audit of the district certifications or the expenditures for the project and make a finding 
that some or all of the expenditures were not made in accordance with the provisions of Education Code Section 
17072.35 for new construction projects, Section 1859.120 for Joint-Use Projects, Section 1859.140 for Critically  
Overcrowded School projects, Section 1859.160 for Charter School projects, Education Code Section 17074.25 and 
Section 1859.79.2 for modernization projects, and Education Code Sections 17072.13 and 17072.14 for projects with 
additional costs imposed by the DTSC, the OPSC shall recommend to the Board that the apportionment be adjusted 
based on the audit findings. Upon adoption of the audit findings by the Board, the district must submit a warrant for any 
amount identified as being owed within 60 days of the Board action.  If this does not occur, the OPSC shall initiate 
collection procedures from the School Fund Apportionment as outlined in Education Code Section 17076.10(c). 

Should the CDE make a finding that a project did not meet the standards that were adopted by the CDE pursuant to 
Education Code Section 17251(b) and (c) when the district had self-certified that the project met those standards 
pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.50(b), the Board may request that the CDE make a recommendation that 
the apportionment for the project be adjusted based on the CDE finding.  Any adjustment in the apportionment shall 
be based on the percentage of space in the project that the CDE determined did not meet those standards.  Upon 
adoption of the finding by the Board, the district must submit a warrant for any amount identified as being owed within 
60 days of the Board action.  If this does not occur, the OPSC shall initiate collection procedures from the School 
Fund Apportionment as outlined in Education Code Section 17076.10(c). 

Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 

Reference:  Sections 17070.35, 17070.50, 17072.13, 17072.14, 17072.18, 17072.35, 17074.25, 17076.10, 17077.40, 17078.52 and 17251, Education Code. 

Adopt Regulation Section 1859.106.1 as follows: 

Section 1859.106.1. Repayment of State Funds. 

Upon adoption of the audit findings by the Board and in lieu of the collection procedures outlined in Education Code 
Section 17076.10(c)(1), a school district, county office of education, or charter school may request a repayment 
schedule of up to five years, in equal annual installments, if the total repayment of State funds within 60 days of the 
Board action would cause the school district, county office of education, or charter school to fall into fiscal distress.  
School dDistricts, county offices of education, or charter schools requesting a repayment schedule must be in a severe 
hardship condition as evidenced by at least one of the following criteria: 
(a)	  The district or county office of education is listed on the current CDE List of Negative and Qualified Certifications of 

School Districts and County Offices of Education. 
(b)	  The amount due to the State for one or more projects would cause the district or county office of education to be 

listed on the CDE List of Negative and Qualified Certifications of School Districts and County Offices of 
Education current report.  The county office of education must submit a letter to the Office of Public School 
Construction (OPSC) on behalf of its representative school districts for consideration substantiating that the 
repayment will place the district on the CDE List of Negative and Qualified Certifications of School Districts and 
County Offices of Education both of the following documents to the OPSC on behalf of the district for 
consideration:.  The CDE must submit a letter to the OPSC on behalf of the county office of education for 
consideration substantiating that the repayment will place the county office of education on the CDE List of 
Negative and Qualified Certifications of School Districts and County Offices of Education. 

(1)	 A letter substantiating that the repayment will place the district on the CDE list. 
(2)	 A CDE certification of negative financial condition. 

http:17070.35
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(c)	   The amount due to the State for one or more projects would cause the charter school severe financial hardship.  
The charter school’s authorizing agency must submit a letter to the OPSC on behalf of the charter school for 
consideration substantiating that the repayment may result in the charter school being unable to meet its 
financial obligations for the current or subsequent two fiscal years. 

The repayment schedule shall include interest at the same rate as that earned on the State’s Pooled Money 
Investment Account on the date a repayment schedule is approved by the Board. 

The repayment schedule will commence on July 1 of the fiscal year following the repayment schedule approval date. 

Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 

Reference:  Sections 17070.35 and 17076.10(c), Education Code. 

http:17070.35


REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, April 25, 2007


PROPOSED REGULATIONS RELATED TO THE 

TRANSFER OF SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS


PURPOSE OF REPORT

 To request: 
1. Adoption of proposed amendments to the School Facility Program (SFP) regulations for the 


implementation of Assembly Bill (AB) 2947, Chapter 585, Statutes of 2006 (Goldberg). 

2. Authorization to file the proposed regulations with the Office of Administrative Law (OAL). 


BACKGROUND 

Prior to the recent code change, when a county office of education (COE) or a school district relinquished 
title of facilities associated with a Special Education Local Plan Area (SELPA), there was no mechanism for 
decreasing the classroom capacity of the district whose facilities were being relinquished.  On the other 
hand, the receiving district would have to report the newly acquired facilities, increasing the district’s 
classroom capacity.  This would result in the transferred classrooms being counted twice, once in each 
district’s classroom capacity.  In addition, the transfer of the pupils and facilities resulting from the 
transaction would create an artificial decrease in the sending district’s eligibility projection.  

AUTHORITY 

AB 2947 amends Education Code (EC) Section 17071.75 to include provisions (b)(2) and (f).   

The State Allocation Board’s (SAB) legal counsel has summarized that program and title transfers that took 
place prior to January 1, 2007 may be adjusted for currently if so requested; however, any program and title 
transfers that take place after January 1, 2007 are required to be reported to the Office of Public School 
Construction (OPSC) and the adjustments made accordingly. These adjustments must include the 
proportional remittance of any financial hardship assistance provided to construct the facilities, if required. 

DESCRIPTION 

AB 2947 amends EC Section 17071.75 to address the transferring of facilities from a COE to a school 
district and the impact this would have on their corresponding baseline eligibility.  The bill allows for three 
basic things:  the adjustment of school building capacity for qualifying districts and COEs, the adjustment of 
projected enrollment for qualifying districts and COEs, and the compensation of the State in certain 
instances when there is a title and facilities transfer.  For purposes of this bill, title includes any lease 
interest of five years or greater. 

In the case of a COE, a typical project consists of placing several classrooms on an existing school district’s 
site, usually to serve special education programs administered by the COE, or filing a joint application with a 
school district for a new school.  In the case of the joint filing, the COE typically requests pupil grants for 
Special Day Class (SDC) pupils, while the district would request pupil grants for the remainder of the K-12 
pupils.  Conversely, there have also been situations recently where school districts are reassuming the 
educational responsibilities of administering their own SELPA programs.  In this case, there may be a 
transfer of SFP funded facilities from the COE (the ‘grantor’) to the school district (the ‘grantee’), where the 
projects are located, resulting in an increase in the grantee’s enrollment and a decrease in the grantor’s 
enrollment.  Transfers from school district to COE will follow the same methodology. 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS 

School building capacity adjustments 
AB 2947 will require the existing school building capacity calculation used to determine new construction 
eligibility to be reduced by the number of pupils that were housed in facilities to which the grantor 
relinquished title, including a lease interest with a duration of greater than five years, as the result of a 
transfer of a special education program between a school district and a COE or SELPA, if applicable.  If title 
to the facilities is not relinquished, there is no authority to adjust either entity’s school building capacity. 

Projected enrollment adjustments 
When calculating projected enrollment in these cases, the enrollment calculation of SDC pupils receiving 
special education services is adjusted in the enrollment reporting period in which the transfer occurs and 
three previous school years as a result of any transfer of a special education program between a school 
district and a COE or a SELPA.  The law limits the adjustment of the projected enrollment calculation of the 
grantor to instances in which a transfer of title for the special education program facilities has occurred. 

Adjustment timeframes 
The transfer of a special education program and the title to the facilities (hereafter collectively known as the 
“title transfer”) is a local decision between a COE and a school district.  There is no timeframe given in the 
bill for the title transfers to take place, but the timeframe for making the adjustments resulting from the 
transfers begins on January 1, 2007, when the bill was enacted.  In regards to title transfers occurring prior 
to January 1, 2007, legal counsel believes the OPSC has no authority to mandate that the adjustments to 
capacity and enrollment take place, but has the ability to give the option of doing the adjustments, as long 
as any required remittance is submitted to the State.  For title transfers occurring after January 1, 2007, the 
OPSC is required to make adjustments to the districts’ capacity and enrollment pursuant to the newly added 
bill language.  In order to discourage continual shifting of eligibility between COEs and school districts, the 
OPSC will limit title transfer adjustments to not more than once in every five years. 

Funds remitted to the State 
Additionally, AB 2947 requires that if a transfer of title to special education program facilities constructed 
with State funds occurs within 10 years after initial occupancy of the facility, the grantee(s) shall remit to the 
State “a proportionate share of any financial hardship assistance” provided for the project as specified, if 
applicable.  In the initial discussions of this item stakeholders suggested prorating the dollar amount 
remitted based on the age of the building when the title is actually transferred, so that an older building 
would generate a lower remittance than a newer one.  However, in conferring with legal counsel, it was 
concluded that the most reasonable interpretation of the bill’s intent was not to depreciate the value of any 
facilities being transferred, but rather to take back a share of the State funding already supplied. 

It would seem that if the intent was to prorate the facilities based on age, it would follow that the period in 
which the repayment is required would be a reflection of the standard lifespan of buildings (25 to 40 years), 
not the ten-year period in the bill. During the Implementation Committee meeting most of the members 
believed that the remittance amount should factor in some sort of pro-ration of the facilities based on age.  
Staff does not concur. 

If the grantee had SAB-approved Financial Hardship status through the OPSC at either the time of the title 
transfer or the time of the adjustment request, the requirement to make a remittance to the State will not 
apply.  It was also recommended during Implementation Committee meetings that Staff consider an 
additional timeframe, the time of construction or acquisition of the facilities, for districts to be exempt from 
the remittance requirement.  However, it was determined that this timeframe is irrelevant since the grantee 
did not actually need or use the facilities at the time of construction or acquisition.  If the grantee did not  

(Continued on Page Three) 
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have Financial Hardship status, the State will determine the amount of money owed based on prorating the 
State financial hardship funding initially apportioned to the project by the square footage of facilities 
transferred, less any site acquisition for the project (unless the title transfer includes land acquisition). 

In order to ensure compliance with all relevant laws when transferring a project and/or facilities between a 
district and COE, the grantor and grantee will be required to send a letter, signed by a valid representative 
from each party, to the OPSC at the time of the facilities’ transfer.  The certifications on the letter are to 
ensure that the maintenance of the facility is continued and interactions between special education pupils 
and other pupils are maximized based on the location of the facilities.  The letter will also initiate the process 
of the grantee remitting any funds due to the State and completing the baseline adjustments for the 
transferred facilities. The details that need to be included in the letter are stated on the Enrollment 
Certification/Projection (Form SAB 50-01). 

At the time the OPSC receives a letter indicating a transfer of facilities, there will be an item presented 
notifying the SAB of the transfer, any appropriate eligibility adjustments, and the amount of remittance to the 
State, if any.  Staff proposes a 60-day timeline to remit the required funds pursuant to current regulatory 
guidelines unless the grantee requests to repay the funds over a period of up to five years. A Committee 
member expressed concerns with providing a five year repayment plan based on the fact that the law does 
not specify a time period in which payment must be made.  However, SAB legal counsel has opined that 
because the law is silent, Staff has the flexibility to determine a reasonable time period in which payment 
must be made.  Therefore, in order to encourage participation in a special education facility transfer program 
which would be beneficial to both districts, Staff proposes a five year repayment plan if requested by the 
grantee. 

Additional non-substantive SFP Regulation changes included in this item 
•	 1859.43 (b)(1):  The language delineating the calculation for the SDC enrollment projection will be 

corrected to conform with the actual projection methodology. 
•	 1859.51 (p):  Language will be added to expand adjustments for Critically Overcrowded School 

Preliminary Apportionments funded in 2004.  This amendment should have been made when AB 491 
(Chapter 710, Statutes of 2005) was implemented. 

•	 Enrollment Certification/Projection: The instructions will clarify which SDC pupils are to be reported on 
that form, to correspond to which pupils are reported to the California Department of Education and 
housed by the district. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Adopt the proposed regulations as shown on the Attachment and begin the regulatory process. 

2.	 Authorize the OPSC to file these regulations with the OAL. 

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendations with a request that Staff report back 
to the Board six months after the approval of these regulations by the OAL on the level of program and 
facility transfer activity occurring after January 1, 2007, as a result of these amended regulations.   



 Section 1859.2.  Definitions. 

… 

“School District” shall have the meaning set forth in Education Code Sections 17070.15(h)(m) and 17073.25. 

… 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code. 

Reference:  Sections 17009.5, 17017.6, 17017.7, 17021, 17047, 17050, 17051, 17070.15, 17070.51(a), 17070.71, 17070.77, 17071.10, 17071.25, 17071.30, 
17071.33, 17071.35, 17071.40, 17071.75, 17071.76, 17072.10, 17072.12, 17072.18, 17072.33, 17073.25, 17074.10, 17074.30, 17074.32, 17075.10, 17075.15, 
17077.40, 17077.42, 17077.45, 17078.52, 17078.56, 17280, and 56026, Education Code; Section 53311, Government Code; and Section 1771.5, Labor Code. 

Article 5. Enrollment Projections 

Section 1859.43.  Projecting Special Day Class Enrollment. 

The district enrollment, as reported on the Form SAB 50-01, shall be used to calculate the district’s projected Special 
Day Class enrollment.  The OPSC shall use the following methodology to determine the district’s projected enrollment: 
(a) The projected enrollment of each classification of Special Day Class students served by a school district shall be 

computed by multiplying the reported enrollment of Special Day Class students by the five-year projection of the 
same grade level of students as determined by Section 1859.42.  The resulting value shall be divided by the current 
enrollment of the same students as provided on Form SAB 50-01. 

(b) The projected enrollment of each classification of Special Day Class students served by a county office of education 
shall be computed as follows: 

(1)	 Determine the percentage change in total Special Day Class enrollment from the current previous year to the 
previous current year; determine the percentage change in total Special Day Class enrollment in the second 
previous year to the second previous year; determine the percentage change in total Special Day Class enrollment 
in the second third previous year to the third second previous year.  To determine the average annual increase 
change, add the three percentage changes and divide by three. 

(2)	 The current Special Day Class enrollment provided by the county office of education as reported on Form SAB 50-
01, shall be adjusted by the average annual percentage change in (1) for each year until the five-year projected 
enrollment has been determined. 

Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 

Reference:  Sections 17071.75 and 17071.76, Education Code. 

Article 6. New Construction Eligibility Determination 

Section 1859.50.  Calculations to Determine New Construction Baseline Eligibility. 

The district shall calculate its eligibility determination by completion of the Form SAB 50-03.  Eligibility determination for 
New Construction Grant(s) may be requested on either a district-wide basis, a HSAA or Super HSAA basis. 

If a district requests to have its eligibility determination made on a district-wide basis, eligibility for future grants in the 
district must be filed on the same basis for a period of five years from the date the district received an apportionment that 
was justified by eligibility determined on a district-wide basis. 

If a district requests to re-file its eligibility determination from district-wide to HSAA or Super HSAA after the five year time 
period has elapsed, the existing school building capacity in the HSAA or Super HSAA will be determined based on the 
classrooms available in the HSAA or Super HSAA at the time of the initial district-wide request for eligibility  
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determination.  Once the baseline eligibility has been determined for the HSAA or Super HSAA, it will be adjusted for 
classrooms constructed, funded or acquired in that HSAA or Super HSAA as provided by Section 1859.51. 

If the district requests to have its eligibility determination made on a HSAA or Super HSAA, it must meet the criteria of 
Section 1859.41. 

The calculated eligibility on the Form SAB 50-03, is the initial eligibility of the district, the HSAA or Super HSAA and shall 
be referenced as the baseline eligibility for future SFP funding. The baseline eligibility is the basis for filing Form SAB 50-
04, for a new construction SFP grant. 

If a special education program and the title to the related facilities is transferred between a school district and county 
office of education after the baseline eligibility was established by the Board, the following shall be required if the title 
transfer took place after January 1, 2007, or if requested by the school district and county office of education due to a 
title transfer that took place prior to January 1, 2007: 
(a) The sending School District’s existing school building capacity shall be adjusted pursuant to Section 1859.51(r). 
(b) The receiving School District’s existing school building capacity shall be adjusted pursuant to Section 1859.51(i). 
(c) The sending School District’s enrollment projection shall be adjusted pursuant to Education Code Section 
17071.75(f).  
(d) The receiving School District shall remit to the State a proportionate share of any financial hardship assistance 

provided for the project as described in Section 1859.106.

For purposes of this paragraph, the transfer of title to facilities shall also include:

(1) A lease, for the duration of more than five years whether in a single lease or cumulative total of several leases, of the 
receiving School District’s facilities by the sending School District that is terminated. 
(2) A lease, for the duration of more than five years whether in a single lease or cumulative total of several leases, of the 
sending School District’s facilities by the receiving School District. 
There shall not be any further adjustments made as a result of any subsequent transfers of that program for a period of 
five years from the date of the initial transfer or before all applicable funds have been remitted to the State as a result of 
the initial transfer.  Both School Districts shall submit a Form SAB 50-01 for enrollment changes immediately upon 
transfer of title. 

A district affected by a reorganization election on or after November 4, 1998 may file an application for a determination of 
new construction baseline eligibility after a successful reorganization election. 

Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 

Reference:  Sections 17071.10, 17071.25, 17071.30, 17071.33, 17071.40, 17071.75 and 17071.76, Education Code. 

Section 1859.51.  Adjustments to the New Construction Baseline Eligibility. 

The baseline eligibility for new construction determined on the Form SAB 50-03, will be adjusted as follows: 
(a) Reduced by the number of pupils provided grants in a new construction SFP project and by the number of pupils 

that received a Preliminary Apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.140 or a Preliminary Charter School 
Apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.160. 

(b) Reduced by the number of pupils housed, based on the loading standards pursuant to Education Code Section 
17071.25(a)(2)(A), in a new construction LPP project funded under the provisions of the LPP pursuant to Sections 
1859.12 or 1859.13. 

(c)	 Reduced by the number of pupils housed in additional classrooms constructed or purchased based on the loading 
standards, pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.25(a)(2)(A), in a modernization SFP project. 

(d) Adjusted as a result of the audit findings made pursuant to Sections 1859.90 and 1859.105. 
(e) Increased/decreased by changes in projected enrollment in subsequent enrollment reporting years for all districts 

except decreases as provided in (j) below. 
(f)	 Adjusted as a result of errors or omissions by the district or by the OPSC. 
(g) Adjusted as a result of amendments to these Regulations that affect the eligibility. 
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(h) Increased by the number of pupils eligible for grants pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a). 
(i)	 Reduced by the number of pupils housed, based on loading standards pursuant to Education Code Section 

17071.25(a)(2)(A), in any Classroom Provided after the baseline eligibility was determined by the Board with the 
exception of those pupils housed or to be housed in a classroom: 

(1) That is a trailer and transportable/towed on its own wheels and axles. 
(2) Of less than 700 interior square feet. 
(3) Excluded pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.30. 
(4) Where the contract for the lease, lease-purchase, purchase, or construction of the classroom was made prior to 

January 1, 2000. 
(5) That is included in a SFP project where the district has funded a portion of the project beyond its required district 

contribution and the pupil capacity of the classroom does not exceed 150 percent of the number of pupils receiving 
a new construction grant (rounded up) for the SFP project. 

(6) That was acquired with joint-use funds specifically available for that purpose. 
(j)	 For Small School Districts, decreased: 
(1) By any reduction in projected enrollment that follows a three-year period after the district’s eligibility was approved 

by the Board. 
(2) By any increase in the number of pupils included in the latest operational grant report made by the CDE pursuant to 

Education Code Section 42268 beginning three years after the district’s most current eligibility was approved by the 
Board.  The reduction in eligibility shall be determined by the number of pupils included in the latest operational 
grant report that exceed the number of pupils included in the operational grant report in effect when the district’s 
most current eligibility was approved by the Board or adjusted by a subsequent operational grant report after that 
date. 

(k) Adjusted for any change in classroom inventory as a result of a reorganization election. 
(l)	 For classroom loading standards adopted by the Board for non-severely disabled individuals with exceptional needs 

and severely disabled individuals with exceptional needs. 
(m) As directed by the Board due to a finding of a Material Inaccuracy pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.104.1. 
(n) Increased by the number of pupils that received a Preliminary Apportionment that was rescinded pursuant to Section 

1859.148 or a Preliminary Charter School Apportionment that was rescinded pursuant to Section 1859.166. 
(o) Adjusted for operational grant changes as determined/provided by the California Department of Education. 
(p) 	 For a HSAA district with Preliminary Apportionments within the 2002 or 2004 Critically Overcrowded School 

Facilities Account as follows: 
(1) 	 Decreased by the number of pupils that received a Preliminary Apportionment, distributed proportionately among 

HSAAs in which the pupils used to justify the conversion of the Preliminary Apportionment were enrolled but did not 
reside. 

(2) 	 In the subsequent enrollment reporting year after verification of Occupancy of a project, increased by the number of 
pupils equal to the reduction due to Section 1859.51(p)(1), for the project which was occupied. 

(3) 	 Increased by the number of pupils equal to the reduction due to Section 1859.51(p)(1), for a Preliminary 
Apportionment rescinded pursuant to the provisions of Section 1859.148.  

(q) 	Adjusted by the difference between the Alternative Enrollment Projection for the current enrollment reporting year 
and the projected enrollment determined pursuant to Section 1859.42 for the current enrollment reporting year, or by 
the eligibility remaining from this calculation that can no longer be utilized if the funds made available pursuant to 
Education Code Section 17071.75(a)(1)(A) have been exhausted.   

(r) 	 Adjusted pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.75(b)(2) by the number of pupils housed, based on the loading 
standards pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.25(a)(2)(A), in any classroom(s) where title was relinquished 
to the School District receiving the transferred classroom(s). 

Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 

Reference:  Sections 17052, 17070.51, 17071.25, 17071.75, 17071.76, 17072.20 and 17077.40, Education Code. 

Section 1859.81.  Financial Hardship. 

Except for Joint-Use Projects, a district is eligible for financial hardship to fund all or a portion of its matching share 
requirement after demonstrating both of the following: 
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(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.  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 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. 

(5)(6)All other capital facility funding for a period of three years when no subsequent financial hardship request is made 
during this period.  The three-year period begins with the date of the most recent financial hardship new construction 
or modernization adjusted grant funding apportionment. 

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 enrollment 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. 

(3) Subtract (b)(2) from (b)(1). 
(4) Determine the number of classrooms by grade level reported in Part 1, Line 8 on Form SAB 50-02. 
(5) Multiply the classrooms determined in (b)(4) by 25 for K-6, 27 for 7-12, 13 for Non-Severe and 9 for Severe. 
(6) Subtract the product determined in (b)(5) from the difference determined in (b)(3) by grade level. 
(7) 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. 

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 (b)(7) divided by eight 
rounded up to the nearest whole number. 
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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) 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) Funding that is used for the xpress 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. 

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

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. 

If the 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). 

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. 

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. 

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). 
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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). 

Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35, 17075.15 and 17592.73, Education Code. 

Reference: Sections 17075.10, 17071.75 and 17075.15, Education Code. 

Article 11.  Miscellaneous School Facility Program Requirements 

Section 1859.106.  Program Accountability Expenditure Audit. 

The projects will be audited to assure that the expenditures incurred by the district were made in accordance with the 
provisions of Education Code Section 17072.35 for new construction projects, Section 1859.120 for Joint-Use Projects, 
Section 1859.140 for Critically Overcrowded School projects, Section 1859.160 for Charter School projects, and 
Education Code Section 17074.25 and Section 1859.79.2 for modernization projects.  The audit will also assure that the 
district complied with all site acquisition guidelines as provided in Education Code Sections 17072.13 and 17072.14 and 
Sections 1859.74, 1859.74.1, 1859.74.2, 1859.74.3, 1859.74.4, 1859.75 and 1859.75.1. 

An adjustment in the SFP grant will be made for the following: 
(a) The difference in the value of the site, relocation costs, DTSC fees, and hazardous waste/materials removal costs 

that were used to determine the New Construction Additional Grant and the actual amount paid by the district for the 
site, relocation costs, DTSC fees, and hazardous waste/materials removal costs. For applications received on or 
after January 1, 2004, the adjustment may be made regardless of whether the hazardous waste/materials removal 
costs were requested on the application for funding. 

(b) For 50 percent of any insurance proceeds collectable by the district for displaced facilities and 50 percent of the net 
proceeds available from the disposition of displaced facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82(a) or (b). 

When the OPSC receives the final expenditure report from the district on Form SAB 50-06, an audit of the expenditures 
by the OPSC shall commence within two years of the report. If the district is not notified by the OPSC within the two-
year period that an audit will be made, there will be no audit of the project by the OPSC and the expenditures reported 
by the district shall be deemed appropriate.  If the district has been notified that an audit of the expenditures will be made 
by the OPSC, the OPSC shall complete the audit within six months of the notification, unless additional information 
requested from the district has not been received. 

Districts shall be required to maintain all appropriate records that support all district certifications and expenditures for all 
costs associated with SFP, Charter School, and Joint-Use projects for a period of not less than four years from the date 
the notice of completion is filed for the project in order to allow other agencies, including, without limitation, the Bureau of 
State Audits and the State Controller to perform their audit responsibilities. 

The district is responsible to substantiate expenditures from the Joint-Use Partner(s) financial contribution pursuant to 
Section 1859.127 and from other local sources. 

Should the OPSC conduct an audit of the district certifications or the expenditures for the project and make a finding that 
some or all of the expenditures were not made in accordance with the provisions of Education Code Section 17072.35 
for new construction projects, Section 1859.120 for Joint-Use Projects, Section 1859.140 for Critically  
Overcrowded School projects, Section 1859.160 for Charter School projects, Education Code Section 17074.25 and 
Section 1859.79.2 for modernization projects, and Education Code Sections 17072.13 and 17072.14 for projects with 
additional costs imposed by the DTSC, the OPSC shall recommend to the Board that the apportionment be adjusted 
based on the audit findings. 

Should the CDE make a finding that a project did not meet the standards that were adopted by the CDE pursuant to 
Education Code Section 17251 (b) and (c) when the district had self-certified that the project met those standards 
pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.50 (b), the Board may request that the CDE make a recommendation that 
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the apportionment for the project be adjusted based on the CDE finding.  Any adjustment in the apportionment shall be 
based on the percentage of space in the project that the CDE determined did not meet those standards.  

If title to special education program facilities is transferred between a school district and a county office of education 
pursuant to Education Code Sections 17071.75(b)(2) and (f), the receiving School District shall remit payment to the 
State within 60 days or up to five years, as requested by the School District.  If a repayment schedule is requested, it 
shall be in equal annual installments and shall include interest at the same rate as that earned on the State’s Pooled 
Money Investment Account on the date a repayment schedule is approved by the Board.  The repayment amount shall 
be determined by prorating the Financial Hardship assistance received on the initial Apportionment for the transferred 
facilities, including site acquisition costs apportioned for any land transferred, by the percentage of building area being 
transferred divided by the total amount of building area approved on the initial Application containing the transfer of 
facilities, if all of the following conditions are met: 
(a)	 The transferred facilities were constructed with State funds under Chapter 12.5. 
(b)	 Transfer of the facilities took place within ten years of initial occupancy. 
(c)	 The School District that initially acquired or constructed the transferred facilities had approved Financial Hardship 

status at the time of Apportionment of the project. 
(d)	 The School District receiving the facility did not have approved Financial Hardship status at either the time of the title 

transfer or the time that the adjustment request is submitted to the OPSC. 

Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 

Reference:  Sections 17070.35, 17070.50, 17071.75, 17072.13, 17072.14, 17072.18, 17072.35, 17074.25, 17076.10, 17077.40, 17078.52 and 17251, Education 
Code. 
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GEnEral information 
To determine a district’s initial eligibility for new construction funding under the 

School Facility Program, the district must provide enrollment information for the 

current and previous three years on this form. After the initial submittal, this form 

need only be resubmitted when the district requests additional new construction 

funding in a new enrollment year, or as a result of a reorganization election that 

affects either the district’s enrollment or existing school building capacity, or as a 

result of a special education program transfer. 

The following documentation must be submitted with this form (as appropriate): 

• Specific enrollment data for district’s with current enrollment that is less than 300 

if the district is requesting an enrollment projection based on five-year average 

enrollment data (refer to Part A). 

• A copy of the study supporting student yield factors if the district is requesting an 

augmentation of it’s enrollment projection due to pupils residing in new dwelling 

units and it is not using the State yield factors (refer to Part F). 

• A copy of the governing board approved attendance map and enrollment distribution 

worksheet for every HSAA, if the district is currently, or anticipates for the future, report

ing residency data (refer to Part A). By signing this form, the district certifies that the pu

pil enrollment and residency data used to support the submitted map and worksheet is 

available at the district for Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) verification. 

Upon transfer of any SELPA facilities, the school districts are required to submit a let

ter to the OPSC, signed by each school district involved, including the following; 

• Grant deed or other legal documentation indicating the facilities have been transferred, 

SPECifiC inStruCtionS 

Part A. Enrollment/Residency Data 

Check the appropriate box to indicate whether the district is reporting enrollment 

data or residency data. 

Enrollment Data (To be completed by school districts or the county 

superintendent of schools.) 

The information needed to complete this form is based on the latest California 

Basic Education Data Systems (CBEDS) that is available approximately October 15th 

of each year. Applications filed on or after November 1st must include the current 

school year enrollment. Report the current year and the three prior years K–12 

enrollment. High school districts report the unduplicated enrollment data for grades 

served by the district and all feeder elementary school grades for the current year 

and the previous three years. 

As an option, school districts with less than 300 current enrollment may report the previ

ous five year average for any grade level for any year when the enrollment for that grade 

level has decreased by more than 50 percent from the previous year. If this option is used, 

the district must identify each grade level where this option is used on Form SAB 50-01 

and attach the appropriate enrollment documentation to support this request. 

County superintendents report the enrollment for community school students as 

reported in April prior to the latest CBEDS report. 

The enrollment data must include all off-track and on-track students attending 

multi-track year round schools, students living outside the district’s boundaries but 

• Name of school, 

• Building square footage and number of classrooms being transferred, 

• The initial occupancy date of the facility, 

• Date of transfer, 

• Acknowledgement that the grantee may owe the State funds, 

•	 Financial hardship status of each school district at time of initial application and at 

time of transfer, 

• OPSC application number(s) of Application for Funding (Form SAB 50-04), 

• Acknowledgment that the certifications made, pursuant to Education Code Sec

tions 17070.77, 17070.755, 17070.75 and 17070.80, by the grantor on the Application 

for Funding (Form SAB 50-04) will be assumed by the grantee, and 

• Request for a payment plan, if needed. 

A high school district, unified school district, or county superintendent of schools may file 

on a high school attendance area (HSAA) basis or Super HSAAs as provided under Educa

tion Code Section 17071.76 and Section 1859.41. In that case, the enrollment used on this 

form is the current and three previous years enrollment in the HSAA or Super HSAA. 

To determine the new construction eligibility for a district filing on a HSAA basis, and 

seeking COS project justification pursuant to SFP Regulation Section 1859.147(e)(2), 

one Form SAB 50-01 based on enrollment as reported to CDE and one based on the 

residence of the pupils must be filed for each HSAA which includes a Preliminary 

Apportionment for a 2002 COS project. 

This form is not used for modernization funding applications. 

attending schools in the district, students receiving Classroom-Based Instruction 

in Charter Schools located within the district boundaries and are enrolled in the 

same grade levels or type served by the district regardless if the district chartered 

the school, students attending magnet schools, community school students, and 

students attending independent study. 

Do not include students living in the district’s boundaries but attending other 

districts, students attending regional occupational programs, students attending 

preschool programs, other students not generally considered K–12 students including 

adult education students, students receiving Classroom-Based Instruction in Charter 

Schools located within the district boundaries but are enrolled in grade levels or type 

not served by the district, students living inside district boundaries but are receiving 

Classroom-Based Instruction in Charter Schools located outside the district boundar

ies, students receiving Nonclassroom-Based Instruction, juvenile court/court school 

students, special day class pupils, or continuation high school pupils. 

Residency Data (To be completed by a COS HSAA district, filing pursuant to 

Section �859.�47(e)(2).) 

The information used to complete this form is based on the latest enrollment as 

reported on the CBEDS that is available October of each year, and pupil residency 

within the HSAA boundaries. Report the current year and the three prior years’ K–12 

pupils that are both enrolled and reside within the HSAA boundaries. For HSAA 

district filing pursuant to Section 1859.147(e)(2)(A) only the current years’ K–12 pupils 

must be reported. 
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Do not include students living outside the district’s boundaries but attending 

school in the district, students living in the district’s boundaries but attending other 

districts, students attending regional occupational programs, students attending 

preschool programs, other students not generally considered K–12 students includ

ing adult education, students receiving Classroom-Based Instruction in Charter 

Schools located within the district boundaries but are enrolled in grade levels or 

type not served by the district, students living inside district boundaries but are 

receiving Classroom-Based Instruction in Charter Schools located outside the district 

pupil descriptions as provided in Section 1859.2 for Non-Severely Disabled Individual 

with Exceptional Needs and Severely Disabled Individual with Exceptional Needs. 

Part E. Special Day Class Enrollment (To be completed by county superintendent 

of schools only.) 

Report the total of special day class pupils in all categories for the three previous 

years, adjusted by the total pupils lost or gained due to a title transfer of a Special 

Education Program for each year. 

Part F. New Dwelling Units (To be completed by school districts only.) 

The district may augment the enrollment projection based on the number of pupils 

that are anticipated as a result of proposed dwelling units included in approved and 

valid tentative or final subdivision maps. 

boundaries, students receiving Nonclassroom-Based Instruction, juvenile court/ 

court school students, special day class pupils or continuation high school pupils. 

Part B. Pupils Attending Schools Chartered by Another District 

Of the data reported in Part A of this form, indicate the aggregate pupil enrollment 

attending schools chartered by another district which are located within your 

district boundaries for the current year and the three prior years. If the district is 

reporting pupils attending schools chartered by another district for the current year, 

then the district must submit a separate letter with the following information: 

• The total Charter School enrollment listed by each of the K–12 grade levels 

reported for the current year. 

• A list of the other school district(s) that chartered school(s) within your boundar

ies. Include the Charter School name(s) and total school enrollment. 

For the previous years, report the total enrollment for pupils attending schools 

chartered by another district, if known. If the information is not available, enter N/A. 

In this case, the OPSC will adjust the previous years’ enrollment data based on a 

prorated basis of the rate of growth or decline of the previous years’ enrollment. 

Enter 0 if there are no pupils attending schools chartered by another district within 

your district boundaries for the current or previous years. 

Part C. Continuation High School (To be completed by school districts only.) 

Report the continuation high school enrollment for the current year and the three 

previous years. For purposes of projecting the enrollment, these pupils will be added 

to the enrollment data in Part A. 

Part D. Special Day Class Pupils (To be completed by school districts or the 

county superintendent of schools.) 

Report the pupils three to twenty-two years old enrolled or residing, as appropriate, 

within the district boundary, attending the special day classes as shown and reported 

within the California Special Education Management Information System to the 

California Department of Education in December prior to the latest CBEDS report. Use 

The district must provide all of the following: 

•	 The approval dates of the maps by the local planning commission or approval 

authority; and, 

•	 The number of dwelling units to be built within each subdivision excluding all 

dwelling units that have either 1) been occupied; or, 2) had construction permits 

pulled that are twelve months or older from the date the permit was pulled. 

(Note: A district must select only one option—the Date of Occupancy or permits 

pulled, plus twelve months—as the point in time to stop reporting dwelling units 

for all tracts being submitted. A district may select the alternate option the follow

ing submittal year if desired.); and, 

• One of the following: 

1. An approved and valid tentative or final subdivision map with the local 

planning commission or approval authority stamp located on the map, or 

2. An approved and valid tentative or final subdivision map with supporting 

documentation, or 

3. A spreadsheet or the OPSC dwelling unit worksheet listing all of the 

subdivisions reported on the Form SAB 50-01 with supporting documentation. 

If the district wishes to utilize this option, please note that when the district 

representative signs the Form SAB 50-01, he/she is certifying that the tract 

maps are on file at the district office and available for OPSC review if requested. 

Supporting documentation is defined as one of the following: 

• Local planning commission or approval authority meeting minutes detailing the ap

proval of the map. If the approval was given an extension, please provide the most 

current meeting minutes indicating the approval of the extension request. Dwelling 

units contained in expired maps may not be reported on the Form SAB 50-01, or 

• A letter from the local planning commission or approval authority indicating that the 

tract map is approved and valid as of the signature date of the Form SAB 50-01, or 

• Any other reasonable documentation from the local planning commission or ap

proval authority that indicates the tract map is approved and currently valid. 

Report the determined number of dwelling units in Part F. 

Part G. Yield Factor (To be completed by school districts only.) 

Report the district’s student yield factors as defined in Section 1859.2, if different 

than the statewide average student yield factor. The statewide average student yield 

factors are as follows: 

• Elementary School District ............ 0.5 students per dwelling unit 

• High School District......................... 0.2 students per dwelling unit 

• Unified School District .................... 0.7 students per dwelling unit 

Should the district wish to use its own student yield factors, a copy of the district’s 

study that justifies the student yield factors must be submitted with this form. 

Part H. Five Year Projected Enrollment/Residency (Used for the School 

Facility Program. To be completed by the OPSC.) 

Part I. One Year Projected Enrollment (Used for the State Relocatable Program. 

To be completed by the OPSC. Do not manually complete Parts H or I.) 

Complete this form manually, sign, date, and submit to the OPSC for computations. A com

pleted copy of this form with the enrollment projections will be returned to the district. 

The methodology for calculating the district’s projected enrollment is outlined in 

Sections 1859.42 and 1859.43. 

http:1859.43
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School DiStrict Five Digit DiStrict coDe Number (See caliForNia Public School Directory) 

couNty high School atteNDaNce area (hSaa) or SuPer hSaa (iF aPPlicable) 

Part A.  Enrollment Data  Residency Data—COS HSAA Districts Only Part E. Special Day Class Enrollment—(County Superintendent of Schools Only) 

Grade 
3rd Previous 2nd Previous Previous Current 

/ / / / 

K 

Total 

Part B. Pupils Attending Schools Chartered by Another District 

Part C. Continuation High School—(Districts Only) 

Part D. Special Day Class Pupils—(Districts or County Superintendent of Schools) 

Elementary Secondary Elementary Secondary 
NoN-Severe Severe NoN-Severe Severe NoN-Severe Severe NoN-Severe Severe 

MR OI 

HH OHI 

DEAF SLD 

HI DB 

SLI MH 

vI AUT 

SED TBI 

TOTAL 

3rd Previous 2nd Previous Previous 

Part F. Number of New Dwelling Units 

Part G. District Student Yield Factor 

Part H. Five Year Projected Enrollment/Residency—School Facility Program Projections 

(Except Special Day Class Pupils Only) 

Part I. One Year Projected Enrollment—State Relocatable Program Projections 

(Except Special Day Class Pupils Only) 

Projections—Special Day Class Pupils Only 

Elementary Secondary Elementary Secondary 
NoN-Severe Severe NoN-Severe Severe NoN-Severe Severe NoN-Severe Severe 

MR OI 

HH OHI 

DEAF SLD 

HI DB 

SLI MH 

vI AUT 

SED TBI 

TOTAL 

Projections—Special Day Class Pupils Only 

Elementary Secondary Elementary Secondary 
NoN-Severe Severe NoN-Severe Severe NoN-Severe Severe NoN-Severe Severe 

MR OI 

HH OHI 

DEAF SLD 

HI DB 

SLI MH 

vI AUT 

SED TBI 

TOTAL 

3rd Previous 2nd Previous Previous Current 

Grade 
3rd Previous 2nd Previous Previous Current 

/ / / / 

9 

10 

11 

12 

K–6 7–8 9–�2 Total 

K–6 7–8 9–12 Total 

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form is true the tentative subdivision map used for augmentation of the enrollment and the district 
and correct and that: has identified dwelling units in that map to be contracted. All subdivision maps used 

•	 I am designated as an authorized district representative by the governing board of for augmentation of enrollment are available at the district for review by the OPSC. 

the district. • This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by Office of Public School 

•	 If the district is requesting an augmentation in the enrollment projection pursuant to Construction. In the event a conflict should exist, then the language in the OPSC form 

Section 1859.42 (b), the local planning commission or approval authority has approved will prevail. 

SigNature oF DiStrict rePreSeNtative Date 
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REPORT BY THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
State Allocation Board Meeting, May 23, 2007 

 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION REPORT ON  

COMPLETE SCHOOLS 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
To provide information requested by the State Allocation Board (SAB) on the 
components of a complete school consistent with the California Code of 
Regulations, Title 5 and a representative sample of such schools. 
 
BACKGROUND 
The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) has been analyzing the ability 
of districts to build a complete school with the grants provided in the School 
Facility Program (SFP). In order to determine the adequacy of the grant, it is 
essential to have a definition of a complete school in which to compare the grant. 
At the March 28, 2007 SAB meeting, the California Department of Education 
(CDE) committed to providing OPSC examples of complete schools approved by 
CDE and the components of a complete school. The CDE has also started the 
analysis if the complete school supports the world-class academic standards to 
which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials are held 
accountable. 
 
DESCRIPTION 
Attached is the CDE report. 
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 REPORT ON COMPLETE SCHOOLS  
 

Executive Summary 
 

As part of the effort to assess the adequacy of the grants provided in the School 
Facility Program (SFP), the California Department of Education (CDE) has been 
asked by the State Allocation Board (SAB) to: 
 

1. Provide examples of complete schools approved by the CDE, and  
2. Determine if the complete school supports the world-class academic 

standards to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials 
are held accountable. 

 
1.  Examples of complete schools approved by the CDE 
In order to develop a definition of a complete school, an understanding of the 60 
year history of state school construction assistance and of Title 5 standards is 
necessary. 
 
History 
The first state construction assistance program was created in 1949. In creating 
the program, the Legislature adopted the low end of a range of square footage 
per student recommendation made by State Superintendent of Public Instruction 
Roy E. Simpson in 1947. These square footage standards, with minor increases, 
formed the basis of the 1976 Lease Purchase Program (LPP), and, in turn, the 
per student grants provided in the SFP that was established in 1998. 
 
The median amount of square footage per student being built nationally and 
regionally over the past 20 years is compared to the square footage allowances 
used in developing the SFP grants below: 
 

Table 1 
 
Square Feet per Student 

 1987 1997 2006 
Elementary Schools    
National Median 90 119 122 
California (LPP allowance) 59   73   73 
    
Middle Schools    
National Median 111 146 144 
California (LPP allowance)   80   80   80 
    
High Schools    
National Median 153 185 167 
California (LPP allowance)   95   95   95 
Source:   1987 data, Abramson, 2006 
  1997 and 2007 data, Abramson, 2007 
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Two facts stand out: 
 

1. The SFP funding model is based on a per student square footage 
allowance that is significantly less than the amount of square feet being 
provided per student in school construction projects nation-wide and 
regionally. 

 
2. The national median amount of space per student has increased over the 

past 20 years, while the per-student square footage on which the SFP 
funding model is based has remained static at the middle and high school 
levels. The elementary square footage increase is the result of K-3 class 
size reduction. 

 
Title 5 (A summary of Title 5 is attached as Exhibit 1) 
The Title 5 standards by which projects are evaluated by CDE allow variation in 
program delivery in response to the varied educational needs of the 1,052 
districts in the state. For example, a school that serves a student population with 
extensive needs for intervention and remediation services will have different 
facility needs than a school without such demands.  
 
Because the design of a school is in response to the educational program 
provided by a district, it is not possible to define a complete school that will 
address the needs of students throughout the state. However, in order to allow 
an assessment of the adequacy of the SFP grants, the CDE has identified 60 
school projects that are complete schools.  
 
Complete Schools 
The 60 complete schools have a median square foot per student amount that at 
the middle and high school levels, is significantly less than the square feet per 
student than provided for in projects built nationally and regionally. 
 

Table 2 
 

 Elementary 
(median square 
feet per student) 

Middle School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

High School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

60 Projects 71 88 102 
California SFP 
Funding Model 

73 80 95 

Western Region 
(2006) 

88 106 120 

National (2006) 122 144 167 
 
The CDE has developed a list of features that exist in many complete schools. 
This list is an interim step to a more comprehensive definition that is being 
developed in consultation with stakeholders.  
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2.  Do these complete schools support the world-class academic standards 

to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials are 
held accountable? 

 
If districts were posed with the opportunity of designing a school without the 
constraints of the SFP, what features would be included and how large would the 
spaces be?  
 
The CDE has convened an advisory committee to discuss this critical issue. 
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REPORT ON COMPLETE SCHOOLS  

 
Background: 
As part of the effort to assess the adequacy of the grants provided in the School 
Facility Program (SFP), the California Department of Education (CDE) has been 
asked by the State Allocation Board (SAB) to: 
 

1. Provide examples of complete schools approved by the CDE, and  
2. Determine if the complete school supports the world-class academic 

standards to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials 
are held accountable. 

 
These two requests are addressed below. 
 
1.  Examples of complete schools approved by the CDE 
 
The Importance of School Facilities 
The effects of school facilities on student achievement are well documented in 
research. CDE can provide SAB members a list of numerous studies that 
examine and confirm this association. In short, research shows that facilities can 
increase student achievement from 5-17 percentile points. (Earthman, 2002)  
 
Complete School 
In order to understand the term complete school as being used in the grant 
adequacy discussion, a brief summary of the standards historically used in the 
programs preceding the SFP, as well as an understanding of school design 
standards contained in California Code of Regulations, Title 5 (Title 5), is 
necessary.  
 
Overview of State Standards 
In 1949, the legislature responded to the impact the first wave of the baby-boom 
would have on the need for school facilities by creating the SAB and a process 
for providing assistance to districts experiencing enrollment growth. A survey of 
districts (there were 2,554 in 1946 as compared to 1,052 today) conducted by the 
Senate Investigating Committee on Education noted “that 213 schools and 
districts were holding double and triple sessions in 1,748 classrooms during the 
1946-47 school year” (Senate of the State of California, 1948). Because double 
and triple sessions reduce available instructional time, about 61,000 K-8 students 
(of the 1,078,670 K-8 students statewide in 1946) had shortened learning 
opportunities because their schools were overcrowded. Additionally, class sizes 
of 35 were not uncommon with some classes being as large as 55 students. 
(Senate of the State of California, 1948)  
 
It is interesting to note that recently another strategy to compensate for over-
crowded classrooms resulted in a multitrack year-round education plan called 
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Concept 6, which also compromises instructional time. The use of the Concept 6 
calendar is being phased out as a requirement of the Williams settlement. 
 
In addition to the large number of “unhoused” (the term presently used) students, 
the Senate Investigating Committee noted that many of the 38,897 classrooms in 
the state “do not conform to the state code, are obsolescent, and are neither 
properly lighted nor ventilated. Many of them are not up to standards against 
earthquakes” (ibid.) 
 
The combined demands of having to replace thousands of inadequate 
classrooms while also building thousands of new classrooms, created an 
estimated need of $142,440,000. In order to provide assistance to districts, the 
Legislature needed to develop standards in order to prioritize and define state 
assistance. 
 
To assist in this effort, then State Superintendent of Public Instruction, Roy E. 
Simpson, in 1947 convened a group of school district superintendents as the 
Committee on Defining School Plant Adequacy. This group realized that a square 
footage standard was more effective in meeting the need for school facilities than 
a per student dollar amount for two reasons: 
 

1. Square footage standards, unlike a per-student dollar amount, are not 
subject to inflation. A square foot in 1947 remains a square foot in 2007;  

 
2. An adequate square foot allowance tied to a cost factor would allow 

districts to respond to local needs more effectively. That is, one district 
may need, for program reasons, more specialized or more expensive 
spaces than another district. A per student dollar amount cannot adjust to 
these differences. 

 
The Committee’s recommended ranges of space per student are summarized 
below (Bursch, 1955): 
 

o Elementary - 55-70 square feet per student 
o Middle - 75-100 square feet per student 
o High - 86-110 square feet per student 

 
The low end of these ranges was adopted by the Legislature in creating the State 
School Building Aid Law of 1949 (Education Code Section 15700, et seq.). 
 
From the start, the CDE had concerns over the adequacy of these square 
footage standards. A 1955 CDE analysis of projects built under these standards 
indicated that “…it has been difficult—in fact well nigh impossible—under these 
limitations to provide adequate building space…”. (ibid.)  Of specific concern was 
the decreased size of classrooms as compared to projects built without state 
aid—1,200 square feet in non-state aid projects to under 1,000 square feet in 
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state aided projects. The report also noted that the limited square footage 
allocation led to districts building high schools for higher enrollments than desired 
in order to be eligible for sufficient square footage to build a complete school. 
(ibid.) 
 
These 1949 square footage standards, with minor changes, were incorporated 
into the Lease Purchase Program (LPP) of 1976. An across the board seven 
percent increase in square footage was provided in 1987. Other minor increases 
were provided during the course of the LPP in acknowledgement of educational 
programs such as special education and the need for speech and resource 
specialist spaces. At the conclusion of the LPP in 1998, the square feet allocation 
was: 

 
o Elementary - 59 square feet per student 
o Middle - 80 square feet per student 
o High – 94.6 square feet per student (for 2,000 student school) 

 
These amounts were not significantly higher than the low end of the square 
footage range initially proposed by the CDE in 1947. 
 
In response to the limited space allocation, the CDE emphasized the importance 
of the classroom by recommending that 31 of the 55 square feet allocated in 
1949 for elementary students be used for classrooms.  
 
Classrooms, where students spend most of their day and where most instruction 
occurs, have had additional uses and demands placed upon them since the 1949 
standard was established: 
 

o Computers (15-20 square feet per station), 
o Access compliance, 
o Inclusion students and aides, 
o Pull-out and small group spaces, 
o Flexibility for changing educational approaches.  

 
Other areas of a school have also been subject to expansion since 1949, 
including: 
  

o Space for academic intervention and remediation, 
o Space for support of at-risk students (counselors, etc.), 
o Toilet rooms, elevator shafts, ramps and lifts for access compliance as 

required by the Division of the State Architect, 
o Mechanical space for increased electrical service and computer servers, 
o Storage space for an increased amount of instructional materials, 
o Pre-kindergarten classrooms and outdoor space. 
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Additionally, schools are often called to serve as centers of community and 
provide a variety of supplemental services such as School Based Coordinated 
Health Centers and after school programs. These demands have implications for 
school design and the definition of a complete school. 
 
For additional perspective, the chart below compares the square footages of the 
LPP that formed the basis of the SFP grant to the national median per student 
square footage for constructed projects.   
 

Table 1 
 
Square Feet per Student 

 1987 1997 2006 
Elementary Schools    
National Median 90 119 122 
California (LPP Allowance) 59   73   73 
    
Middle Schools    
National Median 111 146 144 
California (LPP Allowance)   80   80   80 
    
High Schools    
National Median 153 185 167 
California (LPP Allowance)   95   95   95 
Source:   1987 data, Abramson, 2006 
  1997 and 2007 data, Abramson, 2007 
  
Two facts stand out: 
 

1. The SFP funding model is based on a per student square footage 
allowance that is significantly less than the amount of square feet being 
provided per student in school construction projects nation-wide. 

 
2. The national median amount of space per student has increased over the 

past 20 years, while the per student square footage on which the SFP 
funding model is based has remained static at the middle and high school 
levels. The elementary square footage increase is the result of K-3 class 
size reduction. 

 
States such as California have a climate that allows exterior circulation, and 
therefore require less interior space, than states with more severe climates.  In 
2006, schools constructed in four western states—California, Nevada, Arizona, 
and Hawaii—had median per student square foot amounts of: 
 

o Elementary Schools – 88 square feet per student 
o Middle Schools – 106 square feet per student 
o High Schools-- 120 square feet per student 

(Abramson, 2007) 
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Even compared to the median square footage of schools constructed in 
neighboring states, California’s schools are built with a funding model based on 
significantly less square footage per student. The national and regional median 
figures include data from California. If the California data were able to be 
disaggregated from the national and regional data, an even greater disparity 
would result. 
 
Title 5 Standards 
California Education Code (EC) Section 17251 charges the CDE with the 
development of standards for school sites and plans. Plan standards are 
contained in California Code of Regulations, Title 5 Section 14030. These 
standards focus on student safety and educational appropriateness. All projects 
approved by the SAB are required, pursuant to EC Section 17070.50, to be 
approved by the CDE. Projects not requesting state funds must also use the Title 
5 standards but are not required to seek CDE review and approval. 
 
Title 5 standards were developed after the establishment of the state’s per 
student square footage allowance standards in 1949, so educational 
appropriateness is viewed in light of the Title 5 standards being developed to 
exist within the confines of a funding system.  
 
In summary, California has required the educational program model to meet the 
funding standards instead of the educational program driving the funding 
standard. 
 
Key to the Title 5 review is the district’s board-adopted educational specifications. 
The educational specification provides the architect information on the 
educational program needs that drive the design of a school.  
 
Title 5 is structured to allow flexibility in the review of plans based on the 
individual needs of a district, as presented in the educational specification, and a 
district may request a variance to a specific standard if it is documented that 
student safety and educational appropriateness are not compromised (Title 5 
Section 14030(r)).   
 
For example:  
Title 5 Section 14030(g) requires general education classrooms to be a minimum 
of 960 square feet. A district’s educational program may call for project-based 
learning. The architectural response to this program need is a cluster of 800 
square foot classrooms around a shared 300 square foot project area. 
 
Title 5 Section 14030(k)(2) requires a school’s administrative space to “…have 
sufficient square footage to accommodate the number of staff for the maximum 
enrollment of the school.” Each school’s needs are different, so what is sufficient 
in one school may not be sufficient in another. For instance, one district’s policy 



 

  10 

and program requires additional vice principals, counselors, and a parent room 
as a strategy to improve student achievement as necessary due to state and 
federal accountability requirements. The administration building at such a school 
would be larger than a school without such program requirements. In short, one 
size does not fit all. 
 
Such decisions are repeated throughout the design process and affect the types 
and size of spaces, and thus the cost, of a school.  
 
Financial hardship districts 
Financial hardship districts, particularly, have limited funding available to respond 
to program needs. The CDE has seen projects in which the design, while 
meeting Title 5 standards, has not provided all of the facilities commonly thought 
to be necessary for a complete school. For example, a multipurpose room is 
deleted due to cost pressures and outdoor lunch shelters constructed instead. 
While unenclosed shelters provide space for food service, the lack of an interior 
space for eating significantly affects program delivery in inclement weather.  
 
With regard to financial hardship projects, CDE brings to the SAB’s attention two 
trends being employed by many hardship districts in an effort to build complete 
schools. 
 

1. Larger schools 
Districts, in an attempt to obtain sufficient funds, build schools larger than 
they would prefer. 
 
A district, for educational reasons, would like to build elementary schools 
of no more than 600 students. However, in order to receive sufficient 
funds from the SFP to build a complete school, a school for 900 students 
must be built.  
 
A similar concern was expressed by the CDE in 1955 (Bursch, 1955). 

 
Research shows the benefits of smaller schools, yet many districts, 
because of the facility funding model, must build larger schools.  

 
2. Increased use of portables 

Another common response to budget constraints is using portable 
classrooms instead of permanent construction. Often, financial hardship 
districts must use both strategies—larger schools and portables—to 
complete a school. 
 
The educational program and life cycle costs are compromised by an over 
reliance on portable classrooms.  
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Conclusion 
The examination of the complete school must be made with the understanding 
that the LPP square footage standards that form the basis for the SFP per pupil 
grant were the product of an austere program developed 60 years ago.  
 
Because of the unique needs of each district and school, a definition of complete 
that is relevant to over 1,000 districts is difficult to achieve. Should an 
administrative space be a certain size in order for the school to be complete? As 
seen above, if such a standard is used, a school with extensive needs for 
academic support and intervention could be seen as “over-building” an 
administrative building when in fact the building is properly sized for the support 
of the students. 
 
The CDE, in support of the SAB’s efforts to assess the adequacy of the SFP 
grant, has identified 60 recent CDE approved projects (Exhibit 3) from throughout 
the state that represent complete schools based on each district’s educational 
specification.  
 
The median square footage per student of the 60 projects is compared to the 
previously noted national and regional median square footages below: 
 

Table 2 
 

 Elementary 
(median square 
feet per student) 

Middle School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

High School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

60 Projects 71 88 108 
Western Region 
(2006) 

88 106 120 

National (2006) 122 144 167 
 
The 60 projects determined to be complete schools by the CDE are on average 
built with significantly less square feet than projects built nationwide and in 
neighboring states. Recall also, that if California data were to be disaggregated 
from the national and regional date, the differences would be even greater. 
 
Comparing the 60 projects to the allowances that were used in creating the SFP 
shows that middle schools and high schools require significantly more square 
footage to build a complete school than currently provided for in the SFP funding 
model. 
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Table 3 

 
 Elementary 

(median square 
feet per student)

Middle 
(median square 
feet per student)

High School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

60 Projects 71 88 108 
LPP-SFP  73 80 95 
Percent increase 
required in per 
student square 
footage to allow 
complete school 

0% 9% 14% 

 
2. Do these complete schools support the world-class academic standards 
to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials are held 
accountable? 
 
The second question, do these complete schools support California’s world-class 
academic standards, again requires perspective and a review of the constraints  
of the school building funding model.  
 
Districts have built schools with basically the same funding model for the past 60 
years, and it is the changing educational program that has had to adapt to the 
static funding model. During the nine years in which the SFP has been in place, 
numerous educational programs have been adopted by the Legislature, but the 
SFP funding model has not been changed to reflect any needed facilities. Recent 
initiatives have been enacted to increase the number of counselors and create 
School Based Coordinated Health Centers. Both of these efforts have space 
needs which are not reflected in the SFP funding model.  
 
If districts were posed with the opportunity of designing a school without the 
constraints of the SFP, what features would be included and how large would the 
spaces be?  
 
The CDE has convened an advisory committee to discuss these critical issues. 
 
Until these questions are answered, CDE offers an interim operational definition 
of a complete school. This definition consists of a list of features that should be 
present in a complete school and is attached as Exhibit 2. If a feature is not 
listed, it should not be viewed that the feature is an enhancement, but rather a 
response to a local need. Beyond the discussion of the types and size of spaces 
are the issues of quality and furniture and equipment. The CDE recommends that 
school facility projects be built to high performance standards and should be 
constructed of quality materials that will stand the test of time. 
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Exhibit 1 
 

Summary of Standards for the Design/Construction of School Facilities 
California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Division 14 

 
§ 14030. 
 

a. Educational Specifications. Plans are based on school board-approved 
educational specifications.  

b. Site Layout. Parent drop off, bus loading areas, and parking are separated 
to allow students to enter and exit the school grounds safely.  

1. Buses do no pass through parking areas, unless a barrier is 
provided that prevents vehicles from backing directly into the bus 
loading area.  

2. Parent drop off area is adjacent to school entrance and separate 
from bus area and parking.  

3. Vehicle traffic pattern does not interfere with foot traffic patterns. 
Foot traffic does not have to pass through entrance driveways to 
enter school.  

4. Parking stalls are not located so vehicles must back into bus or 
loading areas. Island fencing or curbs are used to separate parking 
areas from loading areas.  

5. Bus drop off for handicapped students is in the same location as for 
regular education students.  

c. Playground and Field Areas. Adequate physical education teaching 
stations are available to fulfill the course requirements for the planned 
enrollment. Supervision of playfields is not obstructed.  

d. Delivery and Utility Areas. Delivery and service areas are located to 
provide vehicular access that does not jeopardize the safety of students and 
staff. 

e. Future Expansion. If temporary or permanent expansion is anticipated, the 
site layout can accommodate additions without substantial alterations to 
existing structures or playgrounds. 

f. Placement of Buildings. 
1. Building placement is compatible with other functions on campus; 

e.g., band room is not next to library. 
2. Physical relationship of classrooms and support areas allows 

unobstructed movement of staff and students around the campus. 
3. Building placement has favorable orientation to natural light. 
4. Restrooms are conveniently located, require minimum supervision, 

and are easily accessible from playground and classrooms. 
5. Parking spaces are sufficient for staff, visitors, and eligible 

students. 
6. The campus is secured by fencing. 
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Exhibit 1 
 

g. Classrooms. General classrooms are at least 960 square feet (s.f.). Total 
classroom space meets or exceeds the capacity planned for the school 
using the district's loading standards. 

h. Specialized Classrooms and Areas. 
1. Small-Group Areas: are not counted as classrooms; are located 

near classrooms    
2. Kindergarten Classrooms. 

i. 1350 s.f. for permanent structures 
ii. Classrooms are designed to allow supervision of play yards 

and all areas of the classroom. 
iii. Play yard design provides a variety of activities for 

developing large motor skills.  
iv. Classrooms are located close to parent drop-off and bus 

loading areas.  
v. Storage, casework, and learning stations are designed for 

use in free play and structured activities; e.g., shelves are 
deep and open for frequent use. 

vi. Windows, marking boards, sinks, drinking fountains, and 
furniture are at appropriate heights for kindergarteners. 

vii. Restrooms are self-contained within the classroom or within 
the kindergarten complex. 

3. Special Education Classrooms and Areas. 
i. A new school designates at least 240 s.f. for Resource 

Specialist Program. 
ii. A new school designates at least 200 s.f. for the speech and 

language program. 
iii. A new school designates office area for the psychologist and 

counseling program. 
iv. Special day classrooms are at least the same size as regular 

education classrooms. 
v. The area allowances in Education Code Section 17047(a) 

for special day class programs are used for the design of 
classroom and support space. 

vi. Special day classrooms are distributed throughout the 
campus. 

vii. No more than two special day classrooms are together. 
viii. A conference area is available. 
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Exhibit 1 
 

ix. Medical therapy units are close to visitor parking and 
accessible after school hours. 

i. Laboratories shall be designed in accordance with the planned     
curriculum.  

1. Science Laboratories are at least 1300 s.f., including storage and 
teacher prep area, and designed for the safe handling of hazardous 
materials. Storage and safety equipment, including exhaust fume 
hoods, eyewashes, deluge showers, are provided. 

2. Consumer Home Economics Laboratories are at least 1300 s.f., 
including lecture area and student storage. 

3. Industrial and Technology Education Laboratories have lab 
workstations and a lecture area in or near the lab, are designed for 
the safe handling and ventilation of hazardous materials. 

4. Computer Instructional Support Area  labs are at least 960 s.f., 
provide for student movement around learning stations, sufficient 
outlets, power sources and network links, proper ventilation, 
security and lighting provided. 

5. Art Studios have adequate ventilation for dust and fumes; kiln is in 
a safe, ventilated area.  

6. Music Rooms are acoustically isolated from the rest of the school 
and have convenient access to the auditorium. 

7. Dance Studios have mirrors, ballet bars, electrical outlets, and a 
minimum of 2000 s.f. (or 3,500 square feet if performance space is 
needed.  

8. Theater or Auditorium has ramped seating, space for orchestra pit; 
location provides convenient public access and parking while 
preserving security of the school campus 

j. Gymnasium, Shower/Locker Area shall be designed to accommodate 
multiple use activities in accordance with the planned enrollment:  

1. The gymnasium is secured from other parts of the campus for 
events.  

2. The shower/locker area is of sufficient size to allow students 
enrolled in the physical education program to shower and dress 
each period.  

3. Toilets are available for the public in facilities intended for 
community use, and not in shower/locker areas.  

4. Office space is provided for physical education teachers.  
5. Space is available for weight lifting, exercise equipment usage, 

aerobics, and the like.  
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Exhibit 1 
 

k. Auxiliary Areas.  
1. Multipurpose room meets minimum essential size standards and 

accommodates physical education activities, assemblies, and 
extracurricular activities. Stage may have a dividing wall but is not 
intended to be a classroom. Ceiling height allows for clearance of 
light fixtures for physical education activities.  

2. Administrative Office. 
i. Students have direct confidential access to pupil personnel 

area.  
ii. Counter tops are accessible to the student population, both 

at a standing and wheelchair level.  
iii. Clerical staff has a clear view of nurse's office.  
iv. The nurse's office has a bathroom separate from staff 

bathroom(s) in the administration area.  
v. Space is available for private conference and waiting areas.  
vi. A faculty workroom is available for a staff proportionate to 

the student population.  
3. Library/Media Center and Technology. Library space meets 

minimum essential facilities standards. Visual supervision from 
circulation desk is available to study areas, stack space, and 
student work centers.  

l. Lighting. Windows allow daylight but do not cause excess glare or heat 
gain. 

m. Acoustical. Sound attenuation is a design element in noisy environments.  
n. Plumbing. 

1. Restrooms allow for supervision. 
2. Fixtures are in accord with the California Plumbing Code. 
3. Restrooms having direct outside access are visible from playground 

and easily supervised.  
o. Year-Round Education. For multitrack schools, storage and planning 

space is provided for off-track teachers, and storage is provided for student 
projects and student records. 

p. American Disabilities Act. (DSA) 
q. Child Care Program: complies with the requirements in Education Code 

Section17264 for new schools where space for childcare programs is 
provided.  

r. Exemptions. If an exemption to a standard is needed, the school district 
must demonstrate that the educational appropriateness and safety of a 
school design will not be compromised by an alternative to that standard.  
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Exhibit 1 
 
§ 14036. Integrated Facilities.  
Special education classrooms are integrated with classrooms for non-special 
education students when: 

a. Special education classrooms are located near regular education 
classrooms.  

b. If relocatables, their ratio to permanent special education classrooms, is the 
same as for regular education students.  

c. Special education classrooms are not located on a special education 
campus adjacent to another school. 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete elementary school: 
 
Classroom 
 Standard classrooms supporting both small group and large group 

instruction 
 Kindergarten classrooms 
 Specialized classrooms for science, art and music  
 Classrooms and support spaces for special education 

 

Physical Education Spaces 
 Hardcourts with a variety of fixed equipment to accommodate basketball 

and other activities 
 Turf and field areas 
 Apparatus area 

 
Support Facilities 
 Computer room 
 Small group areas 
 Resource Specialist Program (RSP) area  
 Speech specialist office 
 Psychologist office 
 Academic support such as Title 1 
 

Common Essential Facilities 
 Media/center library 
 Administration 

o Principal’s office 
o Vice Principal’s office 
o Office space for itinerant staff 
o Healthy professional office 
o Conference areas 
o Teacher workroom 
o Staff room  
o Parent room 
o Student record storage 
o General Storage 

 Multipurpose Room 
o Dining area 
o Food service (preparation or serving) 
o Stage 
o Outdoor dining area 
o Storage for chairs and tables 

 
 



 

  19 

Exhibit 2 
 

Components included in a complete elementary school (continued) 
 
Infrastructure 
 Staff restrooms  
 Student restrooms 
 Storage rooms 
 Custodian room(s) 
 Mechanical, data and electrical space 
 Staff parking area 
 Covered circulation 
 Space for preschool buildings 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete middle school are: 
 
Classroom 
 Standard classrooms supporting both small group and large group 

instruction 
 Specialized classrooms for science (both lab and non-lab), art, language, 

career technical instruction, and music  
 Classrooms for special education and special education support spaces 
 Facilities for performing arts (can be in multipurpose room) 

 

Physical Education Spaces 
 Gymnasium 
 Shower/locker room 
 Office for physical education teachers 
 Physical education classroom 
 Storage for equipment 
 Hardcourts with a variety of fixed equipment to accommodate basketball 

and other activities 
 Field areas including track, soccer, and softball. 

 
Support Facilities 
 Computer room 
 Small group areas 
 Resource Specialist Program (RSP) area  
 Speech specialist office 
 Psychologist office 
 Academic support such as Title 1 
 

Common Essential Facilities 
 Media/center library 
 Administration 

o Principal’s office 
o Vice Principal(s)’ office 
o Counselor(s)’ office 
o Health professional office 
o Office space for itinerant staff 
o Conference areas 
o Teacher workroom 
o Staff room  
o Parent room 
o Clerical support 
o Student record storage 
o General Storage 
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Exhibit 2 

 
Components included in a complete middle school (continued) 

 
Common Essential Facilities (continued) 
 Multipurpose Room 

o Dining area 
o Food service (preparation or serving) 
o Adjunct serving areas 
o Stage 
o Outdoor dining area 
o Storage for chairs and tables 

 

Infrastructure 
 Staff restrooms  
 Student restrooms 
 Storage rooms 
 Custodian room(s) 
 Mechanical, data, and electrical space 
 Staff parking area 
 Covered circulation 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete high school are: 
 
Classroom 
 Standard classrooms supporting both small group and large group 

instruction 
 Specialized classrooms for science (both lab and non-lab), art, language, 

career technical instruction, and music  
 Facilities for performing arts 
 Classrooms for special education 
 Student store 

 

Physical Education Spaces 
 Gymnasium(s) 
 Space for wrestling  
 Space for dance 
 Space for weightlifting 
 Shower/locker room 
 Physical education classroom 
 Office for physical education teachers 
 Hardcourts with a variety of fixed equipment to accommodate basketball 

and other activities 
 Field areas including football, track, soccer, softball, baseball and physical 

education space.  
 Pool 

 
Support Facilities 
 Computer room 
 Small group areas 
 Resource Specialist Program (RSP) area  
 Speech specialist office 
 Psychologist office 
 Academic support such as Title 1 
 

Common Essential Facilities 
 Media/center library 
 Administration 

o Principal’s office 
o Vice Principal(s)’ office 
o Counselor(s)’ office 
o Health professional office 
o Office space for itinerant staff 
o Security office 
o Conference areas 
o Teacher workroom 
o Staff room  
o Parent room 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete high school (continued) 
 
Common Essential Facilities (continued) 

o Clerical support 
o Student record storage 

o General storage 

o Career center 

 
 Multipurpose Room  

o Dining Area 
o Food service (preparation or serving) 
o Adjunct serving areas 
o Stage 
o Outdoor dining area 
 

Infrastructure 
 Staff restrooms  
 Student restrooms 
 Storage rooms 
 Custodian room(s) 
 Mechanical, data and electrical space 
 Staff parking area 
 Student parking 
 Covered circulation 
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H Corona- Norco Eleanor Roosevelt High 9-12 367,500 3,985 3,985 0.71 0 N/A 6 0 0 145 Y 0 0 3,977 19,051 0 92
H Desert Sands High School #4 9-12 245,967 2,610 2,286 0.75 0 N/A 2 0 0 84 Y 4,437 6,236 3,564 21,767 1,156 108
H Antelope Valley High Knight High (1) 9-12 211,366 3,429 2,934 0.64 0 N/A 2 0 0 108 N 0 6,304 2,506 21,379 2,240 72
H Antelope Valley High Eastside High (2) 9-12 343,000 3,175 3,175 0.86 0 N/A 6 0 0 115 Y 0 9,497 5,841 22,483 3,326 108
H Capistrano Unified San Juan Hills High (3) 9-12 236,709 2,694 2,664 0.74 0 N/A 2 0 0 98 Y 0 3,309 3,555 25,710 43,130 89
H Tulare Joint Union HSD Third Tulare HS (6) 9-12 157,031 2,070 1,458 1.18 0 N/A 0 0 0 54 N 4,898 7,251 2,371 18,971 812 108

H Porterville Unified
Arts/Technology Small High School 
(7) 9-12 51,695 500 499 0.73 0 N/A 1 0 0 18 Y 8,277 1,516 1,403 0 1,978 104

H Dixon Unified Dixon High (8) 9-12 161,109 2,236 2,236 0.91 0 N/A 2 0 0 82 Y 5,045 9,032 2,836 29,580 1,767 72
H San Ramon Valley U Dougherty Valley (10, 11) 9-12 306,478 2,720 2,504 0.71 0 N/A 6 0 0 93 N 9,406 8,362 5,846 43,726 2,473 122
H Mojave Unified California City High 9-12 84,638 1,100 728 0.90 0 N/A 2 0 0 26 3,840 2,500 2,160 10,201 0 116
H Kern Union High Frontier High 9-12 200,029 2,106 2,105 1.03 0 N/A 5 0 0 76 Y 9,741 5,358 1,488 14,280 0 95
H Los Angeles USD Central High #2 9-12 345,388 2,403 2,403 0.23 0 N/A 0 0 0 89 Y 3,796 6,130 2,892 27,446 2,513 144
H Los Angeles USD East Los Angeles HS #1 9-12 139,318 1,026 1,026 0.16 0 N/A 0 0 0 38 Y 3,943 3,125 2,266 12,800 986 136
H Folsom-Cordova USD Vista del Lago HS (24) 9-12 233,127 1,808 1,538 0.82 0 N/A 2 0 0 56 Y 6,135 15,267 2,358 31,940 0 152
H Roseville Jt Union HS High School #5-Antelope (22) 9-12 201,639 2,269 1,665 0.72 0 N/A 2 0 0 61 Y 6,036 6,137 2,505 32,706 1,952 121
H Elk Grove USD Cosumnes Oaks (18) 9-12 230,554 2,867 2,785 0.80 0 N/A 3 0 0 102 N 7,575 14,614 3,271 30,796 0 83
H Sweetwater UHSD High School #13 9-12 216,767 2,500 2,195 0.65 0 0 6 0 0 79 Y 7,742 5,544 4,480 13,298 1,500 99
H Washington Unified New High 9-12 324,126 3,112 2,572 0.90 0 N/A 5 0 0 98 Y 6,784 9,428 8,762 74,062 0 126

TOTAL 4,056,441 42,610 38,758 87,655 119,610 62,081 450,196

MP Proj.
Number of Projects 18

Mean Square Feet Per Student 95 105
Median Square Feet Per Student 93 108

Mean School Size 2,367      2,153     
Median School Size 2,452      2,261     

Median Percent Site Size 0.75

5/22/2007 Complete School FINAL.xls
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M Imperial Unified Frank Wright Middle 6-8 86,214 958 958 1.16 0 N/A 1 9 27 0 Y 4,475 2,420 3,628 9,785 1,142 90
M Val Verde Unified Stoneridge Middle 6-8 85,642 1,207 1,207 1.08 0 N/A 3 10 34 0 Y 0 4,030 2,900 7,824 1,622 71
M Placentia Yorba Linda Unif Valadez Middle 6-8 72,929 836 836 0.72 0 N/A 2 10 20 0 Y 5,116 3,057 1,725 0 1,769 87
M Sylvan Elementary Daniel Savage Middle School 6-8 96,464 1,200 1,016 0.79 0 N/A 4 0 36 0 Y 4,828 3,604 612 11,772 0 95
M Brentwood ES J Douglas Adams MS (9) 6-8 88,221 1,200 1,000 0.91 0 N/A 1 15 31 0 Y 0 16,218 3,218 18,340 0 88
M Petaluma Joint UHSD Kenilworth Jr. High 7-8 83,694 1,050 1,050 0.94 0 N/A 1 0 39 30 Y 4,606 4,891 939 8,708 983 80
M Delano Union Elem La Vina Middle 6-8 113,886 1,200 1,107 0.87 0 N/A 0 0 41 0 N 6,729 4,746 1,064 12,893 2,703 103
M Panama-Buena Vista Stonecreek Junior High 7-8 76,830 1,012 1,012 0.85 0 N/A 1 0 37 0 Y 4,636 1,800 946 12,896 1,233 76
M Los Angeles USD Central L.A. MS #1 6-8 149,814 1,701 1,701 0.32 0 N/A 0 0 63 0 Y 5,023 4,008 1,789 6,763 982 88
M Los Angeles USD Central Los Angeles MS #3 6-8 89,655 810 810 0.18 0 N/A 0 0 30 0 Y 3,764 3,314 2,638 6,502 879 111
M Los Angeles USD Thurgood Marshall MS 6-8 157,246 1,580 1,580 0.70 0 N/A 20 40 0 Y 4,639 3,893 1,610 0 2,446 100
M Elk Grove USD Elizabeth Pinkerton (18) 7-8 97,927 1,434 1,273 0.85 0 N/A 3 0 46 0 Y 5,631 8,233 1,661 11,267 1,504 77
M Roseville City Elementary SD W-73 Barbara Chilton MS 6-8 85,258 1,200 1,012 0.87 0 N/A 1 0 37 0 Y 4,551 2,353 3,277 13,232 1,130 84
M Western Placer USD Twelve Bridges MS 6-8 69,901 1,241 998 0.98 0 N/A 2 0 36 0 N 10,789 3,995 1,642 16,787 0 70
M Etiwanda ESD Heritage Intermediate (21) 6-8 96,488 1,343 1,289 0.70 0 N/A 1 17 32 0 Y 6,140 3,139 1,450 16,278 765 75

TOTAL 1,450,169 17,972 16,849 70,927 69,701 29,099 153,047

MP Proj.
Number of Projects 15

Mean Square Feet Per Student 81 86
Median Square Feet Per Student 80 87

Mean School Size 1,198      1,123     
Median School Size 1,200 1,016     

Median Percent Site Size 0.85
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E Plum Valley Elem Plum Valley K-8 10,103 235 102 1.00 0 0 0 3 1 0 Y 2,911 960 431 0 0 99
E Richfield Elem Richfield Elem K-8 28,743 500 329 0.99 1 Y 0 10 2 0 Y 1,777 960 845 6,764 0 87
E Irvine Unified Turtle Ridge K-8 69,658 643 639 0.88 2 N 4 15 6 0 N 3,432 8,000 1,100 0 625 109
E Chino Valley Unif Site#1 at Preserve K-8 85,823 973 973 0.63 3 N 2 23 11 0 N 0 6,700 3,000 7,720 1,000 88
E San Marcos Unified San Elijio Elementary K-5 54,442 938 838 0.64 3 N 1 30 0 0 Y 3,000 2,700 1,000 0 900 65
E Chula Vista Otay Ranch (ES #43) K-6 63,283 800 776 0.74 4 N 2 26 0 0 Y 4,694 1,913 945 4,218 476 82
E Cottonwood Elem Cottonwood Elem K-6 43,800 1,040 688 1.00 0 N/A 1 27 0 0 N 3,774 1,380 646 0 525 64
E Irvine Unified El Camino Real K-6 67,141 1,000 652 0.58 2 N 4 22 0 0 N 3,490 6,253 2,482 0 1,466 103
E Carlsbad Unif Southeast Elem K-5 49,500 743 584 0.86 3 Y 1 20 0 0 Y 3,883 2,123 1,303 0 622 85
E Clovis Unified Harlan Ranch ES (4) K-6 53,720 825 684 0.93 2 Y 1 25 0 0 N 4,067 2,154 2,010 0 716 79
E Central Unified New Elementary @ Ed Center (5) K-6 56,000 860 851 1.21 3 N 2 30 0 0 Y 3,445 1,211 1,253 0 792 66
E Visalia Unified Leila Elementary K-6 48,627 850 785 0.93 4 Y 3 26 0 0 Y 3,695 1,000 708 0 814 62
E Visalia Unified Southeast Elementary K-6 48,627 750 785 0.78 4 Y 3 26 0 0 Y 3,695 1,000 708 0 814 62
E Alameda City Unified Woodstock ES (12) K-5 49,290 704 704 0.48 4 Y 1 29 0 0 Y 4,067 1,000 2,324 0 1,152 70
E Gilroy Unified Greenfield ES K-5 53,403 750 640 0.64 4 Y 0 30 0 0 Y 4,000 1,974 644 0 435 83
E Arvin Union El Camino ES K-6 54,344 1,100 864 0.68 6 Y 3 27 0 0 Y 4,239 1,780 1,593 0 1,035 63
E Wasco Union Elem Theresa Burke (13) K-6 50,167 1,099 900 0.97 4 N 0 32 0 0 Y 3,425 1,280 325 0 905 56
E Los Angeles USD Canoga Park New Elementary K-5 75,224 600 600 0.18 3 Y 0 21 0 0 Y 7,521 0 1,301 0 903 125
E Dry Creek Joint Elementary Barrett Ranch Elementary K-5 49,962 763 763 93.73 3 N 1 27 0 0 N 4,570 1,893 491 0 978 65
E Oakley Union Elementary Carpenter Elementary K-5 40,720 575 575 101.0 3 Y 0 20 0 0 Y 5,007 0 1,388 0 1,025 71
E San Diego Unified Herbert Ibarra ES (16) K-5 68,754 940 768 0.49 6 N 2 24 0 0 Y 4,980 2,533 784 0 984 90
E San Diego Unified Jonas Salk ES (17) K-5 63,174 768 768 0.81 6 N 2 24 0 0 Y 4,879 2,715 1,242 0 1,000 82
E Folsom-Cordova USD Russell Ranch Elem. K-5 42,468 763 529 0.78 2 Y 6 17 0 0 y 4,940 1,579 385 0 1,006 80
E Roseville City Elementary SD W-75 Junction Elementary K-6 42,025 775 600 0.71 2 N 0 22 0 0 y 3,331 1,644 377 0 867 70
E Perris ESD Skyview ES (19) K-6 44,000 850 825 0.61 2 Y 0 31 0 0 Y 4,073 3,370 1,068 0 725 53
E Perris ESD Railway ES (19) K-6 47,840 900 900 0.96 3 Y / N 0 30 0 0 Y 4,073 3,370 1,068 0 725 53
E Etiwanda ESD Miller ES (20) K-5 51,217 884 884 0.86 2 Y 1 33 0 0 Y 4,073 3,370 1,068 0 725 58

TOTAL 1,412,055 21,628 19,006 105,041 62,862 30,489 18,702

MP Project
Number of Projects 27

Mean Square Feet Per Student 65 74
Median Square Feet Per Student 65 71

Mean School Size 801 704
Median School Size 800 763        

Median Percent Site Size 0.815/22/2007 Complete School FINAL.xls
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NOTES
(1) small gym 8,432  large gym 12,947
(2) small gym 8,397  large gym 14,086
(3) small gym 8,590  large gym 17,120
(4) general TS are 940 sq ft
(5) kindergarten rooms average 1,048 sq. ft.
(6) TS vary in size between 899 sq ft - 991 for general classrooms, most are under 960 sq ft.
(7) Arts/Tech High School, part of the small high school project, cafeteria serves as a gym during inclement weather. Uses gym at adjacent Swarthmore HS
(8) 7 TS undersized, joint use gym
(9) 4 TS undersized due to HVAC
(10) 949 sq. ft.
(11) gymnasium and auxiliary gym
(12) TS plus workroom = 960
(13) Theresa Burke ES "wanted 500-550 but built for 850", K rooms 1280, smaller library and M, financial hardship projects are typically twice as large as 50/50
(14) 957 sq. ft.
(15) 1235 sq. ft.
(16) 1134 sq. ft.
(17) 1135 sq. ft.
(18) library shared with adjacent high school, Libray square footage reflced in HS 
(19) Skyview ES and Railway ES essentially the same set of plans with the position of buildings changed
(20) Miller ES uitilizes same core facilities as Skyview and Railway with different TS layout
(21) final plan approval letter issued on 12/18/2000
(22) Joint use gym

5/22/2007 Complete School FINAL.xls



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, May 23, 2007


HIGH PERFORMANCE SCHOOLS INCENTIVE GRANT


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present a supplemental report regarding the high performance schools incentive grant proposal made by Global 
Green, USA and to further define enhanced commissioning and the California Climate Action Registry (CCAR). 

BACKGROUND 

This item was previously presented to the State Allocation Board (SAB) at the February meeting.  However, the 
Board requested Staff to bring this item back to a future SAB meeting so that relevant follow-up issues could be 
explored.  The Board also requested clarification on what was meant by the terms “Enhanced Commissioning” and 
“Edible Gardens,” which was read into the record at the February SAB meeting.  The Board further requested Staff 
to research additional information concerning the CCAR, in light of the Governor’s recent meeting related to the 
registry for global warming, as well as Enhanced Commissioning. 

DESCRIPTION 

The High Performance Grant (HPG)  

Staff presented two options to the SAB for its consideration at the September 2006 meeting to determine the high 
performance schools incentive grant under the School Facility Program (SFP).  The Board approved regulations 
providing an additional percentage increase to the base grant, based on a High Performance Rating Criteria 
(HPRC) that is intended to cover all the upfront costs of designing, purchasing, and constructing high performance 
measures in schools.  The upfront costs used to determine the proposed grant are partially based on data analyzed 
by the California Energy Commission and the Division of the State Architect (DSA).   

Global Green, USA Proposal 

Global Green, USA proposed an additional incentive grant of $50,000 above the approved funding for meeting any 
one of seven specific high performance criteria.  The $50,000 grant would be awarded in each of the following 
categories:  

1. Superior indoor air quality 
2. Superior day lighting 
3. Excellent acoustical performance 
4. Renewable energy installation 
5. Enhanced commissioning  
6. Edible gardens 
7. Participation in the CCAR 

A district could therefore conceivably meet all seven high performance criteria and receive an additional $350,000 
in incentive grants.  Global Green, USA contends that the proposal would cover some of the cost of items that may 
impact at least two of the three following criteria: 1) improved student performance; 2) reduction in long-term 
operating costs; and 3) enhanced environmental benefits.  

(Continued on Page Two) 
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DESCRIPTION (cont.) 

Staff formed a high performance work group to discuss the Global Green, USA incentives presented to the SAB for 
consideration.  It was the intention of the high performance work group to have the entire upfront costs covered by 
the district and the State.  The majority of the work group was concerned that the first five categories in the Global 
Green, USA proposal already earn HPRC points.  Adding the $50,000 supplemental increase would provide 
additional funding for costs that are already covered by the current incentive grant.  

Staff consulted with legal counsel to determine if the legislation would allow the additional $50,000 incentive to build 
superior high performing green schools.  Counsel opined that the Board approved regulations provide an incentive 
and meet the guidelines of the current legislation.  While there is nothing in the legislation that would prohibit the 
additional incentive of $50,000 for each of the seven specific categories proposed by Global Green, USA; this 
proposal does not appear to be necessary because based on the best cost data available at this time, the entire 
costs are included in the existing grant as approved by the SAB.   

Staff and the DSA previously proposed to monitor data received from districts requesting the high performance 
schools incentive grant.  The data collected from the participants will be analyzed to determine the following: 

•	 The rate of participation from districts that include high performance as a part of a project. 
•	 Whether the current percentage increase to the base grant covers the upfront costs of designing, purchasing, 

and constructing high performance measures in schools. 
•	 If an adjustment to the high performance schools incentive grant is needed.   

STAFF COMMENTS 

The following is provided in response to the Board’s request for additional information on Enhanced Commissioning 
and CCAR.   

Category 5 – Enhanced Commissioning 

Enhanced Commissioning is an extension of Fundamental Commissioning.  Fundamental Commissioning is in 
essence a “constructability review” to ensure the building and project’s energy related systems are installed, 
calibrated and perform as intended. 

Enhanced Commissioning not only entails all aspects of Fundamental Commissioning, it improves building 
operations and energy efficiency as well as reduces construction and long-term operating costs.  Typically, this will 
include preparation of building operations manuals and occupant training not performed in the Fundamental 
Commissioning.  The Commissioning Authority for Enhanced Commissioning must be an independent third party 
industry professional or an owner’s employee.  A key activity for the designee is to review the building operation 
with tenants and maintenance and operation staff within ten months after substantial completion and include a plan 
to resolve outstanding commissioning related issues. 

Category 7 - Participation in the California Climate Action Registry 

Building on the existing efforts in the individual states, the Governors of the five states committing to the Western 
Regional Climate Action Initiative in February agree to participate in a multi-state registry to track and manage 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emission in their regions.   

(Continued on Page Three) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

The California Climate Action Registry was established by statute in 2002 as a non-profit voluntary registry for 
reporting GHG emissions.  The purpose of the Registry is to help companies and organizations with operations in 
the State to establish GHG emissions baselines against which any future GHG emission reduction requirement may 
be applied.  For the purposes of the Registry, GHG’s are the six gases identified in the Kyoto Protocol: Carbon 
Dioxide (CO2), Nitrous Oxide (N20), Methane (CH4), Hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), Perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and 
Sulphur Hexafluoride (SF6). 

Participants agree to register the GHG emissions for all operations in California and are encouraged to report 
nationwide.  Gross emission and efficiency metrics will be recorded.  The Registry requires the reporting of CO2 
emissions for the first three years of participation, although participants are encouraged to report the remaining five 
GHGs covered in the Kyoto protocol.  All six gases are to be reported after three years of Registry participation.  
The Registry encourages voluntary actions to increase energy efficiency and decrease GHG emissions.  
Participants record their GHG emission inventory and the State of California in turn will offer its best efforts to 
ensure that participants receive appropriate consideration for early action in the event of any future state, federal or 
international GHG regulatory scheme.  

There is an annual fee structured for non-profit, government and academic organizations based upon the agency 
budget which ranges from $400 to $4,000 (budgets over $2 billion). There are 232 Registry members, including 
one kindergarten through twelfth grade school district, Natomas Unified School District, and eleven universities.  
The Natomas Unified School District reports their annual administrative fee for the CCAR is $750, and does not 
anticipate the need to hire additional staff due to CCAR participation. 

While Staff supports these concepts and encourages their use, Staff does not believe additional financial incentives 
are warranted through the SFP.  The cost would be either covered in the SFP high performance schools incentive 
grant already adopted by the SAB or would be deemed operational costs that should not receive facility funding.  
Staff has been working with the Global Green, USA, Department of Health Services and California Energy 
Commission to include links on the OPSC Web site to raise school district awareness of these enhanced 
environmental benefits.   

RECOMMENDATION 

Accept this report. 

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on May 23, 2007. 



 
 

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
State Allocation Board Meeting, May 23, 2007 

 
LABOR COMPLIANCE PROGRAM GRANTS 

 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To present for the Board’s consideration regulations to allow Labor Compliance Program (LCP) grant funding for 
districts that voluntarily initiate and enforce a LCP and to adjust the LCP grant.   

 
BACKGROUND 
 

Labor Code Section 1771.7 requires school districts that choose to use funds derived from either the 
Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2002 or 2004 (Propositions 47 and 55, 
respectively) to initiate and enforce a LCP.  However, school districts with projects apportioned from the 
Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 1D) are not required to comply 
with this law.  As a result, at the February 2007 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting, the Board requested Staff 
to research if a district voluntarily implements a LCP on a project for which such a program is no longer 
mandated by statute, if it is permissible for the SAB to continue to provide the grant for the purpose of 
reimbursing the district for the costs of voluntarily initiating and enforcing a LCP.   
 
At the March 2007 SAB meeting, Staff reported that SAB Legal Counsel opined that while the Labor Code 
Section 1771.7(a) requires school districts to initiate and enforce a LCP on those projects funded under 
Propositions 47 and 55 and not Proposition 1D, subsection (e) of the aforementioned statute was sufficiently 
broad enough that it can be read to authorize the SAB to continue to provide the LCP grant for those districts 
that voluntarily initiate and enforce a LCP.  SAB Legal Counsel cited the legislative intent of Labor Code 1771.7 
was to ensure that every school district in the State pay the prevailing rate of per diem wages to workers 
employed on public works projects undertaken by districts.  As a result, the Legislature provided the Board with 
the ability to increase the State’s share of increased costs to accommodate labor compliance programs.  Since 
labor compliance programs may continue to be voluntarily implemented by school districts, the Board is simply 
furthering the legislative intent of Labor Code 1771.7 by providing the grant augmentation to help ensure the 
prevailing wage rates are paid on public works projects.   
 
In addition, Staff provided the Board an update to the March 2006 report regarding the adequacy of LCP 
apportionments based on 245 project audits.  The report contained the following information: 
 

• Through January 2007, the SAB has provided LCP grants for 3,342 projects. 
• The 245 project audits represent 7.3 percent of all projects that have received LCP grants and 100 

percent of those projects closed out to date. 
• New Construction LCP apportionments have been under spent by an average of 40.9 percent. 
• Modernization LCP apportionments have been under spent by 63.7 percent. 

 
As a result of the discussion on these two issues, the Board requested Staff to return at a future meeting with 
regulations to provide the LCP grant augmentation for those districts that voluntarily initiate and enforce a LCP 
for projects apportioned from Proposition 1D and to adjust the LCP grant.   
 

AUTHORITY 
 

Labor Code 1771.7 states in part that the SAB shall increase per-pupil grant amounts to accommodate the 
State’s share of the costs of initiating and enforcing a LCP.  The law provides that a School Facility  

 
(Continued on Page Two) 
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AUTHORITY (cont.) 
 

Program (SFP) project is eligible for an increase in the per-pupil grant amount if both of the following conditions 
are met: 

    
• The project was or will be funded from the proceeds of Propositions 47 or 55. 

 

• The Notice to Proceed for the initial contract for construction of the project was issued on or after  
April 1, 2003. 

 
Labor Code 1771.7 also provides an exception to the full and final apportionment provisions in the law to 
accommodate LCP costs on projects that have already received their full apportionment amount without the LCP 
funding but were eligible for the funding.  Additionally, this statute gives the SAB the authority to provide grant 
augmentations to ensure prevailing wage rates are paid on public works projects. 

 
STAFF COMMENTS 
 
 Providing the LCP Grant on a Voluntary Basis 

 

At the May 4, 2007 Implementation Committee meeting, based on the Board’s request, Staff proposed allowing 
those projects apportioned with funds from other than Propositions 47 and 55 to be eligible for LCP funds 
provided the district voluntarily initiates and enforces a LCP.  A member of the audience involved in the 
Proposition 1D bond discussions questioned the recommendation and the SAB Legal Counsel’s February 2007 
opinion stating that the SAB Legal Counsel’s basis for opining that the SAB can provide the LCP grant on a 
voluntary basis is hinged on the legislative intent of Assembly Bill 1506 which added Labor Code 1771.7.  
However, it was this audience member’s belief that the legislative intent of Proposition 1D was more recent and 
therefore more germane to the issue as the Legislature chose not to require the initiation and enforcement of a 
LCP for projects apportioned with these bond funds. The same member of the audience also called attention to 
the fact that existing law provides a SFP project is eligible for an increase in the per-pupil grant if “both” of the 
conditions noted above are met.  Projects funded out of Proposition 1D do not meet the first condition and, thus, 
are not eligible. 
 
Staff consulted with the SAB’s Legal Counsel regarding the audience member’s concerns.  The SAB Legal 
Counsel opined that Labor Code 1771.7 is not absolute and that while Labor Code 1771.7 requires that districts 
with projects apportioned from Propositions 47 and 55 initiate and enforce a LCP for which the Board will provide 
a grant augmentation, the intent of the legislation was to ensure prevailing wage rates are enforced on public 
work projects constructed by school districts.  While it is true the Legislature did not require the initiation and 
enforcement of a LCP in Proposition ID, it did not prohibit it.  If a district’s project is funded exclusively with 
Proposition 1D bond funds, the Board does have the discretion to make a policy decision to allow the continual 
funding of a LCP on a voluntary basis; however, the SAB Legal Counsel did caution that such a decision may be 
vulnerable to a legal challenge.  The SAB Legal Counsel further opined that those districts that have projects 
funded in part with Proposition 47 and/or 55 bond funds will be required to initiate and enforce a LCP. 
 
Should the Board request Staff to provide LCP funding on a voluntary basis, Staff recommends that provisions 
be made for impacted districts to access this additional funding effective upon the approval of the regulations by 
the Office of Administrative Law.  Since Labor Code 1771.7(e) provides an exemption to the full and final  
provisions of Education Code 17070.63, Staff intends to automatically include the appropriate LCP funding for 
projects that indicated LCP compliance for those applications previously funded with Proposition 1D funds.  Staff 
will also notify all other districts individually of the opportunity to include a request for LCP grants where a 
request was not made on the funding application, but where that district voluntarily initiated and enforced an 
LCP. 

(Continued on Page Three) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

 
LCP Grant Amounts  
 

At the same Implementation Committee meeting, Staff introduced a proposed reduction to the new construction 
and modernization LCP grant.  For new construction projects, the proposed reduction is limited to those  
districts with projects with a total project cost, less site acquisition costs, of one million dollars or less as Staff 
believes there is sufficient data to justify the reduction.  Under current regulations, a district receives a LCP 
apportionment of $16,000 for any project where the cost is one million dollars or less, less site acquisition costs.  
So a district with a project that will cost one million dollars and a district with a project that will cost $50,000 will 
both receive a $16,000 LCP grant.  Under the proposed regulations, districts with projects in this cost range will 
receive a LCP apportionment of 0.65 percent of the total project cost, less site acquisition costs.  Staff 
recommends this change based on data which indicates districts are expending only 16.10 percent of the LCP 
funds for projects totaling one million dollars or less.  If a project exceeds one million dollars, no changes are 
being recommended as there is insufficient data to provide a defensible adjustment to the existing LCP grant.   
 
For modernization projects, Staff is proposing a 25 percent reduction in the LCP grant for all projects regardless 
of the total project costs.  While the data supports an even further reduction in the LCP apportionment for most 
of the projects audited, Staff believes a 25 percent reduction is conservative and reasonable at this time until 
more data can be gathered over the forthcoming year.   
 
Members of the Committee and audience expressed concern with Staff’s recommendations.  Many cited that the 
data pool was too small to justify any adjustment to the LCP grant.  While the data used for this analysis 
represented 7.3 percent of all projects apportioned with LCP funds, the 245 projects represented 100 percent of 
all projects audited.   Some audience members also cited that it is common for districts to not report or under-
report LCP expenditures explaining that with larger projects it was difficult for the district to identify LCP costs, 
especially if force account labor was used.  Others cited that multiple projects are often bid together as a means 
of economies of scale, therefore making it difficult to extract accurate LCP costs as the common practice was to 
take the LCP costs and divide them equally amongst the contracted projects.  While this method may be 
convenient for reporting purposes, it does not represent the actual LCP costs for each of the projects reported.    
 
There was limited LCP cost data available during the initial implementation of the program in July 2003.  Staff, 
with the assistance of the Implementation Committee, therefore provided a grant augmentation that was based 
on the best available cost data at the time.  In turn, it was agreed that the amount of the per pupil grant for LCP 
would be revisited based on actual costs incurred by districts.  The districts were subsequently asked to account 
for all LCP funds expended for each project apportioned.  If a district combined several projects for the purposes 
of economies of scale or used force account labor, the district was responsible for tracking and reporting 
complete LCP expenditures appropriately for audit purposes.  In fact, pursuant to SFP Regulation Section 
1859.106, Program Accountability Expenditure Audit, districts are required to maintain a record of the complete 
LCP costs incurred: 

“Districts shall be required to maintain all appropriate records that support all district certifications and 
expenditures for all costs associated with SFP, Charter School, and Joint-Use projects for a period of 
not less than four years from the date the notice of completion is filed for the project in order to allow 
other agencies, including, without limitation, the Bureau of State Audits and the State Controller to 
perform their audit responsibilities.” 

 

 

(Continued on Page Four) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

 
LCP Grant Amounts  (cont.) 
 

Furthermore, in the SFP Expenditure Audit Guidebook, districts are instructed to:  

“…provide a detailed listing of project expenditures that reflect all expenditures for the project by 
warrant numbers, warrant dates, warrant payees, warrant amounts, and specific descriptions of the 
expenditures, as required on the Form SAB 50-06.  The description of expenditures must provide 
sufficient detail for the audit staff to verify all project expenditures are applicable to the project and that 
the expenditures have been recorded in the proper cost categories.  In addition, the district must report 
the eligible expenditures for the project that encompass the State and district matching share.  Also, if 
the district augmented the project beyond the State and district share, please include these costs on the 
same report, but identify them as being solely district funded.”   

Thus, even if the LCP grants are not adjusted today based on the assertions of the stakeholders and more data 
is collected over the course of the next year, it is likely Staff will continue to receive incorrect LCP cost 
expenditure data from the districts resulting in the same conundrum.  Consequently based on the expenditure 
data reported in the 245 projects audited thus far, it appears the SFP is over funding the LCP grant; therefore, 
Staff recommends a reduction in the State’s share of the LCP grant for new construction and modernization 
projects.  In an effort to ensure the LCP grant augmentation remains sufficient to cover the costs of initiating and 
enforcing a LCP, Staff will conduct another analysis in one year to ensure the adequacy of the LCP grant.  
 
Additional non-substantive SFP Regulation changes included in this item: 
 

The Application for Funding (Form SAB 50-04) includes the addition of a certification that the district will comply 
with all laws pertaining to the construction of its facilities.  This certification was inadvertently omitted in a prior 
regulatory revision. 
 

The Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) is being revised to require districts to provide: 
• a copy of voter approved bond language when a district’s joint-use partners’ financial contribution is 

provided through local bond proceeds. 
• a certification that the district’s joint-use partner’s financial contribution has been provided by a local 

bond specifically for the joint-use purpose, if applicable. 
• the earliest issue date of the Notice to Proceed and well as the date the contract was signed for New 

Construction, Modernization and Joint-Use projects. 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

1. Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as shown on the Attachment and request Staff to begin 
the regulatory process to reduce the LCP grant for both new construction and modernization projects, and if 
the Board wishes, to provide the LCP grant to districts that voluntarily initiate and enforce a LCP. 

 
2. Request Staff return in one year to provide an update on the adequacy of the LCP grants. 



 

 

ATTACHMENT  
 

Article 8.  New Construction and Modernization Grant Determinations 
 
Section 1859.71.4.  New Construction Pupil Grant Increase for Labor Compliance Program. 
 

(a) After determining all other funding authorized by these Regulations, the Board shall increase the per-unhoused-pupil 
grant amount by 50 percent of the following calculation for any project for which the district is required under Labor 
Code Section 1771.7(a) and (b) to initiate and enforce a LCP and for any project for which the district voluntarily initiates 
and enforces a LCP: 

(1)   Using the chart in (b) of this Section, determine the total amount of funding to be provided for the increased costs of a 
new construction project due to the initiation and enforcement of a LCP. 

(2)   Divide the amount determined in subsection (a)(1) by the total number of pupils, or by one if no pupils are assigned, in 
the approved application. 

(b)   The funding provided for a new construction project to initiate and enforce a LCP shall be calculated on the total project 
cost, exclusive of site acquisition costs, as follows: 

 

$16,000 0.65 percent of For the first costs for projects less than $1 million or any part 
thereof, plus                                               or 
$16,000 for the first $1 million for projects equal to or more than $1 million, plus 

1.6 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.25 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.15 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.32 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.31 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.46 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.44 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.42 percent Of the next $30 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.4 percent Of any remaining portion 

 

Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 

Reference:  Section 17072.10, Education Code. 
... 
 

Section 1859.78.1.  Modernization Pupil Grant Increase for Labor Compliance Program. 
 

(a) After determining all other funding authorized by these Regulations, the Board shall increase the per-pupil grant amount 
by the following calculation, less the district matching share required in Section 1859.79, for any project for which the 
district is required under Labor Code Section 1771.7(a) and (b) to initiate and enforce a LCP and for any project for 
which the district voluntarily initiates and enforces a LCP: 

(1)   Using the chart in (b) of this Section 1859.71.4(b), determine the total amount of funding to be provided for the 
increased costs of a modernization project due to the initiation and enforcement of a LCP. 

(2)   Divide the amount determined in subsection (a)(1) by the total number of pupils, or by one if no pupils are assigned, in 
the approved application. 

(b)   The funding provided for a modernization project to initiate and enforce a LCP shall be calculated on the total project 
cost as follows: 

 
$12,000 For the first $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
1.2 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 

0.18 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.11 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.24 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.23 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.35 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.33 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.32 percent Of the next $30 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.3 percent Of any remaining portion 

 
Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 

Reference: Section 17074.10, Education Code 
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generAl informAtion
Once the Board has determined or adjusted the district’s eligibility for either new con-

struction or modernization funding, the district may file an application for funding by 

use of this form. The Board will only provide new construction funding if this form is 

submitted prior to the date of occupancy of any classrooms included in the construc-

tion contract. If the district has a pending reorganization election that will result in the 

loss of eligibility for the proposed project, the district may not file an application for 

funding until the Board has adjusted the district’s new construction baseline eligibility 

as required in Section 1859.51. This may be accomplished by completion of Form SAB 

50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03.

For purposes of Education Code Section 17073.25, the California Department of Educa-

tion (CDE) is permitted to file modernization applications on behalf of the California 

Schools for the Deaf and Blind.

Requests for funding may be made as follows:

1. A separate apportionment for site acquisition for a new construction project for 

environmental hardship pursuant to Section 1859.75.1. For purposes of this apportion-

ment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE.

Preliminary appraisal of property.

Approval letter from the Department of Toxic Substances Control.

2. A separate apportionment for site acquisition and/or design costs for a new 

construction project pursuant to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is avail-

able only to districts that meet the financial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. 

Districts may apply for a separate apportionment for the design and for site 

acquisition on the same project. For purposes of this apportionment, the following 

documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE (site apportionment only).

Preliminary appraisal of property (site apportionment only).

3. A separate apportionment for district-owned site acquisition cost pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.81.2. For purposes of this apportionment, the following documents must 

be submitted with this form (as appropriate);

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Site approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of district-owned site.

Cost benefit analysis as prescribed in Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of the Board find-

ing that the non-school function on the district-owned site must be relocated.

4. A separate apportionment for design cost for a modernization project pursuant 

to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is available only to districts that meet the 

financial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the Form SAB 50-03 must accompany this form (if not previously submitted).

5. A New Construction Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. If the funding 

request includes site acquisition, the proposed site must either be owned by the 

district, in escrow, or the district has filed condemnation proceedings and received 

an order of possession of the site. For purposes of this apportionment, the follow-

ing documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Site/plan approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of property if requesting site acquisition funds.

Plans and specifications (P&S) for the project that were approved by the DSA. 

Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or “Zip Drive” readable in AutoCAD 14. 

The specifications may be provided on a diskette that is IBM compatible.

Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development funding.

If this request is pursuant to Section 1859.77.2 and the district’s housing plan 

is other than those listed in the certification section of this form, a copy of the 

school board resolution and the approved housing plan.

If the site apportionment is requested pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, 

a cost benefit analysis as prescribed in Regulation Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of 

the Board finding that the non-school function on the district-owned site must 

be relocated.

If this is a request for funding under the Small High School Program, pursuant 

to Regulation Section 1859.93.2, the district must also provide a CDE Small High 

School academic reform strategy approval.

 If this request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an Alternative 

Enrollment Projection, a justification of how the project relieves overcrowding, 

including but not limited to, the elimination of the use of Concept 6 calendars, 

four track year-round calendars, or bussing in excess of 40 minutes.

Modernization Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. For purposes of this appor-

tionment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

P&S for the project that were approved by the DSA.

If the request includes funding for accessibility and fire code requirements pursuant 

to Section 1859.83(f ), the DSA approved list of the minimum accessibility work 

required and a detailed cost estimate for the work in the plans.

Cost estimate of the proposed site development necessary for the Reconfiguration 

of an existing high school.

 Plan approval letter from the CDE.

Districtwide enrollment data on Form SAB 50-01 when requesting project assistance 

(if not previously submitted).

If the request includes funding for 50 year old permanent buildings pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.6, a site diagram identifying all buildings to be modernized in the 

project. The diagram must specify those buildings that are at least 50 years old.

Prior to acceptance of an application for funding that includes a financial hard-

ship request, the district must have its financial hardship status “pre-approved” by 

the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC). To apply for a financial hardship 

“pre-approval”, consult the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

If the district is requesting New Construction funding after the initial baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board and the district’s current CBEDS enrollment reporting year 

is later than the enrollment reporting year used to determine the district’s baseline 

eligibility or adjusted eligibility, the district must complete a new Form SAB 50-01 based 

on the current year CBEDS enrollment data, and submit it to the OPSC with this form. In 

addition, if the district’s request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an 

Alternative Enrollment Projection, the district must update the Alternative Enrollment 

Projection to correspond with the CBEDS enrollment data  for the current year. A small 

district with 2,500 or less enrollment as defined in Section 1859.2 will not have its eligi-

bility reduced for a period of three years from the date the district’s baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board as a result of reduction in projected enrollment.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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If this request is for a Final Apportionment, the pupils assigned to the project 

must be at least 75 percent, but not more than 100 percent, of the pupils that 

received the Preliminary Apportionment. Refer to Section 1859.147.

Check the box if the project is eligible for funding for 50 year or older perma-

nent buildings and report, at the option of the district:

The total number of eligible classrooms or the total eligible square footage 

building area at the site. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(A) or (b)(2)(A).

The total number of permanent classrooms or the total permanent square 

footage building area that is at least 50 years old and not been previously 

modernized with state funds. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(B) or (b)(2)(B).

Enter the greater percentage as calculated under Regulation Section 

1859.78.6(b)(1)(C) or Regulation Section 1859.78.6(b)(2)(C).

If this project includes eligible 50 year or older pupil grants, enter the appro-

priate number assigned to the project for each grade group. The number 

of pupils entered cannot exceed the cumulative number of 50 year or older 

permanent buildings pupil grants requested for all modernization funding 

applications for the site as determined by using the percentage factor above.

If this request includes pupil grants generated by an Alternative Enrollment 

Projection Method, enter the number of pupils by grade level.

Indicate if this request is for funding of a 6–8 school and/or an Alternative 

Education School.

e. Check the applicable box if the district is requesting additional pupil grants 

assigned to the project that exceed the capacity of the project or if the pupils 

assigned represent eligibility determined at another grade level and check the ap-

propriate box to indicate under which regulation the district is applying. The pupil 

capacity of the project may be determined by multiplying the classrooms reported 

in box 3 by 25 for K–6; 27 for 7–8, 9–12 grades; 13 for non-severe and 9 for severe.

f. If the request is for replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) or (b) 

on the same site, check the facility hardship box.

3.	 Number	of	Classrooms

Enter the:

• Number of classrooms as shown on the plans and specifications (P&S). If there 

was demolition at the site, report the net increase in the number of classrooms 

showing in the P&S.

• Master plan site size, as recommended by the California Department of Education.

• Recommended site size, as determined by the California Department of Education.

• Existing Useable Acres already owned at that location (if any).

• Proposed Useable Acres that was/will be purchased as part of the application (if any).

4.	 Financial	Hardship	Request

Check the box if the district is requesting financial hardship assistance because 

it is unable to meet its matching share requirement. Refer to Section 1859.81 for 

eligibility criteria. Districts requesting financial assistance must have received a 

pre-approval for financial hardship status by the OPSC. Consult the OPSC Web site 

at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for details and necessary documentation needed in order 

to determine eligibility.

5.	 New	Construction	Additional	Grant	Request

Check the appropriate box(es) if the district requests an augmentation to the new 

construction grant for “additional” grants for the items listed or for replacement 

facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82(a) and (b). Refer to Sections 1859.72 through 

1859.76 and 1859.82(a) and (b) for eligibility criteria. Enter the:

b.

•

•

•

•

c.

d.

For a list of the documents that must be submitted in order for the OPSC to deem a 

funding request for new construction or modernization complete and ready for OPSC 

processing, consult the SFP handbook and other information located on the OPSC 

Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

For purposes of completing this form for a Final Charter School Apportionment, a 

charter school shall be treated as a school district.

Specific inStructionS
The district must assign a Project Tracking Number (PTN) to this project. The same PTN 

is used by the OPSC, the DSA and the CDE for all project applications submitted to 

those agencies to track a particular project through the entire state application review 

process. If the district has already assigned a PTN to this project by prior submittal 

of the P&S to either the DSA or the CDE for approval, use that PTN for this applica-

tion submittal. If no PTN has been previously assigned for this project, a PTN may be 

obtained from the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov “PT Number Generator.”

1.	 Type	of	Application

Check the appropriate box that indicates the type of School Facility Program (SFP) 

grant the district is requesting for purposes of new construction, modernization, 

a separate design and/or site apportionment, site apportionment as an environ-

mental hardship or New Construction (Final Apportionment). If the application is 

for the modernization of school facilities and includes facilities that are eligible for 

an additional apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8, include a site diagram 

with this application that specifies the age of each facility eligible for moderniza-

tion. The diagram should also indicate the date of its original DSA plan approval 

and the date the facility received its prior modernization apportionment. If known 

include the project modernization number on the diagram. If the application is 

for modernization of a California School for the Deaf or Blind, the CDE shall check 

the box identified as Modernization of California Schools for the Deaf/Blind. If the 

request is for a separate design apportionment, the CDE shall check the appropriate 

box. If the eligibility for this project was established as a result of the need for new 

or replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) and (b), or rehabilitation 

pursuant to Section 1859.83 (e), check the appropriate box.

If this request is for an addition to an existing site and advance funding for the 

evaluation and RA costs, check the appropriate box and refer to Section 1859.74.4.

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment or a Preliminary Charter 

School Apportionment to a Final Apportionment, check the New Construction 

(Final Apportionment or Final Charter School Apportionment) box.

If the district is requesting a separate site and/or design apportionment, complete 

boxes 2a, 3, 4, the site acquisition data in box 5 (d and e), and boxes 12, 13, 14, 15 

and 21 only.

2.	 Type	of	Project

Select the type of project that best represents this application request and 

enter the total number of pupils assigned to the project for each grade group. 

Include pupils to be housed in a new or replacement school authorized by 

Section 1859.82 (a). The amount entered cannot exceed the district’s baseline 

eligibility determined on Form SAB 50-03 and will be the basis for the amount 

of the new construction or modernization grants provided for the project.

a.
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Therapy area in square feet as provided in Section 1859.72.

Multilevel classrooms in the P&S pursuant to Section 1859.73.

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.73.1. If the district has not submitted a request for new construction 

baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current Form SAB 

50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

Indicate the site scenario that best represents the project request. If no RA is 

required, refer to Section 1859.74. If a RA is required on a site that is not leased 

or an addition to an existing site, refer to Section 1859.74.2. If RAs are required 

on a leased site or an addition to an existing site, refer to Sections 1859.74.3 or 

1859.74.4, respectively. The limitation of 50 percent may be exceeded when 

unforeseen circumstances exist, the CDE determines that the site is the best 

available site, and substantiation that the costs are the minimum required to 

complete the evaluation and RA.

(1) Enter 50 percent of the actual cost.

(2) Enter 50 percent of the appraised value of the site. If the request is 

made pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, enter 50 percent of the 

appraised value.

(3) Enter 50 percent of the allowable relocation cost.

(4) Enter two percent of the lesser of the actual cost or appraised value of the 

site (minimum $25,000).

(5) Enter 50 percent of the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) fee 

for review and approval of the phase one environmental site assessment 

and preliminary endangerment assessment reports. Refer to Sections 

1859.74, 1859.74.1, 1859.74.5, 1859.75, 1859.75.1 and 1859.81.1. If the 

district is submitting a funding request for new construction under the 

Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values.

A project that received site acquisition funds under the Lease-Purchase 

Program (LPP) as a priority two project is not eligible for site acquisition funds 

under the SFP. A district-owned site acquired with LPP, SFP or Proposition 1A 

funds is not eligible for funding under Regulation Section 1859.74.5.

Enter 50 percent of the amount allowable for hazardous materials/waste re-

moval and/or remediation for the site acquired pursuant to Sections 1859.74.2, 

1859.74.3, 1859.74.4, 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1. If an RA is required, check the box.

Enter 50 percent of eligible service-site development, off-site development 

including pedestrian safety paths and utilities costs allowed pursuant to 

Section 1859.76. If the district is submitting a funding request for new con-

struction under the Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values. 

Attach cost estimates of the proposed site development work which shall be 

supported and justified in the P&S. All cost estimates shall reflect 100 percent 

of the proposed work.

Check the box if the district is requesting an Additional Grant for General Site 

Development pursuant to Section 1859.76.

If the district is requesting replacement facilities on the same site, enter the 

square footage requested as provided in Section 1859.82(a) or (b).

Enter the square feet of eligible replacement area as provided by Section 1859.73.2.

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Efficiency pursuant to 

Section 1859.71.3, enter the percentage of energy efficiency that exceeds Title 24 

requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.71.3(a)(3).

j. Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifies for additional 

funding for fire code requirements authorized in Section 1859.71.2.

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

f.

g.

h.

i.

6.	 Modernization	Additional	Grant	Request

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance allowance pursuant 

to Section 1859.78.2. If the district has not submitted a request for new con-

struction baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current 

Form SAB 50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Efficiency pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.5, enter the percentage of energy efficiently that exceeds Title 

24 requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.78.5(a)(3).

Check the box if the district requests an additional grant for site development 

utility cost necessary for the modernization of 50 years or older permanent 

building(s). Enter 60 percent of the eligible costs allowable pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.78.7(a).

Check the box if the district is requesting a Separate Apportionment for 

Reconfiguration pursuant to Section 1859.78.9. Enter the full value of the 

Reconfiguration request, not to exceed an aggregate of $500,000 for all high 

school entities created.

e. Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifies for additional 

funding for fire code requirements authorized in Section 1859.78.4.

7.	 Excessive	Cost	Hardship	Request

Check the appropriate box to request an augmentation to the New Construction 

or Modernization Grants for an excessive cost hardship for the items listed. Refer 

to Section 1859.83 for eligibility criteria. Requests for excessive cost grants for 

accessibility requirements are allowed only if required by the Division of the State 

Architect (DSA). At the district’s option, the district may request three percent of 

the modernization base grant or enter 60 percent of the amount calculated pursu-

ant to Regulation Section 1859.83(f ). Attach a copy of the DSA approved list that 

shows the minimum work necessary for accessibility requirements.

If the request is for the excessive cost grant for a new Alternative Education school 

pursuant to Section 1859.83(c)(2) and the district wishes to request less than the 

maximum allowance, please submit a letter along with application indicating the 

desired amount.

If the request is for rehabilitation mitigation, report 80 percent or 60 percent (as 

appropriate) of health/safety rehabilitation mitigation cost for a modernization 

project as authorized by Section 1859.83(e).

8.	 Project	Priority	Funding	Order

Enter the priority order of this project in relation to other new construction appli-

cations submitted by the district on the same date. If applications are not received 

on the same date, the OPSC will assign a higher district priority to the application 

received first. Check the box(es) if the project meets the criteria outlined in Section 

1859.92(c)(3),(4) and (6), as appropriate. This information is needed for purposes of 

priority points.

9.	 Prior	Approval	Under	the	LPP

If the project the district is requesting SFP grants for received a Phase P, S, or C 

approval under the LPP, report the application number of that project, regardless if 

the project actually received funding or was included on an “unfunded” list. Failure 

to report this information may delay the processing of the application by the OPSC.

10.	 Prior	Apportionment	Under	the	SFP

If the project received a separate apportionment under the SFP for either site 

and/or design, or site environmental hardship, enter the application number of 

a.

b.

c.

d.
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the project. Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the 

application by the OPSC.

11.	 Preliminary	Apportionment	to	a	Final	Apportionment

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportion-

ment, enter the application number of the Preliminary Apportionment. Failure to 

report this information may delay the processing of the application by the OPSC.

12.	 Alternative	Developer	Fee

The district must report certain alternative fees collected pursuant to Government 

Code Section 65995.7, as of the date of application submittal to the OPSC. Refer 

to Section 1859.77 for details. Districts are advised that the OPSC may perform an 

audit of the developer fees collected prior to application approval by the Board.

13.	Adjustment	to	New	Construction	Baseline	Eligibility

Pursuant to Section 1859.51 certain adjustments to the district’s new construction 

baseline eligibility must be made each time a district submits Form SAB 50-04, to 

the OPSC for SFP new construction or modernization grants. These adjustments 

are made by the OPSC based on information reported by the district on this form.

Report all additional classroom(s) provided after the district submitted its re-

quest for determination of its new construction baseline eligibility for the grades 

shown, or indicate N/A if there are none. Refer to Section 1859.51(i).

If the eligibility for this project was determined on a high school attendance 

area (HSAA) or Super HSAA pursuant to Section 1859.41, enter the number of 

pupils by grade level type that were included in the latest report by the CDE 

pursuant to Education Code Section 42268 that received operational grants in 

that HSAA or Super HSAA.

14.	 Pending	Reorganization	Election

Complete only for new construction projects. Indicate if there is a pending reorga-

nization election that will result in a loss of eligibility for this project. If the answer 

is “yes”, the district must complete Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form 

SAB 50-03, to adjust the district’s new construction baseline eligibility as a result of 

the reorganization and submit them with this form.

a.

b.

15.	 Joint-Use	Facility/Leased	Property

Check the box if:

The facilities to be constructed/modernized as part of this project will be for 

joint use by other governmental agencies.

The new construction or modernization grants will be used for facilities 

located or to be located on leased property.

16.	 Project	Progress	Dates

Complete this section for new construction/modernization projects:

Enter the date the initial construction contract was signed for this project. If a 

construction contract has not been executed, enter N/A.

Enter the issue date for the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the 

project, or enter N/A if a Notice to Proceed has not been issued.

17.	 Labor	Compliance	Program

a. Indicate whether the district is subject to a Labor Compliance Program that 

has been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to 

Labor Code Section 1771.7 by checking the appropriate box.

b. If not, indicate whether the district will voluntarily initiate and enforce a Labor 

Compliance Program.

18.	 Construction	Delivery	Method

Check the box that best represents the construction delivery method that the 

district has or will use for this project, if known.

19.	 Architect	of	Record	or	Licensed	Architect	Certification

The architect of record or the licensed architect must complete this section.

20.	Architect	of	Record	or	Design	Professional	Certification

The architect of record or the appropriate design professional must complete this 

section.

21.	 Certification

The district representative must complete this section. For additional information 

regarding district certifications, refer to the SFP handbook located on the OPSC 

web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

a.

b.

a.

b.
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The school district named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Office of Public School Construction for a grant under the provisions of 

Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, et seq., of the Education Code and the Regulations thereto.

School DiStrict ApplicAtion number

School nAme project trAcking number

county DiStrict repreSentAtive’S e-mAil ADDreSS high School AttenDAnce AreA (hSAA) or Super hSAA (if ApplicAble)

1.	 Type	of	Application—Check	Only	One

 New Construction

 New Construction (Final Apportionment)

 New Construction (Final Charter School Apportionment)

 New Construction (Small High School Program)

 Modernization

 Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

Separate apportionment

 Site Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Site Only (District owned)—New Construction [Section 1859.81.2]

 Site Only—Environmental Hardship [Section 1859.75.1]

 Design Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Design Only—Modernization

 Design Only—Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(a)]

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(b)]

 Rehabilitation [Section 1859.83(e)]

 Advance Funding for Evaluation and RA

2.	 Type	of	Project

a.  Elementary School total Pupils assigned:

 Middle School K–6:  _________________

 High School 7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b.  50 Years or Older Building Funding (Modernization Only)

Total Eligible Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________

Classroom/Square Footage at Least 50 Years Old:  _________________

Ratio of 50 Years Old Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________ %

From 2a above, how many are 50 Year or Older Pupil Grants?

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

c. Included in 2a above, how many pupils are generated by the  

Alternative Enrollment Projection? (New Construction Only)

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

d. Is this a 6–8 school?  Yes  No

If you answered yes, how many K–6 pupils reported  

above are sixth graders?  _________________

Is this an Alternative Education School?  Yes  No

e. Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2?  Yes  No 

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3?  Yes  No 

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

f.  Facility Hardship (no pupils assigned)

3.	 Number	of	Classrooms:	 	_________________

Master Plan Acreage Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Recommended Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Existing Acres (Useable):  _________________

Proposed Acres (Useable):  _________________

4.	 	 Financial	Hardship	Request—Must	Have	Pre-Approval	by	OPSC

5.	 New	Construction	Additional	Grant	Request—New	Construction	Only

a. Therapy: Toilets (sq. ft.)  _________________  

Other (sq. ft.)  _________________

b. Multilevel Construction (CRS):  _________________

c.  Project Assistance

d. Site Acquisition:

 Leased Site

 Additional Acreage to Existing Site

 Addition to Existing Site

(1) 50 percent Actual Cost: $ _________________  

(2) 50 percent Appraised value: $ _________________

(3) 50 percent Relocation Cost: $ _________________

(4) 2 percent (min. $25,000): $ _________________

(5) 50 percent DTSC Fee: $ _________________

e. 50 percent hazardous waste removal: $ _________________

 Response Action (RA)

f. Site Development

 50 percent Service-Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Off-Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Utilities: $ _________________

 General Site

 g. Facility Hardship Section 1859.82(a) or (b)

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________  

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________
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h. Replacement area

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________  

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

i.  Energy Efficiency:  _________________ %

j.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System 

 Automatic Sprinkler System

6.	 Modernization	Additional	Grant	Request—Modernization	Only

a.  Project Assistance

b.  Energy Efficiency:  _________________ %

c.  Site Development—60 percent utilities: $ _________________

d.  Separate Apportionment for Reconfiguration

(for Small High School Program only): $ _________________

e.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System 

 Automatic Sprinkler System

7.	 Excessive	Cost	Hardship	Request

New construction only

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(1)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(2)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(3)]

 Small Size Project

  Urban/Security/Impacted Site; 

If a new site, $ ________________ per Useable Acre [Section 1859.83(d)(2)(C)]

modernization only

 Rehabilitation/Mitigation [Section 1859.83(e)]: $ _________________

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 Accessibility/Fire Code

 3 percent of base grant; or,

 60 percent of minimum work $ _________________

 Number of 2-Stop Elevators:  _________________

 Number of Additional Stops:  _________________

 Small Size Project

 Urban/Security/Impacted site

8.	 Project	Priority	Funding	Order—New	Construction	Only

Priority order of this application in relation to other new construction applications 

submitted by the district at the same time: # _________________

Project meets:

 Density requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(3).

 Stock plans requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(4).

 Energy efficiency requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(6).

9.	 Prior	Approval	Under	the	LPP

New Construction: 22/ _________________

Modernization: 77/ _________________

10.	 Prior	Apportionment	Under	the	SFP

Site/Design—New Construction: 50/ _________________

Design—Modernization: 57/ _________________

11.	 Preliminary	Apportionment	to	Final	Apportionment

Preliminary Apportionment Application Number: # _________________

12.	 Alternative	Developer	Fee—New	Construction	Only

Alternative developer fee collected and reportable pursuant to  

Regulation Section 1859.77: $ _________________

13.	 Adjustment	to	New	Construction	Baseline	Eligibility

a. Additional Classroom(s) provided: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b. Operational Grant (HSAA) only: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

14.	 Pending	Reorganization	Election—New	Construction	Only  Yes  No

15.	 Joint-Use	Facility/Leased	Property

a.  Joint-Use Facility

b.  Leased Property

16.	 Project	Progress	Dates

a. Construction Contract signed on:  _________________

b. Notice to Proceed issued on:  _________________

17.	 Labor	Compliance	Program

a. Will you be required to initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program  

pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7 for this project?  Yes  No

b. If not, indicate whether the district will voluntarily initiate a  

Labor Compliance Program.  Yes  No

18.	 Construction	Delivery	Method

 Design-Bid-Build

 Design-Build

 Developer Built

 Lease Lease-Back

 Energy Performance Contract

  This project includes or will include piggyback contract(s), as defined in 

Section 1859.2

 Other: _____________________________________________________
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19.	 Architect	of	Record	or	Licensed	Architect	Certification

I certify as the architect of record for the project or as a licensed architect that:

The P&S for this project were submitted to the OPSC by electronic medium (i.e., 

CD-ROM, zip disk or diskette) or as an alternative, if the request is for a modern-

ization Grant, the P&S were submitted in hard copy to the OPSC.

Any portion of the P&S requiring review and approval by the Division of the State 

Architect (DSA) were approved by the DSA on ____________________________ 

(enter DSA approval date).

Any portion of the P&S not requiring review and approval by the DSA meets 

the requirements of the California Code of Regulations, Title 24, including any 

handicapped access and fire code requirements.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the demolition of 

more classrooms than those to be constructed in the project, the difference is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the construction of 

more classrooms than those to be demolished in the project, the difference is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

Architect of recorD or licenSeD Architect (print nAme)

SignAture DAte

20.	Architect	of	Record	or	Design	Professional	Certification

I certify as the architect of record for the project or the appropriate design profes-

sional, that:

If the request is for a New Construction Grant, I have developed a cost estimate 

of the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of 

the work in the P&S including deferred items (if any) relating to the proposed 

project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided by the State 

and the district’s matching share, less site acquisition costs. This cost estimate 

does not include site acquisition, planning, tests, inspection, or furniture and 

equipment and is available at the district for review by the OPSC.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, I have developed a cost estimate of 

the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of the 

work in the P&S, including deferred items and interim housing (if any) relating to 

the proposed project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided 

by the State and the district’s matching share. This cost estimate does not 

include planning, tests, inspection or furniture and equipment and is available at 

the district for review by the OPSC.

Architect of recorD or DeSign profeSSionAl (print nAme)

SignAture DAte

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

21.	 Certification

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form, 

with the exception of items 19 and 20, is true and correct and that:

I am an authorized representative of the district as authorized by the governing 

board of the district; and,

A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, 

et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the school district’s govern-

ing board or the designee of the Superintendent of Public Instruction on, 

__________________________; and,

The district has established a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for exclusive 

purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings and 

has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with and 

is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Section 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); and,

Pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.755, the district has made a priority of 

the funds in the restricted maintenance account, established pursuant to Educa-

tion Code Section 17070.75, to ensure that facilities are functional and meet local 

hygiene standards; and,

The district has considered the feasibility of the joint use of land and facilities 

with other governmental agencies in order to minimize school facility costs; and,

The district will comply with all laws pertaining to the construction or modern-

ization of its school buildings; and

If this funding request is for the modernization of portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment pursuant to Education Code Section 17073.15, 

the district certifies that (check the applicable box below):

 1. The state modernization funds will be used to replace the portable 

classrooms and permanently remove the displaced portables from the 

classroom use within six months of the filing of the Notice of Completion 

for the project; or,

 2. It has provided documentation to the Office of Public School Construc-

tion which indicates that modernizing the portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment is better use of public resources than the 

replacement of these facilities.

Facilities to be modernized have not been previously modernized with Lease-Pur-

chase Program, Proposition 1A Funds or School Facility Program state funds; and,

All contracts entered on or after November 4, 1998 for the service of any 

architect structural engineer or other design professional for any work under the 

project have been obtained pursuant to a competitive process that is consistent 

with the requirements of Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 4525) of Divi-

sion 5, of Title 1, of the Government Code; and,

If this request is for new construction funding, the district has received approval 

of the site and the plans from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

If this request is for modernization funding, the district has received approval of 

the plans for the project from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws 

governing the use of force account labor; and,

This district has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 regarding at 

least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business enterprises; and,

The district matching funds required pursuant to Sections 1859.77.1 or 1859.79 

has either been expended by the district, deposited in the County School Facility 

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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SignAture of DiStrict repreSentAtive DAte

Fund or will be expended by the district prior to the notice of completion for the 

project; and,

The district has received the necessary approval of the plans and specifications 

from the Division of the State Architect unless the request is for a separate site 

and/or design apportionment; and,

If the district is requesting site acquisition funds as part of this application, the 

district has complied with Sections 1859.74 through 1859.75.1 as appropriate; and,

With the exception of an apportionment made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 18 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105); and,

If the apportionment for this project was made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 12 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105.1); and,

The district understands that funds not released within 18 months of apportion-

ment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied (refer to Sec-

tion 1859.90); and,

The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief; and,

All school facilities purchased or newly constructed under the project for use 

by pupils who are individuals with exceptional needs, as defined in Education 

Code Section 56026, shall be designed and located on the school site so as to 

maximize interaction between those individuals with exceptional needs and 

other pupils as appropriate to the needs of both; and,

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In 

the event a conflict should exist, the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

The district understands that some or all of the State funding for the project 

must be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Sections 

1859.105, 1859.105.1, 1859.106; and,

The district has complied with the provisions of Sections 1859.76 and 1859.79.2 

and that the portion of the project funded by the State does not contain work 

specifically prohibited in those Sections; and,

If the SFP grants will be used for the construction or modernization of school 

facilities on leased land, the district has entered into a lease agreement for the 

leased property that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and,

If the application contains a “Use of New Construction Grant” request, the district 

has adopted a school board resolution and housing plan at a public hearing at a 

regularly scheduled meeting of the governing board on __________________ 

as specified in Sections 1859.77.2, or 1859.77.3, as appropriate. The district’s ap-

proved housing plan is as indicated (check all that apply):

 1. The district will construct or acquire facilities for housing the pupils with 

funding not otherwise available to the SFP as a district match within 

five years of project approval by the SAB and the district must identify 

the source of the funds. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and (b) and 

1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

 2. The district will utilize higher district loading standards providing the 

loading standards are within the approved district’s teacher contract and 

do not exceed 33:1 per classroom. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and 

(b) and 1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

 3. The pupils requested from a different grade level will be housed in class-

rooms at an existing school in the district which will have its grade level 

changed, to the grade level requested, at the completion of the proposed 

SFP project. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(b) and 1859.77.3(b)]

If the district requested additional funding for fire code requirements pursuant to 

Sections 1859.71.2 or 1859.78.4, the district will include the automatic fire detection/

alarm system and/or automatic sprinkler system in the project prior to completion 

of the project; and

If this request is for a Large New Construction Project or a Large Modernization 

Project, the district has consulted with the career technical advisory committee es-

tablished pursuant to Education Code Section 8070 and it has considered the need 

for vocational and career technical facilities to adequately meet its program needs in 

accordance with Education Code Sections 51224, 51225.3(b) and 52336.1; and

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Efficiency pursuant to Sec-

tions 1859.71.3 or 1859.78.5, the increased costs for the energy efficiency components 

in the project exceeds the amount of funding otherwise available to the district; and

If this application is submitted after January 1, 2004 for modernization funding, the 

district has considered the potential for the presence of lead-containing materials 

in the modernization project and will follow all relevant federal, state, and local stan-

dards for the management of any identified lead; and

The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has been 

approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor Code Section 

1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the Notice to Proceed for 

the construction phase of the project is issued on or after April 1, 2003; and,

Pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7(e), if the district has or will voluntarily initiate 

and enforce a Labor Compliance Program, the program has been approved by the 

Department of Industrial Relations; and

Beginning with the 2005/2006 fiscal year, the district has complied with Education 

Code Section 17070.75(e) by establishing a facilities inspection system to ensure that 

each of its schools is maintained in good repair; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifies 

that is has an academic reform strategy scored by the CDE, and is available at the 

district office for OPSC verification; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifies 

the enrollment at the Small High School will not exceed 500 pupils for a minimum 

of two complete school years after the Occupancy of the last Small High School 

funded, as outlined in Section 1859.104(e)(2); and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9, the district certifies 

the enrollment at the resulting Small High Schools will not exceed 500 pupils for 

a minimum of two complete school years after the Occupany of the Small High 

Schools; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9 or Section 1859.93.2, the 

district certifies that is will meet all reporting requirements as specified in Section 

1859.104(e)(1) and/or (2).

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Fund Release authoRization
School Facility Program
SAB 50-05 (REv 05/07 09/06)

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD
OFFICE OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION

Page � of 3

GeneRal instRuCtions (Refer to title 2, California Code of 
Regulations sections 1859.90 and 1859.91)
After a School Facility Program (SFP) grant has been funded by the Board, the Office 

of Public School Construction (OPSC) will release the apportioned funds with the 

exception of design funds, to the appropriate county treasury once the district has 

completed and submitted this form to the OPSC. Design funds will automatically be 

released to the district within 30 days of the apportionment, with the exception of 

Preliminary Apportionments.

When determining if the district has entered into binding construction contracts 

for 50 percent of the project please refer to the School Facility Program Substantial 

Progress and Expenditure Audit Guide, Section 3 – Expenditure Audit, subsection SFP 

Allowable Expenditures – Construction Costs, which is accessible on the OPSC web 

site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

speCiFiC instRuCtions
Check the boxes in Part I if the district has current financial hardship status 

pursuant to Section 1859.81 and is requesting release of Preliminary 

Apportioment funds for design, engineering, and other preconstruction project 

costs. Attach to this form the CDE Letter pursuant to Section 1859.149(a)(2).

Check the boxes in Part II if the Charter School is requesting a release of a 

Preliminary Charter School Apportionment for design and/or separate site 

apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.164.2.

Check the box in Part III, for release of a separate site apportionment provided 

pursuant to Sections 1859.74.4, 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1 or for release of 

Preliminary Apportionment site only acquisition pursuant to 1859.153(b) or (c).

Check the box(es) in Part Iv for release of new construction or modernization 

funds and enter the appropriate dates:

a. Earliest Iissue date of the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the 

project; and,

b. The name of the initial contractor; and,

c. Signature date of the initial construction contract entered into by the district 

for this project.

Check the boxes in Part v if the district is requesting a separate release of site 

acquisition funds as part of a new construction project.

Check the boxes in Part vI if the district is requesting release of joint-use project 

funds. and enter:

a. Earliest issue date of the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the 

project; and,

b. The name of the initial contractor; and,

c. Signature date of the initial construction contract entered into by the district 

for this project.

When the joint-use partners’ financial contribution is provided by the district through 

local bond proceeds, please submit a copy of the voter approved bond language.

Check the appropriate box(es) in Part vII that identify the district funding sources 

that have or will be used for the district’s share of the project.

Check the appropriate box in Part vIII that identifies the construction delivery 

method that the district utilized for this project.

For the purposes of completing this form to obtain a fund release for a Final Charter 

School Apportionment, a charter school shall be treated as a school district.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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School DiStrict ApplicAtion number

School nAme Five-Digit DiStrict coDe number (See cAliForniA public School Directory)

county high School AttenDAnce AreA (hSAA) (iF ApplicAble)

part i. preliminary apportionment—design only
 The district certifies it has complied with Section 1859.149(a).

 The district certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

has already been expended by the district for the project

will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

 The district certifies that it currently has Financial Hardship status under the 

provisions of Section 1859.81.

part ii. preliminary Charter school apportionment

A.	 Design	Only

Pursuant to Section 1859.164.2(a), must be able to check all boxes:

 The Charter School certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

has already been expended by the Charter School for the project

will be expended by the Charter School prior to the Notice of Completion for 

the project

 The Charter School certifies it has current financial soundness status from the 

California School Finance Authority.

B.	 Separate	Site	Apportionment

Pursuant to Section 1859.164.2(b), must be able to check all boxes:

 Release site acquisition funds. The Charter School certifies the funds are needed 

to place on deposit in order to secure the site acquisition.

 The Charter School certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

has already been expended by the Charter School for the project

will be expended by the Charter School prior to the Notice of Completion for 

the project

 The Charter School certifies it has current financial soundness status from the 

California School Finance Authority.

part iii. separate site apportionment
 RA on additions to existing school sites pursuant to Section 1859.74.4.

Pursuant to Sections 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1, district must be able to check both boxes:

 Release site acquisition funds. The district certifies the funds are needed to place 

on deposit in order to secure the site acquisition.

 The district certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

has already been expended by the district for the project

will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

part iV. new Construction/Modernization
District must be able to check allboth boxes:

 The district certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

has already been expended by the district for the project

will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

 The district certifies it has entered into a binding contract(s) for at least 50 percent 

of the construction included in the plans applicable to the state funded project, 

and has issued the Notice to Proceed on ________________________ for that 

contract signed on ________________________.

 The district certifies that the earliest issue date of the Notice to Proceed for the 

construction phase is __________________________________________ for  

the ______________________________________________ contract signed 

on ________________________________________.

The amount of State funds released for new construction shall be 100 percent of the 

total SFP New Construction Adjusted Grant, less any site acquisition funds previously 

released in Part III.

The amount of State funds released for modernization shall be 100 percent of the 

SFP Modernization Adjusted Grant.

part V. new Construction—site acquisition only
District must be able to check both boxes:

 The district certifies it has entered escrow for the site (attach copy of escrow 

instructions).

 The district certifies that its applicable matching share has either:

been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

has already been expended by the district for the project

will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

The amount of State funds released shall be equal to the additional grant provided 

for site acquisition.

•

•

•

•

•

•
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part Vi. Joint-use projects
 The district certifies that the Joint-Use Partners' financial contribution has either:

been received and deposited in the County School Facility Fund

has been received and expended by the district

will be received and expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion 

for the project

has been provided by the district through a local bond approved specifically 

for this purpose.

 The district certifies it has entered into a binding contract(s) for at least 50 percent 

of the construction included in the plans applicable to the state funded project.

 The district certifies that the earliest issue date of the Notice to Proceed for the 

construction phase is __________________________________________ for  

the ______________________________________________ contract signed 

on ________________________________________.

The amount of State funds released for new construction shall be 100 percent of the 

Joint-Use Grant.

•

•

•

•

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form is true and correct and that:

The site where buildings will be modernized must comply with Education Code 

Sections 17212, 17212.5, and 17213; and,

The grant amount provided by the State, combined with local matching funds 

or the Joint-Use Partner's financial contribution, are sufficient to complete the 

school construction project, unless the request is for a separate site and/or design 

apportionment; and,

The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws 

governing the use of force account labor; and,

This project for which the grant amount is provided complies with Education Code 

Sections 17070.50 and 17072.30; and,

The district shall certify at the time of a fund release for the project that it complies 

with Section 1859.90.1.

•

•

•

•

•

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the Office of 

Public School Construction (OPSC). In the event a conflict should exist, then the 

language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor Code 

Section 1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the earliest 

Notice to Proceed issue date for the construction phase of the project is issued on 

or after April 1, 2003.; and,

Pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7(e), if the district has voluntarily initiated 

and will enforce a Labor Compliance Program, the program has been approved by 

the Department of Industrial Relations.

•

•

•

SignAture oF DiStrict repreSentAtive print nAme DAte

part Vii. identify district and Joint-use partners' Funding sources
 Available bond funds such as general obligation, or Mello-Roos.

 Available developer fees, proceeds from the sale of surplus property, or federal grants.

 Other funds available (identify)

 Funds already expended by the district for the project.

 Funds already expended by the Joint-Use Partners for the project.

 Future revenue sources to be used for the project (identify)

part Viii. identify district's Construction delivery Method
 Design-Bid-Build

 Design-Build

 Developer Built

 Lease Lease-Back

 Energy Performance Contract

 This project includes or will include piggyback contract(s), as defined in Section 1859.2

 Other:  _______________________________________________________
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generAl inforMAtion
This form is used by a district to request State funding for a joint-use project under 

the provisions of Education Code Sections 17077.40, 17077.42 and 17077.45. 

Requests for funding may be made as follows:

1. A Type I Joint-Use Project pursuant to Section 1859.122. The following 

documents must be submitted with this form in order for the Office of Public 

School Construction (OPSC) to accept the application for processing:

• Joint-use agreement, that complies with the requirements of Education Code 

Section 17077.42.

• Plans and Specifications (P&S) for the joint-use project approved by the 

Division of the State Architect (DSA). Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or 

“Zip Drive” readable in AutoCAD 14. The specifications may be provided on a 

diskette that is IBM compatible.

• Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development 

funding.

• Plan approval letter for the joint-use project from the California Department of 

Education (CDE).

• A cost estimate to construct the joint-use project, if the district is requesting 

Extra Cost funding pursuant to Section 1859.125.1.

2. A Type II Joint-Use Project pursuant to Section 1859.122.1 or 1859.122.2. The 

following documents must be submitted with this form in order for the OPSC to 

accept the application for processing:

• Joint-use Agreement, that complies with the requirements of Education Code 

Section 17077.42.

• P&S for the joint-use project approved by the DSA if the joint-use project will 

be part of a qualifying School Facility Program (SFP) Modernization project, 

or preliminary plans if the joint-use project will not be part of a qualifying SFP 

Modernization project. Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or “Zip Drive” 

readable in AutoCAD 14. The specifications may be provided on a diskette that 

is IBM compatible.

• Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development funding.

• Plan approval letter from the CDE.

specific instrUctions
The district must assign a Project Tracking Number (PTN) to this project. The same 

PTN is used by the OPSC, the DSA and the CDE for all project applications submitted 

to those agencies which assists those agencies to track a particular project through 

the entire state application review process. If the district has already assigned a 

PTN to this project by prior submittal of the P&S to either the DSA or the CDE for 

approval, use that PTN for this application submittal. If no PTN has been previously 

assigned for this project, a PTN may be obtained from the OPSC Web site at 

www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov “P.T. Number Generator.”

1.	 Type	of	Application

Check the box that indicates the type of joint-use project funding requested. 

Refer to Sections 1859.122, 1859.122.1 and 1859.122.2 for eligibility criteria.

2.	 Pupils	Served

Check the box that indicates the highest pupil grade level that is or will be 

served by the joint-use project. If the joint-use project will serve more than one 

school site, the CDE shall determine the highest pupil grade level to be served 

by the joint-use project.

3.	 Qualifying	SFP	Project	Application	Number

If the request is for a Type I or II Joint-Use Project which will be part of a qualifying 

SFP project, indicate the SFP application number or the project tracking number 

of the qualifying SFP project. Refer to Section 1859.123 and/or 1859.123.1.

4.	 Joint-Use	Facility	Square	Footage

Enter the square footage of the non-toilet area, toilet area and total area of the 

joint-use facility.

5.	 Eligible	Square	Footage

Enter the eligible square footage of the joint-use project as determined by  

Section 1859.124.

6.	 Type	I	Joint-Use	Project	Extra	Cost

If the request is for Extra Cost for a Type I Joint-Use Project, report: 50 percent of 

the estimated cost to construct the square footage in the joint-use project.

7.	 Site	Development	Cost

Enter 50 percent of service site development and utilities that meet the 

requirements of Sections 1859.125(a)(3) or 1859.125.1(a)(1)(B).

8.	 Project	Assistance

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance pursuant to Section 

1859.73.1. This project assistance is available only for Type II Joint-Use Projects, 

not part of a qualifying SFP Modernization project.

9.	 Excessive	Cost	Hardship

Check the box(es) if the district qualifies and is requesting Excessive Cost 

Hardship funding for:

(a) Geographic Percent Factor. Enter the percentage factor shown in the Geographic 

Percentage Chart for the location of the project. Refer to Section 1859.83(a).

(b) Small Size Project. If the request is for a Type I or II Joint-Use Project, which 

will be part of a qualifying SFP project, check the box and enter the pupils 

assigned to the qualifying SFP project pursuant to Section 1859.123 and/or 

1859.123.1. If request is for Type II Joint-Use Project, and will not be part of a 

qualifying SFP Modernization project, just check the box.
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(c) Urban location, enter the:

• Existing Useable Acres, if the qualifying SFP New Construction project 

pursuant to Section 1859.123 is an addition to an existing school.

• The proposed Useable Acres that was/will be purchased as part of the 

qualifying SFP New Construction project pursuant to Section 1859.123.

• Master plan acreage size as recommended by the CDE.

10.	District	Project	Priority

Enter the funding priority order of this application in relation to other district 

joint-use projects submitted to the OPSC on the same date. If the applications 

are not received on the same date, the OPSC will assign a higher district funding 

priority to that district application received first.

11.	Project	Progress	Dates

Enter the following project progress dates:

(a) Date the initial construction contract was signed for this project. If a 

construction contract has not been executed, enter N/A.

(b) Issue date of the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the project, 

or enter N/A if a Notice to Proceed has not been issued.

12.	Labor	Compliance	Program

a. Indicate whether the district is subject to a Labor Compliance Program that 

has been approved by the Department of Labor Relations, pursuant to Labor 

Code Section 1771.7 by checking the appropriate box.

b. If not, indicate whether the district will voluntarily initiate and enforce a 

Labor Compliance Program.

13.	Matching	Share

Indicate the percentage each party will contribute towards the matching share.

(a) Indicate the percentage of matching share contribution the joint-use 

partner(s) will provide.

(b) Indicate the percentage of matching share contribution the district will 

provide. If the district will provide more than 25 percent of the matching 

share, then the district must provide a copy of the bond which specifies that 

the monies from the bond are to be used to fund the joint-use project.

14.	Certification

The district representative must complete this section.
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The school district named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Office of Public School Construction for a Joint-Use Project Grant(s) under the 

provisions of Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, Article 10.6, commencing with Section 17077.40, et seq., of the Education Code and the Regulations thereto.

School DiStrict ApplicAtion number

School nAme project trAcking number

county

1.	 Type	of	Application—Check	Only	One

 Type I Joint-Use Project

 Type II Joint-Use Project—reconfigure existing school buildings

 Type II Joint-Use Project—construct new school buildings

2.	 Pupils	Served—Check	Only	One

 Elementary School

 Middle School

 High School

3.	 Qualifying	SFP	Project	Application	Number

Application Number: # _________________

Project Tracking Number: # _________________

4.	 Joint-Use	Facility	Square	Footage

Non-Toilet Facilities (sq. ft.):  _________________

Toilet Facilities (sq. ft.):  _________________

Total Joint-Use Facilities (sq. ft.):  _________________

5.	 Eligible	Square	Footage	 	_________________

6.	 Type	I	Joint-Use	Project	Extra	Cost

Fifty percent of Construction Cost: $ _________________

7.	 Site	Development	Cost

Fifty percent of Service Site: $ _________________

Fifty percent of Utilities: $ _________________

8.	 Project	Assistance

 Type II Joint-Use Project only—not part of a qualifying SFP Modernization project

9.	 Excessive	Cost	Hardship

a.  Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

b.  Small Size Project (Pupils):  _________________

c.  Urban

• Existing Acres (Useable):  _________________

• Proposed Acres (Useable):  _________________

• CDE Master Plan:  _________________

10.	 District	Project	Priority

Priority order of this joint-use project application in relation to   

other joint-use project applications submitted by the district  

at the same time. # _________________

11.	Project	Progress	Dates

a. Construction Contract signed on:  _________________

b. Notice to Proceed issued on:  _________________

12.	Labor	Compliance	Program

a. Will you be required to initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program  

pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7 for this project?  Yes  No

b. If not, indicate whether the district will voluntarily initiate a  

Labor Compliance Program.  Yes  No

13.	Matching	Share

a. Joint-use partner(s) contribution:  _________________ %

b. District contribution:  _________________ %
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14.	CERTIFICATION

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form 

is true and correct and that I am the authorized representative of the district as 

authorized by the Governing Board of the District; and,

• A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, Article 10.6, commencing with Section 

17077.40, et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the School District’s 

Governing Board on ____________________________________; and,

• The district has established a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for exclusive 

purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings and 

has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with and 

is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Sections 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (Refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); and,

• The district will comply with all laws pertaining to the construction of its school 

building; and,

• All contracts entered into for the service of any architect structural engineer or 

other design professional for any work under the project have been obtained 

pursuant to a competitive process that is consistent with the requirements 

of Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 4525) of Division 5, of Title 1, of the 

Government Code; and,

• If the request is for a Type I or II Joint-Use Project, which is part of a qualifying SFP 

project, the district has received approval of the plans from the CDE and approval 

of the P&S from the DSA; and,

• If this request is for a Type II Joint-Use Project, and is not part of a qualifying SFP 

Modernization project, the district has completed the preliminary plans for the 

project and has received preliminary approval of the plans from the CDE; and,

• The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws 

governing the use of force account labor; and,

• This district has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 regarding at 

least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business enterprises; and,

• The joint-use partners’ financial contribution for the project required pursuant 

to Section 1859.127 has either been received and expended by the district, 

deposited in the County School Facility Fund or will be received and expended by 

the district prior to the notice of completion for the project; and,

• The district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing the 

pupil capacity of its facilities within 18 months of receipt of any funding shall be 

cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to Section 1859.105); and,

• If the request is for a Type I or II Joint-Use Project, which is part of a qualifying SFP 

Modernization project, the district understands that funds not released within 18 

months of apportionment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied 

(refer to Section 1859.90); and,

• If the request is for a Type II Joint-Use Project, and is not part of a qualifying SFP 

Modernization project, the district understands that funds not released within 

18 months from the date the DSA approved P&S are submitted to the OPSC, the 

apportionment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied (refer to 

Section 1859.90); and,

• The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief; and,

• This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In the 

event a conflict should exist, the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

• The district understands that some or all of the State funding for the project must 

be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Sections 1859.105 and 

1859.106; and,

• The district has complied with the provisions of Section 1859.76 and that the 

portion of the project funded by the State does not contain work specifically 

prohibited in that Section; and,

• If the joint-use project grant will be used for the construction of school facilities on 

leased land, the district has entered into a lease agreement for the leased property 

that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and,

• The district has complied with the applicable Joint-Use Program Eligibility Criteria 

outlined in Sections 1859.122, 1859.122.1 and 1859.122.2 as appropriate; and,

• The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has been 

approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor Code Section 

1771.7, if the project is funded from Proposition 47 and the Notice to Proceed for the 

construction phase of the project is issued on or after April 1, 2003; and,

• Pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7(e), if the district has or will voluntarily 

initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program, the program has been approved 

by the Department of Industrial Relations; and

• If the joint-use project will serve more than one school site, the CDE has 

determined the highest grade level that will be served by the joint-use project; and

• The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has been 

approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor Code Section 

1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the Notice to Proceed 

for the construction phase of the project is issued on or after April 1, 2003; and,

• Beginning with the 2005/2006 fiscal year, the district has complied with Education 

Code Section 17070.75(e) by establishing a facilities inspection system to ensure 

that each of its schools is maintained in good repair.

SignAture of DiStrict repreSentAtive DAte
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GenerAl inStructionS
This form is used to request a preliminary apportionment for the new construction 

or rehabilitation of charter school facilities. This form may be submitted by either a 

charter school directly or by a school district on behalf of a charter school, provided 

the school is within the geographical boundaries of the district. The apportionment 

will be a reservation of funds for the project to allow time to receive the necessary 

approvals from other State entities and shall be converted to a Final Charter School 

Apportionment based on Sections 1859.165 through 1859.166.1.

The charter school must assign a Project Tracking Number (PTN) to this project. The same 

PTN is used by the OPSC, the Division of the State Architect (DSA) and the California 

Department of Education (CDE) for all project applications submitted to those agencies, 

which assist those agencies to track a particular project through out the entire state appli-

cation review process. If a PTN has already been assigned to this project by prior submittal 

of the plans and specifications to either the DSA or the CDE for approval, use that PTN for 

this application submittal. If no PTN has been previously assigned for this project, a PTN 

may be obtained from the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) Web site at www.

opsc.dgs.ca.gov “P.T. Number Generator.” (Obtain from school district.)

Prior to submitting this form, the Board must determine or adjust the appropriate 

district’s eligibility for new construction funding on the Form SAB 50-03. If the district 

that is providing eligibility to the charter school has a pending reorganization election 

that will result in the loss of eligibility for the proposed project, the district may not file 

this application until the Board has adjusted the district’s new construction baseline 

eligibility as required in Section 1859.51. This may be accomplished by completion of 

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02, and Form SAB 50-03. The following documents must be 

submitted with this form (as appropriate):

For new construction and rehabilitation projects,

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted by 

the school district).

verification of the charter school’s notification to the school district of its intent to 

apply for State funding pursuant to Education Code Section 17078.53(b) for a charter 

applying on its own behalf.

A narrative describing the proposed project. Include the estimated general scope of 

the project intended, estimated opening date of the school, the Charter School Gen-

eral Location, if the project will include new construction or rehabilitation of existing 

facilities, and if the facilities are of permanent or portable construction.

For new construction projects,

If the charter school is applying for a Preliminary Apportionment on its own behalf, 

a school board resolution certifying to the number of the district’s unhoused pupils, 

pursuant to Section 1859.162.1(a) that the project will house, the supporting docu-

mentation used to generate this number and the school board meeting minutes 

that recorded the approval of the certification.

For school districts applying on behalf of a charter school, certification, signed by 

the district representative, and supporting documentation that states the number of 

the district’s unhoused pupils that will be housed in the charter school project.

An estimated recommended site size letter from the CDE. 

•

•

•

•

•

•

An Appraisal or Preliminary Appraisal of the property, or documentation supporting the 

Median Cost of the property, if requesting site acquisition funds. See Section 1859.163.2(a).

Supporting documentation for relocation expenses and Department of Toxic 

Substance Control (DTSC) costs, if requesting amounts other than the 215 percent 

standard allowance. See Section 1859.163.2(b).

A cost estimate for site development using the historical data of School Facility 

Program projects within the district or adjacent school districts within the General 

Location, if requesting amounts other than the standard allowance of $70,000 per 

acre. See Section 1859.163.1(a)(3).

For purposes of determining an amount for site aquisition pursuant to Section 1859.164.2(b), 

the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE.

Preliminary appraisal of property.

For rehabilitation projects,

For a charter school submitting a Preliminary Apportionment for rehabilitation on 

its own behalf, an agreement between the school district and the charter school for 

use of the facilities to be rehabilitated. The agreement must have been discussed 

and approved at a school district board meeting.

A drawing of the school site that identifies all classrooms and subsidiary facilities 

and specifies the square footage and age of each building that will be included in 

the project.

This request is Requests for new construction or rehabilitation funding are available 

only to charter schools that have current financial soundness status from the California 

School Fianance Authority. Charter schools may apply for a separate amount for the 

design and for the new construction site acquisition on the same project. Charter 

schools may apply for a separate amount for the design of the project by submittal of 

Form SAB 50-05.

For a complete list of the application submittal guidelines, consult the OPSC Web site 

at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

If the charter school or district is requesting a Preliminary Apportionment after the ini-

tial baseline eligibility was approved by the Board and the district’s current California 

Basic Education Data System (CBEDS) enrollment reporting year is later than the en-

rollment reporting year used to determine the district’s baseline eligibility or adjusted 

eligibility, the district must complete a new Form SAB 50-01, based on the current year 

CBEDS enrollment data, and submit it to the OPSC with this form. The district must 

also update its eligibility by separation of Special Day Class from regular K–12 grade 

level pupils by submitting a revised Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03, if it has not 

already done so. A Small School District with 2,500 or less enrollment as defined in 

Section 1859.2 will have its eligibility adjusted as provided in Section 1859.51(j).

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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Specific inStructionS
A preliminary application may be submitted by either a school district on behalf of a 

charter school or a charter school on its own behalf if the charter school has notified 

both the superintendent and the governing board of its intent to do sodo in writing at 

least 30 days prior to submission of the preliminary application. See Education Code 

Section 17078.53 (bc)(1) and (2). The notice shall be sent by certified mail through the 

U.S. Postal Service and submitted to the school district in writing in such a way that 

allows for verification of the received date. The notice shall also include a request for 

a school district certification pursuant to Section 1859.162.1(a), a request for an update 

in the district’s enrollment pursuant to Section 1859.162.1(b) and must indicate to the 

school district the number of pupils the charter school intends to apply for. Please in-

dicate method of filing by checking appropriate box. If the eligibility being requested 

from the school district’s eligibility is filed on a HSAA basis, the proposed project shall 

be constructed within the boundaries of that attendance area for which the eligibility 

is adjusted pursuant to Section 1859.162.2.

Prior to submitting a request for a preliminary apportionment the appropriate charter-

ing entity must have either approved a charter petition or a material revision to a 

charter for the school in which the application references.

1.	 Type	of	Application

Check the appropriate box that indicates the type of request the Charter School 

is applying for with this form. If the Charter School is requesting a determination 

of eligible site acquisition costs from a Preliminary Charter School Apportionment 

previously approved by the Board, complete boxes 2, 3, 4 and the site acquisition 

data in 45b.

2.	 Type	of	Project

Select the type of project that best represents this application request and 

enter the number of pupils assigned to the project for each grade group. 

Include pupils to be housed in an addition to an existing school or a new 

school project. The amount entered cannot exceed the lesser of district’s avail-

able new construction baseline eligibility determined on Form SAB 50-03, as 

adjusted by Section 1859.51 or the limits established in Section 1859.162(c). The 

amount entered will be the basis for the amount of the Preliminary Charter 

School Apportionment provided for the project.

Enter the name of the school district where the charter school is physically located.

c. Is this request an addition to an existing site? Yes or No. If yes, enter school name.

3.	 Number	of	Classrooms/Useable	Acres

Enter the:

Estimated number of classrooms in the proposed project.

Existing Useable Acres (if addition to existing site).

Estimated Proposed Useable Acres to be acquired for the project.

The estimated Proposed Useable Acres shall be obtained from CDE prior to ap-

plication submittal.

The proposed Useable Acres requested shall not exceed the net useable acres in-

cluded in an appraisal, preliminary appraisal or multiplying the pupils assigned by 

0.00888 for elementary school pupils, 0.0105 for middle school pupils and 0.01236 

for high school pupils. Assign Severely Disabled and Non-severely Disabled Indi-

viduals with Exceptional Needs as either elementary, middle or high school pupils 

based upon the type of project selected in item 1. See Section 1859.74.1.

a.

b.

•

•

•

4.	 Additional	Project	Information—New	Construction	Only

Enter the estimated number of pupils, by grade level, that will attend the 

charter school.

Enter the number of the school district’s unhoused pupils to be housed in the 

charter school pursuant to Section 1859.162.1(a) or 1859.162.2(b).

Is this request an addition to an existing site? Yes or No. If yes, enter school name.

	54.	Increase	in	Preliminary	Apportionment—New	Construction	Only

Complete the appropriate Sections if the district is requesting an increase in the Pre-

liminary Apportionment for the items listed. Refer to Sections 1859.163.1 and 1859.163.2.

Check the box if the district request additional funding due to multilevel 

construction. See Section 1859.163.1(a)(2).

Site Acquisition:

Enter 50 percent of the appraised value or the preliminary appraised 

value or the Median Cost of the property. See Section 1859.163.2(a). If the 

purchase price of the site is being determined using the median cost of the 

Charter School General Location enter the nearest street intersection to the 

charter school site.

To determine an allowance for relocation cost and DTSC cost, the charter 

school may request 15 percent of the property value determined above 

or specific or historic values of these costs. See Section 1859.163.2(b). If 

specific or historic values are reported, the charter school must submit 

appropriate documentation to support the amount reported.

Enter 50 percent of the amount allowable for hazardous material/waste 

removal and/or remediation for the site acquired. This amount may not 

exceed the limit set in Section 1859.163.2(d).

To determine an allowance for site development, the charter school may 

request $70,000 per proposed Usable Acres or a specific or historic value of the 

estimated costs. See Section 1859.163.1(a)(3). If specific or historic estimated 

costs are used, the district must submit appropriate cost estimate of the 

proposed work conforming to Section 1859.76.

In addition, check the box if the district is requesting General Site Develop-

ment pursuant to Section 1859.163.1.

d. Check the box if the proposed project is eligible for an increase due to geo-

graphic location. See Section 1859.163.1(a)(7).

ed. Check the box if this request is for a small size project. See Section 1859.163.1(a)(54).

fe. Check the box if the proposed project qualifies for an urban location allow-

ance. See Section 1859.163.1(a)(65).

f. Check the box if the proposed project is eligible for an increase due to geo-

graphic location. See Section 1859.163.1(a)(6).

6.	 Additional	Project	Information—Rehabilitation	Only

Enter the square footage of the non-toilet area and toilet area contained in the 

rehabilitation project.

7.	 Increase	in	Preliminary	Apportionment—Rehabilitation	Only

Check the box if the proposed project is eligible for an increase due to geo-

graphic location. See Section 1859.163.1(a)(7).

Check the box if this request is for a small size project. See Section 1859.163.1(a)(5).

a.

b.

c.

a.

b.

1)

2)

3)

c.

a.

b.
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Check the box if the proposed project qualifies for an urban location allowance. 

See Section 1859.163.1(a)(6).

Check the box if the rehabilitation project includes new two-stop elevator(s). 

Elevator(s) are allowed only if required by the DSA. Attach copy of the DSA letter 

that requires that the elevator(s) be included in the project for access compliance.

Enter the number of additional stops on new DSA required elevator(s) beyond two.

8.	 Labor	Compliance	Program

a. Indicate whether the district is subject to a Labor Compliance Program that 

has been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to 

Labor Code Section 1771.7 by checking the appropriate box. 

b. If not, indicate whether the district will voluntarily initiate and enforce a Labor 

Compliance Program.

95.	Priority	Order

Enter the priority order of this application in relation to other applications for 

Preliminary Charter School Apportionment submitted on the same date by the 

same applicant within the same school district.

106.	 Charter	School	Information

The information requested in (d) and (e) below can be obtained from the Charter 

School Information Listing posted on the OPSC’s Web site.

Enter the charter school enrollment currently being served by the applicant 

for the purpose of calculating if the Charter School is Small, Medium, or Large. 

See Section 1859.2.

c.

d.

e.

a.

Indicate if the charter school operates as not for profit. If yes, must comply 

with the definition of Non-Profit Entity in Section 1859.2. 

Enter the locale code of the charter school as identified in the definitions for 

“Rural,” “Suburban,” or “Urban.” See Section 1859.2.

To determine if the charter school is low income, enter the percentage of 

pupils at the charter school identified as being eligible for participating in the 

Free/Reduced Lunch Program. See Section 1859.2 and 1859.164.1(a).

If the charter school has submitted an additional application for this project 

under the requirements of Section 1859.162.1, enter the application number for 

that project.

117.	 Certification

The authorized representative for the charter school, or the school district repre-

sentative on behalf of the charter school must complete this certification section.

Part A – The authorized representative for the charter school, must complete this 

section if filing on its own behalf; or,

Part B – The authorized school district representative must sign and date if filing 

on behalf of the charter school.

b.

c.

d.

e.

•

•
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The school district or charter school named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Office of Public School Construction for a Preliminary Charter School Apportionment 

under the provisions of Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, Article 12, commencing with Section 17078.50, et seq, of the Education Code and the Regulations thereto.

 SCHOOL DISTRICT APPLYING ON BEHALF OF CHARTER SCHOOL  CHARTER SCHOOL APPLYING ON ITS BEHALF PRELIMINARY APPLICATION NUMBER

PROPOSED PROjECT NAME PROjECT TRACKING NUMBER

COUNTY HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA (IF APPLICABLE)

SCHOOL BOARD APPROvAL DATE OF CHARTER PETITION OR MATERIAL REvISION

1.	 Type	of	Application—Check	Only	One

 New Construction Preliminary Charter School Apportionment

 Site Acquisition Costs [Section 1859.164.2(b)]

 Rehabilitation Preliminary Charter School Apportionment

2.	 Type	of	Project

a.  Elementary School Pupils Assigned:

 Middle School K–6  _________________

 High School 7–8  _________________

9–12  _________________

Non-Severe  _________________

Severe  _________________

b. Name of school district where the charter school project will be physically 

located that pupils are coming from:  _____________________________

c. Addition to existing site?  Yes  No

If yes, enter school name:  ______________________________________

3.	 Number	of	Classrooms/Useable	Acres

Number of Classrooms:  _________________

Existing Acres (Useable):  _________________

Proposed Acres (Useable):  _________________

	4.	 Additional	Project	Information—New	Construction	Only

a. Project Capacity K–6  _________________

7–8  _________________

9–12  _________________

Non-Severe  _________________

Severe  _________________

b. School District’s Unhoused Pupils to be housed in the Charter School

K–6  _________________

7–8  _________________

9–12  _________________

Non-Severe  _________________

Severe  _________________

c. Addition to existing site?  Yes  No

If yes, enter school name:  _____________________________________

54.	 Increase	in	Preliminary	Apportionment—New	Construction	Only

a.  Multilevel Construction

b. Site Acquisition:

(1) 50 percent appraised value or median cost: $ _________________

Enter the nearest street intersection to the Charter School General Location 

if determined by median cost: 

_______________________________________________________

(2) Relocation/DTSC Cost:

 15 percent

 50 percent of specific or historical cost: $ _________________

(3) Hazardous material clean-up: $ _________________

c. Site Development

 $70,000 per proposed useable acre

 50 percent of specific or historical cost: $ _________________

 General Site

d.  Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

ed.  Small Size Project

fe.  Urban Allowance

f.  Geographical Percentage Factor:  _________________ %

6.	 Additional	Project	Information—Rehabilitation	Only

Square Footage of Project:

Non-Toilets Facilities (sq. ft.):  _________________

Toilet Facilities (sq. ft.):  _________________

7.	 Increase	in	Preliminary	Apportionment—Rehabilitation	Only

a.  Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

b.  Small Size Project

c.  Urban/Security/Impacted Site

d.  Number of 2-Stop Elevators:  _________________

e.  Number of Additional Stops:  _________________

8.	 Labor	Compliance	Program

a. Will you be required to initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program  

pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7 for this project?  Yes  No

b. If not, indicate whether the district will voluntarily initiate and enforce  

a Labor Compliance Program.  Yes  No

95.	Priority	Order # _________________

106.	 Charter	School	Information

a. Current charter school enrollment:  _________________

b. Is charter school not for profit?  Yes  No

c. Enter locale code of charter school:  _________________

d. Free/Reduced Lunch:  _________________ %

e. Additional Application Number: # _________________
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117.	 Certification

I certify that the information reported on this form is true and correct and that:

 I am an authorized representative of the charter school designated by the 

governing board or equivalent authority of the charter school and have noti-

fied both the Superintendent and the governing board of the school district 

in writing, at least 30 days prior to the date of this application, of our intent to 

submit a preliminary application (complete Part A below); or,

 I am an authorized school district representative submitting this application on 

behalf of a charter school pursuant to Education Code Section 17078.53 (c)(1) (com-

plete Part B below). If this box is checked the following certifications shall apply to 

the school district.

A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Article 12, Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, Title 2, commencing with 

Section 17078.50, et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the School 

District’s Governing Board or the governing board or other equivalent authority 

of the charter school on, _____________________________; and,

Prior to submitting this application the charter school and school district have con-

sidered existing facilities in accordance with Education Code Section 17078.53(e); and,

For a charter school applying for a rehabilitation Preliminary Apportionment on 

its own behalf, the charter school and school district have entered into an agree-

ment to rehabilitate school district existing facilities and the agreement has been 

discussed and approved at a regularly scheduled school board meeting; and,

For a charter school applying for a new construction Preliminary Apportionment 

on its own behalf, the charter school and school district have complied with 

Section 1859.162.1 pertaining to the certification of the number of unhoused 

students the project will house; and,

 The charter school has or will establish a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for ex-

clusive purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings 

and has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with 

and is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Section 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (Refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); and,

The charter school has or will consider the feasibility of the joint use of land and facili-

ties with other governmental agencies in order to minimize school facility costs; and,

The charter school will comply with all laws pertaining to the construction of its 

school building; and,

All contracts entered for the service of any architect, structural engineer or other 

design professional for any work under the project have been obtained pursuant to 

a competitive process that is consistent with the requirements of Chapter 10 (com-

mencing with Section 4525) of Division 5, of Title 1, of the Government Code; and,

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

The charter school has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding 

all laws governing the use of force account labor; and,

This charter school has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 

regarding at least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business 

enterprises; and,

The charter school understands that the lack of substantial progress toward 

increasing the pupil capacity of its facilities within the timelines prescribed for 

a Preliminary Charter School Apportionment shall be cause for rescission of the 

Preliminary Charter School Apportionment; and,

The charter school acknowledges this request may be subject to the material 

inaccuracy penalty provisions in Section 1859.104.1; and

All school facilities purchased or newly constructed under the project for use 

by pupils who are individuals with exceptional needs, as defined in Education 

Code Section 56026, shall be designed and located on the school site so as to 

maximum interaction between those individuals with exceptional needs and 

other pupils as appropriate to the needs of both; and,

If the Preliminary Charter School Apportionment is requested for the construction of 

school facilities on leased land, the charter school has or will execute a lease agree-

ment for the leased property that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and,

The charter school understands that when the Preliminary Charter School Ap-

portionment is converted to a Final Charter School Apportionment, the funding 

available for the Final Charter School Apportionment is subject to the provisions 

of Section 1859.167; and,

The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief; and,

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In the 

event a conflict should exist, then the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

The charter school has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program 

that has been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to 

Labor Code Section 1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and 

the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the project is issued on or 

after April 1, 2003; and,

Pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7(e), if the district has or will voluntarily ini-

tiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program, the program has been approved 

by the Department of Industrial Relations; and 

Beginning with the 2005/2006 fiscal year, the district has complied with Educa-

tion Code Section 17070.75(e) by establishing a facilities inspection system to 

ensure that each of its schools is maintained in good repair.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Part A. Charter School Filing on its Own Behalf

NAME OF REPRESENTATIvE TITLE

ADDRESS

TELEPHONE FAX NUMBER E-MAIL

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIzED CHARTER SCHOOL REPRESENTATIvE DATE

Part B. School District Filing on Behalf of Charter School

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIzED DISTRICT REPRESENTATIvE DATE



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, May 23, 2007


FINANCIAL NEEDS OF THE STATE RELOCATABLE CLASSROOM PROGRAM


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present the estimated financial needs to operate the State Relocatable Classroom Program (Program) for the 
2007/08 and 2008/09 Fiscal Years (FY).   

BACKGROUND 

At the August 2005 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting, the Board requested Staff to report back on the projected 
annual financial needs for the Program before the end of each fiscal year. 

DISCUSSION 

At the request of the Board, Staff has prepared the Attachment which summarizes the estimated financial needs to 
operate the Program for the current (FY 2006/07) and next two fiscal years (FY 2007/08 through FY 2008/09).  All 
Program operating cost estimates are based on the assumption that the implementation of the Phase-Out Plan and the 
systematic disposal of relocatable classrooms are proceeding as approved by the Board.  As of December 1, 2005, the 
Program stopped accepting new applications from school districts to lease relocatable classrooms from the State.  In 
doing so, the State will no longer be obligated to pay for such items as transportation costs, set up costs, and other 
reimbursable allowances.  However, some of the operating costs estimated for the current and budget years include 
transportation and set-up costs for moves that were on the Program workload list prior to the Board’s approval of the 
Phase-Out Plan.  Staff anticipates the only moves that will be paid for by the Board in FY 2007/08 and FY 2008/09 will 
be remaining moves approved prior to the approval of the Phase-Out Plan and State owned relocatables that lie within 
the footprint of a School Facility Program (SFP) new construction project. 

The estimated cost to administer the Program for the current fiscal year (FY 2006/07) is $6,464,700 and is based on 
both actual and projected costs.  This is consistent with the expenditure authority authorized in the 2006 Budget Act.  
For this Fiscal Year, the Office of Public School Construction is making a one time transfer of $15,547,233 from the 
State School Building Aid fund to the SFP Joint Use fund, pursuant to the SAB action at its February 2007 meeting. 

The estimated cost to administer the Program for FY 2007/08 is approximately $1.9 million. This cost is approximately 
$2.7 million less than the expenditure authority proposed in the 2007/08 Governor’s Budget.  The projected cost to 
administer the Program for FY 2008/09 is approximately $1.8 million and the total revenues generated by the Program 
are estimated to be $14.7 million. The administrative costs for the current and budget years continue to decrease as 
the relocatable classrooms are sold and there are fewer buildings to move or demolish. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Direct Staff to submit to the Department of Finance appropriate budget documents to update Program revenue and 
expenditure estimates consistent with this item, to be reflected in the May Revision update for the FY 2007/08 Budget.  

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on May 23, 2007. 



ATTACHMENT 
State Allocation Board, May 23, 2007 

State Relocatable Classroom Program Projected Costs 

Expenditure Authority Available 2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 
6350-601-0739 Local Assistance $7,631,302.00 $4,417,000.00 $0.00 
1760-011-0739 1 $1,510,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 
1760-001-0739 Support Operations 2 

$248,000.00  $322,000.00 $331,000.00
Expenditure Authority Available $9,389,302.00 $4,739,000.00 $331,000.00 

Revenue 2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 
Lease Revenue $19,400,000.00 $14,800,000.00 $6,700,000.00 
Sale of State Relocatables $14,000,000.00 $4,000,000.00 $8,000,000.00 
Transfer to Joint Use Program 3 -$15,547,233.00 $0.00 $0.00 
Total Revenue $17,852,767.00 $18,800,000.00 $14,700,000.00 

Estimated SRCP Costs 2006/2007 2007/2008 2008/2009 
Northern California Movers Contract (NCMC) $1,911,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 
Southern California Movers Contract (SCMC) 4 $3,003,000.00 $1,500,000.00 $0.00 
NCMC Reimbursement Costs $284,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 
SCMC Reimbursement Costs $822,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 
Moving Costs 5 $0.00 $0.00 $1,350,000.00 
Disposal Costs $196,700.00 $131,000.00 $130,000.00 
State Relocatable Classroom Program Staffing $248,000.00 $322,000.00 $331,000.00 

$6,464,700.00 $1,953,000.00 $1,811,000.00 

 

1 One time transfer from Fund 0739 to Fund 6036 to repay prior year School Facility Program bond fund expenditures for operating costs


associated with staffing the State Relocatable Classroom Program.

2 Includes $33,000 in excess of the budgeted amount in the 2007/08 and 2008/09 Fiscal Years to cover the OPSC administrative and 

technology overhead costs not appropriately distributed amongst the various OPSC programs.

3 One time transfer from Fund 0739 to Fund 6044 to apportion School Facility Program Joint Use Projects pursuant to the State Allocation Board 


action at the February 28, 2007 meeting.

4 Approximately $1.5 million of the remaining mover's contract will be utilized, executing a one-year extension on the contract, during 2007/2008.

5 Represents the expenditure authority required to reimburse school districts for moving State Relocatable Classrooms out of the footprint for 

new construction and/or modernization.




   

REPORT BY THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
State Allocation Board Meeting, June 27, 2007 

 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION REPORT ON  

COMPLETE SCHOOLS
 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
To provide information requested by the State Allocation Board (SAB) on the components of a complete 
school consistent with the California Code of Regulations, Title 5 and a representative sample of such 
schools. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) has been analyzing the ability of districts to build a 
complete school with the grants provided in the School Facility Program (SFP). In order to determine the 
adequacy of the grant, it is essential to have a definition of a complete school in which to compare the grant. 
At the March 2007 SAB meeting, the California Department of Education (CDE) committed to providing 
OPSC examples of complete schools approved by CDE and the components of a complete school. The 
CDE has also started the analysis if the complete school supports the world-class academic standards to 
which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials are held accountable. 
 
DESCRIPTION
 
Attached is the CDE report. 
 
 
This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on June 27, 2007. 
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 REPORT ON COMPLETE SCHOOLS  
 

Executive Summary 
 

As part of the effort to assess the adequacy of the grants provided in the School 
Facility Program (SFP), the California Department of Education (CDE) has been 
asked by the State Allocation Board (SAB) to: 
 

1. Provide examples of complete schools approved by the CDE, and  
2. Determine if the complete school supports the world-class academic 

standards to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials 
are held accountable. 

 
1.  Examples of complete schools approved by the CDE 
In order to develop a definition of a complete school, an understanding of the 60 
year history of state school construction assistance and of Title 5 standards is 
necessary. 
 
History 
The first state construction assistance program was created in 1949. In creating 
the program, the Legislature adopted the low end of a range of square footage 
per student recommendation made by State Superintendent of Public Instruction 
Roy E. Simpson in 1947. These square footage standards, with minor increases, 
formed the basis of the 1976 Lease Purchase Program (LPP), and, in turn, the 
per student grants provided in the SFP that was established in 1998. 
 
The median amount of square footage per student being built nationally and 
regionally over the past 20 years is compared to the square footage allowances 
used in developing the SFP grants below: 
 

Table 1 
 
Square Feet per Student 

 1987 1997 2006 
Elementary Schools    
National Median 90 119 122 
California (LPP allowance) 59   73   73 
    
Middle Schools    
National Median 111 146 144 
California (LPP allowance)   80   80   80 
    
High Schools    
National Median 153 185 167 
California (LPP allowance)   95   95   95 
Source:   1987 data, Abramson, 2006 
  1997 and 2007 data, Abramson, 2007 
 

  2 



   

Two facts stand out: 
 

1. The SFP funding model is based on a per student square footage 
allowance that is significantly less than the amount of square feet being 
provided per student in school construction projects nation-wide and 
regionally. 

 
2. The national median amount of space per student has increased over the 

past 20 years, while the per-student square footage on which the SFP 
funding model is based has remained static at the middle and high school 
levels. The elementary square footage increase is the result of K-3 class 
size reduction. 

 
Title 5 (A summary of Title 5 is attached as Exhibit 1) 
The Title 5 standards by which projects are evaluated by CDE allow variation in 
program delivery in response to the varied educational needs of the 1,052 
districts in the state. For example, a school that serves a student population with 
extensive needs for intervention and remediation services will have different 
facility needs than a school without such demands.  
 
Because the design of a school is in response to the educational program 
provided by a district, it is not possible to define a complete school that will 
address the needs of students throughout the state. However, in order to allow 
an assessment of the adequacy of the SFP grants, the CDE has identified 60 
school projects that are complete schools.  
 
Complete Schools 
The 60 complete schools have a median square foot per student amount that at 
the middle and high school levels, is significantly less than the square feet per 
student than provided for in projects built nationally and regionally. 
 

Table 2 
 

 Elementary 
(median square 
feet per student) 

Middle School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

High School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

60 Projects 71 88 108 
California SFP 
Funding Model 

73 80 95 

Western Region 
(2006) 

88 106 120 

National (2006) 122 144 167 
 
The CDE has developed a list of features that exist in many complete schools. 
This list is an interim step to a more comprehensive definition that is being 
developed in consultation with stakeholders.  
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2.  Do these complete schools support the world-class academic standards 

to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials are 
held accountable? 

 
If districts were posed with the opportunity of designing a school without the 
constraints of the SFP, what features would be included and how large would the 
spaces be?  
 
The CDE has convened an advisory committee to discuss this critical issue. 
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REPORT ON COMPLETE SCHOOLS  

 
Background: 
As part of the effort to assess the adequacy of the grants provided in the School 
Facility Program (SFP), the California Department of Education (CDE) has been 
asked by the State Allocation Board (SAB) to: 
 

1. Provide examples of complete schools approved by the CDE, and  
2. Determine if the complete school supports the world-class academic 

standards to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials 
are held accountable. 

 
These two requests are addressed below. 
 
1.  Examples of complete schools approved by the CDE 
 
The Importance of School Facilities 
The effects of school facilities on student achievement are well documented in 
research. CDE can provide SAB members a list of numerous studies that 
examine and confirm this association. In short, research shows that facilities can 
increase student achievement from 5-17 percentile points. (Earthman, 2002)  
 
Complete School 
In order to understand the term complete school as being used in the grant 
adequacy discussion, a brief summary of the standards historically used in the 
programs preceding the SFP, as well as an understanding of school design 
standards contained in California Code of Regulations, Title 5 (Title 5), is 
necessary.  
 
Overview of State Standards 
In 1949, the legislature responded to the impact the first wave of the baby-boom 
would have on the need for school facilities by creating the SAB and a process 
for providing assistance to districts experiencing enrollment growth. A survey of 
districts (there were 2,554 in 1946 as compared to 1,052 today) conducted by the 
Senate Investigating Committee on Education noted “that 213 schools and 
districts were holding double and triple sessions in 1,748 classrooms during the 
1946-47 school year” (Senate of the State of California, 1948). Because double 
and triple sessions reduce available instructional time, about 61,000 K-8 students 
(of the 1,078,670 K-8 students statewide in 1946) had shortened learning 
opportunities because their schools were overcrowded. Additionally, class sizes 
of 35 were not uncommon with some classes being as large as 55 students. 
(Senate of the State of California, 1948)  
 
It is interesting to note that recently another strategy to compensate for over-
crowded classrooms resulted in a multitrack year-round education plan called 
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Concept 6, which also compromises instructional time. The use of the Concept 6 
calendar is being phased out as a requirement of the Williams settlement. 
 
In addition to the large number of “unhoused” (the term presently used) students, 
the Senate Investigating Committee noted that many of the 38,897 classrooms in 
the state “do not conform to the state code, are obsolescent, and are neither 
properly lighted nor ventilated. Many of them are not up to standards against 
earthquakes” (ibid.) 
 
The combined demands of having to replace thousands of inadequate 
classrooms while also building thousands of new classrooms, created an 
estimated need of $142,440,000. In order to provide assistance to districts, the 
Legislature needed to develop standards in order to prioritize and define state 
assistance. 
 
To assist in this effort, then State Superintendent of Public Instruction, Roy E. 
Simpson, in 1947 convened a group of school district superintendents as the 
Committee on Defining School Plant Adequacy. This group realized that a square 
footage standard was more effective in meeting the need for school facilities than 
a per student dollar amount for two reasons: 
 

1. Square footage standards, unlike a per-student dollar amount, are not 
subject to inflation. A square foot in 1947 remains a square foot in 2007;  

 
2. An adequate square foot allowance tied to a cost factor would allow 

districts to respond to local needs more effectively. That is, one district 
may need, for program reasons, more specialized or more expensive 
spaces than another district. A per student dollar amount cannot adjust to 
these differences. 

 
The Committee’s recommended ranges of space per student are summarized 
below (Bursch, 1955): 
 

o Elementary - 55-70 square feet per student 
o Middle - 75-100 square feet per student 
o High - 86-110 square feet per student 

 
The low end of these ranges was adopted by the Legislature in creating the State 
School Building Aid Law of 1949 (Education Code Section 15700, et seq.). 
 
From the start, the CDE had concerns over the adequacy of these square 
footage standards. A 1955 CDE analysis of projects built under these standards 
indicated that “…it has been difficult—in fact well nigh impossible—under these 
limitations to provide adequate building space…”. (ibid.)  Of specific concern was 
the decreased size of classrooms as compared to projects built without state 
aid—1,200 square feet in non-state aid projects to under 1,000 square feet in 
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state aided projects. The report also noted that the limited square footage 
allocation led to districts building high schools for higher enrollments than desired 
in order to be eligible for sufficient square footage to build a complete school. 
(ibid.) 
 
These 1949 square footage standards, with minor changes, were incorporated 
into the Lease Purchase Program (LPP) of 1976. An across the board seven 
percent increase in square footage was provided in 1987. Other minor increases 
were provided during the course of the LPP in acknowledgement of educational 
programs such as special education and the need for speech and resource 
specialist spaces. At the conclusion of the LPP in 1998, the square feet allocation 
was: 

 
o Elementary - 59 square feet per student 
o Middle - 80 square feet per student 
o High – 94.6 square feet per student (for 2,000 student school) 

 
These amounts were not significantly higher than the low end of the square 
footage range initially proposed by the CDE in 1947. 
 
In response to the limited space allocation, the CDE emphasized the importance 
of the classroom by recommending that 31 of the 55 square feet allocated in 
1949 for elementary students be used for classrooms.  
 
Classrooms, where students spend most of their day and where most instruction 
occurs, have had additional uses and demands placed upon them since the 1949 
standard was established: 
 

o Computers (15-20 square feet per station), 
o Access compliance, 
o Inclusion students and aides, 
o Pull-out and small group spaces, 
o Flexibility for changing educational approaches.  

 
Other areas of a school have also been subject to expansion since 1949, 
including: 
  

o Space for academic intervention and remediation, 
o Space for support of at-risk students (counselors, etc.), 
o Toilet rooms, elevator shafts, ramps and lifts for access compliance as 

required by the Division of the State Architect, 
o Mechanical space for increased electrical service and computer servers, 
o Storage space for an increased amount of instructional materials, 
o Pre-kindergarten classrooms and outdoor space. 

 

  7 



   

Additionally, schools are often called to serve as centers of community and 
provide a variety of supplemental services such as School Based Coordinated 
Health Centers and after school programs. These demands have implications for 
school design and the definition of a complete school. 
 
For additional perspective, the chart below compares the square footages of the 
LPP that formed the basis of the SFP grant to the national median per student 
square footage for constructed projects.   
 

Table 1 
 
Square Feet per Student 

 1987 1997 2006 
Elementary Schools    
National Median 90 119 122 
California (LPP Allowance) 59   73   73 
    
Middle Schools    
National Median 111 146 144 
California (LPP Allowance)   80   80   80 
    
High Schools    
National Median 153 185 167 
California (LPP Allowance)   95   95   95 
Source:   1987 data, Abramson, 2006 
  1997 and 2007 data, Abramson, 2007 
  
Two facts stand out: 
 

1. The SFP funding model is based on a per student square footage 
allowance that is significantly less than the amount of square feet being 
provided per student in school construction projects nation-wide. 

 
2. The national median amount of space per student has increased over the 

past 20 years, while the per student square footage on which the SFP 
funding model is based has remained static at the middle and high school 
levels. The elementary square footage increase is the result of K-3 class 
size reduction. 

 
States such as California have a climate that allows exterior circulation, and 
therefore require less interior space, than states with more severe climates.  In 
2006, schools constructed in four western states—California, Nevada, Arizona, 
and Hawaii—had median per student square foot amounts of: 
 

o Elementary Schools – 88 square feet per student 
o Middle Schools – 106 square feet per student 
o High Schools-- 120 square feet per student 

(Abramson, 2007) 
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Even compared to the median square footage of schools constructed in 
neighboring states, California’s schools are built with a funding model based on 
significantly less square footage per student. The national and regional median 
figures include data from California. If the California data were able to be 
disaggregated from the national and regional data, an even greater disparity 
would result. 
 
Title 5 Standards 
California Education Code (EC) Section 17251 charges the CDE with the 
development of standards for school sites and plans. Plan standards are 
contained in California Code of Regulations, Title 5 Section 14030. These 
standards focus on student safety and educational appropriateness. All projects 
approved by the SAB are required, pursuant to EC Section 17070.50, to be 
approved by the CDE. Projects not requesting state funds must also use the Title 
5 standards but are not required to seek CDE review and approval. 
 
Title 5 standards were developed after the establishment of the state’s per 
student square footage allowance standards in 1949, so educational 
appropriateness is viewed in light of the Title 5 standards being developed to 
exist within the confines of a funding system.  
 
In summary, California has required the educational program model to meet the 
funding standards instead of the educational program driving the funding 
standard. 
 
Key to the Title 5 review is the district’s board-adopted educational specifications. 
The educational specification provides the architect information on the 
educational program needs that drive the design of a school.  
 
Title 5 is structured to allow flexibility in the review of plans based on the 
individual needs of a district, as presented in the educational specification, and a 
district may request a variance to a specific standard if it is documented that 
student safety and educational appropriateness are not compromised (Title 5 
Section 14030(r)).   
 
For example:  
Title 5 Section 14030(g) requires general education classrooms to be a minimum 
of 960 square feet. A district’s educational program may call for project-based 
learning. The architectural response to this program need is a cluster of 800 
square foot classrooms around a shared 300 square foot project area. 
 
Title 5 Section 14030(k)(2) requires a school’s administrative space to “…have 
sufficient square footage to accommodate the number of staff for the maximum 
enrollment of the school.” Each school’s needs are different, so what is sufficient 
in one school may not be sufficient in another. For instance, one district’s policy 
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and program requires additional vice principals, counselors, and a parent room 
as a strategy to improve student achievement as necessary due to state and 
federal accountability requirements. The administration building at such a school 
would be larger than a school without such program requirements. In short, one 
size does not fit all. 
 
Such decisions are repeated throughout the design process and affect the types 
and size of spaces, and thus the cost, of a school.  
 
Financial hardship districts 
Financial hardship districts, particularly, have limited funding available to respond 
to program needs. The CDE has seen projects in which the design, while 
meeting Title 5 standards, has not provided all of the facilities commonly thought 
to be necessary for a complete school. For example, a multipurpose room is 
deleted due to cost pressures and outdoor lunch shelters constructed instead. 
While unenclosed shelters provide space for food service, the lack of an interior 
space for eating significantly affects program delivery in inclement weather.  
 
With regard to financial hardship projects, CDE brings to the SAB’s attention two 
trends being employed by many hardship districts in an effort to build complete 
schools. 
 

1. Larger schools 
Districts, in an attempt to obtain sufficient funds, build schools larger than 
they would prefer. 
 
A district, for educational reasons, would like to build elementary schools 
of no more than 600 students. However, in order to receive sufficient 
funds from the SFP to build a complete school, a school for 900 students 
must be built.  
 
A similar concern was expressed by the CDE in 1955 (Bursch, 1955). 

 
Research shows the benefits of smaller schools, yet many districts, 
because of the facility funding model, must build larger schools.  

 
2. Increased use of portables 

Another common response to budget constraints is using portable 
classrooms instead of permanent construction. Often, financial hardship 
districts must use both strategies—larger schools and portables—to 
complete a school. 
 
The educational program and life cycle costs are compromised by an over 
reliance on portable classrooms.  
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Conclusion 
The examination of the complete school must be made with the understanding 
that the LPP square footage standards that form the basis for the SFP per pupil 
grant were the product of an austere program developed 60 years ago.  
 
Because of the unique needs of each district and school, a definition of complete 
that is relevant to over 1,000 districts is difficult to achieve. Should an 
administrative space be a certain size in order for the school to be complete? As 
seen above, if such a standard is used, a school with extensive needs for 
academic support and intervention could be seen as “over-building” an 
administrative building when in fact the building is properly sized for the support 
of the students. 
 
The CDE, in support of the SAB’s efforts to assess the adequacy of the SFP 
grant, has identified 60 recent CDE approved projects (Exhibit 3) from throughout 
the state that represent complete schools based on each district’s educational 
specification.  
 
The median square footage per student of the 60 projects is compared to the 
previously noted national and regional median square footages below: 
 

Table 2 
 

 Elementary 
(median square 
feet per student) 

Middle School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

High School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

60 Projects 71 88 108 
Western Region 
(2006) 

88 106 120 

National (2006) 122 144 167 
 
The 60 projects determined to be complete schools by the CDE are on average 
built with significantly less square feet than projects built nationwide and in 
neighboring states. Recall also, that if California data were to be disaggregated 
from the national and regional date, the differences would be even greater. 
 
Comparing the 60 projects to the allowances that were used in creating the SFP 
shows that middle schools and high schools require significantly more square 
footage to build a complete school than currently provided for in the SFP funding 
model. 
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Table 3 

 
 Elementary 

(median square 
feet per student)

Middle 
(median square 
feet per student)

High School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

60 Projects 71 88 108 
LPP-SFP  73 80 95 
Percent increase 
required in per 
student square 
footage to allow 
complete school 

0% 10% 14% 

 
2. Do these complete schools support the world-class academic standards 
to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials are held 
accountable? 
 
The second question, do these complete schools support California’s world-class 
academic standards, again requires perspective and a review of the constraints  
of the school building funding model.  
 
Districts have built schools with basically the same funding model for the past 60 
years, and it is the changing educational program that has had to adapt to the 
static funding model. During the nine years in which the SFP has been in place, 
numerous educational programs have been adopted by the Legislature, but the 
SFP funding model has not been changed to reflect any needed facilities. Recent 
initiatives have been enacted to increase the number of counselors and create 
School Based Coordinated Health Centers. Both of these efforts have space 
needs which are not reflected in the SFP funding model.  
 
If districts were posed with the opportunity of designing a school without the 
constraints of the SFP, what features would be included and how large would the 
spaces be?  
 
The CDE has convened an advisory committee to discuss these critical issues. 
 
Until these questions are answered, CDE offers an interim operational definition 
of a complete school. This definition consists of a list of features that should be 
present in a complete school and is attached as Exhibit 2. If a feature is not 
listed, it should not be viewed that the feature is an enhancement, but rather a 
response to a local need. Beyond the discussion of the types and size of spaces 
are the issues of quality and furniture and equipment. The CDE recommends that 
school facility projects be built to high performance standards and should be 
constructed of quality materials that will stand the test of time. 
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Exhibit 1 
 

Summary of Standards for the Design/Construction of School Facilities
California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Division 14 

 
§ 14030. 
 

a. Educational Specifications. Plans are based on school board-approved 
educational specifications.  

b. Site Layout. Parent drop off, bus loading areas, and parking are separated 
to allow students to enter and exit the school grounds safely.  

1. Buses do no pass through parking areas, unless a barrier is 
provided that prevents vehicles from backing directly into the bus 
loading area.  

2. Parent drop off area is adjacent to school entrance and separate 
from bus area and parking.  

3. Vehicle traffic pattern does not interfere with foot traffic patterns. 
Foot traffic does not have to pass through entrance driveways to 
enter school.  

4. Parking stalls are not located so vehicles must back into bus or 
loading areas. Island fencing or curbs are used to separate parking 
areas from loading areas.  

5. Bus drop off for handicapped students is in the same location as for 
regular education students.  

c. Playground and Field Areas. Adequate physical education teaching 
stations are available to fulfill the course requirements for the planned 
enrollment. Supervision of playfields is not obstructed.  

d. Delivery and Utility Areas. Delivery and service areas are located to 
provide vehicular access that does not jeopardize the safety of students and 
staff. 

e. Future Expansion. If temporary or permanent expansion is anticipated, the 
site layout can accommodate additions without substantial alterations to 
existing structures or playgrounds. 

f. Placement of Buildings. 
1. Building placement is compatible with other functions on campus; 

e.g., band room is not next to library. 
2. Physical relationship of classrooms and support areas allows 

unobstructed movement of staff and students around the campus. 
3. Building placement has favorable orientation to natural light. 
4. Restrooms are conveniently located, require minimum supervision, 

and are easily accessible from playground and classrooms. 
5. Parking spaces are sufficient for staff, visitors, and eligible 

students. 
6. The campus is secured by fencing. 
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Exhibit 1 
 

g. Classrooms. General classrooms are at least 960 square feet (s.f.). Total 
classroom space meets or exceeds the capacity planned for the school 
using the district's loading standards. 

h. Specialized Classrooms and Areas. 
1. Small-Group Areas: are not counted as classrooms; are located 

near classrooms    
2. Kindergarten Classrooms. 

i. 1350 s.f. for permanent structures 
ii. Classrooms are designed to allow supervision of play yards 

and all areas of the classroom. 
iii. Play yard design provides a variety of activities for 

developing large motor skills.  
iv. Classrooms are located close to parent drop-off and bus 

loading areas.  
v. Storage, casework, and learning stations are designed for 

use in free play and structured activities; e.g., shelves are 
deep and open for frequent use. 

vi. Windows, marking boards, sinks, drinking fountains, and 
furniture are at appropriate heights for kindergarteners. 

vii. Restrooms are self-contained within the classroom or within 
the kindergarten complex. 

3. Special Education Classrooms and Areas. 
i. A new school designates at least 240 s.f. for Resource 

Specialist Program. 
ii. A new school designates at least 200 s.f. for the speech and 

language program. 
iii. A new school designates office area for the psychologist and 

counseling program. 
iv. Special day classrooms are at least the same size as regular 

education classrooms. 
v. The area allowances in Education Code Section 17047(a) 

for special day class programs are used for the design of 
classroom and support space. 

vi. Special day classrooms are distributed throughout the 
campus. 

vii. No more than two special day classrooms are together. 
viii. A conference area is available. 
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Exhibit 1 
 

ix. Medical therapy units are close to visitor parking and 
accessible after school hours. 

i. Laboratories shall be designed in accordance with the planned     
curriculum.  

1. Science Laboratories are at least 1300 s.f., including storage and 
teacher prep area, and designed for the safe handling of hazardous 
materials. Storage and safety equipment, including exhaust fume 
hoods, eyewashes, deluge showers, are provided. 

2. Consumer Home Economics Laboratories are at least 1300 s.f., 
including lecture area and student storage. 

3. Industrial and Technology Education Laboratories have lab 
workstations and a lecture area in or near the lab, are designed for 
the safe handling and ventilation of hazardous materials. 

4. Computer Instructional Support Area  labs are at least 960 s.f., 
provide for student movement around learning stations, sufficient 
outlets, power sources and network links, proper ventilation, 
security and lighting provided. 

5. Art Studios have adequate ventilation for dust and fumes; kiln is in 
a safe, ventilated area.  

6. Music Rooms are acoustically isolated from the rest of the school 
and have convenient access to the auditorium. 

7. Dance Studios have mirrors, ballet bars, electrical outlets, and a 
minimum of 2000 s.f. (or 3,500 square feet if performance space is 
needed.  

8. Theater or Auditorium has ramped seating, space for orchestra pit; 
location provides convenient public access and parking while 
preserving security of the school campus 

j. Gymnasium, Shower/Locker Area shall be designed to accommodate 
multiple use activities in accordance with the planned enrollment:  

1. The gymnasium is secured from other parts of the campus for 
events.  

2. The shower/locker area is of sufficient size to allow students 
enrolled in the physical education program to shower and dress 
each period.  

3. Toilets are available for the public in facilities intended for 
community use, and not in shower/locker areas.  

4. Office space is provided for physical education teachers.  
5. Space is available for weight lifting, exercise equipment usage, 

aerobics, and the like.  
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Exhibit 1 
 

k. Auxiliary Areas.  
1. Multipurpose room meets minimum essential size standards and 

accommodates physical education activities, assemblies, and 
extracurricular activities. Stage may have a dividing wall but is not 
intended to be a classroom. Ceiling height allows for clearance of 
light fixtures for physical education activities.  

2. Administrative Office. 
i. Students have direct confidential access to pupil personnel 

area.  
ii. Counter tops are accessible to the student population, both 

at a standing and wheelchair level.  
iii. Clerical staff has a clear view of nurse's office.  
iv. The nurse's office has a bathroom separate from staff 

bathroom(s) in the administration area.  
v. Space is available for private conference and waiting areas.  
vi. A faculty workroom is available for a staff proportionate to 

the student population.  
3. Library/Media Center and Technology. Library space meets 

minimum essential facilities standards. Visual supervision from 
circulation desk is available to study areas, stack space, and 
student work centers.  

l. Lighting. Windows allow daylight but do not cause excess glare or heat 
gain. 

m. Acoustical. Sound attenuation is a design element in noisy environments.  
n. Plumbing. 

1. Restrooms allow for supervision. 
2. Fixtures are in accord with the California Plumbing Code. 
3. Restrooms having direct outside access are visible from playground 

and easily supervised.  
o. Year-Round Education. For multitrack schools, storage and planning 

space is provided for off-track teachers, and storage is provided for student 
projects and student records. 

p. American Disabilities Act. (DSA) 
q. Child Care Program: complies with the requirements in Education Code 

Section17264 for new schools where space for childcare programs is 
provided.  

r. Exemptions. If an exemption to a standard is needed, the school district 
must demonstrate that the educational appropriateness and safety of a 
school design will not be compromised by an alternative to that standard.  
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Exhibit 1 
 
§ 14036. Integrated Facilities. 
Special education classrooms are integrated with classrooms for non-special 
education students when: 

a. Special education classrooms are located near regular education 
classrooms.  

b. If relocatables, their ratio to permanent special education classrooms, is the 
same as for regular education students.  

c. Special education classrooms are not located on a special education 
campus adjacent to another school. 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete elementary school: 
 
Classroom 
 Standard classrooms supporting both small group and large group 

instruction 
 Kindergarten classrooms 
 Specialized classrooms for science, art and music  
 Classrooms and support spaces for special education 

 

Physical Education Spaces 
 Hardcourts with a variety of fixed equipment to accommodate basketball 

and other activities 
 Turf and field areas 
 Apparatus area 

 
Support Facilities 
 Computer room 
 Small group areas 
 Resource Specialist Program (RSP) area  
 Speech specialist office 
 Psychologist office 
 Academic support such as Title 1 
 

Common Essential Facilities 
 Media/center library 
 Administration 

o Principal’s office 
o Vice Principal’s office 
o Office space for itinerant staff 
o Healthy professional office 
o Conference areas 
o Teacher workroom 
o Staff room  
o Parent room 
o Student record storage 
o General Storage 

 Multipurpose Room 
o Dining area 
o Food service (preparation or serving) 
o Stage 
o Outdoor dining area 
o Storage for chairs and tables 
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Exhibit 2 
 

Components included in a complete elementary school (continued) 
 
Infrastructure 
 Staff restrooms  
 Student restrooms 
 Storage rooms 
 Custodian room(s) 
 Mechanical, data and electrical space 
 Staff parking area 
 Covered circulation 
 Space for preschool buildings 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete middle school are: 
 
Classroom 
 Standard classrooms supporting both small group and large group 

instruction 
 Specialized classrooms for science (both lab and non-lab), art, language, 

career technical instruction, and music  
 Classrooms for special education and special education support spaces 
 Facilities for performing arts (can be in multipurpose room) 

 

Physical Education Spaces 
 Gymnasium 
 Shower/locker room 
 Office for physical education teachers 
 Physical education classroom 
 Storage for equipment 
 Hardcourts with a variety of fixed equipment to accommodate basketball 

and other activities 
 Field areas including track, soccer, and softball. 

 
Support Facilities 
 Computer room 
 Small group areas 
 Resource Specialist Program (RSP) area  
 Speech specialist office 
 Psychologist office 
 Academic support such as Title 1 
 

Common Essential Facilities 
 Media/center library 
 Administration 

o Principal’s office 
o Vice Principal(s)’ office 
o Counselor(s)’ office 
o Health professional office 
o Office space for itinerant staff 
o Conference areas 
o Teacher workroom 
o Staff room  
o Parent room 
o Clerical support 
o Student record storage 
o General Storage 
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Exhibit 2 

 
Components included in a complete middle school (continued) 

 
Common Essential Facilities (continued) 
 Multipurpose Room 

o Dining area 
o Food service (preparation or serving) 
o Adjunct serving areas 
o Stage 
o Outdoor dining area 
o Storage for chairs and tables 

 

Infrastructure 
 Staff restrooms  
 Student restrooms 
 Storage rooms 
 Custodian room(s) 
 Mechanical, data, and electrical space 
 Staff parking area 
 Covered circulation 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete high school are: 
 
Classroom 
 Standard classrooms supporting both small group and large group 

instruction 
 Specialized classrooms for science (both lab and non-lab), art, language, 

career technical instruction, and music  
 Facilities for performing arts 
 Classrooms for special education 
 Student store 

 

Physical Education Spaces 
 Gymnasium(s) 
 Space for wrestling  
 Space for dance 
 Space for weightlifting 
 Shower/locker room 
 Physical education classroom 
 Office for physical education teachers 
 Hardcourts with a variety of fixed equipment to accommodate basketball 

and other activities 
 Field areas including football, track, soccer, softball, baseball and physical 

education space.  
 Pool 

 
Support Facilities 
 Computer room 
 Small group areas 
 Resource Specialist Program (RSP) area  
 Speech specialist office 
 Psychologist office 
 Academic support such as Title 1 
 

Common Essential Facilities 
 Media/center library 
 Administration 

o Principal’s office 
o Vice Principal(s)’ office 
o Counselor(s)’ office 
o Health professional office 
o Office space for itinerant staff 
o Security office 
o Conference areas 
o Teacher workroom 
o Staff room  
o Parent room 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete high school (continued) 
 
Common Essential Facilities (continued) 

o Clerical support 
o Student record storage 

o General storage 

o Career center 

 
 Multipurpose Room  

o Dining Area 
o Food service (preparation or serving) 
o Adjunct serving areas 
o Stage 
o Outdoor dining area 
 

Infrastructure 
 Staff restrooms  
 Student restrooms 
 Storage rooms 
 Custodian room(s) 
 Mechanical, data and electrical space 
 Staff parking area 
 Student parking 
 Covered circulation 
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H Corona- Norco Eleanor Roosevelt High 9-12 367,500 3,985 3,985 0.71 0 N/A 6 0 0 145 Y 5,650 12,400 3,977 19,051 3,102 92
H Desert Sands High School #4 9-12 245,967 2,610 2,286 0.75 0 N/A 2 0 0 84 Y 4,437 6,236 3,564 21,767 1,156 108
H Antelope Valley High Knight High (1) 9-12 211,366 3,429 2,934 0.64 0 N/A 2 0 0 108 N 0 6,304 2,506 21,379 2,240 72
H Antelope Valley High Eastside High (2) 9-12 343,000 3,175 3,175 0.86 0 N/A 6 0 0 115 Y 0 9,497 5,841 22,483 3,326 108
H Capistrano Unified San Juan Hills High (3) 9-12 236,709 2,694 2,664 0.74 0 N/A 2 0 0 98 Y 0 3,309 3,555 25,710 43,130 89
H Tulare Joint Union HSD Third Tulare HS (6) 9-12 157,031 2,070 1,458 1.18 0 N/A 0 0 0 54 N 4,898 7,251 2,371 18,971 812 108

H Porterville Unified
Arts/Technology Small High School 
(7) 9-12 51,695 500 499 0.73 0 N/A 1 0 0 18 Y 8,277 1,516 1,403 0 1,978 104

H Dixon Unified Dixon High (8) 9-12 161,109 2,236 2,236 0.91 0 N/A 2 0 0 82 Y 5,045 9,032 2,836 29,580 1,767 72
H San Ramon Valley U Dougherty Valley (10, 11) 9-12 306,478 2,720 2,504 0.71 0 N/A 6 0 0 93 N 9,406 8,362 5,846 43,726 2,473 122
H Mojave Unified California City High 9-12 84,638 1,100 728 0.90 0 N/A 2 0 0 26 3,840 2,500 2,160 10,201 0 116
H Kern Union High Frontier High 9-12 200,029 2,106 2,105 1.03 0 N/A 5 0 0 76 Y 9,741 5,358 1,488 14,280 0 95
H Los Angeles USD Central High #2 9-12 345,388 2,403 2,403 0.23 0 N/A 0 0 0 89 Y 3,796 6,130 2,892 27,446 2,513 144
H Los Angeles USD East Los Angeles HS #1 9-12 139,318 1,026 1,026 0.16 0 N/A 0 0 0 38 Y 3,943 3,125 2,266 12,800 986 136
H Folsom-Cordova USD Vista del Lago HS (24) 9-12 233,127 1,808 1,538 0.82 0 N/A 2 0 0 56 Y 6,135 15,267 2,358 31,940 0 152
H Roseville Jt Union HS High School #5-Antelope (22) 9-12 201,639 2,269 1,665 0.72 0 N/A 2 0 0 61 Y 6,036 6,137 2,505 32,706 1,952 121
H Elk Grove USD Cosumnes Oaks (18) 9-12 230,554 2,867 2,785 0.80 0 N/A 3 0 0 102 N 7,575 14,614 3,271 30,796 0 83
H Sweetwater UHSD High School #13 9-12 216,767 2,500 2,195 0.65 0 0 6 0 0 79 Y 7,742 5,544 4,480 13,298 1,500 99
H Washington Unified New High 9-12 324,126 3,112 2,572 0.90 0 N/A 5 0 0 98 Y 6,784 9,428 8,762 74,062 0 126

TOTAL 4,056,441 42,610 38,758 93,305 132,010 62,081 450,196
Number of Projects 18

Master 
Plan 

Capacity
Project 

Capacity
Mean Square Feet Per Student 95 105

Median Square Feet Per Student 93 108

Mean School Size 2,367      2,153     
Median School Size 2,452      2,261     

Median Percent Site Size 0.75

7/20/2007 CDE Report ATTACH



Exhibit 3
El

em
en

ta
ry

, M
id

dl
e,

 H
ig

h

 S
ch

oo
l D

is
tri

ct

Sc
ho

ol
 N

am
e 

(s
ee

 n
ot

es
)

 G
ra

de
 L

ev
el

Sq
ua

re
 F

ee
t

 M
as

te
r P

la
n 

C
ap

ac
ity

 P
ro

je
ct

 C
ap

ac
ity

 (S
FP

 L
oa

di
ng

)
 P

er
ce

nt
 S

ite
 is

 o
f C

D
E 

R
ec

om
m

en
ed

 fo
r M

as
te

r P
la

n 

En
ro

llm
en

t
 K

in
de

rg
ar

te
n 

Te
ac

hi
ng

 S
ta

tio
ns

 1
35

0 
sq

 ft
 k

 ts
?

 S
pe

ci
al

 D
ay

 C
la

ss
 T

ea
ch

in
g 

St
at

io
ns

G
ra

de
s 

1-
6 

Te
ac

in
g 

St
at

io
ns

 G
ra

de
s 

7-
8 

Te
ac

hi
ng

 S
ta

tio
ns

 G
ra

de
s 

 9
-1

2 
TS

 9
60

 s
q 

ft 
st

an
da

rd
 ts

?
M

ul
tip

ur
po

se
 R

oo
m

 S
q.

 F
t. 

 L
ib

ra
ry

 S
q.

 F
t.

 F
oo

d 
Se

rv
ic

e 
Sq

. F
t.

 G
ym

na
si

um
 S

q.
 F

t.

 P
la

tfo
rm

 /S
ta

ge
 S

q.
 F

t.

Sq
ua

re
 fe

et
 p

er
 s

tu
de

nt
--

C
ap

ac
ity

M Imperial Unified Frank Wright Middle 6-8 86,214 958 958 1.16 0 N/A 1 9 27 0 Y 4,475 2,420 3,628 9,785 1,142 90
M Val Verde Unified Stoneridge Middle 6-8 85,642 1,207 1,207 1.08 0 N/A 3 10 34 0 Y 0 4,030 2,900 7,824 1,622 71
M Placentia Yorba Linda Unif Valadez Middle 6-8 72,929 836 822 0.72 0 N/A 2 10 20 0 Y 5,116 3,057 1,725 0 1,769 89
M Sylvan Elementary Daniel Savage Middle School 6-8 96,464 1,200 1,016 0.79 0 N/A 4 0 36 0 Y 4,828 3,604 612 11,772 0 95
M Brentwood ES J Douglas Adams MS (9) 6-8 88,221 1,200 1,000 0.91 0 N/A 1 15 31 0 Y 0 16,218 3,218 18,340 0 88
M Petaluma Joint UHSD Kenilworth Jr. High 7-8 83,694 1,050 1,050 0.94 0 N/A 1 0 39 30 Y 4,606 4,891 939 8,708 983 80
M Delano Union Elem La Vina Middle 6-8 113,886 1,200 1,107 0.87 0 N/A 0 0 41 0 N 6,729 4,746 1,064 12,893 2,703 103
M Panama-Buena Vista Stonecreek Junior High 7-8 76,830 1,012 1,012 0.85 0 N/A 1 0 37 0 Y 4,636 1,800 946 12,896 1,233 76
M Los Angeles USD Central L.A. MS #1 6-8 149,814 1,701 1,701 0.32 0 N/A 0 0 63 0 Y 5,023 4,008 1,789 6,763 982 88
M Los Angeles USD Central Los Angeles MS #3 6-8 89,655 810 810 0.18 0 N/A 0 0 30 0 Y 3,764 3,314 2,638 6,502 879 111
M Los Angeles USD Thurgood Marshall MS 6-8 157,246 1,580 1,580 0.70 0 N/A 20 40 0 Y 4,639 3,893 1,610 0 2,446 100
M Elk Grove USD Elizabeth Pinkerton (18) 7-8 97,927 1,434 1,273 0.85 0 N/A 3 0 46 0 Y 5,631 8,233 1,661 11,267 1,504 77
M Roseville City Elementary SD W-73 Barbara Chilton MS 6-8 85,258 1,200 1,012 0.87 0 N/A 1 0 37 0 Y 4,551 2,353 3,277 13,232 1,130 84
M Western Placer USD Twelve Bridges MS 6-8 69,901 1,241 998 0.98 0 N/A 2 0 36 0 N 10,789 3,995 1,642 16,787 0 70
M Etiwanda ESD Heritage Intermediate (21) 6-8 96,488 1,343 1,289 0.70 0 N/A 1 17 32 0 Y 6,140 3,139 1,450 16,278 765 75

TOTAL 1,450,169 17,972 16,835 70,927 69,701 29,099 153,047
Number of Projects 15

Master 
Plan 

Capacity
Project 

Capacity
Mean Square Feet Per Student 81 86

Median Square Feet Per Student 80 88

Mean School Size 1,198      1,122     
Median School Size 1,200 1,016     

Median Percent Site Size 0.85
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E Plum Valley Elem Plum Valley K-8 10,103 235 102 1.00 0 0 0 3 1 0 Y 2,911 960 431 0 0 99
E Richfield Elem Richfield Elem K-8 28,743 500 329 0.99 1 Y 0 10 2 0 Y 1,777 960 845 6,764 0 87
E Irvine Unified Turtle Ridge K-8 69,658 643 639 0.88 2 N 4 15 6 0 N 3,432 8,000 1,100 0 625 109
E Chino Valley Unif Site#1 at Preserve K-8 85,823 973 973 0.63 3 N 2 23 11 0 N 0 6,700 3,000 7,720 1,000 88
E San Marcos Unified San Elijio Elementary K-5 54,442 938 838 0.64 3 N 1 30 0 0 Y 3,000 2,700 1,000 0 900 65
E Chula Vista Otay Ranch (ES #43) K-6 63,283 800 776 0.74 4 N 2 26 0 0 Y 4,694 1,913 945 4,218 476 82
E Cottonwood Elem Cottonwood Elem K-6 43,800 1,040 688 1.00 0 N/A 1 27 0 0 N 3,774 1,380 646 0 525 64
E Irvine Unified El Camino Real K-6 67,141 1,000 652 0.58 2 N 4 22 0 0 N 3,490 6,253 2,482 0 1,466 103
E Carlsbad Unif Southeast Elem K-5 49,500 743 584 0.86 3 Y 1 20 0 0 Y 3,883 2,123 1,303 0 622 85
E Clovis Unified Harlan Ranch ES (4) K-6 53,720 825 684 0.93 2 Y 1 25 0 0 N 4,067 2,154 2,010 0 716 79
E Central Unified New Elementary @ Ed Center (5) K-6 56,000 860 851 1.21 3 N 2 30 0 0 Y 3,445 1,211 1,253 0 792 66
E Visalia Unified Leila Elementary K-6 48,627 850 785 0.93 4 Y 3 26 0 0 Y 3,695 1,000 708 0 814 62
E Visalia Unified Southeast Elementary K-6 48,627 750 785 0.78 4 Y 3 26 0 0 Y 3,695 1,000 708 0 814 62
E Alameda City Unified Woodstock ES (12) K-5 49,290 704 704 0.48 4 Y 1 29 0 0 Y 4,067 1,000 2,324 0 1,152 70
E Gilroy Unified Greenfield ES K-5 53,403 750 640 0.64 4 Y 0 30 0 0 Y 4,000 1,974 644 0 435 83
E Arvin Union El Camino ES K-6 54,344 1,100 864 0.68 6 Y 3 27 0 0 Y 4,239 1,780 1,593 0 1,035 63
E Wasco Union Elem Theresa Burke (13) K-6 50,167 1,099 900 0.97 4 N 0 32 0 0 Y 3,425 1,280 325 0 905 56
E Los Angeles USD Canoga Park New Elementary K-5 75,224 600 600 0.18 3 Y 0 21 0 0 Y 7,521 0 1,301 0 903 125
E Dry Creek Joint Elementary Barrett Ranch Elementary K-5 49,962 763 763 93.73 3 N 1 27 0 0 N 4,570 1,893 491 0 978 65
E Oakley Union Elementary Carpenter Elementary K-5 40,720 575 575 101.0 3 Y 0 20 0 0 Y 5,007 0 1,388 0 1,025 71
E San Diego Unified Herbert Ibarra ES (16) K-5 68,754 940 768 0.49 6 N 2 24 0 0 Y 4,980 2,533 784 0 984 90
E San Diego Unified Jonas Salk ES (17) K-5 63,174 768 768 0.81 6 N 2 24 0 0 Y 4,879 2,715 1,242 0 1,000 82
E Folsom-Cordova USD Russell Ranch Elem. K-5 42,468 763 529 0.78 2 Y 6 17 0 0 y 4,940 1,579 385 0 1,006 80
E Roseville City Elementary SD W-75 Junction Elementary K-6 42,025 775 600 0.71 2 N 0 22 0 0 y 3,331 1,644 377 0 867 70
E Perris ESD Skyview ES (19) K-6 44,000 850 825 0.61 2 Y 0 31 0 0 Y 4,073 3,370 1,068 0 725 53
E Perris ESD Railway ES (19) K-6 47,840 900 900 0.96 3 Y / N 0 30 0 0 Y 4,073 3,370 1,068 0 725 53
E Etiwanda ESD Miller ES (20) K-5 51,217 884 884 0.86 2 Y 1 33 0 0 Y 4,073 3,370 1,068 0 725 58

TOTAL 1,412,055 21,628 19,006 105,041 62,862 30,489 18,702
Number of Projects 27

Master 
Plan 

Capacity
Project 

Capacity
Mean Square Feet Per Student 65 74

Median Square Feet Per Student 65 71

Mean School Size 801 704
Median School Size 800 763        

Median Percent Site Size 0.817/20/2007 CDE Report ATTACH



Exhibit 3
El

em
en

ta
ry

, M
id

dl
e,

 H
ig

h

 S
ch

oo
l D

is
tri

ct

Sc
ho

ol
 N

am
e 

(s
ee

 n
ot

es
)

 G
ra

de
 L

ev
el

Sq
ua

re
 F

ee
t

 M
as

te
r P

la
n 

C
ap

ac
ity

 P
ro

je
ct

 C
ap

ac
ity

 (S
FP

 L
oa

di
ng

)
 P

er
ce

nt
 S

ite
 is

 o
f C

D
E 

R
ec

om
m

en
ed

 fo
r M

as
te

r P
la

n 

En
ro

llm
en

t
 K

in
de

rg
ar

te
n 

Te
ac

hi
ng

 S
ta

tio
ns

 1
35

0 
sq

 ft
 k

 ts
?

 S
pe

ci
al

 D
ay

 C
la

ss
 T

ea
ch

in
g 

St
at

io
ns

G
ra

de
s 

1-
6 

Te
ac

in
g 

St
at

io
ns

 G
ra

de
s 

7-
8 

Te
ac

hi
ng

 S
ta

tio
ns

 G
ra

de
s 

 9
-1

2 
TS

 9
60

 s
q 

ft 
st

an
da

rd
 ts

?
M

ul
tip

ur
po

se
 R

oo
m

 S
q.

 F
t. 

 L
ib

ra
ry

 S
q.

 F
t.

 F
oo

d 
Se

rv
ic

e 
Sq

. F
t.

 G
ym

na
si

um
 S

q.
 F

t.

 P
la

tfo
rm

 /S
ta

ge
 S

q.
 F

t.

Sq
ua

re
 fe

et
 p

er
 s

tu
de

nt
--

C
ap

ac
ity

NOTES
(1) small gym 8,432  large gym 12,947
(2) small gym 8,397  large gym 14,086
(3) small gym 8,590  large gym 17,120
(4) general TS are 940 sq ft
(5) kindergarten rooms average 1,048 sq. ft.
(6) TS vary in size between 899 sq ft - 991 for general classrooms, most are under 960 sq ft.
(7) Arts/Tech High School, part of the small high school project, cafeteria serves as a gym during inclement weather. Uses gym at adjacent Swarthmore HS
(8) 7 TS undersized, joint use gym
(9) 4 TS undersized due to HVAC
(10) 949 sq. ft.
(11) gymnasium and auxiliary gym
(12) TS plus workroom = 960
(13) Theresa Burke ES "wanted 500-550 but built for 850", K rooms 1280, smaller library and M, financial hardship projects are typically twice as large as 50/50
(14) 957 sq. ft.
(15) 1235 sq. ft.
(16) 1134 sq. ft.
(17) 1135 sq. ft.
(18) library shared with adjacent high school, Libray square footage reflced in HS 
(19) Skyview ES and Railway ES essentially the same set of plans with the position of buildings changed
(20) Miller ES uitilizes same core facilities as Skyview and Railway with different TS layout
(21) final plan approval letter issued on 12/18/2000
(22) Joint use gym
(23) Joint Use MP
(24) Joint use gym
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REPORT BY THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
State Allocation Board Meeting, May 23, 2007 

 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION REPORT ON  

COMPLETE SCHOOLS
 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
To provide information requested by the State Allocation Board (SAB) on the components of a complete 
school consistent with the California Code of Regulations, Title 5 and a representative sample of such 
schools. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) has been analyzing the ability of districts to build a 
complete school with the grants provided in the School Facility Program (SFP). In order to determine the 
adequacy of the grant, it is essential to have a definition of a complete school in which to compare the grant. 
At the March 2007 SAB meeting, the California Department of Education (CDE) committed to providing 
OPSC examples of complete schools approved by CDE and the components of a complete school. The 
CDE has also started the analysis if the complete school supports the world-class academic standards to 
which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials are held accountable. 
 
DESCRIPTION
 
Attached is the CDE report. 
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 REPORT ON COMPLETE SCHOOLS  
 

Executive Summary 
 

As part of the effort to assess the adequacy of the grants provided in the School 
Facility Program (SFP), the California Department of Education (CDE) has been 
asked by the State Allocation Board (SAB) to: 
 

1. Provide examples of complete schools approved by the CDE, and  
2. Determine if the complete school supports the world-class academic 

standards to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials 
are held accountable. 

 
1.  Examples of complete schools approved by the CDE 
In order to develop a definition of a complete school, an understanding of the 60 
year history of state school construction assistance and of Title 5 standards is 
necessary. 
 
History 
The first state construction assistance program was created in 1949. In creating 
the program, the Legislature adopted the low end of a range of square footage 
per student recommendation made by State Superintendent of Public Instruction 
Roy E. Simpson in 1947. These square footage standards, with minor increases, 
formed the basis of the 1976 Lease Purchase Program (LPP), and, in turn, the 
per student grants provided in the SFP that was established in 1998. 
 
The median amount of square footage per student being built nationally and 
regionally over the past 20 years is compared to the square footage allowances 
used in developing the SFP grants below: 
 

Table 1 
 
Square Feet per Student 

 1987 1997 2006 
Elementary Schools    
National Median 90 119 122 
California (LPP allowance) 59   73   73 
    
Middle Schools    
National Median 111 146 144 
California (LPP allowance)   80   80   80 
    
High Schools    
National Median 153 185 167 
California (LPP allowance)   95   95   95 
Source:   1987 data, Abramson, 2006 
  1997 and 2007 data, Abramson, 2007 
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Two facts stand out: 
 

1. The SFP funding model is based on a per student square footage 
allowance that is significantly less than the amount of square feet being 
provided per student in school construction projects nation-wide and 
regionally. 

 
2. The national median amount of space per student has increased over the 

past 20 years, while the per-student square footage on which the SFP 
funding model is based has remained static at the middle and high school 
levels. The elementary square footage increase is the result of K-3 class 
size reduction. 

 
Title 5 (A summary of Title 5 is attached as Exhibit 1) 
The Title 5 standards by which projects are evaluated by CDE allow variation in 
program delivery in response to the varied educational needs of the 1,052 
districts in the state. For example, a school that serves a student population with 
extensive needs for intervention and remediation services will have different 
facility needs than a school without such demands.  
 
Because the design of a school is in response to the educational program 
provided by a district, it is not possible to define a complete school that will 
address the needs of students throughout the state. However, in order to allow 
an assessment of the adequacy of the SFP grants, the CDE has identified 60 
school projects that are complete schools.  
 
Complete Schools 
The 60 complete schools have a median square foot per student amount that at 
the middle and high school levels, is significantly less than the square feet per 
student than provided for in projects built nationally and regionally. 
 

Table 2 
 

 Elementary 
(median square 
feet per student) 

Middle School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

High School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

60 Projects 71 88 108 
California SFP 
Funding Model 

73 80 95 

Western Region 
(2006) 

88 106 120 

National (2006) 122 144 167 
 
The CDE has developed a list of features that exist in many complete schools. 
This list is an interim step to a more comprehensive definition that is being 
developed in consultation with stakeholders.  
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2.  Do these complete schools support the world-class academic standards 

to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials are 
held accountable? 

 
If districts were posed with the opportunity of designing a school without the 
constraints of the SFP, what features would be included and how large would the 
spaces be?  
 
The CDE has convened an advisory committee to discuss this critical issue. 
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REPORT ON COMPLETE SCHOOLS  

 
Background: 
As part of the effort to assess the adequacy of the grants provided in the School 
Facility Program (SFP), the California Department of Education (CDE) has been 
asked by the State Allocation Board (SAB) to: 
 

1. Provide examples of complete schools approved by the CDE, and  
2. Determine if the complete school supports the world-class academic 

standards to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials 
are held accountable. 

 
These two requests are addressed below. 
 
1.  Examples of complete schools approved by the CDE 
 
The Importance of School Facilities 
The effects of school facilities on student achievement are well documented in 
research. CDE can provide SAB members a list of numerous studies that 
examine and confirm this association. In short, research shows that facilities can 
increase student achievement from 5-17 percentile points. (Earthman, 2002)  
 
Complete School 
In order to understand the term complete school as being used in the grant 
adequacy discussion, a brief summary of the standards historically used in the 
programs preceding the SFP, as well as an understanding of school design 
standards contained in California Code of Regulations, Title 5 (Title 5), is 
necessary.  
 
Overview of State Standards 
In 1949, the legislature responded to the impact the first wave of the baby-boom 
would have on the need for school facilities by creating the SAB and a process 
for providing assistance to districts experiencing enrollment growth. A survey of 
districts (there were 2,554 in 1946 as compared to 1,052 today) conducted by the 
Senate Investigating Committee on Education noted “that 213 schools and 
districts were holding double and triple sessions in 1,748 classrooms during the 
1946-47 school year” (Senate of the State of California, 1948). Because double 
and triple sessions reduce available instructional time, about 61,000 K-8 students 
(of the 1,078,670 K-8 students statewide in 1946) had shortened learning 
opportunities because their schools were overcrowded. Additionally, class sizes 
of 35 were not uncommon with some classes being as large as 55 students. 
(Senate of the State of California, 1948)  
 
It is interesting to note that recently another strategy to compensate for over-
crowded classrooms resulted in a multitrack year-round education plan called 
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Concept 6, which also compromises instructional time. The use of the Concept 6 
calendar is being phased out as a requirement of the Williams settlement. 
 
In addition to the large number of “unhoused” (the term presently used) students, 
the Senate Investigating Committee noted that many of the 38,897 classrooms in 
the state “do not conform to the state code, are obsolescent, and are neither 
properly lighted nor ventilated. Many of them are not up to standards against 
earthquakes” (ibid.) 
 
The combined demands of having to replace thousands of inadequate 
classrooms while also building thousands of new classrooms, created an 
estimated need of $142,440,000. In order to provide assistance to districts, the 
Legislature needed to develop standards in order to prioritize and define state 
assistance. 
 
To assist in this effort, then State Superintendent of Public Instruction, Roy E. 
Simpson, in 1947 convened a group of school district superintendents as the 
Committee on Defining School Plant Adequacy. This group realized that a square 
footage standard was more effective in meeting the need for school facilities than 
a per student dollar amount for two reasons: 
 

1. Square footage standards, unlike a per-student dollar amount, are not 
subject to inflation. A square foot in 1947 remains a square foot in 2007;  

 
2. An adequate square foot allowance tied to a cost factor would allow 

districts to respond to local needs more effectively. That is, one district 
may need, for program reasons, more specialized or more expensive 
spaces than another district. A per student dollar amount cannot adjust to 
these differences. 

 
The Committee’s recommended ranges of space per student are summarized 
below (Bursch, 1955): 
 

o Elementary - 55-70 square feet per student 
o Middle - 75-100 square feet per student 
o High - 86-110 square feet per student 

 
The low end of these ranges was adopted by the Legislature in creating the State 
School Building Aid Law of 1949 (Education Code Section 15700, et seq.). 
 
From the start, the CDE had concerns over the adequacy of these square 
footage standards. A 1955 CDE analysis of projects built under these standards 
indicated that “…it has been difficult—in fact well nigh impossible—under these 
limitations to provide adequate building space…”. (ibid.)  Of specific concern was 
the decreased size of classrooms as compared to projects built without state 
aid—1,200 square feet in non-state aid projects to under 1,000 square feet in 
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state aided projects. The report also noted that the limited square footage 
allocation led to districts building high schools for higher enrollments than desired 
in order to be eligible for sufficient square footage to build a complete school. 
(ibid.) 
 
These 1949 square footage standards, with minor changes, were incorporated 
into the Lease Purchase Program (LPP) of 1976. An across the board seven 
percent increase in square footage was provided in 1987. Other minor increases 
were provided during the course of the LPP in acknowledgement of educational 
programs such as special education and the need for speech and resource 
specialist spaces. At the conclusion of the LPP in 1998, the square feet allocation 
was: 

 
o Elementary - 59 square feet per student 
o Middle - 80 square feet per student 
o High – 94.6 square feet per student (for 2,000 student school) 

 
These amounts were not significantly higher than the low end of the square 
footage range initially proposed by the CDE in 1947. 
 
In response to the limited space allocation, the CDE emphasized the importance 
of the classroom by recommending that 31 of the 55 square feet allocated in 
1949 for elementary students be used for classrooms.  
 
Classrooms, where students spend most of their day and where most instruction 
occurs, have had additional uses and demands placed upon them since the 1949 
standard was established: 
 

o Computers (15-20 square feet per station), 
o Access compliance, 
o Inclusion students and aides, 
o Pull-out and small group spaces, 
o Flexibility for changing educational approaches.  

 
Other areas of a school have also been subject to expansion since 1949, 
including: 
  

o Space for academic intervention and remediation, 
o Space for support of at-risk students (counselors, etc.), 
o Toilet rooms, elevator shafts, ramps and lifts for access compliance as 

required by the Division of the State Architect, 
o Mechanical space for increased electrical service and computer servers, 
o Storage space for an increased amount of instructional materials, 
o Pre-kindergarten classrooms and outdoor space. 
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Additionally, schools are often called to serve as centers of community and 
provide a variety of supplemental services such as School Based Coordinated 
Health Centers and after school programs. These demands have implications for 
school design and the definition of a complete school. 
 
For additional perspective, the chart below compares the square footages of the 
LPP that formed the basis of the SFP grant to the national median per student 
square footage for constructed projects.   
 

Table 1 
 
Square Feet per Student 

 1987 1997 2006 
Elementary Schools    
National Median 90 119 122 
California (LPP Allowance) 59   73   73 
    
Middle Schools    
National Median 111 146 144 
California (LPP Allowance)   80   80   80 
    
High Schools    
National Median 153 185 167 
California (LPP Allowance)   95   95   95 
Source:   1987 data, Abramson, 2006 
  1997 and 2007 data, Abramson, 2007 
  
Two facts stand out: 
 

1. The SFP funding model is based on a per student square footage 
allowance that is significantly less than the amount of square feet being 
provided per student in school construction projects nation-wide. 

 
2. The national median amount of space per student has increased over the 

past 20 years, while the per student square footage on which the SFP 
funding model is based has remained static at the middle and high school 
levels. The elementary square footage increase is the result of K-3 class 
size reduction. 

 
States such as California have a climate that allows exterior circulation, and 
therefore require less interior space, than states with more severe climates.  In 
2006, schools constructed in four western states—California, Nevada, Arizona, 
and Hawaii—had median per student square foot amounts of: 
 

o Elementary Schools – 88 square feet per student 
o Middle Schools – 106 square feet per student 
o High Schools-- 120 square feet per student 

(Abramson, 2007) 
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Even compared to the median square footage of schools constructed in 
neighboring states, California’s schools are built with a funding model based on 
significantly less square footage per student. The national and regional median 
figures include data from California. If the California data were able to be 
disaggregated from the national and regional data, an even greater disparity 
would result. 
 
Title 5 Standards 
California Education Code (EC) Section 17251 charges the CDE with the 
development of standards for school sites and plans. Plan standards are 
contained in California Code of Regulations, Title 5 Section 14030. These 
standards focus on student safety and educational appropriateness. All projects 
approved by the SAB are required, pursuant to EC Section 17070.50, to be 
approved by the CDE. Projects not requesting state funds must also use the Title 
5 standards but are not required to seek CDE review and approval. 
 
Title 5 standards were developed after the establishment of the state’s per 
student square footage allowance standards in 1949, so educational 
appropriateness is viewed in light of the Title 5 standards being developed to 
exist within the confines of a funding system.  
 
In summary, California has required the educational program model to meet the 
funding standards instead of the educational program driving the funding 
standard. 
 
Key to the Title 5 review is the district’s board-adopted educational specifications. 
The educational specification provides the architect information on the 
educational program needs that drive the design of a school.  
 
Title 5 is structured to allow flexibility in the review of plans based on the 
individual needs of a district, as presented in the educational specification, and a 
district may request a variance to a specific standard if it is documented that 
student safety and educational appropriateness are not compromised (Title 5 
Section 14030(r)).   
 
For example:  
Title 5 Section 14030(g) requires general education classrooms to be a minimum 
of 960 square feet. A district’s educational program may call for project-based 
learning. The architectural response to this program need is a cluster of 800 
square foot classrooms around a shared 300 square foot project area. 
 
Title 5 Section 14030(k)(2) requires a school’s administrative space to “…have 
sufficient square footage to accommodate the number of staff for the maximum 
enrollment of the school.” Each school’s needs are different, so what is sufficient 
in one school may not be sufficient in another. For instance, one district’s policy 
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and program requires additional vice principals, counselors, and a parent room 
as a strategy to improve student achievement as necessary due to state and 
federal accountability requirements. The administration building at such a school 
would be larger than a school without such program requirements. In short, one 
size does not fit all. 
 
Such decisions are repeated throughout the design process and affect the types 
and size of spaces, and thus the cost, of a school.  
 
Financial hardship districts 
Financial hardship districts, particularly, have limited funding available to respond 
to program needs. The CDE has seen projects in which the design, while 
meeting Title 5 standards, has not provided all of the facilities commonly thought 
to be necessary for a complete school. For example, a multipurpose room is 
deleted due to cost pressures and outdoor lunch shelters constructed instead. 
While unenclosed shelters provide space for food service, the lack of an interior 
space for eating significantly affects program delivery in inclement weather.  
 
With regard to financial hardship projects, CDE brings to the SAB’s attention two 
trends being employed by many hardship districts in an effort to build complete 
schools. 
 

1. Larger schools 
Districts, in an attempt to obtain sufficient funds, build schools larger than 
they would prefer. 
 
A district, for educational reasons, would like to build elementary schools 
of no more than 600 students. However, in order to receive sufficient 
funds from the SFP to build a complete school, a school for 900 students 
must be built.  
 
A similar concern was expressed by the CDE in 1955 (Bursch, 1955). 

 
Research shows the benefits of smaller schools, yet many districts, 
because of the facility funding model, must build larger schools.  

 
2. Increased use of portables 

Another common response to budget constraints is using portable 
classrooms instead of permanent construction. Often, financial hardship 
districts must use both strategies—larger schools and portables—to 
complete a school. 
 
The educational program and life cycle costs are compromised by an over 
reliance on portable classrooms.  
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Conclusion 
The examination of the complete school must be made with the understanding 
that the LPP square footage standards that form the basis for the SFP per pupil 
grant were the product of an austere program developed 60 years ago.  
 
Because of the unique needs of each district and school, a definition of complete 
that is relevant to over 1,000 districts is difficult to achieve. Should an 
administrative space be a certain size in order for the school to be complete? As 
seen above, if such a standard is used, a school with extensive needs for 
academic support and intervention could be seen as “over-building” an 
administrative building when in fact the building is properly sized for the support 
of the students. 
 
The CDE, in support of the SAB’s efforts to assess the adequacy of the SFP 
grant, has identified 60 recent CDE approved projects (Exhibit 3) from throughout 
the state that represent complete schools based on each district’s educational 
specification.  
 
The median square footage per student of the 60 projects is compared to the 
previously noted national and regional median square footages below: 
 

Table 2 
 

 Elementary 
(median square 
feet per student) 

Middle School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

High School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

60 Projects 71 88 108 
Western Region 
(2006) 

88 106 120 

National (2006) 122 144 167 
 
The 60 projects determined to be complete schools by the CDE are on average 
built with significantly less square feet than projects built nationwide and in 
neighboring states. Recall also, that if California data were to be disaggregated 
from the national and regional date, the differences would be even greater. 
 
Comparing the 60 projects to the allowances that were used in creating the SFP 
shows that middle schools and high schools require significantly more square 
footage to build a complete school than currently provided for in the SFP funding 
model. 
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Table 3 

 
 Elementary 

(median square 
feet per student)

Middle 
(median square 
feet per student)

High School 
(median square 
feet per student) 

60 Projects 71 88 108 
LPP-SFP  73 80 95 
Percent increase 
required in per 
student square 
footage to allow 
complete school 

0% 10% 14% 

 
2. Do these complete schools support the world-class academic standards 
to which students, teachers, administrators, and elected officials are held 
accountable? 
 
The second question, do these complete schools support California’s world-class 
academic standards, again requires perspective and a review of the constraints  
of the school building funding model.  
 
Districts have built schools with basically the same funding model for the past 60 
years, and it is the changing educational program that has had to adapt to the 
static funding model. During the nine years in which the SFP has been in place, 
numerous educational programs have been adopted by the Legislature, but the 
SFP funding model has not been changed to reflect any needed facilities. Recent 
initiatives have been enacted to increase the number of counselors and create 
School Based Coordinated Health Centers. Both of these efforts have space 
needs which are not reflected in the SFP funding model.  
 
If districts were posed with the opportunity of designing a school without the 
constraints of the SFP, what features would be included and how large would the 
spaces be?  
 
The CDE has convened an advisory committee to discuss these critical issues. 
 
Until these questions are answered, CDE offers an interim operational definition 
of a complete school. This definition consists of a list of features that should be 
present in a complete school and is attached as Exhibit 2. If a feature is not 
listed, it should not be viewed that the feature is an enhancement, but rather a 
response to a local need. Beyond the discussion of the types and size of spaces 
are the issues of quality and furniture and equipment. The CDE recommends that 
school facility projects be built to high performance standards and should be 
constructed of quality materials that will stand the test of time. 
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Exhibit 1 
 

Summary of Standards for the Design/Construction of School Facilities
California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Division 14 

 
§ 14030. 
 

a. Educational Specifications. Plans are based on school board-approved 
educational specifications.  

b. Site Layout. Parent drop off, bus loading areas, and parking are separated 
to allow students to enter and exit the school grounds safely.  

1. Buses do no pass through parking areas, unless a barrier is 
provided that prevents vehicles from backing directly into the bus 
loading area.  

2. Parent drop off area is adjacent to school entrance and separate 
from bus area and parking.  

3. Vehicle traffic pattern does not interfere with foot traffic patterns. 
Foot traffic does not have to pass through entrance driveways to 
enter school.  

4. Parking stalls are not located so vehicles must back into bus or 
loading areas. Island fencing or curbs are used to separate parking 
areas from loading areas.  

5. Bus drop off for handicapped students is in the same location as for 
regular education students.  

c. Playground and Field Areas. Adequate physical education teaching 
stations are available to fulfill the course requirements for the planned 
enrollment. Supervision of playfields is not obstructed.  

d. Delivery and Utility Areas. Delivery and service areas are located to 
provide vehicular access that does not jeopardize the safety of students and 
staff. 

e. Future Expansion. If temporary or permanent expansion is anticipated, the 
site layout can accommodate additions without substantial alterations to 
existing structures or playgrounds. 

f. Placement of Buildings. 
1. Building placement is compatible with other functions on campus; 

e.g., band room is not next to library. 
2. Physical relationship of classrooms and support areas allows 

unobstructed movement of staff and students around the campus. 
3. Building placement has favorable orientation to natural light. 
4. Restrooms are conveniently located, require minimum supervision, 

and are easily accessible from playground and classrooms. 
5. Parking spaces are sufficient for staff, visitors, and eligible 

students. 
6. The campus is secured by fencing. 
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Exhibit 1 
 

g. Classrooms. General classrooms are at least 960 square feet (s.f.). Total 
classroom space meets or exceeds the capacity planned for the school 
using the district's loading standards. 

h. Specialized Classrooms and Areas. 
1. Small-Group Areas: are not counted as classrooms; are located 

near classrooms    
2. Kindergarten Classrooms. 

i. 1350 s.f. for permanent structures 
ii. Classrooms are designed to allow supervision of play yards 

and all areas of the classroom. 
iii. Play yard design provides a variety of activities for 

developing large motor skills.  
iv. Classrooms are located close to parent drop-off and bus 

loading areas.  
v. Storage, casework, and learning stations are designed for 

use in free play and structured activities; e.g., shelves are 
deep and open for frequent use. 

vi. Windows, marking boards, sinks, drinking fountains, and 
furniture are at appropriate heights for kindergarteners. 

vii. Restrooms are self-contained within the classroom or within 
the kindergarten complex. 

3. Special Education Classrooms and Areas. 
i. A new school designates at least 240 s.f. for Resource 

Specialist Program. 
ii. A new school designates at least 200 s.f. for the speech and 

language program. 
iii. A new school designates office area for the psychologist and 

counseling program. 
iv. Special day classrooms are at least the same size as regular 

education classrooms. 
v. The area allowances in Education Code Section 17047(a) 

for special day class programs are used for the design of 
classroom and support space. 

vi. Special day classrooms are distributed throughout the 
campus. 

vii. No more than two special day classrooms are together. 
viii. A conference area is available. 
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Exhibit 1 
 

ix. Medical therapy units are close to visitor parking and 
accessible after school hours. 

i. Laboratories shall be designed in accordance with the planned     
curriculum.  

1. Science Laboratories are at least 1300 s.f., including storage and 
teacher prep area, and designed for the safe handling of hazardous 
materials. Storage and safety equipment, including exhaust fume 
hoods, eyewashes, deluge showers, are provided. 

2. Consumer Home Economics Laboratories are at least 1300 s.f., 
including lecture area and student storage. 

3. Industrial and Technology Education Laboratories have lab 
workstations and a lecture area in or near the lab, are designed for 
the safe handling and ventilation of hazardous materials. 

4. Computer Instructional Support Area  labs are at least 960 s.f., 
provide for student movement around learning stations, sufficient 
outlets, power sources and network links, proper ventilation, 
security and lighting provided. 

5. Art Studios have adequate ventilation for dust and fumes; kiln is in 
a safe, ventilated area.  

6. Music Rooms are acoustically isolated from the rest of the school 
and have convenient access to the auditorium. 

7. Dance Studios have mirrors, ballet bars, electrical outlets, and a 
minimum of 2000 s.f. (or 3,500 square feet if performance space is 
needed.  

8. Theater or Auditorium has ramped seating, space for orchestra pit; 
location provides convenient public access and parking while 
preserving security of the school campus 

j. Gymnasium, Shower/Locker Area shall be designed to accommodate 
multiple use activities in accordance with the planned enrollment:  

1. The gymnasium is secured from other parts of the campus for 
events.  

2. The shower/locker area is of sufficient size to allow students 
enrolled in the physical education program to shower and dress 
each period.  

3. Toilets are available for the public in facilities intended for 
community use, and not in shower/locker areas.  

4. Office space is provided for physical education teachers.  
5. Space is available for weight lifting, exercise equipment usage, 

aerobics, and the like.  
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Exhibit 1 
 

k. Auxiliary Areas.  
1. Multipurpose room meets minimum essential size standards and 

accommodates physical education activities, assemblies, and 
extracurricular activities. Stage may have a dividing wall but is not 
intended to be a classroom. Ceiling height allows for clearance of 
light fixtures for physical education activities.  

2. Administrative Office. 
i. Students have direct confidential access to pupil personnel 

area.  
ii. Counter tops are accessible to the student population, both 

at a standing and wheelchair level.  
iii. Clerical staff has a clear view of nurse's office.  
iv. The nurse's office has a bathroom separate from staff 

bathroom(s) in the administration area.  
v. Space is available for private conference and waiting areas.  
vi. A faculty workroom is available for a staff proportionate to 

the student population.  
3. Library/Media Center and Technology. Library space meets 

minimum essential facilities standards. Visual supervision from 
circulation desk is available to study areas, stack space, and 
student work centers.  

l. Lighting. Windows allow daylight but do not cause excess glare or heat 
gain. 

m. Acoustical. Sound attenuation is a design element in noisy environments.  
n. Plumbing. 

1. Restrooms allow for supervision. 
2. Fixtures are in accord with the California Plumbing Code. 
3. Restrooms having direct outside access are visible from playground 

and easily supervised.  
o. Year-Round Education. For multitrack schools, storage and planning 

space is provided for off-track teachers, and storage is provided for student 
projects and student records. 

p. American Disabilities Act. (DSA) 
q. Child Care Program: complies with the requirements in Education Code 

Section17264 for new schools where space for childcare programs is 
provided.  

r. Exemptions. If an exemption to a standard is needed, the school district 
must demonstrate that the educational appropriateness and safety of a 
school design will not be compromised by an alternative to that standard.  
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Exhibit 1 
 
§ 14036. Integrated Facilities. 
Special education classrooms are integrated with classrooms for non-special 
education students when: 

a. Special education classrooms are located near regular education 
classrooms.  

b. If relocatables, their ratio to permanent special education classrooms, is the 
same as for regular education students.  

c. Special education classrooms are not located on a special education 
campus adjacent to another school. 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete elementary school: 
 
Classroom 
 Standard classrooms supporting both small group and large group 

instruction 
 Kindergarten classrooms 
 Specialized classrooms for science, art and music  
 Classrooms and support spaces for special education 

 

Physical Education Spaces 
 Hardcourts with a variety of fixed equipment to accommodate basketball 

and other activities 
 Turf and field areas 
 Apparatus area 

 
Support Facilities 
 Computer room 
 Small group areas 
 Resource Specialist Program (RSP) area  
 Speech specialist office 
 Psychologist office 
 Academic support such as Title 1 
 

Common Essential Facilities 
 Media/center library 
 Administration 

o Principal’s office 
o Vice Principal’s office 
o Office space for itinerant staff 
o Healthy professional office 
o Conference areas 
o Teacher workroom 
o Staff room  
o Parent room 
o Student record storage 
o General Storage 

 Multipurpose Room 
o Dining area 
o Food service (preparation or serving) 
o Stage 
o Outdoor dining area 
o Storage for chairs and tables 

 
 

  18 



   

Exhibit 2 
 

Components included in a complete elementary school (continued) 
 
Infrastructure 
 Staff restrooms  
 Student restrooms 
 Storage rooms 
 Custodian room(s) 
 Mechanical, data and electrical space 
 Staff parking area 
 Covered circulation 
 Space for preschool buildings 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete middle school are: 
 
Classroom 
 Standard classrooms supporting both small group and large group 

instruction 
 Specialized classrooms for science (both lab and non-lab), art, language, 

career technical instruction, and music  
 Classrooms for special education and special education support spaces 
 Facilities for performing arts (can be in multipurpose room) 

 

Physical Education Spaces 
 Gymnasium 
 Shower/locker room 
 Office for physical education teachers 
 Physical education classroom 
 Storage for equipment 
 Hardcourts with a variety of fixed equipment to accommodate basketball 

and other activities 
 Field areas including track, soccer, and softball. 

 
Support Facilities 
 Computer room 
 Small group areas 
 Resource Specialist Program (RSP) area  
 Speech specialist office 
 Psychologist office 
 Academic support such as Title 1 
 

Common Essential Facilities 
 Media/center library 
 Administration 

o Principal’s office 
o Vice Principal(s)’ office 
o Counselor(s)’ office 
o Health professional office 
o Office space for itinerant staff 
o Conference areas 
o Teacher workroom 
o Staff room  
o Parent room 
o Clerical support 
o Student record storage 
o General Storage 
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Exhibit 2 

 
Components included in a complete middle school (continued) 

 
Common Essential Facilities (continued) 
 Multipurpose Room 

o Dining area 
o Food service (preparation or serving) 
o Adjunct serving areas 
o Stage 
o Outdoor dining area 
o Storage for chairs and tables 

 

Infrastructure 
 Staff restrooms  
 Student restrooms 
 Storage rooms 
 Custodian room(s) 
 Mechanical, data, and electrical space 
 Staff parking area 
 Covered circulation 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete high school are: 
 
Classroom 
 Standard classrooms supporting both small group and large group 

instruction 
 Specialized classrooms for science (both lab and non-lab), art, language, 

career technical instruction, and music  
 Facilities for performing arts 
 Classrooms for special education 
 Student store 

 

Physical Education Spaces 
 Gymnasium(s) 
 Space for wrestling  
 Space for dance 
 Space for weightlifting 
 Shower/locker room 
 Physical education classroom 
 Office for physical education teachers 
 Hardcourts with a variety of fixed equipment to accommodate basketball 

and other activities 
 Field areas including football, track, soccer, softball, baseball and physical 

education space.  
 Pool 

 
Support Facilities 
 Computer room 
 Small group areas 
 Resource Specialist Program (RSP) area  
 Speech specialist office 
 Psychologist office 
 Academic support such as Title 1 
 

Common Essential Facilities 
 Media/center library 
 Administration 

o Principal’s office 
o Vice Principal(s)’ office 
o Counselor(s)’ office 
o Health professional office 
o Office space for itinerant staff 
o Security office 
o Conference areas 
o Teacher workroom 
o Staff room  
o Parent room 
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Exhibit 2 
 
Components included in a complete high school (continued) 
 
Common Essential Facilities (continued) 

o Clerical support 
o Student record storage 

o General storage 

o Career center 

 
 Multipurpose Room  

o Dining Area 
o Food service (preparation or serving) 
o Adjunct serving areas 
o Stage 
o Outdoor dining area 
 

Infrastructure 
 Staff restrooms  
 Student restrooms 
 Storage rooms 
 Custodian room(s) 
 Mechanical, data and electrical space 
 Staff parking area 
 Student parking 
 Covered circulation 
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H Corona- Norco Eleanor Roosevelt High 9-12 367,500 3,985 3,985 0.71 0 N/A 6 0 0 145 Y 5,650 12,400 3,977 19,051 3,102 92
H Desert Sands High School #4 9-12 245,967 2,610 2,286 0.75 0 N/A 2 0 0 84 Y 4,437 6,236 3,564 21,767 1,156 108
H Antelope Valley High Knight High (1) 9-12 211,366 3,429 2,934 0.64 0 N/A 2 0 0 108 N 0 6,304 2,506 21,379 2,240 72
H Antelope Valley High Eastside High (2) 9-12 343,000 3,175 3,175 0.86 0 N/A 6 0 0 115 Y 0 9,497 5,841 22,483 3,326 108
H Capistrano Unified San Juan Hills High (3) 9-12 236,709 2,694 2,664 0.74 0 N/A 2 0 0 98 Y 0 3,309 3,555 25,710 43,130 89
H Tulare Joint Union HSD Third Tulare HS (6) 9-12 157,031 2,070 1,458 1.18 0 N/A 0 0 0 54 N 4,898 7,251 2,371 18,971 812 108

H Porterville Unified
Arts/Technology Small High School 
(7) 9-12 51,695 500 499 0.73 0 N/A 1 0 0 18 Y 8,277 1,516 1,403 0 1,978 104

H Dixon Unified Dixon High (8) 9-12 161,109 2,236 2,236 0.91 0 N/A 2 0 0 82 Y 5,045 9,032 2,836 29,580 1,767 72
H San Ramon Valley U Dougherty Valley (10, 11) 9-12 306,478 2,720 2,504 0.71 0 N/A 6 0 0 93 N 9,406 8,362 5,846 43,726 2,473 122
H Mojave Unified California City High 9-12 84,638 1,100 728 0.90 0 N/A 2 0 0 26 3,840 2,500 2,160 10,201 0 116
H Kern Union High Frontier High 9-12 200,029 2,106 2,105 1.03 0 N/A 5 0 0 76 Y 9,741 5,358 1,488 14,280 0 95
H Los Angeles USD Central High #2 9-12 345,388 2,403 2,403 0.23 0 N/A 0 0 0 89 Y 3,796 6,130 2,892 27,446 2,513 144
H Los Angeles USD East Los Angeles HS #1 9-12 139,318 1,026 1,026 0.16 0 N/A 0 0 0 38 Y 3,943 3,125 2,266 12,800 986 136
H Folsom-Cordova USD Vista del Lago HS (24) 9-12 233,127 1,808 1,538 0.82 0 N/A 2 0 0 56 Y 6,135 15,267 2,358 31,940 0 152
H Roseville Jt Union HS High School #5-Antelope (22) 9-12 201,639 2,269 1,665 0.72 0 N/A 2 0 0 61 Y 6,036 6,137 2,505 32,706 1,952 121
H Elk Grove USD Cosumnes Oaks (18) 9-12 230,554 2,867 2,785 0.80 0 N/A 3 0 0 102 N 7,575 14,614 3,271 30,796 0 83
H Sweetwater UHSD High School #13 9-12 216,767 2,500 2,195 0.65 0 0 6 0 0 79 Y 7,742 5,544 4,480 13,298 1,500 99
H Washington Unified New High 9-12 324,126 3,112 2,572 0.90 0 N/A 5 0 0 98 Y 6,784 9,428 8,762 74,062 0 126

TOTAL 4,056,441 42,610 38,758 93,305 132,010 62,081 450,196
Number of Projects 18

Master 
Plan 

Capacity
Project 

Capacity
Mean Square Feet Per Student 95 105

Median Square Feet Per Student 93 108

Mean School Size 2,367      2,153     
Median School Size 2,452      2,261     

Median Percent Site Size 0.75

6/20/2007 CDE Report ATTACH
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M Imperial Unified Frank Wright Middle 6-8 86,214 958 958 1.16 0 N/A 1 9 27 0 Y 4,475 2,420 3,628 9,785 1,142 90
M Val Verde Unified Stoneridge Middle 6-8 85,642 1,207 1,207 1.08 0 N/A 3 10 34 0 Y 0 4,030 2,900 7,824 1,622 71
M Placentia Yorba Linda Unif Valadez Middle 6-8 72,929 836 822 0.72 0 N/A 2 10 20 0 Y 5,116 3,057 1,725 0 1,769 89
M Sylvan Elementary Daniel Savage Middle School 6-8 96,464 1,200 1,016 0.79 0 N/A 4 0 36 0 Y 4,828 3,604 612 11,772 0 95
M Brentwood ES J Douglas Adams MS (9) 6-8 88,221 1,200 1,000 0.91 0 N/A 1 15 31 0 Y 0 16,218 3,218 18,340 0 88
M Petaluma Joint UHSD Kenilworth Jr. High 7-8 83,694 1,050 1,050 0.94 0 N/A 1 0 39 30 Y 4,606 4,891 939 8,708 983 80
M Delano Union Elem La Vina Middle 6-8 113,886 1,200 1,107 0.87 0 N/A 0 0 41 0 N 6,729 4,746 1,064 12,893 2,703 103
M Panama-Buena Vista Stonecreek Junior High 7-8 76,830 1,012 1,012 0.85 0 N/A 1 0 37 0 Y 4,636 1,800 946 12,896 1,233 76
M Los Angeles USD Central L.A. MS #1 6-8 149,814 1,701 1,701 0.32 0 N/A 0 0 63 0 Y 5,023 4,008 1,789 6,763 982 88
M Los Angeles USD Central Los Angeles MS #3 6-8 89,655 810 810 0.18 0 N/A 0 0 30 0 Y 3,764 3,314 2,638 6,502 879 111
M Los Angeles USD Thurgood Marshall MS 6-8 157,246 1,580 1,580 0.70 0 N/A 20 40 0 Y 4,639 3,893 1,610 0 2,446 100
M Elk Grove USD Elizabeth Pinkerton (18) 7-8 97,927 1,434 1,273 0.85 0 N/A 3 0 46 0 Y 5,631 8,233 1,661 11,267 1,504 77
M Roseville City Elementary SD W-73 Barbara Chilton MS 6-8 85,258 1,200 1,012 0.87 0 N/A 1 0 37 0 Y 4,551 2,353 3,277 13,232 1,130 84
M Western Placer USD Twelve Bridges MS 6-8 69,901 1,241 998 0.98 0 N/A 2 0 36 0 N 10,789 3,995 1,642 16,787 0 70
M Etiwanda ESD Heritage Intermediate (21) 6-8 96,488 1,343 1,289 0.70 0 N/A 1 17 32 0 Y 6,140 3,139 1,450 16,278 765 75

TOTAL 1,450,169 17,972 16,835 70,927 69,701 29,099 153,047
Number of Projects 15

Master 
Plan 

Capacity
Project 

Capacity
Mean Square Feet Per Student 81 86

Median Square Feet Per Student 80 88

Mean School Size 1,198      1,122     
Median School Size 1,200 1,016     

Median Percent Site Size 0.85
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E Plum Valley Elem Plum Valley K-8 10,103 235 102 1.00 0 0 0 3 1 0 Y 2,911 960 431 0 0 99
E Richfield Elem Richfield Elem K-8 28,743 500 329 0.99 1 Y 0 10 2 0 Y 1,777 960 845 6,764 0 87
E Irvine Unified Turtle Ridge K-8 69,658 643 639 0.88 2 N 4 15 6 0 N 3,432 8,000 1,100 0 625 109
E Chino Valley Unif Site#1 at Preserve K-8 85,823 973 973 0.63 3 N 2 23 11 0 N 0 6,700 3,000 7,720 1,000 88
E San Marcos Unified San Elijio Elementary K-5 54,442 938 838 0.64 3 N 1 30 0 0 Y 3,000 2,700 1,000 0 900 65
E Chula Vista Otay Ranch (ES #43) K-6 63,283 800 776 0.74 4 N 2 26 0 0 Y 4,694 1,913 945 4,218 476 82
E Cottonwood Elem Cottonwood Elem K-6 43,800 1,040 688 1.00 0 N/A 1 27 0 0 N 3,774 1,380 646 0 525 64
E Irvine Unified El Camino Real K-6 67,141 1,000 652 0.58 2 N 4 22 0 0 N 3,490 6,253 2,482 0 1,466 103
E Carlsbad Unif Southeast Elem K-5 49,500 743 584 0.86 3 Y 1 20 0 0 Y 3,883 2,123 1,303 0 622 85
E Clovis Unified Harlan Ranch ES (4) K-6 53,720 825 684 0.93 2 Y 1 25 0 0 N 4,067 2,154 2,010 0 716 79
E Central Unified New Elementary @ Ed Center (5) K-6 56,000 860 851 1.21 3 N 2 30 0 0 Y 3,445 1,211 1,253 0 792 66
E Visalia Unified Leila Elementary K-6 48,627 850 785 0.93 4 Y 3 26 0 0 Y 3,695 1,000 708 0 814 62
E Visalia Unified Southeast Elementary K-6 48,627 750 785 0.78 4 Y 3 26 0 0 Y 3,695 1,000 708 0 814 62
E Alameda City Unified Woodstock ES (12) K-5 49,290 704 704 0.48 4 Y 1 29 0 0 Y 4,067 1,000 2,324 0 1,152 70
E Gilroy Unified Greenfield ES K-5 53,403 750 640 0.64 4 Y 0 30 0 0 Y 4,000 1,974 644 0 435 83
E Arvin Union El Camino ES K-6 54,344 1,100 864 0.68 6 Y 3 27 0 0 Y 4,239 1,780 1,593 0 1,035 63
E Wasco Union Elem Theresa Burke (13) K-6 50,167 1,099 900 0.97 4 N 0 32 0 0 Y 3,425 1,280 325 0 905 56
E Los Angeles USD Canoga Park New Elementary K-5 75,224 600 600 0.18 3 Y 0 21 0 0 Y 7,521 0 1,301 0 903 125
E Dry Creek Joint Elementary Barrett Ranch Elementary K-5 49,962 763 763 93.73 3 N 1 27 0 0 N 4,570 1,893 491 0 978 65
E Oakley Union Elementary Carpenter Elementary K-5 40,720 575 575 101.0 3 Y 0 20 0 0 Y 5,007 0 1,388 0 1,025 71
E San Diego Unified Herbert Ibarra ES (16) K-5 68,754 940 768 0.49 6 N 2 24 0 0 Y 4,980 2,533 784 0 984 90
E San Diego Unified Jonas Salk ES (17) K-5 63,174 768 768 0.81 6 N 2 24 0 0 Y 4,879 2,715 1,242 0 1,000 82
E Folsom-Cordova USD Russell Ranch Elem. K-5 42,468 763 529 0.78 2 Y 6 17 0 0 y 4,940 1,579 385 0 1,006 80
E Roseville City Elementary SD W-75 Junction Elementary K-6 42,025 775 600 0.71 2 N 0 22 0 0 y 3,331 1,644 377 0 867 70
E Perris ESD Skyview ES (19) K-6 44,000 850 825 0.61 2 Y 0 31 0 0 Y 4,073 3,370 1,068 0 725 53
E Perris ESD Railway ES (19) K-6 47,840 900 900 0.96 3 Y / N 0 30 0 0 Y 4,073 3,370 1,068 0 725 53
E Etiwanda ESD Miller ES (20) K-5 51,217 884 884 0.86 2 Y 1 33 0 0 Y 4,073 3,370 1,068 0 725 58

TOTAL 1,412,055 21,628 19,006 105,041 62,862 30,489 18,702
Number of Projects 27

Master 
Plan 

Capacity
Project 

Capacity
Mean Square Feet Per Student 65 74

Median Square Feet Per Student 65 71

Mean School Size 801 704
Median School Size 800 763        

Median Percent Site Size 0.816/20/2007 CDE Report ATTACH



Exhibit 3
El

em
en

ta
ry

, M
id

dl
e,

 H
ig

h

 S
ch

oo
l D

is
tri

ct

Sc
ho

ol
 N

am
e 

(s
ee

 n
ot

es
)

 G
ra

de
 L

ev
el

Sq
ua

re
 F

ee
t

 M
as

te
r P

la
n 

C
ap

ac
ity

 P
ro

je
ct

 C
ap

ac
ity

 (S
FP

 L
oa

di
ng

)
 P

er
ce

nt
 S

ite
 is

 o
f C

D
E 

R
ec

om
m

en
ed

 fo
r M

as
te

r P
la

n 

En
ro

llm
en

t
 K

in
de

rg
ar

te
n 

Te
ac

hi
ng

 S
ta

tio
ns

 1
35

0 
sq

 ft
 k

 ts
?

 S
pe

ci
al

 D
ay

 C
la

ss
 T

ea
ch

in
g 

St
at

io
ns

G
ra

de
s 

1-
6 

Te
ac

in
g 

St
at

io
ns

 G
ra

de
s 

7-
8 

Te
ac

hi
ng

 S
ta

tio
ns

 G
ra

de
s 

 9
-1

2 
TS

 9
60

 s
q 

ft 
st

an
da

rd
 ts

?
M

ul
tip

ur
po

se
 R

oo
m

 S
q.

 F
t. 

 L
ib

ra
ry

 S
q.

 F
t.

 F
oo

d 
Se

rv
ic

e 
Sq

. F
t.

 G
ym

na
si

um
 S

q.
 F

t.

 P
la

tfo
rm

 /S
ta

ge
 S

q.
 F

t.

Sq
ua

re
 fe

et
 p

er
 s

tu
de

nt
--

C
ap

ac
ity

NOTES
(1) small gym 8,432  large gym 12,947
(2) small gym 8,397  large gym 14,086
(3) small gym 8,590  large gym 17,120
(4) general TS are 940 sq ft
(5) kindergarten rooms average 1,048 sq. ft.
(6) TS vary in size between 899 sq ft - 991 for general classrooms, most are under 960 sq ft.
(7) Arts/Tech High School, part of the small high school project, cafeteria serves as a gym during inclement weather. Uses gym at adjacent Swarthmore HS
(8) 7 TS undersized, joint use gym
(9) 4 TS undersized due to HVAC
(10) 949 sq. ft.
(11) gymnasium and auxiliary gym
(12) TS plus workroom = 960
(13) Theresa Burke ES "wanted 500-550 but built for 850", K rooms 1280, smaller library and M, financial hardship projects are typically twice as large as 50/50
(14) 957 sq. ft.
(15) 1235 sq. ft.
(16) 1134 sq. ft.
(17) 1135 sq. ft.
(18) library shared with adjacent high school, Libray square footage reflced in HS 
(19) Skyview ES and Railway ES essentially the same set of plans with the position of buildings changed
(20) Miller ES uitilizes same core facilities as Skyview and Railway with different TS layout
(21) final plan approval letter issued on 12/18/2000
(22) Joint use gym
(23) Joint Use MP
(24) Joint use gym

6/20/2007 CDE Report ATTACH



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICE 

State Allocation Board Meeting June 27, 2007


DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM DEPOSITS


PURPOSE OF THE REPORT 

To present those school districts which have submitted a revised certification of deposit for the 
2005/2006 Basic Deferred Maintenance (DM) Grant Apportionment.  

DESCRIPTION 

As a condition of receiving the 2005/2006 Basic Apportionment approved at the December 2006 State 
Allocation Board meeting, districts are required to match these funds with a deposit into their Deferred 
Maintenance Fund and have their County Office of Education (COE) certify the deposit. Current law 
requires the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) to adjust any unmatched apportionments to the 
actual amount of funds deposited.  An item was presented at the March 2007 State Allocation Board 
meeting reducing those district apportionments.   

Subsequently, the OPSC has received revised certifications of deposit matching the Basic Grant 
apportionments.  The Attachment represents the districts whose apportionment should be restored 
based on the revised certification of deposit. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. Accept the revised certifications of deposit from the COE. 
2. Restore the Basic Grant Apportionments (961-400) as indicated on the Attachment. 

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on June 27, 2007. 



ATTACHMENT 


DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM - 2005/2006 FISCAL YEAR

Basic Grant Apportionments Restoration Pursuant to Regulation Section 1866.4.7


State Allocation Board Meeting, June 27, 2007


40/CDS # County School District Basic Grant Original Deposit 

Reduction to Basic 
Grant 

Apportionment 
SAB, March 28, 

2007 

Revised Deposit 
Restoration to 
Basic Grant 

Apportionment 

62554 
10116 
62596 
75481 
62638 
62653 
66951 
64659 
10504 

Glenn 
Glenn 
Glenn 
Glenn 
Glenn 
Glenn 
Placer 
Los Angeles 
Stanislaus 

Capay Joint Union Elementary $ 
Glenn County Office of Education 
Lake Elementary 
Orland Joint Unified 
Plaza Elementary 
Stony Creek Joint Unified 
Western Placer Unified 
La Canada Unified 
Stanislaus County Office of Education 

5,106 
86,706 
5,410 

88,921 
5,654 
7,558 

168,056 
170,421 
465,673 

4,900$ 
78,622 
4,978 

87,431 
5,331 
7,405 

94,438 
154,315 
426,285 

206$ 
8,084 

432 
1,490 

323 
153 

73,618 
16,106 
39,388 

5,217$ 
88,585 
5,528 

90,847 
5,777 
7,722 

171,696 
174,113 
475,760 

206$ 
8,084 

432 
1,490 

323 
153 

73,618 
16,106 
39,388 

Grand Total $ 1,003,505 

863,705

$ 

139,800

$ 

1,025,245

$ 

139,800

$ 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, June 27, 2007 


DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 

MAXIMUM DEPOSIT


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To report those school districts which have now deposited the maximum funds into their Deferred 
Maintenance Fund. 

DESCRIPTION 

As a condition of receiving the 2005/2006 basic apportionment approved at the December 2006 
State Allocation Board meeting, districts are required to match these funds with a deposit into their 
Deferred Maintenance Fund and have their County Office of Education certify the deposit. Current 
law requires those districts to report to the legislature whenever they do not make their maximum 
deposit. 

The districts listed on the Attachment have submitted revised certifications of deposit and now meet 
the requirements of Education Code Section 17584.1(b). 

RECOMMENDATION 

Accept this report. 

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on June 27, 2007. 



 ATTACHMENT

 DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM - 2005/2006 FISCAL YEAR Maximum Amount Deposited Pursuant to Education Code Section 17584.1(b) 
State Allocation Board Meeting, June 27, 2007 

40/CDS # County School District Maximum Original Deposit Revised Deposit 

10082 Del Norte Del Norte County Office of Education $ 52,290 $ 51,181 $ 52,290 
61820 Del Norte *Del Norte County Unified 152,622 149,387 152,623 
62554 Glenn Capay Joint Union Elementary 5,217 4,900 5,217 
10116 Glenn Glenn County Office of Education 88,585 78,622 88,585 
62570 Glenn Hamilton Union Elementary 18,292 18,032 18,292 
62596 Glenn Lake Elementary 5,528 4,978 5,528 
75481 Glenn Orland Joint Unified 90,847 87,431 90,847 
62638 Glenn Plaza Elementary 5,777 5,331 5,777 
62646 Glenn Princeton Joint Unified 10,579 10,404 10,579 
62653 Glenn Stony Creek Joint Unified 7,722 7,405 7,722 
64659 Los Angeles La Canada 174,113 154,315 174,113 
66951 Placer Western Placer Unified 171,696 94,438 171,696 
69112 Santa Barbara Blochman Union Elementary 8,928 8,922 8,928 
69146 Santa Barbara Carpinteria Unified 114,677 112,537 114,677 
69153 Santa Barbara Casmalia Elementary 3,249 3,180 3,249 
75010 Santa Barbara *Cuyama Joint Unified 17,979 17,597 17,979 
69203 Santa Barbara *Guadalupe Union Elementary 48,020 47,001 48,020 
69211 Santa Barbara Hope Elementary 57,299 56,084 57,299 
69229 Santa Barbara *Lompoc Unified 453,237 443,628 453,237 
69260 Santa Barbara Orcutt Union Elementary 199,143 194,921 199,143 
10421 Santa Barbara Santa Barbara County Office of Education 324,488 317,608 324,488 
69328 Santa Barbara Santa Ynez Valley Union High 45,016 44,061 45,016 
69344 Santa Barbara Vista Del Mar Union Elementary 9,279 9,082 9,279 
70565 Solano Travis Unified 211,609 207,122 211,609 
10504 Stanislaus Stanislaus County Office of Education 475,760 426,285 475,760 
75028 Trinity Mountain Valley Unified 24,831 24,501 24,831

 Grand Total 

$ 2,776,783 $ 2,578,953 $ 2,776,784 

* District is now eligible to receive Emergency Repair Program funding, pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.328. 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, June 27, 2007 


FACILITY INSPECTION TOOL


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To request adoption of the Facility Inspection Tool (FIT) to serve as the permanent evaluation instrument to ensure 
school facilities are in good repair. 

BACKGROUND 

Senate Bill 550 (Chapter 900, Statutes of 2004 - Vasconcellos) established the good repair standard in response to the 
settlement agreement in the case of Williams vs. California. A school facility in good repair was defined as “maintained 
in a manner that assures that it is clean, safe, and functional as determined pursuant to an interim evaluation 
instrument developed by the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC).”  The Interim Evaluation Instrument (IEI) 
was adopted by the State Allocation Board (SAB) in January 2005, and has been used by school districts and county 
offices of education (COEs) in assessing school facilities with respect to cleanliness, safety and functionality.   

Subsequently, pursuant to Education Code (EC) Section 17002 and with assistance of a stakeholder workgroup, the 
OPSC drafted the Good Repair Report which made recommendations to the Governor and Legislature regarding 
options for a permanent State standard to replace the IEI.  These recommendations became the foundation for the 
statutory definition of good repair identified in Assembly Bill (AB) 607 (Chapter 704, Statutes of 2006 – Goldberg).  AB 
607 provided the statutory definition of good repair and required the OPSC to develop a permanent evaluation 
instrument for school facilities to incorporate a component ranking and facility scoring.  The new instrument will replace 
the IEI to be used by school districts and county offices of education in ensuring that all California school children have 
access to clean, safe and functional school facilities. 

AUTHORITY 

EC Section 17002(d), amended as a result of AB 607, directs the OPSC on or before July 1, 2007 to develop a 
permanent school facility inspection and evaluation instrument that evaluates facility components on a scale of “good,” 
“fair,” or “poor,” and provides an overall summary of the conditions at each school on a scale of “exemplary,” “good,” 
“fair,” or “poor.”  

STAFF COMMENTS 

To assist in the development of the FIT and maximize the opportunity for user input on the rating and scoring system, 
the OPSC formed a workgroup of experts and practitioners from COEs and school districts across the State as well as 
public school health advocates.   

First, the workgroup developed a list of the characteristics necessary for a user-friendly and functional facility inspection 
tool. Among these desired characteristics are the following: a tool that is easily understood and easy to use at on-site 
inspections; a rating system that is simple to calculate and easy to understand and interpret; and a format that allows 
for maximum flexibility, comments and feedback.  

Next, the workgroup evaluated the good repair criteria outlined in law and contained in the IEI.  The group noted that, 
although all of the criteria define clean, safe and functional school facilities, some of the facility conditions are more 
critical to the health and safety of pupils and staff.  If left unmitigated, they could cause severe and immediate injury, 
illness, or death of the occupants.  The group identified such facility conditions based on the items specifically identified 
in EC Section 17592.72(c) for purposes of Emergency Repair Program funding.  When incorporated into the FIT, these 
items constitute “extreme deficiencies” and indicate that the particular category (system/component) fails in meeting the 
standard of good repair at the school site being evaluated.   

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

To evaluate the relevancy of the ranking and scoring system, the draft evaluation tool was tested in the field.  Field 
testing produced understandable and reasonable results at various school sites, providing a meaningful measure of 
good repair for individual school sites.  Testers affirmed many of the workgroups objectives, including the importance 
for ease of use and the option to give specific details and comments.  In response to testing and testers’ comments, the 
tool was further modified and adapted to users’ needs.  Upon completion of the workgroup’s discussions, the OPSC 
presented the draft FIT to the Implementation Committee, where it was thoroughly discussed and overwhelmingly 
supported. 

The result of the workgroup’s efforts is a balanced facilities inspection tool that appropriately assesses the conditions of 
schools while being mindful of users’ needs and skill levels.  The tool provides a means to identify needed repairs by 
specific area on the site and system type, and allows for school districts to easily transfer the information to the School 
Accountability Report Card.  Although the rating and scoring is limited to the grading specified in law, percentage 
ranking allows for additional grading within the definitions of exemplary, good, fair, and poor, and the overall facility 
score can serve as a meaningful measure for improvement of facility conditions.  If considered necessary, 
supplementing the FIT with additional good repair criteria could be undertaken at the local school district or COE level. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Adopt the attached FIT as a replacement for the IEI. 

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on June 27, 2007. 
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, June 27, 2007 


LABOR COMPLIANCE PROGRAM GRANTS


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present for the Board’s consideration regulations to allow Labor Compliance Program (LCP) grant funding for 
districts that voluntarily initiate and enforce a LCP and to adjust the LCP grant.  

BACKGROUND 

Labor Code Section 1771.7 requires school districts that choose to use funds derived from either the 
Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2002 or 2004 (Propositions 47 and 55, 
respectively) to initiate and enforce a LCP.  However, school districts with projects apportioned from the 
Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 1D) are not required to comply 
with this law.  As a result, at the February 2007 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting, the Board requested Staff 
to research if a district voluntarily implements a LCP on a project for which such a program is no longer 
mandated by statute, if it is permissible for the SAB to continue to provide the grant for the purpose of 
reimbursing the district for the costs of voluntarily initiating and enforcing a LCP.   

At the March 2007 SAB meeting, Staff reported that SAB Legal Counsel opined that while the Labor Code 
Section 1771.7(a) requires school districts to initiate and enforce a LCP on those projects funded under 
Propositions 47 and 55 and not Proposition 1D, subsection (e) of the aforementioned statute was sufficiently 
broad enough that it can be read to authorize the SAB to continue to provide the LCP grant for those districts 
that voluntarily initiate and enforce a LCP.  SAB Legal Counsel cited the legislative intent of Labor Code 1771.7 
was to ensure that every school district in the State pay the prevailing rate of per diem wages to workers 
employed on public works projects undertaken by districts.  As a result, the Legislature provided the Board with 
the ability to increase the State’s share of increased costs to accommodate labor compliance programs.  Since 
labor compliance programs may continue to be voluntarily implemented by school districts, the Board is simply 
furthering the legislative intent of Labor Code 1771.7 by providing the grant augmentation to help ensure the 
prevailing wage rates are paid on public works projects.   

In addition, Staff provided the Board an update to the March 2006 report regarding the adequacy of LCP 
apportionments based on 245 project audits.  The report contained the following information: 

•	 Through January 2007, the SAB has provided LCP grants for 3,342 projects. 
•	 The 245 project audits represent 7.3 percent of all projects that have received LCP grants and 100 

percent of those projects closed out to date. 
•	 New Construction LCP apportionments have been under spent by an average of 40.9 percent. 
•	 Modernization LCP apportionments have been under spent by 63.7 percent. 

As a result of the discussion on these two issues, the Board requested Staff to return at a future meeting with 
regulations to provide the LCP grant augmentation for those districts that voluntarily initiate and enforce a LCP 
for projects apportioned from Proposition 1D and to adjust the LCP grant.  However, due to recently raised legal 
concerns regarding the SAB’s authority to provide LCP grants on a voluntary basis, Staff have provided 
alternatives that could bifurcate this issue and allow the SAB to move forward with both issues or just the grant 
adjustment portion of this item. 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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AUTHORITY 

Labor Code 1771.7 states in part that the SAB shall increase per-pupil grant amounts to accommodate the 
State’s share of the costs of initiating and enforcing a LCP.  The law provides that a School Facility 
Program (SFP) project is eligible for an increase in the per-pupil grant amount if both of the following conditions 
are met: 

•	 The project was or will be funded from the proceeds of Propositions 47 or 55. 

•	 The Notice to Proceed for the initial contract for construction of the project was issued on or after  
April 1, 2003. 

Labor Code 1771.7 also provides an exception to the full and final apportionment provisions in the law to 
accommodate LCP costs on projects that have already received their full apportionment amount without the LCP 
funding but were eligible for the funding.  Additionally, this statute gives the SAB the authority to provide grant 
augmentations to ensure prevailing wage rates are paid on public works projects. 

STAFF COMMENTS 

Providing the LCP Grant on a Voluntary Basis 

At the May 4, 2007 Implementation Committee meeting, based on the Board’s request, Staff proposed allowing 
those projects apportioned with funds from other than Propositions 47 and 55 to be eligible for LCP funds 
provided the district voluntarily initiates and enforces a LCP.  A member of the audience involved in the 
Proposition 1D bond discussions questioned the recommendation and the SAB Legal Counsel’s February 2007 
opinion stating that the SAB Legal Counsel’s basis for opining that the SAB can provide the LCP grant on a 
voluntary basis is hinged on the legislative intent of Assembly Bill 1506 which added Labor Code 1771.7. 
However, it was this audience member’s belief that the legislative intent of Proposition 1D was more recent and 
therefore more germane to the issue as the Legislature chose not to require the initiation and enforcement of a 
LCP for projects apportioned with these bond funds. The same member of the audience also called attention to 
the fact that existing law provides a SFP project is eligible for an increase in the per-pupil grant if “both” of the 
conditions noted above are met.  Projects funded out of Proposition 1D do not meet the first condition and, thus, 
are not eligible. 

Staff consulted with the SAB’s Legal Counsel regarding the audience member’s concerns.  The SAB Legal 
Counsel opined that Labor Code 1771.7 is not absolute and that while Labor Code 1771.7 requires that districts 
with projects apportioned from Propositions 47 and 55 initiate and enforce a LCP for which the Board will provide 
a grant augmentation, the intent of the legislation was to ensure prevailing wage rates are enforced on public 
work projects constructed by school districts. While it is true the Legislature did not require the initiation and 
enforcement of a LCP in Proposition ID, it did not prohibit it.  If a district’s project is funded exclusively with 
Proposition 1D bond funds, the Board does have the discretion to make a policy decision to allow the continual 
funding of a LCP on a voluntary basis; however, the SAB Legal Counsel did caution that such a decision may be 
vulnerable to a legal challenge.  The SAB Legal Counsel further opined that those districts that have projects 
funded in part with Proposition 47 and/or 55 bond funds will be required to initiate and enforce a LCP. 

Should the Board request Staff to provide LCP funding on a voluntary basis, Staff recommends that provisions 
be made for impacted districts to access this additional funding effective upon the approval of the regulations by 
the Office of Administrative Law.  Since Labor Code 1771.7(e) provides an exemption to the full and final 
provisions of Education Code 17070.63, Staff intends, if this provision is approved by the SAB, to automatically 
include the appropriate LCP funding for projects that indicated LCP compliance for those applications previously 
funded with Proposition 1D funds.  Staff would also notify all other districts individually of the opportunity to 
include a request for LCP grants where a request was not made on the funding application, but where that 
district voluntarily initiated and enforced an LCP. 

(Continued on Page Three) 
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LCP Grant Amounts  

At the same Implementation Committee meeting, Staff introduced a proposed reduction to the new construction 
and modernization LCP grant.  For new construction projects, the proposed reduction is limited to those 
districts with projects with a total project cost, less site acquisition costs, of one million dollars or less as Staff 
believes there is sufficient data to justify the reduction.  Under current regulations, a district receives a LCP 
apportionment of $16,000 for any project where the cost is one million dollars or less, less site acquisition costs.  
So a district with a project that will cost one million dollars and a district with a project that will cost $50,000 will 
both receive a $16,000 LCP grant.  Under the proposed regulations, districts with projects in this cost range will 
receive a LCP apportionment of 0.65 percent of the total project cost, less site acquisition costs.  Staff 
recommends this change based on data which indicates districts are expending only 16.10 percent of the LCP 
funds for projects totaling one million dollars or less.  If a project exceeds one million dollars, no changes are 
being recommended as there is insufficient data to provide a defensible adjustment to the existing LCP grant.   

For modernization projects, Staff is proposing a 25 percent reduction in the LCP grant for all projects regardless 
of the total project costs. While the data supports an even further reduction in the LCP apportionment for most 
of the projects audited, Staff believes a 25 percent reduction is conservative and reasonable at this time until 
more data can be gathered over the forthcoming year.   

Members of the Committee and audience expressed concern with Staff’s recommendations.  Many cited that the 
data pool was too small to justify any adjustment to the LCP grant.  While the data used for this analysis 
represented 7.3 percent of all projects apportioned with LCP funds, the 245 projects represented 100 percent of 
all projects audited. Some audience members also cited that it is common for districts to not report or under-
report LCP expenditures explaining that with larger projects it was difficult for the district to identify LCP costs, 
especially if force account labor was used.  Others cited that multiple projects are often bid together as a means 
of economies of scale, therefore making it difficult to extract accurate LCP costs as the common practice was to 
take the LCP costs and divide them equally amongst the contracted projects.  While this method may be 
convenient for reporting purposes, it does not represent the actual LCP costs for each of the projects reported.  
Some members of the Committee and audience contended that since 73 (12 new construction and 61 
modernization) of the 245 projects had no LCP costs reported by the districts, the adjustments to the LCP grants 
could not be justified.  While Staff does not concur with that rationale, Staff eliminated those 73 projects when 
developing their conservative grant reduction recommendations to the Board.  The results of the review of the 
remaining 172 projects (39 new construction and 133 modernization) are as follows: 

• New Construction LCP apportionments have been under spent by an average of 30.3 percent. 
• Modernization LCP apportionments have been under spent by 46.8 percent. 

The average under spent amounts compared to the LCP grants provided is visually displayed on the attached 
Exhibits 1 and 2.  These exhibits also illustrate that the proposed grant reduction will still provide grants in 
excess of the average LCP expenditures. 

There was limited LCP cost data available during the initial implementation of the program in July 2003.  Staff, 
with the assistance of the Implementation Committee, therefore provided a grant augmentation that was based 
on the best available cost data at the time.  In turn, it was agreed that the amount of the per pupil grant for LCP 
would be revisited based on actual costs incurred by districts.  The districts were subsequently asked to account 
for all LCP funds expended for each project apportioned.  If a district combined several projects for the purposes 
of economies of scale or used force account labor, the district was responsible for tracking and reporting 
complete LCP expenditures appropriately for audit purposes.  In fact, pursuant to SFP Regulation Section 
1859.106, Program Accountability Expenditure Audit, districts are required to maintain a record of the complete 
LCP costs incurred:  

(Continued on Page Four) 
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LCP Grant Amounts  (cont.) 

“Districts shall be required to maintain all appropriate records that support all district certifications and 
expenditures for all costs associated with SFP, Charter School, and Joint-Use projects for a period of 
not less than four years from the date the notice of completion is filed for the project in order to allow 
other agencies, including, without limitation, the Bureau of State Audits and the State Controller to 
perform their audit responsibilities.” 

Furthermore, in the SFP Expenditure Audit Guidebook, districts are instructed to:  

“…provide a detailed listing of project expenditures that reflect all expenditures for the project by 
warrant numbers, warrant dates, warrant payees, warrant amounts, and specific descriptions of the 
expenditures, as required on the Form SAB 50-06.  The description of expenditures must provide 
sufficient detail for the audit staff to verify all project expenditures are applicable to the project and that 
the expenditures have been recorded in the proper cost categories.  In addition, the district must report 
the eligible expenditures for the project that encompass the State and district matching share.  Also, if 
the district augmented the project beyond the State and district share, please include these costs on the 
same report, but identify them as being solely district funded.” 

Thus, even if the LCP grants are not adjusted today based on the assertions of the stakeholders and more data 
is collected over the course of the next year, it is likely Staff will continue to receive incorrect LCP cost 
expenditure data from the districts resulting in the same conundrum.  Consequently based on the expenditure 
data reported in the 245 projects audited thus far, it appears the SFP is over funding the LCP grant; therefore, 
Staff recommends a reduction in the State’s share of the LCP grant for new construction and modernization 
projects. In an effort to ensure the LCP grant augmentation remains sufficient to cover the costs of initiating and 
enforcing a LCP, Staff will conduct another analysis in one year to ensure the adequacy of the LCP grant.  

Additional non-substantive SFP Regulation changes included in this item: 

The Application for Funding (Form SAB 50-04) includes the addition of a certification that the district will comply 
with all laws pertaining to the construction of its facilities.  This certification was inadvertently omitted in a prior 
regulatory revision. 

The Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) is being revised to require districts to provide: 

•	 a copy of voter approved bond language when a district’s joint-use partners’ financial contribution is 
provided through local bond proceeds. 

•	 a certification that the district’s joint-use partner’s financial contribution has been provided by a local 
bond specifically for the joint-use purpose, if applicable. 

•	 the earliest issue date of the Notice to Proceed and well as the date the contract was signed for New 
Construction, Modernization and Joint-Use projects. 

The Application for Joint Use Funding (Form SAB 50-07) corrects the Department of Labor Relations to 
Department of Industrial Relations. 

(Continued on Page Five) 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

Direct Staff to proceed with either Alternative 1 or Alternative 2, as described below. 

Alternative 1 (Voluntary LCP and LCP Grant Adjustment): 

1.	 Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as shown on Attachment A and request Staff to begin 
the regulatory process to reduce the LCP grant for both new construction and modernization projects and to 
provide the LCP grant to districts that voluntarily initiate and enforce a LCP. 

2.	 Request Staff return in one year to provide an update on the adequacy of the LCP grants. 

Alternative 2 (LCP Grant Adjustment): 

1.	 Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as shown on Attachment B and request Staff to begin 
the regulatory process to reduce the LCP grant for both new construction and modernization projects. 

2.	 Request Staff return in one year to provide an update on the adequacy of the LCP grants. 

BOARD ACTION 

In view of the two opposing legal opinions concerning the Board’s ability to provide grants for districts that voluntarily 
participate in a labor compliance program (LCP), the Board requested the SAB Legal Counsel obtain an informal legal 
opinion from the Attorney General’s office.  Alternative Two of this item, the proposed regulatory amendments to reduce 
the LCP grants, was held over to the July SAB meeting. 



 

 

 

Article 8.  New Construction and Modernization Grant Determinations 
Section 1859.71.4.  New Construction Pupil Grant Increase for Labor Compliance Program. 

(a) After determining all other funding authorized by these Regulations, the Board shall increase the per-unhoused-pupil 
grant amount by 50 percent of the following calculation for any project for which the district is required under Labor 
Code Section 1771.7(a) and (b) to initiate and enforce a LCP and for any project for which the district voluntarily 
initiates and enforces a LCP: 

(1) 	 Using the chart in (b) of this Section, determine the total amount of funding to be provided for the increased costs of 
a new construction project due to the initiation and enforcement of a LCP. 

(2) 	 Divide the amount determined in subsection (a)(1) by the total number of pupils, or by one if no pupils are assigned, 
in the approved application. 

(b) 	 The funding provided for a new construction project to initiate and enforce a LCP shall be calculated on the total 
project cost, exclusive of site acquisition costs, as follows: 

$16,000 0.65 percent of For the first costs for projects less than $1 million or any part 
thereof, plus  or 
$16,000 for the first $1 million for projects equal to or more than $1 million, plus 

1.6 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.25 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.15 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.32 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.31 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.46 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.44 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.42 percent Of the next $30 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.4 percent Of any remaining portion 

 

 

Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
Reference:  Section 17072.10, Education Code. 
... 

Section 1859.78.1.  Modernization Pupil Grant Increase for Labor Compliance Program. 


(a) After determining all other funding authorized by these Regulations, the Board shall increase the per-pupil grant 
amount by the following calculation, less the district matching share required in Section 1859.79, for any project for 
which the district is required under Labor Code Section 1771.7(a) and (b) to initiate and enforce a LCP and for any 
project for which the district voluntarily initiates and enforces a LCP: 

(1) 	 Using the chart in (b) of this Section 1859.71.4(b), determine the total amount of funding to be provided for the 
increased costs of a modernization project due to the initiation and enforcement of a LCP. 

(2) 	 Divide the amount determined in subsection (a)(1) by the total number of pupils, or by one if no pupils are assigned, 
in the approved application. 

(b)	   The funding provided for a modernization project to initiate and enforce a LCP shall be calculated on the total project 
cost as follows: 

ATTACHMENT A 

$12,000 For the first $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
1.2 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 

0.18 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.11 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.24 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.23 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.35 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.33 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.32 percent Of the next $30 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.3 percent Of any remaining portion 

Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
Reference: Section 17074.10, Education Code 
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Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
Reference:  Section 17072.10, Education Code. 
... 

Section 1859.78.1.  Modernization Pupil Grant Increase for Labor Compliance Program. 


(a) After determining all other funding authorized by these Regulations, the Board shall increase the per-pupil grant 
amount by the following calculation, less the district matching share required in Section 1859.79, for any project for 
which the district is required under Labor Code Section 1771.7(a) and (b) to initiate and enforce a LCP: 

(1) 	 Using the chart in (b) of this Section 1859.71.4(b), determine the total amount of funding to be provided for the 
increased costs of a modernization project due to the initiation and enforcement of a LCP. 

(2) 	 Divide the amount determined in subsection (a)(1) by the total number of pupils, or by one if no pupils are assigned, 
in the approved application. 

(b)	   The funding provided for a modernization project to initiate and enforce a LCP shall be calculated on the total project 
cost as follows: 

$12,000 For the first $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
1.2 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 

0.18 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.11 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.24 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.23 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.35 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.33 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.32 percent Of the next $30 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.3 percent Of any remaining portion 

$16,000 0.65 percent of For the first costs for projects less than $1 million or any part 
thereof, plus  or 
$16,000 for the first $1 million for projects equal to or more than $1 million, plus 

1.6 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.25 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.15 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.32 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.31 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.46 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.44 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.42 percent Of the next $30 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.4 percent Of any remaining portion 

ATTACHMENT B 

Article 8.  New Construction and Modernization Grant Determinations 
Section 1859.71.4.  New Construction Pupil Grant Increase for Labor Compliance Program. 

(a) After determining all other funding authorized by these Regulations, the Board shall increase the per-unhoused-pupil 
grant amount by 50 percent of the following calculation for any project for which the district is required under Labor 
Code Section 1771.7(a) and (b) to initiate and enforce a LCP: 

(1) 	 Using the chart in (b) of this Section, determine the total amount of funding to be provided for the increased costs of 
a new construction project due to the initiation and enforcement of a LCP. 

(2) 	 Divide the amount determined in subsection (a)(1) by the total number of pupils, or by one if no pupils are assigned, 
in the approved application. 

(b) 	 The funding provided for a new construction project to initiate and enforce a LCP shall be calculated on the total 
project cost, exclusive of site acquisition costs, as follows: 

Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
Reference: Section 17074.10, Education Code 
` 
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
State Allocation Board Meeting, July 25, 2007 

 
ASSEMBLY BILL 127  

GRANT INCREASE - PROJECT INFORMATION WORKSHEET 
 
 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To present the proposed Project Information Worksheet that will be used to gather data for the purpose of 
determining the annual increase or decrease to the New Construction Base Grant per Education Code (EC) 
Section 17072.11. 

 
BACKGROUND 

At the September 2006 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting, regulations were approved to implement 
Assembly Bill (AB) 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Perata/Nunez).  AB 127 added EC Section 17072.11 
which provided for an increase of seven percent for elementary and middle school projects and a four percent 
increase for high school projects beginning July 1, 2006.  AB 127 also stated that beginning January 1, 2008, 
the SAB has the authority to increase the base grant up to six percent or decrease it by an amount 
determined every fiscal year based on the current construction costs.  Staff proposed correlating the annual 
recommended change in the base grant with the CCI increase, and the Implementation Committee 
recommended that regulations be developed to clarify the SAB’s flexibility when adjusting the New 
Construction Base Grant.  These regulations were approved as part of the regulation package approved at 
the September 2006 meeting.  However, the proposed regulations relating to the new construction base grant 
increases were later withdrawn from the Office of Administrative Law (OAL) and cannot be resubmitted until a 
method to capture the current costs to build schools is approved by the SAB.   

 
AUTHORITY 
 

EC Section 17072.11(a)(3) states “the board shall conduct an analysis of the relationship between the per-
unhoused-pupil grant eligibility….and the per-pupil cost of new school construction…” 

 
EC Section 17072.11(b) states, “On or after January 1, 2008, the board shall increase or decrease the per-
unhoused-pupil grant eligibility by amounts it deems necessary to cause the grants to correspond to costs of 
new school construction ….” 

 
STAFF COMMENTS  

 
In order to capture the most current costs to construct schools, Staff, with the assistance of the Grant 
Adequacy Committee, has developed the proposed Project Information Worksheet as shown on the 
Attachment.  A district will need to complete the worksheet for new construction projects and submit it with 
the Fund Release Authorization and/or the Expenditure Report.  The worksheet requests information on 
actual project costs and provides the data necessary for Staff to analyze current school construction costs.  
The information collected will be used to make a recommendation to the Board to determine the 
increase/decrease in the new construction base grant.  
 
Staff will also be requesting information on how many classrooms are in the project, whether the projects 
include optional or required local design features, or if districts are re-using plans and if the re-use is 
resulting in cost-savings.  The additional information requested will be used in providing bond accountability 
or may be used when comparing the costs to build schools with the grants provided by the State. 

  
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
1. Approve the Project Information Worksheet as presented in the Attachment. 
 

2. Authorize the OPSC to re-file the Grant Increase regulations with the OAL. 
 

 
(Continued on Page Two) 
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BOARD ACTION 
 
In considering this Item, the Board requested that Staff return to the August State Allocation Board meeting with a 
revised Project Information Worksheet.  In addition, the Board requested that Staff meet with the stakeholders and 
practitioners for input on the worksheet. 
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INFORMATION
Sections A, B and C of this worksheet will be used to complete the analysis to 

determine the yearly increase/decrease in the new construction base grant based on 

the current costs to construct schools as required by Education Code 17072.11(b).

Section D of this worksheet will be used to gather information on State funded 

projects that is required for inclusion in the Governor’s bond accountability report.

INSTRUCTIONS
This worksheet must be completed and submitted with the Fund Release 

Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) for all new construction projects that are completing 

Part IV of the Form SAB 50-05.

This worksheet must be completed and submitted with the Expenditure Report (Form 

SAB 50-06) for all new construction projects.

Attach to this form the accepted bid documents including additive/deductive alternates.

Project Information:

Enter the total building square footage of the project. When calculating the 

square footage, include the total enclosed exterior square footage of the school 

building(s) per Regulation Section 1859.2. Do not include un-enclosed corridor 

area. Enter the cost per square foot. To determine the cost per square foot, divide 

the total building cost, excluding site development (service site, off site, utilities 

and general site)costs by the total building square footage as reported.

From the total square footage entered above, enter the amount of square 

footage that is considered permanent (including modular buildings).

From the total square footage entered above, enter the amount of square 

footage that is considered portable per Education Code Section 17070.15(j)

Enter the total square footage of the multi-level parking included in the 

project (if applicable). Enter the cost per square foot. To determine the cost 

per square foot, divide the total cost of the parking structure, excluding 

site development, by the total square footage as reported. 

Enter the recommended site size, as determined by the California 

Departmentof Education (CDE). Enter the number of pupils that were used to 

determine the recommended site size.

Enter the master plan site size, as reported to the CDE on the Form 4.02 or 

other documentation submitted to the CDE. Enter the number of pupils that 

were used to determine the master plan site size.

Enter the percentage of the main components of the permanent building(s) 

envelope. Enter the type of roofi ng used for this project.

Enter the percentage of the main components of the permanent building(s) 

structural system.

Financial Information (do not include site acquisition dollars):

Funds Available

Enter the amount of the State Apportionment(s) (Career Technical 

Education, Joint-Use, all other applicable State Funding).

A.

1.

a.

b.

c.

2.

3.

4.

5.

B.

1.

•

Enter the amount of any interest earned on State funds for this project.

Enter the amount of the total local contribution, include any funds that 

exceed the district match on this project (including any funds that were part 

of the local contribution for a joint-use project, if applicable.)

Bid/Contract Data

Enter the accepted base bid amount prior to any accepted additive/

deductive alternates for all contracts. If there is more than one contract 

signed (e.g. multi-prime, etc.) please enter the total of all base bids.

Enter the amount of all accepted additive/deductive alternates for all contracts.

Enter the amount of the total construction contract. Include the amount of 

any change orders.

Enter the amount of the building cost in the contract(s).

Enter the amount of the site development work, including service site, 

off site, utilities, and general site, included in the contract(s).

Enter the amount of any other construction fees (as applicable). For 

example: Construction Management fees, General Conditions, etc...

Enter the amount of the estimated remaining project cost not yet contracted, 

invoiced or obligated (e.g., furniture and equipment, portions of work not yet 

bid, etc.) that are necessary for the completion of this project. Do not include 

any costs that are reported in 4 below.

Enter the amount of actual and estimated (not yet contracted, invoiced or 

obligated) soft costs for the project (e.g. tests and inspections, architect fees). 

Do not include any costs reported in 3 above.

Enter the amount of the total project cost. This amount should be equal to the 

sum of 2c, 3, and 4 above.

Additional Bid Data

Enter the number of bidders who bid this project. If more than one contract 

was signed, please attach a separate listing of all trades, the number of 

bidders per package, and the dates each respective bid was opened.

Enter the date(s) the bid(s) opened. If more than one bid date, enter the 

opening bid date of the fi rst bid package.

Describe the additive/deductive alternates. Include the amount of square 

footage included in the additive/deductive alternates, if applicable.

Detailed Project Information:

For each of the core facilities listed in this section, enter the quantity built and 

the square footage of each facility. For purposes of the gymnasium include 

shower, locker, toilet, and offi  ce areas. For multi-purpose rooms, include the 

toilet area. The total square footage listed should not exceed the total project 

square footage listed in Section A(1). For purposes of identifying square footage, 

include the total enclosed exterior square footage of the buildings. Do not 

report any area more than once. 

List the core facilities from this section that were built to the number of pupils 

for the master plan enrollment.

•

•

2.

a.

b.

c.

1)

2)

3)

3.

4.

5.

•

•

•

C.

•

•
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Enter the building and site development costs of the original project.

Check yes or no to indicate whether changes were made to the original 

plans (classrooms/core facilities added/deleted) on the subsequent use(s).

List the changes that were made to the plans (classrooms/core facilities 

added/deleted) on the subsequent use(s).

Enter the building and site development costs on the subsequent projects.

Check yes or no to indicate whether the re-use of the plans resulted in cost 

savings on this project. Examples of cost savings may include: architect fees-

this may produce some savings since the basic plans are already completed 

and may only need to be slightly modifi ed to accommodate the site; 

building costs-since the buildings have previously been built, it may result in 

fewer change orders; etc.

6. Please provide any additional information about this project that you think 

will be helpful in completing the analysis.

•

•

•

•

•

Additional Information for Bond Accountability

Answer the following questions as completely as possible. If you need additional 

space, you may attach additional pages.

Enter the number of classrooms that are included in the construction contract(s).

Enter the capacity of the project based on single track use (disregard multi-

track year round loading) and local district loading standards. Based on teacher 

contracts and/or local loading standards this number may be diff erent from the 

number of pupils requested on the Application for Funding (Form SAB 50-04).

Joint-Use Information

Check yes or no to indicate whether the project includes a joint-use partner, 

even if the joint-use project does not include State funding. Enter the OPSC 

application number, if applicable.

If applicable, enter the name of the joint-use partner and what facilities are 

included as part of the joint-use project. 

Check yes or no to indicate whether the joint-use partner pledged 

or contributed capital funding towards this project. Any pledged or 

contributed amount needs to be included in the total local contribution in 

Section B-1

If applicable, enter the dollar amount the joint-use partner is contributing

4. Check yes or no to indicate whether there were any local requirements or 

ordinances the district had to meet. For example, building a bridge, road, or 

street improvements, utilities, snow load, seismic.

Check yes or no to indicate whether the State funded these mandates.

If you checked yes on the previous box, enter the amount of State funding 

received.

Check yes or no to indicate whether the cost of the mandated work was in 

the construction contract.

Describe the local requirement(s) and any associated costs to meet the 

requirement(s).

5. Check yes or no to indicate whether this project is a re-use of plans.

If the project is a re-use of plans, enter the number of times the plans have 

been re-used and the date the plans were fi rst built.

D.

1.

2.

3.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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SCHOOL DISTRICT COUNTY APPLICATION NUMBER

A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Total Building Square Footage: __________________ Cost per Square Foot: $ __________________

a. Permanent Area (including modular): __________________

b. Portable Area: __________________

c. Square footage of multi-level parking (if applicable) ________ Cost per Square Foot: $ __________________

2. CDE Recommended Acreage: __________________ Based on how many pupils? __________________

3. CDE Master Plan Acreage: __________________ Based on how many pupils? __________________

4. What materials are the main components of this project’s building envelope? Please indicate the percentage of each type of material used.

 Brick: __________________ %

 Stucco: __________________ %

 Siding: __________________ %

 Concrete: __________________ %

 Type of Roofi ng: ___________________________________________________________________________

5. What materials are the main components of this project’s structural system? Please indicate the percentage of each type of material used.

 Steel: __________________ %

 Wood: __________________ %

Concrete:   ___________________ %

 Other (explain): ___________________________________________________________________________ %

B. FINANCIAL INFORMATION Do not include site acquisition dollars)

1. Funds Available

Amount of State Apportionment: $ __________________

Interest Earned on State Funds for this project: $ __________________

Total Local Contribution: $ __________________

 PROJECT COST UNDER CONTRACT
2. Bid/Contract Data INCLUDE ALL SOURCES OF FUNDING

a. Accepted Base Bid Amount

prior to additive/deductive alternates: $ __________________

b. Amount of accepted additive/deductive alternates: $ __________________

c. Total Contract Cost $ __________________

1) Building Cost in Contract: $ __________________

2) Site Development in Contract: $ __________________

3) Other, if applicable (i.e. CM Fees, General Conditions) $ __________________

3. Estimated Remaining Project Cost Not Yet Contracted: $ __________________

4. Soft Costs (e.g., tests and inspections, architect fees): $ __________________

5. Total Project Cost (Sum of 2c, 3, and 4): $ __________________
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Additonal Bid Information:

How many bidders bid the project? __________________

What date did the bids open? __________________

Please describe the additive/deductive alternates:  _________________________________________________________________________________

Square Footage of Additive/Deductive Alternates: __________________

C. DETAILED PROJECT INFORMATION

Please check those facilities included in the project. For purposes of determining square footage, please only include the total enclosed exterior square footage. The total 

square footage listed below should not exceed the total project square footage listed above in Section A(1). Please do not report the same area more than once.

 
QTY TOTAL SQ FT

 Media Center/Library   _________ __________________

 Multi Purpose Room  _________ __________________

 Gymnasium  _________ __________________

 Administration    __________________

 Kitchen Area

 Central Kitchen (serves other sites)  __________________

 Warming Kitchen  __________________

 Full Service Kitchen  __________________

 Other Area 

 Special Education (severely handicapped)  __________________

Therapy Area  __________________

 Facilities for dance, theater and visual arts (Performing Arts)  __________________

 Stadium (seating capacity in lieu of square footage)  __________________

 Lighting for evening games   Yes  No

 Other  _________ __________________

Provide description (e.g., swimming pool):  ___________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 Other Area as required by local educational specifi cations  _________________

Provide description:  _____________________________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Of the above core facilities (indicated by boldface type), which were built based on the number of pupils for the Master Plan Enrollment?
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D. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FOR BOND ACCOUNTABILITY

Please answer the following questions in the space provided. If more space isneeded you may attach additional pages.

1. Number of classrooms in contract(s): __________________

2. Capacity of project based on single-track use and local district loading standard: __________________

3. Joint-Use Information

Did the project include a joint-use partner?  Yes  No OPSC application number (if applicable):  __________________________________

If yes, who was the joint-use partner and which facilities are involved?  __________________________________________________________________________

Did the joint-use partner pledge or contribute any capital funding towards the construction of the project?  Yes  No

If yes, how much? $ __________________

4. Were there any local requirements or ordinances the district had to meet (i.e., road, street improvements, utilities, snow load, seismic)?  Yes  No

If yes, did the State fund these mandates?  Yes  No State Cost: $ ________________

If yes, were these costs included in the contract?  Yes  No

If yes, please specify the local requirement and the associated cost ________________________________________ $ ____________________

5. Did you utilize existing architectural plans from another project?  Yes  No

If yes, how many times were these plans re-used?  _________________

What was the cost of the original project? Building: $ _________________  Site Development: $ ________________  Year Built:  __________________

Were there any changes to the plans for any subsequent projects (i.e., buildings added or excluded)?  Yes  No

If yes, what were the changes?  ________________________________________________________________________________________________________

What was the cost of subsequent projects? Building: $ _________________  Site Development: $ ________________

Did the re-use of plans result in a cost savings on this project? (Including architect fees, building costs, etc.)  Yes  No

6. Comments   ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this worksheet is:

True and correct for the contract amount(s) reported; and

To the best of my knowledge, all estimates include the most recent and updated information available; and,

I am an authorized representative of the district as authorized by the governing board of the district; and

This worksheet is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the worksheet provided by the Offi  ce of Public School Construction (OPSC). In the event a confl ict should exist, then the 

language in the OPSC worksheet will prevail.

SIGNATURE OF DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE DATE

•

•

•

•



(Rev.1) 
REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, July 25, 2007 
 

ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2007/2008
 
 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 To request approval to reserve funds for administrative costs for the 2007/2008 Fiscal Year, conditional 

upon the adoption of the Governor’s Budget. 
 
DESCRIPTION
 

The Education Code requires that any funds made available for expenditure in the various school building 
aid programs administered by the State Allocation Board (SAB) must be specifically authorized by the SAB. 
 
Listed below are the anticipated costs for the 2007/2008 Fiscal Year: 
 
  2006 School Facilities Bond Fund   
   Office of Public School Construction  $      575,000  
   California School Finance Authority          429,000  
      Sub-Total $   1,004,000 
            
  2004 School Facilities Bond Fund   
   Office of Public School Construction  $ 12,525,000  
   California Department of Education       2,629,000 
   State Controller’s Office           935,000 
   California School Finance Authority          566,000  

                   Sub-Total  $ 16,655,000 
 

State School Building Aid Fund   
Office of Public School Construction              $      289,000   

                                                              
State School Deferred Maintenance Fund   

   Office of Public School Construction  $      153,000 
 

General Fund   
   Office of Public School Construction  $      338,000 

    
   Total for 2007/2008 Fiscal Year   $ 18,439,000 
 
STAFF COMMENTS 
 

The Office of Public School Construction’s administrative costs for this budget year is $13,880,000, which 
includes $575,000 from Proposition 1D; $12,525,000 from Proposition 55; $289,000 for support of the State 
Relocatable Program; $153,000 for support of the Deferred Maintenance Program; and, $338,000 from the 
General Fund for the support of the Emergency Repair Program.  Other administrative costs include 
$995,000 for support of the Charter School financial soundness reviews the California School Finance 
Authority performs; $2,629,000 for support of site approval and educational plan reviews that the California 
Department of Education performs; and, $935,000 for fiscal oversight functions that the State Controller’s 
Office performs.  

 
 
 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

In accordance with the proposed 2007/2008 Governor’s Budget, approve the administrative costs as 
 detailed in this item and listed below:   
 

1. Authorize $1,004,000 from the 2006 State School Facilities Fund for the Office of Public School 
Construction and California School Finance Authority. 

2. Authorize $16,655,000 from the 2004 State School Facilities Fund for the Office of Public School 
Construction, California Department of Education, State Controller’s Office and California School 
Finance Authority.   

3. Authorize $289,000 from the State School Building Aid Fund for the Office of Public School 
Construction. 

4. Authorize $153,000 from the State School Deferred Maintenance Fund for the Office of Public School 
Construction. 

5. Authorize $338,000 from the General Fund for the Office of Public School Construction. 
6. Provide that this approval is conditional upon the adoption of the 2007/2008 Governor’s Budget. 

 
 
 
This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on July 25, 2007. 
 
 

 
 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, July 25, 2007


PROCESS OF STATE ALLOCATION BOARD AGENDA


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To provide information on the process of the State Allocation Board (SAB) agenda. 

BACKGROUND 

At the June 2007 meeting, the Board requested information regarding the preparation of the consent calendar.  
In response to the Board’s request, Staff has prepared a report describing the process of the SAB agenda which 
includes the consent calendar. 

STAFF COMMENTS 

The SAB agenda includes several items.  A brief description of each item is provided below: 

Minutes 

Provides a summary of the previous SAB meeting, which is presented for the Board’s approval. 

Executive Officer’s Statement 

Provides the Executive Officer with the opportunity to highlight a particular topic(s) or issue(s) to the Board. 

Consent Agenda 

The consent agenda contains “consent items” which are applications requiring action by the SAB that conform 
entirely to law, regulation and SAB policy and with which the district is in concurrence with the recommended 
action.  Since the early 1980’s, “consent items” have been a part of the SAB agenda with the purpose of 
expediting approval of the apportionments. 

The types of “consent items” that typically appear on the SAB monthly agenda are as follows: 

• School Facility Program 
o Resolution 
o Eligibility Approvals 
o Funding 
o Closeouts 
o Rescissions 

• Lease-Purchase Program 
o Resolution 
o Construction Cost Index 
o Closeouts 

• Deferred Maintenance Program 
o Five-Year Plan Approvals 
o Unfunded Approvals 
o Funding 
o Rescissions 
o Closeouts 

 (Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

Consent Agenda (cont.) 

• Relocatable Classroom Program 
o Sale of State Relocatable Classrooms 
o Disposal of State Relocatable Classrooms 

• Unused Sites Program 
o Assessment Fee Report 
o Assessment Fee Refunds 

• Emergency Repair Program 
o Funding 

“Consent items” are reviewed and analyzed in detail by Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) Staff 
(hereinafter referred to as Staff), which includes a peer review and a supervisory review.  In addition, prior to the 
statutory 10-day notice, all “consent items” are reviewed thoroughly by a consent review team, which includes 
mid-level manager(s).  Consent items that meet the criteria of a “consent item” that are of particular interest are 
brought to the Board members attention prior to the public SAB meeting. 

Financial Reports 

Financial Reports are items that provide the Board with information regarding the status of funds, administrative 
costs, etc. 

Consent Specials 

“Consent Specials” are apportionments that are being highlighted to the Board; however, many of these requests 
conform to law, regulation, and SAB policy.  Typical “consent specials” are time extensions, facility hardship and 
rehabilitation projects with recommendations for conceptual approval or funding.  They are reviewed, analyzed in 
detail, and prepared by Staff and reviewed thoroughly by management. 

Some “consent specials” may not conform to law, regulation, or SAB policy, such as potential material 
inaccuracy items.  However, all “consent specials” are items where Staff and the district are in concurrence with 
the recommendation. 

Specials 

“Specials” are items that may be specific to a district or it may be a global issue, either of which Staff has 
determined should be brought to the Board’s attention.  “Specials” may also be presented according to direction 
given by the Board.  “Specials” are reviewed, analyzed in detail, and prepared by Staff.  In addition, all “specials” 
are reviewed thoroughly by management.   

 (Continued on Page Three) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

Appeals 

Typically, “appeals” are items that represent a request by a district for special consideration by the Board 
regarding circumstances which the OPSC deems to be outside of the established State school program 
provisions and which cannot be otherwise administratively resolved within existing program requirements or 
regulations.  Typically, Staff cannot provide a favorable recommendation.  “Appeals” are reviewed, analyzed in 
detail, and prepared by Staff.  In addition, all “appeals” are reviewed thoroughly by management.  When 
considering appeal items, the SAB, as an administrative body is responsible for making decisions in accordance 
with statutory requirements and Board regulations.  

Regulations 

The SAB is charged with adopting regulations that implement the various statutory programs for which it is given 
responsibility.  Upon enactment of legislation, OPSC Staff prepares and presents discussion papers that offer 
proposed regulation language and operating procedures to the SAB Implementation Committee to seek public 
input.  The SAB Implementation Committee is an informal advisory committee formed by the OPSC that is made 
up of members representing various school districts and related associations, councils, and State departments.  
Meetings are attended by district representatives, consultants, architects, and other members of the public 
interested in school facilities.  

The feedback received by OPSC Staff at the SAB Implementation Committee meetings is provided to the 
Executive Officer of the OPSC who is responsible for making final recommendations to the SAB.  Once final 
recommendations have been determined, the OPSC Staff finalizes the proposed regulation package and it is 
reviewed thoroughly by management.  Finally, the proposal is taken to the SAB for consideration and approval in 
accordance with the requirements of the Administrative Procedure Act.   

Reports 

Reports are informational items that do not require a Board decision.  The Board needs only to accept or reject 
the report.  Generally, reports are to provide additional information to the Board on a subject that required 
additional background or research.  Reports may also be presented according to direction given by the Board.  
Reports are prepared by Staff and are reviewed thoroughly by management prior to Board presentation. 

Information 

Information items do not require Board action.  Typical information items are the OPSC workload list, dates of 
the upcoming SAB meetings, lists of the Deferred Maintenance Extreme Hardship unfunded approvals, and lists 
of the facility hardship/rehabilitation approvals without funding. Information items are prepared by Staff and 
reviewed by management. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Accept this report. 

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board accepted the report.  In addition, the Board requested that in the future exceptions to 
the process be submitted for Board consideration. 



  
REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, July 25, 2007 
 

LABOR COMPLIANCE PROGRAM GRANT 
 
 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To present for the Board’s consideration proposed regulatory amendments to adjust the Labor Compliance 
Program (LCP) grant.   

 
BACKGROUND
 

At the July 2003 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting, the Board approved regulations that provided a per-pupil 
grant increase to accommodate the State’s share of increased costs of a new construction or modernization 
project for the initiation and enforcement of a LCP.  Since there was limited LCP cost data available during the 
initial implementation of the program, Staff was requested by the Board to report on the adequacy of the LCP 
grant augmentation. 
 
At the March 2006 SAB meeting, Staff presented a report to the SAB concerning LCP grant adequacy.  This 
report represented all 61 projects that had completed audit.  Since the sample size was too small to make any 
determination, Staff did not recommend any adjustments at that time. 

 
At the March 2007 SAB meeting, Staff provided the Board an update to the March 2006 report regarding the 
adequacy of LCP apportionments based on 245 project audits.  The report contained the following information: 
 

• Through January 2007, the SAB has provided LCP grants for 3,342 projects. 
• The 245 project audits represent 7.3 percent of all projects that have received LCP grants and 100 

percent of those projects closed out to date. 
• New Construction LCP apportionments have been under spent by an average of 40.9 percent. 
• Modernization LCP apportionments have been under spent by 63.7 percent. 
 

At the June 2007 SAB meeting, Staff returned with proposed regulations that addressed two specific issues: to 
provide the LCP grant augmentation for those districts that voluntarily initiate and enforce a LCP for projects 
apportioned from Proposition 1D, and to adjust the LCP grant.  However, due to differing legal opinions 
regarding the Board’s authority to provide grants to districts that voluntarily participate in a LCP, the Board 
requested this topic to be submitted to the Office of the Attorney General (AG) for an informal opinion.  
Alternative Two of the June 2007 item, the proposed regulatory amendments to reduce the LCP grants, was held 
over to this July SAB meeting. 

 
AUTHORITY 
 

Labor Code Section 1771.7 states in part that the SAB shall increase per-pupil grant amounts to accommodate 
the State’s share of the costs of initiating and enforcing a LCP.  The law provides that a School Facility  
Program (SFP) project is eligible for an increase in the per-pupil grant amount if both of the following conditions 
are met: 

    
• The project was or will be funded from the proceeds of Propositions 47 or 55. 

 

• The Notice to Proceed for the initial contract for construction of the project was issued on or after  
April 1, 2003. 

 
 
 

 
 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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AUTHORITY (cont.) 
 

Labor Code Section 1771.7 also provides an exception to the full and final apportionment provisions in the law to 
accommodate LCP costs on projects that have already received their full apportionment amount without the LCP 
funding but were eligible for the funding.  Additionally, this statute gives the SAB the authority to provide grant 
augmentations to ensure prevailing wage rates are paid on public works projects. 

 
STAFF COMMENTS 

 
LCP Grant Amounts  
 

At the May 4, 2007 Implementation Committee meeting, Staff introduced a proposed reduction to the new 
construction and modernization LCP grant.  For new construction projects, the proposed reduction is limited to 
those districts with projects with a total project cost, less site acquisition costs, of one million dollars or less as 
Staff believes there is sufficient data to justify the reduction.  Under current regulations, a district receives a LCP 
apportionment of $16,000 for any project where the cost is $1 million or less, less site acquisition costs.  For 
example, a district with a project that will cost $1 million and a district with a project that will cost $50,000 will 
both receive a $16,000 LCP grant.  Under the proposed regulations, districts with projects in this cost range will 
receive a LCP apportionment of 0.65 percent of the total project cost, less site acquisition costs.  Staff 
recommends this change based on data which indicates districts are expending only 16.10 percent of the LCP 
funds for projects totaling $1 million or less.  If a project exceeds $1 million, no changes are being recommended 
as there is insufficient data to provide a defensible adjustment to the existing LCP grant.   
 
For modernization projects, Staff is proposing a 25 percent reduction in the LCP grant for all projects regardless 
of the total project costs.  While the data supports an even further reduction in the LCP apportionment for most 
of the projects audited, Staff believes a 25 percent reduction is conservative and reasonable at this time until 
more data can be gathered over the forthcoming year.   
 
Members of the Committee and audience expressed concern with Staff’s recommendations.  Many cited that the 
data pool was too small to justify any adjustment to the LCP grant.  While the data used for this analysis 
represented 7.3 percent of all projects apportioned with LCP funds, the 245 projects represented 100 percent of 
all projects audited.  Some audience members also cited that it is common for districts to not report or under-
report LCP expenditures explaining that with larger projects it was difficult for the district to identify LCP costs, 
especially if force account labor was used.  Others cited that multiple projects are often bid together as a means 
of economies of scale, therefore making it difficult to extract accurate LCP costs as the common practice was to 
take the LCP costs and divide them equally amongst the contracted projects.  While this method may be 
convenient for reporting purposes, it does not represent the actual LCP costs for each of the projects reported.  
Some members of the Committee and audience contended that since 73 (12 new construction and 61 
modernization) of the 245 projects had no LCP costs reported by the districts, the adjustments to the LCP grants 
could not be justified.  While Staff does not concur with that rationale, Staff eliminated those 73 projects when 
developing the conservative grant reduction recommendations to the Board.  The results of the review of the 
remaining 172 projects (39 new construction and 133 modernization) are as follows: 

 
• New Construction LCP apportionments have been under spent by an average of 30.3 percent. 
• Modernization LCP apportionments have been under spent by 46.8 percent. 

 
The average under spent amounts compared to the LCP grants provided is visually displayed on 
Attachments A and B.  These attachments also illustrate that the proposed grant reduction will still provide 
grants in excess of the average LCP expenditures. 
 

 
 
 
 

(Continued on Page Three) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

 
There was limited LCP cost data available during the initial implementation of the program in July 2003.  
Therefore, Staff, with input from the Implementation Committee, recommended a grant augmentation that was 
based on the best available cost data at the time.  In turn, it was agreed that the amount of the per pupil grant for 
LCP would be revisited based on actual costs incurred by districts.  The districts were subsequently asked to 
account for all LCP funds expended for each project apportioned.  If a district combined several projects for the 
purposes of economies of scale or used force account labor, the district was responsible for tracking and 
reporting complete LCP expenditures appropriately for audit purposes.  In fact, pursuant to SFP Regulation 
Section 1859.106, Program Accountability Expenditure Audit, districts are required to maintain a record of the 
complete LCP costs incurred:  

 

“Districts shall be required to maintain all appropriate records that support all district certifications and 
expenditures for all costs associated with SFP, Charter School, and Joint-Use projects for a period of 
not less than four years from the date the notice of completion is filed for the project in order to allow 
other agencies, including, without limitation, the Bureau of State Audits and the State Controller to 
perform their audit responsibilities.” 

Furthermore, in the SFP Expenditure Audit Guidebook, districts are instructed to:  

“…provide a detailed listing of project expenditures that reflect all expenditures for the project by 
warrant numbers, warrant dates, warrant payees, warrant amounts, and specific descriptions of the 
expenditures, as required on the Form SAB 50-06.  The description of expenditures must provide 
sufficient detail for the audit staff to verify all project expenditures are applicable to the project and that 
the expenditures have been recorded in the proper cost categories.  In addition, the district must report 
the eligible expenditures for the project that encompass the State and district matching share.  Also, if 
the district augmented the project beyond the State and district share, please include these costs on the 
same report, but identify them as being solely district funded.”   

Thus, even if the LCP grants are not adjusted today based on the assertions of the stakeholders and more data 
is collected over the course of the next year, it is likely Staff will continue to receive incorrect LCP cost 
expenditure data from the districts resulting in the same conundrum.  Consequently, based on the expenditure 
data reported in the 309 projects audited thus far, it appears the SFP is over funding the LCP grant; therefore, 
Staff recommends a reduction in the State’s share of the LCP grant for new construction and modernization 
projects.  In an effort to ensure the LCP grant augmentation remains sufficient to cover the costs of initiating and 
enforcing a LCP, Staff will conduct another analysis in one year to ensure the adequacy of the LCP grant.  
 
Additional non-substantive SFP Regulation changes included in this item 
 
The Application for Funding (Form SAB 50-04) includes the addition of a certification that the district will comply 
with all laws pertaining to the construction of its facilities.  This certification was inadvertently omitted in a prior 
regulatory revision. 
 
The Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) is being revised to require districts to provide: 
 

• a copy of voter approved bond language when a district’s joint-use partners’ financial contribution is 
provided through local bond proceeds. 

• a certification that the district’s joint-use partner’s financial contribution has been provided by a local 
bond specifically for the joint-use purpose, if applicable. 

• the earliest issue date of the Notice to Proceed as well as the date the contract was signed for New 
Construction, Modernization and Joint-Use projects. 

 
The Application for Joint Use Funding (Form SAB 50-07) corrects the Department of Labor Relations to 
Department of Industrial Relations. 

 

(Continued on Page Four) 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

1. Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as shown on Attachment C and request Staff to begin 
the regulatory process to reduce the LCP grant for both new construction and modernization projects. 

 

2. Request Staff to return in one year to provide an update on the adequacy of the LCP grants. 
 
 
BOARD ACTION 
 
This Item was postponed pending the receipt of the informal opinion from the Attorney General’s Office. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

AVERAGE LCP APPORTIONMENTS vs. PROPOSED ESTIMATED LCP APPORTIONMENT
(Includes State Grant, Financial Hardship and District Share)

Attachment A: New Construction
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AVERAGE LCP APPORTIONMENTS vs. PROPOSED ESTIMATED LCP APPORTIONMENT
(Includes State Grant, Financial Hardship and District Share)

Attachment B: Modernization
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ATTACHMENT C 

 
 

Article 8.  New Construction and Modernization Grant Determinations 
 

Section 1859.71.4.  New Construction Pupil Grant Increase for Labor Compliance Program. 
 

(a) After determining all other funding authorized by these Regulations, the Board shall increase the per-unhoused-pupil 
grant amount by 50 percent of the following calculation for any project for which the district is required under Labor 
Code Section 1771.7(a) and (b) to initiate and enforce a LCP: 

(1)   Using the chart in (b) of this Section, determine the total amount of funding to be provided for the increased costs of 
a new construction project due to the initiation and enforcement of a LCP. 

(2)   Divide the amount determined in subsection (a)(1) by the total number of pupils, or by one if no pupils are assigned, 
in the approved application. 

(b)   The funding provided for a new construction project to initiate and enforce a LCP shall be calculated on the total 
project cost, exclusive of site acquisition costs, as follows: 

 

$16,000 0.65 percent of For the first costs for projects less than $1 million or any part 
thereof, plus                                               or 
$16,000 for the first $1 million for projects equal to or more than $1 million, plus

1.6 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.25 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.15 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.32 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.31 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.46 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.44 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.42 percent Of the next $30 million or any part thereof, plus 
0.4 percent Of any remaining portion 

 

Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 

Reference:  Section 17072.10, Education Code. 
... 
 

Section 1859.78.1.  Modernization Pupil Grant Increase for Labor Compliance Program. 
 

(a) After determining all other funding authorized by these Regulations, the Board shall increase the per-pupil grant 
amount by the following calculation, less the district matching share required in Section 1859.79, for any project for 
which the district is required under Labor Code Section 1771.7(a) and (b) to initiate and enforce a LCP: 

(1)   Using the chart in (b) of this Section 1859.71.4(b), determine the total amount of funding to be provided for the 
increased costs of a modernization project due to the initiation and enforcement of a LCP. 

(2)   Divide the amount determined in subsection (a)(1) by the total number of pupils, or by one if no pupils are assigned, 
in the approved application. 

(b)   The funding provided for a modernization project to initiate and enforce a LCP shall be calculated on the total project 
cost as follows:

 $12,000 For the first $1 million or any part thereof, plus
1.2 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus

0.18 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus
0.11 percent Of the next $1 million or any part thereof, plus
0.24 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus
0.23 percent Of the next $2 million or any part thereof, plus
0.35 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus
0.33 percent Of the next $5 million or any part thereof, plus
0.32 percent Of the next $30 million or any part thereof, plus
0.3 percent Of any remaining portion

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 

Reference: Section 17074.10, Education Code 
`  
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GENERAL INFORMATION
Once the Board has determined or adjusted the district’s eligibility for either new con-

struction or modernization funding, the district may fi le an application for funding by 

use of this form. The Board will only provide new construction funding if this form is 

submitted prior to the date of occupancy of any classrooms included in the construc-

tion contract. If the district has a pending reorganization election that will result in the 

loss of eligibility for the proposed project, the district may not fi le an application for 

funding until the Board has adjusted the district’s new construction baseline eligibil-

ity as required in Section 1859.51. This may be accomplished by completion of Form 

SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03.

For purposes of Education Code Section 17073.25, the California Department of Educa-

tion (CDE) is permitted to fi le modernization applications on behalf of the California 

Schools for the Deaf and Blind.

Requests for funding may be made as follows:

A separate apportionment for site acquisition for a new construction project for 

environmental hardship pursuant to Section 1859.75.1. For purposes of this apportion-

ment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE.

Preliminary appraisal of property.

Approval letter from the Department of Toxic Substances Control.

A separate apportionment for site acquisition and/or design costs for a new 

construction project pursuant to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is avail-

able only to districts that meet the fi nancial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. 

Districts may apply for a separate apportionment for the design and for site 

acquisition on the same project. For purposes of this apportionment, the follow-

ing documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE (site apportionment only).

Preliminary appraisal of property (site apportionment only).

A separate apportionment for district-owned site acquisition cost pursuant to 

Section 1859.81.2. For purposes of this apportionment, the following documents 

must be submitted with this form (as appropriate);

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Site approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of district-owned site.

Cost benefi t analysis as prescribed in Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of the Board fi nd-

ing that the non-school function on the district-owned site must be relocated.

A separate apportionment for design cost for a modernization project pursuant 

to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is available only to districts that meet the 

fi nancial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the Form SAB 50-03 must accompany this form (if not previously submitted).

A New Construction Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. If the funding 

request includes site acquisition, the proposed site must either be owned by 

the district, in escrow, or the district has fi led condemnation proceedings and 

received an order of possession of the site. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

1.

•

•

•

•

2.

•

•

•

3.

•

•

•

•

4.

5.

•

Site/plan approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of property if requesting site acquisition funds.

Plans and specifi cations (P&S) for the project that were approved by the DSA. 

Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or “Zip Drive” readable in AutoCAD 14. 

The specifi cations may be provided on a diskette that is IBM compatible.

Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development funding.

If this request is pursuant to Section 1859.77.2 and the district’s housing plan 

is other than those listed in the certifi cation section of this form, a copy of the 

school board resolution and the approved housing plan.

If the site apportionment is requested pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, 

a cost benefi t analysis as prescribed in Regulation Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of 

the Board fi nding that the non-school function on the district-owned site must 

be relocated.

If this is a request for funding under the Small High School Program, pursuant 

to Regulation Section 1859.93.2, the district must also provide a CDE Small High 

School academic reform strategy approval.

 If this request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an Alternative 

Enrollment Projection, a justifi cation of how the project relieves overcrowding, 

including but not limited to, the elimination of the use of Concept 6 calendars, 

four track year-round calendars, or bussing in excess of 40 minutes.

Modernization Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. For purposes of this appor-

tionment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

P&S for the project that were approved by the DSA.

If the request includes funding for accessibility and fi re code requirement pursuant 

to Section 1859.83(f ), the DSA approved list of the minimum accessibility work 

required and a detailed cost estimate for the work in the plans.

DSA approval letter for elevator to meet handicapped compliance, if funding is requested.

Cost estimate of the proposed site development necessary for the Reconfi guration 

of an existing high school.

 Plan approval letter from the CDE.

Districtwide enrollment data on Form SAB 50-01 when requesting project assistance 

(if not previously submitted).

If the request includes funding for 50 year old permanent buildings pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.6, a site diagram identifying all buildings to be modernized in the 

project. The diagram must specify those buildings that are at least 50 years old.

Prior to acceptance of an application for funding that includes a fi nancial hard-

ship request, the district must have its fi nancial hardship status “pre-approved” by 

the Offi  ce of Public School Construction (OPSC). To apply for a fi nancial hardship 

“pre-approval”, consult the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

If the district is requesting New Construction funding after the initial baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board and the district’s current CBEDS enrollment reporting year 

is later than the enrollment reporting year used to determine the district’s baseline 

eligibility or adjusted eligibility, the district must complete a new Form SAB 50-01 based 

on the current year CBEDS enrollment data, and submit it to the OPSC with this form. In 

addition, if the district’s request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an 

Alternative Enrollment Projection, the district must update the Alternative Enrollment 

Projection to correspond with the CBEDS enrollment data  for the current year. A small 

district with 2,500 or less enrollment as defi ned in Section 1859.2 will not have its eligi-

bility reduced for a period of three years from the date the district’s baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board as a result of reduction in projected enrollment.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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eligibility determined on Form SAB 50-03 and will be the basis for the amount 

of the new construction or modernization grants provided for the project.

If this request is for a Final Apportionment, the pupils assigned to the project 

must be at least 75 percent, but not more than 100 percent, of the pupils that 

received the Preliminary Apportionment. Refer to Section 1859.147.

Check the box if the project is eligible for funding for 50 year or older perma-

nent buildings and report, at the option of the district:

The total number of eligible classrooms or the total eligible square footage 

building area at the site. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(A) or (b)(2)(A).

The total number of permanent classrooms or the total permanent square 

footage building area that is at least 50 years old and not been previously 

modernized with state funds. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(B) or (b)(2)(B).

Enter the greater percentage as calculated under Regulation Section 

1859.78.6(b)(1)(C) or Regulation Section 1859.78.6(b)(2)(C).

If this project includes eligible 50 year or older pupil grants, enter the appro-

priate number assigned to the project for each grade group. The number 

of pupils entered cannot exceed the cumulative number of 50 year or older 

permanent buildings pupil grants requested for all modernization funding 

applications for the site as determined by using the percentage factor above.

If this request includes pupil grants generated by an Alternative Enrollment 

Projection Method, enter the number of pupils by grade level.

Indicate if this request is for funding of a 6–8 school and/or an Alternative 

Education School.

Check the applicable box if the district is requesting additional pupil grants 

assigned to the project that exceed the capacity of the project or if the pupils 

assigned represent eligibility determined at another grade level and check the ap-

propriate box to indicate under which regulation the district is applying. The pupil 

capacity of the project may be determined by multiplying the classrooms reported 

in box 3 by 25 for K–6; 27 for 7–8, 9–12 grades; 13 for non-severe and 9 for severe.

If the request is for replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) or (b) 

on the same site, check the facility hardship box.

g. Enter the square footage of the non-toilet area and toilet area contained in the 

rehabilitation project.

. Number of Classrooms

Enter the:

• Number of classrooms as shown on the plans and specifi cations (P&S). If there 

was demolition at the site, report the net increase in the number of classrooms 

showing in the P&S.

• Master plan site size, as recommended by the California Department of Education.

• Recommended site size, as determined by the California Department of Education.

• Existing Useable Acres already owned at that location (if any).

• Proposed Useable Acres that was/will be purchased as part of the application (if any).

. Financial Hardship Request

Check the box if the district is requesting fi nancial hardship assistance because 

it is unable to meet its matching share requirement. Refer to Section 1859.81 for 

eligibility criteria. Districts requesting fi nancial assistance must have received a 

pre-approval for fi nancial hardship status by the OPSC. Consult the OPSC Web site 

at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for details and necessary documentation needed in order 

to determine eligibility.

b.

•

•

•

•

c.

d.

e.

f.

For a list of the documents that must be submitted in order for the OPSC to deem a 

funding request for new construction or modernization complete and ready for OPSC 

processing, consult the SFP handbook and other information located on the OPSC 

Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

For purposes of completing this form for a Final Charter School Apportionment, a 

charter school shall be treated as a school district.

SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS
The district must assign a Project Tracking Number (PTN) to this project. The same PTN 

is used by the OPSC, the DSA and the CDE for all project applications submitted to 

those agencies to track a particular project through the entire state application review 

process. If the district has already assigned a PTN to this project by prior submittal 

of the P&S to either the DSA or the CDE for approval, use that PTN for this applica-

tion submittal. If no PTN has been previously assigned for this project, a PTN may be 

obtained from the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov “PT Number Generator.”

. Type of Application

Check the appropriate box that indicates the type of School Facility Program (SFP) 

grant the district is requesting for purposes of new construction, modernization, 

a separate design and/or site apportionment, site apportionment as an environ-

mental hardship or New Construction (Final Apportionment). If the application is 

for the modernization of school facilities and includes facilities that are eligible for 

an additional apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8, include a site diagram 

with this application that specifi es the age of each facility eligible for moderniza-

tion. The diagram should also indicate the date of its original DSA plan approval 

and the date the facility received its prior modernization apportionment. If known 

include the project modernization number on the diagram. If the application is 

for modernization of a California School for the Deaf or Blind, the CDE shall check 

the box identifi ed as Modernization of California Schools for the Deaf/Blind. If the 

request is for a separate design apportionment, the CDE shall check the appropriate 

box. If the eligibility for this project was established as a result of the need for new 

or replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) and (b), or rehabilitation 

pursuant to Section 1859.83 (e), check the appropriate box.

If this request is for an addition to an existing site and advance funding for the 

evaluation and RA costs, check the appropriate box and refer to Section 1859.74.4.

 If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment or a Preliminary Charter 

School Apportionment to a Final Apportionment, check the New Construction 

Final Apportionment, New Construction Final Charter School Apportionment or 

the Rehabilitation Final Charter School Apportionment box, as appropriate.

If the district is requesting a separate site and/or design apportionment, complete 

boxes 2a, 3, 4, the site acquisition data in box 5 (d and e), and boxes 12, 13, 14, 15 

and 21 only.

. Type of Project

Select the type of project that best represents this application request and 

enter the total number of pupils assigned to the project for each grade group. 

Include pupils to be housed in a new or replacement school authorized by 

Section 1859.82 (a). The amount entered cannot exceed the district’s baseline 

a.
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. New Construction Additional Grant Request

Check the appropriate box(es) if the district requests an augmentation to the new 

construction grant for “additional” grants for the items listed or for replacement 

facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82(a) and (b). Refer to Sections 1859.72 through 

1859.76 and 1859.82(a) and (b) for eligibility criteria. Enter the:

Therapy area in square feet as provided in Section 1859.72.

Multilevel classrooms in the P&S pursuant to Section 1859.73.

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.73.1. If the district has not submitted a request for new construction 

baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current Form SAB 

50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

Indicate the site scenario that best represents the project request. If no RA is 

required, refer to Section 1859.74. If a RA is required on a site that is not leased 

or an addition to an existing site, refer to Section 1859.74.2. If RAs are required 

on a leased site or an addition to an existing site, refer to Sections 1859.74.3 or 

1859.74.4, respectively. The limitation of 50 percent may be exceeded when 

unforeseen circumstances exist, the CDE determines that the site is the best 

available site, and substantiation that the costs are the minimum required to 

complete the evaluation and RA.

Enter 50 percent of the actual cost.

Enter 50 percent of the appraised value of the site. If the request is 

made pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, enter 50 percent of the 

appraised value.

Enter 50 percent of the allowable relocation cost.

Enter two percent of the lesser of the actual cost or appraised value of the 

site (minimum $25,000).

Enter 50 percent of the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) fee 

for review and approval of the phase one environmental site assessment 

and preliminary endangerment assessment reports. Refer to Sections 

1859.74, 1859.74.1, 1859.74.5, 1859.75, 1859.75.1 and 1859.81.1. If the 

district is submitting a funding request for new construction under the 

Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values.

A project that received site acquisition funds under the Lease-Purchase 

Program (LPP) as a priority two project is not eligible for site acquisition funds 

under the SFP. A district-owned site acquired with LPP, SFP or Proposition 1A 

funds is not eligible for funding under Regulation Section 1859.74.5.

Enter 50 percent of the amount allowable for hazardous materials/waste re-

moval and/or remediation for the site acquired pursuant to Sections 1859.74.2, 

1859.74.3, 1859.74.4, 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1. If an RA is required, check the box.

Enter 50 percent of eligible service-site development, off -site development 

including pedestrian safety paths and utilities costs allowed pursuant to 

Section 1859.76. If the district is submitting a funding request for new con-

struction under the Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values. 

Attach cost estimates of the proposed site development work which shall be 

supported and justifi ed in the P&S. All cost estimates shall refl ect 100 percent 

of the proposed work.

Check the box if the district is requesting an Additional Grant for General Site 

Development pursuant to Section 1859.76

If the district is requesting replacement facilities on the same site, enter the 

square footage requested as provided in Section 1859.82(a) or (b).

a.

b.

c.

d.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

e.

f.

g.

Enter the square feet of eligible replacement area as provided by Sec-

tion 1859.73.2.

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to 

Section 1859.71.3, enter the percentage of energy effi  ciency that exceeds Title 24 

requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.71.3(a)(3).

Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifi es for additional 

funding for fi re code requirements authorized in Section 1859.71.2.

. Modernization Additional Grant Request

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance allowance pursuant 

to Section 1859.78.2. If the district has not submitted a request for new con-

struction baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current 

Form SAB 50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.5, enter the percentage of energy effi  ciently that exceeds Title 

24 requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.78.5(a)(3).

Check the box if the district requests an additional grant for site development 

utility cost necessary for the modernization of 50 years or older permanent 

building(s). Enter 60 percent of the eligible costs allowable pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.78.7(a).

Check the box if the district is requesting a Separate Apportionment for 

Reconfi guration pursuant to Section 1859.78.9. Enter the full value of the 

Reconfi guration request, not to exceed an aggregate of 500,000 for all high 

school entities created.

Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifi es for additional 

funding for fi re code requirements authorized in Section 1859.78.4.

. Excessive Cost Hardship Request

Check the appropriate box to request an augmentation to the New Construction, Mod-

ernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabilitation Grants for an excessive cost 

hardship for the items listed. Refer to Section 1859.83 for eligibility criteria. Requests for 

excessive cost grants for accessibility requirements are allowed only if required by the 

Division of the State Architect (DSA). At the district’s option, the district may request 

three percent of the modernization base grant or enter 60 percent of the amount cal-

culated pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.83(f). Attach a copy of the DSA approved 

list that shows the minimum work necessary for accessibility requirements.

If the request is for the excessive cost grant for a new Alternative Education school 

pursuant to Section 1859.83(c)(2) and the district wishes to request less than the 

maximum allowance, please submit a letter along with application indicating the 

desired amount.

If the request is for rehabilitation mitigation, report 80 percent or 60 percent (as 

appropriate) of health/safety rehabilitation mitigation cost for a modernization 

project as authorized by Section 1859.83(e).

. Project Priority Funding Order

Enter the priority order of this project in relation to other new construction appli-

cations submitted by the district on the same date. If applications are not received 

on the same date, the OPSC will assign a higher district priority to the applica-

tion received fi rst. Check the box(es) if the project meets the criteria outlined in 

Section 1859.92(c)(3),(4) and (6), as appropriate. This information is needed for 

purposes of priority points.

h.

i.

j.

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.
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. Prior Approval Under the LPP

If the project the district is requesting SFP grants for received a Phase P, S, or C 

approval under the LPP, report the application number of that project, regardless 

if the project actually received funding or was included on an “unfunded” list. 

Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the application by 

the OPSC.

. Prior Apportionment Under the SFP

If the project received a separate apportionment under the SFP for either site 

and/or design, or site environmental hardship, enter the application number of 

the project. Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the 

application by the OPSC.

. Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportionment

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportion-

ment, enter the application number of the Preliminary Apportionment. Failure to 

report this information may delay the processing of the application by the OPSC.

. Alternative Developer Fee

The district must report certain alternative fees collected pursuant to Government 

Code Section 65995.7, as of the date of application submittal to the OPSC. Refer 

to Section 1859.77 for details. Districts are advised that the OPSC may perform an 

audit of the developer fees collected prior to application approval by the Board.

13. Adjustment to New Construction Baseline Eligibility

Pursuant to Section 1859.51 certain adjustments to the district’s new construction 

baseline eligibility must be made each time a district submits Form SAB 50-04, to 

the OPSC for SFP new construction or modernization grants. These adjustments 

are made by the OPSC based on information reported by the district on this form.

Report all additional classroom(s) provided after the district submitted its 

request for determination of its new construction baseline eligibility for the 

grades shown, or indicate N/A if there are none. Refer to Section 1859.51(i).

If the eligibility for this project was determined on a high school attendance 

area (HSAA) or Super HSAA pursuant to Section 1859.41, enter the number of 

pupils by grade level type that were included in the latest report by the CDE 

pursuant to Education Code Section 42268 that received operational grants in 

that HSAA or Super HSAA.

. Pending Reorganization Election

Complete only for new construction projects. Indicate if there is a pending reorga-

nization election that will result in a loss of eligibility for this project. If the answer 

is “yes”, the district must complete Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form 

SAB 50-03, to adjust the district’s new construction baseline eligibility as a result of 

the reorganization and submit them with this form.

a.

b.

. Joint-Use Facility/Leased Property

Check the box if:

The facilities to be constructed/modernized as part of this project will be for 

joint use by other governmental agencies.

The new construction or modernization grants will be used for facilities 

located or to be located on leased property.

. Project Progress Dates

Complete this section for new construction/modernization projects:

Enter the date the initial construction contract was signed for this project. If a 

construction contract has not been executed, enter N/A.

Enter the issue date for the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the 

project, or enter N/A if a Notice to Proceed has not been issued.

. Labor Compliance Program

Indicate whether the district is subject to a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to Labor Code 

Section 1771.7 by checking the appropriate box.

. Construction Delivery Method

Check the box that best represents the construction delivery method that the 

district has or will use for this project, if known.

. Architect of Record or Licensed Architect Certifi cation

The architect of record or the licensed architect must complete this section.

. Architect of Record or Design Professional Certifi cation

The architect of record or the appropriate design professional must complete this 

section.

. Certifi cation

The district representative must complete this section. For additional information 

regarding district certifi cations, refer to the SFP handbook located on the OPSC 

web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

a.

b.

a.

b.
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The school district named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Offi  ce of Public School Construction for a grant under the provisions of 

Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, et seq., of the Education Code and the Regulations thereto.

SCHOOL DISTRICT APPLICATION NUMBER

SCHOOL NAME PROJECT TRACKING NUMBER

COUNTY DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE’S E-MAIL ADDRESS HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA (HSAA) OR SUPER HSAA (IF APPLICABLE)

. Type of Application—Check Only One

 New Construction

 New Construction (Final Apportionment)

 New Construction (Final Charter School Apportionment)

 New Construction (Small High School Program)

 Rehabilitation (Final Charter School Apportionment)

 Modernization

 Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

Separate Apportionment

 Site Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Site Only (District owned)—New Construction [Section 1859.81.2]

 Site Only—Environmental Hardship [Section 1859.75.1]

 Design Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Design Only—Modernization

 Design Only—Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(a)]

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(b)]

 Rehabilitation [Section 1859.83(e)]

 Advance Funding for Evaluation and RA

. Type of Project

a.  Elementary School Total Pupils Assigned:

 Middle School K–6:  _________________

 High School 7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b.  50 Years or Older Building Funding (Modernization Only)

Total Eligible Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________

Classroom/Square Footage at Least 50 Years Old:  _________________

Ratio of 50 Years Old Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________ %

From 2a above, how many are 50 Year or Older Pupil Grants?

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

c. Included in 2a above, how many pupils are generated by the 

Alternative Enrollment Projection? (New Construction Only)

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

d. Is this a 6–8 school?  Yes  No

If you answered yes, how many K–6 pupils reported 

above are sixth graders?  _________________

Is this an Alternative Education School?  Yes  No

e. Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2?  Yes  No

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3?  Yes  No

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

f.  Facility Hardship (no pupils assigned)

g. Charter School Facility Program Rehabilitation Request:

Toilets (sq. ft.)  _________________

Other (sq. ft.)  _________________

. Number of Classrooms:  _________________

Master Plan Acreage Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Recommended Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Existing Acres (Useable):  _________________

Proposed Acres (Useable):  _________________

.  Financial Hardship Request—Must Have Pre-Approval by OPSC

. New Construction Additional Grant Request—New Construction Only

a. Therapy: Toilets (sq. ft.)  _________________

Other (sq. ft.)  _________________

b. Multilevel Construction (CRS):  _________________

c.  Project Assistance

d. Site Acquisition:

 Leased Site

 Additional Acreage to Existing Site

 Addition to Existing Site

(1) 50 percent Actual Cost: $ _________________  

(2) 50 percent Appraised Value: $ _________________

(3) 50 percent Relocation Cost: $ _________________

(4) 2 percent (min. $25,000): $ _________________

(5) 50 percent DTSC Fee: $ _________________

e. 50 percent hazardous waste removal: $ _________________

 Response Action (RA)

f. Site Development

 50 percent Service-Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Off -Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Utilities: $ _________________

 General Site
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g. Facility Hardship Section 1859.82(a) or (b)

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

h. Replacement area

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

i.  Energy Effi  ciency:  _________________ %

j.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System

 Automatic Sprinkler System

 . Modernization Additional Grant Request—Modernization Only

a.  Project Assistance

b.  Energy Effi  ciency:  _________________ %

c.  Site Development—60 percent utilities: $ _________________

d.  Separate Apportionment for Reconfi guration

(for Small High School Program only): $ _________________

e.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System

. Excessive Cost Hardship Request

New Construction Only

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(1)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(2)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(3)]

 Small Size Project

  Urban/Security/Impacted Site;

If a new site, $ ________________ per Useable Acre [Section 1859.83(d)(2)(C)]

Modernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabilitation Only

 Rehabilitation/Mitigation [Section 1859.83(e)]: $ _________________

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 Accessibility/Fire Code

 3 percent of base grant; or,

 60 percent of minimum work $ _________________

 Number of 2-Stop Elevators:  _________________

 Number of Additional Stops:  _________________

 Small Size Project

 Urban/Security/Impacted site

. Project Priority Funding Order—New Construction Only

Priority order of this application in relation to other new construction applications 

submitted by the district at the same time: # _________________

Project meets:

 Density requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(3).

 Stock plans requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(4).

 Energy effi  ciency requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(6).

. Prior Approval Under the LPP

New Construction: 22/ _________________

Modernization: 77/ _________________

. Prior Apportionment Under the SFP

Site/Design—New Construction: 50/ _________________

Design—Modernization: 57/ _________________

. Preliminary Apportionment to Final Apportionment

Preliminary Apportionment Application Number: # _________________

. Alternative Developer Fee—New Construction Only

Alternative developer fee collected and reportable pursuant to 

Regulation Section 1859.77: $ _________________

. Adjustment to New Construction Baseline Eligibility

a. Additional Classroom(s) provided: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b. Operational Grant (HSAA) only: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

. Pending Reorganization Election—New Construction Only  Yes  No

. Joint-Use Facility/Leased Property

a.  Joint-Use Facility

b.  Leased Property

. Project Progress Dates

a. Construction Contract signed on:  _________________

b. Notice to Proceed issued on:  _________________

. Labor Compliance Program

Will you be required to initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program 

pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7 for this project?  Yes  No

. Construction Delivery Method

 Design-Bid-Build

 Design-Build

 Developer Built

 Lease Lease-Back

 Energy Performance Contract

 Other: _____________________________________________________
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. Architect of Record or Licensed Architect Certifi cation

I certify as the architect of record for the project or as a licensed architect that:

The P&S for this project were submitted to the OPSC by electronic medium (i.e., 

CD-ROM, zip disk or diskette) or as an alternative, if the request is for a modern-

ization Grant, the P&S were submitted in hard copy to the OPSC.

Any portion of the P&S requiring review and approval by the Division of the State 

Architect (DSA) were approved by the DSA on ____________________________ 

(enter DSA approval date).

Any portion of the P&S not requiring review and approval by the DSA meets 

the requirements of the California Code of Regulations, Title 24, including any 

handicapped access and fi re code requirements.

If the request is for a Modernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabili-

ation Grant, the P&S include the demolition of more classrooms than those to 

be constructed in the project, the diff erence is ________ classroom(s). (Indicate 

N/A if there are none.)

If the request is for a Modernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabili-

ation Grant, the P&S include the construction of more classrooms than those to 

be demolished in the project, the diff erence is ________ classroom(s). (Indicate 

N/A if there are none.)

ARCHITECT OF RECORD OR LICENSED ARCHITECT (PRINT NAME)

SIGNATURE DATE

. Architect of Record or Design Professional Certifi cation

I certify as the architect of record for the project or the appropriate design profes-

sional, that:

If the request is for a New Construction Grant, I have developed a cost estimate 

of the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of 

the work in the P&S including deferred items (if any) relating to the proposed 

project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided by the State 

and the district’s matching share, less site acquisition costs. This cost estimate 

does not include site acquisition, planning, tests, inspection, or furniture and 

equipment and is available at the district for review by the OPSC.

If the request is for a Modernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabili-

ation Grant, I have developed a cost estimate of the proposed project which 

indicates that the estimated construction cost of the work in the P&S, including 

deferred items and interim housing (if any) relating to the proposed project, is at 

least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided by the State and the district’s 

matching share. This cost estimate does not include planning, tests, inspection or 

furniture and equipment and is available at the district for review by the OPSC.

ARCHITECT OF RECORD OR DESIGN PROFESSIONAL (PRINT NAME)

SIGNATURE DATE

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

. Certifi cation

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form, 

with the exception of items 19 and 20, is true and correct and that:

I am an authorized representative of the district as authorized by the governing 

board of the district; and,

A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, 

et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the school district’s govern-

ing board or the designee of the Superintendent of Public Instruction on, 

__________________________; and,

The district has established a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for exclusive 

purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings and 

has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with and 

is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Section 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); and,

Pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.755, the district has made a priority of 

the funds in the restricted maintenance account, established pursuant to Educa-

tion Code Section 17070.75, to ensure that facilities are functional and meet local 

hygiene standards; and,

The district has considered the feasibility of the joint use of land and facilities 

with other governmental agencies in order to minimize school facility costs; and,

The district will comply with all laws pertaining to the construction or modern-

ization of its school buildings; and

 If this funding request is for the modernization of portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment pursuant to Education Code Section 17073.15, 

the district certifi es that (check the applicable box below):

 1. The state modernization funds will be used to replace the portable 

classrooms and permanently remove the displaced portables from the 

classroom use within six months of the fi ling of the Notice of Completion 

for the project; or,

 2. It has provided documentation to the Offi  ce of Public School Construc-

tion which indicates that modernizing the portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment is better use of public resources than the 

replacement of these facilities.

Facilities to be modernized have not been previously modernized with Lease-Pur-

chase Program, Proposition 1A Funds or School Facility Program state funds; and,

Facilities to be rehabilitated under the Charter School Facility Program previ-

ously funded with School Facility Program State funds meet the requirements of 

Section 1859.163.6; and,

All contracts entered on or after November 4, 1998 for the service of any 

architect structural engineer or other design professional for any work under the 

project have been obtained pursuant to a competitive process that is consistent 

with the requirements of Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 4525) of Divi-

sion 5, of Title 1, of the Government Code; and,

If this request is for new construction funding, the district has received approval 

of the site and the plans from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

If this request is for modernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabilitation 

funding, the district has received approval of the plans for the project from the CDE. 

Plan approval is not required if request is for separate design apportionment; and,

The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws 

governing the use of force account labor; and,

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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SIGNATURE OF DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE DATE

This district has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 regarding at 

least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business enterprises; and,

The district matching funds required pursuant to Sections 1859.77.1 or 1859.79 has 

either been expended by the district, deposited in the County School Facility Fund or 

will be expended by the district prior to the notice of completion for the project; and,

The district has received the necessary approval of the plans and specifi cations 

from the Division of the State Architect unless the request is for a separate site 

and/or design apportionment; and,

If the district is requesting site acquisition funds as part of this application, the 

district has complied with Sections 1859.74 through 1859.75.1 as appropriate; and,

With the exception of an apportionment made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 18 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105); and,

If the apportionment for this project was made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 12 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105.1); and,

The district understands that funds not released within 18 months of apportion-

ment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied (refer to Sec-

tion 1859.90); and,

The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief; and,

All school facilities purchased or newly constructed under the project for use 

by pupils who are individuals with exceptional needs, as defi ned in Education 

Code Section 56026, shall be designed and located on the school site so as to 

maximize interaction between those individuals with exceptional needs and 

other pupils as appropriate to the needs of both; and,

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In 

the event a confl ict should exist, the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

The district understands that some or all of the State funding for the project 

must be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Sections 

1859.105, 1859.105.1, 1859.106; and,

The district has complied with the provisions of Sections 1859.76 and 1859.79.2 

and that the portion of the project funded by the State does not contain work 

specifi cally prohibited in those Sections; and,

If the SFP grants will be used for the construction or modernization of school 

facilities on leased land, the district has entered into a lease agreement for the 

leased property that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and,

If the application contains a “Use of New Construction Grant” request, the district 

has adopted a school board resolution and housing plan at a public hearing at a 

regularly scheduled meeting of the governing board on __________________ 

as specifi ed in Sections 1859.77.2, or 1859.77.3, as appropriate. The district’s ap-

proved housing plan is as indicated (check all that apply):

 1. The district will construct or acquire facilities for housing the pupils with 

funding not otherwise available to the SFP as a district match within 

fi ve years of project approval by the SAB and the district must identify 

the source of the funds. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and (b) and 

1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

 2. The district will utilize higher district loading standards providing the 

loading standards are within the approved district’s teacher contract and 

do not exceed 33:1 per classroom. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and 

(b) and 1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

 3. The pupils requested from a diff erent grade level will be housed in class-

rooms at an existing school in the district which will have its grade level 

changed, to the grade level requested, at the completion of the proposed 

SFP project. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(b) and 1859.77.3(b)]

If the district requested additional funding for fi re code requirements pursuant 

to Sections 1859.71.2 or 1859.78.4, the district will include the automatic fi re 

detection/alarm system and/or automatic sprinkler system in the project prior to 

completion of the project; and

If this request is for a Large New Construction Project or a Large Modernization 

Project, the district has consulted with the career technical advisory committee 

established pursuant to Education Code Section 8070 and it has considered 

the need for vocational and career technical facilities to adequately meet its 

program needs in accordance with Education Code Sections 51224, 51225.3(b) 

and 51226.1; and

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant 

to Sections 1859.71.3 or 1859.78.5, the increased costs for the energy effi  ciency 

components in the project exceeds the amount of funding otherwise available 

to the district; and

If this application is submitted after January 1, 2004 for modernization funding, 

the district has considered the potential for the presence of lead-containing 

materials in the modernization project and will follow all relevant federal, state, 

and local standards for the management of any identifi ed lead; and

The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor 

Code Section 1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the 

Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the project is issued on or after 

April 1, 2003; and,

Beginning with the 2005/2006 fi scal year, the district has complied with Educa-

tion Code Section 17070.75(e) by establishing a facilities inspection system to 

ensure that each of its schools is maintained in good repair; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifi es 

that is has an academic reform strategy scored by the CDE, and is available at the 

district offi  ce for OPSC verifi cation; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifi es 

the enrollment at the Small High School will not exceed 500 pupils for a mini-

mum of two complete school years after the Occupancy of the last Small High 

School funded, as outlined in Section 1859.104(e)(2); and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9, the district certifi es 

the enrollment at the resulting Small High Schools will not exceed 500 pupils for 

a minimum of two complete school years after the Occupany of the Small High 

Schools; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9 or Section 1859.93.2, 

the district certifi es that is will meet all reporting requirements as specifi ed in 

Section 1859.104(e)(1) and/or (2).

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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GENERAL INFORMATION
(Refer to Title , California Code of Regulations, Sections . and .)

After a School Facility Program (SFP) grant has been funded by the Board, the Offi  ce of 

Public School Construction (OPSC) will release the apportioned funds with the exception 

of design funds, to the appropriate county treasury once the district has completed and 

submitted this form to the OPSC. Design funds will automatically be released to the district 

within 30 days of the apportionment, with the exception of Preliminary Apportionments.

The following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Signature page of the contract(s) that meets the requirement for a fund release 

(Part IV and/or VI).

Notice(s) to Proceed.

For projects that require a Labor Compliance Program:

All school district and/or third party provider Department of Industrial Relations 

approval letters (initial, extension(s) and/or fi nal).

Third party contract(s).

For new construction projects that complete Part IV attach:

Accepted bid documents including additive/deductive alternates.

For the purposes of completing this form to obtain a fund release for a Final Charter 

School Apportionment, a charter school shall be treated as a school district.

When determining if the district has entered into binding construction contract(s) for 

50 percent of the construction included in the plans, please refer to the list below for 

an example of eligible construction costs;

a. Utility Services costs pursuant to Sections 1859.76(c) and 1859.78.7.

b. Off -Site Development costs pursuant to Section 1859.76(b)

c. Service Site Development costs pursuant to Section 1859.76(a).

d. General Site Development costs.

e. Building Construction costs.

f. Modernization costs (may include)

. Any new building area included in a modernization project which replaces “like 

kind” area.

. New site development costs for replacement, repair or additions to existing site 

development work.

. Removal of hazardous waste the Department of Toxic Substances Control has 

declared unsafe which does not exceed ten percent of the total modernization 

project cost.

g. Construction Managemnet (CM) Fees – if CM is “at-risk.

h. Demolition Costs – Eligible if the costs are attributable to replacement of “like kind” 

building area for modernization projects pursuant to Section 1859.79.2(a), no cost 

limitations for new construction projects.

i. Force Account Labor costs – Eligible if they comply with the Public Contract Code 

and are specifi c to the project.

j. Interim Housing costs – Eligible for modernization projects. Costs may also be 

eligible for new construction projects that are additions to an existing site where 

classrooms temporarily are inaccessible or unsafe to house students.

k. Unconventional Energy costs.

l. Construction Testing costs.

m. Inspection costs.

n. Furniture and Equipment costs – Eligible when included in a construction contract 

(such as built-in equipment for central kitchen, etc.)

o. Construction Supervision/Security costs.

p. Energy Conservation costs.

1.

2.

3.

•

•

4.

•

 SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS
Part I. Preliminary Apportionment—Design Only

Check the boxes if the district has current fi nancial hardship status pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.81 and is requesting release of Preliminary Apportionment funds for design, 

engineering, and other preconstruction project costs. Attach to this form the California 

Department of Education (CDE) Letter pursuant to Section 1859.149(a)(2).

Part II. Preliminary Charter School Apportionment

Check the boxes if the charter school is requesting a release of a Preliminary Charter 

School Apportionment for design and/or separate site apportionment pursuant to 

Section 1859.164.2. Attach to this form the Charter School Agreements.

Part III. Separate Site Apportionment

Check the box, for release of a separate site apportionment provided pursuant to 

Sections 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1 or for release of Preliminary Apportionment site only 

acquisition pursuant to 1859.153(b) or (c).

Part IV. New Construction/Modernization/Charter School Rehabilitation

Check the box(es) for release of new construction, modernization or rehabilitation 

funds and enter the following:

Enter the percent of the construction the district has under binding contract(s).

Earliest Iissue date of the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the 

project; and,

c. The name of the initial contractor; 

dc.  Signature date of the initial construction contract entered into by the district for 

this project.

For Final Charter School Apportionment attach to this form the Charter School Agree-

ments if not previously submitted or if since revised.

Part V. New Construction—Site Acquisition Only

Check the boxes if the district is requesting a separate release of site acquisition funds 

as part of a new construction project.

Part VI. Joint-Use Projects

Check the boxes if the district is requesting release of joint-use project funds and enter:

a. Earliest issue date of the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the project; and,

b. The name of the initial contractor; and,

c. Signature date of the initial construction contract entered into by the district for 

this project.

When the joint-use partners’ fi nancial contribution is provided by the district through 

local bond proceeds, please submit a copy of the voter approved bond language.

Part VII. Identify District and Joint-Use Partners’ Funding Sources

Check the appropriate box(es) that identify the district funding sources that have or 

will be used for the district’s share of the project.

Part VIII. Identify District’s Construction Delivery Method

Check the appropriate box that identifi es the construction delivery method that the 

district utilized for this project.

a.

b.
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SCHOOL DISTRICT APPLICATION NUMBER

SCHOOL NAME FIVE-DIGIT DISTRICT CODE NUMBER (SEE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC SCHOOL DIRECTORY)

COUNTY HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA (HSAA) (IF APPLICABLE)

Part I. Preliminary Apportionment—Design Only
 The district certifi es it has complied with Section 1859.149(a).

 The district certifi es that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the district for the project

• will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

 The district certifi es that it currently has Financial Hardship status under the 

provisions of Section 1859.81.

Part II. Preliminary Charter School Apportionment

A. Design Only

Pursuant to Section 1859.164.2(a), must be able to check all boxes:

 The Charter School certifi es that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the Charter School for the project

• will be expended by the Charter School prior to the Notice of Completion for 

the project

 The Charter School certifi es it has current fi nancial soundness status from the 

California School Finance Authority.

 The Charter School certifi es it has entered into the Charter School Agreements 

pursuant to Section 1859.164.2.

 B. Separate Site Apportionment

Pursuant to Section 1859.164.2(b), must be able to check all boxes:

 Release site acquisition funds. The Charter School certifi es the funds are needed to 

place on deposit in order to secure the site acquisition.

 The Charter School certifi es that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the Charter School for the project

• will be expended by the Charter School prior to the Notice of Completion for 

the project

 The Charter School certifi es it has current fi nancial soundness status from the 

California School Finance Authority.

 The Charter School certifi es it has entered into the Charter School Agreements 

pursuant to Section 1859.164.2.

Part III. Separate Site Apportionment
 RA on additions to existing school sites pursuant to Section 1859.74.4.

Pursuant to Sections 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1, district must be able to check both boxes:

 Release site acquisition funds. The district certifi es the funds are needed to place 

on deposit in order to secure the site acquisition.

 The district certifi es that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the district for the project

• will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

Part IV. New Construction/Modernization/Charter School Rehabilitation
District/Charter School must be able to check all both boxes:

 The district certifi es that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the district for the project

• will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

 The district certifi es it has entered into a binding contract(s) for _____ percent of 

the construction (must be at least 50 percent of the construction included in the 

plans and specifi cations applicable to the state funded project), and has issued 

the Notice to Proceed on ______________________________ for that contract 

signed on _________________________________.

 The district certifi es that the earliest issue date of the Notice to Proceed for the 

construction phase is __________________________________________ for 

the ______________________________________________ contract signed 

on ________________________________________.

 The Charter School must also be able to check the following box:.

 The Charter School certifi es it has entered into the Charter School Agreements 

pursuant to Section 1859.164.2.

The amount of State funds released for new construction shall be 100 percent of the 

total SFP New Construction Adjusted Grant, less any site acquisition funds previously 

released in Part III.

The amount of State funds released for modernization shall be 100 percent of the SFP 

Modernization Adjusted Grant.
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Part V. New Construction—Site Acquisition Only
District must be able to check both boxes:

 The district certifi es it has entered escrow for the site (attach copy of escrow 

instructions).

 The district certifi es that its applicable matching share has either:

• been deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has already been expended by the district for the project

• will be expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion for the project

The amount of State funds released shall be equal to the additional grant provided for 

site acquisition.

Part VI. Joint-Use Projects
 The district certifi es that the Joint-Use Partners' fi nancial contribution has either:

• been received and deposited in the County School Facility Fund

• has been received and expended by the district

• will be received and expended by the district prior to the Notice of Completion 

for the project

has been provided by the district through a local bond approved specifi cally for 

this purpose.

 The district certifi es it has entered into a binding contract(s) for _____ percent of 

the construction (must be at least 50 percent of the construction included in the 

plans and specifi cations applicable to the state funded project), and has issued 

the Notice to Proceed on ______________________________ for that contract 

signed on _________________________________.

 The district certifi es that the earliest issue date of the Notice to Proceed for the 

construction phase is __________________________________________ for 

the ______________________________________________ contract signed 

on ________________________________________.

The amount of State funds released for new construction shall be 100 percent of the 

Joint-Use Grant.

•

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form is true and correct and that:

I am an authorized representative of the district as authorized by the governing board of the district; and

 The site where buildings will be modernized or rehabilitated must comply with Education Code Sections 17212, 17212.5, and 17213; and,

The grant amount provided by the State, combined with local matching funds or the Joint-Use Partner's fi nancial contribution, are suffi  cient to complete the school construc-

tion project, unless the request is for a separate site and/or design apportionment; and,

The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws governing the use of force account labor; and,

This project for which the grant amount is provided complies with Education Code Sections 17070.50 and 17072.30; and,

The district shall certify at the time of a fund release for the project that it complies with Section 1859.90.1.

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the Offi  ce of Public School Construction (OPSC). In the event a confl ict should exist, then the language in the 

OPSC form will prevail; and,

If required by Labor Code Section 1771.7, the district has initiated and will enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations.

SIGNATURE OF DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE DATE

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Part VII. Identify District and Joint-Use Partners' Funding Sources
 Available bond funds such as general obligation, or Mello-Roos.

 Available developer fees, proceeds from the sale of surplus property, or federal grants.

  Other funds available (identify)

 Funds already expended by the district for the project.

 Funds already expended by the Joint-Use Partners for the project.

 Future revenue sources to be used for the project (identify)

Part VIII. Identify District's Construction Delivery Method
 Design-Bid-Build

 Design-Build

 Developer Built

 Lease Lease-Back

 Energy Performance Contract

 This project includes or will include piggyback contract(s), as defi ned in Section 1859.2

 Other:  _________________________________________________________
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GENERAL INFORMATION
This form is used by a district to request State funding for a joint-use project under 

the provisions of Education Code Sections 17077.40, 17077.42 and 17077.45. 

Requests for funding may be made as follows:

1. A Type I Joint-Use Project pursuant to Section 1859.122. The following 

documents must be submitted with this form in order for the Offi  ce of Public 

School Construction (OPSC) to accept the application for processing:

• Joint-use agreement, that complies with the requirements of Education Code 

Section 17077.42.

• Plans and Specifi cations (P&S) for the joint-use project approved by the 

Division of the State Architect (DSA). Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or 

“Zip Drive” readable in AutoCAD 14. The specifi cations may be provided on a 

diskette that is IBM compatible.

• Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development 

funding.

• Plan approval letter for the joint-use project from the California Department of 

Education (CDE).

• A cost estimate to construct the joint-use project, if the district is requesting 

Extra Cost funding pursuant to Section 1859.125.1.

2. A Type II Joint-Use Project pursuant to Section 1859.122.1 or 1859.122.2. The 

following documents must be submitted with this form in order for the OPSC to 

accept the application for processing:

• Joint-use Agreement, that complies with the requirements of Education Code 

Section 17077.42.

• P&S for the joint-use project approved by the DSA if the joint-use project will 

be part of a qualifying School Facility Program (SFP) Modernization project, 

or preliminary plans if the joint-use project will not be part of a qualifying SFP 

Modernization project. Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or “Zip Drive” 

readable in AutoCAD 14. The specifi cations may be provided on a diskette that 

is IBM compatible.

• Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development funding.

• Plan approval letter from the CDE.

SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS
The district must assign a Project Tracking Number (PTN) to this project. The same 

PTN is used by the OPSC, the DSA and the CDE for all project applications submitted 

to those agencies which assists those agencies to track a particular project through 

the entire state application review process. If the district has already assigned a 

PTN to this project by prior submittal of the P&S to either the DSA or the CDE for 

approval, use that PTN for this application submittal. If no PTN has been previously 

assigned for this project, a PTN may be obtained from the OPSC Web site at 

www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov “P.T. Number Generator.”

1. Type of Application

Check the box that indicates the type of joint-use project funding requested. 

Refer to Sections 1859.122, 1859.122.1 and 1859.122.2 for eligibility criteria.

2. Pupils Served

Check the box that indicates the highest pupil grade level that is or will be 

served by the joint-use project. If the joint-use project will serve more than one 

school site, the CDE shall determine the highest pupil grade level to be served 

by the joint-use project.

3. Qualifying SFP Project Application Number

If the request is for a Type I or II Joint-Use Project which will be part of a qualifying 

SFP project, indicate the SFP application number or the project tracking number 

of the qualifying SFP project. Refer to Section 1859.123 and/or 1859.123.1.

4. Joint-Use Facility Square Footage

Enter the square footage of the non-toilet area, toilet area and total area of the 

joint-use facility.

5. Eligible Square Footage

Enter the eligible square footage of the joint-use project as determined by 

Section 1859.124.

6. Type I Joint-Use Project Extra Cost

If the request is for Extra Cost for a Type I Joint-Use Project, report: 50 percent of 

the estimated cost to construct the square footage in the joint-use project.

7. Site Development Cost

Enter 50 percent of service site development and utilities that meet the 

requirements of Sections 1859.125(a)(3) or 1859.125.1(a)(1)(B).

8. Project Assistance

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance pursuant to Section 

1859.73.1. This project assistance is available only for Type II Joint-Use Projects, 

not part of a qualifying SFP Modernization project.

9. Excessive Cost Hardship

Check the box(es) if the district qualifi es and is requesting Excessive Cost 

Hardship funding for:

(a) Geographic Percent Factor. Enter the percentage factor shown in the Geographic 

Percentage Chart for the location of the project. Refer to Section 1859.83(a).

(b) Small Size Project. If the request is for a Type I or II Joint-Use Project, which 

will be part of a qualifying SFP project, check the box and enter the pupils 

assigned to the qualifying SFP project pursuant to Section 1859.123 and/or 

1859.123.1. If request is for Type II Joint-Use Project, and will not be part of a 

qualifying SFP Modernization project, just check the box.

DRAFT
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(c) Urban location, enter the:

• Existing Useable Acres, if the qualifying SFP New Construction project 

pursuant to Section 1859.123 is an addition to an existing school.

• The proposed Useable Acres that was/will be purchased as part of the 

qualifying SFP New Construction project pursuant to Section 1859.123.

• Master plan acreage size as recommended by the CDE.

10. District Project Priority

Enter the funding priority order of this application in relation to other district 

joint-use projects submitted to the OPSC on the same date. If the applications 

are not received on the same date, the OPSC will assign a higher district funding 

priority to that district application received fi rst.

11. Project Progress Dates

Enter the following project progress dates:

(a) Date the initial construction contract was signed for this project. If a 

construction contract has not been executed, enter N/A.

(b) Issue date of the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the project, 

or enter N/A if a Notice to Proceed has not been issued.

12. Labor Compliance Program

Indicate whether the district is subject to a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Labor Relations, pursuant to 

Labor Code Section 1771.7 by checking the appropriate box.

13. Matching Share

Indicate the percentage each party will contribute towards the matching share.

(a) Indicate the percentage of matching share contribution the joint-use 

partner(s) will provide.

(b) Indicate the percentage of matching share contribution the district will 

provide. If the district will provide more than 25 percent of the matching 

share, then the district must provide a copy of the bond which specifi es that 

the monies from the bond are to be used to fund the joint-use project.

14. Certifi cation

The district representative must complete this section.

DRAFT
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The school district named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Offi  ce of Public School Construction for a Joint-Use Project Grant(s) under the 

provisions of Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, Article 10.6, commencing with Section 17077.40, et seq., of the Education Code and the Regulations thereto.

SCHOOL DISTRICT APPLICATION NUMBER

SCHOOL NAME PROJECT TRACKING NUMBER

COUNTY

1. Type of Application—Check Only One

 Type I Joint-Use Project

 Type II Joint-Use Project—reconfi gure existing school buildings

 Type II Joint-Use Project—construct new school buildings

2. Pupils Served—Check Only One

 Elementary School

 Middle School

 High School

3. Qualifying SFP Project Application Number

Application Number: # _________________

Project Tracking Number: # _________________

4. Joint-Use Facility Square Footage

Non-Toilet Facilities (sq. ft.):  _________________

Toilet Facilities (sq. ft.):  _________________

Total Joint-Use Facilities (sq. ft.):  _________________

5. Eligible Square Footage  _________________

6. Type I Joint-Use Project Extra Cost

Fifty percent of Construction Cost: $ _________________

7. Site Development Cost

Fifty percent of Service Site: $ _________________

Fifty percent of Utilities: $ _________________

8. Project Assistance

 Type II Joint-Use Project only—not part of a qualifying SFP Modernization project

9. Excessive Cost Hardship

a.  Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

b.  Small Size Project (Pupils):  _________________

c.  Urban

• Existing Acres (Useable):  _________________

• Proposed Acres (Useable):  _________________

• CDE Master Plan:  _________________

10. District Project Priority

Priority order of this joint-use project application in relation to  

other joint-use project applications submitted by the district 

at the same time. # _________________

11. Project Progress Dates

a. Construction Contract signed on:  _________________

b. Notice to Proceed issued on:  _________________

12. Labor Compliance Program

Will you be required to initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program 

pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7 for this project?  Yes  No

13. Matching Share

a. Joint-use partner(s) contribution:  _________________ %

b. District contribution:  _________________ %DRAFT
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14. CERTIFICATION

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form 

is true and correct and that I am the authorized representative of the district as 

authorized by the Governing Board of the District; and,

• A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, Article 10.6, commencing with Section 

17077.40, et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the School District’s 

Governing Board on ____________________________________; and,

• The district has established a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for exclusive 

purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings and 

has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with and 

is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Sections 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (Refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); and,

• The district will comply with all laws pertaining to the construction of its school 

building; and,

• All contracts entered into for the service of any architect structural engineer or 

other design professional for any work under the project have been obtained 

pursuant to a competitive process that is consistent with the requirements 

of Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 4525) of Division 5, of Title 1, of the 

Government Code; and,

• If the request is for a Type I or II Joint-Use Project, which is part of a qualifying SFP 

project, the district has received approval of the plans from the CDE and approval 

of the P&S from the DSA; and,

• If this request is for a Type II Joint-Use Project, and is not part of a qualifying SFP 

Modernization project, the district has completed the preliminary plans for the 

project and has received preliminary approval of the plans from the CDE; and,

• The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws 

governing the use of force account labor; and,

• This district has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 regarding at 

least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business enterprises; and,

• The joint-use partners’ fi nancial contribution for the project required pursuant 

to Section 1859.127 has either been received and expended by the district, 

deposited in the County School Facility Fund or will be received and expended by 

the district prior to the notice of completion for the project; and,

• The district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing the 

pupil capacity of its facilities within 18 months of receipt of any funding shall be 

cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to Section 1859.105); and,

• If the request is for a Type I or II Joint-Use Project, which is part of a qualifying SFP 

Modernization project, the district understands that funds not released within 18 

months of apportionment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied 

(refer to Section 1859.90); and,

• If the request is for a Type II Joint-Use Project, and is not part of a qualifying SFP 

Modernization project, the district understands that funds not released within 

18 months from the date the DSA approved P&S are submitted to the OPSC, the 

apportionment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied (refer to 

Section 1859.90); and,

• The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief; and,

• This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In the 

event a confl ict should exist, the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

• The district understands that some or all of the State funding for the project must 

be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Sections 1859.105 and 

1859.106; and,

• The district has complied with the provisions of Section 1859.76 and that the 

portion of the project funded by the State does not contain work specifi cally 

prohibited in that Section; and,

• If the joint-use project grant will be used for the construction of school facilities on 

leased land, the district has entered into a lease agreement for the leased property 

that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and,

• The district has complied with the applicable Joint-Use Program Eligibility Criteria 

outlined in Sections 1859.122, 1859.122.1 and 1859.122.2 as appropriate; and,

• The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has been 

approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor Code Section 

1771.7, if the project is funded from Proposition 47 and the Notice to Proceed for the 

construction phase of the project is issued on or after April 1, 2003; and,

• If the joint-use project will serve more than one school site, the CDE has 

determined the highest grade level that will be served by the joint-use project; and

• The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has been 

approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor Code Section 

1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the Notice to Proceed 

for the construction phase of the project is issued on or after April 1, 2003; and,

• Beginning with the 2005/2006 fi scal year, the district has complied with Education 

Code Section 17070.75(e) by establishing a facilities inspection system to ensure 

that each of its schools is maintained in good repair.

SIGNATURE OF DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE DATE
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   REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER       

State Allocation Board Meeting, July 25, 2007


SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM JOINT-USE PROJECTS


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present requests for funding under the School Facility Program (SFP) Joint-Use Program.   

DESCRIPTION 

Under the SFP Joint-Use Program, a school district may partner with a local entity to build either a Type I or Type II 
facility. 

•	 A Type I facility is a joint-use project that is a part of a qualifying SFP new construction project and is 
constructed under the Joint-Use Program.  The proposed facility consists of an increased square footage 
amount and/or an increase in eligible costs that are greater than that applied to a standard project under 
the SFP. The joint-use project may consist of a multipurpose room, gymnasium, childcare facility, library, 
or teacher education facility that is part of a new construction project.  

•	 A Type II facility allows for the construction of new joint-use facilities or the reconfiguration of existing 
school buildings to provide for a multipurpose room, gymnasium, childcare facility, library, or teacher 
education facility.   

A district may submit more than one application for each type of project; however, after its first application is placed 
on a funding priority list in date-received order, its subsequent applications are not placed on the priority for funding 
list until all other districts’ initial applications are placed on the list. This allows all districts that have applied the 
opportunity to receive funding under the Joint-Use Program.  In addition, Type I applications receive funding 
consideration first and then Type II applications are considered, if remaining funds are available.  Applications not 
apportioned due to the funding priority mechanism shall be returned to the district and may be re-submitted in 
subsequent filing periods when funds become available. 

A financial contribution toward the cost of the joint-use project must be equal to the State’s share (50/50).  The 
contribution made by the joint-use partner(s) must be no less than 25 percent of the eligible project costs.  The 
remaining local contribution may come from any other district source that would not otherwise be available to the 
State Allocation Board (SAB).  However, if the school district has passed a local bond which specifies that such 
funds are to be used for that joint-use project, then the school district may opt to provide up to the full 50 percent 
local share of eligible costs.  The State share of a joint-use project will be 50 percent of the eligible project costs 
not to exceed $1 million if the project is serving an elementary school, $1.5 million if the project is serving a middle 
school, or $2 million if the project is serving a high school. 

STAFF COMMENTS 

EC Section 101012 (a)(6) provides $29 million dollars from Proposition 1D for the purposes set forth in EC Section 
17077.40 relating to joint-use projects.  In addition to these funds, at the June 2007 SAB meeting, the Board approved 
a transfer of $21 million from prior authorized bond funding to the 2006 State School Facilities Fund for joint-use 
purposes for a total amount of $50 million available for this funding cycle.  The total amount available currently, 
including project rescissions and close-outs, is $52.3 million .  

The SFP Joint-Use Program application filing period was June 1, 2006 through May 31, 2007 for projects to be 
considered for funding. The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) received 68 applications of which 39 projects 
have been determined to be qualified for SFP joint-use funding and listed on the Attachment in priority order.  These 
projects are eligible for SAB approval in accordance with the provisions of Education Code (EC) Section 17077.40.  
The 29 applications deemed ineligible were from eight districts. 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

A significant number of the ineligible applications included districts opting to provide up to the full 50 percent local share 
of eligible costs through the use of a local bond in lieu of the joint-use partner(s) contribution requirement.  This is 
permissible but only when the local bond specifies that the bond funds can be used for that joint-use project.  In 2006, 
while addressing an issue that arose with a previous joint use applicant school district, the SAB legal counsel opined a 
district’s local bond language must contain specific information in order to validate that the bond funds were intended 
for that particular joint-use project, as follows: 

•	 Identify the type of facility being constructed;  
•	 Identify the site where the Joint-Use project will be located; and  
•	 Acknowledge that the facility will be used for community and/or joint-use purposes outside of normal school 

usage.   
After obtaining this information from counsel in the Fall of 2006, the OPSC proactively advised stakeholders of the 
clarification of the original statutory requirements through the OPSC Advisory Action publications, in addition to various 
other documents located on the OPSC website such as the Frequently Asked Questions for the Joint-Use Program.   
However, with this new policy, an unusually large number of applications were found to be ineligible solely due to 
insufficient detail in local bond language.  Staff is exploring options for resolving what appears to be an overly 
prescriptive policy. Staff intends to report back at the August Board meeting.    

This problem is also, in part, a product of an inadequate timeframe to process applications.  The SFP Regulations 
stipulate a May 31 filing date and the law requires qualified projects be presented to the SAB in July.  The OPSC Staff 
believes that it would be beneficial for both school districts and Staff to provide additional processing time.  Accordingly, 
Staff recommends that it prepare regulatory amendments to move the filing date to March 1 of each year to correct this 
problem. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Apportion $32,612,825 as shown on the Attachment. 
2.	 Direct Staff to resolve the status of the 18 applications in the amount of $16,346,599, that were disqualified solely 

due to this new policy. 
3.	 Direct Staff to return with proposed amendments to the regulations to move the joint-use filing date to March 1 of 

each year.  

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board approved the Staff’s Recommendation No. 1 to fund the Joint-Use projects on the attachment 
with the exception of Roseland Elementary School District, which was held over to the August State Allocation Board meeting 
without prejudice. 

The Board requested Staff to return in August with recommendations on the 18 applications disqualified due to new policy 
related to local bond language. 

The Board requested Staff to prepare and distribute to the members information regarding the current Joint-Use Program 
statutes and regulations. 
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SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM JOINT-USE PROJECTS

State Allocation Board Meeting, July 25, 2007


County School District Site Name Application 
Number 

Type of 
Facility 

Grade 
Level 

Project Cost 

Joint Use Partner 
Joint 
Use 
Type 

Total Estimated 
Cost 

Joint Use Partner 
Share District Share 

*Additional 
District/ Partner 

Contribution 

**State 
Apportionment 

Sacramento Folsom-Cordova USD Vista Del Lago High 52/67330-21-001 Library City of Folsom 1 9-12 $3,446,758 $861,690 $861,690 $0 $1,723,378 

San Joaquin Manteca Unified Lathrop High School 52/68593-00-004 Gymnasium City of Lathrop 1 9-12 $9,995,036 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $5,995,036 $2,000,000 

San Luis Obispo Cayucos Elementary Cayucos Elementary 52/68726-00-004 Multipurpose County of San Luis Obispo 1 K-8 $1,531,994 $0 $765,997 $0 $765,997 

Contra Costa Pittsburg Unified Marina Elementary 52/61788-00-001 Multipurpose City of Pittsburg 1 K-5 $3,793,348 $1,000,000 $0 $1,793,348 $1,000,000 

Alameda Hayward USD Burbank Elementary 52/61192-00-001 Multipurpose Hayward Recreation and Park District 1 K-6 $1,676,206 $838,103 $0 $0 $838,103 

Merced Los Banos Unified Los Banos High 52/65755-00-001 Gymnasium City of Los Banos 1 9-12 $4,769,962 $2,000,000 $0 $769,962 $2,000,000 

Shasta Pacheco Union Elementary Pacheco Elementary 52/70094-00-001 Gymnasium City of Redding, City of Shasta, etc. 2 4-8 $2,402,646 $1,201,323 $0 $0 $1,201,323 

Los Angeles Arcadia Unified Foothills Middle 52/64261-00-002 Gymnasium 1 City of Arcadia 2 6-8 $3,631,306 $750,000 $750,000 $631,306 $1,500,000 

Sutter Franklin Elementary Franklin Elementary 52/71381-00-001 Multipurpose City of Yuba City 2 K-8 $1,476,988 $0 $738,499 $0 $738,499 

San Luis Obispo Cayucos Elementary Cayucos Elementary 52/68726-00-003 Library County of San Luis Obispo 2 K-8 $267,942 $0 $133,971 $0 $133,971 

Fresno Kings Canyon Joint USD Jefferson Elementary 52/62265-00-005 Multipurpose City of Reedley 2 K-5 $1,427,132 $0 $713,566 $0 $713,566 

Sonoma Roseland Elementary Roseland Elementary 52/70904-00-001 Library Roseland Charter School 2 K-6 $808,214 $404,107 $0 $0 $404,107 

San Diego Santee Elementary Carlton Oaks Elem 52/68361-00-009 Library Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $1,029,664 $0 $514,832 $0 $514,832 

Monterey Gonzales Unified Fairview Middle 52/75473-00-001 Gymnasium City of Gonzales 2 5-8 $3,142,114 $750,000 $750,000 $142,114 $1,500,000 

Madera Bass Lake Joint Union Elem Wasuma Elementary 52/65185-00-002 Gymnasium Educational Enhancement Foundation 2 K-8 $3,119,074 $0 $1,000,000 $1,199,074 $1,000,000 

San Bern. Adelanto Elementary Mesa Linda Middle 52/67587-00-001 Gymnasium 1 City of Victorville 2 6-8 $2,903,244 $725,811 $725,811 $0 $1,451,622 

Los Angeles Mountain View Elementary Kranz Intermediate 52/64816-00-001 Gymnasium 1 City of El Monte 2 7-8 $4,982,858 $750,000 $750,000 $1,982,858 $1,500,000 

Yolo Winters Joint Unified Winters High 52/72702-00-001 Library City of Winters & County of Yolo 2 9-12 $1,176,064 $294,016 $294,016 $0 $588,032 

Kern Vineland Elementary Sunset Middle 52/63834-00-001 Gymnasium Kern County Wrestling Association 2 5-8 $2,453,982 $0 $1,226,991 $0 $1,226,991 

Los Angeles Bassett Unified Torch Middle 52/64295-00-001 Gymnasium City of Industry 2 6-8 $3,276,188 $0 $1,500,000 $267,188 $1,500,000 

Riverside Lake Elsinore Unified Terra Cotta Junior High 52/75176-00-001 Gymnasium 1 City of Lake Elsinore 2 6-8 $5,777,802 $750,000 $750,000 $2,777,802 $1,500,000 

Alameda New Haven Unified James Logan High 52/61242-00-001 Child Care 1 Kidango 2 9-12 $966,644 $0 $483,322 $0 $483,322 

Lake Konocti Unified Pomo Elementary 52/64022-00-008 Library 1 City of Clearlake 2 K-6 $474,212 $0 $237,106 $0 $237,106 

San Diego Santee Elementary Rio Seco Elementary 52/68361-00-010 Library Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $1,018,306 $0 $509,153 $0 $509,153 

Lake Konocti Unified Lower Lake Elementary 52/64022-00-009 Library County of Lake 2 K-6 $743,306 $0 $371,653 $0 $371,653 

Fresno Kings Canyon Joint USD General Grant Middle 52/62265-00-003 Gymnasium City of Reedley 2 7-8 $2,745,514 $0 $1,372,757 $0 $1,372,757 

San Diego Santee Elementary Hill Creek Elementary 52/68361-00-011 Library Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $1,014,280 $0 $507,140 $0 $507,140 

Fresno Kings Canyon Joint USD Riverview Elementary 52/62265-00-004 Multipurpose City of Reedley 2 K-8 $1,808,324 $0 $904,162 $0 $904,162 

San Diego Santee Elementary Pepper Drive Elementary 52/68361-00-017 Teacher Ed. 1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $692,842 $0 $346,421 $0 $346,421 

Fresno Kings Canyon Joint USD Reedley High 52/62265-00-001 Library 1 City of Reedley 2 9-12 $3,002,776 $0 $1,501,388 $0 $1,501,388 

San Diego Santee Elementary Sycamore Canyon Elementary 52/68361-00-015 Teacher Ed. 1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-6 $692,842 $0 $346,421 $0 $346,421 

San Diego Santee Elementary Prospect Ave. Elementary 52/68361-00-016 Teacher Ed. 1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $692,842 $0 $346,421 $0 $346,421 

San Diego Santee Elementary Cajon Park Elementary 52/68361-00-018 Teacher Ed. 1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $604,082 $0 $302,041 $0 $302,041 

San Diego Santee Elementary Rio Seco Elementary 52/68361-00-020 Teacher Ed. 1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $604,082 $0 $302,041 $0 $302,041 

San Diego Santee Elementary Carlton Hills Elementary 52/68361-00-021 Teacher Ed. 1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $604,082 $0 $302,041 $0 $302,041 

San Diego Santee Elementary Carlton Oaks Elementary 52/68361-00-019 Teacher Ed. 1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $604,082 $0 $302,041 $0 $302,041 

San Diego Santee Elementary Hill Creek Elementary 52/68361-00-022 Teacher Ed. 1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $604,082 $0 $302,041 $0 $302,041 

San Diego Santee Elementary Sycamore Canyon Elementary 52/68361-00-026 Library Santee School District Foundation 2 K-6 $452,270 $0 $226,135 $0 $226,135 

San Diego Santee Elementary Harritt Elementary 52/68361-00-023 Teacher Ed. 1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $300,240 $0 $150,120 $0 $150,120 

Total $32,612,825 
* Any additional financial contributions can be made by the Joint-Use partner(s), the district or any other local source.

** The State Apportionment has a maximum cap of $1,000,000 for an elementary school, $1,500,000 for a middle school, and $2,000,000 for a high school. 

1. The District is not building Minimum Essential Facilities; however, the CDE has approved the reduced square footage.

2. Pending verification of addendum to agreement designating the school district ownership of the building.




REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, July 25, 2007 


SCHOOL DISTRICT DATA 


School District:……...SANTA MARIA JOINT UNION HIGH County:………………………..…………….…..…SANTA BARBARA 

Application Number:….…………...………57/69310-00-001 School Name:………………………………….SANTA MARIA HIGH 

Total District Enrollment:…...….………...……………..7,600 Project Grade Levels:………………………….……..……..……9-12 
Financial Hardship: .……………………………………………………………………………………………………..………….………NO 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 

1.	 To present a School Facility Program (SFP) audit finding. 
2.	 To define a timeframe in which construction management contracts may be used by school districts towards 

meeting the Fund Release Authorization requirements. 

BACKGROUND 

SFP statute requires that once a district receives an apportionment for a new construction or modernization project, the 
district has a maximum of 18 months to meet the criteria to have the funds released.  The essential element necessary to 
meet the criteria is to have “…a binding contract for the completion of the approved project” (Education Code [EC] Section 
17072.32). The District received SFP adjusted grants for Santa Maria High School project, Application Number 57/69310-
00-001. The District submitted a fund release request using the standard Fund Release Authorization on which the District 
specifically checked the following on the certification:  

“The District certifies that it has entered into a binding contract(s) for at least 50 percent of the construction 
included in the plans applicable to the state funded project.” 

This certification is necessary to comply with SFP law, which states that funds may not be released until a contract exists.  

DESCRIPTION 

The District prematurely certified to entering into a binding contract(s) for at least 50 percent of the construction included in 
the plans applicable to the State funded project on February 28, 2001.  The funds for the Santa Maria High School 
modernization project were released on March 28, 2001. The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) conducted an 
expenditure audit of the Santa Maria High School, Application Number 57/69310-00-001, which indicated that the District 
used construction management related expenditures to assist them in meeting the certification requirement on the Fund 
Release Authorization. 

DISTRICT’S PERSPECTIVE 

The District submitted correspondence and documentation to the OPSC on April 12, 2007 and June 18, 2007, providing 
justification for their inclusion of construction management expenditures in meeting the District’s Fund Release 
Authorization certification. The documentation provided by the District provides detailed information and the listing of the 
services that were performed. 

The District believed, at the time of the Fund Release Authorization submittal, the certification was made accurately using 
the information available at that time. The District claimed no definitions or formulas were available, back at the time, as to 
how the “50 percent of the construction included in the plans applicable to the state funded project” was calculated.  
Therefore, the District asserts that construction management related expenditures, which they believed to be a construction 
cost, should be included in the calculation in meeting the Fund Release Authorization certification threshold. With the 
inclusion of the construction management related expenditures, the District did meet the 50 percent certification. 
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AUTHORITY 

Current statute provides that the SAB may make a finding of material inaccuracies and take appropriate actions to impose 
the school district’s penalties as follows: 

Material Inaccuracy 

SFP Regulation Section 1859.2 (Definition of Material Inaccuracy), “Means any falsely certified eligibility or funding 
application related information submitted by the school districts, architects or other design professionals that allowed the 
school district an advantage in the funding process.”  Under the law and regulations governing material inaccuracy, the 
term “false certification” is used. It is not necessary for the SAB to determine that the certification was knowingly false.  
The term in this context is the simple and common meaning of inaccurate or not true.  It does not require proof of any 
intent. 

To make a finding of Material Inaccuracy, EC Section 17070.51 (a) states, “If any certified eligibility or funding application 
related information is found to have been falsely certified by school districts, architects or design professionals, hereinafter 
referred to as a Material Inaccuracy, the OPSC shall notify the Board.”  

STAFF COMMENTS 

Since the inception of the SFP, the OPSC has maintained the position that certain construction management contracts or 
the expenditures associated with construction management services are not eligible in meeting the Fund Release 
Authorization certification. However, Staff believes that there may have been some ambiguity early in the SFP whether 
construction management fees could be used towards meeting the Fund Release Authorization certification. Upon further 
analysis of the recently submitted documentation from the District, Staff believes that the District acted in good faith during 
the submittal of the Fund Release Authorization, based on its understanding that construction management related costs 
could be applied to meet the fund release requirement. If the OPSC accepts the construction management related costs as 
reported, the District would have met the 50 percent Fund Release Authorization certification requirements; therefore, there 
was no funding advantage. 

The OPSC does believe that there was some ambiguity from the inception of the SFP program to January of 2004.  Since 
that time, the OPSC has taken additional steps, through various public forums (i.e. workshops, county office of education 
meetings, etc.) and Advisory Action Newsletter articles to clarify that only construction management contracts that are “at 
risk” were acceptable. For a construction management firm’s contract to be deemed “at risk,” the construction 
management firm must secure a bond for the project and be responsible for any costs incurred and/or penalties if the job is 
not completed in a timely manner. In essence, the construction manager is guaranteeing the construction project delivery 
at an agreed upon and binding cost. 

In order to assist the Santa Maria Joint Union High and other school districts that believed construction management 
contract costs would meet the fund release requirements, Staff is recommending a grace period be established for audit 
purposes. It is recommended that from January 1, 1999 through December 31, 2003 Staff would deem the use of 
construction management contract fees as being acceptable in meeting the 50 percent fund release requirements for audit 
purposes regardless if the construction management contract was “at risk” or not.  However, for any Fund Release 
Authorization certifications signed on or after January 1, 2004, the districts can only include “at risk” construction 
management contracts in order to meet the fund release requirements.  By adopting the grace period, Staff believes this 
will address the past ambiguity and will provide further clarity on this topic for the future. 

(Continued on Page Three) 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Permit the Santa Maria Joint Union High School District a one-time exception to use the costs associated with the 
reported construction management related services to be applied towards the Fund Release Authorization submittal 
requirements. 

2.	 Accordingly, provide that a material inaccuracy did not occur for SFP Application Number 57/69310-00-001. 

3.	 Establish a grace period for audit purposes, only for fund release certifications made by school districts starting from 
January 1, 1999 through December 31, 2003 to permit Staff to accept the use of construction management contracts 
for the purposes of meeting the 50 percent Fund Release Authorization requirements. 

4.	 Provide that for fund release certifications made by school districts on or after January 1, 2004 the use of “at risk” 
construction management contracts will be deemed the only acceptable construction management contracts in 
meeting the 50 percent Fund Release Authorization requirements. 

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendations.  In addition, Staff provided further clarification that projects 
meeting the grace period would be processed at the administrative level. 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
 
State Allocation Board Meeting, August 22, 2007
 

HIGH PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE GRANT

 REGULATION AMENDMENTS
 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To request: 

1.	 Adoption of the proposed regulations to implement and administer statutory amendments for the High 
Performance Incentive (HPI) Grant.   

2.	 Authorization to file the proposed regulations with the Office of Administrative Law (OAL). 

BACKGROUND 

Proposition 1D set aside $100 million for incentive grants to promote the use of high performance attributes in 
new construction and modernization projects for K-12 schools.  High performance attributes include using design 
and materials that promote energy and water efficiency, maximize the use of natural lighting, improve indoor air 
quality, use recycled materials and materials the emit a minimum of toxic substances, and employ acoustics that 
aid in teaching and learning.  The High Performance Incentive grants were expected to be in place earlier this 
year, but the previous regulations approved by the State Allocation Board (SAB) in September 2006 were 
withdrawn because they were insufficient.  In order to re-file the regulations, Staff defined criteria for the purposes 
of providing high performance incentive grants with an emphasis on high performance initiatives directly related to 
facility components. 

AUTHORITY 

Education Code (EC) Section 101012(a)(8) states, “The amount of one hundred million dollars ($100,000,000) 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, pursuant to regulations adopted by the State Allocation Board.” 

EC Section 17070.96 states, “As part of its application for funding under this chapter, a school district shall certify 
that it has considered the feasibility of using designs and materials for the construction or modernization project 
that promote the efficient use of energy and water, the maximum use of natural lighting and indoor air quality, 
the use of recycled materials and materials that emit a minimum of toxic substances, the use of acoustics 
conducive to teaching and learning, and other characteristics of high performance schools.” 

LEGAL COUNSEL COMMENTS 

Legal counsel has completed a review and has determined that Proposition 1D established a category of grants 
to promote the use of designs and materials in new construction and modernization projects that result in 
environmentally-friendly facilities or facilities with the attributes of high performance schools as defined in the 
Education Code.  In the text of the bond language, the materials accompanying the voter materials, and other 
materials distributed in connection with the Proposition 1D, it is clear that the SAB and Office of Public School 
Construction’s (OPSC) focus should be on the facilities.  In all such materials the purpose of the bond funds is 
clearly on the development of high-performance, environmentally friendly facilities and that the OPSC and SAB 
evaluation criteria should be limited to attributes of the facilities.  Other policy and operational considerations 
while admirable and consistent may exceed the scope of the bond language and impacts curriculum or policy 
decisions which should remain with either the school district or California Department of Education. 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS 

The rating criteria contained in the previous high performance regulations approved by the SAB were modeled 
after the Collaborative for High Performance Schools (CHPS).  The CHPS framework is holistic and considers 
policy, curriculum, transportation as well as facilities.  These are all admirable criteria, but the model was never 
envisioned as a funding matrix for State school facility bond funds that must be used solely on facility related 
components. 

The OPSC convened a working group of energy and sustainability experts including a CHPS representative to 
help us convert the CHPS framework into a funding model.  The OPSC publicly vetted the proposed HPI grant 
criteria at the August SAB Implementation Committee meeting.  As a result of the feedback received, Staff met 
and had several conference phone calls with the Executive Director of CHPS, interested parties in the school 
facilities industry, energy and environment advocates, and State energy and sustainability experts to consider 
their concerns.  Collectively and through robust debate, a revised proposal was developed that adopts nearly all 
of the CHPS criteria while focusing HPI grants for facility related high performance initiatives and maintains the 
same range of funding as the previously adopted HPI grant regulations.  Through this collaborative process, a 
proposal was developed that encourages California school districts across the State to embrace high 
performance characteristics and ensures school facility bond accountability.  The proposed regulations are 
contained in Attachment A.   

High Performance Incentive Grant 

The High Performance Rating Criteria (HPRC) now contains five categories which will be used and verified by the 
Division of the State Architect (DSA) to determine if a project qualifies for the grant.  The grant amount will be 
based on the points attained by the district within those five categories.  The HPRC categories are as follows: 

•	 Sustainable Sites 
•	 Water 
•	 Energy 
•	 Materials 
•	 Indoor Environmental Quality 

The primary differences between the CHPS criteria and the revised proposal are summarized as follows: 

•	 Eliminated policy, operations and curriculum credits to focus on facility components. 
•	 Added a requirement that a minimum of four points must come from energy efficiency or renewable 

energy. 
•	 Additional points awarded for increased levels of renewable energy. 

For a side-by-side comparison of the CHPS criteria and the revised proposal, please see Attachment B.   

New construction projects on new sites must meet all requirements (prerequisites) in all HPRC categories and 
then the district may select the credits they wish to pursue.  Districts must achieve a minimum designated score 
of 27 points to qualify for the HPI grant.  The maximum attainable points for new construction will be 75.  
However, for those projects accepted by the DSA prior to October 1, 2007, the scored criteria may be based on 
the CHPS Best Practices Manual Volume III 2002 Edition with a minimum designated score of 23 points.  The 
increase to the base grant will be determined by the number of credits the project receives multiplied by a 
percentage factor which will ultimately provide an increase ranging from two to just over ten percent.    

(Continued on Page Three) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

Additions to an existing site and modernization projects must meet all requirements (prerequisites) that are within 
the scope of the project and then, as with new construction, districts may select the credits they wish to pursue.  
Districts must achieve a minimum designated score of 20 points to qualify for the HPI grant.  The maximum 
attainable points for these two categories will be 77.  However, for those projects accepted by the DSA prior to 
October 1, 2007, the scored criteria may be based on the CHPS Best Practices Manual Volume III 2002 Edition 
with a minimum designated score of 23 points.  The increase to the base grant will be determined by the number 
of credits the project receives multiplied by a percentage factor which will ultimately provide an increase ranging 
from two to just over ten percent. 

Staff recommends re-evaluation of the program in one year and to make the necessary adjustments to improve 
the program.  Upon adoption by the Board, the OPSC will submit these regulations to the OAL. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as shown in Attachment A and begin the regulatory 
process. 

2.	 Authorize the OPSC to file these regulations with the OAL. 

3.	 Request Staff to return in one year from the date the regulations are approved by the OAL to re-evaluate the 
High Performance Incentive grant program. 

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board approved the Staff’s recommendations.  The Board requested the Staff 
agendize the High Performance Incentive Grant issue for the September State Allocation Board meeting, if the 
regulations are not in effect by that time, and to develop an alternate plan, if necessary. 
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ATTACHMENT A 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE 
PROGRAM REGULATIONS 

State Allocation Board Meeting, August 22, 2007

Amend Regulation Section 1859.2 

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:  

“High Performance Rating Criteria” (HPRC) means the standard used to evaluate the costs of designs and 
materials that promote high performance schools.  The HPRC will be using the Collaborative for High 
Performance Schools (CHPS) rating criteria model as identified in the CHPS Best Practices Manual Volume 
III 2002 Edition and 2006 Edition.  For the purposes of the SFP, the HPRC contained in these regulations
have been modified to focus on facility related components.   
“High Performance School Account” means the funds set aside by the Board for purposes of Education 
Code Section 101012(a)8.

Adopt Regulation Section 1859.71.6 

Section 1859.71.6.  New Construction Additional Grant for High Performance Incentive

(a)  In addition to any other funding authorized by these Regulations, the Board shall provide the grant 
amounts identified in Subsection (b) if all the following are met: 

(1)  The project includes all the prerequisites in each of the five HPRC to include Sustainable Sites, Water, 
Energy, Materials and Indoor Environmental Quality and related subcategory credits. 

(2)  Once the prerequisites in (a)(1) have been met, the district may select the criteria and credits it wishes 
to pursue to determine point award.  Category, criteria and associated points are as follows: 

(A)  Sustainable Sites.
1.  Site Selection:
a.    Code compliance equals prerequisite.
b. Environmentally sensitive land equals one point;
c. Greenfields equals one point;
d. Central location equals one point;
e. Joint-use of facilities equals one point;
f. Joint-use of parks equals one point;
g. Reduced footprint equals one point.
2.  Transportation:
a. Public transportation equals one point;
b. Bicycles equals one point;
c. Minimize parking equals one point.
3.  Stormwater Management:
a.  Construction site runoff control equals prerequisite.
b.  Limit stormwater runoff equals one point;
c.  Treat stormwater runoff equals one point.

(Continued on Page Two) 
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4.  Outdoor Surfaces:
a.    Reduce heat islands – landscaping equals one point;
b.  Reduce heat islands – cool roofs equals one point.
5. Outdoor lighting: light pollution reduction equals one point.
(B)  Water.
1.  Outdoor Systems:
a.  Create water use budget equals prerequisite.
b.  Reduce potable water for landscaping equals one to two points.
2.  Indoor Systems:
a.  Reduce sewage conveyance from toilets equals one point;
b.  Reduce indoor potable water use equals one to two points.
(C)  Energy.
1.  Energy Efficiency:
a.  Minimum energy performance equals prerequisite.
b.  Superior energy performance equals one to 13 points;
c.  Natural ventilation equals one point;
d.  Energy management system equals one point.
2.  Alternate Energy Sources: Renewable energy equals one to seven points; one point for each five

percent of the site’s annual power consumption that is produced on site not to exceed 35 percent.
3.  Commissioning and Training:
a.  Fundamental building systems testing and training equals prerequisite.
b. Enhanced commissioning equals one to two points.
(D)  Materials
1.  Recycling: Storage and collection of recyclables equals prerequisite.
2.  Construction Waste Management:
a.  Construction waste management equals prerequisite.
b.  Construction waste management at 75 percent or above diverted equals one to two points.
3. Building Reuse:
a. Reuse of structure or shell equals one to two points;
b. Reuse of interior partitions equals one point.
4.  Sustainable Materials:
a.  Recycled content equals one to two points;
b.  Rapidly renewable materials equals one point;
c.  Organically grown materials equals one point;
d.    Certified wood equals one point;
e.  Salvaged materials equals one to two points.
f.  Alternative: environmentally preferable products in lieu of a. through e. above equals one to 
       seven points.
(E)  Indoor Environmental Quality.
1.  Lighting and Daylighting:
a.  Daylighting equals one to four points;
b.  View windows equals one point;
c. Electric lighting equals one point.
2.  Indoor Air Quality:
a.  Minimum requirements equals prerequisite.
b.  Thermal displacement ventilation equals two points;
c.  Low-emitting materials equals one to four points;

(Continued on Page Three) 
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d.  Chemical and pollutant source control equals one point;
e.  Ducted returns equals one point;
f.     Filtration equals one point.
3.  Acoustics: 
a. Minimum acoustical performance equals prerequisite.
b. Improved acoustical performance equals one to three points.
4.  Thermal Comfort:
a.  American Society of Heating, Refrigerating and Air-Conditioning Engineers 55 code compliance equals
       prerequisite.
b.  Controllability of systems equals one to two points.
(3) A minimum of four points must come from either (a)(2)(C)1.b. and/or 2.
(4)  The project, which includes a complete set of plans, must be submitted to and accepted by the DSA on 

or after May 20, 2006.
(5)  The DSA has reviewed the proposed project and concurs with the points specified in the HPRC.
(6)  The project will not receive funding from the Energy Efficiency Account. 
(7) For those projects accepted by the DSA prior to October 1, 2007, districts may utilize the CHPS Best 

Practices Manual Volume III 2002 Edition, and the point standard will be in the range of 23 to 72 points.  
All prerequisites, credits and points obtained must be based on the 2002 Edition requirements.  Criteria
and associated prerequisite or points as indicated in (a)(2)(D)2.a. and 4.c. and f. and (E)1.c. and 2.b.
and district resolutions are ineligible, and (a)(3) is optional.  

(b)  To determine the High Performance Incentive grant, multiply the New Construction Grant by the
percentage allowance in accordance with the eligible high performance points as follows:

(1) For those projects accepted by the DSA prior to October 1, 2007, pursuant to (a)(7), in which the level 
of high performance attained, as concurred by the DSA, is a minimum of 23 points, the New 
Construction Grant will be multiplied by:

(A) Two percent at 23 points plus 0.03 percent for each point attained from 24 through 33 points; or 
(B) 2.35 percent at 34 points plus 0.24 percent for each point attained from 35 through 40 points; or
© Four percent at 41 points plus 0.36 percent for each point attained from 42 through 54 points; or
(D) 9.05 percent at 55 points plus 0.060 percent for each point attained from 56 through 72 points.
(2) For those projects accepted by the DSA utilizing the CHPS Best Practices Manual Volume III 2006 

Edition, in which the level of high performance attained as concurred by the DSA is a minimum of 27
points, the New Construction Grant will be multiplied by:

(A) Two percent at 27 points plus 0.050 percent for each point attained from 28 through 33 points; or
(B) 2.35 percent at 34 points plus 0.24 percent for each point attained from 35 through 40 points; or
© four percent at 41 points plus 0.36 percent for each point attained from 42 through 54 points; or
(D) 9.05 percent at 55 points plus 0.060 percent for each point attained from 56 through 75 points.

If there are no funds remaining in the High Performance School Account or the funds remaining are 
insufficient to fully fund the additional grant authorized in Subsection (b), the district may either withdraw its 
application and resubmit it should additional funds be made available in the High Performance School
Account or continue with the new construction project and accept a full and final apportionment without the 
additional grant authorized by Subsection (b).

Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code.

Reference:  Section 101012(a)(8), Education Code.
(Continued on Page Four) 
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Adopt Regulation Section 1859.77.4 

Section 1859.77.4.  Addition to a Site and Modernization Grant for High Performance Incentive.

(a)  In addition to any other funding authorized by these Regulations, the Board shall provide the grant 
amounts identified in Subsection (b) if all the following are met: 

(1)  The project includes all the prerequisites in each of the five HPRC to include Sustainable Sites, Water, 
Energy, Materials and Indoor Environmental Quality, that are within the scope of the project, and 
related subcategory credits. 

(2)  Once the prerequisites in (a)(1) have been met, the district may select the criteria and credits it wishes 
to pursue to determine point award.  The category, criteria and associated points are as indicated in 
Section 1859.71.6 (a), with the exception of (a)(2)(C) 2. that has an amended point allowance that
equals three to nine points; three points for the first five percent plus one point for each additional five
percent thereafter of the site’s annual power consumption that is produced on site not to exceed 35 
percent.

(3) A minimum of four points must come from either Section 1859.71.6 (a)(2)(C)1.b. and/or 2.
(4)  The project, which includes a complete set of plans, must be submitted to and accepted by the DSA on 

or after May 20, 2006.
(5)  The DSA has reviewed the proposed project and concurs with the points specified in the HPRC.
(6)  The project will not receive funding from the Energy Efficiency Account. 
(7) For those projects accepted by the DSA prior to October 1, 2007, districts may utilize the CHPS Best 

Practices Manual Volume III 2002 Edition, and the point standard will be in the range of 23 to 72 points. 
All prerequisites, credits and points obtained must be based on the 2002 Edition requirements. Criteria 
and associated prerequisite or points as indicated in Section 1859.71.6 (a)(2)(D)2.a. and 4.c. and f. and 
(E)1.c. and 2.b. and district resolutions are ineligible, and (a)(3) is optional.  

(b)  To determine the High Performance Incentive grant, multiply the New Construction or Modernization 
Grant, as appropriate, by the percentage allowance in accordance with the eligible high performance 
points as follows: 

(1) For those projects accepted by the DSA prior to October 1, 2007, pursuant to (a)(7), in which the level 
of high performance attained, as concurred by the DSA, is a minimum of 23 points, the New 
Construction or Modernization Grant, as appropriate, will be multiplied by:

(A) Two percent at 23 points plus 0.03 percent for each point attained from 24 through 33 points; or 
(B) 2.35 percent at 34 points plus 0.24 percent for each point attained from 35 through 40 points; or
(C) Four percent at 41 points plus 0.36 percent for each point attained from 42 through 54 points; or
(D) 9.05 percent at 55 points plus 0.060 percent for each point attained from 56 through 72 points.
(2) For those projects accepted by the DSA utilizing the CHPS Best Practices Manual Volume III 2006 

Edition, in which the level of high performance attained as concurred by the DSA is a minimum of 20
points, the New Construction or Modernization Grant, as appropriate, will be multiplied by:

(A) Two percent at 20 points plus 0.025 percent for each point attained from 21 through 33 points; or 
(B)  2.35 percent at 34 points plus 0.24 percent for each point attained from 35 through 40 points; or
(C)  Four percent at 41 points plus 0.36 percent for each point attained from 42 through 54 points; or
(D) 9.05 percent at 55 points plus 0.060 percent for each point attained from 56 through 77 points.

If there are no funds remaining in the High Performance School Account or the funds remaining are 
insufficient to fully fund the additional grant authorized in Subsection (b), the district may either withdraw its 
application and resubmit it should additional funds be made available in the High Performance School

(Continued on Page Five) 
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Account or continue with the addition to an existing site/modernization project and accept a full and final 
apportionment without the additional grant authorized by Subsection (b).

Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code.

Reference:  Section 101012(a)(8), Education Code.
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GENERAL INFORMATION 
Once the Board has determined or adjusted the district’s eligibility for either new con

struction or modernization funding, the district may file an application for funding by 

use of this form. The Board will only provide new construction funding if this form is 

submitted prior to the date of occupancy of any classrooms included in the construc

tion contract. If the district has a pending reorganization election that will result in the 

loss of eligibility for the proposed project, the district may not file an application for 

funding until the Board has adjusted the district’s new construction baseline eligibil

ity as required in Section 1859.51. This may be accomplished by completion of Form 

SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03. 

For purposes of Education Code Section 17073.25, the California Department of Educa


tion (CDE) is permitted to file modernization applications on behalf of the California 


Schools for the Deaf and Blind. 


Requests for funding may be made as follows: 	

1. 	 A separate apportionment for site acquisition for a new construction project for 

environmental hardship pursuant to Section 1859.75.1. For purposes of this apportion

ment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate): 

• Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted). 	

• Contingent site approval letter from the CDE. 	

• Preliminary appraisal of property. 	

• 	Approval letter from the Department of Toxic Substances Control. 

2. A separate apportionment for site acquisition and/or design costs for a new 

construction project pursuant to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is avail

able only to districts that meet the financial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. 

Districts may apply for a separate apportionment for the design and for site 

acquisition on the same project. For purposes of this apportionment, the follow

ing documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate): 

• Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted). 

• 	Contingent site approval letter from the CDE (site apportionment only). 

• 	Preliminary appraisal of property (site apportionment only). 

3. 	 A separate apportionment for district-owned site acquisition cost pursuant to 

Section 1859.81.2. For purposes of this apportionment, the following documents 

must be submitted with this form (as appropriate); 

• 
Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted). 

• Site approval letter from the CDE. 

• Appraisal of district-owned site. 

•	 Cost benefit analysis as prescribed in Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of the Board fi nd	

ing that the non-school function on the district-owned site must be relocated. 

4.	 A separate apportionment for design cost for a modernization project pursuant 

to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is available only to districts that meet the 

financial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the Form SAB 50-03 must accompany this form (if not previously submitted). 

5.	 A New Construction Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. If the funding 

request includes site acquisition, the proposed site must either be owned by 

the district, in escrow, or the district has filed condemnation proceedings and 

received an order of possession of the site. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate): 

• Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted). 

• Site/plan approval letter from the CDE. 


• Appraisal of property if requesting site acquisition funds. 


•	 Plans and specifications (P&S) for the project that were approved by the DSA. 


Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or “Zip Drive” readable in AutoCAD 14. 


The specifications may be provided on a diskette that is IBM compatible. 


• Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development funding. 


• If this request is pursuant to Section 1859.77.2 and the district’s housing plan 


is other than those listed in the certification section of this form, a copy of the 

school board resolution and the approved housing plan. 


• 
 If the site apportionment is requested pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, 

a cost benefit analysis as prescribed in Regulation Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of 

the Board finding that the non-school function on the district-owned site must 

be relocated. 

• 
 If this is a request for funding under the Small High School Program, pursuant 

to Regulation Section 1859.93.2, the district must also provide a CDE Small High 

School academic reform strategy approval.

•  If this request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an Alternative 


Enrollment Projection, a justification of how the project relieves overcrowding, 

including but not limited to, the elimination of the use of Concept 6 calendars, 

four track year-round calendars, or bussing in excess of 40 minutes. 

• Written confirmation from the district’s career technical advisory committee 

indicating that the need for vocational and career technical facilities is being 

adequately met within the district consistent with Education Code Sections 

51224, 51225.3(b), 51226.1, and 51228(b). 

Modernization Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. For purposes of this appor

tionment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate): 

• Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted). 

• P&S for the project that were approved by the DSA. 

• If the request includes funding for accessibility and fire code requirement pursuant 

to Section 1859.83(f ), the DSA approved list of the minimum accessibility work 

required and a detailed cost estimate for the work in the plans. 

• DSA approval letter for elevator to meet handicapped compliance, if funding is requested. 

• Cost estimate of the proposed site development necessary for the Reconfiguration 

of an existing high school.

• 	  Plan approval letter from the CDE. 

• Districtwide enrollment data on Form SAB 50-01 when requesting project assistance 

(if not previously submitted). 


•	 If the request includes funding for 50 year old permanent buildings pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.6, a site diagram identifying all buildings to be modernized in the 

project. The diagram must specify those buildings that are at least 50 years old. 

•	 Written confirmation from the district’s career technical advisory committee indicat

ing that the need for vocational and career technical facilities is being adequately 

met within the district consistent with Education Code Sections 51224, 51225.3(b), 

51226.1, and 51228(b). 

Prior to acceptance of an application for funding that includes a financial hard

ship request, the district must have its financial hardship status “pre-approved” by 

the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC). To apply for a financial hardship 

“pre-approval”, consult the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov. 

If the district is requesting New Construction funding after the initial baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board and the district’s current CBEDS enrollment reporting year 

is later than the enrollment reporting year used to determine the district’s baseline 

http:1859.81
http:1859.70
http:www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov
http:1859.51
http:17073.25
http:1859.81
http:1859.70
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eligibility or adjusted eligibility, the district must complete a new Form SAB 50-01 based 

on the current year CBEDS enrollment data, and submit it to the OPSC with this form. In 

addition, if the district’s request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an 

Alternative Enrollment Projection, the district must update the Alternative Enrollment 

Projection to correspond with the CBEDS enrollment data  for the current year. A small 

district with 2,500 or less enrollment as defined in Section 1859.2 will not have its eligi

bility reduced for a period of three years from the date the district’s baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board as a result of reduction in projected enrollment. 

For a list of the documents that must be submitted in order for the OPSC to deem a 

funding request for new construction or modernization complete and ready for OPSC 

processing, consult the SFP handbook and other information located on the OPSC 

Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov. 

For purposes of completing this form for a Final Charter School Apportionment, a 

charter school shall be treated as a school district. 

SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS 
The district must assign a Project Tracking Number (PTN) to this project. The same PTN 

is used by the OPSC, the DSA and the CDE for all project applications submitted to 

those agencies to track a particular project through the entire state application review 

process. If the district has already assigned a PTN to this project by prior submittal 

of the P&S to either the DSA or the CDE for approval, use that PTN for this applica

tion submittal. If no PTN has been previously assigned for this project, a PTN may be 

obtained from the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov “PT Number Generator.” 

. 	 Type of Application 

Check the appropriate box that indicates the type of School Facility Program (SFP) 

grant the district is requesting for purposes of new construction, modernization, 

a separate design and/or site apportionment, site apportionment as an environ

mental hardship or New Construction (Final Apportionment). If the application is 

for the modernization of school facilities and includes facilities that are eligible for 

an additional apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8, include a site diagram 

with this application that specifies the age of each facility eligible for moderniza

tion. The diagram should also indicate the date of its original DSA plan approval 

and the date the facility received its prior modernization apportionment. If known 

include the project modernization number on the diagram. If the application is 

for modernization of a California School for the Deaf or Blind, the CDE shall check 

the box identified as Modernization of California Schools for the Deaf/Blind. If the 

request is for a separate design apportionment, the CDE shall check the appropriate 

box. If the eligibility for this project was established as a result of the need for new 

or replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) and (b), or rehabilitation 

pursuant to Section 1859.83 (e), check the appropriate box. 

If this request is for an addition to an existing site and advance funding for the 

evaluation and RA costs, check the appropriate box and refer to Section 1859.74.4.

 If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment or a Preliminary Charter 

School Apportionment to a Final Apportionment, check the New Construction 

Final Apportionment, New Construction Final Charter School Apportionment or 

the Rehabilitation Final Charter School Apportionment box, as appropriate. 

If the district is requesting a separate site and/or design apportionment, complete 

boxes 2a, 3, 4, the site acquisition data in box 5 (d and e), and boxes 12, 13, 14, 15 

and 21 only. 

. 	 Type of Project 

a.	 Select the type of project that best represents this application request and 

enter the total number of pupils assigned to the project for each grade group. 

Include pupils to be housed in a new or replacement school authorized by 

Section 1859.82 (a). The amount entered cannot exceed the district’s baseline 

eligibility determined on Form SAB 50-03 and will be the basis for the amount 

of the new construction or modernization grants provided for the project. 

If this request is for a Final Apportionment, the pupils assigned to the project 

must be at least 75 percent, but not more than 100 percent, of the pupils that 

received the Preliminary Apportionment. Refer to Section 1859.147. 

b. 	 Check the box if the project is eligible for funding for 50 year or older perma

nent buildings and report, at the option of the district: 

• 	The total number of eligible classrooms or the total eligible square footage 

building area at the site. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(A) or (b)(2)(A). 

• 	The total number of permanent classrooms or the total permanent square 

footage building area that is at least 50 years old and not been previously 

modernized with state funds. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(B) or (b)(2)(B). 

• 	Enter the greater percentage as calculated under Regulation Section 

1859.78.6(b)(1)(C) or Regulation Section 1859.78.6(b)(2)(C). 

• 	 If this project includes eligible 50 year or older pupil grants, enter the appro

priate number assigned to the project for each grade group. The number 

of pupils entered cannot exceed the cumulative number of 50 year or older 

permanent buildings pupil grants requested for all modernization funding 

applications for the site as determined by using the percentage factor above. 

c. 	 If this request includes pupil grants generated by an Alternative Enrollment 

Projection Method, enter the number of pupils by grade level. 

d. 	 Indicate if this request is for funding of a 6–8 school and/or an Alternative 

Education School. 

e. 	 Check the applicable box if the district is requesting additional pupil grants 

assigned to the project that exceed the capacity of the project or if the pupils 

assigned represent eligibility determined at another grade level and check the ap

propriate box to indicate under which regulation the district is applying. The pupil 

capacity of the project may be determined by multiplying the classrooms reported 

in box 3 by 25 for K–6; 27 for 7–8, 9–12 grades; 13 for non-severe and 9 for severe. 

f. 	 If the request is for replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) or (b) 

on the same site, check the facility hardship box. 

g. 	 Enter the square footage of the non-toilet area and toilet area contained in the 

rehabilitation project. 

h. 	 Indicate the site scenario that best represents the project request. 

. 	 Number of Classrooms 

Enter the: 

• 	Number of classrooms as shown on the plans and specifications (P&S). If there 

was demolition at the site, report the net increase in the number of classrooms 

showing in the P&S. 

• Master plan site size, as recommended by the California Department of Education. 

• Recommended site size, as determined by the California Department of Education. 

• Existing Useable Acres already owned at that location (if any). 

• Proposed Useable Acres that was/will be purchased as part of the application (if any). 

http:www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov
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. 	 Financial Hardship Request 

Check the box if the district is requesting financial hardship assistance because 

it is unable to meet its matching share requirement. Refer to Section 1859.81 for 

eligibility criteria. Districts requesting financial assistance must have received a 

pre-approval for financial hardship status by the OPSC. Consult the OPSC Web site 

at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for details and necessary documentation needed in order 

to determine eligibility. 

. 	 New Construction Additional Grant Request 

Check the appropriate box(es) if the district requests an augmentation to the new 

construction grant for “additional” grants for the items listed or for replacement 

facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82(a) and (b). Refer to Sections 1859.72 through 

1859.76 and 1859.82(a) and (b) for eligibility criteria. Enter the: 

a. 	 Therapy area in square feet as provided in Section 1859.72. 

b. 	 Multilevel classrooms in the P&S pursuant to Section 1859.73. 

c. 	 Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance pursuant to Sec

tion 1859.73.1. If the district has not submitted a request for new construction 

baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current Form SAB 

50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form. 

d. 	 If the project the district is requesting SFP funding for does not require an RA, 

refer to Section 1859.74. If a RA is required on a site that is not leased or an 

addition to an existing site, refer to Section 1859.74.2. If RAs are required on 

a leased site or an addition to an existing site, refer to Sections 1859.74.3 or 

1859.74.4, respectively. The limitation of 50 percent may be exceeded when 

unforeseen circumstances exist, the CDE determines that the site is the best 

available site, and substantiation that the costs are the minimum required to 

complete the evaluation and RA. 

1) 	 Enter 50 percent of the actual cost. 

2) 	 Enter 50 percent of the appraised value of the site. If the request is 

made pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, enter 50 percent of the 

appraised value. 

3) Enter 50 percent of the allowable relocation cost. 

4) Enter two percent of the lesser of the actual cost or appraised value of the 

site (minimum $25,000). 

5) 	 Enter 50 percent of the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) fee 

for review and approval of the phase one environmental site assessment 

and preliminary endangerment assessment reports. Refer to Sections 

1859.74, 1859.74.1, 1859.74.5, 1859.75, 1859.75.1 and 1859.81.1. If the 

district is submitting a funding request for new construction under the 

Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values. 

A project that received site acquisition funds under the Lease-Purchase 

Program (LPP) as a priority two project is not eligible for site acquisition funds 

under the SFP. A district-owned site acquired with LPP, SFP or Proposition 1A 

funds is not eligible for funding under Regulation Section 1859.74.5. 

e.	 Enter 50 percent of the amount allowable for hazardous materials/waste re

moval and/or remediation for the site acquired pursuant to Sections 1859.74.2, 

1859.74.3, 1859.74.4, 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1. If an RA is required, check the box. 

f.	 Enter 50 percent of eligible service-site development, off -site development 

including pedestrian safety paths and utilities costs allowed pursuant to 

Section 1859.76. If the district is submitting a funding request for new con

struction under the Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values. 

Attach cost estimates of the proposed site development work which shall be 

supported and justified in the P&S. All cost estimates shall reflect 100 percent 

of the proposed work. 

Check the box if the district is requesting an Additional Grant for General Site 

Development pursuant to Section 1859.76 

g.	 If the district is requesting replacement facilities on the same site, enter the 

square footage requested as provided in Section 1859.82(a) or (b). 

h. 	 Enter the square feet of eligible replacement area as provided by Sec


tion 1859.73.2. 


i. 	 If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to 

Section 1859.71.3, enter the percentage of energy efficiency that exceeds Title 24 

requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.71.3(a)(3). 

j. 	 Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifies for additional 

funding for fire code requirements authorized in Section 1859.71.2. 

k. 	 If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for High Performance Incentive 

pursuant to Section 1859.70.4, enter the number of high performance points 

as prescribed in Section 1859.71.6. 

. 	 Modernization Additional Grant Request 

a. 	 Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance allowance pursuant 

to Section 1859.78.2. If the district has not submitted a request for new con

struction baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current 

Form SAB 50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form. 

b. 	 If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.5, enter the percentage of energy effi  ciently that exceeds Title 

24 requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.78.5(a)(3). 

c. 	 Check the box if the district requests an additional grant for site development 

utility cost necessary for the modernization of 50 years or older permanent 

building(s). Enter 60 percent of the eligible costs allowable pursuant to Sec

tion 1859.78.7(a). 

d. 	 Check the box if the district is requesting a Separate Apportionment for 

Reconfiguration pursuant to Section 1859.78.9. Enter the full value of the 

Reconfiguration request, not to exceed an aggregate of 500,000 for all high 

school entities created. 

e. 	 Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifies for additional 

funding for fire code requirements authorized in Section 1859.78.4. 

f. 	 If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for High Performance Incentive 

pursuant to Section 1859.70.4, enter the number of high performance points 

as prescribed in Section 1859.77.4. 

. 	 Excessive Cost Hardship Request 

Check the appropriate box to request an augmentation to the New Construction, Mod

ernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabilitation Grants for an excessive cost 

hardship for the items listed. Refer to Section 1859.83 for eligibility criteria. Requests for 

excessive cost grants for accessibility requirements are allowed only if required by the 

Division of the State Architect (DSA). At the district’s option, the district may request 

three percent of the modernization base grant or enter 60 percent of the amount cal

culated pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.83(f). Attach a copy of the DSA approved 

list that shows the minimum work necessary for accessibility requirements. 

If the request is for the excessive cost grant for a new Alternative Education school 

pursuant to Section 1859.83(c)(2) and the district wishes to request less than the 

http:1859.76
http:1859.72
http:1859.73
http:1859.74
http:1859.74
http:1859.75
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maximum allowance, please submit a letter along with application indicating the 

desired amount. 

If the request is for rehabilitation mitigation, report 80 percent or 60 percent (as 

appropriate) of health/safety rehabilitation mitigation cost for a modernization 

project as authorized by Section 1859.83(e). 

. 	 Project Priority Funding Order 

Enter the priority order of this project in relation to other new construction appli

cations submitted by the district on the same date. If applications are not received 

on the same date, the OPSC will assign a higher district priority to the applica

tion received first. Check the box(es) if the project meets the criteria outlined in 

Section 1859.92(c)(3),(4) and (6), as appropriate. This information is needed for 

purposes of priority points. 

. 	 Prior Approval Under the LPP 

If the project the district is requesting SFP grants for received a Phase P, S, or C 

approval under the LPP, report the application number of that project, regardless if 

the project actually received funding or was included on an “unfunded” list. Failure 

to report this information may delay the processing of the application by the OPSC. 

. Prior Apportionment Under the SFP 

If the project received a separate apportionment under the SFP for either site 

and/or design, or site environmental hardship, enter the application number of 

the project. Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the 

application by the OPSC. 

. Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportionment 

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportion

ment, enter the application number of the Preliminary Apportionment. Failure to 

report this information may delay the processing of the application by the OPSC. 

. Alternative Developer Fee 

The district must report certain alternative fees collected pursuant to Government 

Code Section 65995.7, as of the date of application submittal to the OPSC. Refer 

to Section 1859.77 for details. Districts are advised that the OPSC may perform an 

audit of the developer fees collected prior to application approval by the Board. 

. Adjustment to New Construction Baseline Eligibility 

Pursuant to Section 1859.51 certain adjustments to the district’s new construction 

baseline eligibility must be made each time a district submits Form SAB 50-04, to 

the OPSC for SFP new construction or modernization grants. These adjustments 

are made by the OPSC based on information reported by the district on this form. 

a.	 Report all classroom(s) provided after the district submitted its request for 

determination of its new construction baseline eligibility for the grades 

shown, or indicate N/A if there are none. Refer to Section 1859.51(i). 

In the additional classroom column, indicate the number of additional net 

classrooms provided if not previously reported. 

In the replacement classroom column, indicate the number of classrooms that were 

included in the determination of the district’s new construction eligibility pursuant to 

Education Code Section 17071.75 but replaced in a locally funded project. 

Enter the date the initial construction contract was signed for additional or 

replacement classrooms. 

b. 	 If the eligibility for this project was determined on a high school attendance 

area (HSAA) or Super HSAA pursuant to Section 1859.41, enter the number of 

pupils by grade level type that were included in the latest report by the CDE 

pursuant to Education Code Section 42268 that received operational grants in 

that HSAA or Super HSAA. 

. Pending Reorganization Election 

Complete only for new construction projects. Indicate if there is a pending reorga

nization election that will result in a loss of eligibility for this project. If the answer 

is “yes”, the district must complete Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form 

SAB 50-03, to adjust the district’s new construction baseline eligibility as a result of 

the reorganization and submit them with this form. 

. Joint-Use Facility/Leased Property 

Check the box if: 

a. 	 The facilities to be constructed/modernized as part of this project will be for 

joint use by other governmental agencies. 

b. 	 The new construction or modernization grants will be used for facilities 

located or to be located on leased property. 

. Project Progress Dates 

Complete this section for new construction/modernization projects: 

a. 	 Enter the date the initial construction contract was signed for this project. If a 

construction contract has not been executed, enter N/A. 

b. 	 Enter the issue date for the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the 

project, or enter N/A if a Notice to Proceed has not been issued. 

. Labor Compliance Program 

Indicate whether the district is subject to a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to Labor Code 

Section 1771.7 by checking the appropriate box. 

. Construction Delivery Method 

Check the box that best represents the construction delivery method that the 

district has or will use for this project, if known. 

. Career Technical Education Funds Request 

Indicate if Career Technical Education (CTE) funds will be requested for 

classroom(s) included in the plans and specifications for this project pursuant to 

Section 1859.193. If “Yes”, enter the number of CTE classroom(s) shown on the P&S. 

. Architect of Record or Licensed Architect Certifi cation 

The architect of record or the licensed architect must complete this section. 

. Architect of Record or Design Professional Certifi cation 

The architect of record or the appropriate design professional must complete this 

section. 

. Certifi cation 

The district representative must complete this section. For additional information 

regarding district certifications, refer to the SFP handbook located on the OPSC 

web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov. 

http:1859.41
http:www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov


The school district named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Office of Public School Construction for a grant under the provisions of 

Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, et seq., of the Education Code and the Regulations thereto. 

SCHOOL DISTRICT APPLICATION NUMBER 

SCHOOL NAME PROJECT TRACKING NUMBER 

COUNTY DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE’S E-MAIL ADDRESS HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA (HSAA) OR SUPER HSAA (IF APPLICABLE) 

. Type of Application—Check Only One

 New Construction 

New Construction (Final Apportionment) 

New Construction (Final Charter School Apportionment) 

New Construction (Small High School Program) 

Rehabilitation (Final Charter School Apportionment)

 Modernization 

Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind 

Separate Apportionment 

Site Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1] 

Site Only (District owned)—New Construction [Section 1859.81.2] 

Site Only—Environmental Hardship [Section 1859.75.1] 

Design Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Design Only—Modernization 

Design Only—Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind 

Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(a)] 

Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(b)] 

Rehabilitation [Section 1859.83(e)] 

Advance Funding for Evaluation and RA 

. Type of Project 

a.  Elementary School Total Pupils Assigned:

 Middle School K–6: _________________

 High School 7–8: _________________ 

9–12: _________________ 

Non-Severe:  _________________ 

Severe:  _________________ 

b. 50 Years or Older Building Funding (Modernization Only) 

Total Eligible Classrooms/Square Footage: _________________ 

d. Is this a 6–8 school?  Yes No 

If you answered yes, how many K–6 pupils reported 

above are sixth graders? _________________ 

Is this an Alternative Education School?  Yes No 

e. Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2?  Yes No 

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2(c)?  Yes No 

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:  _________________ 

Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3?  Yes No 

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3(c)?  Yes No 

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:  _________________ 

f. Facility Hardship (no pupils assigned) 

g. Charter School Facility Program Rehabilitation Request: 

Toilets (sq. ft.) _________________ 

Other (sq. ft.) _________________ 

h. Project to be located on:

 Leased Site

 New Site 

Existing Site with Additional Acreage Acquired 

Existing Site with No Additional Acreage Acquired 

. Number of Classrooms: _________________ 

Master Plan Acreage Site Size (Useable): _________________ 

Recommended Site Size (Useable): _________________ 

Existing Acres (Useable): _________________ 

Proposed Acres (Useable): _________________ 

. Financial Hardship Request—Must Have Pre-Approval by OPSC 

. New Construction Additional Grant Request—New Construction Only 

a. Therapy: Toilets (sq. ft.) _________________
Classroom/Square Footage at Least 50 Years Old: _________________ 

Other (sq. ft.) _________________
Ratio of 50 Years Old Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________ % 

b. Multilevel Construction (CRS): _________________
From 2a above, how many are 50 Year or Older Pupil Grants? 

c.  Project Assistance 
K–6:  _________________ 

d. Site Acquisition: 
7–8: _________________ 

(1) 50 percent Actual Cost: $ _________________ 
9–12: _________________ 

(2) 50 percent Appraised Value: $ _________________ 
Non-Severe:  _________________ 

(3) 50 percent Relocation Cost: $ _________________ 
Severe:  _________________ 

(4) 2 percent (min. $25,000): $ _________________ 
c. Included in 2a above, how many pupils are generated by the 

(5) 50 percent DTSC Fee: $ _________________ 
Alternative Enrollment Projection? (New Construction Only) 

e. 50 percent hazardous waste removal: $ _________________ 
K–6:  _________________ 

Response Action (RA) 
7–8: _________________ 

f. Site Development 
9–12: _________________ 

50 percent Service-Site: $ _________________ 
Non-Severe:  _________________ 

50 percent Off -Site: $ _________________ 
Severe:  _________________ 
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50 percent Utilities: $ _________________ . Prior Approval Under the LPP


 General Site New Construction: 22/ _________________
 

g. 	 Facility Hardship Section 1859.82(a) or (b) Modernization: 77/ _________________ 

h.

Toilet (sq. ft.): 

Other (sq. ft.): 	 

 Replacement area 

Toilet (sq. ft.): 

_________________ 

_________________ 

_________________
 

. Prior Apportionment Under the SFP 

Site/Design—New Construction: 

Design—Modernization: 

50/ 

	57/ 

_________________ 

_________________ 

Other (sq. ft.): _________________ . Preliminary Apportionment to Final Apportionment
 

. 

 Urban/Security/Impacted site 

. Project Priority Funding Order—New Construction Only 

Priority order of this application in relation to other new construction applications 

submitted by the district at the same time: # _________________ 

Project meets:
 

Density requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(3).
 

Stock plans requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(4).


 Energy efficiency requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(6).
 

i.  Energy Effi  ciency: _________________ % 

j. Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System 

Automatic Sprinkler System 

k. High Performance Incentive (Indicate Points):  _________________

 . Modernization Additional Grant Request—Modernization Only 

a.  Project Assistance 

b.  Energy Effi  ciency: _________________ % 

c. Site Development—60 percent utilities: $ _________________ 

d. Separate Apportionment for Reconfiguration 

(for Small High School Program only): $ _________________ 

e. Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System 

f. High Performance Incentive (Indicate Points):  _________________ 

Excessive Cost Hardship Request 

New Construction Only 

Geographic Percent Factor: _________________ % 

New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(1)] 

New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(2)] 

New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(3)] 

Small Size Project 

Urban/Security/Impacted Site; 

If a new site, $ ________________ per Useable Acre [Section 1859.83(d)(2)(C)] 

Modernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabilitation Only 

Rehabilitation/Mitigation [Section 1859.83(e)]: $ _________________ 

Geographic Percent Factor: _________________ %

 Accessibility/Fire Code 

3 percent of base grant; or, 

60 percent of minimum work $ _________________ 

Number of 2-Stop Elevators: _________________ 

Number of Additional Stops: _________________ 

Small Size Project 

Preliminary Apportionment Application Number: # _________________ 

. Alternative Developer Fee—New Construction Only 

Alternative developer fee collected and reportable pursuant to 

Regulation Section 1859.77: $ _________________ 

. Adjustment to New Construction Baseline Eligibility 

a. Classroom(s) provided: 

Additional Replacement 

K–6: _________________ K–6 _________________ 

7–8: _________________ 7–8 _________________ 

9–12: _________________ 9–12 _________________ 

Non-Severe: _________________ Non-Severe _________________ 

Severe:  _________________ Severe _________________ 

Construction Contract(s) for the project signed on: 

____________________________  ____________________________ 

b. Operational Grant (HSAA) only: K–6: _________________ 

7–8: _________________ 

9–12: _________________ 

Non-Severe:  _________________ 

Severe:  _________________ 

. Pending Reorganization Election—New Construction Only  Yes No 

. Joint-Use Facility/Leased Property 

a.  Joint-Use Facility 

b.  Leased Property 

. Project Progress Dates 

a. Construction Contract signed on: _________________ 

b. Notice to Proceed issued on: _________________ 

. Labor Compliance Program 

Will you be required to initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program 
 

pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7 for this project? 
  Yes No 

. Construction Delivery Method

 Design-Bid-Build

 Design-Build

 Developer Built

 Lease Lease-Back 

Energy Performance Contract 

This project includes or will include piggyback contract(s) as defined in Section 1859.2

 Other: _____________________________________________________ 

. Career Technical Education Funds Request 

Will CTE Funds be requested for classroom(s) included in the plans and 
 

specifications for this project? 
  Yes No 

Number of CTE classroom(s): _________________ 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA	 

APPLICATION FOR FUNDING	 
SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM 
SAB 5004 REV 08/0709/07 

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD 
OFFICE OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 

Page 7 of 8 

. Architect of Record or Licensed Architect Certifi cation 

I certify as the architect of record for the project or as a licensed architect that: 

•	 The P&S for this project were submitted to the OPSC by electronic medium (i.e., 

CD-ROM, zip disk or diskette) or as an alternative, if the request is for a modern

ization Grant, the P&S were submitted in hard copy to the OPSC. 

•	 Any portion of the P&S requiring review and approval by the Division of the State 	

Architect (DSA) were approved by the DSA on ____________________________ 

(enter DSA approval date). 

• 	Any portion of the P&S not requiring review and approval by the DSA meets 

the requirements of the California Code of Regulations, Title 24, including any 

handicapped access and fire code requirements. 

• 	 If the request is for a Modernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabili


ation Grant, the P&S include the demolition of more classrooms than those to 


be constructed in the project, the difference is ________ classroom(s). (Indicate 


N/A if there are none.) 


• If the request is for a Modernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabili

ation Grant, the P&S include the construction of more classrooms than those to 

deferred items and interim housing (if any) relating to the proposed project, is at 

be demolished in the project, the difference is ________ classroom(s). (Indicate 

N/A if there are none.) 

ARCHITECT OF RECORD OR LICENSED ARCHITECT (PRINT NAME) 

SIGNATURE DATE 

. Architect of Record or Design Professional Certifi cation 

I certify as the architect of record for the project or the appropriate design profes

sional, that: 

• If the request is for a New Construction Grant, I have developed a cost estimate 

of the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of 

the work in the P&S including deferred items (if any) relating to the proposed 

project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided by the State 

and the district’s matching share, less site acquisition costs. This cost estimate 

does not include site acquisition, planning, tests, inspection, or furniture and 

equipment and is available at the district for review by the OPSC. 

• If the request is for a Modernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabili

ation Grant, I have developed a cost estimate of the proposed project which 

indicates that the estimated construction cost of the work in the P&S, including 

least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided by the State and the district’s 

matching share. This cost estimate does not include planning, tests, inspection or 

furniture and equipment and is available at the district for review by the OPSC. 

ARCHITECT OF RECORD OR DESIGN PROFESSIONAL (PRINT NAME) 

SIGNATURE DATE 

. Certifi cation 

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form, 

with the exception of items 19 and 20, is true and correct and that: 

•	 I am an authorized representative of the district as authorized by the governing 

board of the district; and, 

•	 A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, 

et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the school district’s govern

ing board or the designee of the Superintendent of Public Instruction on, 


__________________________; and, 


• 
The district has established a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for exclusive 

purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings and 

has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with and 

is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Section 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); and, 

• Pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.755, the district has made a priority of 

the funds in the restricted maintenance account, established pursuant to Educa

tion Code Section 17070.75, to ensure that facilities are functional and meet local 

The district has considered the feasibility of the joint use of land and facilities 

with other governmental agencies in order to minimize school facility costs; and, 

If this funding request is for the modernization of portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment pursuant to Education Code Section 17073.15, 

the district certifies that (check the applicable box below): 

hygiene standards; and, 

1. The state modernization funds will be used to replace the portable 

classrooms and permanently remove the displaced portables from the 

classroom use within six months of the filing of the Notice of Completion 

for the project; or, 

2. It has provided documentation to the Office of Public School Construc

tion which indicates that modernizing the portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment is better use of public resources than the 

replacement of these facilities. 

Facilities to be modernized have not been previously modernized with Lease-Pur

chase Program, Proposition 1A Funds or School Facility Program state funds; and, 

• Facilities to be rehabilitated under the Charter School Facility Program previ

ously funded with School Facility Program State funds meet the requirements of 

All contracts entered on or after November 4, 1998 for the service of any 

architect structural engineer or other design professional for any work under the 

• 

• 

• 

Section 1859.163.6; and, 

• 

project have been obtained pursuant to a competitive process that is consistent 

with the requirements of Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 4525) of Divi

sion 5, of Title 1, of the Government Code; and, 

•	 If this request is for new construction funding, the district has received approval 

of the site and the plans from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and, 

•	 If this request is for modernization or Charter School Facility Program Rehabilitation 

funding, the district has received approval of the plans for the project from the CDE. 

Plan approval is not required if request is for separate design apportionment; and, 

•	 The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws 

governing the use of force account labor; and, 

•	 This district has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 regarding at 

least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business enterprises; and, 

http:17070.10
http:17070.75
http:17073.15
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do not exceed 33:1 per classroom. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and 

(b) and 1859.77.3(a) and (b)] 

• If this application is submitted after January 1, 2004 for modernization funding, 

materials in the modernization project and will follow all relevant federal, state, 

and local standards for the management of any identified lead; and 

• The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor 

Code Section 1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the 

Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the project is issued on or after 

April 1, 2003; and, 

• Beginning with the 2005/2006 fiscal year, the district has complied with Educa

tion Code Section 17070.75(e) by establishing a facilities inspection system to 

ensure that each of its schools is maintained in good repair; and 

• If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifies 

that is has an academic reform strategy scored by the CDE, and is available at the 

district office for OPSC verification; and 

• If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifies 

the enrollment at the Small High School will not exceed 500 pupils for a mini

mum of two complete school years after the Occupancy of the last Small High 

School funded, as outlined in Section 1859.104(e)(2); and 

• If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9, the district certifies 

the enrollment at the resulting Small High Schools will not exceed 500 pupils for 

3. The pupils requested from a different grade level will be housed in class

rooms at an existing school in the district which will have its grade level 

changed, to the grade level requested, at the completion of the proposed 

SFP project. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(b) and 1859.77.3(b)] 

•	 If the district requested additional funding for fire code requirements pursuant 

to Sections 1859.71.2 or 1859.78.4, the district will include the automatic fire 

detection/alarm system and/or automatic sprinkler system in the project prior to 

completion of the project; and 

• 	The district has consulted with the career technical advisory committee estab

lished pursuant to Education Code Section 8070 and the need for vocational and 

career technical facilities is being adequately met in accordance with Education 

Code Sections 51224, 51225.3(b), 51226.1 and 51228(b); and, 

• 	 If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant 

to Sections 1859.71.3 or 1859.78.5, the increased costs for the energy effi  ciency 

components in the project exceeds the amount of funding otherwise available 

to the district; and, 

the district has considered the potential for the presence of lead-containing 

a minimum of two complete school years after the Occupany of the Small High 

Schools; and 

•	 If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9 or Section 1859.93.2, 

the district certifies that is will meet all reporting requirements as specified in 

Section 1859.104(e)(1) and/or (2)., and 

•	 The district has considered the feasibility of using designs and materials for the 

new construction or modernization project that promote the efficient use of 

energy and water, maximum use of natural light and indoor air quality, the use 

of recycled materials and materials that emit a minimum of toxic substances, the 

use of acoustics conducive to teaching and learning, and the other characteris

tics of high performance schools. 
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•	 The district matching funds required pursuant to Sections 1859.77.1 or 1859.79 has 

either been expended by the district, deposited in the County School Facility Fund or 

will be expended by the district prior to the notice of completion for the project; and, 

•	 The district has received the necessary approval of the plans and specifications 

from the Division of the State Architect unless the request is for a separate site 

and/or design apportionment; and, 

•	 If the district is requesting site acquisition funds as part of this application, the 

district has complied with Sections 1859.74 through 1859.75.1 as appropriate; and, 

• 	With the exception of an apportionment made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 18 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105); and, 

• 	 If the apportionment for this project was made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 12 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105.1); and, 

• The district understands that funds not released within 18 months of apportion

ment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied (refer to Sec

tion 1859.90); and, 

• The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief; and, 

• All school facilities purchased or newly constructed under the project for use 

by pupils who are individuals with exceptional needs, as defined in Education 

Code Section 56026, shall be designed and located on the school site so as to 

maximize interaction between those individuals with exceptional needs and 

other pupils as appropriate to the needs of both; and, 

• This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In 

the event a conflict should exist, the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and, 

• The district understands that some or all of the State funding for the project 

must be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Sections 

1859.105, 1859.105.1, 1859.106; and, 

• The district has complied with the provisions of Sections 1859.76 and 1859.79.2 

and that the portion of the project funded by the State does not contain work 

specifically prohibited in those Sections; and, 

• If the SFP grants will be used for the construction or modernization of school 

facilities on leased land, the district has entered into a lease agreement for the 

leased property that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and, 

•	 If the application contains a “Use of New Construction Grant” request, the district 

has adopted a school board resolution and housing plan at a public hearing at a 

regularly scheduled meeting of the governing board on __________________ 

as specified in Sections 1859.77.2, or 1859.77.3, as appropriate. The district’s ap

proved housing plan is as indicated (check all that apply): 

1. The district will construct or acquire facilities for housing the pupils with 

funding not otherwise available to the SFP as a district match within 

five years of project approval by the SAB and the district must identify 

the source of the funds. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and (b) and 

1859.77.3(a) and (b)] 

2. The district will utilize higher district loading standards providing the 

loading standards are within the approved district’s teacher contract and 

SIGNATURE OF DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE DATE 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
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ASSEMBLY BILL 127 GRANT INCREASE

 PROJECT INFORMATION WORKSHEET


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present the proposed Project Information Worksheet that will be used to gather data for the purpose of 
determining the annual increase or decrease to the New Construction Base Grant per Education Code (EC) 
Section 17072.11 and for bond accountability. 

BACKGROUND 
In early 2006, Staff attempted to gather data on current costs to build schools.  At that time, Staff, with the 
assistance of the Grant Adequacy Ad Hoc Committee, developed a survey, and sent 231 surveys to school 
districts in March 2006.  As reported to the State Allocation Board (SAB) in May 2006, 52 percent were 
returned, however, the majority were incomplete.  Staff reported it would be unable to make conclusive 
recommendations regarding the adequacy of the grants absent comprehensive data.    

In May 2006, Assembly Bill (AB) 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Perata/Nunez) added EC Section 
17072.11 which provided for an increase of seven percent for elementary and middle school projects and a 
four percent increase for high school projects beginning July 1, 2006.  AB 127 also stated that beginning 
January 1, 2008, the SAB has the authority to increase the base grant up to six percent or decrease it by an 
amount determined every fiscal year based on the current construction costs.  This provision added further 
importance to Staff’s need to gather data to enable making its recommendations to the SAB.  As a result, 
Staff continued its work with the Grant Adequacy Ad Hoc Committee and developed a project information 
worksheet beginning in May 2006.  Various drafts of this worksheet were presented to the SAB 
Implementation Committee beginning in July through September 2006.     

In September 2006, the Board approved regulations to implement the grant increases for AB 127.  Staff 
proposed correlating the annual recommended change in the base grant with the Construction Cost Index 
increase each year and developed regulations that clarify the SAB’s flexibility when adjusting the new 
construction base grant.  However, the proposed regulations were later withdrawn from the Office of 
Administrative Law (OAL) and cannot be resubmitted until a method to capture the current costs to build 
schools is approved by the SAB.  As a result, the Project Information Worksheet was presented at the July 
2007 SAB meeting.  Following comments from Board members and the audience, the Board did not take 
action on the worksheet and requested that Staff continue to work with the stakeholders and bring back a 
revised worksheet to the August 2007 SAB meeting.    

AUTHORITY 

EC Section 17072.11(a)(3) states “the board shall conduct an analysis of the relationship between the per-
unhoused-pupil grant eligibility….and the per-pupil cost of new school construction…” 

EC Section 17072.11(b) states, “On or after January 1, 2008, the board shall increase or decrease the per-
unhoused-pupil grant eligibility by amounts it deems necessary to cause the grants to correspond to costs of 
new school construction ….” 

(Continued on Page Two) 



(Rev. 2) 
SAB 08-22-07 

Page Two 

STAFF COMMENTS 

Staff, with the assistance with a wide range of stakeholders, has created a revised Project Information 
Worksheet as shown on the Attachment.  The revised worksheet was presented at a special Implementation 
Committee meeting on August 20, 2007.  During the Implementation Committee meeting, there was 
discussion on the certifications that were included on the Project Information Worksheet.  Committee 
members noted that these certifications were embedded in the Fund Release Authorization and the 
Expenditure Report ; therefore, the certifications are redundant and have been removed. 

Districts will need to complete the worksheet for new construction projects and submit it with the Fund 
Release Authorization and/or the Expenditure Report. The worksheet requests information on actual project 
costs and provides the data necessary for Staff to analyze current school construction costs.  The 
information collected will be used to make a recommendation to the Board to determine the 
increase/decrease in the new construction base grant and in providing bond accountability. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Approve the Project Information Worksheet as presented in the Attachment. 
2.	 Authorize the Office of Public School Construction to re-file the Grant Increase regulations with the 

OAL. 

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this Item, the Board delayed action for 30 days. 
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INFORMATION 
The information collected using this form is necessary in order to conduct an analysis of the relationship between the 
per-unhoused-pupil grant eligibility and the per-pupil cost of new school construction for grades K-12 pursuant to 
Education Code Section 17072.11, and to meet the requirements for bond accountability.

INSTRUCTIONS 

This worksheet must be completed and submitted with the Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) for all new 
construction projects that are completing Part IV of the Form 50-05. 

This worksheet must be completed and submitted with the Expenditure Report (Form SAB 50-06) for all new 
construction projects that have received a fund release pursuant to Part IV of the Fund Release Authorization. 

Attach to this form the accepted bid documents including additive/deductive alternates. 

Date Completed: Enter the date that the form was completed. 
Application Number(s): Insert the application number provided by the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC).  
Include the project number(s) of any other associated State funded projects. (i.e. Joint-Use) 
School District: Insert name of school district where project is located. 
County: Insert name of county where project is located. 
Project Tracking Number: Insert project tracking number provided by the OPSC, the California Department of 
Education (CDE), and the Division of the State Architect (DSA). 
Project Name: Insert name of project (ex. – ABC Elementary School) 

Indicate the time period this form was filled out by checking the appropriate box. 

Project Funding

Please provide actual expenditures when available and estimates as necessary. 

1. Check yes or no to indicate if this is a financial hardship project. 

2. Funds available (include site acquisition).  If the project includes square footage from other State funded 
projects (i.e. Joint-Use), report the funds available from that project. 
a. Enter the actual amount of the State Apportionment for this project. 
b. Enter the estimated or actual amount of interest earned on State funds for this project. 
c. Enter the actual amount of the District Match for this project.   
d. Enter the estimated or actual amount of any additional local (district) funds that were necessary to 

complete this State funded project.   



 
Project Costs

1 Site Acquisition Costs 
Enter the total cost for site acquisition, including State

Enter the amount of actual and estimated (not yet contracted, invoiced or obligated) soft costs
(i.e. tests and inspections, architect fees, etc.)  Do not include any costs reported in 4 below.

3 Bid/Construction Contract Data.  If
Use), include all associated costs. 

Enter the accepted base bid amount prior to any accepted additive/deductive alternates for all contracts.
there is more than one contract signed (i.e. multiple-prime, etc.) please enter the

b. Enter the amount of all accepted additive/deductive alternates for all contracts. 
Enter the amount of the total construction contract
addendums, if applicable. 
1. Enter the amount of the building cost in the contract(s). 

Enter the estimated amount of the site de
general site, included in the contract(s). 

3 Enter the amount of any other construction fees (if applicable).  If using construction management, 
enter any general condition fees in 5 below. Do not include any costs listed in 5 below.

4 Enter the amount of the estimated remaining project cost not yet contracted, invoiced or obligated (i.e. 
portions of work not yet bid
costs reported in 2 above. 

5 Enter the amount of Construction Management Fees. If the project is being bid as m
costs for general conditions, etc.  Do not include any costs listed

6. Enter the actual or estimated amount for project contingencies. 
7. Enter the actual or estimated amount for furniture and equipment. 

Enter the amount of the Total Project Cost (do

A

Enter the number of bidders on this project.  If more than one contract was signed for this project (i.e. 
Multiple-Prime) enter the average number of bidders per trade.  Enter
than one bid date, enter the opening bid date of the first bid pack

• Enter the number of times the project was re-bid, if applicable. 
Describe the additive/deductive alternates. Indicate whether they included facilities or b

P

• Choose from the drop down menu the type of project that is being built (i.e. new school, addition, etc.) 
Choo
etc.) 
Select what outdoor facilities you have and how many of each are in the project.  If the facility is considered 
multiple use, check the box that best represents what the facility will be used for t
the project consists of any other playfields not listed, check “other” and explain.
Check the boxes o
each grade level. 
Enter the master plan site capacity of the project based on single-track use and local district loading standard
Based on teacher contracts and/or local loading st
pupils requested on the Application for Funding. 

• Enter the square footage of the parking structure (
• Enter the tot

Please provide actual expenditures when available and estimates as necessary. 

.
 share, district share, and any additional local funds. 

Include any costs for environmental studies and fees.

2.  for the project 

.  the bid includes square footage for other State funded projects (i.e. Joint-

a.   If 
 total of all base bids.  

c. .  Include the amount of any change orders or 

2. velopment work, including service site, offsite, utilities, and 

. 

.
, etc.) that are necessary for the completion of this project.  Do not include any 

ultiple-prime, include 
 in 3(c)(3) above.

8.  not include site acquisition costs).  This amount should be 
equal to the sum of 2, 3c, 4, 5, 6 and 7 above. 

dditional Bid Information

•
 the date(s) the bid(s) opened.  If more 

age. 

• uilding elements.  If 
the additive/deductive alternate included buildings, please indicate the square footage. 

roject Information

• se from the drop down menu the type of school that best describes this project (i.e. elementary, middle, 

•
he majority of the time. If 

• f the grade levels of the pupils being served.  Enter the number of pupils being served at 

• s.  
andards this number may be different from the number of 

if applicable). 
al net usable site acreage of project. 



 
Component Types:

Choose all components that are included in the project.  Include the number of each type of facility. (i.e. 12
standard classrooms, 4 labs, etc.)  Indicate if there are any stand
“other” facilities, a detailed listing of those facilities is not required unless the facility being constructed is 
atypical or a non-standard facilit

• From the pull down menu, choose the main type of construction for each of the buildings in the project (i.e. 
permanent, modular, portable). 

• Enter the square footage of each component that was in the DSA approved plans at the time the project was 
apportioned by the State Allocation Board.  
Enter the square footage of each com
changes orders) when the district submitted its Fund Release Authorization.  Indicate the square footage of
any stand alone restroom buildings. 
Enter the estimated percentage of the project completed and the square footage for each component
plans (including any a

Expenditure Report. 

mber of Classrooms

¾ From the total number of classrooms entered above, enter the number of classrooms that are considered 
stick-built. 

¾ From the total number of classrooms entered above, enter the number of classrooms that are considered 
permanent modular. 

¾
portable pursuant to 

uare Feet All Facilities
Enter the total building square footage for all facilities in the project.  When cal
include the total square footage identified on the DSA approved plans for all facilities.  Be sure to use the 

e meth
¾ From the total square footage entered above, enter the amount of square footage that is considered s

built. 
¾ From the total square footage entered above, enter the amount of square footage that is considered 

permanent modular. 
¾

portable pursuant to Educat

al Building Cost (Per Square Foot) 

Enter the actual/estimated cost per square foot.  To determine the cost per squ

structures, and 

t-Use Information

•
 alone restroom buildings.  If indicating 

y.  If so, then please explain.   

• ponent that is in the plans (including any adjustments for addendums or 

•  in the 
djustments for addendums or changes orders) for each annual reporting period, as 

applicable.  The estimated percentage completed shall be the same as that which is reported on the 

Total nu
• Enter the total number of classrooms in the project. 

From the total number of classrooms entered above, enter the number of classrooms that are considered 
Education Code Section 17070.15(j). 

Total Sq
• culating the square footage, 

sam odology when calculating square footage for each reporting period. 
tick- 

From the total square footage entered above, enter the amount of square footage that is considered 
ion Code Section 17070.15(j). 

Tot

• are foot, divide the total 
building cost, excluding site acquisition and site development costs (service site, off-site, utilities, parking 

general site) by the total building square footage as reported. 

Join

• Check yes or no to indicate whether the project includes a joint-use partner, even if the joint-use project does 
not include State funding. Enter the OPSC application number if applicable. 

• Check the appropriate box to indicate which type of joint-use partner is included in the joint-use project. 
• Check yes or no to indicate whether the joint-use partner is contributing capital funding towards this project. 

If applicable, enter the dollar amount the joint-use partner is contributing. 
• Check which facility(ies) are part of the joint-use project.  If other is chosen, please explain the type of joint-

use project.  



 
Additional Information

C
yes, explain what those facilities or construction include. 

Indicate what facilities, if any, that were included in the State Allo
ny cilities were added.  Provide a brief explanation as to why they were not built or were added.  Please ensure 

th
• Check yes or no to indicate if the facilities are intended to be deferred to a later phase.  If yes, please explain. 

es or not to indicate whether the project was modified due to cost.  If, yes explain briefly what measures were 
.e. from permanent classroo

and the OPSC. 

Check yes or 
 were not funded with State funds (i.e. road or street improvements, utilities, or fees demanded by another local 

 etc.) 

• If yes, describe the local requirement and the associated costs. 

es or no to 
• If yes, indicate how many times the plans have been re-used within the district.  Indicate the name of the 

project(s). 
• Enter the building cost of the original project, if known.  Ente

• Enter the notice of completi

Comments/Additional Information

P

heck yes or no to indicate if the bid includes any facilities or other construction that has not yet been identified.  If 

cation Board approved project that were not built or 
if a fa

at you contact the CDE, the DSA, and the OPSC for assistance. 

Check y
taken (i ms to portable or if the project was reduced in scope, etc.) 

• Check yes or no to indicate whether any change in the project’s scope was discussed with the CDE, the DSA, 

no to indicate whether or not there were any local requirements or ordinances the district had to meet 
that
agency,

• Check yes or not to indicate whether or not these costs were included in the construction contract. 

Check y indicate whether or not you utilized existing architectural plans from another project. 

r the Site Development cost (service site, offsite, 
utilities, general site) of the original project, if known.

on date for the original project.   

lease provide any additional information about this project that you think will be helpful in completing the analysis. 
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SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM JOINT-USE PROJECTS 

 
 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To present requests for funding under the School Facility Program (SFP) Joint-Use Program.   
 

BACKGROUND 
 

At the July 2007 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting, the Board apportioned 38 SFP joint-use projects for a total 
amount of $32.2 million.  At the Board’s request, the Roseland Elementary School District application was held 
over to review the identified joint-use partner.  The Board directed Staff to present for further consideration the 
Roseland Elementary School District project and 18 additional applications which were evaluated for local bond 
language compliance.  The 18 additional applicants are providing the full 50 percent of local share cost with funds 
derived from a locally passed bond.   

  
DESCRIPTION 
 

Under the SFP Joint-Use Program, a school district may partner with a local entity to build either a Type I or Type II 
facility.   
 

• A Type I facility is a joint-use project that is a part of a qualifying SFP new construction project and is 
constructed under the Joint-Use Program.  The proposed facility consists of an increased square footage 
amount and/or an increase in eligible costs that are greater than that applied to a standard project under 
the SFP.  The joint-use project may consist of a multipurpose room, gymnasium, childcare facility, library, 
or teacher education facility that is part of a new construction project.  

  
• A Type II facility allows for the construction of new joint-use facilities or the reconfiguration of existing 

school buildings to provide for a multipurpose room, gymnasium, childcare facility, library, or teacher 
education facility.   

 
A district may submit more than one application for each type of project; however, after its first application is placed 
on a funding priority list in date-received order, its subsequent applications are not placed on the priority for funding 
list until all other districts’ initial applications are placed on the list.  This allows all districts that have applied, the 
opportunity to receive funding under the Joint-Use Program.  In addition, Type I applications receive funding 
consideration first and then Type II applications are considered, if remaining funds are available.  Applications not 
apportioned due to the funding priority mechanism shall be returned to the district and may be re-submitted in 
subsequent filing periods when funds become available. 
 
A financial contribution toward the cost of the joint-use project must be equal to the State’s share (50/50).  The 
contribution made by the joint-use partner(s) must be no less than 25 percent of the eligible project costs.  The 
remaining local contribution may come from any other district source that would not otherwise be available to the 
SAB.  However, if the school district has passed a local bond which specifies that such funds are to be used for 
that joint-use project, then the school district may opt to provide up to the full 50 percent local share of eligible 
costs.  The State share of a joint-use project will be 50 percent of the eligible project costs not to exceed $1 million 
if the project is serving an elementary school, $1.5 million if the project is serving a middle school, or $2 million if 
the project is serving a high school.  A side-by-side comparison of the Joint-Use Program statute and regulations is 
attached (see Attachment A). 
 
 
 
 

 
(Continued on Page Two) 
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AUTHORITY 
 

Education Code (EC) Section 17077.40 establishes the authority to fund joint-use projects to construct facilities on 
Kindergarten to grade 12 school sites. 
 
EC Section 17077.42(c) provides the contribution of the joint use partner shall be no less than 25 percent unless 
the school district has passed a local bond which specifies that the funds are to be used for the joint-use project.   

 
EC Section 101012 (a) (6) provides $29 million from Proposition 1D for the purposes set forth in EC Section 
17077.40 relating to joint-use projects.  In addition to these funds, at the June 2007 SAB meeting, the Board 
approved a transfer of $21 million from prior authorized bond funding to the 2006 State School Facilities Fund for 
joint-use purposes for a total amount of $50 million available for this funding cycle.   

 
STAFF COMMENTS 
  

The Office of Public School Construction has completed the compliance assessment of the applications referenced 
above.  After thorough review, including consultation with SAB Legal Counsel, 11 projects totaling $5.4 million listed in 
priority order on Attachment C are eligible for SAB approval.  After considering the value of these additional 
apportionments, $12.3 million remain available for joint-use purposes. 
 
At the July SAB meeting, organizational relationships of the joint-use partners and their financial contributions were 
discussed.  Staff reviewed the joint-use application trends since 2003.  The analysis (see Attachment B) indicates there 
is an increasing trend for school districts to utilize specifically designated local bond funds for the entire 50 percent local 
match, as permitted in statute, relieving the joint-use partner of its financial contribution obligations.  Further, the SAB 
has statutory authority to determine acceptable non-profit organization joint-use partners.  Currently, the SFP 
Regulations provide a definition of “Non-Profit Organization” as an entity that is organized and operated for purposes of 
not making a profit under the provisions of the Revenue and Taxation Code.  All projects presented for funding for the 
2006/2007 Joint-Use Program cycle meet the current joint-use partner criteria and all other applicable legal 
requirements.  For future filing periods, the regulatory definition of a non-profit organization could be amended for 
purposes of this program. 

 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
Apportion $5,488,364 as shown on Attachment C. 

 
BOARD ACTION 
 

In considering this Item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendation.  In addition, the Board requested that Staff come 
back with suggested regulatory language changes to the definition of a non-profit organization and address changing 
the timelines so there is adequate time to process the joint-use applications. 

 



ATTACHMENT C
 

SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM JOINT-USE PROJECTS
State Allocation Board Meeting, August 22, 2007

Total 
Estimated 

Cost

Joint Use 
Partner Share District Share

*Additional 
District/ 
Partner 

Contribution

**State 
Apportionment

Fresno Kings Canyon Joint Unified Zumwalt Elementary 52/62265-00-006 Multipurpose City of Reedley 1 K-8 $2,821,348 $0 $1,000,000 $821,348 $1,000,000

Fresno Kings Canyon Joint Unified Zumwalt Elementary 52/62265-00-007 Library City of Reedley 1 K-8 $1,579,080 $0 $789,540 $0 $810,590

Sonoma Roseland Elementary Roseland Elementary 52/70904-00-001 Library Roseland Charter School 2 K-6 $808,214 $404,107 $0 $0 $404,107

San Diego Santee Elementary Cajon Park Elementary 52/68361-00-001 Multipurpose1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $880,604 $0 $440,302 $0 $440,302

San Diego Santee Elementary Carlton Hills Elementary 52/68361-00-007 Multipurpose1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $917,834 $0 $458,917 $0 $458,917

San Diego Santee Elementary Prospect Avenue Elementary 52/68361-00-024 Multipurpose1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $474,680 $0 $237,340 $0 $237,340

San Diego Santee Elementary Harritt (Chet F.) Elementary 52/68361-00-006 Multipurpose1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $748,798 $0 $374,399 $0 $374,399

San Diego Santee Elementary Pepper Drive Elementary 52/68361-00-005 Multipurpose1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $664,732 $0 $332,366 $0 $332,366

San Diego Santee Elementary Rio Seco Elementary 52/68361-00-003 Multipurpose1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $953,562 $0 $476,781 $0 $476,781

San Diego Santee Elementary Carlton Oaks Elementary 52/68361-00-002 Multipurpose1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $953,562 $0 $476,781 $0 $476,781

San Diego Santee Elementary Hill Creek Elementary 52/68361-00-004 Multipurpose1 Santee School District Foundation 2 K-8 $953,562 $0 $476,781 $0 $476,781

Total $5,488,364

* Any additional financial contributions can be made by the Joint-Use partner(s), the district or any other local source.

** The State Apportionment has a maximum cap of $1,000,000 for an elementary school, $1,500,000 for a middle school, and $2,000,000 for a high school. 

1. The District is not building Minimum Essential Facilities; however, the California Department of Education has approved the reduced square footage.

Type of Facility Grade 
Level

Project Cost

Joint Use Partner
Joint 
Use 
Type

County School District Application NumberSite Name



Attachment B
 School Facility Program 
Joint-Use Project Trends

o

Funding Round 2003 * 2004 2005 2006 2007

Partner Type Non-Profit  Ed./Gov't Non-Profit  Ed./Gov't Non-Profit  Ed./Gov't Non-Profit  Ed./Gov't Non-Profit  Ed./Gov't

Facility Type $ No $ $ No $ $ No $ $ No $ $ No $ $ No $ $ No $ $ No $ $ No $ $ No $ Totals
Gymnasium 0 0 5 0 1 0 6 1 0 0 3 4 1 2 9 5 0 2 8 2 49
Multi-Purpose 0 0 4 0 2 0 3 1 3 3 1 5 3 2 3 3 0 0 2 13 48
Library 0 0 3 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 2 3 0 3 1 1 1 4 2 5 29
Childcare 0 0 6 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 12
Teacher Educati 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 4 4 0 9 0 0 23

Totals 0 0 18 0 6 1 12 2 3 4 10 12 7 7 17 13 1 16 12 20

In 2003, joint-use partners were required to provided total local match. 
Starting in 2004, joint-use partner financial contribution requirement reduced to half of local match or an option for no contribution if local bond authori
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, August 22, 2007 
 

SEISMIC MITIGATION REGULATION AMENDMENTS 
 

 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To request: 
 
1. Adoption of proposed amendments to the School Facility Program (SFP) regulations for seismic mitigation 

pursuant to Assembly Bill (AB) 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Perata/Nuñez). 
 

2. Authorization to file the proposed regulations with the Office of Administrative Law (OAL). 
 
BACKGROUND 
 

Proposition 1D provides amendments to Education Code (EC) Section 17075.10 and the Facility Hardship 
Program and authorizes up to $199.5 million for seismic mitigation of school facilities that are the most vulnerable 
of “Category 2” buildings and pose an unacceptable risk of injury during a seismic event.  The Attachment 
represents the proposed amendments to the SFP regulations for seismic mitigation.   

 

AUTHORITY 
 

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 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.” 

 
STAFF COMMENTS 

 
The proposed amendments for seismic mitigation outline four criteria established by the Division of the State 
Architect that must be met to qualify as the most vulnerable of “Category 2” buildings for purposes of seismic 
funding.  The four criteria are as follows: 

 
1. The building is located where the short period spectral acceleration is 1.55 g or more based on the 2002 
 United States Geological Survey National Seismic Hazard Maps adjusted for site class factors. 
2. The building is designed for occupancy by students and staff. 
3. The building type is either C1 – Concrete Moment Frame, PC1A – Precast/Tilt-up Concrete Shear Wall 
 with Flexible Roof, PC2 – Precast Concrete Frame and Roofs with Concrete Shear Walls, or URM – 
 Unreinforced Masonry Bearing Wall Buildings. 
4. A structural report is provided by a structural engineer that demonstrates the lateral force-resisting 
 system of the building does not meet collapse prevention performance objectives and the specific 
 deficiencies and reasoning for concluding that the building has a high potential for catastrophic collapse. 
 
This topic was presented to the State Allocation Board (SAB) Implementation Committee meeting on four 
separate occasions in order to gather input from interested parties.  At the August 3, 2007 Implementation 
Committee meeting, the Committee expressed some concern with Staff’s proposed amendments and requested 
that options to the proposed amendments be presented to the SAB.   
 
 
 

 
 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 
 
The Committee’s concerns are noted below: 
 
Required Structural Engineer’s Report 
 
The Implementation Committee expressed concern over the cost of obtaining a structural report for those districts 
that eventually may not qualify for funding.  The Committee requested that the Board consider utilizing the 
available $199.5 million for the cost of the structural reports for those districts that meet criteria one through three 
of the four criteria outlined above, regardless if the project ultimately qualifies for funding.  Staff does not support 
this option, as fewer buildings would be able to be mitigated and the funds would not be utilized for their intended 
purpose, which is to repair, reconstruct or replace the most vulnerable “Category 2” buildings.   
 
Available Funding 
 
The total available funding for seismic mitigation is $199.5 million.  During the development of the proposed 
amendments, Staff sought clarification from the parties involved during the bond development regarding the use 
of the authorized funding for seismic mitigation.  Consistent with the verification received, Staff’s recommendation 
is that all of the seismic related costs, including all ancillary costs such as American with Disabilities Act 
accessibility requirements come out of the $199.5 million that is available for seismic funding.   
 
The Implementation Committee expressed concern with this approach and requested that the Board consider the 
option of funding the ancillary costs from the new construction and modernization funds, as appropriate.  Staff is 
concerned with this approach, as this is inconsistent with the verification referenced above.   
 
Staff recommends approval of the proposed amendments as provided on the Attachment.  Upon adoption by the 
Board, the OPSC will submit these regulations to the OAL. 

 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
1. Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as shown on the Attachment and begin the regulatory 

process. 
 
2. Authorize the OPSC to file these regulations with the OAL. 

 
BOARD ACTION 
 

In considering this item, the Board held this Item over to the September State Allocation Board meeting in order 
for Staff to further discuss at the Implementation Committee meeting and consider: 

• Funding ancillary costs out of the modernization and new construction funds; 
• Funding interim housing as an additional allowance; 
• Allowing engineer studies to be funded; and 
• Reimbursement of projects that would have qualified but the building has been mitigated prior to the 

effective date of the law (May 20, 2006). 
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ATTACHMENT 

 
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE 

SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM REGULATIONS 
State Allocation Board Meeting, August 22, 2007 

 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.2 

 
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: 
. . . . 
 “Form SAB 50-04” means the Application For Funding, Form SAB 50-04 (Revised 089/07), which is incorporated by 
reference.  
. . . . 
“Most Vulnerable Category 2 Buildings,” as defined by the DSA, means the building is located where the short 
period spectral acceleration is 1.55 g or more based on the 2002 United States Geological Survey National Seismic 
Hazard Maps adjusted for site class factors; the building is designed for occupancy by students and staff; the 
building type is either C1 – Concrete Moment Frame, PC1A – Precast/Tilt-up Concrete Shear Wall with Flexible 
Roof, PC2 – Precast Concrete Frame and Roofs with Concrete Shear Walls, or URM – Unreinforced Masonry 
Bearing Wall Buildings; and a structural report is provided by a structural engineer that demonstrates the lateral 
force-resisting system of the building does not meet collapse prevention performance objectives and the specific 
deficiencies and reasoning for concluding that the building has a high potential for catastrophic collapse. 
. . . . 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17009.5, 17017.6, 17017.7, 17021, 17047, 17050, 17051, 17070.15, 17070.51(a), 17070.71, 17070.77, 17071.10, 17071.25, 17071.30, 
17071.33, 17071.35, 17071.40, 17071.75, 17071.76, 17072.10, 17072.12, 17072.18, 17072.33, 17073.25, 17074.10, 17074.30, 17074.32, 17075.10, 17075.15, 
17077.40, 17077.42, 17077.45, 17078.52, 17078.56, 17078.72(k), 17280, 56026, and 101012(a)(8), Education Code; Section 53311, Government Code; and 
Section 1771.5, Labor Code. 
 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.61 
 
Section 1859.61.  Adjustments to the Modernization Baseline Eligibility. 
 
The baseline eligibility for modernization as provided in Section 1859.60 for a specific site will be adjusted as 
follows: 
(a) Reduced by the number of pupils provided grants in a modernization SFP project or a CSFP Rehabilitation 

project at the specific site.  
(b) Reduced by the number of pupils housed, based on the loading standards pursuant to Education Code Section 

17071.25(a)(2), in a modernization LPP project funded under the LPP pursuant to Sections 1859.14 and 
1859.15. 

(c) Increased by changes in projected enrollment in subsequent enrollment reporting years. 
(d) Increased for additional facilities not previously modernized with State funds, that become 25 years old, if 

permanent, or 20 years old, if portable or as a result of audit findings made pursuant to Sections 1859.90 and 
1859.105. 

(e) Adjusted as a result of errors or omissions by the district or by the OPSC. 
(f) Adjusted as a result of amendments to these Subgroup 5.5 Regulations that affect the eligibility. 
(g) For classroom loading standards adopted by the Board for non-severely disabled individuals with exceptional 

needs and severely disabled individuals with exceptional needs. 
(h) As directed by the Board due to a finding of a Material Inaccuracy pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.104.1. 



    

(i) Increased for facilities previously modernized with State funds, which qualify for an additional modernization 
apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8. 

(j) Adjusted as a result of the Reconfiguration of an existing high school under the provisions of the Small High 
School Program. 

(k) Decreased for facilities that were deemed eligible for modernization pursuant to Sections 1859.60 and 
1859.61(d) and subsequently replaced, or will be replaced under a signed contract for construction or 
acquisition of facilities, in a project funded by the district without participation from the State. 

(l)    Adjusted as a result of classrooms demolished and replaced pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.82. 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17070.51, 17071.25, 17072.15, 17072.20, 17073.15, 17074.10, and 17074.32, and 17075.10, Education Code. 
 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.81 
 
Section 1859.81.  Financial Hardship. 
 
Except for Joint-Use Projects and Career Technical Educational 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.  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 to pay for obtaining a structural report pursuant to Section 1859.82 for an approvable and funded 
seismic mitigation project.  

(6)(7)   All other capital facility funding for a period of three years when no subsequent financial hardship request is 
made during this period.  The three-year period begins with the date of the most recent financial hardship new 
construction or modernization adjusted grant funding apportionment. 
 
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 enrollment 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. 

(3)   Subtract (b)(2) from (b)(1). 
(4)   Determine the number of classrooms by grade level reported in Part 1, Line 8 on Form SAB 50-02. 
(5)   Multiply the classrooms determined in (b)(4) by 25 for K-6, 27 for 7-12, 13 for Non-Severe and 9 for Severe. 
(6)   Subtract the product determined in (b)(5) from the difference determined in (b)(3) by grade level. 
(7)   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. 

 
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 (b)(7) 
divided by eight rounded 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) 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. 
(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).   

 
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).   

 
If the 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). 
 
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. 
 
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. 
 
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). 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35, 17075.15, 17078.72 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference: Sections 17075.10 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.82 
 
Section 1859.82.  Facility Hardship. 
 
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.  A facility hardship is available for:  
(a) New classrooms and/or subsidiary facilities (corridors, toilets, kitchens and other non-classroom space) or 

replacement facilities if either (1) or (2) are met: 
(1) 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 Division of the State Architect 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.  The total available funding for seismic mitigation related and all ancillary costs for the Most Vulnerable 
Category 2 Buildings is $199.5 million for projects where the construction contract was executed on or after May 
20, 2006, and the project funding provided shall be for the minimum work necessary to obtain DSA approval. 

 
(A) 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.  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.  
 
If the request is for replacement facilities that included structural deficiencies 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 Division of the State Architect DSA approval.  The report must contain a detailed cost 
estimate of the repairs. 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 Division of the State 
Architect 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.
 

(2) The classroom or related facility was lost or destroyed as a result of a disaster such as fire, flood or     
earthquake and the district has demonstrated satisfactorily to the Board that the classroom or related facility 
was uninsurable or the cost for insurance was prohibitive. 

 
If the district qualifies for a new or replacement school pursuant to either (1) or (2) above, the district is eligible for a 
New Construction Grant as a new construction project for the lesser of the pupils housed in the replaced facility based 
on loading standards pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.25(a)(2) or the latest CBEDS enrollment at the site. 
 
If the district qualifies for replacement facilities on the same site pursuant to either (1) or (2) above, the district is 
eligible for funding as a new construction project.  Replacement facilities shall be allowed in accordance with the 
square footage amounts provided in the chart in Section (b) below.  If the facility eligible for replacement is not 
shown in the chart in Section (b) below, the replacement facility shall be limited to the square footage replaced.  The 
grant amount provided shall be $173.30 per square foot for Toilet Facilities and $96.30 per square foot for all other 
facilities.  Additional funding may be provided for applicable site development costs pursuant to Section 1859.76, 
New Construction Excessive Cost Hardship Grant(s) pursuant to Section 1859.83(a), (b) or (d), therapy room 
pursuant to Section 1859.72, multilevel construction pursuant to Section 1859.73 and project assistance pursuant to 
Section 1859.73.1.  The amounts shown will be adjusted in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.71.  The district 
may be eligible for the funding provided to initiate and enforce a LCP as prescribed in Section 1859.71.4. 
 
Any grants provided pursuant to either (1) or (2) above will be reduced for any space deemed available by the Board 
in the district, the HSAA or Super HSAA that could be used to house some or all of the displaced pupils, fifty percent 
of any insurance proceeds collectable by the district for the displaced facilities and fifty percent of the net proceeds 
available from the disposition of any displaced facilities. 
 
(b) A multi-purpose room, toilet, gymnasium, school administration or library/media center, facility that meets all the 

following: 
(1) The facility was lost or destroyed as a result of a disaster, including but not limited to fire, flood or earthquake.  
(2) The facility is no longer useable for school purposes as recommended by the California Department of 

Education and approved by the Board.  
(3) The district has demonstrated satisfactorily to the Board that the facility was uninsurable or the cost of 

insurance was prohibitive.  
 
If the district qualifies, the district is eligible for funding as a new construction project.  The funding amount provided 
shall be $96.30 per square foot for library/media center, school administration, gymnasium and multi-purpose 
facilities, and/or $173.30 per square foot for Toilet Facilities.  A New Construction Additional Grant may be provided 
for applicable site development costs pursuant to Section 1859.76, New Construction Excessive Cost Hardship 
Grant(s) pursuant to Section 1859.83(a) and (d), therapy room pursuant to Section 1859.72, multilevel construction 
pursuant to Section 1859.73 and project assistance pursuant to Section 1859.73.1.  The amounts shown will be 
adjusted in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.71.  The district may be eligible for the funding provided to initiate 
and enforce a LCP as prescribed in Section 1859.71.4. 



    

 
Any grants provided pursuant to (b) above, shall be reduced by fifty percent of any insurance proceeds collectable 
by the district for the displaced facilities and fifty percent of the net proceeds available from the disposition of any 
displaced facilities. 
 
The square footage provided, after accounting for all useable facilities on the site, shall not exceed the following: 
 

Facility Elementary School 
Pupils 

Middle School 
Pupils 

High School 
Pupils 

Multi-Purpose 
(includes food 
service) 

5.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 4,000 sq. ft. 

5.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 5,000 sq. ft. 

6.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 8,200 sq. ft. 

 
Toilet 3 sq. ft. per pupil 

minimum 300 sq. ft. 
4 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 300 sq. ft. 

5 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 300 sq. ft. 

 
Gymnasium 
(includes 
shower/locker) 

N/A 12.9 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 6,828 sq. ft. 

maximum 16,000 sq. ft. 

15.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 8,380 sq. ft.  

maximum 18,000 sq. ft. 
 
School Administration 3 sq. ft. per pupil 

minimum 600 sq. ft. 
3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 600 sq. ft. 

4 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 800 sq. ft. 

 
Library/Media Center 2.3 sq. ft. per pupil 

plus 600 sq. ft.  
3.3 sq. ft. per pupil   
plus 600 sq. ft. 

4.3 sq. ft. per pupil   
plus 600 sq. ft. 

 
Any facilities eligible for facility hardship not shown in the above chart or for Alternative Education facilities not 
shown in the table in Section 1859.77.3(a)(5) shall be eligible for replacement square footage equal to the facilities 
replaced.  For an Alternative Education school eligible for a facility hardship, utilize the square footage provided in 
Section 1859.77.3(a)(5), with the exception of toilet and administration where the chart above shall be utilized. 
  
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. 
 
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. 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17074.56, 17075.10 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
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GENERAL INFORMATION
Once the Board has determined or adjusted the district’s eligibility for either new con-

struction or modernization funding, the district may fi le an application for funding by 

use of this form. The Board will only provide new construction funding if this form is 

submitted prior to the date of occupancy of any classrooms included in the construc-

tion contract. If the district has a pending reorganization election that will result in the 

loss of eligibility for the proposed project, the district may not fi le an application for 

funding until the Board has adjusted the district’s new construction baseline eligibil-

ity as required in Section 1859.51. This may be accomplished by completion of Form 

SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03.

For purposes of Education Code Section 17073.25, the California Department of Educa-

tion (CDE) is permitted to fi le modernization applications on behalf of the California 

Schools for the Deaf and Blind.

Requests for funding may be made as follows:

A separate apportionment for site acquisition for a new construction project for 

environmental hardship pursuant to Section 1859.75.1. For purposes of this apportion-

ment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE.

Preliminary appraisal of property.

Approval letter from the Department of Toxic Substances Control.

A separate apportionment for site acquisition and/or design costs for a new 

construction project pursuant to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is avail-

able only to districts that meet the fi nancial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. 

Districts may apply for a separate apportionment for the design and for site 

acquisition on the same project. For purposes of this apportionment, the follow-

ing documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE (site apportionment only).

Preliminary appraisal of property (site apportionment only).

A separate apportionment for district-owned site acquisition cost pursuant to 

Section 1859.81.2. For purposes of this apportionment, the following documents 

must be submitted with this form (as appropriate);

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Site approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of district-owned site.

Cost benefi t analysis as prescribed in Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of the Board fi nd-

ing that the non-school function on the district-owned site must be relocated.

A separate apportionment for design cost for a modernization project pursuant 

to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is available only to districts that meet the 

fi nancial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the Form SAB 50-03 must accompany this form (if not previously submitted).

A New Construction Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. If the funding 

request includes site acquisition, the proposed site must either be owned by 

the district, in escrow, or the district has fi led condemnation proceedings and 

received an order of possession of the site. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

1.

•

•

•

•

2.

•

•

•

3.

•

•

•

•

4.

5.

•

Site/plan approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of property if requesting site acquisition funds.

Plans and specifi cations (P&S) for the project that were approved by the DSA. 

Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or “Zip Drive” readable in AutoCAD 14. 

The specifi cations may be provided on a diskette that is IBM compatible.

Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development 

funding.

If this request is pursuant to Section 1859.77.2 and the district’s housing plan 

is other than those listed in the certifi cation section of this form, a copy of the 

school board resolution and the approved housing plan.

If the site apportionment is requested pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, 

a cost benefi t analysis as prescribed in Regulation Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of 

the Board fi nding that the non-school function on the district-owned site must 

be relocated.

If this is a request for funding under the Small High School Program, pursuant 

to Regulation Section 1859.93.2, the district must also provide a CDE Small High 

School academic reform strategy approval.

 If this request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an Alternative 

Enrollment Projection, a justifi cation of how the project relieves overcrowding, 

including but not limited to, the elimination of the use of Concept 6 calendars, 

four track year-round calendars, or bussing in excess of 40 minutes.

Modernization Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. For purposes of this appor-

tionment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

P&S for the project that were approved by the DSA.

DSA approval letter for elevator to meet handicapped compliance, if funding is 

requested.

Cost estimate of the proposed site development necessary for the Reconfi guration 

of an existing high school.

 Plan approval letter from the CDE.

Districtwide enrollment data on Form SAB 50-01 when requesting project assistance 

(if not previously submitted).

If the request includes funding for 50 year old permanent buildings pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.6, a site diagram identifying all buildings to be modernized in the 

project. The diagram must specify those buildings that are at least 50 years old.

Prior to acceptance of an application for funding that includes a fi nancial hard-

ship request, the district must have its fi nancial hardship status “pre-approved” by 

the Offi  ce of Public School Construction (OPSC). To apply for a fi nancial hardship 

“pre-approval”, consult the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

If the district is requesting New Construction funding after the initial baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board and the district’s current CBEDS enrollment reporting year 

is later than the enrollment reporting year used to determine the district’s baseline 

eligibility or adjusted eligibility, the district must complete a new Form SAB 50-01 based 

on the current year CBEDS enrollment data, and submit it to the OPSC with this form. In 

addition, if the district’s request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an 

Alternative Enrollment Projection, the district must update the Alternative Enrollment 

Projection to correspond with the CBEDS enrollment data  for the current year. A small 

district with 2,500 or less enrollment as defi ned in Section 1859.2 will not have its eligi-

bility reduced for a period of three years from the date the district’s baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board as a result of reduction in projected enrollment.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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eligibility determined on Form SAB 50-03 and will be the basis for the amount 

of the new construction or modernization grants provided for the project.

If this request is for a Final Apportionment, the pupils assigned to the project 

must be at least 75 percent, but not more than 100 percent, of the pupils that 

received the Preliminary Apportionment. Refer to Section 1859.147.

Check the box if the project is eligible for funding for 50 year or older perma-

nent buildings and report, at the option of the district:

The total number of eligible classrooms or the total eligible square footage 

building area at the site. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(A) or (b)(2)(A).

The total number of permanent classrooms or the total permanent square 

footage building area that is at least 50 years old and not been previously 

modernized with state funds. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(B) or (b)(2)(B).

Enter the greater percentage as calculated under Regulation Section 

1859.78.6(b)(1)(C) or Regulation Section 1859.78.6(b)(2)(C).

If this project includes eligible 50 year or older pupil grants, enter the appro-

priate number assigned to the project for each grade group. The number 

of pupils entered cannot exceed the cumulative number of 50 year or older 

permanent buildings pupil grants requested for all modernization funding 

applications for the site as determined by using the percentage factor above.

If this request includes pupil grants generated by an Alternative Enrollment 

Projection Method, enter the number of pupils by grade level.

Indicate if this request is for funding of a 6–8 school and/or an Alternative 

Education School.

Check the applicable box if the district is requesting additional pupil grants 

assigned to the project that exceed the capacity of the project or if the pupils 

assigned represent eligibility determined at another grade level and check the ap-

propriate box to indicate under which regulation the district is applying. The pupil 

capacity of the project may be determined by multiplying the classrooms reported 

in box 3 by 25 for K–6; 27 for 7–8, 9–12 grades; 13 for non-severe and 9 for severe.

If the request is for replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) or (b) 

on the same site, check the facility hardship box.

. Number of Classrooms

Enter the:

• Number of classrooms as shown on the plans and specifi cations (P&S). If there 

was demolition at the site, report the net increase in the number of classrooms 

showing in the P&S.

• Master plan site size, as recommended by the California Department of Education.

• Recommended site size, as determined by the California Department of Education.

• Existing Useable Acres already owned at that location (if any).

• Proposed Useable Acres that was/will be purchased as part of the application (if any).

. Financial Hardship Request

Check the box if the district is requesting fi nancial hardship assistance because 

it is unable to meet its matching share requirement. Refer to Section 1859.81 for 

eligibility criteria. Districts requesting fi nancial assistance must have received a 

pre-approval for fi nancial hardship status by the OPSC. Consult the OPSC Web site 

at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for details and necessary documentation needed in order 

to determine eligibility.

b.

•

•

•

•

c.

d.

e.

f.

For a list of the documents that must be submitted in order for the OPSC to deem a 

funding request for new construction or modernization complete and ready for OPSC 

processing, consult the SFP handbook and other information located on the OPSC 

Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

For purposes of completing this form for a Final Charter School Apportionment, a 

charter school shall be treated as a school district.

SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS
The district must assign a Project Tracking Number (PTN) to this project. The same PTN 

is used by the OPSC, the DSA and the CDE for all project applications submitted to 

those agencies to track a particular project through the entire state application review 

process. If the district has already assigned a PTN to this project by prior submittal 

of the P&S to either the DSA or the CDE for approval, use that PTN for this applica-

tion submittal. If no PTN has been previously assigned for this project, a PTN may be 

obtained from the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov “PT Number Generator.”

. Type of Application

Check the appropriate box that indicates the type of School Facility Program (SFP) 

grant the district is requesting for purposes of new construction, modernization, a 

separate design and/or site apportionment, site apportionment as an environ-

mental hardship or New Construction (Final Apportionment). If the application is 

for the modernization of school facilities and includes facilities that are eligible for 

an additional apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8, include a site diagram 

with this application that specifi es the age of each facility eligible for moderniza-

tion. The diagram should also indicate the date of its original DSA plan approval 

and the date the facility received its prior modernization apportionment. If known 

include the project modernization number on the diagram. If the application is 

for modernization of a California School for the Deaf or Blind, the CDE shall check 

the box identifi ed as Modernization of California Schools for the Deaf/Blind. 

If the request is for a separate design apportionment, the CDE shall check the 

appropriate box. If the eligibility for this project was established as a result of the 

need for new or replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) and (b), 

seismic replacement or seismic rehabilitation for the Most Vulnerable Category 2 

Buildings, or rehabilitation pursuant to Section 1859.83 (e), check the appropriate 

box(es).

If this request is for an addition to an existing site and advance funding for the 

evaluation and RA costs, check the appropriate box and refer to Section 1859.74.4.

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment or a Preliminary Charter 

School Apportionment to a Final Apportionment, check the New Construction 

(Final Apportionment or Final Charter School Apportionment) box.

If the district is requesting a separate site and/or design apportionment, complete 

boxes 2a, 3, 4, the site acquisition data in box 5 (d and e), and boxes 12, 13, 14, 15 

and 21 only.

. Type of Project

Select the type of project that best represents this application request and 

enter the total number of pupils assigned to the project for each grade group. 

Include pupils to be housed in a new or replacement school authorized by 

Section 1859.82 (a). The amount entered cannot exceed the district’s baseline 

a.
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. New Construction Additional Grant Request

Check the appropriate box(es) if the district requests an augmentation to the new 

construction grant for “additional” grants for the items listed or for replacement 

facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82(a) and (b). Refer to Sections 1859.72 through 

1859.76 and 1859.82(a) and (b) for eligibility criteria. Enter the:

Therapy area in square feet as provided in Section 1859.72.

Multilevel classrooms in the P&S pursuant to Section 1859.73.

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.73.1. If the district has not submitted a request for new construction 

baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current Form SAB 

50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

Indicate the site scenario that best represents the project request. If no RA is 

required, refer to Section 1859.74. If a RA is required on a site that is not leased 

or an addition to an existing site, refer to Section 1859.74.2. If RAs are required 

on a leased site or an addition to an existing site, refer to Sections 1859.74.3 or 

1859.74.4, respectively. The limitation of 50 percent may be exceeded when 

unforeseen circumstances exist, the CDE determines that the site is the best 

available site, and substantiation that the costs are the minimum required to 

complete the evaluation and RA.

Enter 50 percent of the actual cost.

Enter 50 percent of the appraised value of the site. If the request is 

made pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, enter 50 percent of the 

appraised value.

Enter 50 percent of the allowable relocation cost.

Enter two percent of the lesser of the actual cost or appraised value of the 

site (minimum $25,000).

Enter 50 percent of the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) fee 

for review and approval of the phase one environmental site assessment 

and preliminary endangerment assessment reports. Refer to Sections 

1859.74, 1859.74.1, 1859.74.5, 1859.75, 1859.75.1 and 1859.81.1. If the 

district is submitting a funding request for new construction under the 

Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values.

A project that received site acquisition funds under the Lease-Purchase 

Program (LPP) as a priority two project is not eligible for site acquisition funds 

under the SFP. A district-owned site acquired with LPP, SFP or Proposition 1A 

funds is not eligible for funding under Regulation Section 1859.74.5.

Enter 50 percent of the amount allowable for hazardous materials/waste re-

moval and/or remediation for the site acquired pursuant to Sections 1859.74.2, 

1859.74.3, 1859.74.4, 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1. If an RA is required, check the box.

Enter 50 percent of eligible service-site development, off -site development 

including pedestrian safety paths and utilities costs allowed pursuant to 

Section 1859.76. If the district is submitting a funding request for new con-

struction under the Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values. 

Attach cost estimates of the proposed site development work which shall be 

supported and justifi ed in the P&S. All cost estimates shall refl ect 100 percent 

of the proposed work.

Check the box if the district is requesting an Additional Grant for General Site 

Development pursuant to Section 1859.76

If the district is requesting replacement facilities on the same site (including 

seismic replacement), enter the square footage requested as provided in Sec-

tion 1859.82(a) or (b).

a.

b.

c.

d.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

e.

f.

g.

h. If the request for seismic rehabilitation does not exceed 50 percent of the cur-

rent replacement cost of the classroom or related facility, report 50 percent of 

the health/safety seismic mitigation cost as authorized by Section 1859.82(a).

ih. Enter the square feet of eligible replacement area as provided by Section 1859.73.2.

ji. If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to 

Section 1859.71.3, enter the percentage of energy effi  ciency that exceeds Title 24 

requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.71.3(a)(3).

kj. Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifi es for additional 

funding for fi re code requirements authorized in Section 1859.71.2.

. Modernization Additional Grant Request

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance allowance pursuant 

to Section 1859.78.2. If the district has not submitted a request for new con-

struction baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current 

Form SAB 50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.5, enter the percentage of energy effi  ciently that exceeds Title 

24 requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.78.5(a)(3).

Check the box if the district requests an additional grant for site development 

utility cost necessary for the modernization of 50 years or older permanent 

building(s). Enter 60 percent of the eligible costs allowable pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.78.7(a).

Check the box if the district is requesting a Separate Apportionment for 

Reconfi guration pursuant to Section 1859.78.9. Enter the full value of the 

Reconfi guration request, not to exceed an aggregate of 500,000 for all high 

school entities created.

Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifi es for additional 

funding for fi re code requirements authorized in Section 1859.78.4.

. Excessive Cost Hardship Request

Check the appropriate box to request an augmentation to the New Construction 

or Modernization Grants for an excessive cost hardship for the items listed. Refer 

to Section 1859.83 for eligibility criteria. Requests for excessive cost grants for a 

new two-stop elevator(s) and for additional stops in a modernization project are 

allowed only if required by the Division of the State Architect (DSA). Attach copy 

of the DSA letter that requires that the elevator(s) be included in the project for 

handicapped access compliance.

If the request is for the excessive cost grant for a new Alternative Education school 

pursuant to Section 1859.83(c)(2) and the district wishes to request less than the 

maximum allowance, please submit a letter along with application indicating the 

desired amount.

If the request is for rehabilitation mitigation, report 80 percent or 60 percent (as 

appropriate) of health/safety rehabilitation mitigation cost for a modernization 

project as authorized by Section 1859.83(e).

. Project Priority Funding Order

Enter the priority order of this project in relation to other new construction appli-

cations submitted by the district on the same date. If applications are not received 

on the same date, the OPSC will assign a higher district priority to the applica-

tion received fi rst. Check the box(es) if the project meets the criteria outlined in 

Section 1859.92(c)(3),(4) and (6), as appropriate. This information is needed for 

purposes of priority points.

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.
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. Prior Approval Under the LPP

If the project the district is requesting SFP grants for received a Phase P, S, or C 

approval under the LPP, report the application number of that project, regardless 

if the project actually received funding or was included on an “unfunded” list. 

Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the application by 

the OPSC.

. Prior Apportionment Under the SFP

If the project received a separate apportionment under the SFP for either site 

and/or design, or site environmental hardship, enter the application number of 

the project. Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the 

application by the OPSC.

. Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportionment

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportion-

ment, enter the application number of the Preliminary Apportionment. Failure to 

report this information may delay the processing of the application by the OPSC.

. Alternative Developer Fee

The district must report certain alternative fees collected pursuant to Government 

Code Section 65995.7, as of the date of application submittal to the OPSC. Refer 

to Section 1859.77 for details. Districts are advised that the OPSC may perform an 

audit of the developer fees collected prior to application approval by the Board.

13. Adjustment to New Construction Baseline Eligibility

Pursuant to Section 1859.51 certain adjustments to the district’s new construction 

baseline eligibility must be made each time a district submits Form SAB 50-04, to 

the OPSC for SFP new construction or modernization grants. These adjustments 

are made by the OPSC based on information reported by the district on this form.

Report all additional classroom(s) provided after the district submitted its 

request for determination of its new construction baseline eligibility for the 

grades shown, or indicate N/A if there are none. Refer to Section 1859.51(i).

If the eligibility for this project was determined on a high school attendance 

area (HSAA) or Super HSAA pursuant to Section 1859.41, enter the number of 

pupils by grade level type that were included in the latest report by the CDE 

pursuant to Education Code Section 42268 that received operational grants in 

that HSAA or Super HSAA.

. Pending Reorganization Election

Complete only for new construction projects. Indicate if there is a pending reorga-

nization election that will result in a loss of eligibility for this project. If the answer 

is “yes”, the district must complete Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form 

SAB 50-03, to adjust the district’s new construction baseline eligibility as a result of 

the reorganization and submit them with this form.

a.

b.

. Joint-Use Facility/Leased Property

Check the box if:

The facilities to be constructed/modernized as part of this project will be for 

joint use by other governmental agencies.

The new construction or modernization grants will be used for facilities 

located or to be located on leased property.

. Project Progress Dates

Complete this section for new construction/modernization projects:

Enter the date the initial construction contract was signed for this project. If a 

construction contract has not been executed, enter N/A.

Enter the issue date for the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the 

project, or enter N/A if a Notice to Proceed has not been issued.

. Labor Compliance Program

Indicate whether the district is subject to a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to Labor Code 

Section 1771.7 by checking the appropriate box.

. Construction Delivery Method

Check the box that best represents the construction delivery method that the 

district has or will use for this project, if known.

. Architect of Record or Licensed Architect Certifi cation

The architect of record or the licensed architect must complete this section.

. Architect of Record or Design Professional Certifi cation

The architect of record or the appropriate design professional must complete this 

section.

. Certifi cation

The district representative must complete this section. For additional information 

regarding district certifi cations, refer to the SFP handbook located on the OPSC 

web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

a.

b.

a.

b.
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The school district named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Offi  ce of Public School Construction for a grant under the provisions of 

Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, et seq., of the Education Code and the Regulations thereto.

SCHOOL DISTRICT APPLICATION NUMBER

SCHOOL NAME PROJECT TRACKING NUMBER

COUNTY DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE’S E-MAIL ADDRESS HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA (HSAA) OR SUPER HSAA (IF APPLICABLE)

. Type of Application—Check Only One

 New Construction

 New Construction (Final Apportionment)

 New Construction (Final Charter School Apportionment)

 New Construction (Small High School Program)

 Modernization

 Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

Separate Apportionment

 Site Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Site Only (District owned)—New Construction [Section 1859.81.2]

 Site Only—Environmental Hardship [Section 1859.75.1]

 Design Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Design Only—Modernization

 Design Only—Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(a)]

 Seismic Replacement

 Seismic Rehabilitation

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(b)]

 Rehabilitation [Section 1859.83(e)]

 Advance Funding for Evaluation and RA

. Type of Project

a.  Elementary School Total Pupils Assigned:

 Middle School K–6:  _________________

 High School 7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b.  50 Years or Older Building Funding (Modernization Only)

Total Eligible Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________

Classroom/Square Footage at Least 50 Years Old:  _________________

Ratio of 50 Years Old Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________ %

From 2a above, how many are 50 Year or Older Pupil Grants?

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

c. Included in 2a above, how many pupils are generated by the 

Alternative Enrollment Projection? (New Construction Only)

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

d. Is this a 6–8 school?  Yes  No

If you answered yes, how many K–6 pupils reported 

above are sixth graders?  _________________

Is this an Alternative Education School?  Yes  No

e. Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2?  Yes  No

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3?  Yes  No

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

f.  Facility Hardship (no pupils assigned)

. Number of Classrooms:  _________________

Master Plan Acreage Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Recommended Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Existing Acres (Useable):  _________________

Proposed Acres (Useable):  _________________

.  Financial Hardship Request—Must Have Pre-Approval by OPSC

. New Construction Additional Grant Request—New Construction Only

a. Therapy: Toilets (sq. ft.)  _________________

Other (sq. ft.)  _________________

b. Multilevel Construction (CRS):  _________________

c.  Project Assistance

d. Site Acquisition:

 Leased Site

 Additional Acreage to Existing Site

 Addition to Existing Site

(1) 50 percent Actual Cost: $ _________________  

(2) 50 percent Appraised Value: $ _________________

(3) 50 percent Relocation Cost: $ _________________

(4) 2 percent (min. $25,000): $ _________________

(5) 50 percent DTSC Fee: $ _________________

e. 50 percent hazardous waste removal: $ _________________

 Response Action (RA)
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f. Site Development

 50 percent Service-Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Off -Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Utilities: $ _________________

 General Site

 g. Facility Hardship Section 1859.82(a) or (b)

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

h.  Seismic Rehabilitation [Section 1859.82(a)] $ _________________

ih. Replacement area

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

ji.  Energy Effi  ciency:  _________________ %

kj.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System

 Automatic Sprinkler System

. Modernization Additional Grant Request—Modernization Only

a.  Project Assistance

b.  Energy Effi  ciency:  _________________ %

c.  Site Development—60 percent utilities: $ _________________

d.  Separate Apportionment for Reconfi guration

(for Small High School Program only): $ _________________

e.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System

 Automatic Sprinkler System

. Excessive Cost Hardship Request

New Construction Only

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(1)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(2)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(3)]

 Small Size Project

  Urban/Security/Impacted Site;

If a new site, $ ________________ per Useable Acre [Section 1859.83(d)(2)(C)]

Modernization Only

 Rehabilitation/Mitigation [Section 1859.83(e)]: $ _________________

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 Handicapped Access/Fire Code (3 percent)

 Number of 2-Stop Elevators:  _________________

 Number of Additional Stops:  _________________

 Small Size Project

 Urban/Security/Impacted site

. Project Priority Funding Order—New Construction Only

Priority order of this application in relation to other new construction applications 

submitted by the district at the same time: # _________________

Project meets:

 Density requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(3).

 Stock plans requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(4).

 Energy effi  ciency requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(6).

. Prior Approval Under the LPP

New Construction: 22/ _________________

Modernization: 77/ _________________

. Prior Apportionment Under the SFP

Site/Design—New Construction: 50/ _________________

Design—Modernization: 57/ _________________

. Preliminary Apportionment to Final Apportionment

Preliminary Apportionment Application Number: # _________________

. Alternative Developer Fee—New Construction Only

Alternative developer fee collected and reportable pursuant to 

Regulation Section 1859.77: $ _________________

. Adjustment to New Construction Baseline Eligibility

a. Additional Classroom(s) provided: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b. Operational Grant (HSAA) only: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

. Pending Reorganization Election—New Construction Only  Yes  No

. Joint-Use Facility/Leased Property

a.  Joint-Use Facility

b.  Leased Property

. Project Progress Dates

a. Construction Contract signed on:  _________________

b. Notice to Proceed issued on:  _________________

. Labor Compliance Program

Will you be required to initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program 

pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7 for this project?  Yes  No

. Construction Delivery Method

 Design-Bid-Build

 Design-Build

 Developer Built

 Lease Lease-Back

 Energy Performance Contract

 Other: _____________________________________________________
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. Architect of Record or Licensed Architect Certifi cation

I certify as the architect of record for the project or as a licensed architect that:

The P&S for this project were submitted to the OPSC by electronic medium (i.e., 

CD-ROM, zip disk or diskette) or as an alternative, if the request is for a modern-

ization Grant, the P&S were submitted in hard copy to the OPSC.

Any portion of the P&S requiring review and approval by the Division of the State 

Architect (DSA) were approved by the DSA on ____________________________ 

(enter DSA approval date).

Any portion of the P&S not requiring review and approval by the DSA meets 

the requirements of the California Code of Regulations, Title 24, including any 

handicapped access and fi re code requirements.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the demolition of 

more classrooms than those to be constructed in the project, the diff erence is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the construction of 

more classrooms than those to be demolished in the project, the diff erence is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

ARCHITECT OF RECORD OR LICENSED ARCHITECT (PRINT NAME)

SIGNATURE DATE

. Architect of Record or Design Professional Certifi cation

I certify as the architect of record for the project or the appropriate design profes-

sional, that:

If the request is for a New Construction Grant, I have developed a cost estimate 

of the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of 

the work in the P&S including deferred items (if any) relating to the proposed 

project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided by the State 

and the district’s matching share, less site acquisition costs. This cost estimate 

does not include site acquisition, planning, tests, inspection, or furniture and 

equipment and is available at the district for review by the OPSC.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, I have developed a cost estimate of 

the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of the 

work in the P&S, including deferred items and interim housing (if any) relating to 

the proposed project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided 

by the State and the district’s matching share. This cost estimate does not 

include planning, tests, inspection or furniture and equipment and is available at 

the district for review by the OPSC.

ARCHITECT OF RECORD OR DESIGN PROFESSIONAL (PRINT NAME)

SIGNATURE DATE

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

. Certifi cation

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form, 

with the exception of items 19 and 20, is true and correct and that:

I am an authorized representative of the district as authorized by the governing 

board of the district; and,

A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, 

et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the school district’s govern-

ing board or the designee of the Superintendent of Public Instruction on, 

__________________________; and,

The district has established a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for exclusive 

purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings and 

has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with and 

is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Section 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); and,

Pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.755, the district has made a priority of 

the funds in the restricted maintenance account, established pursuant to Educa-

tion Code Section 17070.75, to ensure that facilities are functional and meet local 

hygiene standards; and,

The district has considered the feasibility of the joint use of land and facilities 

with other governmental agencies in order to minimize school facility costs; and,

If this funding request is for the modernization of portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment pursuant to Education Code Section 17073.15, 

the district certifi es that (check the applicable box below):

 1. The state modernization funds will be used to replace the portable 

classrooms and permanently remove the displaced portables from the 

classroom use within six months of the fi ling of the Notice of Completion 

for the project; or,

 2. It has provided documentation to the Offi  ce of Public School Construc-

tion which indicates that modernizing the portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment is better use of public resources than the 

replacement of these facilities.

Facilities to be modernized have not been previously modernized with Lease-Pur-

chase Program, Proposition 1A Funds or School Facility Program state funds; and,

All contracts entered on or after November 4, 1998 for the service of any 

architect structural engineer or other design professional for any work under the 

project have been obtained pursuant to a competitive process that is consistent 

with the requirements of Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 4525) of Divi-

sion 5, of Title 1, of the Government Code; and,

If this request is for new construction funding, the district has received approval 

of the site and the plans from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

If this request is for modernization funding, the district has received approval of 

the plans for the project from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws 

governing the use of force account labor; and,

This district has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 regarding at 

least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business enterprises; and,

The district matching funds required pursuant to Sections 1859.77.1 or 1859.79 

has either been expended by the district, deposited in the County School Facility 

Fund or will be expended by the district prior to the notice of completion for the 

project; and,

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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SIGNATURE OF DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE DATE

The district has received the necessary approval of the plans and specifi cations 

from the Division of the State Architect unless the request is for a separate site 

and/or design apportionment; and,

If the district is requesting site acquisition funds as part of this application, the 

district has complied with Sections 1859.74 through 1859.75.1 as appropriate; and,

With the exception of an apportionment made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 18 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105); and,

If the apportionment for this project was made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 12 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105.1); and,

The district understands that funds not released within 18 months of apportion-

ment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied (refer to Sec-

tion 1859.90); and,

The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief; and,

All school facilities purchased or newly constructed under the project for use 

by pupils who are individuals with exceptional needs, as defi ned in Education 

Code Section 56026, shall be designed and located on the school site so as to 

maximize interaction between those individuals with exceptional needs and 

other pupils as appropriate to the needs of both; and,

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In 

the event a confl ict should exist, the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

The district understands that some or all of the State funding for the project 

must be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Sections 

1859.105, 1859.105.1, 1859.106; and,

The district has complied with the provisions of Sections 1859.76 and 1859.79.2 

and that the portion of the project funded by the State does not contain work 

specifi cally prohibited in those Sections; and,

If the SFP grants will be used for the construction or modernization of school 

facilities on leased land, the district has entered into a lease agreement for the 

leased property that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and,

If the application contains a “Use of New Construction Grant” request, the district 

has adopted a school board resolution and housing plan at a public hearing at a 

regularly scheduled meeting of the governing board on __________________ 

as specifi ed in Sections 1859.77.2, or 1859.77.3, as appropriate. The district’s ap-

proved housing plan is as indicated (check all that apply):

 1. The district will construct or acquire facilities for housing the pupils with 

funding not otherwise available to the SFP as a district match within 

fi ve years of project approval by the SAB and the district must identify 

the source of the funds. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and (b) and 

1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

 2. The district will utilize higher district loading standards providing the 

loading standards are within the approved district’s teacher contract and 

do not exceed 33:1 per classroom. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and 

(b) and 1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

 3. The pupils requested from a diff erent grade level will be housed in class-

rooms at an existing school in the district which will have its grade level 

changed, to the grade level requested, at the completion of the proposed 

SFP project. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(b) and 1859.77.3(b)]

If the district requested additional funding for fi re code requirements pursuant to 

Sections 1859.71.2 or 1859.78.4, the district will include the automatic fi re detection/

alarm system and/or automatic sprinkler system in the project prior to completion 

of the project; and

If this request is for a Large New Construction Project or a Large Modernization 

Project, the district has consulted with the career technical advisory committee es-

tablished pursuant to Education Code Section 8070 and it has considered the need 

for vocational and career technical facilities to adequately meet its program needs in 

accordance with Education Code Sections 51224, 51225.3(b) and 51226.1; and

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to Sec-

tions 1859.71.3 or 1859.78.5, the increased costs for the energy effi  ciency components 

in the project exceeds the amount of funding otherwise available to the district; and

If this application is submitted after January 1, 2004 for modernization funding, the 

district has considered the potential for the presence of lead-containing materials 

in the modernization project and will follow all relevant federal, state, and local stan-

dards for the management of any identifi ed lead; and

The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has been 

approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor Code Sec-

tion 1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the Notice to Proceed 

for the construction phase of the project is issued on or after April 1, 2003; and,

Beginning with the 2005/2006 fi scal year, the district has complied with Education 

Code Section 17070.75(e) by establishing a facilities inspection system to ensure that 

each of its schools is maintained in good repair; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifi es 

that is has an academic reform strategy scored by the CDE, and is available at the 

district offi  ce for OPSC verifi cation; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifi es 

the enrollment at the Small High School will not exceed 500 pupils for a minimum 

of two complete school years after the Occupancy of the last Small High School 

funded, as outlined in Section 1859.104(e)(2); and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9, the district certifi es 

the enrollment at the resulting Small High Schools will not exceed 500 pupils for 

a minimum of two complete school years after the Occupany of the Small High 

Schools; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9 or Section 1859.93.2, the 

district certifi es that is will meet all reporting requirements as specifi ed in Section 

1859.104(e)(1) and/or (2).

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, September 26, 2007 


DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM

REGULATION AMENDMENTS


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To request: 

1.	 Adoption of proposed amendments to the Deferred Maintenance Program (DMP) regulations. 

2.	 Authorization to file the proposed regulations with the Office of Administrative Law (OAL). 

BACKGROUND 

A discrepancy was discovered in the language of Education Code (EC) Section 17582 and DMP Regulation 
Section 1866.4.3 regarding the source of funds from which districts could deposit their DMP matching share.  

Further, due to the implementation of the Charter School Facilities Program (CSFP), language needs to be added 
to DMP Regulation Section 1866.13 and the Extreme Hardship Funding Application regarding the duplication of 
applications. 

AUTHORITY 

EC Section 17582 directs the Board to establish procedures and policies necessary for the administration of the 
DMP. 

Article 12, Sections 17078.52 through 17078.66 of the EC establish and govern the CSFP within the School 
Facility Program. 

STAFF COMMENTS 

The current regulations indicate that the contribution must be from any non-restricted fund; however, the law is 
less prescriptive.  Staff recommends amending the DMP Regulation Section 1866.4.3, as shown on the 
Attachment, to correct the discrepancy. 

A minor amendment to the DMP Regulations is necessary as a result of Assembly Bill 127, Chapter 35, Statutes 
of 2006 (Perata and Nunez) to address the circumstances when extreme hardship projects involve work from 
other programs. 

The proposed changes to the DMP regulations were presented to the SAB Implementation Committee at its 
September 2007 meeting and no objections were made.  Staff recommends approval of the proposed 
amendments as provided on the Attachment.  Upon adoption by the Board, the Office of Public School 
Construction (OPSC) will submit these regulations to the OAL. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as shown on the Attachment and begin the regulatory 
process. 

2.	 Authorize the OPSC to file these regulations with the OAL. 

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on September 26, 2007. 



ATTACHMENT 


PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE 

DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM REGULATIONS 


State Allocation Board Meeting, September 26, 2007 

Amend Regulation Section 1866.4.3 

Section 1866.4.3 District Deposit of Matching Share. 

To receive the basic grant pursuant to Section 1866.4.2, districts are required to deposit a matching share into their 
District Deferred Maintenance Fund established pursuant to EC Section 17582(a).  The State will match this amount 
dollar-for dollar not to exceed the basic grant apportioned by the Board.  The district’s deposit must be a cash 
contribution from any non-restricted fund, any source not otherwise prohibited by law or regulation, unmatched 
carryover pursuant to Section 1866.4.4, or from the district’s restricted Ongoing and Major Maintenance Account. 

If the district has established an Ongoing and Major Maintenance Account under the provisions of EC Section 
17070.75(b)(1), any annual deposits in excess of 2 ½ percent into that fund may be used towards the district’s 
matching share. Districts may either: 
(a) Report the excess amount in the Ongoing and Major Maintenance Account being used towards the match on the 
Form SAB 40-21.  These funds are not available for eligible deferred maintenance projects listed on the Form SAB 
40-20, until transferred into the District Deferred Maintenance Fund. 
(b) Transfer the excess funds from the Ongoing and Major Maintenance Account to the District Deferred 
Maintenance Fund and report the total dollar matching share on the Form SAB 40-21.  These funds are available to 
the district to perform work on the Form SAB 40-20. 

Note: Authority cited: Section 15503, Government Code 

Reference: Sections 17070.75, 17582, and 17584, Education Code. 

Amend Regulation Section 1866.13 

Section 1866.13.  Duplication of Applications. 

If the district’s application for an extreme hardship grant involves proposed work also included in a SFP 
modernization project currently included on the SFP Modernization Unfunded List or the OPSC Modernization 
Workload List or in a CSFP Rehabilitation project, the district must certify that, after reducing the work to be funded 
with the extreme hardship grant from the SFP modernization or CSFP Rehabilitation project, the cost estimate for 
the remaining work in the modernization or CSFP Rehabilitation project is at least 60 percent of the total SFP or 
CSFP grant amount provided by the state and the district’s matching share.  The cost estimate may not include 
planning, tests, inspection or furniture or equipment.  If the district cannot make this certification, the SFP 
modernization or CSFP Rehabilitation project must be withdrawn prior to the release of any extreme hardship grants 
to the district. 

If the district’s application for FRP grants, SFP modernization grants, or CSFP Rehabilitation grants involves work 
currently included on the district’s Form SAB 40-20, pursuant to Education Code Section 17591, the district must 
eliminate the projects that will be funded with the FRP grants, SFP modernization grants, or CSFP Rehabilitation 
grants from the Form prior to the release of any FRP grants, SFP modernization grants, or CSFP Rehabilitation 
grants to the district. 

Note: Authority cited: Section 15503, Government Code. 

Reference: Sections 17582, 17587 and 17591, Education Code. 

http:17070.75
http:1866.13


STATE OF CALIFORNIA STATE ALLOCATION BOARD 

EXTREME HARDSHIP FUNDING APPLICATION OFFICE OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 
DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 
SAB 40-22 (New 04/0210/07) Page 1 of 3 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

This Form is used by a district to request Deferred Maintenance Program 
Extreme Hardship Grant funding for a critical project listed on the Five 
Year Plan, Form SAB 40-1 (New 04/02) 40-20 (Rev 01/05)that meets the cri
teria prescribed in Regulation Section 1866.5.  The Office of Public School 
Construction (OPSC) will accept complete applications on a continuous 
basis; those received prior to the last working day in June are ensured 
consideration for funding by the State Allocation Board (SAB) in that 
fiscal year’s funding cycle. 

The OPSC processes complete applications based on the date received.  
The following documents must be submitted with this Form (refer to 
Regulation Section 1866.5.1): 

•	 A report from either a licensed architect or structural engineer detailing 
how this project qualifies for an extreme hardship grant as defined in 
Education Code Section 17587 and Regulation Section 1866.5, a recom
mended solution to correct the problem, and a detailed description of 
the work being performed to mitigate the problem. 

•	 A detailed cost estimate prepared by a licensed architect or contractor 
showing quantity and cost breakdowns supporting the construction 
costs listed on the Extreme Hardship Funding Application, Form SAB 
40-22 (New 04/02)(Rev 10/07). 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 Division 
of the State Architect (DSA).  Items in the cost estimate shall be limited 
to only the minimum work necessary to mitigate the problem. 

•	 Plot plan identifying the location of the work and 1A diagrams if avail
able. 

•	 A revised Five Year Plan, Form SAB 40-20 (New 04/02) including the 
critical project on the plan and identifying the project in Column 9 of 
the Form. 

DRAFT 
The amount of the extreme hardship grant and district contribution for 
the project shall be determined by the criteria outlined in Regulation 

Section 1866.5.2.  Critical projects that meet the criteria for an extreme 
hardship grant will be presented to the SAB on a continuous basis 
throughout the fiscal year.  If funding is not available projects will be 
placed on an unfunded list based on priority order and on the date the 
complete application was received by the OPSC (refer to Regulation Sec
tion 1866.5.3). 

Districts are advised that the OPSC must determine the critical project 
meets the criteria set in Education Code 17587 and Regulation Sections 
1866.5 through 1866.5.3 to receive an extreme hardship grant, prior to 
construction costs being incurred on the project.  Reimbursement of 
eligible architect or engineering expenditures will be allowed up to five 
months prior to the date that the hardship project is accepted for pro
cessing by the OPSC (refer to Regulation Section 1866.5.4). 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA STATE ALLOCATION BOARD 

EXTREME HARDSHIP FUNDING APPLICATION OFFICE OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 
DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 
SAB 40-22 (New 04/0210/07) Page 2 of 3 

SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS 

1. 	 Type of Application - Check the appropriate box that indicates 
the type of application the district is filing.  A district with only one 
school may include other essential work in the application without 
being subject to the contribution requirements set forth in Regula
tion Section 1866.5.2.  If the district checks the new project with other 
essential work box, the district will need to submit a Extreme Hard
ship Funding Application, Form SAB 40-22 (New 04/02) (Rev 10/07) 
for each project category marked in Section 2 and a Form SAB 40-22 
combining all the project information onto one form. 

2. 	 Type of Project - Check the appropriate box for the type of work the 
district is applying. 

3. 	 Project Priority - Indicate if the district is requesting Priority One 
Status for the project pursuant to Regulation Section 1866.5.3(c). 

4. 	 Project Funding Order - If the district has other critical project(s) 
awaiting funding on the Deferred Maintenance Extreme Hardship 
Unfunded List, prioritize the order of this application in relation to 
those project(s) for purposes of funding and district contribution 
requirements.  (Refer to Regulation Section 1866.5.2 and 1866.5.3.) 

5. 	 Project Duplication - Refer to Regulation Section 1866.13.  

Enter the School Facility Program (SFP) modernization or Charter 
School Facilities Program (CSFP) Rehabilitation application number(s) 
if any, if work included in those application(s) is also included in the 
total project cost of the critical project amount requested in Sec
tion 3 and the district cannot certify the SFP or CSFP Rehabilitation 
project(s) still meets the 60 percent commensurate test requirement 
in the SFP or CSFP Rehabilitation after deducting the duplicative work 
included in this application. 

6. 	 Project Costs - Enter:

 I. Planning 

a.	 Up to 12 percent of the construction costs reported in IIc are allow
able. 

b.	 If the critical project contains work that requires DSA approval, the 
fee charged by the DSA to review the plans is allowable. 

c.	 Other planning costs associated with the project that may be al
lowable, provided an explanation of the costs is given.  


d. The total of a through c.


II. Construction 

a.	 The repair or replacement costs associated with the project.  
Eligible construction costs shall be limited to the minimum work 
necessary to mitigate the problem within the scope of the work 
identified in Section 2.  

b.	 Any other costs directly related to the project (i.e., asbestos 
removal).  A detailed explanation of why the costs are necessary 
is required. 

c.	 The total of a and b.

 III. Testing 

Costs associated with testing required during construction for the 
project.  A detailed explanation of each test and the reason the test 
is required is needed.  If multiple tests are being done indicate the 
quantity.

 IV. Inspection 

DRAFT If the project requires a certified DSA inspector the fee charged by 
the inspector during the legal duration of the construction contract 
is allowable.  Back-up information supporting the cost is required.  

 V. Contingencies 

An allowance for unanticipated costs directly related to the critical 
project is provided as part of the budget for the project.  This amount 
cannot exceed five percent of I through IV.  The OPSC shall review all 
expenditures from this allowance to ensure the eligibility.  

Total Project Cost 

The total of I through V. 
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DRAFT 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA STATE ALLOCATION BOARD 

EXTREME HARDSHIP FUNDING APPLICATION OFFICE OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 
DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 
SAB 40-22 (New 04/0210/07) Page 3 of 3 

The school district named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Office of Public School Construction for an Extreme Hardship Grant 
under the provisions of the Deferred Maintenance Program as provided by Education Code Section 17587 and Title 2, California Code of Regulation 
Sections 1866.5 through 1866.5.8. 

SCHOOL DISTRICT	 APPLICATION NUMBER 

40/ 
SCHOOL (SITE) NAME 	 COUNTY 

1. 	Type of Application (Check only one)

 New Project Increase to Prior Project 

New project with other essential work (Refer to 
Regulation Section 1866.5.2[c]) 

2. 	 Type of Project (Check only one) (Refer to Regulation 
Section 1866.5) 

Asbestos  Paving 

Electrical Plumbing 

Flooring Systems  Roofi ng 

HVAC Underground Toxic Tank 

Painting  Wall Systems 

3. Project Priority 

Is the district requesting Priority One status pursuant to 
Regulation Section 1866.5.3(c)?  Yes No 

4. 	 Project Funding Order 

If the district has other critical project(s) 

awaiting funding on the unfunded list, 

prioritize the order of this application in 

relation to those project(s). # 


5. Project Duplication (Regulation Section 1866.13) 

SFP Modernization Project(s) 57/ 

CSFP Rehabilitation Project(s) 54/ 

6. Project Costs 

I. Planning 

a. Architect/Engineering Fee $ 

b. DSA Plan Check Fee  $ 

 c. Other $ 

d. Total Planning Costs  $ 

II. Construction 

a. Repair/Replacement Cost  $ 

b. Other  $ 

c. Total Construction Costs  $ 

III. Tests $ 

IV. Inspection $ 

V. Contingencies $ 

TOTAL PROJECT COST $ 

Certifi cations: 

I certify, as the District Representative, that: 

•	 The district will comply with the Public Contract Code; Education 
Code; Government Code; California Code of Regulations (Title 24); 
and any other legal requirements; and, 

•	 The district will execute a contract prior to any work being per
formed on the project and will obtain its legal counsel approval on 
each contract; and, 

•	 If required, the district will obtain DSAs approval of the project and 
plan(s); and, 

•	 If the critical project includes work currently included in a SFP 
modernization project that is currently on the SFP Modernization 
Unfunded List or the OPSC Modernization Workload List, or in a CSFP 
Rehabilitation project, the district certifies that after eliminating the 
work to be funded with the extreme hardship grant from the SFP 
modernization or CSFP Rehabilitation project, the cost estimate for 
the remaining work in the SFP or CSFP Rehabilitation project meets 
the 60 percent commensurate requirement in the SFP. If the district 
cannot make this certification, the district will withdraw the SFP 
modernization or CSFP Rehabilitation project prior to the release 
of any extreme hardship grants to the district (Refer to Regulation 
Section 1866.13); and, 

•	 The district understands that some or all of the extreme hardship grant 
for the project may be returned to the SAB as a result of an audit pursu
ant to Regulation Section 1866.9.1; and, 

•	 The district shall submit the expenditure report for the extreme hardship 
grant no later than two years from the date any funds were released 
pursuant to Regulation Section 1866.9; and, 

•	 The district did not receive funding from any other State funded program 
for the work requested in this application; and, 

•	 If within six months of SAB apportionment of the project the district has 
not submitted to the OPSC a request for a release of funds, the district 
will be required to submit a progress report in the form of a narrative to 
the OPSC pursuant to Regulation Section 1866.5.8, and; 

•	 This Form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the 
OPSC. In the event a conflict should exist, then the language in the OPSC 
form will prevail; and, 

•	 I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California 
that the statements in this application and supporting documents are 
true and correct. 

✍ 
SIGNATURE OF DISTRICT  REPRESENTATIVE	 DATE 



                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                           
 

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
State Allocation Board Meeting, September 26, 2007 

 
MACIAS CONSULTING GROUP’S REPORT ON FINANCIAL HARDSHIP PROGRAM

 
 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 To present the Macias Consulting Group’s (MCG) findings on the overall efficiency and effectiveness of the 

Financial Hardship Program under the School Facility Program. 
 

DESCRIPTION 
 

The MCG was hired by the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) to conduct an independent analysis 
of the Financial Hardship (FH) Review and provide recommendations on the review process.  The MCG has 
completed their analysis and will present their findings to the State Allocation Board in a Power Point 
presentation at this meeting.     
 

STAFF COMMENTS 
 
The OPSC Staff has been working closely with the MCG in developing a work plan to implement 
recommendations.  

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

Accept the MCG’s findings.   



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
State Allocation Board Meeting, September 26, 2007 

 
HIGH PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE GRANT REGULATIONS 

 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To provide the State Allocation Board (SAB) with an update regarding the High Performance 
Incentive Grant regulations. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 

The SAB, at its August 2007 meeting, requested that staff agendize the High Performance 
Incentive Grant issue for the September meeting if the regulations are not in effect by the 
September SAB meeting, and to develop an alternate plan, if necessary. 
 

DESCRIPTION 
 

The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) re-submitted the High Performance Incentive 
Grant regulations to the Office of Administrative Law (OAL) on August 23, 2007.  Simultaneously, 
the OPSC posted to its Web site a 15-day letter specifying the changes to the regulations, which is 
required under the Administrative Procedure Act.  The OAL has assigned an attorney to the re-
submitted regulatory amendments and their review is currently underway.  The 30-day OAL review 
period ends the week of October 1, 2007, at which time the OPSC anticipates receiving the OAL 
approval for these regulatory amendments.  Therefore, it does not appear that an alternate plan is 
necessary. 
 

RECOMMENDATION 
 

Accept this report. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD ACTION 
 

In considering this item, the Board accepted the report. 
 

 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
State Allocation Board Meeting, September 26, 2007 

 
 

LITTLE HOOVER COMMISSION REPORT 
 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
 To present “The State Allocation Board:  Improving Transparency and Structure” report prepared by the Little Hoover 

Commission. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 

In August 2006 the legislative members of the State Allocation Board (SAB) issued a joint letter to the Little Hoover 
Commission requesting the Commission to conduct a study of the SAB.  In response the Commission held a hearing 
in May 2007 and released a report in August 2007.  The report is available on the Commission’s Web site at 
http://www.lhc.ca.gov. 
 

DESCRIPTION 
 
 Mr. Daniel W. Hancock, Chairman of the Commission, is in attendance today to present the report. 

 



Evaluation of the OPSC 
Financial Hardship Review 

Program 

State Allocation Board
September 26, 2007
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Evaluation Objectives

(1) Assess the adequacy of the existing financial 
hardship approval process; 

(2)  Evaluate internal controls established for the 
financial hardship review process; and 

(3)  Provide recommendations on areas that can 
be improved.
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Methodology

• Selected 15 financial hardship applications 
that were  representative of the workload 
handled by the OPSC Financial Hardship 
Unit. 

• The 15 entities selected represented 
$225.3 million, or 77 percent of about 
$292 million in total eligible funding for  
FY 05-06. 

• Analyzed  financial information and audited 
financial reports submitted by the school 
districts. 

• Examined whether or not the entities qualify 
for financial hardship as defined by statute. 
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The current OPSC model appears to 
be more beneficial to larger school 
districts

• Five of eight medium and large school districts 
that were included in our review were not 
required to contribute any available funds to 
school construction because, for the most part,  
current regulations generally preclude capturing 
the dollars that would otherwise be available. 

• Four of six smaller districts that were included 
in our review were required to contribute from 
13 to 70 percent of their available funds to 
school construction. 
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The current OPSC model appears to be more 
beneficial to larger school districts than 
smaller school districts 

• Case study
• A large school district had $28.5 million available 

for construction projects.

• The Financial Hardship Program determined that 
they had zero available funding to contribute to the 
project.

• The school district did not have to contribute any 
local funds to its facility construction project(s). 

• In contrast, a small school district had a total of 
$233,000 available for construction projects, but 
the Program required the school district to 
contribute up to 70 percent of those funds to 
facility construction.
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Regulations restrict OPSC reviewers to 
examine available funds in Capital Outlay 
Fund accounts only. 

• Case study
• A larger school district transferred $4 million 

from its General Fund to its Special Reserve 
fund (non-capital outlay). This money could not 
be considered by OPSC as available for facility 
construction because it was transferred to a fund 
account that OPSC could not include in its 
review. The school district previously performed 
a similar funds transfer in FY 03-04 for $3 
million, and again this money could not be 
considered by OPSC as a possible contribution 
to the project.  

• The State provided full funding to the applicant 
for its facility construction project.
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The existing Financial Hardship Process 
needs simplification and streamlining

• Case study: 
• A large school district had previously been denied 

financial hardship status by OPSC on its last two 
applications because OPSC had determined that the 
applicant had sufficient funds available to meet the 
50 percent contribution requirement.

• On its third attempt to receive financial hardship 
certification, the school district transferred all its 
capital outlay funds to its General Fund.

• Because OPSC staff could not review the funds in 
the General Fund, the school district was 
subsequently approved for financial hardship funding  
and the school district was not required to contribute 
any local funds to the construction projects within 
this application.
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Recommendation

The OPSC Executive Officer 
should revise the current model 
to evaluate the overall fiscal 
health of the school district. 



9

Recommendations

1. Establish an advisory panel comprised of Legislative 
Analyst Office (LAO) and Office of State Audits and 
Evaluations (OSAE) representatives to prepare the 
framework for the revised model.  Once established, 
the advisory panel will need to address the following 
issues:
a. Propose revised Financial Hardship Program 

regulations to review the overall fiscal health of 
the applicant.

b. Establish key fiscal health ratios to be submitted 
by the applicant that show revenue availability, 
debt levels, liability levels, and operating margins.  
The financial ratios should be based on the most 
recent year-end audited financial statements and 
a current trial balance report. 

c. Develop an index of State and applicant 
contribution levels based on the fiscal health 
assessment of the applicant. 

d. Seek an independent firm or expert to determine 
whether vulnerabilities exist within the revised 
model.
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Recommendations

e. Approve OPSC revamped Financial Hardship 
Program instructions that provide guidance to the 
applicants on the financial hardship certification 
program and funding allocation process.  

f. Establish performance requirements for the 
review of financial hardship certification 
applications upon submission of complete 
applications. (e.g., 30 or 60 days).

g.    Determine whether applicants should submit 
financial hardship certifications for each project 
effectively eliminating the six-month effective 
period of the certification.
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Recommendations

2. Establish a formal training program for prospective 
applicants to be administered once a year. This 
training program should include information pertaining 
to the application receipt, processing and decision-
making criteria used by OPSC reviewers. 

3. Develop policies and procedures that trigger OPSC 
mid-level and/or executive management resolution of 
issues raised by an applicant or by the OPSC 
reviewer’s analysis of the financial hardship 
application. These triggers could include the 
identification of excessive fund transfers to the 
applicant’s general fund, restrictions found on 
certificates of participation, a school district’s utilization 
of legal services, and issues that require interpretation 
or application of regulations. 

4.    Revamp the Financial Hardship Certification 
Application to reflect the revised review model, 
including updating instructions for each financial 
hardship worksheet required. 
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Recommendations

5. Add a component to the Financial Hardship Review 
Process to require OPSC reviewers to visit school 
districts when circumstances are warranted. These 
circumstances can include unclear financial 
information, discrepancies found in the financial data, 
or the absence of supporting documentation on the 
financial hardship application. 

6.    Restrict access to information systems so that upon 
completion of the review of an application, the record 
cannot be overwritten with information from another 
application.

7.   Implement information system-edit checks to require 
OPSC reviewers to enter required database 
information.



13

Recommendations

8.     Add system tables to perform and validate contribution 
calculations for the application and final expenditure report 
submitted by the school district at the completion of the 
construction project.

9.     Require mid-level managers to provide bi-monthly 
performance monitoring on key performance metrics, such 
as the timeliness of the review process, adherence to 
internal controls and review outcomes of the financial 
hardship review process (e.g., percent of withdrawals, 
denials, and approval rates). 

10.   Establish an advisory panel comprised of LAO, 
Department of Finance representatives, OPSC mid-and 
executive-level management, and an independent auditor 
that meets monthly to validate the results of the financial 
hardship certification review and provide approval of 
eligibility and funding contributions.  



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, September 26, 2007 


ASSEMBLY BILL 127 GRANT INCREASE

 PROJECT INFORMATION WORKSHEET


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present the proposed Project Information Worksheet (Worksheet) that will be used to gather data for the 
purpose of determining the annual increase or decrease to the New Construction Base Grant pursuant to 
Education Code (EC) Section 17072.11, for bond accountability, and the status of the bid climate. 

BACKGROUND 
In September 2006, the Board approved regulations to implement the grant increases for Assembly Bill (AB) 
127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Perata/Nunez), and the regulations were filed with the Office of 
Administrative Law (OAL).  However, the proposed regulations were later withdrawn from the OAL and 
cannot be resubmitted until a method to capture the current costs to build schools is approved by the State 
Allocation Board (SAB).  As a result, the Worksheet was presented at the July and August 2007 SAB 
meetings.  At the August meeting, the Board did not take action on the Worksheet and requested that Staff 
pilot the Worksheet with the stakeholders prior to the September meeting. 

AUTHORITY 

EC Section 17072.11(a)(3) states “the board shall conduct an analysis of the relationship between the per-
unhoused-pupil grant eligibility….and the per-pupil cost of new school construction…” 

EC Section 17072.11(b) states, “On or after January 1, 2008, the board shall increase or decrease the per-
unhoused-pupil grant eligibility by amounts it deems necessary to cause the grants to correspond to costs of 
new school construction ….” 

STAFF COMMENTS 

Pursuant to the Board’s direction, Staff conducted a pilot of the Worksheet.  The Worksheet along with its 
instructions and a comment sheet were mailed overnight on September 13, 2007.  To conduct the pilot, 
Staff randomly selected projects from its database that were new school projects (no additions to existing 
sites) that had received an Adjusted Grant fund release in either 2006 or 2007.  Within these parameters, 
Staff selected elementary, middle, and high school projects.  Staff also selected projects in rural, suburban, 
and urban locations from all over of the State.  Staff requested that the completed Worksheets be returned 
via fax to the Office of Public School Construction by close of business on September 19, 2007.     

As a result, Staff received a 30 percent response rate (nine responses).  One of the concerns previously 
mentioned was that it would take school districts a lot of time to complete the Worksheet.  Based on the 
results, the average time to compete the Worksheet was three to four hours.  The most frequent comment 
was requesting improved clarity in the instructions, specifically on the component types and the subsequent 
bid information.  Overall, few comments were received.  Staff has reviewed all comments and has revised 
the instructions and the Worksheet, as necessary to improve clarity.           

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Approve the Project Information Worksheet as presented in the Attachment. 
2.	 Authorize the Office of Public School Construction to re-file the Grant Increase regulations with the 

OAL. 

 (Continued on Page Two) 
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BOARD ACTION 

In considering this item, the Board approved a motion to move forward and use the form until the end of the 
calendar year, monitor the results, and revisit it in January 2008 if necessary. 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
PROJECT INFORMATION WORKSHEET 
NEW CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ONLY 
(NEW 09/07) 

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD 
OFFICE OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 




INFORMATION 

The information collected using this form is necessary in order to conduct an analysis of the relationship between the 
per-unhoused-pupil grant eligibility and the per-pupil cost of new school construction for grades K-12 pursuant to 
Education Code Section 17072.11, to meet the requirements for bond accountability, and the status of the bid climate. 

INSTRUCTIONS 

This worksheet is to be completed and submitted with the Fund Release Authorization (Form SAB 50-05) for all new 

construction projects that are completing Part IV of the Form 50-05. 


This worksheet is to be completed and submitted with the Expenditure Report (Form SAB 50-06) for all new 

construction projects that have received a fund release pursuant to Part IV of the Fund Release Authorization. 


Attach to this form the accepted bid documents including additive/deductive alternates. 


Completed By: Enter the name and title of the person completing this worksheet. 

Phone Number:  Enter the contact phone number for the person completing this worksheet. 

Date Completed: Enter the date that the form was completed. 

Application Number(s): Insert the application number provided by the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC).  
Include the project number(s) of any other associated State funded projects. (e.g. joint-use) 

School District: Insert the name of the school district where the project is located. 

County: Insert the name of the county where the project is located. 

Project Tracking Number: Insert the project tracking number provided by the OPSC, the California Department of 

Education (CDE), and the Division of the State Architect (DSA). 

Project Name: Insert the name of the project (ex. – ABC Elementary School). 


Indicate the time period that this form was filled out by checking the appropriate box. Enter the estimated percentage 
of the project completed.  The percentage completed shall be the same as that which is reported on the Expenditure 
Report. 

Project Funding 

Please provide actual amounts when available and estimates as necessary.  Indicate whether the amount 
reported is the actual or an estimate by checking the appropriate box. 

1.	 Check yes or no to indicate if this is a financial hardship project. 

2.	 Funds available (include site acquisition). If the project includes square footage from other State funded 
projects (e.g. joint-use), report the funds available from that project. 
a.	 Enter the total actual amount of the State Apportionment(s) for this project (sum of 1 and 2).   

1.	 Enter the amount of the State Apportionment for this project 
2.	 Enter the amount of the State Apportionment for the joint-use project (if applicable). 

b.	 Enter the estimated or actual amount of interest earned on State funds for this project. 
c.	 Enter the total actual amount of the District Match for this project (sum of 1 and 2). 

1.	 Enter the amount of the District Match for this project. 
2.	 Enter the amount of the District Match for any joint-use project (if applicable).  

d.	 Enter the estimated or actual amount of any additional local (district) funds that were necessary to 
complete this State funded project.   
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Project Costs 

Please provide actual contract amounts when available and estimates as necessary.  Indicate whether the 
amount reported is the actual contract amount or an estimate by checking the appropriate box. 

1.	 Site Acquisition Costs 
Enter the total cost for site acquisition, including State share, district share, and any additional local funds. 
Include any costs for environmental studies and fees. 

2.	 Bid/Construction Contract(s) Data.  If the bid(s) includes square footage for other State funded projects  
(e.g. joint-use), include all associated costs. 
a.	 Enter the accepted base bid amount prior to any accepted additive/deductive alternates for all contracts.  If 

there is more than one contract signed (e.g. multiple-prime, etc.) please enter the total of all base bids.  
b.	 Enter the amount of all accepted additive/deductive alternates for all contracts. 
c.	 Enter the amount of the total construction contract(s).  Include the amount of any change orders or 

addendums, if applicable. 
1.	 Enter the amount of the building cost in the contract(s). 
2.	 Enter the estimated amount of the site development work, including service site, offsite, utilities, and 

general site, included in the contract(s). 
3.	 Enter the amount of any other construction costs included in the contract(s) (e.g. demolition, interim 

housing, Labor Compliance Program, General Condition fees, as applicable).  If using 
construction management, enter any general condition fees in 5 below. Do not include any costs listed 
in 5 below. 

3. Enter the amount of actual and estimated (not yet contracted, invoiced or obligated) soft costs for the project 
(e.g. tests and inspections, architect fees, etc.)  Do not include any costs reported in 4 below. 

4.	 Enter the amount of the estimated remaining hard costs not yet contracted, invoiced or obligated (e.g. 
portions of work not yet bid, etc.) that are necessary for the completion of this project.  Do not include any 
costs reported in 3 above. 

5 Enter the amount of Construction Management Fees. If the project is being bid as multiple-prime, include 
costs for general conditions, etc.  Do not include any costs listed in 2(c)(3) above. 

6.	 Enter the actual or estimated amount for project contingencies. 
7.	 Enter the actual or estimated amount for furniture and equipment. 
8.	 Enter the amount of the Total Project Cost (do not include site acquisition costs).  This amount should be 

equal to the sum of 2c, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 above. 

Joint-Use Information 

1.	 Check yes or no to indicate whether the project includes a joint-use partner, even if the joint-use project does 
not include State funding. Enter the OPSC application number if applicable. 

2.	 Check the appropriate box to indicate which type of joint-use partner is included in the joint-use project. 
3.	 Check yes or no to indicate whether the joint-use partner is contributing capital funding towards this project.   

If applicable, enter the dollar amount the joint-use partner is contributing. 
4.	 Check which facility(ies) are part of the joint-use project.  If other is chosen, please explain the type of joint-

use project. 

Project Information 

•	 Choose from the drop down menu the type of project that is being built (e.g. new school, addition, etc.) 
•	 Choose from the drop down menu the type of school that best describes this project (e.g. elementary, middle, 

etc.) 
•	 Select what outdoor facilities you have and how many of each are in the project. If the facility is considered 

multiple use, check the box that best represents what the facility will be used for the majority of the time. If 
the project consists of any other playfields not listed, check “other” and explain. 

•	 Check the boxes of the grade levels in the project.  Based upon the District’s loading standard, enter the 
number of pupils that can be served at each grade level. 



•	 Enter the master plan site capacity of the project based on single-track use and local district loading standards.  
Based on teacher contracts and/or local loading standards this number may be different from the number of 
pupils requested on the Application for Funding. 

•	 Enter the square footage of the parking structure (if applicable). 
•	 Enter the total net useable site acreage of the project. 

Component Types: 

•	 Choose all components that are included in the project.  Include the number of each type of facility. Indicate 
the number of each type of classroom building(s) (e.g. 8 permanent, 4 portable).  Indicate if there are any 
stand-alone restroom buildings.  If indicating “other” facilities, a detailed listing of those facilities is not 
required unless the facility being constructed is atypical or a non-standard facility.  If so, then please explain.   

•	 From the pull down menu, choose the main type of construction for each of the buildings in the project (e.g. 
permanent, modular, portable). 

•	 Enter the square footage of each component that was in the DSA approved plans at the time the project was 
apportioned by the State Allocation Board. If more than one component is contained in the same building, in 
order to prevent duplication, report the square footage by each component. (e.g. library in administrative 
building, report the square footage under the library and administration under administration). If a building is 
a classroom building report the square footage of the entire building (e.g. hallways, mechanical area, teacher 
workrooms, etc.). 

•	 Enter the square footage of each component that is in the plans (including any adjustments for addendums or 
change orders) when the district submitted its Fund Release Authorization. Indicate the square footage of 
any stand-alone restroom buildings. 

•	 Enter the square footage for each component in the plans (including any adjustments for addendums or 
change orders) at the time of the first annual expenditure report and at the time of the final expenditure 
report, as applicable. 

Total Square Feet All Facilities 

•	 Enter the total building square footage for all facilities in the project.  When calculating the square footage, 
include the total square footage identified on the DSA approved plans for all facilities.  Be sure to use the 
same methodology when calculating square footage for each reporting period. 
¾ From the total square footage entered above, enter the amount of square footage that is considered stick- 

built. 
¾ From the total square footage entered above, enter the amount of square footage that is considered 

permanent modular. 
¾ From the total square footage entered above, enter the amount of square footage that is considered 

portable pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.15(j). 

Total Building Cost (Per Square Foot) 

•	 When completing the Worksheet for the first time, enter the original estimated building cost per square foot.  
For subsequent reports, enter the current estimated or actual cost per square foot. To determine the cost per 
square foot, divide the total building cost, excluding site acquisition and site development costs (service site, 
off-site, utilities, parking structures, and general site) by the total building square footage as reported. 

Additional Information: This information is being collected to evaluate the bid climate. 

1.	 Enter the number of bidders on this project.  If more than one contract was signed for this project (e.g. 
Multiple-Prime), enter the average number of bidders per trade.   

2.	 Enter the date(s) the bid(s) opened. If more than one bid date, enter the opening bid date of the first bid 
package. 

3.	 Enter the number of times the project was re-bid, if applicable.   
4.	 Describe the accepted additive/deductive alternates that were included in the project costs.  Indicate whether 

they included facilities or building elements.  If the additive/deductive alternate included buildings, please 
indicate the square footage. 



 

 

  

 

5. Check yes or no to indicate if the contract(s) includes any facilities or other construction that have not yet 
been identified elsewhere on this form.  If yes, explain what those facilities or construction include. 

6.	 Check yes or no to indicate whether the SAB approved project was modified due to cost.  
a. If, yes explain briefly what measures were taken (e.g. from permanent classrooms to portable etc.) 

7. 	 Indicate what facilities or elements, if any, that were included in the State Allocation Board approved project 
and were eliminated to meet the project budget. Indicate if any facilities were added to the project.  Provide a 
brief explanation as to why they were eliminated.   
a.	 If the project received an Adjusted Grant fund release on or after November 1, 2007, check yes or no to 

indicate whether any facilities and/or square footage that was added or deleted was approved by the CDE, 
and/or the DSA, and/or the SAB.  Please attach the appropriate documentation. 

b. 	 Check yes or no to indicate if the facilities are intended to be deferred to a later phase.  If yes, please 
     explain. 

8. 	 Check yes or no to indicate whether there were any local requirements or ordinances the district had to meet 
that were not covered within the State program(s) provisions (e.g. road or street improvements, utilities, or 
fees demanded by another local agency, etc.) 
a. 	 Check yes or no to indicate whether or not these costs were included in the construction contract. 
b.	 If yes, describe the local requirement and the associated costs. 

9. Check yes or no to indicate whether or not you utilized existing architectural plans from another project. 
a. 	 If yes, indicate how many times the plans have been re-used within the district.  Indicate the name(s) of
     the project(s). 

b. 	 Indicate the name any other school districts that have used these plans, if known.  Indicate the name of
 the architect who designed the plans. 

Comments/Additional Information 

Please provide any additional information about this project that you think will be helpful in completing the analysis. 



 
REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, September 26, 2007 
 

SEISMIC MITIGATION REGULATION AMENDMENTS 
 

 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To request: 
 
1. Adoption of proposed amendments to the School Facility Program (SFP) regulations for seismic mitigation 

pursuant to Assembly Bill (AB) 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Perata/Nuñez). 
 

2. Authorization to file the proposed regulations with the Office of Administrative Law (OAL). 
 
BACKGROUND 
 

Proposition 1D provides amendments to Education Code (EC) Section 17075.10 and the Facility Hardship 
Program and authorizes up to $199.5 million for seismic mitigation of school facilities that are the most 
vulnerable of Category 2 buildings1 and pose an unacceptable risk of injury during a seismic event.   
 
Staff presented regulations at the August 2007 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting.  The Board did not 
approve Staff’s recommendations and requested Staff to continue discussions with the Implementation 
Committee and consider the following: 
 

• Funding ancillary costs out of the respective new construction or modernization fund. 
• Funding interim housing costs as an additional allowance.   
• Funding seismic structural engineer reports. 
• Reimbursement of projects that would have qualified for funding but the building had been mitigated 

prior to the effective date of the law (May 20, 2006). 
 

LEGAL ANALYSIS 
 
The SAB Legal Counsel has reviewed the texts of AB 300 Chapter 622, Statutes of 1999 (Corbett) and AB 127 
and concludes that the general rule of statutory interpretation applies; that absent some clear expression by the 
Legislature that its enactments are intended to have retroactive effect, retroactivity can not be assumed.  After 
reviewing the texts of both bills, the well settled rule of law that a statute does not operate retroactively merely 
because some of the facts or conditions upon which its application depends came into existence prior to its 
enactment applies in this case. 
 

AUTHORITY 
 

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 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.” 

 
STAFF COMMENTS  

 
The following topics were discussed at the September 2007 SAB Implementation Committee meeting: 
 
   

 
(Continued on Page Two) 

  
 
 

                                                 
1  The technical definition of a Category 2 building is located in the Department of General Services ‘Seismic Safety Inventory of  
California Public Schools’ report, issued as a result of AB 300, Chapter 662, Statutes of 1999 (Corbett), which can be located on the 
Division of the State Architect Web site at www.dsa.dgs.ca.gov.  
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 
  
 Ancillary Costs 
 

The majority of the Implementation Committee members requested that the ancillary costs be borne out of the 
respective new construction or modernization funds, stating that this would preserve the seismic funds and 
allow more projects to qualify for seismic mitigation.  However, there was discussion that the ancillary costs for 
replacement buildings could not be determined and therefore could not be borne out of the new construction 
fund.  Committee members questioned whether the ancillary costs for the replacement project could be 
estimated by using the cost estimate that a district must provide that demonstrates the rehabilitation cost of 
fixing the building.  The SAB Legal Counsel has opined that this option would not be a true reflection of the 
ancillary costs of a replacement project but merely an estimate and could be inaccurate, resulting in a greater 
impact to new construction or modernization funds than may be permissible. 
 
Staff is presenting two options for the Board’s approval: Option A (Attachment A) represents the regulations that 
were presented at the August 2007 SAB meeting, where all seismic related costs would come out of the seismic 
funds including ancillary costs; and Option B (Attachment B) represents regulations where the ancillary costs for 
seismic rehabilitation projects would be funded out of the modernization fund and all replacement costs would 
be funded out of the seismic funds.  
 

 Interim Housing 
 

There was a strong recommendation by most committee members to have an additional allowance for interim 
housing that may be needed during a seismic mitigation project.  The SAB Legal Counsel has opined that the 
statute does not allow for the flexibility to include an allowance for interim housing because the statute does not 
mention or authorize interim housing, and to allow such allowance would be inconsistent with the administration 
of other programs.  Under the School Facility Program (SFP), projects are not entitled to an allowance for 
interim housing.  Therefore, Staff does not recommend an allowance be provided for interim housing. 
 
Reimbursement of Projects 
 
Staff discussed with the SAB Legal Counsel the possibility of reimbursing districts for projects that were 
repaired or replaced once identified in the Department of General Services ‘Seismic Safety Inventory of 
California Public Schools’ report.  The SAB Legal Counsel has opined that since the statute did not address a 
grandfathering provision, the law goes into effect the date it is signed and therefore only applies to projects 
where contracts were signed on or after May 20, 2006 (see Legal Analysis, previous page).  Staff is not 
recommending reimbursement of projects where a contract was signed prior to May 20, 2006. 
 
Required Structural Engineer’s Report 
 
The Board requested Staff to determine if the available $199.5 million can be utilized for the cost of obtaining a 
structural report, regardless if the project ultimately qualifies for funding.  The SAB Legal Counsel has opined 
that the Board does not have the flexibility to provide a set aside of funds for this purpose, as the funds would 
not be utilized for their intended purpose, which is to repair, reconstruct or replace the most vulnerable 
“Category 2” buildings.  However, for projects that receive funding, the cost of obtaining the structural report will 
be considered an allowable expenditure.   
 

 
 

(Continued on Page Three) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 
 
Unfunded List 
 
There was further discussion at the Implementation Committee meeting regarding the generation of an 
unfunded list when the seismic funds have been exhausted.  The Committee expressed concern that districts 
that meet the definition of the Most Vulnerable Category 2 buildings will not have a choice but to do the seismic 
remediation work due to the potential liability to the district.  However, Staff believes that by setting the 
groundshaking threshold in such a way that limits the number of facilities that qualify for funding to the amount 
of funding available will limit the exposure of districts.  
 
Staff is concerned with providing an unfunded list, as districts may misconstrue an unfunded list as a guarantee 
of funding.  Furthermore, the parameters for seismic funding of future bonds may change, thereby disqualifying 
districts from funding that had an expectation of future funds.   
 
While there had been a notion referenced at the committee meeting that districts may be able to get bridge 
financing if an unfunded list were created, this ended up not being a viable option.  Staff confirmed that 
California School Finance Authority loans could not be supported by an unfunded approval if the State bond 
funds were not authorized. 

 
Additional non-substantive SFP Regulation changes included in this item 
 
• Regulation Section 1859.61:  Language will be added to clarify that if a classroom is demolished or 

replaced due to a facility hardship, the modernization eligibility will be reduced by the number of 
classrooms demolished or replaced.    

 
• Regulation Section 1859.81: Relocate subsection (d) to its appropriate location.  

 
• Regulation Section 1859.83(f):  Language will be added to clarify that the referenced verified hard 

construction costs should include the fire code work.   
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
1. Select either Option A on Attachment A (all costs from the $199.5 million seismic funds) or Option B on 

Attachment B (rehabilitation ancillary costs from modernization funds and all replacement costs from the 
$199.5 million seismic funds). 

 
2. Adopt the proposed amendments to the regulations as directed by the Board as shown on either 

Attachment A or Attachment B and begin the regulatory process. 
 
3. Authorize the OPSC to file these regulations with the OAL. 

 
 
 
 
BOARD ACTION 
 

In considering this item, the Board approved Option A (all costs from the $199.5 million seismic funds). 
 
 

 



    

 
ATTACHMENT A 

(Option A) 
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE 

SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM REGULATIONS 
State Allocation Board Meeting, September 26, 2007 

 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.2 

 
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: 
. . . . 
 “Form SAB 50-04” means the Application For Funding, Form SAB 50-04 (Revised 089/07), which is incorporated by 
reference.  
. . . . 
“Most Vulnerable Category 2 Buildings,” as defined by the DSA, means the building is located where the short 
period spectral acceleration is 1.70 g or more based on the 2002 United States Geological Survey National Seismic 
Hazard Maps adjusted for site class factors; the building is designed for occupancy by students and staff; the 
building type is either C1 – Concrete Moment Frame, PC1A – Precast/Tilt-up Concrete Shear Wall with Flexible 
Roof, PC2 – Precast Concrete Frame and Roofs with Concrete Shear Walls, or URM – Unreinforced Masonry 
Bearing Wall Buildings; and a structural report is provided by a structural engineer that demonstrates the lateral 
force-resisting system of the building does not meet collapse prevention performance objectives and the specific 
deficiencies and reasoning for concluding that the building has a potential for catastrophic collapse. 
. . . . 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17009.5, 17017.6, 17017.7, 17021, 17047, 17050, 17051, 17070.15, 17070.51(a), 17070.71, 17070.77, 17071.10, 17071.25, 17071.30, 
17071.33, 17071.35, 17071.40, 17071.75, 17071.76, 17072.10, 17072.12, 17072.18, 17072.33, 17073.25, 17074.10, 17074.30, 17074.32, 17075.10, 17075.15, 
17077.40, 17077.42, 17077.45, 17078.52, 17078.56, 17078.72(k), 17280, 56026, and 101012(a)(8), Education Code; Section 53311, Government Code; and 
Section 1771.5, Labor Code. 
 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.61 
 
Section 1859.61.  Adjustments to the Modernization Baseline Eligibility. 
 
The baseline eligibility for modernization as provided in Section 1859.60 for a specific site will be adjusted as 
follows: 
(a) Reduced by the number of pupils provided grants in a modernization SFP project or a CSFP Rehabilitation 

project at the specific site.  
(b) Reduced by the number of pupils housed, based on the loading standards pursuant to Education Code Section 

17071.25(a)(2), in a modernization LPP project funded under the LPP pursuant to Sections 1859.14 and 
1859.15. 

(c) Increased by changes in projected enrollment in subsequent enrollment reporting years. 
(d) Increased for additional facilities not previously modernized with State funds, that become 25 years old, if 

permanent, or 20 years old, if portable or as a result of audit findings made pursuant to Sections 1859.90 and 
1859.105. 

(e) Adjusted as a result of errors or omissions by the district or by the OPSC. 
(f) Adjusted as a result of amendments to these Subgroup 5.5 Regulations that affect the eligibility. 
(g) For classroom loading standards adopted by the Board for non-severely disabled individuals with exceptional 

needs and severely disabled individuals with exceptional needs. 
(h) As directed by the Board due to a finding of a Material Inaccuracy pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.104.1. 



    

(i) Increased for facilities previously modernized with State funds, which qualify for an additional modernization 
apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8. 

(j) Adjusted as a result of the Reconfiguration of an existing high school under the provisions of the Small High 
School Program. 

(k) Decreased for facilities that were deemed eligible for modernization pursuant to Sections 1859.60 and 
1859.61(d) and subsequently replaced, or will be replaced under a signed contract for construction or 
acquisition of facilities, in a project funded by the district without participation from the State. 

(l)    Adjusted as a result of classrooms demolished and replaced pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.82. 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17070.51, 17071.25, 17072.15, 17072.20, 17073.15, 17074.10, and 17074.32, and 17075.10, Education Code. 
 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.81 
 
Section 1859.81.  Financial Hardship. 
 
Except for Joint-Use Projects and Career Technical Educational 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.  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 to pay for obtaining a structural report pursuant to Section 1859.82 for an approvable and funded 
seismic mitigation project.  

(6)(7)   All other capital facility funding for a period of three years when no subsequent financial hardship request is 
made during this period.  The three-year period begins with the date of the most recent financial hardship new 
construction or modernization adjusted grant funding apportionment. 
 
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 enrollment 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. 

(3)   Subtract (b)(2) from (b)(1). 
(4)   Determine the number of classrooms by grade level reported in Part 1, Line 8 on Form SAB 50-02. 
(5)   Multiply the classrooms determined in (b)(4) by 25 for K-6, 27 for 7-12, 13 for Non-Severe and 9 for Severe. 
(6)   Subtract the product determined in (b)(5) from the difference determined in (b)(3) by grade level. 
(7)   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. 
 
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 (b)(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) 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. 
(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).   

 



    

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).   

 
If the 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). 
 
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. 
 
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. 
 
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). 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35, 17075.15, 17078.72 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference: Sections 17075.10 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.82 
 
Section 1859.82.  Facility Hardship. 
 
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.  A facility hardship is available for:  
(a) New classrooms and/or subsidiary facilities (corridors, toilets, kitchens and other non-classroom space) or 

replacement facilities if either (1) or (2) are met: 
(1) 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 Division of the State Architect 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.  The total available funding for seismic mitigation related and ancillary costs for the Most Vulnerable 
Category 2 Buildings is $199.5 million for projects where the construction contract was executed on or after May 
20, 2006, and the project funding provided shall be for the minimum work necessary to obtain DSA approval. 

 
(A) 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.  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.  
 

(B) If the request is for replacement facilities that included structural deficiencies 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 Division of the State Architect DSA approval.  The report must contain a detailed cost 
estimate of the repairs. 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 Division of the State 
Architect 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.
 

(2) The classroom or related facility was lost or destroyed as a result of a disaster such as fire, flood or     
earthquake and the district has demonstrated satisfactorily to the Board that the classroom or related facility 
was uninsurable or the cost for insurance was prohibitive. 

 
If the district qualifies for a new or replacement school pursuant to either (1) or (2) above, the district is eligible for a 
New Construction Grant as a new construction project for the lesser of the pupils housed in the replaced facility based 
on loading standards pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.25(a)(2) or the latest CBEDS enrollment at the site. 
 
If the district qualifies for replacement facilities on the same site pursuant to either (1) or (2) above, the district is 
eligible for funding as a new construction project.  Replacement facilities shall be allowed in accordance with the 
square footage amounts provided in the chart in Section (b) below.  If the facility eligible for replacement is not 
shown in the chart in Section (b) below, the replacement facility shall be limited to the square footage replaced.  The 
grant amount provided shall be $173.30 per square foot for Toilet Facilities and $96.30 per square foot for all other 
facilities.  Additional funding may be provided for applicable site development costs pursuant to Section 1859.76, 
New Construction Excessive Cost Hardship Grant(s) pursuant to Section 1859.83(a), (b) or (d), therapy room 
pursuant to Section 1859.72, multilevel construction pursuant to Section 1859.73 and project assistance pursuant to 
Section 1859.73.1.  The amounts shown will be adjusted in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.71.  The district 
may be eligible for the funding provided to initiate and enforce a LCP as prescribed in Section 1859.71.4. 
 
Any grants provided pursuant to either (1) or (2) above will be reduced for any space deemed available by the Board 
in the district, the HSAA or Super HSAA that could be used to house some or all of the displaced pupils, fifty percent 
of any insurance proceeds collectable by the district for the displaced facilities and fifty percent of the net proceeds 
available from the disposition of any displaced facilities. 
 
(b) A multi-purpose room, toilet, gymnasium, school administration or library/media center, facility that meets all the 

following: 
(1) The facility was lost or destroyed as a result of a disaster, including but not limited to fire, flood or earthquake.  
(2) The facility is no longer useable for school purposes as recommended by the California Department of 

Education and approved by the Board.  
(3) The district has demonstrated satisfactorily to the Board that the facility was uninsurable or the cost of 

insurance was prohibitive.  
 



    

If the district qualifies, the district is eligible for funding as a new construction project.  The funding amount provided 
shall be $96.30 per square foot for library/media center, school administration, gymnasium and multi-purpose 
facilities, and/or $173.30 per square foot for Toilet Facilities.  A New Construction Additional Grant may be provided 
for applicable site development costs pursuant to Section 1859.76, New Construction Excessive Cost Hardship 
Grant(s) pursuant to Section 1859.83(a) and (d), therapy room pursuant to Section 1859.72, multilevel construction 
pursuant to Section 1859.73 and project assistance pursuant to Section 1859.73.1.  The amounts shown will be 
adjusted in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.71.  The district may be eligible for the funding provided to initiate 
and enforce a LCP as prescribed in Section 1859.71.4. 
 
Any grants provided pursuant to (b) above, shall be reduced by fifty percent of any insurance proceeds collectable 
by the district for the displaced facilities and fifty percent of the net proceeds available from the disposition of any 
displaced facilities. 
 
The square footage provided, after accounting for all useable facilities on the site, shall not exceed the following: 
 

Facility Elementary School 
Pupils 

Middle School 
Pupils 

High School 
Pupils 

Multi-Purpose 
(includes food 
service) 

5.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 4,000 sq. ft. 

5.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 5,000 sq. ft. 

6.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 8,200 sq. ft. 

 
Toilet 3 sq. ft. per pupil 

minimum 300 sq. ft. 
4 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 300 sq. ft. 

5 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 300 sq. ft. 

 
Gymnasium 
(includes 
shower/locker) 

N/A 12.9 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 6,828 sq. ft. 

maximum 16,000 sq. ft. 

15.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 8,380 sq. ft.  

maximum 18,000 sq. ft. 
 
School Administration 3 sq. ft. per pupil 

minimum 600 sq. ft. 
3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 600 sq. ft. 

4 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 800 sq. ft. 

 
Library/Media Center 2.3 sq. ft. per pupil 

plus 600 sq. ft.  
3.3 sq. ft. per pupil   
plus 600 sq. ft. 

4.3 sq. ft. per pupil   
plus 600 sq. ft. 

 
Any facilities eligible for facility hardship not shown in the above chart or for Alternative Education facilities not 
shown in the table in Section 1859.77.3(a)(5) shall be eligible for replacement square footage equal to the facilities 
replaced.  For an Alternative Education school eligible for a facility hardship, utilize the square footage provided in 
Section 1859.77.3(a)(5), with the exception of toilet and administration where the chart above shall be utilized. 
  
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. 
 
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. 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17074.56, 17075.10 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
 
 
 



    

Section 1859.83.  Excessive Cost Hardship Grant. 
 
In addition to any other funding authorized by these Regulations, a district is eligible for funding as a result of 
unusual circumstances that created excessive project costs beyond the control of the district.  The Excessive Cost 
Hardship Grant shall be based on any of the following: 
… 
(f) Excessive cost due to accessibility and fire code requirements: 
(1) The district is eligible for a Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant equal to three percent of the 

Modernization Grant for accessibility and fire code requirements.  In lieu of three percent, the district has the 
option of requesting 60 percent of the amount determined in (A), not to exceed 60 percent of the amount 
determined in (B): 

(A)   Determine the difference of the verified hard construction costs of the minimum accessibility and fire code work 
necessary to receive approval from the DSA minus seven percent of the sum of the Modernization Grant and 
the district matching share of the Modernization Grant pursuant to Section 1859.79. 

(B)   Determine the difference of 1. minus 2.: 
1.     Multiply the pupils requested in the application by the New Construction Grant. 
2.     The sum of the State and district share of the pupils requested on the Form SAB 50-04 multiplied by the grant 

determined pursuant to Section 1859.78 and 1859.78.3. 
(2)   Projects constructed pursuant to Section 1859.79.2(a)(1) may be provided a Modernization Excessive Cost 

Hardship Grant equal to three percent of the Modernization Grant. 
(3)   The district is eligible for a Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant of: 
(A) $80,000 for each new two-stop elevator required to be included in the project by the DSA if the Approved 

Application was received on or before April 29, 2002. 
(B) $60,000 for each new two-stop elevator required to be included in the project by the DSA if the Approved 

Application is received after April 29, 2002. 
The amounts shown in (A) and (B) above shall be adjusted annually in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.78. 

(4)   The district is eligible for a Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant of: 
(A) $14,400 for each additional stop of the new elevator required in (3) above if the Approved Application was   

received on or before April 29, 2002. 
(B) $10,800 for each additional stop of the new elevator required in (3) above if the Approved Application was 

received after April 29, 2002. 
 

The amounts shown in (A) and (B) above shall be adjusted annually in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.78. 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17072.32, 17074.15, 17074.16, 17075.10, 17075.15, 17077.40, 17077.42 and 17077.45, Education Code. 
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GENERAL INFORMATION
Once the Board has determined or adjusted the district’s eligibility for either new con-

struction or modernization funding, the district may fi le an application for funding by 

use of this form. The Board will only provide new construction funding if this form is 

submitted prior to the date of occupancy of any classrooms included in the construc-

tion contract. If the district has a pending reorganization election that will result in the 

loss of eligibility for the proposed project, the district may not fi le an application for 

funding until the Board has adjusted the district’s new construction baseline eligibil-

ity as required in Section 1859.51. This may be accomplished by completion of Form 

SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03.

For purposes of Education Code Section 17073.25, the California Department of Educa-

tion (CDE) is permitted to fi le modernization applications on behalf of the California 

Schools for the Deaf and Blind.

Requests for funding may be made as follows:

A separate apportionment for site acquisition for a new construction project for 

environmental hardship pursuant to Section 1859.75.1. For purposes of this apportion-

ment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE.

Preliminary appraisal of property.

Approval letter from the Department of Toxic Substances Control.

A separate apportionment for site acquisition and/or design costs for a new 

construction project pursuant to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is avail-

able only to districts that meet the fi nancial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. 

Districts may apply for a separate apportionment for the design and for site 

acquisition on the same project. For purposes of this apportionment, the follow-

ing documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE (site apportionment only).

Preliminary appraisal of property (site apportionment only).

A separate apportionment for district-owned site acquisition cost pursuant to 

Section 1859.81.2. For purposes of this apportionment, the following documents 

must be submitted with this form (as appropriate);

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Site approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of district-owned site.

Cost benefi t analysis as prescribed in Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of the Board fi nd-

ing that the non-school function on the district-owned site must be relocated.

A separate apportionment for design cost for a modernization project pursuant 

to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is available only to districts that meet the 

fi nancial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the Form SAB 50-03 must accompany this form (if not previously submitted).

A New Construction Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. If the funding 

request includes site acquisition, the proposed site must either be owned by 

the district, in escrow, or the district has fi led condemnation proceedings and 

received an order of possession of the site. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

1.

•

•

•

•

2.

•

•

•

3.

•

•

•

•

4.

5.

•

Site/plan approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of property if requesting site acquisition funds.

Plans and specifi cations (P&S) for the project that were approved by the DSA. 

Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or “Zip Drive” readable in AutoCAD 14. 

The specifi cations may be provided on a diskette that is IBM compatible.

Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development 

funding.

If this request is pursuant to Section 1859.77.2 and the district’s housing plan 

is other than those listed in the certifi cation section of this form, a copy of the 

school board resolution and the approved housing plan.

If the site apportionment is requested pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, 

a cost benefi t analysis as prescribed in Regulation Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of 

the Board fi nding that the non-school function on the district-owned site must 

be relocated.

If this is a request for funding under the Small High School Program, pursuant 

to Regulation Section 1859.93.2, the district must also provide a CDE Small High 

School academic reform strategy approval.

 If this request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an Alternative 

Enrollment Projection, a justifi cation of how the project relieves overcrowding, 

including but not limited to, the elimination of the use of Concept 6 calendars, 

four track year-round calendars, or bussing in excess of 40 minutes.

Modernization Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. For purposes of this appor-

tionment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

P&S for the project that were approved by the DSA.

DSA approval letter for elevator to meet handicapped compliance, if funding is 

requested.

Cost estimate of the proposed site development necessary for the Reconfi guration 

of an existing high school.

 Plan approval letter from the CDE.

Districtwide enrollment data on Form SAB 50-01 when requesting project assistance 

(if not previously submitted).

If the request includes funding for 50 year old permanent buildings pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.6, a site diagram identifying all buildings to be modernized in the 

project. The diagram must specify those buildings that are at least 50 years old.

Prior to acceptance of an application for funding that includes a fi nancial hard-

ship request, the district must have its fi nancial hardship status “pre-approved” by 

the Offi  ce of Public School Construction (OPSC). To apply for a fi nancial hardship 

“pre-approval”, consult the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

If the district is requesting New Construction funding after the initial baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board and the district’s current CBEDS enrollment reporting year 

is later than the enrollment reporting year used to determine the district’s baseline 

eligibility or adjusted eligibility, the district must complete a new Form SAB 50-01 based 

on the current year CBEDS enrollment data, and submit it to the OPSC with this form. In 

addition, if the district’s request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an 

Alternative Enrollment Projection, the district must update the Alternative Enrollment 

Projection to correspond with the CBEDS enrollment data  for the current year. A small 

district with 2,500 or less enrollment as defi ned in Section 1859.2 will not have its eligi-

bility reduced for a period of three years from the date the district’s baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board as a result of reduction in projected enrollment.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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eligibility determined on Form SAB 50-03 and will be the basis for the amount 

of the new construction or modernization grants provided for the project.

If this request is for a Final Apportionment, the pupils assigned to the project 

must be at least 75 percent, but not more than 100 percent, of the pupils that 

received the Preliminary Apportionment. Refer to Section 1859.147.

Check the box if the project is eligible for funding for 50 year or older perma-

nent buildings and report, at the option of the district:

The total number of eligible classrooms or the total eligible square footage 

building area at the site. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(A) or (b)(2)(A).

The total number of permanent classrooms or the total permanent square 

footage building area that is at least 50 years old and not been previously 

modernized with state funds. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(B) or (b)(2)(B).

Enter the greater percentage as calculated under Regulation Section 

1859.78.6(b)(1)(C) or Regulation Section 1859.78.6(b)(2)(C).

If this project includes eligible 50 year or older pupil grants, enter the appro-

priate number assigned to the project for each grade group. The number 

of pupils entered cannot exceed the cumulative number of 50 year or older 

permanent buildings pupil grants requested for all modernization funding 

applications for the site as determined by using the percentage factor above.

If this request includes pupil grants generated by an Alternative Enrollment 

Projection Method, enter the number of pupils by grade level.

Indicate if this request is for funding of a 6–8 school and/or an Alternative 

Education School.

Check the applicable box if the district is requesting additional pupil grants 

assigned to the project that exceed the capacity of the project or if the pupils 

assigned represent eligibility determined at another grade level and check the ap-

propriate box to indicate under which regulation the district is applying. The pupil 

capacity of the project may be determined by multiplying the classrooms reported 

in box 3 by 25 for K–6; 27 for 7–8, 9–12 grades; 13 for non-severe and 9 for severe.

If the request is for replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) or (b) 

on the same site, check the facility hardship box.

. Number of Classrooms

Enter the:

• Number of classrooms as shown on the plans and specifi cations (P&S). If there 

was demolition at the site, report the net increase in the number of classrooms 

showing in the P&S.

• Master plan site size, as recommended by the California Department of Education.

• Recommended site size, as determined by the California Department of Education.

• Existing Useable Acres already owned at that location (if any).

• Proposed Useable Acres that was/will be purchased as part of the application (if any).

. Financial Hardship Request

Check the box if the district is requesting fi nancial hardship assistance because 

it is unable to meet its matching share requirement. Refer to Section 1859.81 for 

eligibility criteria. Districts requesting fi nancial assistance must have received a 

pre-approval for fi nancial hardship status by the OPSC. Consult the OPSC Web site 

at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for details and necessary documentation needed in order 

to determine eligibility.

b.

•

•

•

•

c.

d.

e.

f.

For a list of the documents that must be submitted in order for the OPSC to deem a 

funding request for new construction or modernization complete and ready for OPSC 

processing, consult the SFP handbook and other information located on the OPSC 

Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

For purposes of completing this form for a Final Charter School Apportionment, a 

charter school shall be treated as a school district.

SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS
The district must assign a Project Tracking Number (PTN) to this project. The same PTN 

is used by the OPSC, the DSA and the CDE for all project applications submitted to 

those agencies to track a particular project through the entire state application review 

process. If the district has already assigned a PTN to this project by prior submittal 

of the P&S to either the DSA or the CDE for approval, use that PTN for this applica-

tion submittal. If no PTN has been previously assigned for this project, a PTN may be 

obtained from the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov “PT Number Generator.”

. Type of Application

Check the appropriate box that indicates the type of School Facility Program (SFP) 

grant the district is requesting for purposes of new construction, modernization, a 

separate design and/or site apportionment, site apportionment as an environ-

mental hardship or New Construction (Final Apportionment). If the application is 

for the modernization of school facilities and includes facilities that are eligible for 

an additional apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8, include a site diagram 

with this application that specifi es the age of each facility eligible for moderniza-

tion. The diagram should also indicate the date of its original DSA plan approval 

and the date the facility received its prior modernization apportionment. If known 

include the project modernization number on the diagram. If the application is 

for modernization of a California School for the Deaf or Blind, the CDE shall check 

the box identifi ed as Modernization of California Schools for the Deaf/Blind. 

If the request is for a separate design apportionment, the CDE shall check the 

appropriate box. If the eligibility for this project was established as a result of the 

need for new or replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) and (b), 

seismic replacement or seismic rehabilitation for the Most Vulnerable Category 2 

Buildings, or rehabilitation pursuant to Section 1859.83 (e), check the appropriate 

box(es).

If this request is for an addition to an existing site and advance funding for the 

evaluation and RA costs, check the appropriate box and refer to Section 1859.74.4.

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment or a Preliminary Charter 

School Apportionment to a Final Apportionment, check the New Construction 

(Final Apportionment or Final Charter School Apportionment) box.

If the district is requesting a separate site and/or design apportionment, complete 

boxes 2a, 3, 4, the site acquisition data in box 5 (d and e), and boxes 12, 13, 14, 15 

and 21 only.

. Type of Project

Select the type of project that best represents this application request and 

enter the total number of pupils assigned to the project for each grade group. 

Include pupils to be housed in a new or replacement school authorized by 

Section 1859.82 (a). The amount entered cannot exceed the district’s baseline 

a.
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. New Construction Additional Grant Request

Check the appropriate box(es) if the district requests an augmentation to the new 

construction grant for “additional” grants for the items listed or for replacement 

facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82(a) and (b). Refer to Sections 1859.72 through 

1859.76 and 1859.82(a) and (b) for eligibility criteria. Enter the:

Therapy area in square feet as provided in Section 1859.72.

Multilevel classrooms in the P&S pursuant to Section 1859.73.

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.73.1. If the district has not submitted a request for new construction 

baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current Form SAB 

50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

Indicate the site scenario that best represents the project request. If no RA is 

required, refer to Section 1859.74. If a RA is required on a site that is not leased 

or an addition to an existing site, refer to Section 1859.74.2. If RAs are required 

on a leased site or an addition to an existing site, refer to Sections 1859.74.3 or 

1859.74.4, respectively. The limitation of 50 percent may be exceeded when 

unforeseen circumstances exist, the CDE determines that the site is the best 

available site, and substantiation that the costs are the minimum required to 

complete the evaluation and RA.

Enter 50 percent of the actual cost.

Enter 50 percent of the appraised value of the site. If the request is 

made pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, enter 50 percent of the 

appraised value.

Enter 50 percent of the allowable relocation cost.

Enter two percent of the lesser of the actual cost or appraised value of the 

site (minimum $25,000).

Enter 50 percent of the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) fee 

for review and approval of the phase one environmental site assessment 

and preliminary endangerment assessment reports. Refer to Sections 

1859.74, 1859.74.1, 1859.74.5, 1859.75, 1859.75.1 and 1859.81.1. If the 

district is submitting a funding request for new construction under the 

Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values.

A project that received site acquisition funds under the Lease-Purchase 

Program (LPP) as a priority two project is not eligible for site acquisition funds 

under the SFP. A district-owned site acquired with LPP, SFP or Proposition 1A 

funds is not eligible for funding under Regulation Section 1859.74.5.

Enter 50 percent of the amount allowable for hazardous materials/waste re-

moval and/or remediation for the site acquired pursuant to Sections 1859.74.2, 

1859.74.3, 1859.74.4, 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1. If an RA is required, check the box.

Enter 50 percent of eligible service-site development, off -site development 

including pedestrian safety paths and utilities costs allowed pursuant to 

Section 1859.76. If the district is submitting a funding request for new con-

struction under the Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values. 

Attach cost estimates of the proposed site development work which shall be 

supported and justifi ed in the P&S. All cost estimates shall refl ect 100 percent 

of the proposed work.

Check the box if the district is requesting an Additional Grant for General Site 

Development pursuant to Section 1859.76

If the district is requesting replacement facilities on the same site (including 

seismic replacement), enter the square footage requested as provided in Sec-

tion 1859.82(a) or (b).

a.

b.

c.

d.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

e.

f.

g.

h. If the request for seismic rehabilitation does not exceed 50 percent of the cur-

rent replacement cost of the classroom or related facility, report 50 percent of 

the health/safety seismic mitigation cost as authorized by Section 1859.82(a).

ih. Enter the square feet of eligible replacement area as provided by Section 1859.73.2.

ji. If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to 

Section 1859.71.3, enter the percentage of energy effi  ciency that exceeds Title 24 

requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.71.3(a)(3).

kj. Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifi es for additional 

funding for fi re code requirements authorized in Section 1859.71.2.

. Modernization Additional Grant Request

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance allowance pursuant 

to Section 1859.78.2. If the district has not submitted a request for new con-

struction baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current 

Form SAB 50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.5, enter the percentage of energy effi  ciently that exceeds Title 

24 requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.78.5(a)(3).

Check the box if the district requests an additional grant for site development 

utility cost necessary for the modernization of 50 years or older permanent 

building(s). Enter 60 percent of the eligible costs allowable pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.78.7(a).

Check the box if the district is requesting a Separate Apportionment for 

Reconfi guration pursuant to Section 1859.78.9. Enter the full value of the 

Reconfi guration request, not to exceed an aggregate of 500,000 for all high 

school entities created.

Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifi es for additional 

funding for fi re code requirements authorized in Section 1859.78.4.

. Excessive Cost Hardship Request

Check the appropriate box to request an augmentation to the New Construction 

or Modernization Grants for an excessive cost hardship for the items listed. Refer 

to Section 1859.83 for eligibility criteria. Requests for excessive cost grants for a 

new two-stop elevator(s) and for additional stops in a modernization project are 

allowed only if required by the Division of the State Architect (DSA). Attach copy 

of the DSA letter that requires that the elevator(s) be included in the project for 

handicapped access compliance.

If the request is for the excessive cost grant for a new Alternative Education school 

pursuant to Section 1859.83(c)(2) and the district wishes to request less than the 

maximum allowance, please submit a letter along with application indicating the 

desired amount.

If the request is for rehabilitation mitigation, report 80 percent or 60 percent (as 

appropriate) of health/safety rehabilitation mitigation cost for a modernization 

project as authorized by Section 1859.83(e).

. Project Priority Funding Order

Enter the priority order of this project in relation to other new construction appli-

cations submitted by the district on the same date. If applications are not received 

on the same date, the OPSC will assign a higher district priority to the applica-

tion received fi rst. Check the box(es) if the project meets the criteria outlined in 

Section 1859.92(c)(3),(4) and (6), as appropriate. This information is needed for 

purposes of priority points.

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.
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. Prior Approval Under the LPP

If the project the district is requesting SFP grants for received a Phase P, S, or C 

approval under the LPP, report the application number of that project, regardless 

if the project actually received funding or was included on an “unfunded” list. 

Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the application by 

the OPSC.

. Prior Apportionment Under the SFP

If the project received a separate apportionment under the SFP for either site 

and/or design, or site environmental hardship, enter the application number of 

the project. Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the 

application by the OPSC.

. Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportionment

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportion-

ment, enter the application number of the Preliminary Apportionment. Failure to 

report this information may delay the processing of the application by the OPSC.

. Alternative Developer Fee

The district must report certain alternative fees collected pursuant to Government 

Code Section 65995.7, as of the date of application submittal to the OPSC. Refer 

to Section 1859.77 for details. Districts are advised that the OPSC may perform an 

audit of the developer fees collected prior to application approval by the Board.

13. Adjustment to New Construction Baseline Eligibility

Pursuant to Section 1859.51 certain adjustments to the district’s new construction 

baseline eligibility must be made each time a district submits Form SAB 50-04, to 

the OPSC for SFP new construction or modernization grants. These adjustments 

are made by the OPSC based on information reported by the district on this form.

Report all additional classroom(s) provided after the district submitted its 

request for determination of its new construction baseline eligibility for the 

grades shown, or indicate N/A if there are none. Refer to Section 1859.51(i).

If the eligibility for this project was determined on a high school attendance 

area (HSAA) or Super HSAA pursuant to Section 1859.41, enter the number of 

pupils by grade level type that were included in the latest report by the CDE 

pursuant to Education Code Section 42268 that received operational grants in 

that HSAA or Super HSAA.

. Pending Reorganization Election

Complete only for new construction projects. Indicate if there is a pending reorga-

nization election that will result in a loss of eligibility for this project. If the answer 

is “yes”, the district must complete Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form 

SAB 50-03, to adjust the district’s new construction baseline eligibility as a result of 

the reorganization and submit them with this form.

a.

b.

. Joint-Use Facility/Leased Property

Check the box if:

The facilities to be constructed/modernized as part of this project will be for 

joint use by other governmental agencies.

The new construction or modernization grants will be used for facilities 

located or to be located on leased property.

. Project Progress Dates

Complete this section for new construction/modernization projects:

Enter the date the initial construction contract was signed for this project. If a 

construction contract has not been executed, enter N/A.

Enter the issue date for the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the 

project, or enter N/A if a Notice to Proceed has not been issued.

. Labor Compliance Program

Indicate whether the district is subject to a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to Labor Code 

Section 1771.7 by checking the appropriate box.

. Construction Delivery Method

Check the box that best represents the construction delivery method that the 

district has or will use for this project, if known.

. Architect of Record or Licensed Architect Certifi cation

The architect of record or the licensed architect must complete this section.

. Architect of Record or Design Professional Certifi cation

The architect of record or the appropriate design professional must complete this 

section.

. Certifi cation

The district representative must complete this section. For additional information 

regarding district certifi cations, refer to the SFP handbook located on the OPSC 

web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

a.

b.

a.

b.
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The school district named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Offi  ce of Public School Construction for a grant under the provisions of 

Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, et seq., of the Education Code and the Regulations thereto.

SCHOOL DISTRICT APPLICATION NUMBER

SCHOOL NAME PROJECT TRACKING NUMBER

COUNTY DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE’S E-MAIL ADDRESS HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA (HSAA) OR SUPER HSAA (IF APPLICABLE)

. Type of Application—Check Only One

 New Construction

 New Construction (Final Apportionment)

 New Construction (Final Charter School Apportionment)

 New Construction (Small High School Program)

 Modernization

 Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

Separate Apportionment

 Site Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Site Only (District owned)—New Construction [Section 1859.81.2]

 Site Only—Environmental Hardship [Section 1859.75.1]

 Design Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Design Only—Modernization

 Design Only—Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(a)]

 Seismic Replacement

 Seismic Rehabilitation

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(b)]

 Rehabilitation [Section 1859.83(e)]

 Advance Funding for Evaluation and RA

. Type of Project

a.  Elementary School Total Pupils Assigned:

 Middle School K–6:  _________________

 High School 7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b.  50 Years or Older Building Funding (Modernization Only)

Total Eligible Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________

Classroom/Square Footage at Least 50 Years Old:  _________________

Ratio of 50 Years Old Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________ %

From 2a above, how many are 50 Year or Older Pupil Grants?

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

c. Included in 2a above, how many pupils are generated by the 

Alternative Enrollment Projection? (New Construction Only)

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

d. Is this a 6–8 school?  Yes  No

If you answered yes, how many K–6 pupils reported 

above are sixth graders?  _________________

Is this an Alternative Education School?  Yes  No

e. Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2?  Yes  No

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3?  Yes  No

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

f.  Facility Hardship (no pupils assigned)

. Number of Classrooms:  _________________

Master Plan Acreage Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Recommended Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Existing Acres (Useable):  _________________

Proposed Acres (Useable):  _________________

.  Financial Hardship Request—Must Have Pre-Approval by OPSC

. New Construction Additional Grant Request—New Construction Only

a. Therapy: Toilets (sq. ft.)  _________________

Other (sq. ft.)  _________________

b. Multilevel Construction (CRS):  _________________

c.  Project Assistance

d. Site Acquisition:

 Leased Site

 Additional Acreage to Existing Site

 Addition to Existing Site

(1) 50 percent Actual Cost: $ _________________  

(2) 50 percent Appraised Value: $ _________________

(3) 50 percent Relocation Cost: $ _________________

(4) 2 percent (min. $25,000): $ _________________

(5) 50 percent DTSC Fee: $ _________________

e. 50 percent hazardous waste removal: $ _________________

 Response Action (RA)
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f. Site Development

 50 percent Service-Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Off -Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Utilities: $ _________________

 General Site

 g. Facility Hardship Section 1859.82(a) or (b)

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

h.  Seismic Rehabilitation [Section 1859.82(a)] $ _________________

ih. Replacement area

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

ji.  Energy Effi  ciency:  _________________ %

kj.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System

 Automatic Sprinkler System

. Modernization Additional Grant Request—Modernization Only

a.  Project Assistance

b.  Energy Effi  ciency:  _________________ %

c.  Site Development—60 percent utilities: $ _________________

d.  Separate Apportionment for Reconfi guration

(for Small High School Program only): $ _________________

e.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System

 Automatic Sprinkler System

. Excessive Cost Hardship Request

New Construction Only

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(1)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(2)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(3)]

 Small Size Project

  Urban/Security/Impacted Site;

If a new site, $ ________________ per Useable Acre [Section 1859.83(d)(2)(C)]

Modernization Only

 Rehabilitation/Mitigation [Section 1859.83(e)]: $ _________________

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 Handicapped Access/Fire Code (3 percent)

 Number of 2-Stop Elevators:  _________________

 Number of Additional Stops:  _________________

 Small Size Project

 Urban/Security/Impacted site

. Project Priority Funding Order—New Construction Only

Priority order of this application in relation to other new construction applications 

submitted by the district at the same time: # _________________

Project meets:

 Density requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(3).

 Stock plans requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(4).

 Energy effi  ciency requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(6).

. Prior Approval Under the LPP

New Construction: 22/ _________________

Modernization: 77/ _________________

. Prior Apportionment Under the SFP

Site/Design—New Construction: 50/ _________________

Design—Modernization: 57/ _________________

. Preliminary Apportionment to Final Apportionment

Preliminary Apportionment Application Number: # _________________

. Alternative Developer Fee—New Construction Only

Alternative developer fee collected and reportable pursuant to 

Regulation Section 1859.77: $ _________________

. Adjustment to New Construction Baseline Eligibility

a. Additional Classroom(s) provided: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b. Operational Grant (HSAA) only: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

. Pending Reorganization Election—New Construction Only  Yes  No

. Joint-Use Facility/Leased Property

a.  Joint-Use Facility

b.  Leased Property

. Project Progress Dates

a. Construction Contract signed on:  _________________

b. Notice to Proceed issued on:  _________________

. Labor Compliance Program

Will you be required to initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program 

pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7 for this project?  Yes  No

. Construction Delivery Method

 Design-Bid-Build

 Design-Build

 Developer Built

 Lease Lease-Back

 Energy Performance Contract

 Other: _____________________________________________________
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. Architect of Record or Licensed Architect Certifi cation

I certify as the architect of record for the project or as a licensed architect that:

The P&S for this project were submitted to the OPSC by electronic medium (i.e., 

CD-ROM, zip disk or diskette) or as an alternative, if the request is for a modern-

ization Grant, the P&S were submitted in hard copy to the OPSC.

Any portion of the P&S requiring review and approval by the Division of the State 

Architect (DSA) were approved by the DSA on ____________________________ 

(enter DSA approval date).

Any portion of the P&S not requiring review and approval by the DSA meets 

the requirements of the California Code of Regulations, Title 24, including any 

handicapped access and fi re code requirements.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the demolition of 

more classrooms than those to be constructed in the project, the diff erence is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the construction of 

more classrooms than those to be demolished in the project, the diff erence is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

ARCHITECT OF RECORD OR LICENSED ARCHITECT (PRINT NAME)

SIGNATURE DATE

. Architect of Record or Design Professional Certifi cation

I certify as the architect of record for the project or the appropriate design profes-

sional, that:

If the request is for a New Construction Grant, I have developed a cost estimate 

of the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of 

the work in the P&S including deferred items (if any) relating to the proposed 

project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided by the State 

and the district’s matching share, less site acquisition costs. This cost estimate 

does not include site acquisition, planning, tests, inspection, or furniture and 

equipment and is available at the district for review by the OPSC.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, I have developed a cost estimate of 

the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of the 

work in the P&S, including deferred items and interim housing (if any) relating to 

the proposed project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided 

by the State and the district’s matching share. This cost estimate does not 

include planning, tests, inspection or furniture and equipment and is available at 

the district for review by the OPSC.

ARCHITECT OF RECORD OR DESIGN PROFESSIONAL (PRINT NAME)

SIGNATURE DATE

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

. Certifi cation

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form, 

with the exception of items 19 and 20, is true and correct and that:

I am an authorized representative of the district as authorized by the governing 

board of the district; and,

A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, 

et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the school district’s govern-

ing board or the designee of the Superintendent of Public Instruction on, 

__________________________; and,

The district has established a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for exclusive 

purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings and 

has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with and 

is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Section 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); and,

Pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.755, the district has made a priority of 

the funds in the restricted maintenance account, established pursuant to Educa-

tion Code Section 17070.75, to ensure that facilities are functional and meet local 

hygiene standards; and,

The district has considered the feasibility of the joint use of land and facilities 

with other governmental agencies in order to minimize school facility costs; and,

If this funding request is for the modernization of portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment pursuant to Education Code Section 17073.15, 

the district certifi es that (check the applicable box below):

 1. The state modernization funds will be used to replace the portable 

classrooms and permanently remove the displaced portables from the 

classroom use within six months of the fi ling of the Notice of Completion 

for the project; or,

 2. It has provided documentation to the Offi  ce of Public School Construc-

tion which indicates that modernizing the portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment is better use of public resources than the 

replacement of these facilities.

Facilities to be modernized have not been previously modernized with Lease-Pur-

chase Program, Proposition 1A Funds or School Facility Program state funds; and,

All contracts entered on or after November 4, 1998 for the service of any 

architect structural engineer or other design professional for any work under the 

project have been obtained pursuant to a competitive process that is consistent 

with the requirements of Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 4525) of Divi-

sion 5, of Title 1, of the Government Code; and,

If this request is for new construction funding, the district has received approval 

of the site and the plans from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

If this request is for modernization funding, the district has received approval of 

the plans for the project from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws 

governing the use of force account labor; and,

This district has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 regarding at 

least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business enterprises; and,

The district matching funds required pursuant to Sections 1859.77.1 or 1859.79 

has either been expended by the district, deposited in the County School Facility 

Fund or will be expended by the district prior to the notice of completion for the 

project; and,

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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SIGNATURE OF DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE DATE

The district has received the necessary approval of the plans and specifi cations 

from the Division of the State Architect unless the request is for a separate site 

and/or design apportionment; and,

If the district is requesting site acquisition funds as part of this application, the 

district has complied with Sections 1859.74 through 1859.75.1 as appropriate; and,

With the exception of an apportionment made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 18 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105); and,

If the apportionment for this project was made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 12 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105.1); and,

The district understands that funds not released within 18 months of apportion-

ment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied (refer to Sec-

tion 1859.90); and,

The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief; and,

All school facilities purchased or newly constructed under the project for use 

by pupils who are individuals with exceptional needs, as defi ned in Education 

Code Section 56026, shall be designed and located on the school site so as to 

maximize interaction between those individuals with exceptional needs and 

other pupils as appropriate to the needs of both; and,

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In 

the event a confl ict should exist, the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

The district understands that some or all of the State funding for the project 

must be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Sections 

1859.105, 1859.105.1, 1859.106; and,

The district has complied with the provisions of Sections 1859.76 and 1859.79.2 

and that the portion of the project funded by the State does not contain work 

specifi cally prohibited in those Sections; and,

If the SFP grants will be used for the construction or modernization of school 

facilities on leased land, the district has entered into a lease agreement for the 

leased property that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and,

If the application contains a “Use of New Construction Grant” request, the district 

has adopted a school board resolution and housing plan at a public hearing at a 

regularly scheduled meeting of the governing board on __________________ 

as specifi ed in Sections 1859.77.2, or 1859.77.3, as appropriate. The district’s ap-

proved housing plan is as indicated (check all that apply):

 1. The district will construct or acquire facilities for housing the pupils with 

funding not otherwise available to the SFP as a district match within 

fi ve years of project approval by the SAB and the district must identify 

the source of the funds. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and (b) and 

1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

 2. The district will utilize higher district loading standards providing the 

loading standards are within the approved district’s teacher contract and 

do not exceed 33:1 per classroom. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and 

(b) and 1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

 3. The pupils requested from a diff erent grade level will be housed in class-

rooms at an existing school in the district which will have its grade level 

changed, to the grade level requested, at the completion of the proposed 

SFP project. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(b) and 1859.77.3(b)]

If the district requested additional funding for fi re code requirements pursuant to 

Sections 1859.71.2 or 1859.78.4, the district will include the automatic fi re detection/

alarm system and/or automatic sprinkler system in the project prior to completion 

of the project; and

If this request is for a Large New Construction Project or a Large Modernization 

Project, the district has consulted with the career technical advisory committee es-

tablished pursuant to Education Code Section 8070 and it has considered the need 

for vocational and career technical facilities to adequately meet its program needs in 

accordance with Education Code Sections 51224, 51225.3(b) and 51226.1; and

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to Sec-

tions 1859.71.3 or 1859.78.5, the increased costs for the energy effi  ciency components 

in the project exceeds the amount of funding otherwise available to the district; and

If this application is submitted after January 1, 2004 for modernization funding, the 

district has considered the potential for the presence of lead-containing materials 

in the modernization project and will follow all relevant federal, state, and local stan-

dards for the management of any identifi ed lead; and

The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has been 

approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor Code Sec-

tion 1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the Notice to Proceed 

for the construction phase of the project is issued on or after April 1, 2003; and,

Beginning with the 2005/2006 fi scal year, the district has complied with Education 

Code Section 17070.75(e) by establishing a facilities inspection system to ensure that 

each of its schools is maintained in good repair; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifi es 

that is has an academic reform strategy scored by the CDE, and is available at the 

district offi  ce for OPSC verifi cation; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifi es 

the enrollment at the Small High School will not exceed 500 pupils for a minimum 

of two complete school years after the Occupancy of the last Small High School 

funded, as outlined in Section 1859.104(e)(2); and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9, the district certifi es 

the enrollment at the resulting Small High Schools will not exceed 500 pupils for 

a minimum of two complete school years after the Occupany of the Small High 

Schools; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9 or Section 1859.93.2, the 

district certifi es that is will meet all reporting requirements as specifi ed in Section 

1859.104(e)(1) and/or (2).

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•



    

 
ATTACHMENT B 

(Option B) 
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE 

SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM REGULATIONS 
State Allocation Board Meeting, September 26, 2007 

 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.2 

 
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: 
. . . . 
 “Form SAB 50-04” means the Application For Funding, Form SAB 50-04 (Revised 089/07), which is incorporated by 
reference.  
. . . . 
“Most Vulnerable Category 2 Buildings,” as defined by the DSA, means the building is located where the short 
period spectral acceleration is 1.65 g or more based on the 2002 United States Geological Survey National Seismic 
Hazard Maps adjusted for site class factors; the building is designed for occupancy by students and staff; the 
building type is either C1 – Concrete Moment Frame, PC1A – Precast/Tilt-up Concrete Shear Wall with Flexible 
Roof, PC2 – Precast Concrete Frame and Roofs with Concrete Shear Walls, or URM – Unreinforced Masonry 
Bearing Wall Buildings; and a structural report is provided by a structural engineer that demonstrates the lateral 
force-resisting system of the building does not meet collapse prevention performance objectives and the specific 
deficiencies and reasoning for concluding that the building has a potential for catastrophic collapse. 
. . . . 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35 and 17078.64, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17009.5, 17017.6, 17017.7, 17021, 17047, 17050, 17051, 17070.15, 17070.51(a), 17070.71, 17070.77, 17071.10, 17071.25, 17071.30, 
17071.33, 17071.35, 17071.40, 17071.75, 17071.76, 17072.10, 17072.12, 17072.18, 17072.33, 17073.25, 17074.10, 17074.30, 17074.32, 17075.10, 17075.15, 
17077.40, 17077.42, 17077.45, 17078.52, 17078.56, 17078.72(k), 17280, 56026, and 101012(a)(8), Education Code; Section 53311, Government Code; and 
Section 1771.5, Labor Code. 
 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.61 
 
Section 1859.61.  Adjustments to the Modernization Baseline Eligibility. 
 
The baseline eligibility for modernization as provided in Section 1859.60 for a specific site will be adjusted as 
follows: 
(a) Reduced by the number of pupils provided grants in a modernization SFP project or a CSFP Rehabilitation 

project at the specific site.  
(b) Reduced by the number of pupils housed, based on the loading standards pursuant to Education Code Section 

17071.25(a)(2), in a modernization LPP project funded under the LPP pursuant to Sections 1859.14 and 
1859.15. 

(c) Increased by changes in projected enrollment in subsequent enrollment reporting years. 
(d) Increased for additional facilities not previously modernized with State funds, that become 25 years old, if 

permanent, or 20 years old, if portable or as a result of audit findings made pursuant to Sections 1859.90 and 
1859.105. 

(e) Adjusted as a result of errors or omissions by the district or by the OPSC. 
(f) Adjusted as a result of amendments to these Subgroup 5.5 Regulations that affect the eligibility. 
(g) For classroom loading standards adopted by the Board for non-severely disabled individuals with exceptional 

needs and severely disabled individuals with exceptional needs. 
(h) As directed by the Board due to a finding of a Material Inaccuracy pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.104.1. 



    

(i) Increased for facilities previously modernized with State funds, which qualify for an additional modernization 
apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8. 

(j) Adjusted as a result of the Reconfiguration of an existing high school under the provisions of the Small High 
School Program. 

(k) Decreased for facilities that were deemed eligible for modernization pursuant to Sections 1859.60 and 
1859.61(d) and subsequently replaced, or will be replaced under a signed contract for construction or 
acquisition of facilities, in a project funded by the district without participation from the State. 

(l)    Adjusted as a result of classrooms demolished and replaced pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.82. 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17070.51, 17071.25, 17072.15, 17072.20, 17073.15, 17074.10, and 17074.32, and 17075.10, Education Code. 
 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.81 
 
Section 1859.81.  Financial Hardship. 
 
Except for Joint-Use Projects and Career Technical Educational 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.  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 to pay for obtaining a structural report pursuant to Section 1859.82 for an approvable and funded 
seismic mitigation project.  

(6)(7)   All other capital facility funding for a period of three years when no subsequent financial hardship request is 
made during this period.  The three-year period begins with the date of the most recent financial hardship new 
construction or modernization adjusted grant funding apportionment. 
 
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 enrollment 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. 

(3)   Subtract (b)(2) from (b)(1). 
(4)   Determine the number of classrooms by grade level reported in Part 1, Line 8 on Form SAB 50-02. 
(5)   Multiply the classrooms determined in (b)(4) by 25 for K-6, 27 for 7-12, 13 for Non-Severe and 9 for Severe. 
(6)   Subtract the product determined in (b)(5) from the difference determined in (b)(3) by grade level. 
(7)   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. 

 
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 (b)(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) 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. 
(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).   

 



    

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).   

 
If the 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). 
 
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. 
 
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. 
 
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). 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35, 17075.15, 17078.72 and 17592.73, Education Code. 
 
Reference: Sections 17075.10 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
 
Amend Regulation Section 1859.82 
 
Section 1859.82.  Facility Hardship. 
 
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.  A facility hardship is available for:  
(a) New classrooms and/or subsidiary facilities (corridors, toilets, kitchens and other non-classroom space) or 

replacement facilities if either (1) or (2) are met: 
(1) 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 Division of the State Architect 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.  The total available funding for seismic mitigation related costs for the Most Vulnerable Category 2 
Buildings is $199.5 million for projects where the construction contract was executed on or after May 20, 2006, 
and the project funding provided shall be for the minimum work necessary to obtain DSA approval.  For seismic 
mitigation replacement projects, ancillary costs shall be funded out of the $199.5 million seismic funds. 

 
(A) 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.  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.   Ancillary costs for seismic rehabilitation shall be funded out of 
the modernization fund. 
 

(B) If the request is for replacement facilities that included structural deficiencies 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 Division of the State Architect DSA approval.  The report must contain a detailed cost 
estimate of the repairs. 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 Division of the State 
Architect 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.
 

(2) The classroom or related facility was lost or destroyed as a result of a disaster such as fire, flood or     
earthquake and the district has demonstrated satisfactorily to the Board that the classroom or related facility 
was uninsurable or the cost for insurance was prohibitive. 

 
If the district qualifies for a new or replacement school pursuant to either (1) or (2) above, the district is eligible for a 
New Construction Grant as a new construction project for the lesser of the pupils housed in the replaced facility based 
on loading standards pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.25(a)(2) or the latest CBEDS enrollment at the site. 
 
If the district qualifies for replacement facilities on the same site pursuant to either (1) or (2) above, the district is 
eligible for funding as a new construction project.  Replacement facilities shall be allowed in accordance with the 
square footage amounts provided in the chart in Section (b) below.  If the facility eligible for replacement is not 
shown in the chart in Section (b) below, the replacement facility shall be limited to the square footage replaced.  The 
grant amount provided shall be $173.30 per square foot for Toilet Facilities and $96.30 per square foot for all other 
facilities.  Additional funding may be provided for applicable site development costs pursuant to Section 1859.76, 
New Construction Excessive Cost Hardship Grant(s) pursuant to Section 1859.83(a), (b) or (d), therapy room 
pursuant to Section 1859.72, multilevel construction pursuant to Section 1859.73 and project assistance pursuant to 
Section 1859.73.1.  The amounts shown will be adjusted in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.71.  The district 
may be eligible for the funding provided to initiate and enforce a LCP as prescribed in Section 1859.71.4. 
 
Any grants provided pursuant to either (1) or (2) above will be reduced for any space deemed available by the Board 
in the district, the HSAA or Super HSAA that could be used to house some or all of the displaced pupils, fifty percent 
of any insurance proceeds collectable by the district for the displaced facilities and fifty percent of the net proceeds 
available from the disposition of any displaced facilities. 
 
(b) A multi-purpose room, toilet, gymnasium, school administration or library/media center, facility that meets all the 

following: 
(1) The facility was lost or destroyed as a result of a disaster, including but not limited to fire, flood or earthquake.  
(2) The facility is no longer useable for school purposes as recommended by the California Department of 

Education and approved by the Board.  



    

(3) The district has demonstrated satisfactorily to the Board that the facility was uninsurable or the cost of 
insurance was prohibitive.  

 
If the district qualifies, the district is eligible for funding as a new construction project.  The funding amount provided 
shall be $96.30 per square foot for library/media center, school administration, gymnasium and multi-purpose 
facilities, and/or $173.30 per square foot for Toilet Facilities.  A New Construction Additional Grant may be provided 
for applicable site development costs pursuant to Section 1859.76, New Construction Excessive Cost Hardship 
Grant(s) pursuant to Section 1859.83(a) and (d), therapy room pursuant to Section 1859.72, multilevel construction 
pursuant to Section 1859.73 and project assistance pursuant to Section 1859.73.1.  The amounts shown will be 
adjusted in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.71.  The district may be eligible for the funding provided to initiate 
and enforce a LCP as prescribed in Section 1859.71.4. 
 
Any grants provided pursuant to (b) above, shall be reduced by fifty percent of any insurance proceeds collectable 
by the district for the displaced facilities and fifty percent of the net proceeds available from the disposition of any 
displaced facilities. 
 
The square footage provided, after accounting for all useable facilities on the site, shall not exceed the following: 
 

Facility Elementary School 
Pupils 

Middle School 
Pupils 

High School 
Pupils 

Multi-Purpose 
(includes food 
service) 

5.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 4,000 sq. ft. 

5.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 5,000 sq. ft. 

6.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 8,200 sq. ft. 

 
Toilet 3 sq. ft. per pupil 

minimum 300 sq. ft. 
4 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 300 sq. ft. 

5 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 300 sq. ft. 

 
Gymnasium 
(includes 
shower/locker) 

N/A 12.9 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 6,828 sq. ft. 

maximum 16,000 sq. ft. 

15.3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 8,380 sq. ft.  

maximum 18,000 sq. ft. 
 
School Administration 3 sq. ft. per pupil 

minimum 600 sq. ft. 
3 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 600 sq. ft. 

4 sq. ft. per pupil 
minimum 800 sq. ft. 

 
Library/Media Center 2.3 sq. ft. per pupil 

plus 600 sq. ft.  
3.3 sq. ft. per pupil   
plus 600 sq. ft. 

4.3 sq. ft. per pupil   
plus 600 sq. ft. 

 
Any facilities eligible for facility hardship not shown in the above chart or for Alternative Education facilities not 
shown in the table in Section 1859.77.3(a)(5) shall be eligible for replacement square footage equal to the facilities 
replaced.  For an Alternative Education school eligible for a facility hardship, utilize the square footage provided in 
Section 1859.77.3(a)(5), with the exception of toilet and administration where the chart above shall be utilized. 
  
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. 
 
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. 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Sections 17070.35 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17074.56, 17075.10 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 



    

 
Section 1859.83.  Excessive Cost Hardship Grant. 
 
In addition to any other funding authorized by these Regulations, a district is eligible for funding as a result of 
unusual circumstances that created excessive project costs beyond the control of the district.  The Excessive Cost 
Hardship Grant shall be based on any of the following: 
… 
 
(f) Excessive cost due to accessibility and fire code requirements: 
(1) The district is eligible for a Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant equal to three percent of the 

Modernization Grant for accessibility and fire code requirements.  In lieu of three percent, the district has the 
option of requesting 60 percent of the amount determined in (A), not to exceed 60 percent of the amount 
determined in (B): 

(A)   Determine the difference of the verified hard construction costs of the minimum accessibility and fire code work 
necessary to receive approval from the DSA minus seven percent of the sum of the Modernization Grant and 
the district matching share of the Modernization Grant pursuant to Section 1859.79. 

(B)   Determine the difference of 1. minus 2.: 
1.     Multiply the pupils requested in the application by the New Construction Grant. 
2.     The sum of the State and district share of the pupils requested on the Form SAB 50-04 multiplied by the grant 

determined pursuant to Section 1859.78 and 1859.78.3. 
(2)   Projects constructed pursuant to Section 1859.79.2(a)(1) may be provided a Modernization Excessive Cost 

Hardship Grant equal to three percent of the Modernization Grant. 
(3)   The district is eligible for a Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant of: 
(A) $80,000 for each new two-stop elevator required to be included in the project by the DSA if the Approved 

Application was received on or before April 29, 2002. 
(B) $60,000 for each new two-stop elevator required to be included in the project by the DSA if the Approved 

Application is received after April 29, 2002. 
The amounts shown in (A) and (B) above shall be adjusted annually in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.78. 

(4)   The district is eligible for a Modernization Excessive Cost Hardship Grant of: 
(A) $14,400 for each additional stop of the new elevator required in (3) above if the Approved Application was   

received on or before April 29, 2002. 
(B) $10,800 for each additional stop of the new elevator required in (3) above if the Approved Application was 

received after April 29, 2002. 
 

The amounts shown in (A) and (B) above shall be adjusted annually in the manner prescribed in Section 1859.78. 
 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17072.32, 17074.15, 17074.16, 17075.10, 17075.15, 17077.40, 17077.42 and 17077.45, Education Code. 
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GENERAL INFORMATION
Once the Board has determined or adjusted the district’s eligibility for either new con-

struction or modernization funding, the district may fi le an application for funding by 

use of this form. The Board will only provide new construction funding if this form is 

submitted prior to the date of occupancy of any classrooms included in the construc-

tion contract. If the district has a pending reorganization election that will result in the 

loss of eligibility for the proposed project, the district may not fi le an application for 

funding until the Board has adjusted the district’s new construction baseline eligibil-

ity as required in Section 1859.51. This may be accomplished by completion of Form 

SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03.

For purposes of Education Code Section 17073.25, the California Department of Educa-

tion (CDE) is permitted to fi le modernization applications on behalf of the California 

Schools for the Deaf and Blind.

Requests for funding may be made as follows:

A separate apportionment for site acquisition for a new construction project for 

environmental hardship pursuant to Section 1859.75.1. For purposes of this apportion-

ment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE.

Preliminary appraisal of property.

Approval letter from the Department of Toxic Substances Control.

A separate apportionment for site acquisition and/or design costs for a new 

construction project pursuant to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is avail-

able only to districts that meet the fi nancial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. 

Districts may apply for a separate apportionment for the design and for site 

acquisition on the same project. For purposes of this apportionment, the follow-

ing documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Contingent site approval letter from the CDE (site apportionment only).

Preliminary appraisal of property (site apportionment only).

A separate apportionment for district-owned site acquisition cost pursuant to 

Section 1859.81.2. For purposes of this apportionment, the following documents 

must be submitted with this form (as appropriate);

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

Site approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of district-owned site.

Cost benefi t analysis as prescribed in Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of the Board fi nd-

ing that the non-school function on the district-owned site must be relocated.

A separate apportionment for design cost for a modernization project pursuant 

to Section 1859.81.1. This apportionment is available only to districts that meet the 

fi nancial hardship criteria in Section 1859.81. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the Form SAB 50-03 must accompany this form (if not previously submitted).

A New Construction Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. If the funding 

request includes site acquisition, the proposed site must either be owned by 

the district, in escrow, or the district has fi led condemnation proceedings and 

received an order of possession of the site. For purposes of this apportionment, 

the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

1.

•

•

•

•

2.

•

•

•

3.

•

•

•

•

4.

5.

•

Site/plan approval letter from the CDE.

Appraisal of property if requesting site acquisition funds.

Plans and specifi cations (P&S) for the project that were approved by the DSA. 

Submittal of plans may be on CD-ROM or “Zip Drive” readable in AutoCAD 14. 

The specifi cations may be provided on a diskette that is IBM compatible.

Cost estimate of proposed site development, if requesting site development 

funding.

If this request is pursuant to Section 1859.77.2 and the district’s housing plan 

is other than those listed in the certifi cation section of this form, a copy of the 

school board resolution and the approved housing plan.

If the site apportionment is requested pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, 

a cost benefi t analysis as prescribed in Regulation Section 1859.74.6 or a copy of 

the Board fi nding that the non-school function on the district-owned site must 

be relocated.

If this is a request for funding under the Small High School Program, pursuant 

to Regulation Section 1859.93.2, the district must also provide a CDE Small High 

School academic reform strategy approval.

 If this request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an Alternative 

Enrollment Projection, a justifi cation of how the project relieves overcrowding, 

including but not limited to, the elimination of the use of Concept 6 calendars, 

four track year-round calendars, or bussing in excess of 40 minutes.

Modernization Adjusted Grant pursuant to Section 1859.70. For purposes of this appor-

tionment, the following documents must be submitted with this form (as appropriate):

Form SAB 50-03 (if not previously submitted).

P&S for the project that were approved by the DSA.

DSA approval letter for elevator to meet handicapped compliance, if funding is 

requested.

Cost estimate of the proposed site development necessary for the Reconfi guration 

of an existing high school.

 Plan approval letter from the CDE.

Districtwide enrollment data on Form SAB 50-01 when requesting project assistance 

(if not previously submitted).

If the request includes funding for 50 year old permanent buildings pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.6, a site diagram identifying all buildings to be modernized in the 

project. The diagram must specify those buildings that are at least 50 years old.

Prior to acceptance of an application for funding that includes a fi nancial hard-

ship request, the district must have its fi nancial hardship status “pre-approved” by 

the Offi  ce of Public School Construction (OPSC). To apply for a fi nancial hardship 

“pre-approval”, consult the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

If the district is requesting New Construction funding after the initial baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board and the district’s current CBEDS enrollment reporting year 

is later than the enrollment reporting year used to determine the district’s baseline 

eligibility or adjusted eligibility, the district must complete a new Form SAB 50-01 based 

on the current year CBEDS enrollment data, and submit it to the OPSC with this form. In 

addition, if the district’s request is fully or partially based on eligibility derived from an 

Alternative Enrollment Projection, the district must update the Alternative Enrollment 

Projection to correspond with the CBEDS enrollment data  for the current year. A small 

district with 2,500 or less enrollment as defi ned in Section 1859.2 will not have its eligi-

bility reduced for a period of three years from the date the district’s baseline eligibility 

was approved by the Board as a result of reduction in projected enrollment.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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eligibility determined on Form SAB 50-03 and will be the basis for the amount 

of the new construction or modernization grants provided for the project.

If this request is for a Final Apportionment, the pupils assigned to the project 

must be at least 75 percent, but not more than 100 percent, of the pupils that 

received the Preliminary Apportionment. Refer to Section 1859.147.

Check the box if the project is eligible for funding for 50 year or older perma-

nent buildings and report, at the option of the district:

The total number of eligible classrooms or the total eligible square footage 

building area at the site. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(A) or (b)(2)(A).

The total number of permanent classrooms or the total permanent square 

footage building area that is at least 50 years old and not been previously 

modernized with state funds. Refer to Section 1859.78.6(b)(1)(B) or (b)(2)(B).

Enter the greater percentage as calculated under Regulation Section 

1859.78.6(b)(1)(C) or Regulation Section 1859.78.6(b)(2)(C).

If this project includes eligible 50 year or older pupil grants, enter the appro-

priate number assigned to the project for each grade group. The number 

of pupils entered cannot exceed the cumulative number of 50 year or older 

permanent buildings pupil grants requested for all modernization funding 

applications for the site as determined by using the percentage factor above.

If this request includes pupil grants generated by an Alternative Enrollment 

Projection Method, enter the number of pupils by grade level.

Indicate if this request is for funding of a 6–8 school and/or an Alternative 

Education School.

Check the applicable box if the district is requesting additional pupil grants 

assigned to the project that exceed the capacity of the project or if the pupils 

assigned represent eligibility determined at another grade level and check the ap-

propriate box to indicate under which regulation the district is applying. The pupil 

capacity of the project may be determined by multiplying the classrooms reported 

in box 3 by 25 for K–6; 27 for 7–8, 9–12 grades; 13 for non-severe and 9 for severe.

If the request is for replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) or (b) 

on the same site, check the facility hardship box.

. Number of Classrooms

Enter the:

• Number of classrooms as shown on the plans and specifi cations (P&S). If there 

was demolition at the site, report the net increase in the number of classrooms 

showing in the P&S.

• Master plan site size, as recommended by the California Department of Education.

• Recommended site size, as determined by the California Department of Education.

• Existing Useable Acres already owned at that location (if any).

• Proposed Useable Acres that was/will be purchased as part of the application (if any).

. Financial Hardship Request

Check the box if the district is requesting fi nancial hardship assistance because 

it is unable to meet its matching share requirement. Refer to Section 1859.81 for 

eligibility criteria. Districts requesting fi nancial assistance must have received a 

pre-approval for fi nancial hardship status by the OPSC. Consult the OPSC Web site 

at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov for details and necessary documentation needed in order 

to determine eligibility.

b.

•

•

•

•

c.

d.

e.

f.

For a list of the documents that must be submitted in order for the OPSC to deem a 

funding request for new construction or modernization complete and ready for OPSC 

processing, consult the SFP handbook and other information located on the OPSC 

Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

For purposes of completing this form for a Final Charter School Apportionment, a 

charter school shall be treated as a school district.

SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS
The district must assign a Project Tracking Number (PTN) to this project. The same PTN 

is used by the OPSC, the DSA and the CDE for all project applications submitted to 

those agencies to track a particular project through the entire state application review 

process. If the district has already assigned a PTN to this project by prior submittal 

of the P&S to either the DSA or the CDE for approval, use that PTN for this applica-

tion submittal. If no PTN has been previously assigned for this project, a PTN may be 

obtained from the OPSC Web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov “PT Number Generator.”

. Type of Application

Check the appropriate box that indicates the type of School Facility Program (SFP) 

grant the district is requesting for purposes of new construction, modernization, a 

separate design and/or site apportionment, site apportionment as an environ-

mental hardship or New Construction (Final Apportionment). If the application is 

for the modernization of school facilities and includes facilities that are eligible for 

an additional apportionment pursuant to Section 1859.78.8, include a site diagram 

with this application that specifi es the age of each facility eligible for moderniza-

tion. The diagram should also indicate the date of its original DSA plan approval 

and the date the facility received its prior modernization apportionment. If known 

include the project modernization number on the diagram. If the application is 

for modernization of a California School for the Deaf or Blind, the CDE shall check 

the box identifi ed as Modernization of California Schools for the Deaf/Blind. 

If the request is for a separate design apportionment, the CDE shall check the 

appropriate box. If the eligibility for this project was established as a result of the 

need for new or replacement facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82 (a) and (b), 

seismic replacement or seismic rehabilitation for the Most Vulnerable Category 2 

Buildings, or rehabilitation pursuant to Section 1859.83 (e), check the appropriate 

box(es).

If this request is for an addition to an existing site and advance funding for the 

evaluation and RA costs, check the appropriate box and refer to Section 1859.74.4.

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment or a Preliminary Charter 

School Apportionment to a Final Apportionment, check the New Construction 

(Final Apportionment or Final Charter School Apportionment) box.

If the district is requesting a separate site and/or design apportionment, complete 

boxes 2a, 3, 4, the site acquisition data in box 5 (d and e), and boxes 12, 13, 14, 15 

and 21 only.

. Type of Project

Select the type of project that best represents this application request and 

enter the total number of pupils assigned to the project for each grade group. 

Include pupils to be housed in a new or replacement school authorized by 

Section 1859.82 (a). The amount entered cannot exceed the district’s baseline 

a.
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. New Construction Additional Grant Request

Check the appropriate box(es) if the district requests an augmentation to the new 

construction grant for “additional” grants for the items listed or for replacement 

facilities pursuant to Section 1859.82(a) and (b). Refer to Sections 1859.72 through 

1859.76 and 1859.82(a) and (b) for eligibility criteria. Enter the:

Therapy area in square feet as provided in Section 1859.72.

Multilevel classrooms in the P&S pursuant to Section 1859.73.

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.73.1. If the district has not submitted a request for new construction 

baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current Form SAB 

50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

Indicate the site scenario that best represents the project request. If no RA is 

required, refer to Section 1859.74. If a RA is required on a site that is not leased 

or an addition to an existing site, refer to Section 1859.74.2. If RAs are required 

on a leased site or an addition to an existing site, refer to Sections 1859.74.3 or 

1859.74.4, respectively. The limitation of 50 percent may be exceeded when 

unforeseen circumstances exist, the CDE determines that the site is the best 

available site, and substantiation that the costs are the minimum required to 

complete the evaluation and RA.

Enter 50 percent of the actual cost.

Enter 50 percent of the appraised value of the site. If the request is 

made pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.74.5, enter 50 percent of the 

appraised value.

Enter 50 percent of the allowable relocation cost.

Enter two percent of the lesser of the actual cost or appraised value of the 

site (minimum $25,000).

Enter 50 percent of the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) fee 

for review and approval of the phase one environmental site assessment 

and preliminary endangerment assessment reports. Refer to Sections 

1859.74, 1859.74.1, 1859.74.5, 1859.75, 1859.75.1 and 1859.81.1. If the 

district is submitting a funding request for new construction under the 

Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values.

A project that received site acquisition funds under the Lease-Purchase 

Program (LPP) as a priority two project is not eligible for site acquisition funds 

under the SFP. A district-owned site acquired with LPP, SFP or Proposition 1A 

funds is not eligible for funding under Regulation Section 1859.74.5.

Enter 50 percent of the amount allowable for hazardous materials/waste re-

moval and/or remediation for the site acquired pursuant to Sections 1859.74.2, 

1859.74.3, 1859.74.4, 1859.75.1 or 1859.81.1. If an RA is required, check the box.

Enter 50 percent of eligible service-site development, off -site development 

including pedestrian safety paths and utilities costs allowed pursuant to 

Section 1859.76. If the district is submitting a funding request for new con-

struction under the Small High School Program, enter the 60 percent values. 

Attach cost estimates of the proposed site development work which shall be 

supported and justifi ed in the P&S. All cost estimates shall refl ect 100 percent 

of the proposed work.

Check the box if the district is requesting an Additional Grant for General Site 

Development pursuant to Section 1859.76

If the district is requesting replacement facilities on the same site (including 

seismic replacement), enter the square footage requested as provided in Sec-

tion 1859.82(a) or (b).

a.

b.

c.

d.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

e.

f.

g.

h. If the request for seismic rehabilitation does not exceed 50 percent of the cur-

rent replacement cost of the classroom or related facility, report 50 percent of 

the health/safety seismic mitigation cost and the ancillary costs as authorized 

by Section 1859.82(a).

ih. Enter the square feet of eligible replacement area as provided by Section 1859.73.2.

ji. If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to 

Section 1859.71.3, enter the percentage of energy effi  ciency that exceeds Title 24 

requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.71.3(a)(3).

kj. Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifi es for additional 

funding for fi re code requirements authorized in Section 1859.71.2.

. Modernization Additional Grant Request

Check the box if the district is requesting project assistance allowance pursuant 

to Section 1859.78.2. If the district has not submitted a request for new con-

struction baseline eligibility on a district-wide basis, it must submit a current 

Form SAB 50-01 based on district-wide enrollment data with this form.

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to 

Section 1859.78.5, enter the percentage of energy effi  ciently that exceeds Title 

24 requirements as prescribed in Section 1859.78.5(a)(3).

Check the box if the district requests an additional grant for site development 

utility cost necessary for the modernization of 50 years or older permanent 

building(s). Enter 60 percent of the eligible costs allowable pursuant to Sec-

tion 1859.78.7(a).

Check the box if the district is requesting a Separate Apportionment for 

Reconfi guration pursuant to Section 1859.78.9. Enter the full value of the 

Reconfi guration request, not to exceed an aggregate of 500,000 for all high 

school entities created.

Check the box(es) if the district requests and the project qualifi es for additional 

funding for fi re code requirements authorized in Section 1859.78.4.

. Excessive Cost Hardship Request

Check the appropriate box to request an augmentation to the New Construction 

or Modernization Grants for an excessive cost hardship for the items listed. Refer 

to Section 1859.83 for eligibility criteria. Requests for excessive cost grants for a 

new two-stop elevator(s) and for additional stops in a modernization project are 

allowed only if required by the Division of the State Architect (DSA). Attach copy 

of the DSA letter that requires that the elevator(s) be included in the project for 

handicapped access compliance.

If the request is for the excessive cost grant for a new Alternative Education school 

pursuant to Section 1859.83(c)(2) and the district wishes to request less than the 

maximum allowance, please submit a letter along with application indicating the 

desired amount.

If the request is for rehabilitation mitigation, report 80 percent or 60 percent (as 

appropriate) of health/safety rehabilitation mitigation cost for a modernization 

project as authorized by Section 1859.83(e).

. Project Priority Funding Order

Enter the priority order of this project in relation to other new construction appli-

cations submitted by the district on the same date. If applications are not received 

on the same date, the OPSC will assign a higher district priority to the applica-

tion received fi rst. Check the box(es) if the project meets the criteria outlined in 

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.
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Section 1859.92(c)(3),(4) and (6), as appropriate. This information is needed for 

purposes of priority points.

. Prior Approval Under the LPP

If the project the district is requesting SFP grants for received a Phase P, S, or C 

approval under the LPP, report the application number of that project, regardless 

if the project actually received funding or was included on an “unfunded” list. 

Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the application by 

the OPSC.

. Prior Apportionment Under the SFP

If the project received a separate apportionment under the SFP for either site 

and/or design, or site environmental hardship, enter the application number of 

the project. Failure to report this information may delay the processing of the 

application by the OPSC.

. Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportionment

If this request is to convert a Preliminary Apportionment to a Final Apportion-

ment, enter the application number of the Preliminary Apportionment. Failure to 

report this information may delay the processing of the application by the OPSC.

. Alternative Developer Fee

The district must report certain alternative fees collected pursuant to Government 

Code Section 65995.7, as of the date of application submittal to the OPSC. Refer 

to Section 1859.77 for details. Districts are advised that the OPSC may perform an 

audit of the developer fees collected prior to application approval by the Board.

13. Adjustment to New Construction Baseline Eligibility

Pursuant to Section 1859.51 certain adjustments to the district’s new construction 

baseline eligibility must be made each time a district submits Form SAB 50-04, to 

the OPSC for SFP new construction or modernization grants. These adjustments 

are made by the OPSC based on information reported by the district on this form.

Report all additional classroom(s) provided after the district submitted its 

request for determination of its new construction baseline eligibility for the 

grades shown, or indicate N/A if there are none. Refer to Section 1859.51(i).

If the eligibility for this project was determined on a high school attendance 

area (HSAA) or Super HSAA pursuant to Section 1859.41, enter the number of 

pupils by grade level type that were included in the latest report by the CDE 

pursuant to Education Code Section 42268 that received operational grants in 

that HSAA or Super HSAA.

. Pending Reorganization Election

Complete only for new construction projects. Indicate if there is a pending reorga-

nization election that will result in a loss of eligibility for this project. If the answer 

a.

b.

is “yes”, the district must complete Form SAB 50-01, Form SAB 50-02 and Form 

SAB 50-03, to adjust the district’s new construction baseline eligibility as a result of 

the reorganization and submit them with this form.

. Joint-Use Facility/Leased Property

Check the box if:

The facilities to be constructed/modernized as part of this project will be for 

joint use by other governmental agencies.

The new construction or modernization grants will be used for facilities 

located or to be located on leased property.

. Project Progress Dates

Complete this section for new construction/modernization projects:

Enter the date the initial construction contract was signed for this project. If a 

construction contract has not been executed, enter N/A.

Enter the issue date for the Notice to Proceed for the construction phase of the 

project, or enter N/A if a Notice to Proceed has not been issued.

. Labor Compliance Program

Indicate whether the district is subject to a Labor Compliance Program that has 

been approved by the Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to Labor Code 

Section 1771.7 by checking the appropriate box.

. Construction Delivery Method

Check the box that best represents the construction delivery method that the 

district has or will use for this project, if known.

. Architect of Record or Licensed Architect Certifi cation

The architect of record or the licensed architect must complete this section.

. Architect of Record or Design Professional Certifi cation

The architect of record or the appropriate design professional must complete this 

section.

. Certifi cation

The district representative must complete this section. For additional information 

regarding district certifi cations, refer to the SFP handbook located on the OPSC 

web site at www.opsc.dgs.ca.gov.

a.

b.

a.

b.
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The school district named below applies to the State Allocation Board via the Offi  ce of Public School Construction for a grant under the provisions of 

Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, et seq., of the Education Code and the Regulations thereto.

SCHOOL DISTRICT APPLICATION NUMBER

SCHOOL NAME PROJECT TRACKING NUMBER

COUNTY DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE’S E-MAIL ADDRESS HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA (HSAA) OR SUPER HSAA (IF APPLICABLE)

. Type of Application—Check Only One

 New Construction

 New Construction (Final Apportionment)

 New Construction (Final Charter School Apportionment)

 New Construction (Small High School Program)

 Modernization

 Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

Separate Apportionment

 Site Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Site Only (District owned)—New Construction [Section 1859.81.2]

 Site Only—Environmental Hardship [Section 1859.75.1]

 Design Only—New Construction [Section 1859.81.1]

 Design Only—Modernization

 Design Only—Modernization of California Schools for Deaf/Blind

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(a)]

 Seismic Replacement

 Seismic Rehabilitation

 Facility Hardship [Section 1859.82(b)]

 Rehabilitation [Section 1859.83(e)]

 Advance Funding for Evaluation and RA

. Type of Project

a.  Elementary School Total Pupils Assigned:

 Middle School K–6:  _________________

 High School 7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b.  50 Years or Older Building Funding (Modernization Only)

Total Eligible Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________

Classroom/Square Footage at Least 50 Years Old:  _________________

Ratio of 50 Years Old Classrooms/Square Footage:  _________________ %

From 2a above, how many are 50 Year or Older Pupil Grants?

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

c. Included in 2a above, how many pupils are generated by the 

Alternative Enrollment Projection? (New Construction Only)

K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

d. Is this a 6–8 school?  Yes  No

If you answered yes, how many K–6 pupils reported 

above are sixth graders?  _________________

Is this an Alternative Education School?  Yes  No

e. Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2?  Yes  No

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.2(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

Is this a use of grant request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3?  Yes  No

Is this request pursuant to Section 1859.77.3(c)?  Yes  No

If yes, enter date of successful bond election:   _________________

f.  Facility Hardship (no pupils assigned)

. Number of Classrooms:  _________________

Master Plan Acreage Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Recommended Site Size (Useable):  _________________

Existing Acres (Useable):  _________________

Proposed Acres (Useable):  _________________

.  Financial Hardship Request—Must Have Pre-Approval by OPSC

. New Construction Additional Grant Request—New Construction Only

a. Therapy: Toilets (sq. ft.)  _________________

Other (sq. ft.)  _________________

b. Multilevel Construction (CRS):  _________________

c.  Project Assistance

d. Site Acquisition:

 Leased Site

 Additional Acreage to Existing Site

 Addition to Existing Site

(1) 50 percent Actual Cost: $ _________________  

(2) 50 percent Appraised Value: $ _________________

(3) 50 percent Relocation Cost: $ _________________

(4) 2 percent (min. $25,000): $ _________________

(5) 50 percent DTSC Fee: $ _________________

e. 50 percent hazardous waste removal: $ _________________

 Response Action (RA)
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f. Site Development

 50 percent Service-Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Off -Site: $ _________________

 50 percent Utilities: $ _________________

 General Site

 g. Facility Hardship Section 1859.82(a) or (b)

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

h. Seismic Rehabilitation [Section 1859.82(a)]

 Seismic Costs $ _________________

 Ancillary Costs $ _________________

ih. Replacement area

 Toilet (sq. ft.):  _________________

 Other (sq. ft.):  _________________

ji.  Energy Effi  ciency:  _________________ %

kj.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System

 Automatic Sprinkler System

. Modernization Additional Grant Request—Modernization Only

a.  Project Assistance

b.  Energy Effi  ciency:  _________________ %

c.  Site Development—60 percent utilities: $ _________________

d.  Separate Apportionment for Reconfi guration

(for Small High School Program only): $ _________________

e.  Automatic Fire Detection/Alarm System

 Automatic Sprinkler System

. Excessive Cost Hardship Request

New Construction Only

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(1)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(2)]

 New School Project [Section 1859.83(c)(3)]

 Small Size Project

  Urban/Security/Impacted Site;

If a new site, $ ________________ per Useable Acre [Section 1859.83(d)(2)(C)]

Modernization Only

 Rehabilitation/Mitigation [Section 1859.83(e)]: $ _________________

 Geographic Percent Factor:  _________________ %

 Handicapped Access/Fire Code (3 percent)

 Number of 2-Stop Elevators:  _________________

 Number of Additional Stops:  _________________

 Small Size Project

 Urban/Security/Impacted site

. Project Priority Funding Order—New Construction Only

Priority order of this application in relation to other new construction applications 

submitted by the district at the same time: # _________________

Project meets:

 Density requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(3).

 Stock plans requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(4).

 Energy effi  ciency requirement pursuant to Section 1859.92(c)(6).

. Prior Approval Under the LPP

New Construction: 22/ _________________

Modernization: 77/ _________________

. Prior Apportionment Under the SFP

Site/Design—New Construction: 50/ _________________

Design—Modernization: 57/ _________________

. Preliminary Apportionment to Final Apportionment

Preliminary Apportionment Application Number: # _________________

. Alternative Developer Fee—New Construction Only

Alternative developer fee collected and reportable pursuant to 

Regulation Section 1859.77: $ _________________

. Adjustment to New Construction Baseline Eligibility

a. Additional Classroom(s) provided: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

b. Operational Grant (HSAA) only: K–6:  _________________

7–8:  _________________

9–12:  _________________

Non-Severe:  _________________

Severe:  _________________

. Pending Reorganization Election—New Construction Only  Yes  No

. Joint-Use Facility/Leased Property

a.  Joint-Use Facility

b.  Leased Property

. Project Progress Dates

a. Construction Contract signed on:  _________________

b. Notice to Proceed issued on:  _________________

. Labor Compliance Program

Will you be required to initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program 

pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.7 for this project?  Yes  No

. Construction Delivery Method

 Design-Bid-Build

 Design-Build

 Developer Built

 Lease Lease-Back

 Energy Performance Contract

 Other: _____________________________________________________
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. Architect of Record or Licensed Architect Certifi cation

I certify as the architect of record for the project or as a licensed architect that:

The P&S for this project were submitted to the OPSC by electronic medium (i.e., 

CD-ROM, zip disk or diskette) or as an alternative, if the request is for a modern-

ization Grant, the P&S were submitted in hard copy to the OPSC.

Any portion of the P&S requiring review and approval by the Division of the State 

Architect (DSA) were approved by the DSA on ____________________________ 

(enter DSA approval date).

Any portion of the P&S not requiring review and approval by the DSA meets 

the requirements of the California Code of Regulations, Title 24, including any 

handicapped access and fi re code requirements.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the demolition of 

more classrooms than those to be constructed in the project, the diff erence is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, the P&S include the construction of 

more classrooms than those to be demolished in the project, the diff erence is 

________ classroom(s). (Indicate N/A if there are none.)

ARCHITECT OF RECORD OR LICENSED ARCHITECT (PRINT NAME)

SIGNATURE DATE

. Architect of Record or Design Professional Certifi cation

I certify as the architect of record for the project or the appropriate design profes-

sional, that:

If the request is for a New Construction Grant, I have developed a cost estimate 

of the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of 

the work in the P&S including deferred items (if any) relating to the proposed 

project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided by the State 

and the district’s matching share, less site acquisition costs. This cost estimate 

does not include site acquisition, planning, tests, inspection, or furniture and 

equipment and is available at the district for review by the OPSC.

If the request is for a Modernization Grant, I have developed a cost estimate of 

the proposed project which indicates that the estimated construction cost of the 

work in the P&S, including deferred items and interim housing (if any) relating to 

the proposed project, is at least 60 percent of the total grant amount provided 

by the State and the district’s matching share. This cost estimate does not 

include planning, tests, inspection or furniture and equipment and is available at 

the district for review by the OPSC.

ARCHITECT OF RECORD OR DESIGN PROFESSIONAL (PRINT NAME)

SIGNATURE DATE

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

. Certifi cation

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information reported on this form, 

with the exception of items 19 and 20, is true and correct and that:

I am an authorized representative of the district as authorized by the governing 

board of the district; and,

A resolution or other appropriate documentation supporting this application 

under Chapter 12.5, Part 10, Division 1, commencing with Section 17070.10, 

et. seq., of the Education Code was adopted by the school district’s govern-

ing board or the designee of the Superintendent of Public Instruction on, 

__________________________; and,

The district has established a “Restricted Maintenance Account” for exclusive 

purpose of providing ongoing and major maintenance of school buildings and 

has developed an ongoing and major maintenance plan that complies with and 

is implemented under the provisions of Education Code Section 17070.75 and 

17070.77 (refer to Sections 1859.100 through 1859.102); and,

Pursuant to Education Code Section 17070.755, the district has made a priority of 

the funds in the restricted maintenance account, established pursuant to Educa-

tion Code Section 17070.75, to ensure that facilities are functional and meet local 

hygiene standards; and,

The district has considered the feasibility of the joint use of land and facilities 

with other governmental agencies in order to minimize school facility costs; and,

If this funding request is for the modernization of portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment pursuant to Education Code Section 17073.15, 

the district certifi es that (check the applicable box below):

 1. The state modernization funds will be used to replace the portable 

classrooms and permanently remove the displaced portables from the 

classroom use within six months of the fi ling of the Notice of Completion 

for the project; or,

 2. It has provided documentation to the Offi  ce of Public School Construc-

tion which indicates that modernizing the portable classrooms eligible 

for an additional apportionment is better use of public resources than the 

replacement of these facilities.

Facilities to be modernized have not been previously modernized with Lease-Pur-

chase Program, Proposition 1A Funds or School Facility Program state funds; and,

All contracts entered on or after November 4, 1998 for the service of any 

architect structural engineer or other design professional for any work under the 

project have been obtained pursuant to a competitive process that is consistent 

with the requirements of Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 4525) of Divi-

sion 5, of Title 1, of the Government Code; and,

If this request is for new construction funding, the district has received approval 

of the site and the plans from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

If this request is for modernization funding, the district has received approval of 

the plans for the project from the CDE. Plan approval is not required if request is 

for separate design apportionment; and,

The district has or will comply with the Public Contract Code regarding all laws 

governing the use of force account labor; and,

This district has or will comply with Education Code Section 17076.11 regarding at 

least a 3 percent expenditure goal for disabled veteran business enterprises; and,

The district matching funds required pursuant to Sections 1859.77.1 or 1859.79 

has either been expended by the district, deposited in the County School Facility 

Fund or will be expended by the district prior to the notice of completion for the 

project; and,

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•
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SIGNATURE OF DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE DATE

The district has received the necessary approval of the plans and specifi cations 

from the Division of the State Architect unless the request is for a separate site 

and/or design apportionment; and,

If the district is requesting site acquisition funds as part of this application, the 

district has complied with Sections 1859.74 through 1859.75.1 as appropriate; and,

With the exception of an apportionment made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 18 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105); and,

If the apportionment for this project was made pursuant to Section 1859.75.1, 

the district understands that the lack of substantial progress toward increasing 

the pupil capacity or renovation of its facilities within 12 months of receipt of 

any funding shall be cause for the rescission of the unexpended funds (refer to 

Section 1859.105.1); and,

The district understands that funds not released within 18 months of apportion-

ment shall be rescinded and the application shall be denied (refer to Sec-

tion 1859.90); and,

The statements set forth in this application and supporting documents are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief; and,

All school facilities purchased or newly constructed under the project for use 

by pupils who are individuals with exceptional needs, as defi ned in Education 

Code Section 56026, shall be designed and located on the school site so as to 

maximize interaction between those individuals with exceptional needs and 

other pupils as appropriate to the needs of both; and,

This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the OPSC. In 

the event a confl ict should exist, the language in the OPSC form will prevail; and,

The district understands that some or all of the State funding for the project 

must be returned to the State as a result of an audit pursuant to Sections 

1859.105, 1859.105.1, 1859.106; and,

The district has complied with the provisions of Sections 1859.76 and 1859.79.2 

and that the portion of the project funded by the State does not contain work 

specifi cally prohibited in those Sections; and,

If the SFP grants will be used for the construction or modernization of school 

facilities on leased land, the district has entered into a lease agreement for the 

leased property that meets the requirements of Section 1859.22; and,

If the application contains a “Use of New Construction Grant” request, the district 

has adopted a school board resolution and housing plan at a public hearing at a 

regularly scheduled meeting of the governing board on __________________ 

as specifi ed in Sections 1859.77.2, or 1859.77.3, as appropriate. The district’s ap-

proved housing plan is as indicated (check all that apply):

 1. The district will construct or acquire facilities for housing the pupils with 

funding not otherwise available to the SFP as a district match within 

fi ve years of project approval by the SAB and the district must identify 

the source of the funds. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and (b) and 

1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

 2. The district will utilize higher district loading standards providing the 

loading standards are within the approved district’s teacher contract and 

do not exceed 33:1 per classroom. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(a) and 

(b) and 1859.77.3(a) and (b)]

 3. The pupils requested from a diff erent grade level will be housed in class-

rooms at an existing school in the district which will have its grade level 

changed, to the grade level requested, at the completion of the proposed 

SFP project. [Applicable for Sections 1859.77.2(b) and 1859.77.3(b)]

If the district requested additional funding for fi re code requirements pursuant to 

Sections 1859.71.2 or 1859.78.4, the district will include the automatic fi re detection/

alarm system and/or automatic sprinkler system in the project prior to completion 

of the project; and

If this request is for a Large New Construction Project or a Large Modernization 

Project, the district has consulted with the career technical advisory committee es-

tablished pursuant to Education Code Section 8070 and it has considered the need 

for vocational and career technical facilities to adequately meet its program needs in 

accordance with Education Code Sections 51224, 51225.3(b) and 51226.1; and

If the district is requesting an Additional Grant for Energy Effi  ciency pursuant to Sec-

tions 1859.71.3 or 1859.78.5, the increased costs for the energy effi  ciency components 

in the project exceeds the amount of funding otherwise available to the district; and

If this application is submitted after January 1, 2004 for modernization funding, the 

district has considered the potential for the presence of lead-containing materials 

in the modernization project and will follow all relevant federal, state, and local stan-

dards for the management of any identifi ed lead; and

The district has or will initiate and enforce a Labor Compliance Program that has been 

approved by the Department of Industrial Relations, pursuant to Labor Code Sec-

tion 1771.7, if the project is funded from Propositions 47 or 55 and the Notice to Proceed 

for the construction phase of the project is issued on or after April 1, 2003; and,

Beginning with the 2005/2006 fi scal year, the district has complied with Education 

Code Section 17070.75(e) by establishing a facilities inspection system to ensure that 

each of its schools is maintained in good repair; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifi es 

that is has an academic reform strategy scored by the CDE, and is available at the 

district offi  ce for OPSC verifi cation; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.93.2, the district certifi es 

the enrollment at the Small High School will not exceed 500 pupils for a minimum 

of two complete school years after the Occupancy of the last Small High School 

funded, as outlined in Section 1859.104(e)(2); and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9, the district certifi es 

the enrollment at the resulting Small High Schools will not exceed 500 pupils for 

a minimum of two complete school years after the Occupany of the Small High 

Schools; and

If this application is submitted pursuant to Section 1859.78.9 or Section 1859.93.2, the 

district certifi es that is will meet all reporting requirements as specifi ed in Section 

1859.104(e)(1) and/or (2).

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, October 24, 2007 


CRITICALLY OVERCROWDED SCHOOL FACILITIES PROGRAM 

PRELIMINARY APPORTIONMENT RESCISSIONS


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To rescind the preliminary apportionment on projects that did not meet the requirements of the Critically 
Overcrowded School (COS) Facilities Program.  

DESCRIPTION 

Districts that received a preliminary apportionment under the COS Facilities Program have four years to 
convert to a final apportionment.  If the districts do not meet this timeline, the preliminary apportionment will 
be rescinded unless a district meets certain criteria to obtain an extension for one year.  The school districts 
listed on the Attachment received preliminary apportionments in 2003 under Proposition 47.  These districts 
have either requested to rescind the project(s) or did not qualify for a time extension.  

AUTHORITY 

Pursuant to Education Code Section 1859.148, a Preliminary Apportionment not converted to a Final 
Apportionment shall be rescinded after four years from the date that the Preliminary Apportionment was 
made unless the project receives a one-year time extension as provided in Section 1859.148.1.     

STAFF COMMENTS 

The districts listed on the Attachment have not met the four-year requirement (Time Limit on Preliminary 
Apportionment) and were notified in writing of the opportunity to request an extension.  These districts have 
either requested to rescind the project(s) or did not qualify for a time extension.  Therefore, these 
preliminary apportionments are being presented to the State Allocation Board (SAB) for rescission.  All 
districts received follow up correspondence and phone calls from Staff providing notification of this 
impending SAB action.  

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Find that the projects identified on the Attachment did not meet the Time Limit on Preliminary 
Apportionment requirements. 

2.	 Rescind the preliminary apportionments and return the pupils to the districts’ baselines. 

3.	 Direct Staff to transfer $317,823,265 to the Unrestricted Fund from the Restricted Fund within the 2002 
Critically Overcrowded School Facilities Account.  

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this item, the State Allocation Board on October 24, 2007 approved Staff’s recommendations 
with the exception of the Oakland Unified School District projects.  The California Department of Education 
is attempting to contact Oakland USD. 



ATTACHMENT

SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM


PRELIMINARY APPORTIONMENT RESCISSIONS

CRITICALLY OVERCROWDED SCHOOLS


State Allocation Board Meeting, October 24, 2007 

District County Application Number 
Reinstated Pupil Grants Apportionment Rescissions 

K-6 7-8 9-12 Non-
Severe Severe Total Project 

Cost 
Estimated 

State Grant 
EL MONTE CITY LOS ANGELES 53/64501-00-001 132 $7,014,210 $3,507,105 

ESCONDIDO UNION ESD SAN DIEGO 53/68098-00-002 800 26 65,880,402 32,940,201 

FRESNO UNIFIED FRESNO 53/62166-00-004 875 20,899,732 10,449,866 

INGLEWOOD UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64634-00-001 231 4,396,628 2,198,314 

INGLEWOOD UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64634-00-002 125 6,142,666 3,071,333 

INGLEWOOD UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64634-00-003 100 5,579,352 2,789,676 

LONG BEACH UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64725-00-001 1,250 67,946,850 33,973,425 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-001 150 2,849,348 1,424,674 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-003 100 2,182,152 1,091,076 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-005 300 6,903,726 3,451,863 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-006 50 673,440 336,720 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-007 350 8,547,414 4,273,707 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-008 200 4,225,762 2,112,881 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-009 500 8,684,620 4,342,310 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-011 250 5,218,724 2,609,362 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-012 250 4,841,892 2,420,946 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-013 200 4,339,572 2,169,786 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-015 216 4,500,872 2,250,436 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-017 216 5,042,494 2,521,247 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-018 648 18,862,976 9,431,488 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-020 54 997,712 498,856 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/64808-00-021 1,250 31,729,120 15,864,560 

OAKLAND UNIFIED ALAMEDA 53/61259-09-001 240 28,877,942 14,438,971 

OAKLAND UNIFIED ALAMEDA 53/61259-12-001 222 34,026,914 17,013,457 

OAKLAND UNIFIED ALAMEDA 53/61259-12-002 352 64,208,472 32,104,236 

OAKLAND UNIFIED ALAMEDA 53/61259-13-002 1,005 144,315,676 72,157,838 

OAKLAND UNIFIED ALAMEDA 53/61259-21-001 44 5,042,162 2,521,081 

OXNARD ELEMENTARY VENTURA 53/72538-00-003 274 25,737,652 12,868,826 

RIVERSIDE UNIFIED RIVERSIDE 53/67215-00-001 825 30,481,220 15,240,610 

SOUTH PASADENA UNIFIED LOS ANGELES 53/65029-00-001 219 15 10 15,496,828 7,748,414 

Total 8,124 1,026 2,278 41 10 $635,646,530 $317,823,265 



  

  

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, October 24, 2007 


CRITICALLY OVERCROWDED SCHOOL FACILITIES PROGRAM

PRELIMINARY APPORTIONMENT TIME LIMIT EXTENSIONS


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present districts’ requests for time extensions on preliminary apportionments received for the Critically 
Overcrowded School (COS) Facilities Program projects. 

DESCRIPTION 

Districts that received a preliminary apportionment under the COS Facilities Program have four years to 
convert to a final apportionment.  If the districts do not meet this timeline, the preliminary apportionment will 
be rescinded unless a district meets certain criteria to obtain an extension for one year.  The school districts 
listed on the Attachment received preliminary apportionments in 2003 under Proposition 47 and have 
requested a time extension. 

AUTHORITY 

Education Code Section 17078.25 (b), in part states, the board shall grant the request for a single one-year 
extension if it determines that the applicant has made substantial progress towards completing the 
requirements for filing an application for final apportionment.  School Facility Program (SFP) Regulation 
Section 1859.148.1, provides districts requesting extensions must meet certain criteria such as; the 
California Department of Education has made a contingent or final approval of the proposed site and 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, or the district has submitted other evidence satisfactory to the State 
Allocation Board (SAB). 

STAFF COMMENTS 

The districts listed on the Attachment have submitted acceptable evidence that the districts meet the criteria 
listed above.  Staff recommends approval of the request for a one-year extension of the time limit on the 
preliminary apportionments. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Approve the districts’ requests for a one-year time extension of its COS preliminary apportionment, as 
indicated on the Attachment. 

2. 	 Failure to convert to the final apportionment and/or submit an acceptable SFP final apportionment 
funding application by August 27, 2008 will result in the preliminary apportionment being rescinded 
without further SAB action. 

3. 	 Designate the funds from any rescinded preliminary apportionment be designated to the Unrestricted 
Fund within the 2002 Critically Overcrowded School Facilities Account.  

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on October 24, 2007. 



ATTACHMENT


SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM


PRELIMINARY APPORTIONMENT TIME LIMIT EXTENSIONS

CRITICALLY OVERCROWDED SCHOOLS


State Allocation Board Meeting, October 24, 2007 

District County Project Name Application 
Number 

50-08 
Received 

Date Gr
ad

e 
Le

ve
l Preliminary 

Apportionment 
Amount 

ANAHEIM CITY ORANGE PONDEROSA 53/66423-00-001 05/01/03 K-6 $20,622,898 

LONG BEACH UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GTE MIDDLE SCHOOL 53/64725-00-002 05/01/03 7-8 12,131,581 

LONG BEACH UNIFIED LOS ANGELES REDONDO/HILL K-8 SCHOOL 53/64725-00-003 05/01/03 K-6 19,685,705 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMBL-1 53/64733-00-001 05/01/03 7-8 3,317,120 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KEBA-1 53/64733-00-002 05/01/03 K-6 2,971,526 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-1 53/64733-00-004 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-4 53/64733-00-007 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-5 53/64733-00-008 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-6 53/64733-00-009 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-7 53/64733-00-010 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-1 53/64733-00-013 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-2 53/64733-00-014 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES CEVN-4 53/64733-00-015 05/01/03 K-6 3,929,110 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-3 53/64733-00-016 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES CEVN-5 53/64733-00-017 05/01/03 K-6 3,929,110 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-4 53/64733-00-018 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-5 53/64733-00-019 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES CEVN-6 53/64733-00-020 05/01/03 K-6 3,929,110 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-8 53/64733-00-023 05/01/03 7-8 3,525,739 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-9 53/64733-00-024 05/01/03 7-8 3,525,739 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-10 53/64733-00-025 05/01/03 7-8 3,525,739 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-8 53/64733-00-027 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-9 53/64733-00-036 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-10 53/64733-00-037 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-11 53/64733-00-038 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-12 53/64733-00-039 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-13 53/64733-00-040 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FEBE-14 53/64733-00-041 05/01/03 K-6 5,609,729 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-11 53/64733-00-042 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-12 53/64733-00-043 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-13 53/64733-00-044 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-14 53/64733-00-045 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-15 53/64733-00-046 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-16 53/64733-00-047 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-17 53/64733-00-048 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-18 53/64733-00-049 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-19 53/64733-00-050 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-20 53/64733-00-051 05/01/03 7-8 7,040,922 
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CRITICALLY OVERCROWDED SCHOOLS
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District County Project Name Application 
Number 

50-08 
Received 

Date Gr
ad

e 
Le

ve
l Preliminary 

Apportionment 
Amount 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-23 53/64733-00-054 05/01/03 7-8 3,525,739 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-24 53/64733-00-055 05/01/03 7-8 3,525,739 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-25 53/64733-00-056 05/01/03 7-8 3,525,739 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMBE-26 53/64733-00-057 05/01/03 7-8 3,525,739 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMLI-1 53/64733-00-060 05/01/03 7-8 3,116,333 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMLI-2 53/64733-00-061 05/01/03 7-8 3,116,333 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMLI-4 53/64733-00-063 05/01/03 7-8 1,560,477 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMLI-5 53/64733-00-064 05/01/03 7-8 1,560,477 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES FMLI-6 53/64733-00-065 05/01/03 7-8 1,560,477 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KEBA-2 53/64733-00-066 05/01/03 K-6 2,971,526 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KEBA-3 53/64733-00-067 05/01/03 K-6 2,971,526 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KEBA-4 53/64733-00-068 05/01/03 K-6 2,971,526 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KEBA-5 53/64733-00-069 05/01/03 K-6 1,487,067 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KENA-1 53/64733-00-070 05/01/03 K-6 3,282,513 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KENA-2 53/64733-00-071 05/01/03 K-6 3,282,513 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KENA-3 53/64733-00-072 05/01/03 K-6 3,282,513 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMBL-2 53/64733-00-074 05/01/03 7-8 3,317,120 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GMMA-1 53/64733-00-075 05/01/03 7-8 3,245,197 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMBA-1 53/64733-00-076 05/01/03 7-8 3,670,230 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMBA-2 53/64733-00-077 05/01/03 7-8 1,837,825 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMBL-3 53/64733-00-078 05/01/03 7-8 3,317,120 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMBL-4 53/64733-00-079 05/01/03 7-8 3,317,120 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMBL-6 53/64733-00-081 05/01/03 7-8 1,661,015 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMBA-3 53/64733-00-082 05/01/03 7-8 1,837,825 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMGD-1 53/64733-00-083 05/01/03 7-8 3,575,586 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GMMA-2 53/64733-00-084 05/01/03 7-8 1,625,002 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GEMA-1 53/64733-00-085 05/01/03 K-6 2,638,883 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GEMA-2 53/64733-00-086 05/01/03 K-6 2,638,883 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GMMA-3 53/64733-00-087 05/01/03 7-8 3,245,197 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GMMA-4 53/64733-00-088 05/01/03 7-8 1,625,002 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GMDO-1 53/64733-00-090 05/01/03 7-8 3,288,265 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GMDO-2 53/64733-00-091 05/01/03 7-8 3,288,265 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GMDO-3 53/64733-00-092 05/01/03 7-8 1,646,568 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHWP-1 53/64733-00-094 05/01/03 9-12 3,607,827 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHWP-2 53/64733-00-095 05/01/03 9-12 3,607,827 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHWP-3 53/64733-00-096 05/01/03 9-12 3,607,827 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHWP-4 53/64733-00-097 05/01/03 9-12 3,607,827 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHWP-5 53/64733-00-098 05/01/03 9-12 3,607,827 
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHWP-6 53/64733-00-099 05/01/03 9-12 3,607,827 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHWP-7 53/64733-00-100 05/01/03 9-12 3,607,827 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHWP-8 53/64733-00-101 05/01/03 9-12 3,607,827 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHWP-9 53/64733-00-102 05/01/03 9-12 3,607,827 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHWP-10 53/64733-00-103 05/01/03 9-12 3,607,827 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHDO-1 53/64733-00-105 05/01/03 9-12 4,002,856 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHDO-2 53/64733-00-106 05/01/03 9-12 4,002,856 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHDO-3 53/64733-00-107 05/01/03 9-12 4,002,856 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHDO-4 53/64733-00-108 05/01/03 9-12 4,002,856 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHDO-5 53/64733-00-109 05/01/03 9-12 4,002,856 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHDO-6 53/64733-00-110 05/01/03 9-12 4,002,856 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHDO-7 53/64733-00-111 05/01/03 9-12 4,002,856 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES GHDO-8 53/64733-00-112 05/01/03 9-12 4,002,856 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AEMO-1 53/64733-00-114 05/01/03 K-6 3,216,489 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AEMO-2 53/64733-00-115 05/01/03 K-6 3,216,489 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AEMO-3 53/64733-00-116 05/01/03 K-6 3,216,489 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AEMO-4 53/64733-00-117 05/01/03 K-6 3,216,489 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AEMO-5 53/64733-00-118 05/01/03 K-6 3,216,489 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMGD-2 53/64733-00-126 05/01/03 7-8 3,575,586 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMGD-3 53/64733-00-127 05/01/03 7-8 1,790,434 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMGD-4 53/64733-00-128 05/01/03 7-8 1,790,434 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMGD-5 53/64733-00-129 05/01/03 7-8 1,790,434 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMGD-6 53/64733-00-130 05/01/03 7-8 1,790,434 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AEMO-6 53/64733-00-131 05/01/03 K-6 3,216,489 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMNA-7 53/64733-00-133 05/01/03 7-8 4,067,592 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMNA-8 53/64733-00-134 05/01/03 7-8 4,067,592 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES KMNA-9 53/64733-00-135 05/01/03 7-8 2,036,792 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMBL-7 53/64733-00-138 05/01/03 7-8 1,661,015 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMBL-8 53/64733-00-139 05/01/03 7-8 1,661,015 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AEMO-7 53/64733-00-141 05/01/03 K-6 3,216,489 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-1 53/64733-00-145 05/01/03 7-8 3,196,761 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AEMO-8 53/64733-00-146 05/01/03 K-6 3,216,489 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-2 53/64733-00-147 05/01/03 7-8 3,196,761 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-3 53/64733-00-149 05/01/03 7-8 1,600,748 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-4 53/64733-00-150 05/01/03 7-8 1,600,748 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMHP-1 53/64733-00-151 05/01/03 7-8 3,452,339 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AEMO-12 53/64733-00-153 05/01/03 K-6 3,216,489 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMHP-2 53/64733-00-155 05/01/03 7-8 3,452,339 
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AEMO-13 53/64733-00-156 05/01/03 K-6 3,216,489 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-6 53/64733-00-157 05/01/03 7-8 3,196,761 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-7 53/64733-00-158 05/01/03 7-8 3,196,761 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-8 53/64733-00-159 05/01/03 7-8 3,196,761 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AEMO-14 53/64733-00-160 05/01/03 K-6 3,216,489 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-9 53/64733-00-161 05/01/03 7-8 1,600,748 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMHP-3 53/64733-00-162 05/01/03 7-8 3,452,339 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-10 53/64733-00-163 05/01/03 7-8 1,600,748 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-11 53/64733-00-164 05/01/03 7-8 3,196,761 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMHP-4 53/64733-00-174 05/01/03 7-8 3,452,339 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMHP-6 53/64733-00-177 05/01/03 7-8 1,728,721 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMHO-1 53/64733-00-178 05/01/03 7-8 6,330,914 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMHO-2 53/64733-00-179 05/01/03 7-8 6,330,914 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMHP-7 53/64733-00-180 05/01/03 7-8 1,728,721 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMHO-3 53/64733-00-181 05/01/03 7-8 6,330,914 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMHO-4 53/64733-00-182 05/01/03 7-8 6,330,914 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMHP-8 53/64733-00-183 05/01/03 7-8 1,728,721 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JMHP-9 53/64733-00-184 05/01/03 7-8 1,728,721 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JESG-1 53/64733-00-185 05/01/03 K-6 2,806,572 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JESG-2 53/64733-00-186 05/01/03 K-6 2,806,572 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JESG-3 53/64733-00-187 05/01/03 K-6 2,806,572 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JESG-4 53/64733-00-188 05/01/03 K-6 2,806,572 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JHBL-1 53/64733-00-189 05/01/03 9-12 4,036,816 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AHMO-2 53/64733-00-190 05/01/03 9-12 4,820,839 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JHBL-2 53/64733-00-191 05/01/03 9-12 4,036,816 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-12 53/64733-00-192 05/01/03 7-8 3,196,761 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-13 53/64733-00-193 05/01/03 7-8 3,196,761 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-14 53/64733-00-194 05/01/03 7-8 3,196,761 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AHMO-3 53/64733-00-195 05/01/03 9-12 4,820,839 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-15 53/64733-00-196 05/01/03 7-8 3,196,761 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES AHMO-4 53/64733-00-198 05/01/03 9-12 4,820,839 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-17 53/64733-00-199 05/01/03 7-8 1,600,748 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JEBL-1 53/64733-00-200 05/01/03 K-6 2,695,172 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-18 53/64733-00-201 05/01/03 7-8 1,600,748 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-20 53/64733-00-202 05/01/03 7-8 3,077,686 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMJE-19 53/64733-00-204 05/01/03 7-8 1,600,748 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-1 53/64733-00-205 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-2 53/64733-00-206 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-4 53/64733-00-208 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-5 53/64733-00-209 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-6 53/64733-00-211 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-7 53/64733-00-212 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-21 53/64733-00-216 05/01/03 7-8 1,541,125 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-1 53/64733-00-219 05/01/03 7-8 3,077,686 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-8 53/64733-00-220 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-2 53/64733-00-222 05/01/03 7-8 3,077,686 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-10 53/64733-00-223 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-11 53/64733-00-224 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-3 53/64733-00-225 05/01/03 7-8 3,077,686 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JEBL-2 53/64733-00-226 05/01/03 K-6 2,695,172 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JEBL-3 53/64733-00-227 05/01/03 K-6 2,695,172 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JEBL-4 53/64733-00-228 05/01/03 K-6 2,695,172 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JEBL-5 53/64733-00-229 05/01/03 K-6 1,351,523 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JHSG-1 53/64733-00-230 05/01/03 9-12 4,204,353 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JHSG-2 53/64733-00-231 05/01/03 9-12 4,204,353 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JHHP-2 53/64733-00-234 05/01/03 9-12 4,195,973 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JHHP-3 53/64733-00-235 05/01/03 9-12 4,195,973 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JHHP-4 53/64733-00-236 05/01/03 9-12 4,195,973 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMHO-5 53/64733-00-237 05/01/03 7-8 6,330,914 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMHO-7 53/64733-00-240 05/01/03 7-8 3,170,184 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMHO-8 53/64733-00-241 05/01/03 7-8 3,170,184 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-5 53/64733-00-242 05/01/03 7-8 1,541,125 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-4 53/64733-00-243 05/01/03 7-8 1,541,125 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMHO-9 53/64733-00-244 05/01/03 7-8 3,170,184 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EELA-5 53/64733-00-253 05/01/03 K-6 5,002,893 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EELA-6 53/64733-00-254 05/01/03 K-6 5,002,893 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-8 53/64733-00-257 05/01/03 7-8 3,077,686 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES JHBL-3 53/64733-00-258 05/01/03 9-12 4,036,816 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-9 53/64733-00-259 05/01/03 7-8 3,077,686 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-10 53/64733-00-261 05/01/03 7-8 3,077,686 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-11 53/64733-00-262 05/01/03 7-8 3,077,686 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-12 53/64733-00-266 05/01/03 7-8 3,077,686 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-13 53/64733-00-268 05/01/03 7-8 3,077,686 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-16 53/64733-00-272 05/01/03 7-8 1,541,125 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-17 53/64733-00-273 05/01/03 7-8 1,541,125 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES IMFM-19 53/64733-00-274 05/01/03 7-8 1,541,125 
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMLA-1 53/64733-00-277 05/01/03 7-8 6,265,622 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMLA-2 53/64733-00-279 05/01/03 7-8 6,265,622 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMLA-4 53/64733-00-281 05/01/03 7-8 3,137,487 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMLA-5 53/64733-00-282 05/01/03 7-8 3,137,487 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BMNH-6 53/64733-00-283 05/01/03 7-8 3,284,017 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EMLA-6 53/64733-00-284 05/01/03 7-8 3,137,487 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EHFR-1 53/64733-00-285 05/01/03 9-12 4,286,744 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BMNH-7 53/64733-00-286 05/01/03 7-8 3,284,017 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EHFR-2 53/64733-00-287 05/01/03 9-12 4,286,744 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EHFR-3 53/64733-00-288 05/01/03 9-12 4,286,744 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EHFR-4 53/64733-00-289 05/01/03 9-12 4,286,744 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EHFR-5 53/64733-00-290 05/01/03 9-12 4,286,744 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BMNH-9 53/64733-00-294 05/01/03 7-8 1,644,439 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EEHO-1 53/64733-00-297 05/01/03 K-6 5,053,997 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EEHO-2 53/64733-00-298 05/01/03 K-6 5,053,997 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES EEHO-3 53/64733-00-299 05/01/03 K-6 5,053,997 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BMNH-10 53/64733-00-301 05/01/03 7-8 1,644,439 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-12 53/64733-00-305 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-13 53/64733-00-306 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-15 53/64733-00-308 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-16 53/64733-00-309 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HEJE-17 53/64733-00-310 05/01/03 K-6 2,600,977 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMGA-1 53/64733-00-316 05/01/03 7-8 4,791,892 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMGA-2 53/64733-00-317 05/01/03 7-8 2,399,479 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMGA-3 53/64733-00-318 05/01/03 7-8 2,433,272 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES HMGA-4 53/64733-00-319 05/01/03 7-8 2,399,479 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BMNH-11 53/64733-00-321 05/01/03 7-8 1,644,439 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BEPO-6 53/64733-00-327 05/01/03 K-6 3,155,946 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BEPO-7 53/64733-00-328 05/01/03 K-6 3,155,946 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BEPO-2 53/64733-00-331 05/01/03 K-6 3,155,946 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BEPO-3 53/64733-00-332 05/01/03 K-6 3,155,946 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BEPO-4 53/64733-00-333 05/01/03 K-6 3,155,946 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BEPO-5 53/64733-00-334 05/01/03 K-6 3,155,946 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BESF-1 53/64733-00-335 05/01/03 K-6 2,183,988 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BESF-2 53/64733-00-336 05/01/03 K-6 2,183,988 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BESF-3 53/64733-00-337 05/01/03 K-6 2,183,988 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BESF-4 53/64733-00-338 05/01/03 K-6 2,183,988 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BHSF-1 53/64733-00-339 05/01/03 9-12 3,268,031 
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LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BHSF-2 53/64733-00-340 05/01/03 9-12 3,268,031 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BHSF-3 53/64733-00-341 05/01/03 9-12 3,268,031 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BHSY-1 53/64733-00-342 05/01/03 9-12 3,046,655 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BHSY-2 53/64733-00-343 05/01/03 9-12 3,046,655 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BHSY-3 53/64733-00-344 05/01/03 9-12 3,046,655 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BHSY-4 53/64733-00-345 05/01/03 9-12 3,046,655 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BHSY-5 53/64733-00-346 05/01/03 9-12 3,046,655 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BHSY-6 53/64733-00-347 05/01/03 9-12 3,046,655 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BHSY-7 53/64733-00-348 05/01/03 9-12 3,046,655 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED LOS ANGELES BHSY-8 53/64733-00-349 05/01/03 9-12 3,046,655 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES MONTEBELLO INTERMEDIATE 53/64808-00-016 04/29/03 7-8 4,296,055 

MONTEBELLO UNIFIED LOS ANGELES MONTEBELLO HIGH 53/64808-00-019 04/29/03 9-12 3,902,074 
GRAND TOTAL $887,324,470
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 (Rev. 1) 
REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 


State Allocation Board Meeting, October 24, 2007 


OFFICE OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION WORK PLAN FOR 

IMPROVING THE FINANCIAL HARDSHIP PROGRAM


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present an implementation plan that addresses the Macias Consulting Group’s (MCG) findings on the 
Financial Hardship (FH) Program.   

DESCRIPTION 

The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) hired MCG to conduct a performance audit of the FH 
Program and provide recommendations to improve administration of the program.  The State Allocation 
Board received the Consultant's findings and recommendations at its September 2007 meeting.  The 
attached work plan will implement those recommendations.   

RECOMMENDATION

 Accept the report. 

BOARD ACTION 

In considering this item, the State Allocation Board on October 24, 2007 accepted the report with the 
following to be added to the Advisory Panel: 

• FICMAT 
• Assistant Executive Officer 
• Fiscal Services Staff with the California Department of Education 



OPSC 


Work Plan for Improving the

Financial Hardship Program 


Contributors: 

Rob Cook: Executive Officer 

Lori Morgan: Deputy Executive Officer 

Dave Zian: Chief, Fiscal Services 

Lisa Silverman: Operations Manager, Fiscal Services 

Jason Hernandez: Audit Supervisor, Fiscal Services 



Work Plan for Improving the Financial Hardship Program 

Executive Summary 

The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) contracted with the Macias Consulting 
Group (MCG) to conduct a performance audit of the Financial Hardship (FH) Program.  The 
Macias consultants provided a number of recommendations to improve the program: 

1. Revamp the FH framework.
2. Establish training for applicants. 
3. Develop and implement program policies.  
4. Revamp worksheets and instructions. 
5. Establish information system safeguards. 
6. Implement process improvements and training. 

The OPSC will execute this work plan to implement these recommendations.  Adoption of 
several recommendations is complete or underway, but the full complement of 
recommendations will take several months and approximately $97,000 in one-time costs
and $44,000 in on-going costs to implement.  These changes will streamline and simplify 
the FH review process for OPSC customers, improve the integrity of the program, and 
ensure an equitable distribution of hardship funding to qualifying school districts.   

Recommendation #1: Revamp FH Framework 

Recommendations:
Establish an advisory panel comprised of Legislative Analyst Office (LAO) and 
Office of Statewide Audits and Evaluations (OSAE) representatives to prepare the 
framework for the revised model. Once established, the advisory panel will need to 
address the following issues: 

a. Propose revised FH Program regulations to review the overall fiscal health of the 
applicant. 

b. Establish key fiscal health ratios to be submitted by the applicant that show revenue 
availability, debt levels, liability levels, and operating margins.  The financial ratios should 
be based on the most recent audited financial statements and a current trial balance 
report. 

c. Develop an index of State and application contribution levels based on the fiscal health 
assessment of the applicant. 

d. Approve OPSC revamped FH Program instructions that provide guidance to the 
applicants on the FH certification program and funding allocation process. 

e. Establish performance requirements for the review of FH certification applications upon 
submission of complete applications (e.g., 30 or 60 days). 

f. Determine whether applicants should submit FH certifications for each project effectively 
eliminating the six-month effective period of the certification. 
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g. Seek an independent firm or expert to determine whether vulnerabilities exist within the 
revised model. 

Actions Needed for Recommendation #1:
Assemble Advisory Panel       Completed
Revamp FH model        Underway 
Beta test revised model        November 2007
Discuss the revised model at the Implementation Committee December 2007 
Follow-up discussion at the Implementation Committee     January 2008 
Independent evaluation of model      February 2008 
Revised regulations to State Allocation Board    March 2008 

Recommendation #2: Establish Training for Applicants

Recommendation:
Establish a formal FH training program for prospective applicants to be administered once 
a year.  This training program should include information pertaining to the application 
receipt, processing, and decision-making criteria used by OPSC reviewers. 

Actions Needed for Recommendation #2:
Establish Training for Applicants      June 2008 

Recommendation #3: Develop and Implement Program Policies  

Recommendations:
Develop policies and procedures that trigger OPSC mid-level and/or executive 
management resolution of issues raised by an applicant or by the OPSC reviewer’s analysis 
of the FH application.  These triggers could include the identification of excessive fund 
transfers to the applicant’s General Fund, restrictions found on certificates of participation, 
a school district’s utilization of legal services, and issues that require interpretation or 
application of regulations. 

Add a component to the FH Review Process to require OPSC reviewers to visit school 
districts when circumstances are warranted.  These circumstances can include unclear 
financial information, discrepancies found in the financial data, or the absence of 
supporting documentation on the FH application. 

Require mid-level managers to provide bi-monthly performance monitoring key 
performance metrics, such as the timeliness of the review process, adherence to internal 
controls and review outcomes of the FH review process (e.g., percent of withdrawals, 
denials, and approval rates). 

Establish an advisory panel comprised of LAO, OSAE representatives, OPSC mid-and 
executive-level management, and an independent auditor that meets monthly to validate 
the results of the FH certification review and provide approval of eligibility and funding 
contributions. 
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Actions Needed for Recommendation #3:
Establish program policies to elevate issues   Adopted Sept. 2007 
Establish policy for on-site reviews  Adopted Sept. 2007 
Establish bi-monthly performance monitoring Adopted Sept. 2007 
Advisory panel to review revised program and approve FH Upon adoption of 
applications         regulations 

Recommendation #4: Revamp the Application and Worksheets 

Recommendations:
Revamp the FH Checklist to reflect the revised review model, including updating 
instructions for each FH worksheet required. 

Actions Needed for Recommendation #4:
Revamp the current program FH checklist Adopted Oct. 2007 
Revamp the current program FH worksheets December 2007 
Update the revised program FH checklist/worksheets  Available upon 

       adoption of
      regulations

Recommendation #5: Establish Information System Safeguards 

Recommendations:
Restrict access to information systems so that upon completion of the review of an 
application, the record cannot be overwritten with information from another application.

Implement information system-edit checks to require OPSC reviewers to enter required 
database information. 

Add system tables to perform and validate contribution calculations for the application
and final expenditure report submitted by the school district at the completion of the 
construction project.

Actions Needed for Recommendation #5:
Establish information system safeguards for current program  January 2008 
Create new information program system for revised program      Available upon 

 adoption of 
 regulations  

Recommendation #6:  Process Improvements/Training 

Recommendations:
The FH files were put together in a manner that did not provide a full audit trail of data used 
in completing the FH funding analysis.  The FH review packages lacked cross-referencing, 
an index for the working papers, and there were no trail documenting when issues (e.g., 
high-level or policy issues) were elevated to management for recommendations.   
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Work Plan for Improving the Financial Hardship Program 

At the time of the external management review, there were no staff members on the FH
review team with outside audit experience. Staff with prior experience in accounting or 
financial auditing would better understand the concepts of analyzing financial data and 
what constitutes a complete audit.  Additionally, the OPSC does not have a formal training 
process for new and current staff members. 

Actions Needed for Recommendation #6:
Standardize format for FH review files Adopted Aug. 2007 
Transition of staff members with prior audit/accounting experience Adopted Sept. 2007 
Training in accounting and financial reviews Commencing 

November 2007

Resources Needed: 

� Contract with an outside consulting firm to review FH Program changes. 

Estimated one-time cost to assess the risk of the new program: $25,000 
Estimated one-time cost to develop training for OPSC reviewers: $8,000 

� Engage an outside audit firm to perform monthly reviews with the FH Committee. 

Estimated annual cost: $24,000 

� Multi-level training program for in-house staff.  

One-time cost to upgrade skill set of staff for FY 07/08: $17,000 
One-time cost to upgrade skill set of staff for FY 08/09: $38,000 
Estimated annual cost for on-going training: $20,000 

� Authorize overtime over the next two months to address the FH review workload. 
One-time cost: $9,000 

� Redirect and rotate School Facility Program auditors onto the FH review team. 
Estimated cost: Non-substantial 

Total Costs: 

� Total estimated implementation cost for these program improvements is $141,000.  This 
includes $97,000 in one-time costs and $44,000 in annual costs. 
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 


State Allocation Board Meeting, October 24, 2007 


GRANT ADEQUACY METHODOLOGY


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present an update on the Macias Consulting Group’s (MCG) development of the grant adequacy 
methodology. 

DESCRIPTION 

The MCG was hired by the Office of Public School Construction to conduct an independent analysis of the 
cost to construct schools today and to determine grant adequacy as part of the provisions under Assembly 
Bill 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Perata/Nunez).  The MCG has developed a proposed methodology 
to complete their analysis on the costs to construct schools, which was presented in a publicly noticed open 
meeting on October 5, 2007.  At the meeting, public comments were heard on the proposed methodology 
from the Grant Adequacy Ad Hoc Committee and a wide array of other interested parties.  In addition, 
written comments were accepted through October 10, 2007.  The MCG is present and will provide an 
update to the State Allocation Board. 

BOARD ACTION 

The State Allocation Board on October 24, 2007 requested Staff to address at a future meeting the 
transparency issue where the data which may be used in the analysis would have to be purchased directly 
from McGraw-Hill. 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, October 24, 2007 


LEGISLATIVE UPDATE


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To provide the State Allocation Board (SAB) with an update regarding recent legislation. 

BACKGROUND 

At the September 2007 meeting, the SAB requested information regarding the latest chaptered bills that relate 
to the programs administered by the SAB. 

STAFF COMMENTS 

The Attachment provides a summary of the chaptered bills and preliminary comments by Office of Public 
School Construction Staff.  It is not a comprehensive study of the bills’ ramifications and program implications.  
Comprehensive, program-specific evaluations are currently in progress. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Accept this report. 

The State Allocation Board accepted the report on October 24, 2007. 



ATTACHMENT 
State Allocation Board Meeting, October 24, 2007 

BILL SUMMARY PRELIMINARY COMMENTS 

AB 123 
(Nunez) 
Chapter 260 

Parklands: Westside Park. 
This bill authorizes the City of Huntington Park to transfer to the Los Angeles 
Unified School District up to 3.8 acres of parkland in Westside Park (in the City 
of Huntington Park, Los Angeles County) and the facilities on that land if certain 
conditions are met.  The bill requires, as one of the conditions, that the 
transferred property be used only for a school facility. 

This bill does not require any 
regulatory, or other, action from the 
State Allocation Board (SAB). 

AB 373 
(Wolk) 
Chapter 670 

Local government: community facilities improvement. 
This bill specifies that whenever the SAB shares in any part of the cost of 
school facilities, the ownership of those facilities and the real property that the 
facilities are located upon are held as provided in the Leroy F. Greene School 
Facilities Act of 1998, and would eliminate the requirement that the community 
facilities district make reductions in bonds or special taxes. 
The bill also provides that the resolution to incur bonded indebtedness may 
provide for cost sharing by the SAB and for appropriate adjustment of the 
principal amount of any bond issue or issues and of the rate and method of 
apportionment of any special tax. 

This bill does not require any 
regulatory, or other, action from the 
SAB. 

AB 641 
(Torrico) 
Chapter 603 

Developer fees. 
Existing law prohibits a local agency that imposes fees on a residential 
development for the construction of public improvements or facilities from 
requiring the payment of those fees until the date of the final inspection or the 
date the certificate of occupancy is issued, whichever comes first.  The agency 
can require the payment of the fees earlier when either 1) the agency has 
established an account and appropriated funds and has adopted a construction 
schedule prior to the final inspection, or 2) the fees are to reimburse the 
agency. 
This bill provides that the exemption mentioned above does not apply to low-
income developments, but it still applies to fees levied for school construction 
purposes. 

This bill does not require any 
regulatory, or other, action from the 
SAB. 

AB 1014 
(Bass) 
Chapter 691 

School facilities. 
This bill authorizes the SAB to supplement the cohort projection method with 
the following: modified weighting mechanisms developed and applied in 
consultation with the Demographic Research Unit of the Department of 
Finance, if the SAB determines that they best represent the enrollment trends 
of the district; and an adjustment to reflect the effects of changes in birth rates 
on kindergarten and first grade enrollment. 
The bill authorizes school districts to submit an enrollment projection for either 
a fifth year or 10th year beyond the fiscal year in which the application is made.  
A district that bases its enrollment projection on a high school attendance area 
may use pupil residence in that attendance area to calculate enrollment.  The 
SAB is authorized to adopt regulations to specify the format and certification 
requirements for a district that submits residency data. 

This bill requires the development 
and implementation of new 
regulations, calculations, and 
verification methods necessary to 
determine adjustments to the new 
construction baseline eligibility for 
districts. 

The Office of Public School 
Construction (OPSC) is developing 
a plan for the implementation of this 
bill. 

(Continued on Page Two) 



BILL SUMMARY PRELIMINARY COMMENTS 

AB 1368 
(Mullin) 
Chapter 334 

School bonds: school and community college districts. 
This bill authorizes a school district to issue notes that mature within a period 
not to exceed five years, extending the period from one year. 

The bill does not directly impact 
SAB programs. 

SB 13 
(Wyland) 
Chapter 519 

School facilities funding process: career technical education facilities. 
This bill requires the California Department of Education (CDE) to include the 
following questions in the application for new construction plan approval: "Does 
the project include a school that will have a career technical education 
component and classroom space to accommodate that career technical 
education program? If not, how will the school district meet the needs for career 
technical education of pupils housed by the proposed new school facilities? 
How is the need for vocational and career technical facilities, as required 
pursuant to Section 17070.955 of the Education Code, identified?" 
The bill also requires the CDE to maintain the answers in a publicly accessible 
manner and to provide a summary of the responses to the OPSC on a quarterly 
basis.  The OPSC shall post each summary on its Web site as soon as 
possible after receiving it. 

The bill requires the OPSC to post 
the summaries of the answers to the 
new questions on its Web site after 
receiving the summaries from the 
CDE. 

SB 132 
(Senate 
Education 
Committee) 
Chapter 730 

Education. 
This bill makes various clarifying and technical changes to the Education Code 
and also deletes obsolete provisions from the Code. 
Among the changes is the repeal of the January 1, 2008 sunset date regarding 
the annual new construction grant increase of seven percent for elementary 
and middle school pupil grants and four percent for high school pupils grants 

This bill extends the new 
construction per-pupil grant 
increases beyond January 1, 2008 
to provide additional funding for new 
construction projects. 

SB 614 
(Simitian) 
Chapter 471 

Public works: design-build contracts. 
This bill lowers from $10 million to $2.5 million the contract amount for the 
design and construction of a school facility in order for a district to be eligible to 
enter into a design-build contract.  This authority is extended from 
January 1, 2010 to January 1, 2014. 
The bill prohibits retention proceeds withheld by the district from the design-
build entity to exceed five percent if a performance and payment bond is 
required in the solicitation of bids. 

This bill expands and extends 
opportunities for school districts to 
enter into design-build contracts. 

This bill does not require any 
regulatory, or other, action from the 
SAB. 
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, October 24, 2007 


RESCISSION OF SCHOOL FACILITIES 

NEEDS ASSESSMENT GRANTS


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To present School Facilities Needs Assessment Grant Program (Program) apportionments for rescission. 

BACKGROUND 

Senate Bill 6, Chapter 899, Statutes of 2004 (Alpert) established the Program and appropriated $25 million 
for eligible schools to perform a one-time comprehensive assessment of school facilities needs.  Pursuant to 
Education Code (EC) Section 17592.70(b), eligible schools were defined as school sites ranked in deciles 
one to three, inclusive, on the 2003 base Academic Performance Index (API) for each school newly 
constructed prior to January 1, 2000.  

Pursuant to EC Section 17592.70(b), the California Department of Education (CDE) published a list of 
schools ranked in deciles one to three, inclusive, based on the 2003 base API.  This list of schools was 
utilized to apportion funds to eligible districts at the February 2005 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting. 
However, the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) developed a certification process that served as 
a mechanism to identify any schools that did not qualify for the assessment based on the year of 
construction of the facilities.  Districts were required to submit the certifications prior to any Program fund 
release; and, any grants that were apportioned for ineligible sites were to be rescinded at a future SAB 
meeting. 

DESCRIPTION 

The districts listed on the Attachment (with one exception mentioned below) certified to the OPSC that the 
schools listed are not eligible to receive funding under the Williams Settlement Legislation as the schools 
were newly built after January 1, 2000.  Therefore, the Program apportionments for these school sites must 
be rescinded.  The list is comprised of 55 school sites located in 44 school districts with a total of $499,170 to 
be rescinded. These apportionments were never released to the districts, thus no funds are owed to the 
State. 

On the Attachment there is one exception.  The Kelseyville Unified School District received an 
apportionment for Gard Street Elementary School, which was closed effective September 7, 2004.  
Therefore, the District is not eligible to receive Program funding for this school site and the apportionment 
must be rescinded.  Since the funds were not released to the District, no funds are owed to the State. 

AUTHORITY 

EC Section 17592.70(b) provides for Program funds to be awarded to districts on behalf of school sites 
ranked in deciles one to three, inclusive, on the 2003 base API for each newly constructed prior to  
January 1, 2000. 

Program Regulation Section 1859.311(b) states “…a school site meeting all of the following is eligible for the 
School Facilities Needs Assessment Grant Program: 
(a) The school was identified on the list published by the CDE pursuant to EC Section 17592.70(b). 
(b) The school was newly constructed prior to January 1, 2000.” 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS 

The districts have certified that the schools listed on the Attachment were ineligible for its Program 
apportionment.  All districts have agreed that the apportionments on the Attachment should be rescinded. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Rescind the apportionments, in the amount of $499,170, as listed on the Attachment. 

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on October 24, 2007. 



ATTACHMENT  

Rescission of School Facilities Needs Assessment Grants 
SCHOOL FACILITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT GRANT PROGRAM 


State Allocation Board Meeting, October 24, 2007 


District 
Code County District School Name 

Apportionment 
for the Site 

61259 ALAMEDA OAKLAND UNIFIED         International Community        $7,500 
61259 ALAMEDA OAKLAND UNIFIED         Rudsdale Academy $7,500 
61259 ALAMEDA OAKLAND UNIFIED         Urban Promise Academy $7,500 
61614 COLUSA PIERCE JOINT UNIFIED Johnson (Lloyd G.) Jr. High $7,500 
61697 CONTRA COSTA JOHN SWETT UNIFIED          Hillcrest Elementary $7,500 
61796 CONTRA COSTA    WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED       Lovonya DeJean Middle        $9,500 
62125 FRESNO COALINGA/HURON JOINT UNIFIED   Coalinga Middle $7,500 
62125 FRESNO COALINGA/HURON JOINT UNIFIED   Huron Middle $7,500 
62166 FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED          Greenberg (David L.) Elementary          $9,220 
62166 FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED          Terronez (Elizabeth) Middle    $11,050 
62265 FRESNO KINGS CANYON JOINT UNIFIED Citrus Middle $7,500 
63214 IMPERIAL       SAN PASQUAL VALLEY UNIFIED       San Pasqual Middle          $7,500 
64014 LAKE KELSEYVILLE UNIFIED      Gard Street Elementary $7,500 
64477 LOS ANGELES     EASTSIDE UNION         Cole (Gifford C.) Middle                 $10,190 
64725 LOS ANGELES     LONG BEACH UNIFIED Educational Partnership High (Ind.)       $8,020 
64733 LOS ANGELES     LOS ANGELES UNIFIED             Columbus Avenue Elementary        $7,500 
64857 LOS ANGELES     PALMDALE ELEMENTARY Buena Vista Elementary         $8,980 
64857 LOS ANGELES     PALMDALE ELEMENTARY       Golden Poppy $7,500 
64907 LOS ANGELES     POMONA UNIFIED         Pueblo Elementary $13,440 
64907 LOS ANGELES     POMONA UNIFIED         Village Academy High @ Indian Hill       $7,500 
65748 MERCED LIVINGSTON UNION            Livingston Middle $8,530 
65821 MERCED PLANADA ELEMENTARY Ceasar E. Chavez Middle $7,500 
65961 MONTEREY        ALISAL UNION ELEMENTARY Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Elementary   $7,500 
65961 MONTEREY        ALISAL UNION ELEMENTARY Loya (Oscar F.) Elementary $7,580 
66159 MONTEREY SALINAS UNION HIGH         La Paz Middle $10,730 
66423 ORANGE ANAHEIM CITY Mann Elementary $10,610 
66464 ORANGE CAPISTRANO UNIFIED          Kinoshita Elementary           $7,500 
66928 PLACER          ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH        Independence High (Alter.)            $7,500 
67124 RIVERSIDE MORENO VALLEY UNIFIED  Vista del Lago High             $16,750 
67199 RIVERSIDE PERRIS ELEMENTARY         Enchanted Hills Elementary $7,500 
67439 SACRAMENTO      SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED           Capital City (Independent Study)           $7,500 
67439 SACRAMENTO      SACRAMENTO CITY UNIFIED           Cesar Chavez Intermediate $7,500 
67710 SAN BERNARDINO FONTANA UNIFIED         Sierra Lakes Elementary $7,500 
67710 SAN BERNARDINO FONTANA UNIFIED         Ted Porter Elementary           $7,500 
67876 SAN BERNARDINO  SAN BERNARDINO CITY UNIFIED     Arroyo Valley High             $30,910 
68338 SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO CITY UNIFIED         Youth Opportunities Unlimited (Alt.)       $7,500 
68411 SAN DIEGO SWEETWATER UNION HIGH San Ysidro High          $11,570 
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Rescission of School Facilities Needs Assessment Grants 
SCHOOL FACILITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT GRANT PROGRAM 


State Allocation Board Meeting, October 24, 2007 


District 
Code County District School Name 

Apportionment 
for the Site 

68452 SAN DIEGO VISTA UNIFIED Vista Focus Academy             $7,500 
68676 SAN JOAQUIN     STOCKTON UNIFIED Huerta (Dolores) Elementary $7,500 
69195 SANTA BARBARA   GOLETA UNION ELEMENTARY          Isla Vista Elementary           $7,500 
69484 SANTA CLARA GILROY UNIFIED Eliot Elementary $7,500 
69666 SANTA CLARA SAN JOSE UNIFIED Empire Gardens Elementary   $7,500 
69666 SANTA CLARA SAN JOSE UNIFIED Ernesto Galarza Elementary          $7,500 
69666 SANTA CLARA SAN JOSE UNIFIED Mann (Horace) Elementary $7,500 
70581 SOLANO VALLEJO CITY UNIFIED             Mare Island Elementary         $7,500 
71134 STANISLAUS      KEYES UNION ELEMENTARY           Barbara Spratling Middle $7,500 
71217 STANISLAUS PATTERSON JOINT UNIFIED          Creekside Middle $10,820 
71902 TULARE EARLIMART ELEMENTARY Alila Elementary $7,500 
72546 VENTURA OXNARD UNION HIGH         Pacifica High   $28,700 
72561 VENTURA RIO ELEMENTARY            Rio del Norte Elementary               $7,570 
73619 MERCED GUSTINE UNIFIED         Gustine Elementary $7,500 
73932 KINGS REEF-SUNSET UNIFIED Tamarack Elementary           $7,500 
75077 SAN BERNARDINO  APPLE VALLEY UNIFIED Apple Valley Alternative Education        $7,500 
75390 SONOMA HEALDSBURG UNIFIED Fitch Mountain Elementary $7,500 
75572 STANISLAUS WATERFORD UNIFIED Waterford High $7,500 

Grand Total $499,170 
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
State Allocation Board Meeting, December 12, 2007

CLASS B CONSTRUCTION COST INDEX – EIGHT CALIFORNIA CITIES

PURPOSE OF REPORT

To review the current suitability of the Marshall and Swift (M&S) Eight California Cities Class B Index in order to 
determine the appropriate index to use for the annual adjustment to the School Facility Program (SFP) grants. 

DESCRIPTION

In January of each year, the SFP grant amounts are adjusted to reflect a particular Class B Construction Cost Index 
(CCI).  Prior to January 1, 2005, base grant amount adjustments were based on the M&S Ten Western States Index.  
At the March 2005 meeting of the State Allocation Board (SAB), Staff recommended that the Board adopt the M&S 
Eight California Cities Class B CCI for the 2005 Grant Amount Adjustment.  This recommendation was based on Staff 
research that demonstrated that this index more appropriately aligned the base grant amount adjustments with the 
California bidding climate and escalating construction industry costs.    

In response to Staff recommendations, the SAB approved the index of 1.3 for the M&S Eight California Cities 
Class B CCI, which represented a 12.07 percent increase for use on SFP applications approved on or after 
January 1, 2005.  The Board also recommended that the Class B CCI for the Eight California Cities be utilized for 
a period of two years (through January 2007), after which Staff will review the M&S Eight California Cities CCI in
order to determine that it is still the most appropriate index to utilize for the January 2008 CCI grant adjustment. 

AUTHORITY

Pursuant to Education Code Section 17072.10(b), “The board shall annually adjust the per-unhoused-pupil 
apportionment to reflect construction cost changes, as set forth in the statewide cost index for class B construction as 
determined by the board.”

As defined in Regulation Section 1859.2, the Class B CCI is a construction factor index for structures made of 
reinforced concrete or steel frames, concrete floors, and roofs, and accepted and used by the Board. 

STAFF COMMENTS

The SFP regulations require that the annual grant adjustments reflect construction costs set forth in only Class B 
indexes, and only M&S provides Class B construction cost indexes.  Staff contacted M&S regarding the possibility of 
purchasing data for additional cities in California, and determined that there is no historical data for California cities
other than those included in the Eight California Cities Class B Index, which measures 12 building material types and 
six trade labors of the eight following cities: Bakersfield, Eureka, Fresno, Los Angeles, Riverside, Sacramento, San 
Diego and San Francisco.   

It is important to note that all other Class B Indexes include cites from other states (or other countries).  Including 
additional data from any of those cities could only serve to dilute the California-specific data included in the Eight 
California Cities Index.  As the M&S Eight California Cities Index most closely corresponds to the school construction
costs in California, Staff concluded that this index sufficiently addresses the unique building environment in 
California.   

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 

Attachment A shows the projected approximate CCI increase/decrease for each of the above mentioned Class B 
indexes.  Attachment B is a graph illustration of the cumulative inflation percentages of the M&S Eight California 
Cities Class B Index compared to the Ten Western States Class B Index.  Attachment C is a bar chart of the 
yearly inflation rates of the M&S Eight California Cities Class B Index compared to the Ten Western States Class 
B Index.  The data shown on the attachments are calculated using actual data for both indices.   If the SAB adopts
the M&S Eight California Cities Class B CCI, the 2008 grant increase would be 2.07 percent, which is less than
the projected grant increase using the M&S Ten Western States Index which is 3.19 percent.  

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt the M&S Eight California Cities Class B CCI for to be used for annual grant adjustments until the SAB 
directs otherwise.  

 

BOARD ACTION

In considering this item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendation as modified to adopt the Marshall & Swift Ten Western 
State Class B Construction Cost Index for the 2008 adjustment.  The Board requested that the issue be revisited in one year.  In 
addition, the question was raised as to whether an appropriate index existed that measures the cost of school construction
versus other types of construction. 
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PROJECTED 8 CALIFORNIA CITIES GRANT INCREASE VS. 10 WESTERN STATES GRANT INCREASE 


Regulation 
Section 

Current [2007] 
Grants -      8 

California Cities 

2008 Grants -  8 
California Cities 

Grant Increase - 8 
California Cities 

Projected 2008 
Grants - 10 Western 

States 

Projected Grant 
Increase - 10 

Western States o
on

st
ru

ct
i Elementary 1859.71 $8,081 $8,248 $167 $8,339 $258 

Middle 1859.71 $8,546 $8,723 $177 $8,819 $273 
High 1859.71 $10,873 $11,098 $225 $11,220 $347 

 
N

ew
C

Special Day Class – Severe 1859.71. 
1 $24,066 $24,564 $498 $24,834 $768 

Special Day Class – Non-
Severe 

1859.71. 
1 $16,095 $16,428 $333 $16,608 $513 

iz
at

io
n 

Elementary 1859.78 $3,262 $3,330 $68 $3,366 $104 
Middle 1859.78 $3,450 $3,521 $71 $3,560 $110 
High 1859.78 $4,516 $4,609 $93 $4,660 $144 nr Special Day Class - Severe 1859.78. 

3 $10,391 $10,606 $215 $10,722 $331 

M
od

e

Special Day Class – Non-
Severe 

1859.78. 
3 $6,953 $7,097 $144 $7,175 $222 

State Special School – 
Severe 1859.78 $17,325 $17,684 $359 $17,878 $553 
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CUMULATIVE CONSTRUCTION COST INDEXES COMPARISON
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ANNUAL CONSTRUCTION COST INDEXES 
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0.77% 0.95% 0.63% 

1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 

Jan-98 Jan-99 Jan-00 Jan-01 Jan-02 Jan-03 Jan-04 Jan-05 Jan-06 Jan-07 Jan-08 

M&S CCI % 10 W. STATES CLASS B 0.0% 0.77% 4.58% 2.92% 1.42% 2.10% 3.42% 11.26% 3.57% 8.05% 3.19%

 M&S CCI % 8 CAL. CITIES CLASS B 0.00% 0.63% 5.00% 0.95% 1.89% 1.85% 5.45% 12.07% 4.62% 6.62% 2.07% 
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DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM FUNDING 

 
 
PURPOSE OF REPORT 
  

To apportion funds for the Deferred Maintenance Program (DMP). 
 

DESCRIPTION 
 

The State Allocation Board (SAB) apportions funds annually for the DMP.  The funding for the program is made 
available by the following funding sources: the Budget Act, any excess repayments from the former State School 
Building Aid Program (SSBAP), State School Site Utilization funds, and unallocated DMP funds from the previous year.  
The chart on the following page will provide more detail regarding these funding sources.  
 

BACKGROUND 
 
The DMP provides State matching funds on a dollar-for-dollar basis and on a prorated basis when funding is 
insufficient.  These funds provide assistance to school districts for major repair or replacement of existing school 
building components.  An annual apportionment is provided to districts for work on their deferred maintenance five-year 
plan, which is a projection of deferred maintenance work to be performed on a district wide basis over the next five 
years.  The SAB may also reserve up to ten percent of the funds available in the Deferred Maintenance Fund (DMF) to 
fund extreme hardship projects.  An extreme hardship apportionment is provided if the district has a critical project on 
the five-year plan that must be completed within one year due to health and safety reasons.  
 
The DMP receives its funding annually and in recent years the program funding has mainly relied on the funds provided 
through the Budget Act.  In addition, funds made available as a result of close outs or unmatched DMP basic 
apportionments are included in the annual apportionment.  The amount of funding each district receives is based on a 
calculation detailed in Education Code (EC) Section 17584(a).  Districts that are approved for an extreme hardship 
project will receive 100 percent of their maximum basic apportionment. 
 

AUTHORITY 
 

EC Section 17584(c) requires the SAB to apportion specified funds for the DMP after December 1 of each fiscal year.  
EC Section 17080 provides that the SAB shall direct the State Controller to transfer the excess repayments from 
SSBAP to either the DMF or the Lease-Purchase Fund.  EC Section 17584(a) specifies the calculation which is used 
by the California Department of Education (CDE) to determine the amount of funding for each school district.  EC 
Section 17587 provides the SAB an option to reserve up to ten percent of the total DMP funds for extreme hardship 
projects and that the apportionments will be made at the same time as the basic apportionments. 
 

STAFF COMMENTS 
 

For the 2006/2007 Fiscal Year total requests for basic apportionment amount to $283,771,785.  Based on current 
funding available to the DMP and the amount of funds requested by school districts for extreme hardship projects, Staff 
is recommending that each district receive 91.09 percent of their maximum basic apportionment.  This leaves a 
remaining balance of $28,533,752 available for extreme hardship projects.  However, current requests for funding of 
new extreme hardship projects and increases to prior projects equal $42,074,491, leaving a balance of unfunded 
requests at $15,813,338.  Funding available for the DMP for the 2006/2007 Fiscal Year is as follows: 
 
 
 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 
 
      Amount Available      Amount Available            Total Amount 
 for Basic Apportionments   for Extreme Hardships   Available for Apportionment 
 
2007/2008 Budget Act $ 277,382,000   
Less Administrative Costs     (158,000)* 
Excess Repayments (State   
School Building Aid Program)     5,943,479 
Site Utilization     2,170,037 
Less Extreme Hardships (10%)         (28,533,752)     $         28,533,752 
Carryover from Previous Year                        1,904,825       _____________ 
Total Available $ 258,708,589     $         28,533,752         $      287,242,341 
 
Staff is recommending that each district receive 91.09 percent of their apportionment as detailed below for the amounts 
as calculated by the CDE and represented on the attached list. 
 
  Funding            Funding           Balance
 Available   To Be Provided   
 
Basic Apportionment $  258,708,589 $  258,704,522**         $          4,067 
Extreme Hardship $    28,533,752 $    26,261,153          $    2,272,599
Total $  287,242,341      $  284,965,675          $    2,276,666 

 
* Contingent upon verification by the Department of Finance. 
 

**Includes $2,438,748 to provide a 100 percent Basic Apportionment match for extreme hardship districts being funded 
on the Attachment. 

 
It is important to note that school districts with schools eligible to participate in the Emergency Repair Program must 
deposit an amount equal to the maximum basic grant to be eligible to receive funding from that program pursuant to the 
Emergency Repair Program Regulation Section 1859.328. 

 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

1.    Direct the State Controller to transfer excess repayments of $5,943,479 to the DMF pursuant to EC Section 17080. 
 

2.    Approve the transfer of the unallocated carryover funds from last year of $1,904,825 for allocation in the basic 
apportionment funding. 

 
3.    Approve and apportion the basic apportionment amount of $258,704,522 as shown on the Attachment. 

 
4. Approve and apportion the extreme hardship amount of $26,261,153 as shown on the Attachment. 
 
5. Approve a reservation of $2,272,599 for future extreme hardship projects. 

 
 
BOARD ACTION 
 
In considering this item, the Board approved Staff’s recommendations.  In addition, the Board requested that Staff 
present an item at a future State Allocation Board meeting once sufficient alternate funds become available to 
address the unfunded extreme hardship projects. 
 
 
 
 



STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING, DECEMBER 12, 2007
STATE SHARE APPORTIONMENT

DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM

ATTACHMENT
(2006/2007 FISCAL YEAR)

Extreme
Basic Grant Basic Grant Hardship

APP CDS# County School District Maximum (Non-Hardship @ 91.09%) Hardship @ 100% Grant

40- 61119 Alameda Alameda City Unified $454,605 $414,099
40- 10017 Alameda Alameda County Office of Education $249,610 $227,369
40- 61127 Alameda Albany Unified $154,546 $140,775
40- 61143 Alameda Berkeley Unified $432,873 $394,304
40- 61150 Alameda Castro Valley Unified $409,568 $373,075
40- 75093 Alameda Dublin Unified $213,845 $194,791
40- 61168 Alameda Emery Unified $44,355 $40,402
40- 61176 Alameda Fremont Unified $1,456,797 $1,326,996
40- 61192 Alameda Hayward Unified $1,109,107 $1,010,285
40- 61200 Alameda Livermore Valley Joint Unified $583,502 $531,511
40- 61218 Alameda Mountain House Elementary $3,383 $3,081
40- 61242 Alameda New Haven Unified $590,423 $537,816
40- 61234 Alameda Newark Unified $324,468 $295,557
40- 61259 Alameda Oakland Unified $1,956,955 $1,782,590
40- 61275 Alameda Piedmont City Unified $116,314 $105,950
40- 75101 Alameda Pleasanton Unified $642,562 $585,309
40- 61291 Alameda San Leandro Unified $403,066 $367,152
40- 61309 Alameda San Lorenzo Unified $514,444 $468,607
40- 75119 Alameda Sunol Glen Unified $11,597 $10,563

County Total $9,672,020 $8,810,232 $0 $0

40- 61333 Alpine Alpine County Unified $7,631 $6,951

County Total $7,631 $6,951 $0 $0

40- 10033 Amador Amador County Office of Education $45,212 $41,183
40- 73981 Amador Amador County Unified $188,768 $171,948

County Total $233,980 $213,131 $0 $0

40- 61382 Butte Bangor Union Elementary $5,909 $5,382

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 61408 Butte Biggs Unified $43,654 $39,764
40- 10041 Butte Butte County Office of Education $296,622 $270,192
40- 61424 Butte Chico Unified $535,201 $487,514
40- 61432 Butte Durham Unified $69,999 $63,762
40- 61440 Butte Feather Falls Union Elementary $2,742 $2,742 $340,364*
40- 61457 Butte Golden Feather Union $6,173 $6,173 $465,076*
40- 75507 Butte Gridley Unified $84,154 $76,655
40- 61499 Butte Manzanita Elementary $10,608 $9,662
40- 61507 Butte Oroville City Elementary $128,601 $117,142
40- 61515 Butte Oroville Union High $139,150 $126,751
40- 61523 Butte Palermo Union $54,722 $49,846
40- 61531 Butte Paradise Unified $186,538 $169,917
40- 73379 Butte Pioneer Union Elementary $7,459 $6,794
40- 61549 Butte Thermalito Union $60,674 $55,267

County Total $1,632,206 $1,478,648 $8,915 $805,440

40- 61556 Calaveras Bret Harte Union High $40,232 $36,647
40- 10058 Calaveras Calaveras County Office of Education $61,242 $55,785
40- 61564 Calaveras Calaveras Unified $149,805 $136,457
40- 61572 Calaveras Mark Twain Union Elementary $31,387 $31,387 $137,566*
40- 61580 Calaveras Vallecito Union Elementary $39,446 $35,931

County Total $322,112 $264,820 $31,387 $137,566

40- 10066 Colusa Colusa County Office of Education $45,805 $41,723
40- 61598 Colusa Colusa Unified $79,762 $72,655
40- 61606 Colusa Maxwell Unified $26,378 $26,378 $258,479*
40- 61614 Colusa Pierce Joint Unified $73,861 $67,279
40- 61622 Colusa Williams Unified $67,615 $61,590

County Total $293,421 $243,247 $26,378 $258,479

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 61630 Contra Costa Acalanes Union High $267,845 $243,980
40- 61648 Contra Costa Antioch Unified $863,532 $786,591
40- 61655 Contra Costa Brentwood Union $300,059 $273,323
40- 61663 Contra Costa Byron Union Elementary $67,087 $61,109
40- 61671 Contra Costa Canyon Elementary $4,969 $4,526
40- 10074 Contra Costa Contra Costa County Office of Education $392,137 $357,197
40- 61697 Contra Costa John Swett Unified $73,936 $67,348
40- 61705 Contra Costa Knightsen Elementary $21,580 $21,580 $527,848*
40- 61713 Contra Costa Lafayette Elementary $139,702 $127,254
40- 61721 Contra Costa Liberty Union High $245,584 $223,702
40- 61739 Contra Costa Martinez Unified $221,137 $201,433
40- 61747 Contra Costa Moraga Elementary $76,012 $69,239
40- 61754 Contra Costa Mt. Diablo Unified $1,573,897 $1,433,662
40- 61762 Contra Costa Oakley Union Elementary $187,693 $170,969
40- 61770 Contra Costa Orinda Union Elementary $103,692 $94,453
40- 61788 Contra Costa Pittsburg Unified $426,112 $388,145
40- 61804 Contra Costa San Ramon Valley Unified $991,035 $902,733
40- 61812 Contra Costa Walnut Creek Elementary $140,338 $127,833
40- 61796 Contra Costa West Contra Costa Unified $1,339,820 $1,220,442

County Total $7,436,167 $6,753,939 $21,580 $527,848

40- 10082 Del Norte Del Norte County Office of Education $51,078 $46,526
40- 61820 Del Norte Del Norte County Unified $156,785 $142,815

County Total $207,863 $189,341 $0 $0

40- 73783 El Dorado Black Oak Mine Unified $82,525 $75,172
40- 61838 El Dorado Buckeye Union Elementary $193,425 $176,190
40- 61846 El Dorado Camino Union Elementary $21,256 $21,256 $798,756*
40- 10090 El Dorado El Dorado County Office of Education $188,400 $171,613
40- 61853 El Dorado El Dorado Union High $318,835 $290,426
40- 61879 El Dorado Gold Oak Union $27,071 $24,658

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 61887 El Dorado Gold Trail Union $23,352 $21,271
40- 61895 El Dorado Indian Diggings Elementary $2,972 $2,707
40- 61903 El Dorado Lake Tahoe Unified $196,454 $178,949
40- 61911 El Dorado Latrobe $9,389 $8,552
40- 61929 El Dorado Mother Lode Union Elementary $65,182 $59,374
40- 61945 El Dorado Pioneer Union Elementary $20,044 $18,258
40- 61952 El Dorado Placerville Union Elementary $53,181 $48,442
40- 61960 El Dorado Pollock Pines Elementary $32,625 $29,718
40- 61978 El Dorado Rescue Union Elementary $158,806 $144,656
40- 61986 El Dorado Silver Fork Elementary $1,250 $1,138

County Total $1,394,767 $1,251,124 $21,256 $798,756

40- 61994 Fresno Alvina Elementary $8,971 $8,171
40- 62000 Fresno American Union Elementary $14,937 $13,606
40- 62026 Fresno Big Creek Elementary $2,837 $2,584
40- 62042 Fresno Burrel Union Elementary $5,462 $4,975
40- 75598 Fresno Caruthers Unified $86,511 $78,802
40- 73965 Fresno Central Unified $527,476 $480,477
40- 62109 Fresno Clay Joint Elementary $9,419 $8,579
40- 62117 Fresno Clovis Unified $1,529,877 $1,393,564
40- 62125 Fresno Coalinga/Huron Joint Unified $175,811 $160,146
40- 73809 Fresno Firebaugh-Las Deltas Unified $103,594 $94,363
40- 62158 Fresno Fowler Unified $89,852 $81,846
40- 10108 Fresno Fresno County Office of Education $674,867 $614,736
40- 62166 Fresno Fresno Unified $3,316,137 $3,020,669
40- 75234 Fresno Golden Plains Unified $79,571 $72,481
40- 73999 Fresno Kerman Unified $162,347 $147,881
40- 62265 Fresno Kings Canyon Joint Unified $395,409 $360,178
40- 62240 Fresno Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary $96,904 $88,269
40- 62257 Fresno Kingsburg Joint Union High $49,207 $44,822
40- 62281 Fresno Laton Joint Unified $44,725 $40,740
40- 75127 Fresno Mendota Unified $95,784 $87,249

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 62323 Fresno Monroe Elementary $8,785 $8,002
40- 62331 Fresno Orange Center $14,215 $12,948
40- 62356 Fresno Pacific Union Elementary $18,107 $16,493
40- 62364 Fresno Parlier Unified $142,073 $129,414
40- 62372 Fresno Pine Ridge Elementary $6,296 $5,735
40- 62380 Fresno Raisin City Elementary $12,027 $10,955
40- 75408 Fresno Riverdale Joint Unified $67,528 $61,511
40- 62414 Fresno Sanger Unified $329,382 $300,034
40- 62430 Fresno Selma Unified $273,844 $249,444
40- 75275 Fresno Sierra Unified $85,906 $78,251
40- 62513 Fresno Washington Colony Elementary $19,920 $19,920 $143,260*
40- 62521 Fresno Washington Union High $49,036 $44,666
40- 62174 Fresno West Fresno Elementary $36,379 $33,137
40- 62539 Fresno West Park Elementary $13,650 $12,433
40- 62547 Fresno Westside Elementary $12,233 $11,143

County Total $8,559,079 $7,778,304 $19,920 $143,260

40- 62554 Glenn Capay Joint Union Elementary $5,272 $4,802
40- 10116 Glenn Glenn County Office of Education $97,197 $88,536
40- 62570 Glenn Hamilton Union Elementary $20,471 $18,647
40- 62588 Glenn Hamilton Union High $15,894 $14,477
40- 62596 Glenn Lake Elementary $5,790 $5,274
40- 75481 Glenn Orland Joint Unified $93,209 $84,904
40- 62638 Glenn Plaza Elementary $6,051 $5,511
40- 62646 Glenn Princeton Joint Unified $11,298 $10,291
40- 62653 Glenn Stony Creek Joint Unified $6,466 $5,889
40- 62661 Glenn Willows Unified $73,978 $67,386

County Total $335,626 $305,717 $0 $0

40- 62679 Humboldt Arcata Elementary $32,229 $29,357
40- 62695 Humboldt Big Lagoon Union Elementary $2,242 $2,042

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 62703 Humboldt Blue Lake Union Elementary $7,599 $6,921
40- 62729 Humboldt Bridgeville Elementary $3,809 $3,469
40- 62737 Humboldt Cuddeback Union Elementary $5,406 $4,924
40- 62745 Humboldt Cutten Elementary $22,961 $20,915
40- 75515 Humboldt Eureka City Unified $238,753 $217,480
40- 75374 Humboldt Ferndale Unified $27,087 $24,673
40- 62794 Humboldt Fieldbrook Elementary $4,670 $4,253
40- 62802 Humboldt Fortuna Union Elementary $32,317 $29,437
40- 62810 Humboldt Fortuna Union High $48,720 $48,720 $813,247*
40- 62828 Humboldt Freshwater Elementary $10,953 $9,977
40- 62836 Humboldt Garfield Elementary $4,050 $3,689
40- 62851 Humboldt Green Point Elementary $842 $766
40- 10124 Humboldt Humboldt County Office of Education $129,230 $117,715
40- 62885 Humboldt Hydesville Elementary $6,525 $5,943
40- 62893 Humboldt Jacoby Creek Elementary $17,554 $15,989
40- 62901 Humboldt Klamath-Trinity Joint Unified $56,912 $51,841
40- 62919 Humboldt Kneeland Elementary $2,727 $2,484
40- 62927 Humboldt Loleta Union Elementary $7,088 $6,456
40- 62935 Humboldt Maple Creek Elementary $943 $858
40- 75382 Humboldt Mattole Unified $4,204 $3,829
40- 62950 Humboldt McKinleyville Union Elementary $55,186 $50,268
40- 62687 Humboldt Northern Humboldt Union High $84,979 $77,407
40- 62968 Humboldt Orick Elementary $4,999 $4,553
40- 62976 Humboldt Pacific Union Elementary $19,048 $17,350
40- 62984 Humboldt Peninsula Union Elementary $4,313 $3,928
40- 63008 Humboldt Rio Dell Elementary $11,849 $11,849 $53,032*
40- 63016 Humboldt Rohnerville Elementary $27,462 $27,462 $82,108*
40- 63024 Humboldt Scotia Union Elementary $11,824 $10,770
40- 63032 Humboldt South Bay Union Elementary $16,747 $15,254
40- 63040 Humboldt Southern Humboldt Joint Unified $51,453 $46,868
40- 63057 Humboldt Trinidad Union Elementary $4,965 $4,965 $805,114*

County Total $959,646 $789,416 $92,996 $1,753,501

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 63073 Imperial Brawley Elementary $158,142 $144,051
40- 63081 Imperial Brawley Union High $90,321 $90,321 $644,298*
40- 63099 Imperial Calexico Unified $407,080 $370,809
40- 63107 Imperial Calipatria Unified $72,936 $66,437
40- 63115 Imperial Central Union High $189,751 $189,751 $796,412
40- 63123 Imperial El Centro Elementary $254,927 $232,213
40- 63131 Imperial Heber Elementary $31,446 $28,644
40- 63149 Imperial Holtville Unified $80,937 $73,725
40- 10132 Imperial Imperial County Office of Education $284,687 $259,321
40- 63164 Imperial Imperial Unified $126,722 $115,431
40- 63172 Imperial Magnolia Union Elementary $5,335 $4,859
40- 63180 Imperial McCabe Union Elementary $35,162 $32,029
40- 63198 Imperial Meadows Union Elementary $21,391 $19,485
40- 63206 Imperial Mulberry Elementary $5,993 $5,459
40- 63214 Imperial San Pasqual Valley Unified $42,942 $39,115
40- 63222 Imperial Seeley Union Elementary $23,729 $23,729 $915,708*
40- 63230 Imperial Westmorland Union Elementary $16,883 $15,378

County Total $1,848,384 $1,406,956 $303,801 $2,356,418

40- 63248 Inyo Big Pine Unified $11,877 $10,818
40- 63263 Inyo Bishop Joint Union High $33,478 $30,495
40- 63255 Inyo Bishop Union Elementary $58,177 $52,993
40- 63271 Inyo Death Valley Unified $4,881 $4,446
40- 10140 Inyo Inyo County Office of Education $45,855 $41,769
40- 63289 Inyo Lone Pine Unified $23,221 $23,221 $694,233*
40- 63297 Inyo Owens Valley Unified $4,842 $4,410
40- 63305 Inyo Round Valley Joint Elementary $5,372 $4,893

County Total $187,703 $149,824 $23,221 $694,233

40- 63313 Kern Arvin Union Elementary $131,493 $119,776

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 63321 Kern Bakersfield City Elementary $1,160,475 $1,057,076
40- 63339 Kern Beardsley Elementary $78,621 $71,615
40- 63347 Kern Belridge Elementary $1,871 $1,704
40- 63354 Kern Blake Elementary $1,323 $1,205
40- 63370 Kern Buttonwillow Union Elementary $16,682 $15,195
40- 63388 Kern Caliente Union Elementary $5,102 $4,647
40- 63412 Kern Delano Joint Union High $203,728 $185,575
40- 63404 Kern Delano Union Elementary $315,481 $287,371
40- 63420 Kern Di Giorgio Elementary $9,692 $8,828
40- 63438 Kern Edison Elementary $44,929 $40,925
40- 75168 Kern El Tejon Unified $72,523 $66,061
40- 63446 Kern Elk Hills Elementary $6,056 $5,516
40- 63461 Kern Fairfax Elementary $74,752 $68,091
40- 63479 Kern Fruitvale Elementary $136,415 $124,260
40- 63487 Kern General Shafter Elementary $11,644 $10,606
40- 63503 Kern Greenfield Union $341,098 $310,706
40- 10157 Kern Kern County Office of Education $816,104 $743,389
40- 63529 Kern Kern High $1,603,456 $1,460,588
40- 63545 Kern Kernville Union Elementary $39,534 $36,011
40- 63552 Kern Lakeside Union $58,829 $53,587
40- 63560 Kern Lamont Elementary $119,531 $108,880
40- 63586 Kern Linns Valley-Poso Flat Union $3,174 $2,891
40- 63594 Kern Lost Hills Union Elementary $23,549 $21,450
40- 63610 Kern Maple Elementary $11,338 $10,327
40- 63628 Kern Maricopa Unified $22,156 $20,181
40- 73908 Kern McFarland Unified $130,052 $118,464
40- 63651 Kern McKittrick Elementary $4,848 $4,416
40- 63669 Kern Midway Elementary $6,335 $5,770
40- 63677 Kern Mojave Unified $119,823 $119,823 $850,312*
40- 63685 Kern Muroc Joint Unified $96,508 $87,909
40- 63693 Kern Norris $117,938 $107,429
40- 63362 Kern Panama-Buena Vista Union $634,969 $578,393
40- 63719 Kern Pond Union Elementary $9,697 $8,832

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 63578 Kern Richland $127,761 $116,377
40- 73544 Kern Rio Bravo-Greeley Union Elementary $36,322 $33,085
40- 63750 Kern Rosedale Union Elementary $204,053 $185,871
40- 63768 Kern Semitropic Elementary $10,435 $9,505
40- 73742 Kern Sierra Sands Unified $237,813 $216,623
40- 63784 Kern South Fork Union $15,546 $14,160
40- 63776 Kern Southern Kern Unified $135,886 $123,778
40- 63792 Kern Standard Elementary $118,381 $107,833
40- 63800 Kern Taft City Elementary $89,609 $81,624
40- 63818 Kern Taft Union High $47,592 $43,351
40- 63826 Kern Tehachapi Unified $197,910 $180,276
40- 63834 Kern Vineland Elementary $38,039 $34,649
40- 63842 Kern Wasco Union Elementary $130,773 $119,121
40- 63859 Kern Wasco Union High $69,337 $63,159

County Total $7,889,183 $7,077,086 $119,823 $850,312

40- 63875 Kings Armona Union Elementary $40,453 $36,848
40- 63883 Kings Central Union Elementary $79,974 $72,848
40- 63891 Kings Corcoran Joint Unified $138,726 $126,365
40- 63909 Kings Delta View Joint Union Elementary $6,536 $6,536 $775,340*
40- 63917 Kings Hanford Elementary $228,778 $208,393
40- 63925 Kings Hanford Joint Union High $176,726 $160,979
40- 63933 Kings Island Union Elementary $10,542 $9,602
40- 10165 Kings Kings County Office of Education $133,756 $121,838
40- 63941 Kings Kings River-Hardwick Union Elementary $26,414 $24,060
40- 63958 Kings Kit Carson Union $17,776 $16,192
40- 63966 Kings Lakeside Union Elementary $17,224 $15,689
40- 63974 Kings Lemoore Union Elementary $131,636 $119,907
40- 63982 Kings Lemoore Union High $91,112 $82,993
40- 73932 Kings Reef-Sunset Unified $105,699 $96,281

County Total $1,205,352 $1,091,995 $6,536 $775,340

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 64014 Lake Kelseyville Unified $78,096 $78,096 $648,523*
40- 64022 Lake Konocti Unified $128,159 $116,740
40- 10173 Lake Lake County Office of Education $74,224 $67,610
40- 64030 Lake Lakeport Unified $72,097 $65,673
40- 64048 Lake Lucerne Elementary $12,680 $11,550
40- 64055 Lake Middletown Unified $72,506 $66,045
40- 64063 Lake Upper Lake Union Elementary $25,130 $22,890
40- 64071 Lake Upper Lake Union High $17,727 $16,147

County Total $480,619 $366,655 $78,096 $648,523

40- 64089 Lassen Big Valley Joint Unified $16,406 $14,944
40- 75036 Lassen Fort Sage Unified $11,701 $10,658
40- 64105 Lassen Janesville Union Elementary $19,586 $17,840
40- 64113 Lassen Johnstonville Elementary $10,322 $9,402
40- 10181 Lassen Lassen County Office of Education $51,228 $46,663
40- 64139 Lassen Lassen Union High $47,632 $47,632 $419,504*
40- 64162 Lassen Ravendale-Termo Elementary $741 $674
40- 64170 Lassen Richmond Elementary $8,817 $8,031
40- 64188 Lassen Shaffer Union $15,455 $14,077
40- 64196 Lassen Susanville $53,502 $48,734
40- 64204 Lassen Westwood Unified $22,183 $20,206

County Total $257,573 $191,229 $47,632 $419,504

40- 64212 Los Angeles ABC Unified $1,093,255 $995,845
40- 75309 Los Angeles Acton-Agua Dulce Unified $79,245 $72,184
40- 75713 Los Angeles Alhambra Unified $911,478 $830,265
40- 64246 Los Angeles Antelope Valley Union High $1,011,504 $921,378
40- 64261 Los Angeles Arcadia Unified $425,820 $387,879
40- 64279 Los Angeles Azusa Unified $554,101 $504,730
40- 64287 Los Angeles Baldwin Park Unified $897,847 $817,848

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 64295 Los Angeles Bassett Unified $327,650 $298,456
40- 64303 Los Angeles Bellflower Unified $692,658 $630,942
40- 64311 Los Angeles Beverly Hills Unified $232,010 $211,337
40- 64329 Los Angeles Bonita Unified $435,583 $396,772
40- 64337 Los Angeles Burbank Unified $664,351 $605,157
40- 64345 Los Angeles Castaic Union $151,515 $138,015
40- 64352 Los Angeles Centinela Valley Union High $362,567 $330,262
40- 64378 Los Angeles Charter Oak Unified $345,645 $314,848
40- 64394 Los Angeles Claremont Unified $321,034 $292,429
40- 73437 Los Angeles Compton Unified $1,337,376 $1,218,215
40- 64436 Los Angeles Covina-Valley Unified $731,577 $666,393
40- 64444 Los Angeles Culver City Unified $303,328 $276,301
40- 64451 Los Angeles Downey Unified $1,037,586 $945,137
40- 64469 Los Angeles Duarte Unified $189,114 $172,263
40- 64485 Los Angeles East Whittier City Elementary $381,217 $347,250
40- 64477 Los Angeles Eastside Union $118,619 $108,050
40- 64501 Los Angeles El Monte City $477,973 $435,385
40- 64519 Los Angeles El Monte Union High $651,555 $593,501
40- 64527 Los Angeles El Rancho Unified $544,139 $495,656
40- 64535 Los Angeles El Segundo Unified $133,478 $121,585
40- 64550 Los Angeles Garvey Elementary $274,566 $250,102
40- 64568 Los Angeles Glendale Unified $1,186,938 $1,081,181
40- 64576 Los Angeles Glendora Unified $337,595 $307,515
40- 64584 Los Angeles Gorman Elementary $4,182 $3,809
40- 73445 Los Angeles Hacienda La Puente Unified $1,439,498 $1,311,238
40- 64592 Los Angeles Hawthorne Elementary $398,284 $362,796
40- 64600 Los Angeles Hermosa Beach City Elementary $44,759 $40,770
40- 64626 Los Angeles Hughes-Elizabeth Lakes Union Elementary $17,110 $15,585
40- 64634 Los Angeles Inglewood Unified $770,869 $702,184
40- 64642 Los Angeles Keppel Union Elementary $127,477 $116,118
40- 64659 Los Angeles La Canada Unified $180,081 $164,035
40- 64667 Los Angeles Lancaster Elementary $651,069 $593,058
40- 64683 Los Angeles Las Virgenes Unified $501,225 $456,565

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 64691 Los Angeles Lawndale Elementary $263,630 $240,140
40- 64709 Los Angeles Lennox Elementary $283,637 $258,364
40- 64717 Los Angeles Little Lake City Elementary $212,335 $193,415
40- 64725 Los Angeles Long Beach Unified $3,994,945 $3,638,995
40- 10199 Los Angeles Los Angeles County Office of Education $3,505,792 $3,193,425
40- 64733 Los Angeles Los Angeles Unified $31,702,684 $28,877,974
40- 64758 Los Angeles Los Nietos Elementary $97,182 $88,523
40- 64766 Los Angeles Lowell Joint Elementary $136,935 $124,734
40- 64774 Los Angeles Lynwood Unified $803,548 $731,951
40- 75333 Los Angeles Manhattan Beach Unified $267,002 $243,212
40- 64790 Los Angeles Monrovia Unified $296,665 $270,232
40- 64808 Los Angeles Montebello Unified $1,690,053 $1,539,469
40- 64816 Los Angeles Mountain View Elementary $420,870 $383,370
40- 64832 Los Angeles Newhall Elementary $293,902 $267,715
40- 64840 Los Angeles Norwalk-La Mirada Unified $1,061,823 $967,214
40- 64857 Los Angeles Palmdale Elementary $938,946 $855,285
40- 64865 Los Angeles Palos Verdes Peninsula Unified $501,723 $457,019
40- 64873 Los Angeles Paramount Unified $725,034 $660,433
40- 64881 Los Angeles Pasadena Unified $909,303 $828,284
40- 64907 Los Angeles Pomona Unified $1,622,648 $1,478,070
40- 75341 Los Angeles Redondo Beach Unified $385,147 $350,830
40- 64931 Los Angeles Rosemead Elementary $140,390 $127,881
40- 73452 Los Angeles Rowland Unified $795,055 $724,215
40- 75291 Los Angeles San Gabriel Unified $231,594 $210,958
40- 64964 Los Angeles San Marino Unified $139,021 $126,634
40- 64980 Los Angeles Santa Monica-Malibu Unified $523,561 $476,911
40- 64998 Los Angeles Saugus Union Elementary $454,360 $413,876
40- 65029 Los Angeles South Pasadena Unified $179,155 $163,192
40- 65037 Los Angeles South Whittier Elementary $187,024 $170,360
40- 40196 Los Angeles Southern California ROP $126,028 $114,798
40- 65045 Los Angeles Sulphur Springs Union Elementary $245,462 $223,591
40- 65052 Los Angeles Temple City Unified $242,470 $220,865
40- 65060 Los Angeles Torrance Unified $1,169,042 $1,064,880

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 65078 Los Angeles Valle Lindo Elementary $55,489 $50,544
40- 73460 Los Angeles Walnut Valley Unified $690,214 $628,715
40- 65094 Los Angeles West Covina Unified $405,778 $369,623
40- 65102 Los Angeles Westside Union Elementary $356,336 $324,586
40- 65110 Los Angeles Whittier City $299,531 $272,842
40- 65128 Los Angeles Whittier Union High $649,663 $591,778
40- 65136 Los Angeles William S. Hart Union High $931,820 $848,794
40- 65151 Los Angeles Wilsona $85,186 $77,595
40- 65169 Los Angeles Wiseburn Elementary $90,365 $82,313

County Total $78,457,226 $71,466,644 $0 $0

40- 65177 Madera Alview-Dairyland Union Elementary $14,838 $13,515
40- 65185 Madera Bass Lake Joint Union Elementary $42,617 $38,819
40- 75606 Madera Chawanakee Unified $48,467 $44,148
40- 65193 Madera Chowchilla Elementary $75,760 $69,009
40- 65201 Madera Chowchilla Union High $43,928 $40,014
40- 75580 Madera Golden Valley Unified $80,637 $73,452
40- 10207 Madera Madera County Office of Education $165,259 $150,534
40- 65243 Madera Madera Unified $764,943 $696,786
40- 65276 Madera Raymond-Knowles Union Elementary $6,834 $6,225
40- 76414 Madera Yosemite Unified $105,727 $96,306

County Total $1,349,010 $1,228,808 $0 $0

40- 65300 Marin Bolinas-Stinson Union Elementary $5,037 $4,588
40- 65318 Marin Dixie Elementary $75,444 $68,721
40- 65334 Marin Kentfield Elementary $41,943 $38,205
40- 65342 Marin Laguna Joint Elementary $2,114 $1,925
40- 65359 Marin Lagunitas Elementary $12,613 $11,489
40- 65367 Marin Larkspur Elementary $46,552 $42,404
40- 65375 Marin Lincoln Elementary $869 $791
40- 10215 Marin Marin County Office of Education $209,104 $190,472

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 65391 Marin Mill Valley Elementary $96,294 $87,714
40- 65409 Marin Nicasio Elementary $4,829 $4,398
40- 65417 Marin Novato Unified $309,765 $282,164
40- 65425 Marin Reed Union Elementary $44,380 $40,425
40- 65433 Marin Ross Elementary $16,239 $14,792
40- 75002 Marin Ross Valley $73,845 $67,265
40- 65458 Marin San Rafael City Elementary $148,472 $135,243
40- 65466 Marin San Rafael City High $91,506 $83,352
40- 65474 Marin Sausalito Elementary $7,014 $6,389
40- 73361 Marin Shoreline Unified $36,318 $36,318 $386,058*
40- 65482 Marin Tamalpais Union High $186,796 $170,152
40- 65516 Marin Union Joint Elementary $1,161 $1,057

County Total $1,410,295 $1,251,546 $36,318 $386,058

40- 10223 Mariposa Mariposa County Office of Education $14,268 $12,996
40- 65532 Mariposa Mariposa County Unified $98,116 $89,373

County Total $112,384 $102,369 $0 $0

40- 65540 Mendocino Anderson Valley Unified $33,142 $30,189
40- 65557 Mendocino Arena Union Elementary $8,279 $7,541
40- 65565 Mendocino Fort Bragg Unified $78,126 $78,126 $1,153,630*
40- 73916 Mendocino Laytonville Unified $25,508 $23,235
40- 75218 Mendocino Leggett Valley Unified $10,182 $9,274
40- 65573 Mendocino Manchester Union Elementary $5,429 $4,945
40- 10231 Mendocino Mendocino County Office of Education $141,200 $128,619
40- 65581 Mendocino Mendocino Unified $46,640 $46,640 $1,347,545*
40- 65599 Mendocino Point Arena Joint Union High $13,891 $12,653
40- 73866 Mendocino Potter Valley Community Unified $16,445 $14,979
40- 65607 Mendocino Round Valley Unified $21,013 $19,140
40- 65615 Mendocino Ukiah Unified $265,428 $241,778
40- 65623 Mendocino Willits Unified $80,441 $73,273

*  ADA less than 2,501
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County Total $745,724 $565,626 $124,766 $2,501,175

40- 65631 Merced Atwater Elementary $195,647 $178,214
40- 65649 Merced Ballico-Cressey Elementary $14,481 $13,190
40- 75366 Merced Delhi Unified $107,268 $97,710
40- 75317 Merced Dos Palos-Oro Loma Joint Unified $112,230 $102,230
40- 65680 Merced El Nido Elementary $9,232 $8,409
40- 73619 Merced Gustine Unified $81,222 $73,985
40- 65698 Merced Hilmar Unified $97,448 $88,765
40- 65722 Merced Le Grand Union Elementary $18,938 $17,250
40- 65730 Merced Le Grand Union High $23,901 $21,771
40- 65748 Merced Livingston Union $103,153 $93,962
40- 65755 Merced Los Banos Unified $350,324 $319,110
40- 65763 Merced McSwain Union Elementary $33,753 $30,745
40- 65771 Merced Merced City Elementary $448,662 $408,686
40- 10249 Merced Merced County Office of Education $343,605 $312,989
40- 73726 Merced Merced River Union Elementary $8,764 $7,983
40- 65789 Merced Merced Union High $449,663 $409,598
40- 65813 Merced Plainsburg Union Elementary $6,364 $5,796
40- 65821 Merced Planada Elementary $33,711 $30,707
40- 65839 Merced Snelling-Merced Falls Union Elementary $6,124 $5,578
40- 65862 Merced Weaver Union Elementary $87,872 $80,042
40- 65870 Merced Winton Elementary $76,275 $69,478

County Total $2,608,637 $2,376,198 $0 $0

40- 10256 Modoc Modoc County Office of Education $41,090 $37,428
40- 73585 Modoc Modoc Joint Unified $54,865 $49,976
40- 65896 Modoc Surprise Valley Joint Unified $10,513 $9,576
40- 73593 Modoc Tulelake Basin Joint Unified $30,460 $27,746

County Total $136,928 $124,726 $0 $0

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 73668 Mono Eastern Sierra Unified $27,168 $24,747
40- 73692 Mono Mammoth Unified $66,003 $60,122
40- 10264 Mono Mono County Office of Education $35,901 $32,702

County Total $129,072 $117,571 $0 $0

40- 65961 Monterey Alisal Union Elementary $314,933 $286,872
40- 65979 Monterey Bradley Union Elementary $2,295 $2,090
40- 65987 Monterey Carmel Unified $105,100 $95,735
40- 65995 Monterey Chualar Union Elementary $14,091 $12,835
40- 75473 Monterey Gonzales Unified $98,020 $89,286
40- 66027 Monterey Graves Elementary $3,151 $3,151 $132,970*
40- 66035 Monterey Greenfield Union Elementary $102,085 $92,989
40- 66068 Monterey King City Joint Union High $96,770 $88,147
40- 66050 Monterey King City Union Elementary $104,687 $95,359
40- 66076 Monterey Lagunita Elementary $6,063 $5,522
40- 66084 Monterey Mission Union Elementary $7,368 $6,711
40- 10272 Monterey Monterey County Office of Education $444,537 $404,928
40- 66092 Monterey Monterey Peninsula Unified $527,293 $480,311
40- 73825 Monterey North Monterey County Unified $217,334 $217,334 $522,290
40- 66134 Monterey Pacific Grove Unified $116,961 $106,539
40- 75150 Monterey Pacific Unified $1,218 $1,109
40- 66142 Monterey Salinas City Elementary $349,085 $317,981
40- 66159 Monterey Salinas Union High $694,279 $632,418
40- 66167 Monterey San Antonio Union Elementary $8,106 $7,383
40- 66175 Monterey San Ardo Union Elementary $5,248 $4,780
40- 66183 Monterey San Lucas Union Elementary $4,898 $4,461
40- 66191 Monterey Santa Rita Union Elementary $126,923 $115,614
40- 75440 Monterey Soledad Unified $175,433 $159,801
40- 66225 Monterey Spreckels Union $39,732 $36,191
40- 66233 Monterey Washington Union Elementary $42,296 $38,527

*  ADA less than 2,501
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County Total $3,607,906 $3,085,589 $220,485 $655,260

40- 66241 Napa Calistoga Joint Unified $49,352 $49,352 $126,647*
40- 66258 Napa Howell Mountain Elementary $5,784 $5,784 $664,546*
40- 10280 Napa Napa County Office of Education $111,130 $101,228
40- 66266 Napa Napa Valley Unified $654,474 $596,160
40- 66282 Napa Pope Valley Union $4,405 $4,012
40- 66290 Napa St. Helena Unified $84,975 $84,975 $208,382*

County Total $910,120 $701,400 $140,111 $999,575

40- 66316 Nevada Chicago Park Elementary $6,909 $6,293
40- 66324 Nevada Clear Creek Elementary $4,506 $4,104
40- 66332 Nevada Grass Valley Elementary $62,726 $57,137
40- 66340 Nevada Nevada City $55,128 $50,216
40- 10298 Nevada Nevada County Office of Education $53,771 $48,980
40- 66357 Nevada Nevada Joint Union High $173,124 $157,698
40- 66373 Nevada Pleasant Ridge Union Elementary $79,664 $72,565
40- 66381 Nevada Pleasant Valley Elementary $30,192 $27,501
40- 66399 Nevada Ready Springs Union $12,361 $11,259
40- 66415 Nevada Twin Ridges Elementary $7,662 $6,979
40- 66407 Nevada Union Hill Elementary $33,073 $30,126

County Total $519,116 $472,858 $0 $0

40- 66423 Orange Anaheim City $891,116 $811,717
40- 66431 Orange Anaheim Union High $1,513,427 $1,378,580
40- 66449 Orange Brea-Olinda Unified $265,377 $241,731
40- 66456 Orange Buena Park Elementary $264,148 $240,612
40- 66464 Orange Capistrano Unified $2,156,667 $1,964,507
40- 66472 Orange Centralia Elementary $217,519 $198,138
40- 66480 Orange Cypress Elementary $188,633 $171,825
40- 66506 Orange Fullerton Elementary $587,742 $535,374

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 66514 Orange Fullerton Joint Union High $708,689 $645,544
40- 66522 Orange Garden Grove Unified $2,195,644 $2,000,012
40- 66530 Orange Huntington Beach City Elementary $287,019 $261,445
40- 66548 Orange Huntington Beach Union High $782,274 $712,573
40- 73650 Orange Irvine Unified $1,091,616 $994,353
40- 66563 Orange La Habra City Elementary $267,829 $243,965
40- 66555 Orange Laguna Beach Unified $119,392 $108,754
40- 73924 Orange Los Alamitos Unified $387,105 $352,613
40- 66589 Orange Magnolia Elementary $286,073 $260,583
40- 66597 Orange Newport-Mesa Unified $974,019 $887,233
40- 66613 Orange Ocean View Elementary $422,626 $384,970
40- 10306 Orange Orange County Office of Education $1,223,290 $1,114,294
40- 66621 Orange Orange Unified $1,179,218 $1,074,149
40- 66647 Orange Placentia-Yorba Linda Unified $1,129,157 $1,028,549
40- 73635 Orange Saddleback Valley Unified $1,500,454 $1,366,763
40- 66670 Orange Santa Ana Unified $2,381,352 $2,169,173
40- 66696 Orange Savanna Elementary $106,720 $97,211
40- 73643 Orange Tustin Unified $855,539 $779,310
40- 66746 Orange Westminster Elementary $425,067 $387,193

County Total $22,407,712 $20,411,171 $0 $0

40- 66761 Placer Ackerman Elementary $12,177 $11,092
40- 66779 Placer Alta-Dutch Flat Union Elementary $7,121 $6,486
40- 66787 Placer Auburn Union Elementary $108,648 $98,967
40- 66795 Placer Colfax Elementary $20,797 $18,943
40- 66803 Placer Dry Creek Joint Elementary $306,869 $279,526
40- 66829 Placer Eureka Union Elementary $178,247 $162,365
40- 66837 Placer Foresthill Union Elementary $25,452 $23,184
40- 66845 Placer Loomis Union Elementary $92,057 $83,854
40- 66852 Placer Newcastle Elementary $9,337 $8,505
40- 66860 Placer Ophir Elementary $8,236 $8,236 $874,809*
40- 10314 Placer Placer County Office of Education $221,672 $201,921

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 66894 Placer Placer Union High $242,541 $220,930
40- 75085 Placer Rocklin Unified $397,528 $362,108
40- 66910 Placer Roseville City Elementary $350,578 $319,341
40- 66928 Placer Roseville Joint Union High $363,372 $330,995
40- 66944 Placer Tahoe-Truckee Unified $179,022 $163,071
40- 66951 Placer Western Placer Unified $203,199 $185,093

County Total $2,726,853 $2,476,381 $8,236 $874,809

40- 66969 Plumas Plumas Unified $114,648 $104,432

County Total $114,648 $104,432 $0 $0

40- 66977 Riverside Alvord Unified $813,704 $741,202
40- 66985 Riverside Banning Unified $195,824 $178,376
40- 66993 Riverside Beaumont Unified $246,396 $224,442
40- 73676 Riverside Coachella Valley Unified $683,337 $622,451
40- 67033 Riverside Corona-Norco Unified $1,960,825 $1,786,115
40- 67041 Riverside Desert Center Unified $1,793 $1,633
40- 67058 Riverside Desert Sands Unified $1,089,777 $992,677
40- 67082 Riverside Hemet Unified $908,522 $827,572
40- 67090 Riverside Jurupa Unified $869,818 $792,317
40- 75176 Riverside Lake Elsinore Unified $845,296 $769,980
40- 67116 Riverside Menifee Union Elementary $310,609 $282,933
40- 67124 Riverside Moreno Valley Unified $1,483,654 $1,351,460
40- 75200 Riverside Murrieta Valley Unified $830,603 $756,596
40- 67157 Riverside Nuview Union $66,834 $60,879
40- 67173 Riverside Palm Springs Unified $947,570 $863,141
40- 67181 Riverside Palo Verde Unified $148,613 $135,371
40- 67199 Riverside Perris Elementary $225,696 $205,586
40- 67207 Riverside Perris Union High $329,333 $299,989
40- 10330 Riverside Riverside County Office of Education $973,398 $886,668
40- 67215 Riverside Riverside Unified $1,827,099 $1,664,304

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 67231 Riverside Romoland Elementary $89,853 $81,847
40- 67249 Riverside San Jacinto Unified $319,619 $291,140
40- 75192 Riverside Temecula Valley Unified $1,102,637 $1,004,392
40- 75242 Riverside Val Verde Unified $702,073 $639,518

County Total $16,972,883 $15,460,589 $0 $0

40- 67280 Sacramento Arcohe Union Elementary $23,463 $21,372
40- 73973 Sacramento Center Unified $240,015 $218,629
40- 67306 Sacramento Del Paso Heights Elementary $79,940 $72,817
40- 67314 Sacramento Elk Grove Unified $2,500,591 $2,277,788
40- 67322 Sacramento Elverta Joint Elementary $13,621 $12,407
40- 67330 Sacramento Folsom-Cordova Unified $768,127 $699,686
40- 67348 Sacramento Galt Joint Union Elementary $183,754 $167,381
40- 67355 Sacramento Galt Joint Union High $94,338 $85,932
40- 67363 Sacramento Grant Joint Union High $597,073 $543,873
40- 75283 Sacramento Natomas Unified $369,328 $336,420
40- 67397 Sacramento North Sacramento Elementary $214,232 $195,143
40- 67405 Sacramento Rio Linda Union Elementary $400,946 $365,221
40- 67413 Sacramento River Delta Joint Unified $100,490 $91,536
40- 67421 Sacramento Robla Elementary $91,255 $83,124
40- 67439 Sacramento Sacramento City Unified $2,135,714 $1,945,421
40- 10348 Sacramento Sacramento County Office of Education $709,228 $646,035
40- 67447 Sacramento San Juan Unified $1,979,071 $1,802,735

County Total $10,501,186 $9,565,520 $0 $0

40- 75259 San Benito Aromas-San Juan $73,640 $67,078
40- 67454 San Benito Bitterwater-Tully Union Elementary $2,088 $1,901
40- 67462 San Benito Cienega Union Elementary $2,788 $2,539
40- 67470 San Benito Hollister Elementary $258,150 $235,148
40- 67488 San Benito Jefferson Elementary $1,761 $1,604
40- 67504 San Benito North County Joint Union Elementary $23,180 $21,114

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 67520 San Benito Panoche Elementary $646 $588
40- 10355 San Benito San Benito County Office of Education $67,069 $61,093
40- 67538 San Benito San Benito High $122,839 $111,894
40- 67553 San Benito Southside Elementary $10,360 $9,436
40- 67561 San Benito Tres Pinos Union Elementary $5,564 $5,068
40- 67579 San Benito Willow Grove Union Elementary $2,418 $2,202

County Total $570,503 $519,665 $0 $0

40- 67587 San Bernardino Adelanto Elementary $326,934 $297,804
40- 67595 San Bernardino Alta Loma Elementary $309,564 $281,981
40- 75077 San Bernardino Apple Valley Unified $600,057 $546,591
40- 73858 San Bernardino Baker Valley Unified $12,131 $11,050
40- 67611 San Bernardino Barstow Unified $286,832 $261,275
40- 67637 San Bernardino Bear Valley Unified $129,940 $118,362
40- 67645 San Bernardino Central Elementary $214,457 $195,348
40- 67652 San Bernardino Chaffey Joint Union High $1,127,467 $1,027,009
40- 67678 San Bernardino Chino Valley Unified $1,429,507 $1,302,137
40- 67686 San Bernardino Colton Joint Unified $1,015,127 $924,679
40- 67694 San Bernardino Cucamonga Elementary $118,777 $108,193
40- 67702 San Bernardino Etiwanda Elementary $511,558 $465,978
40- 67710 San Bernardino Fontana Unified $1,718,921 $1,565,765
40- 67736 San Bernardino Helendale $27,438 $24,993
40- 75044 San Bernardino Hesperia Unified $792,570 $721,952
40- 75051 San Bernardino Lucerne Valley Unified $57,657 $52,519
40- 67777 San Bernardino Morongo Unified $383,191 $349,048
40- 67785 San Bernardino Mountain View Elementary $143,449 $130,667
40- 67793 San Bernardino Mt. Baldy Joint Elementary $6,322 $5,758
40- 67801 San Bernardino Needles Unified $64,456 $58,712
40- 67819 San Bernardino Ontario-Montclair $1,089,486 $992,412
40- 67827 San Bernardino Oro Grande Elementary $5,346 $4,869
40- 67843 San Bernardino Redlands Unified $919,520 $837,590
40- 67850 San Bernardino Rialto Unified $1,229,874 $1,120,292

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 67868 San Bernardino Rim Of The World Unified $229,187 $208,766
40- 67876 San Bernardino San Bernardino City Unified $2,436,375 $2,219,293
40- 10363 San Bernardino San Bernardino County Office of Education $1,075,763 $979,912
40- 73890 San Bernardino Silver Valley Unified $105,935 $96,496
40- 73957 San Bernardino Snowline Joint Unified $341,459 $311,035
40- 67892 San Bernardino Trona Joint Unified $19,297 $17,577
40- 75069 San Bernardino Upland Unified $514,902 $469,024
40- 67918 San Bernardino Victor Elementary $460,910 $419,842
40- 67934 San Bernardino Victor Valley Union High $373,870 $340,558
40- 67959 San Bernardino Yucaipa-Calimesa Joint Unified $444,015 $404,453

County Total $18,522,294 $16,871,940 $0 $0

40- 67967 San Diego Alpine Union $97,756 $89,045
40- 67975 San Diego Bonsall Union Elementary $69,434 $63,247
40- 67983 San Diego Borrego Springs Unified $27,776 $25,301
40- 67991 San Diego Cajon Valley Union Elementary $722,885 $658,475
40- 68007 San Diego Cardiff Elementary $30,844 $28,095
40- 73551 San Diego Carlsbad Unified $429,736 $391,446
40- 68023 San Diego Chula Vista Elementary $920,629 $838,600
40- 68031 San Diego Coronado Unified $122,847 $111,901
40- 68049 San Diego Dehesa $8,397 $7,648
40- 68056 San Diego Del Mar Union $157,754 $143,698
40- 68080 San Diego Encinitas Union Elementary $244,399 $222,623
40- 68098 San Diego Escondido Union Elementary $804,417 $732,743
40- 68106 San Diego Escondido Union High $358,865 $326,890
40- 68114 San Diego Fallbrook Union Elementary $251,187 $228,806
40- 68122 San Diego Fallbrook Union High $127,372 $116,023
40- 68130 San Diego Grossmont Union High $1,073,323 $977,689
40- 68155 San Diego Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary $49,531 $45,117
40- 68163 San Diego Julian Union Elementary $17,237 $15,701
40- 68171 San Diego Julian Union High $19,648 $17,897
40- 68197 San Diego La Mesa-Spring Valley $585,904 $533,699

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 68189 San Diego Lakeside Union Elementary $177,289 $161,492
40- 68205 San Diego Lemon Grove Elementary $177,864 $162,016
40- 68213 San Diego Mountain Empire Unified $68,779 $62,650
40- 68221 San Diego National $260,571 $237,354
40- 73569 San Diego Oceanside City Unified $862,382 $785,543
40- 68296 San Diego Poway Unified $1,374,125 $1,251,690
40- 68304 San Diego Ramona Unified $287,343 $261,740
40- 68312 San Diego Rancho Santa Fe Elementary $35,530 $32,364
40- 68338 San Diego San Diego City Unified $4,885,737 $4,450,417
40- 10371 San Diego San Diego County Office of Education $1,202,768 $1,095,601
40- 68346 San Diego San Dieguito Union High $519,203 $472,942
40- 73791 San Diego San Marcos Unified $660,953 $602,062
40- 68353 San Diego San Pasqual Union $24,712 $22,510
40- 68379 San Diego San Ysidro Elementary $213,962 $194,897
40- 68361 San Diego Santee Elementary $285,032 $259,635
40- 68387 San Diego Solana Beach Elementary $115,005 $104,758
40- 68395 San Diego South Bay Union Elementary $364,528 $332,048
40- 68403 San Diego Spencer Valley Elementary $2,226 $2,027
40- 68411 San Diego Sweetwater Union High $1,915,172 $1,744,530
40- 68437 San Diego Vallecitos $10,520 $9,582
40- 75614 San Diego Valley Center-Pauma $189,182 $172,325
40- 68452 San Diego Vista Unified $1,009,828 $919,852
40- 75416 San Diego Warner Unified $15,749 $14,345

County Total $20,778,401 $18,927,024 $0 $0

40- 10389 San Francisco San Francisco County Office of Education $529,667 $482,473
40- 68478 San Francisco San Francisco Unified $2,167,343 $1,974,232

County Total $2,697,010 $2,456,705 $0 $0

40- 68486 San Joaquin Banta Elementary $12,434 $11,326
40- 68502 San Joaquin Escalon Unified $133,021 $121,168

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 68544 San Joaquin Jefferson Elementary $96,654 $88,042
40- 68551 San Joaquin Lammersville Elementary $33,390 $30,414
40- 68569 San Joaquin Lincoln Unified $357,585 $325,724
40- 68577 San Joaquin Linden Unified $103,766 $94,520
40- 68585 San Joaquin Lodi Unified $1,203,586 $1,096,346
40- 68593 San Joaquin Manteca Unified $1,003,518 $914,104
40- 68619 San Joaquin New Hope Elementary $9,414 $8,575
40- 68627 San Joaquin New Jerusalem Elementary $9,500 $8,653
40- 68635 San Joaquin Oak View Union Elementary $15,006 $13,668
40- 68650 San Joaquin Ripon Unified $122,125 $111,243
40- 10397 San Joaquin San Joaquin County Office of Education $538,946 $490,925
40- 68676 San Joaquin Stockton Unified $1,589,822 $1,448,168
40- 75499 San Joaquin Tracy Joint Unified $691,384 $629,781

County Total $5,920,151 $5,392,657 $0 $0

40- 68700 San Luis Obispo Atascadero Unified $221,336 $201,614
40- 68726 San Luis Obispo Cayucos Elementary $8,924 $8,128
40- 75465 San Luis Obispo Coast Unified $52,674 $47,980
40- 68759 San Luis Obispo Lucia Mar Unified $461,735 $420,594
40- 75457 San Luis Obispo Paso Robles Joint Unified $282,382 $282,382 $1,215,945
40- 68791 San Luis Obispo Pleasant Valley Joint Union Elementary $6,089 $5,546
40- 68809 San Luis Obispo San Luis Coastal Unified $342,180 $311,691
40- 10405 San Luis Obispo San Luis Obispo County Office of Education $160,279 $145,998
40- 68825 San Luis Obispo San Miguel Joint Union Elementary $20,459 $18,636
40- 68833 San Luis Obispo Shandon Joint Unified $21,632 $19,704
40- 68841 San Luis Obispo Templeton Unified $111,557 $101,617

County Total $1,689,247 $1,281,508 $282,382 $1,215,945

40- 68858 San Mateo Bayshore Elementary $17,751 $16,169
40- 68866 San Mateo Belmont-Redwood Shores Elem. $102,174 $93,070
40- 68874 San Mateo Brisbane Elementary $25,172 $22,929

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 68882 San Mateo Burlingame Elementary $99,924 $99,924 $672,201*
40- 68890 San Mateo Cabrillo Unified $144,401 $131,534
40- 68908 San Mateo Hillsborough City $59,916 $54,577
40- 68916 San Mateo Jefferson Elementary $264,054 $240,526
40- 68924 San Mateo Jefferson Union High $255,496 $232,731
40- 68940 San Mateo La Honda-Pescadero Unified $22,817 $22,817 $605,776*
40- 68957 San Mateo Las Lomitas Elementary $44,405 $40,448
40- 68965 San Mateo Menlo Park City Elementary $90,388 $82,334
40- 68932 San Mateo Pacifica $132,169 $120,392
40- 68981 San Mateo Portola Valley Elementary $28,225 $25,710
40- 68999 San Mateo Ravenswood City Elementary $132,131 $120,358
40- 69005 San Mateo Redwood City Elementary $335,619 $305,715
40- 69013 San Mateo San Bruno Park Elementary $112,262 $102,259
40- 69021 San Mateo San Carlos Elementary $23,067 $21,011
40- 10413 San Mateo San Mateo County Office of Education $470,390 $428,478
40- 69047 San Mateo San Mateo Union High $449,513 $409,461
40- 69039 San Mateo San Mateo-Foster City $422,766 $385,097
40- 69062 San Mateo Sequoia Union High $359,917 $327,848
40- 69070 San Mateo South San Francisco Unified $415,276 $378,274
40- 69088 San Mateo Woodside Elementary $19,853 $18,084

County Total $4,027,686 $3,557,005 $122,741 $1,277,977

40- 69104 Santa Barbara Ballard $5,512 $5,020
40- 69112 Santa Barbara Blochman Union Elementary $5,633 $5,131
40- 69138 Santa Barbara Buellton Union Elementary $30,558 $27,835
40- 69146 Santa Barbara Carpinteria Unified $116,138 $105,790
40- 69153 Santa Barbara Casmalia Elementary $2,214 $2,016
40- 69161 Santa Barbara Cold Spring Elementary $8,119 $7,395
40- 69179 Santa Barbara College Elementary $14,052 $12,799
40- 75010 Santa Barbara Cuyama Joint Unified $19,030 $17,334
40- 69195 Santa Barbara Goleta Union Elementary $158,806 $144,656
40- 69203 Santa Barbara Guadalupe Union Elementary $49,941 $49,941 $64,269*

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 69211 Santa Barbara Hope Elementary $60,009 $54,662
40- 69229 Santa Barbara Lompoc Unified $460,640 $419,596
40- 69237 Santa Barbara Los Alamos Elementary $9,992 $9,101
40- 69245 Santa Barbara Los Olivos Elementary $11,587 $10,554
40- 69252 Santa Barbara Montecito Union Elementary $18,118 $16,503
40- 69260 Santa Barbara Orcutt Union Elementary $199,433 $181,663
40- 10421 Santa Barbara Santa Barbara County Office of Education $327,872 $298,658
40- 69278 Santa Barbara Santa Barbara Elementary $197,386 $179,798
40- 69286 Santa Barbara Santa Barbara High $427,696 $389,588
40- 69310 Santa Barbara Santa Maria Joint Union High $306,410 $279,108
40- 69120 Santa Barbara Santa Maria-Bonita $535,362 $487,661
40- 69328 Santa Barbara Santa Ynez Valley Union High $47,884 $43,617
40- 69336 Santa Barbara Solvang Elementary $27,174 $24,752
40- 69344 Santa Barbara Vista Del Mar Union Elementary $6,948 $6,328

County Total $3,046,514 $2,729,565 $49,941 $64,269

40- 69369 Santa Clara Alum Rock Union Elementary $564,326 $514,044
40- 69377 Santa Clara Berryessa Union Elementary $358,321 $326,394
40- 69385 Santa Clara Cambrian Elementary $28,911 $26,335
40- 69393 Santa Clara Campbell Union Elementary $286,780 $261,227
40- 69401 Santa Clara Campbell Union High $362,776 $330,452
40- 69419 Santa Clara Cupertino Union $711,918 $648,486
40- 69427 Santa Clara East Side Union High $1,120,317 $1,020,496
40- 69435 Santa Clara Evergreen Elementary $569,349 $518,620
40- 69450 Santa Clara Franklin-McKinley Elementary $412,108 $375,389
40- 69468 Santa Clara Fremont Union High $458,158 $417,336
40- 69484 Santa Clara Gilroy Unified $398,085 $362,615
40- 69492 Santa Clara Lakeside Joint $7,016 $6,390
40- 69500 Santa Clara Loma Prieta Joint Union Elementary $27,551 $25,096
40- 69518 Santa Clara Los Altos Elementary $172,540 $157,166
40- 69526 Santa Clara Los Gatos Union Elementary $111,290 $101,374
40- 69534 Santa Clara Los Gatos-Saratoga Joint Union High $136,008 $123,889

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 69542 Santa Clara Luther Burbank Elementary $21,594 $19,669
40- 40360 Santa Clara Metro Ed. District JPA ROC/P $176,954 $161,187
40- 73387 Santa Clara Milpitas Unified $503,914 $459,015
40- 69567 Santa Clara Montebello Elementary $2,774 $2,526
40- 69583 Santa Clara Morgan Hill Unified $365,467 $332,903
40- 69609 Santa Clara Mountain View-Los Altos Union $213,668 $194,630
40- 69591 Santa Clara Mountain View-Whisman Elementary $184,272 $167,853
40- 69617 Santa Clara Mt. Pleasant Elementary $125,230 $114,072
40- 69625 Santa Clara Oak Grove Elementary $496,579 $452,333
40- 69633 Santa Clara Orchard Elementary $32,604 $29,698
40- 69641 Santa Clara Palo Alto Unified $472,113 $430,047
40- 69666 Santa Clara San Jose Unified $1,371,500 $1,249,299
40- 10439 Santa Clara Santa Clara County Office of Education $958,321 $872,934
40- 69674 Santa Clara Santa Clara Unified $654,588 $596,264
40- 69682 Santa Clara Saratoga Union Elementary $103,526 $94,301
40- 69690 Santa Clara Sunnyvale Elementary $253,823 $231,207
40- 69708 Santa Clara Union Elementary $188,346 $171,564

County Total $11,850,727 $10,794,811 $0 $0

40- 69732 Santa Cruz Bonny Doon Union Elementary $6,310 $5,747
40- 69757 Santa Cruz Happy Valley Elementary $6,054 $5,514
40- 69765 Santa Cruz Live Oak Elementary $83,910 $76,433
40- 69773 Santa Cruz Mountain Elementary $7,134 $6,498
40- 69781 Santa Cruz Pacific Elementary $7,440 $6,777
40- 69799 Santa Cruz Pajaro Valley Unified $782,017 $712,339
40- 69807 Santa Cruz San Lorenzo Valley Unified $115,491 $115,491 $585,760
40- 69815 Santa Cruz Santa Cruz City Elementary $104,919 $95,570
40- 69823 Santa Cruz Santa Cruz City High $229,147 $229,147 $1,305,949
40- 10447 Santa Cruz Santa Cruz County Office of Education $204,696 $186,457
40- 75432 Santa Cruz Scotts Valley Unified $116,439 $106,064
40- 69849 Santa Cruz Soquel Union Elementary $78,892 $71,862

*  ADA less than 2,501
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County Total $1,742,449 $1,273,261 $344,638 $1,891,709

40- 69856 Shasta Anderson Union High $99,667 $90,786
40- 69872 Shasta Bella Vista Elementary $18,029 $16,422
40- 69880 Shasta Black Butte Union Elementary $14,605 $13,303
40- 69914 Shasta Cascade Union Elementary $66,349 $60,437
40- 69922 Shasta Castle Rock Union Elementary $5,764 $5,250
40- 69948 Shasta Columbia Elementary $43,205 $43,205 $607,910*
40- 69955 Shasta Cottonwood Union Elementary $51,367 $46,790
40- 69971 Shasta Enterprise Elementary $145,897 $132,897
40- 69989 Shasta Fall River Joint Unified $74,652 $68,000
40- 69997 Shasta French Gulch-Whiskeytown Elementary $2,420 $2,204
40- 75267 Shasta Gateway Unified $131,667 $119,935
40- 70003 Shasta Grant Elementary $25,123 $22,884
40- 70011 Shasta Happy Valley Union Elementary $24,943 $22,720
40- 70029 Shasta Igo, Ono, Platina Union Elementary $5,103 $4,648
40- 70037 Shasta Indian Springs Elementary $1,792 $1,632
40- 70045 Shasta Junction Elementary $17,932 $16,334
40- 70052 Shasta Millville Elementary $9,366 $8,531
40- 73700 Shasta Mountain Union Elementary $6,060 $5,520
40- 70078 Shasta North Cow Creek Elementary $12,815 $11,673
40- 70086 Shasta Oak Run Elementary $4,544 $4,139
40- 70094 Shasta Pacheco Union Elementary $30,315 $27,613
40- 70110 Shasta Redding Elementary $146,899 $133,810
40- 10454 Shasta Shasta County Office of Education $147,888 $134,711
40- 70128 Shasta Shasta Union Elementary $6,256 $5,698
40- 70136 Shasta Shasta Union High $248,048 $225,946
40- 70169 Shasta Whitmore Union Elementary $3,389 $3,087

County Total $1,344,095 $1,184,970 $43,205 $607,910

40- 70177 Sierra Sierra-Plumas Joint Unified $32,640 $29,731

*  ADA less than 2,501
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County Total $32,640 $29,731 $0 $0

40- 70185 Siskiyou Big Springs Union Elementary $5,303 $4,830
40- 70193 Siskiyou Bogus Elementary $717 $653
40- 73684 Siskiyou Butte Valley Unified $18,960 $17,270
40- 70201 Siskiyou Butteville Union Elementary $5,964 $5,432
40- 70227 Siskiyou Delphic Elementary $4,122 $3,754
40- 70243 Siskiyou Dunsmuir Elementary $8,107 $7,384
40- 70250 Siskiyou Dunsmuir Joint Union High $9,265 $9,265 $384,426*
40- 70292 Siskiyou Forks Of Salmon Elementary $911 $911 $144,854*
40- 70318 Siskiyou Gazelle Union Elementary $4,118 $3,751
40- 70326 Siskiyou Grenada Elementary $5,741 $5,229
40- 70334 Siskiyou Happy Camp Union Elementary $5,783 $5,267
40- 70359 Siskiyou Hornbrook Elementary $3,559 $3,241
40- 70375 Siskiyou Klamath River Union Elementary $1,686 $1,535
40- 70383 Siskiyou Little Shasta Elementary $2,283 $2,079
40- 70409 Siskiyou McCloud Union Elementary $6,935 $6,317
40- 70417 Siskiyou Montague Elementary $7,677 $6,992
40- 70425 Siskiyou Mt. Shasta Union $30,093 $27,411
40- 76455 Siskiyou Scott Valley Unified $43,842 $39,935
40- 70458 Siskiyou Seiad Elementary $2,561 $2,332
40- 10470 Siskiyou Siskiyou County Office of Education $56,602 $51,558
40- 70466 Siskiyou Siskiyou Union High $34,039 $31,006
40- 70482 Siskiyou Weed Union Elementary $16,216 $14,771
40- 70490 Siskiyou Willow Creek Elementary $3,612 $3,290
40- 70508 Siskiyou Yreka Union Elementary $42,455 $38,672
40- 70516 Siskiyou Yreka Union High $39,265 $35,766

County Total $359,816 $318,475 $10,176 $529,280

40- 70524 Solano Benicia Unified $215,280 $196,098
40- 70532 Solano Dixon Unified $162,934 $148,416
40- 70540 Solano Fairfield-Suisun Unified $985,781 $897,947

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 10488 Solano Solano County Office of Education $248,625 $226,472
40- 70565 Solano Travis Unified $218,860 $199,359
40- 70573 Solano Vacaville Unified $568,603 $517,940
40- 70581 Solano Vallejo City Unified $777,785 $708,484

County Total $3,177,868 $2,894,716 $0 $0

40- 70599 Sonoma Alexander Valley Union Elementary $5,056 $4,605
40- 70615 Sonoma Bellevue Union Elementary $70,936 $64,615
40- 70623 Sonoma Bennett Valley Union Elementary $40,074 $36,503
40- 70649 Sonoma Cinnabar Elementary $9,706 $8,841
40- 70656 Sonoma Cloverdale Unified $65,544 $59,704
40- 73882 Sonoma Cotati-Rohnert Park Unified $299,247 $272,584
40- 70672 Sonoma Dunham $7,756 $7,064
40- 70680 Sonoma Forestville Union Elementary $25,688 $23,399
40- 70698 Sonoma Fort Ross Elementary $3,264 $2,973
40- 70706 Sonoma Geyserville Unified $15,086 $13,741
40- 70714 Sonoma Gravenstein Union Elementary $21,792 $19,850
40- 70722 Sonoma Guerneville Elementary $13,734 $12,510
40- 70730 Sonoma Harmony Union Elementary $12,179 $11,093
40- 75390 Sonoma Healdsburg Unified $106,146 $96,688
40- 70763 Sonoma Horicon Elementary $6,073 $5,531
40- 70888 Sonoma Kashia Elementary $728 $663
40- 70789 Sonoma Kenwood Elementary $6,896 $6,281
40- 70797 Sonoma Liberty Elementary $8,681 $7,907
40- 70805 Sonoma Mark West Union $61,971 $56,449
40- 70813 Sonoma Monte Rio Union Elementary $4,619 $4,207
40- 70821 Sonoma Montgomery Elementary $4,406 $4,013
40- 70839 Sonoma Oak Grove Union Elementary $11,995 $10,926
40- 70847 Sonoma Old Adobe Union Elementary $80,592 $73,411
40- 70854 Sonoma Petaluma City Elementary $83,577 $76,130
40- 70862 Sonoma Petaluma Joint Union High $253,415 $230,835
40- 70870 Sonoma Piner-Olivet Union Elementary $61,627 $56,136

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 70896 Sonoma Rincon Valley Union Elementary $114,132 $103,962
40- 70904 Sonoma Roseland Elementary $57,355 $52,244
40- 70912 Sonoma Santa Rosa Elementary $184,870 $168,398
40- 70920 Sonoma Santa Rosa High $513,986 $468,189
40- 70938 Sonoma Sebastopol Union Elementary $42,669 $38,867
40- 70953 Sonoma Sonoma Valley Unified $194,754 $177,401
40- 70961 Sonoma Twin Hills Union Elementary $26,528 $24,164
40- 70979 Sonoma Two Rock Union Elementary $7,158 $6,520
40- 70995 Sonoma Waugh Elementary $37,915 $34,536
40- 71001 Sonoma West Side Union Elementary $6,385 $5,816
40- 70607 Sonoma West Sonoma County Union High $105,512 $96,110
40- 71019 Sonoma Wilmar Union Elementary $9,153 $8,337
40- 75358 Sonoma Windsor Unified $161,871 $147,448
40- 71035 Sonoma Wright Elementary $61,598 $56,109

County Total $2,804,674 $2,554,760 $0 $0

40- 71043 Stanislaus Ceres Unified $429,220 $390,976
40- 71050 Stanislaus Chatom Union Elementary $30,323 $27,621
40- 71068 Stanislaus Denair Unified $72,574 $66,107
40- 71076 Stanislaus Empire Union Elementary $163,737 $149,148
40- 71084 Stanislaus Gratton Elementary $4,855 $4,422
40- 71092 Stanislaus Hart-Ransom Union Elementary $29,793 $27,138
40- 75549 Stanislaus Hughson Unified $89,036 $81,102
40- 71134 Stanislaus Keyes Union Elementary $33,523 $30,536
40- 71142 Stanislaus Knights Ferry Elementary $6,240 $5,684
40- 71159 Stanislaus La Grange Elementary $5,598 $5,099
40- 71167 Stanislaus Modesto City Elementary $747,770 $681,143
40- 71175 Stanislaus Modesto City High $627,337 $571,441
40- 73601 Stanislaus Newman-Crows Landing Unified $106,611 $97,111
40- 75564 Stanislaus Oakdale Joint Unified $208,764 $190,163
40- 71209 Stanislaus Paradise Elementary $6,097 $5,553
40- 71217 Stanislaus Patterson Joint Unified $193,556 $176,310

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 75556 Stanislaus Riverbank Unified $127,223 $115,887
40- 71233 Stanislaus Roberts Ferry Union Elementary $4,494 $4,093
40- 71266 Stanislaus Salida Union Elementary $142,322 $129,641
40- 71274 Stanislaus Shiloh Elementary $5,801 $5,284
40- 10504 Stanislaus Stanislaus County Office of Education $499,220 $454,739
40- 71282 Stanislaus Stanislaus Union Elementary $138,772 $126,407
40- 71290 Stanislaus Sylvan Union Elementary $333,492 $303,777
40- 75739 Stanislaus Turlock Unified $576,076 $524,747
40- 71324 Stanislaus Valley Home Joint Elementary $6,965 $6,344
40- 75572 Stanislaus Waterford Unified $77,924 $70,980

County Total $4,667,323 $4,251,453 $0 $0

40- 71357 Sutter Brittan Elementary $25,061 $22,828
40- 71365 Sutter Browns Elementary $5,943 $5,413
40- 71373 Sutter East Nicolaus Joint Union High $24,959 $24,959 $744,061*
40- 71381 Sutter Franklin Elementary $18,166 $16,547
40- 71399 Sutter Live Oak Unified $75,499 $68,772
40- 71407 Sutter Marcum-Illinois Union $6,153 $5,604
40- 71415 Sutter Meridian Elementary $7,087 $7,087 $508,271*
40- 71423 Sutter Nuestro Elementary $5,265 $4,795
40- 71431 Sutter Pleasant Grove Joint Union Elementary $7,034 $6,407
40- 10512 Sutter Sutter County Office of Education $163,539 $148,967
40- 71449 Sutter Sutter Union High $34,452 $31,382
40- 71456 Sutter Winship-Robbins $5,233 $4,766
40- 71464 Sutter Yuba City Unified $488,647 $445,108

County Total $867,038 $760,589 $32,046 $1,252,332

40- 71472 Tehama Antelope Elementary $26,857 $24,464
40- 71480 Tehama Bend Elementary $6,027 $5,489
40- 71498 Tehama Corning Union Elementary $83,205 $75,791
40- 71506 Tehama Corning Union High $43,811 $39,907

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 71514 Tehama Elkins Elementary $1,154 $1,051
40- 71522 Tehama Evergreen Union Elementary $41,313 $37,632
40- 71530 Tehama Flournoy Union Elementary $3,106 $2,829
40- 71548 Tehama Gerber Union Elementary $19,402 $17,673
40- 71555 Tehama Kirkwood Elementary $2,486 $2,264
40- 71563 Tehama Lassen View Union Elementary $12,023 $10,951
40- 71571 Tehama Los Molinos Unified $33,359 $30,386
40- 71589 Tehama Manton Joint Union Elementary $2,865 $2,609
40- 71605 Tehama Mineral Elementary $662 $603
40- 71613 Tehama Plum Valley Elementary $2,167 $1,973
40- 71639 Tehama Red Bluff Joint Union High $84,233 $84,233 $866,461*
40- 71621 Tehama Red Bluff Union Elementary $93,264 $84,954
40- 71647 Tehama Reeds Creek Elementary $6,478 $5,900
40- 71654 Tehama Richfield Elementary $9,780 $8,908
40- 10520 Tehama Tehama County Office of Education $103,686 $94,447

County Total $575,878 $447,831 $84,233 $866,461

40- 71662 Trinity Burnt Ranch Elementary $6,820 $6,212
40- 71670 Trinity Coffee Creek Elementary $1,004 $914
40- 71688 Trinity Cox Bar Elementary $1,345 $1,225
40- 71696 Trinity Douglas City Elementary $5,548 $5,053
40- 71738 Trinity Junction City Elementary $4,275 $3,894
40- 71746 Trinity Lewiston Elementary $4,945 $4,504
40- 75028 Trinity Mountain Valley Unified $24,024 $21,883
40- 73833 Trinity Southern Trinity Joint Unified $9,687 $8,823
40- 71761 Trinity Trinity Center Elementary $2,585 $2,354
40- 10538 Trinity Trinity County Office of Education $26,492 $24,131
40- 71779 Trinity Trinity Union High $22,730 $20,704
40- 71787 Trinity Weaverville Elementary $19,272 $17,554

County Total $128,727 $117,251 $0 $0

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 71795 Tulare Allensworth Elementary $4,586 $4,177
40- 71803 Tulare Alpaugh Unified $17,175 $15,644
40- 71811 Tulare Alta Vista Elementary $22,281 $20,295
40- 71829 Tulare Buena Vista Elementary $7,521 $6,850
40- 71837 Tulare Burton $124,754 $113,638
40- 71845 Tulare Citrus South Tule Elementary $3,812 $3,472
40- 71852 Tulare Columbine Elementary $8,798 $8,014
40- 71860 Tulare Cutler-Orosi Joint Unified $172,088 $156,754
40- 75531 Tulare Dinuba Unified $248,719 $226,558
40- 71894 Tulare Ducor Union Elementary $7,587 $6,910
40- 71902 Tulare Earlimart Elementary $81,388 $74,136
40- 71910 Tulare Exeter Union Elementary $83,820 $76,351
40- 71928 Tulare Exeter Union High $49,784 $49,784 $105,398*
40- 75325 Tulare Farmersville Unified $100,618 $91,652
40- 71944 Tulare Hope Elementary $5,874 $5,350
40- 71951 Tulare Hot Springs Elementary $1,937 $1,764
40- 71969 Tulare Kings River Union Elementary $22,277 $20,292
40- 71985 Tulare Liberty Elementary $10,017 $9,124
40- 71993 Tulare Lindsay Unified $161,404 $147,022
40- 72009 Tulare Monson-Sultana Joint Union Elementary $18,496 $16,848
40- 72017 Tulare Oak Valley Union Elementary $18,235 $16,610
40- 72025 Tulare Outside Creek Elementary $5,514 $5,022
40- 72033 Tulare Palo Verde Union Elementary $21,760 $19,821
40- 72041 Tulare Pixley Union Elementary $39,091 $35,607
40- 72058 Tulare Pleasant View Elementary $23,346 $21,265
40- 75523 Tulare Porterville Unified $589,771 $537,222
40- 72082 Tulare Richgrove Elementary $31,144 $28,369
40- 72090 Tulare Rockford  Elementary $15,932 $14,512
40- 72108 Tulare Saucelito Elementary $4,883 $4,883 $146,314*
40- 72116 Tulare Sequoia Union Elementary $14,669 $13,361
40- 72132 Tulare Springville Union Elementary $18,459 $16,814
40- 72140 Tulare Stone Corral Elementary $6,054 $5,514
40- 72157 Tulare Strathmore Union Elementary $32,154 $32,154 $870,783*

*  ADA less than 2,501



STATE ALLOCATION BOARD MEETING, DECEMBER 12, 2007
STATE SHARE APPORTIONMENT

DEFERRED MAINTENANCE PROGRAM

ATTACHMENT
(2006/2007 FISCAL YEAR)

Extreme
Basic Grant Basic Grant Hardship

APP CDS# County School District Maximum (Non-Hardship @ 91.09%) Hardship @ 100% Grant
40- 72173 Tulare Sundale Union Elementary $26,975 $24,571
40- 72181 Tulare Sunnyside Union Elementary $17,725 $16,145
40- 72199 Tulare Terra Bella Union Elementary $37,147 $33,837
40- 72207 Tulare Three Rivers Union Elementary $8,016 $7,301
40- 72215 Tulare Tipton Elementary $24,444 $22,266
40- 72223 Tulare Traver Joint Elementary $9,814 $8,939
40- 72231 Tulare Tulare City Elementary $355,453 $323,782
40- 10546 Tulare Tulare County Office of Education $497,377 $453,060
40- 72249 Tulare Tulare Joint Union High $244,936 $223,112
40- 72256 Tulare Visalia Unified $1,130,741 $1,029,991
40- 72264 Tulare Waukena Joint Union Elementary $9,050 $8,243
40- 72272 Tulare Woodlake Union Elementary $67,942 $61,888
40- 72280 Tulare Woodlake Union High $34,880 $31,772
40- 72298 Tulare Woodville Elementary $25,860 $23,555

County Total $4,464,308 $3,987,430 $86,821 $1,122,495

40- 72306 Tuolumne Belleview Elementary $7,883 $7,180
40- 75184 Tuolumne Big Oak Flat-Groveland Unified $32,288 $29,411
40- 72330 Tuolumne Chinese Camp Elementary $1,906 $1,736
40- 72348 Tuolumne Columbia Union Elementary $22,725 $20,700
40- 72355 Tuolumne Curtis Creek Elementary $30,290 $30,290 $1,021,090*
40- 72363 Tuolumne Jamestown Elementary $22,947 $20,902
40- 72371 Tuolumne Sonora $34,861 $31,754
40- 72389 Tuolumne Sonora Union High $71,584 $65,205
40- 72397 Tuolumne Soulsbyville Elementary $25,853 $23,549
40- 72405 Tuolumne Summerville Elementary $17,520 $15,958
40- 72413 Tuolumne Summerville Union High $25,355 $23,095
40- 10553 Tuolumne Tuolumne County Office of Education $44,861 $40,863
40- 72421 Tuolumne Twain Harte-Long Barn Union $20,818 $20,818 $825,628*

County Total $358,891 $280,353 $51,108 $1,846,718

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 72447 Ventura Briggs Elementary $18,385 $16,746
40- 73759 Ventura Conejo Valley Unified $971,821 $885,231
40- 72454 Ventura Fillmore Unified $157,136 $143,135
40- 72462 Ventura Hueneme Elementary $348,800 $317,721
40- 72470 Ventura Mesa Union Elementary $23,389 $21,305
40- 73940 Ventura Moorpark Unified $321,785 $293,113
40- 72504 Ventura Mupu Elementary $5,532 $5,039
40- 73874 Ventura Oak Park Unified $156,377 $142,443
40- 72512 Ventura Ocean View Elementary $107,617 $98,028
40- 72520 Ventura Ojai Unified $144,339 $131,478
40- 72538 Ventura Oxnard Elementary $689,436 $628,007
40- 72546 Ventura Oxnard Union High $694,543 $632,659
40- 72553 Ventura Pleasant Valley $297,195 $270,714
40- 72561 Ventura Rio Elementary $169,443 $154,345
40- 72579 Ventura Santa Clara Elementary $3,987 $3,631
40- 72587 Ventura Santa Paula Elementary $166,055 $151,259
40- 72595 Ventura Santa Paula Union High $71,262 $64,912
40- 72603 Ventura Simi Valley Unified $996,797 $907,982
40- 72611 Ventura Somis Union Elementary $19,625 $17,876
40- 10561 Ventura Ventura County Office of Education $404,748 $368,684
40- 72652 Ventura Ventura Unified $781,712 $712,061

County Total $6,549,984 $5,966,369 $0 $0

40- 72678 Yolo Davis Joint Unified $361,680 $329,454
40- 72686 Yolo Esparto Unified $54,931 $50,036
40- 72694 Yolo Washington Unified $286,394 $260,876
40- 72702 Yolo Winters Joint Unified $80,242 $73,092
40- 72710 Yolo Woodland Joint Unified $453,073 $412,704
40- 10579 Yolo Yolo County Office of Education $106,736 $97,225

County Total $1,343,056 $1,223,387 $0 $0

*  ADA less than 2,501
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40- 72728 Yuba Camptonville Elementary $4,755 $4,331
40- 72736 Yuba Marysville Joint Unified $390,558 $355,759
40- 72744 Yuba Plumas Elementary $27,328 $24,893
40- 72751 Yuba Wheatland Elementary $60,337 $54,960
40- 72769 Yuba Wheatland Union High $28,800 $26,233
40- 10587 Yuba Yuba County Office of Education $107,695 $98,099

County Total $619,473 $564,275 $0 $0

Grand Totals $283,771,785 $256,265,774 $2,438,748 $26,261,153

*  ADA less than 2,501



 
 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER STATEMENT 
State Allocation Board Meeting, December 12, 2007 

 
 
 
 

INCREASE OF NEW CONSTRUCTION APPLICATIONS 
 
Although funding applications can be filed on a continuous basis, the last day to submit a new construction 
funding request based on 2006/2007 enrollment data was October 31, 2007.  Funding requests received 
after this date must utilize 2007/2008 data.  The month of October brought its usual increase in new 
construction projects from districts submitting new construction funding applications prior to the end of the 
enrollment year.   
 
For the month of October, the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) received 116 new construction 
applications, a substantial increase to the average of 27 new construction funding applications received 
each month. 
 
SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM JOINT-USE REGULATIONS 
 
Proposed regulations to amend the SFP Joint-Use Program were presented at the November 2007 
Implementation Committee meeting and Staff anticipates that they will be presented to the Board at its 
January 2008 meeting. 
 
 
UPDATE ON CAREER TECHNICAL EDUCATION PROGRAM 
 
The final filing date for the Career Technical Education Program was October 31, 2007.  The OPSC 
received 183 applications representing a total of approximately $209 million.  The OPSC anticipates 
presenting these projects to the SAB in February 2008. 
 
 
OVERCROWDING RELIEF GRANT 
 
The final date for districts to submit an application for the Overcrowding Relief Grant for the first funding 
cycle is January 31, 2008. It is anticipated that the projects will be presented for funding at the  
April 2008 SAB meeting.  
 
 
2007 GREEN CALIFORNIA SCHOOLS SUMMIT AND EXPOSITION 
 
The 2007 Green California Schools Summit and Exposition was held on December 4-6, 2007 in Pasadena, 
CA. Two thousand people were in attendance.  The OPSC jointed with the California Energy Commission to 
present information on the High Performance Incentive Grant Program and with the Division of the State 
Architect to present on grid neutral schools.   



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER (Rev. 1) 
State Allocation Board Meeting, December 12, 2007 

GRANT ADEQUACY UPDATE 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To provide an update on the study on the adequacy of the new construction grant. 

BACKGROUND 

Assembly Bill (AB) 127, Chapter 35, Statutes of 2006 (Perata/Nunez) provided an increase to the new construction 
grant of seven percent for elementary and middle school projects and four percent for high school projects beginning 
July 1, 2006.  AB 127 also authorizes the State Allocation Board (SAB), beginning January 1, 2008, to annually 
increase the new construction per pupil base grant amount by up to six percent, or reduce it, by an amount 
determined based on an analysis of the current costs to build a school. Due diligence must be exercised in making 
this determination since an increase or decrease in the base grant can increase the spend rate of the bonds by tens 
of millions of dollars per year or negatively affect the ability of school districts to build schools.   

Collecting the Essential Data – the Project Information Worksheet 
Since the Passage of AB 127, Staff has been diligently developing a means of capturing data to conduct the analysis 
required by statute.  Staff has worked with the Grant Adequacy Ad Hoc Committee and the Implementation 
Committee since September of 2006 to create the Project Information Worksheet (PIW) – incorporating numerous 
comments regarding the type of data to collect and the best method of data capture.  This worksheet was then 
piloted to districts for their input and feedback.  The PIW was presented to the Board at the July, August, and 
September 2007 meetings and was approved by the Board at its September 2007 SAB meeting. Between July and 
its final adoption, the document was revised no fewer than 24 times – with each revision streamlining the document 
further.  The PIW and the corresponding regulations have not been approved by the Office of Administrative Law and 
again are being presented to the Board later in this agenda due to public comments submitted during the regulatory 
process.   

Methodology 
In order to meet the deadline for the statutorily required analysis, the OPSC contracted with the Macias Consulting 
Group (MCG) to develop a methodology and complete an independent grant adequacy study.  The MCG developed 
its methodology in consultation with the Legislative Analyst’s Office, the Division of the State Architect, the Office of 
Statewide Audits and Evaluations, and the education section of the Department of Finance.  The MCG has 
maintained regular methodology meetings with these advisors.  The methodology was then presented at a publicly 
noticed open meeting on October 5, 2007.  At the meeting, members of the Ad Hoc Committee, the Implementation 
Committee, and the public were given an opportunity to comment on the methodology.  The methodology was posted 
on the Office of Public School Construction website and the MCG also accepted written comments on the 
methodology until October 10, 2007.  The MCG presented its methodology to the SAB at the October 2007 meeting.  
Since that presentation, the MCG utilized actual soft cost data from OPSC close-out audits to adjust the McGraw-Hill 
database to account for project soft costs, such as architect fees, etc.  The MCG has continued its study on grant 
adequacy and will present its final findings at a future meeting.  

Providing Transparency 
The Legislative Analyst’s Office, as the nonpartisan fiscal and policy advisor to the Legislature, will be provided with 
the data sets so that an independent party can validate the study’s findings without violating licensing agreements.    

(Continued on Page Two) 
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AUTHORITY 

Education Code (EC) Section 17072.11(a)(3) states, “The board shall conduct an analysis of the relationship 
between the per-unhoused-pupil grant eligibility determined under this article and the per-pupil cost of new school 
construction for elementary, middle, and high school pupils.” 

Education Code (EC) Section 17072.11(b) states, “On or after January 1, 2008, the board shall increase or decrease 
the per-unhoused-pupil grant eligibility by amounts it deems necessary to cause the grants to correspond to costs of 
new school construction, provided that the increase in any fiscal year pursuant to this section shall not exceed 6 
percent.” 

STAFF COMMENTS 

At the October 2007 SAB meeting, the Board requested that an update on grant adequacy study be placed in this 
section of the agenda for discussion.  As previously mentioned, the grant adequacy study is ongoing and the MCG 
has not yet completed its analysis; therefore, this item does not contain a recommendation. 

BOARD ACTION 

In discussing this item, the Board requested that Staff continue to keep open lines of communication regarding the 
process being utilized and to provide updates to the Board. Additionally, the Board requested Staff to follow up with the 
County Superintendent of Schools for purposes of conducting a separate study on the costs to construct county schools. 



REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
State Allocation Board Meeting, December 12, 2007 

 
ADDITIONAL GRANT FOR GENERAL SITE DEVELOPMENT 

 
 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 

To request: 
1. Adoption of amendments to the School Facility Program (SFP) Regulations to extend the additional grant for 

general site development for one year. 
 

2. Authorization to file the proposed regulations on an emergency basis with the Office of Administrative Law 
(OAL). 

 
BACKGROUND 
 

A report was presented at the April 2006 State Allocation Board (SAB) meeting on the status of the Office of Public 
School Construction’s (OPSC) ongoing analysis of the SFP new construction grants to build complete schools.  As part 
of the analysis, the OPSC was requested to determine if the general site allowance was included in the base grant 
amount.  General site work includes but is not limited to: finish grading, on-site hard surfaced areas for foot traffic, 
driveways, walkways, outdoor instructional play facilities, permanent playground equipment, athletic fields, and 
landscaping.  The preliminary analysis resulted in discrepancies between the Lease-Purchase Program (LPP) and 
SFP; therefore, it was reasonable to conclude that general site development was not considered in the base grant.  As 
a result, during the discussion of this report, the SAB requested Staff to develop proposals on an additional grant for 
general site development.   
 
At the June 2006 SAB meeting, the Board approved regulations to provide an additional grant for general site 
development for new construction projects that are new schools or additions to existing sites where additional acreage 
is being acquired.  The regulations included a sunset date of January 1, 2008 unless otherwise extended by 
amendments adopted by the Board, in order to provide Staff time to complete a full analysis of the impact of the general 
site grant, the increase to the new construction base grant proposed in Assembly Bill 127, and the total SFP funding 
model. 
 

AUTHORITY
 

 Education Code Section 17072.12 states that the Board may provide funding for assistance in site development and 
acquisition.  The SAB’s Legal Counsel has opined that “because the SFP does not define site development, the Board 
may adopt regulations to define and clarify the types and amounts of site development assistance that can be 
provided.” 

 
Regulation Section 1859.76 states, …“Subsection (d) of this section shall be suspended no later than January 1, 2008, 
unless otherwise extended by amendments as adopted by the Board.” 

 
STAFF COMMENTS

 
Staff has not completed the analysis of the total SFP funding model, as the Project Information Worksheet that will be 
utilized for the grant adequacy study has not yet been approved by the Office of Administrative Law.  However, since 
the initial analysis demonstrated discrepancies in the general site allowance between the LPP and the SFP, Staff is 
recommending an extension of the general site allowance for an additional year.  This one-year extension will allow 
Staff time to obtain sufficient project data that, in conjunction with the grant adequacy study, will enable Staff to provide 
a solid recommendation on the continuation of the general site allowance.   
 
 

  
       (Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS (cont.) 
 

The SAB has apportioned a general site allowance total of $80,796,840 for 136 projects through the October 2007 SAB 
meeting.  Staff recommends that the SAB adopt the attached regulations on an emergency basis in order to continue to 
provide school districts immediate funding relief which appears consistent with the preservation of the public peace, 
health and safety, or general welfare.   

 
Additional Non-Substantive SFP Regulation Changes Included in this Item 

 
Regulation Sections 1859.76 and 1859.83: Correct a reference in the regulations to ensure that the general site 
development grants for joint-use projects are calculated in a similar manner as the companion SFP qualifying projects. 
 
Regulation Section 1859.104.3: Correct an inadvertent typographical error which cites an incorrect section.  

 
RECOMMENDATIONS  
 

1. Adopt the proposed regulations as shown on the Attachment and begin the regulatory process. 
 

2. Authorize the OPSC to file these regulations on an emergency basis with the OAL. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on December 12, 2007. 



 

Attachment 
 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE 
SCHOOL FACILITY PROGRAM REGULATIONS 

State Allocation Board Meeting, December 12, 2007 
 

 
Title 2. Administration 

Division 2. Financial Operations 
Chapter 3.  Department of General Services 

Subchapter 4. Office of Public School Construction 
Group 1.  State Allocation Board 

Subgroup 5.5.  Regulations Relating to the Leroy F. Greene School Facilities Act of 1998: 
(School Facility Program) 

 
Section 1859.76.  New Construction Additional Grant for Site Development Costs. 
 
In addition to any other funding authorized by these Regulations, the Board shall provide funding equal to 50 
percent of the following approved site development and applicable design costs: 
 

. . . . 
 

(d)  General Site Development costs within school property lines for an addition to an existing school site project  
        wherein additional acreage is acquired, with the exception of existing school site acreage that is leased 

pursuant to Section 1859.22, or a new school project, determined as follows: 
(1)   $19,200 per Useable Acre as approved by the CDE.  This sum may be increased by the percentage identified 

in Section 1859.83(b).  The per acre amount shown above shall be adjusted annually in the manner prescribed 
in Section 1859.71.   

(2)   6 percent of the State and district share for Elementary School Pupils and Middle School Pupils and 3.75 
percent of the State and district share for High School Pupils of the New Construction Grant.  For purposes of 
this calculation, the percentage amount for Severely Disabled Individuals with Exceptional Needs and Non-
Severely Disabled Individuals with Exceptional Needs pupils shall be based on the type of project selected by 
the district on the Form SAB 50-04.  

(3)   6 percent of the State and district share for Elementary School Pupils and Middle School Pupils and 3.75 
percent of the State and district share for High School Pupils of the funding provided by Sections 1859.71.2, 
1859.72, 1859.73, 1859.73.2, 1859.82, 1859.83(a), (b) and (c) and 1859.125(a)(1) through (a)(2).   

 
Subsection (d) of this section shall be suspended no later than January 1, 2008 2009, unless otherwise extended by 
amendments as adopted by the Board.  
 
The district must submit a detailed cost estimate for all requests for site development work, with the exception of 
General Site Development, and any justification documents that will support the work with the Form SAB 50-04. 
 
The Board will approve reasonable and appropriate site development work which meet common engineering 
practices and industry standards that are consistent with the specific site conditions if the site development costs are 
consistent with the most current edition of the Saylor Current Construction Costs.  The design professional must 
certify to the district that the site development work does not exceed the minimum requirements to develop the site 
to meet educational needs and/or standards. 
 
General Site Development provided pursuant to 1859.76(d)(1), service site and off-site development costs shall be 
reduced, on a prorated basis, by the percentage of the excess acreage of the site that exceeds the master plan site 
acreage approved by the CDE. 
 
Note:  Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17070.35, 17072.12 and 17072.35, Education Code. 
 

 
 



 

 
Section 1859.83.  Excessive Cost Hardship Grant. 
 
In addition to any other funding authorized by these Regulations, a district is eligible for funding as a result of 
unusual circumstances that created excessive project costs beyond the control of the district.  The Excessive Cost 
Hardship Grant shall be based on any of the following: 
(a) Excessive Cost due to Geographic Location. 

A district with a project that is located in a geographic area designated in the Geographic Percentage Chart 
below is eligible for the sum of the Excessive Cost Hardship Grant(s) determined by multiplying the indicated 
percentage factor shown in the Geographic Percentage Chart below by each of the following amounts: 

(1)   The New Construction Grant and the Modernization Grant. 
(2)   The funding provided by Sections 1859.71.2, 1859.71.3, 1859.72, 1859.73, 1859.73.2, 1859.76(d)(1) and (2), 

1859.78.4, 1859.78.5, 1859.82(a) and (b), 1859.83(b), (c), (d) and (f) and 1859.125(a)(1) through (a)(2). 
. . . . 
  

(b) Excessive Cost for Projects that House No More than 200 Pupils (Small Size Projects). 
(1)   Excluding Joint-Use Projects, if the project will house less than 101 pupils, the district is eligible for an 

Excessive Cost Hardship Grant equal to 12 percent of the funding provided by the New Construction Grant or 
12 percent of the funding provided by the Modernization Grant. 

(2)   Excluding Joint-Use Projects, if the project will house between 101 and 200 pupils, the district is eligible for an 
Excessive Cost Hardship Grant equal to four percent of the funding provided by the New Construction Grant or 
four percent of the funding provided by the Modernization Grant. 

(1) A Type I Joint-Use Project and a Type II, part of a qualifying SFP Modernization project, Joint-Use Project is 
eligible for an Excessive Cost Hardship Grant equal to: 

(A) 12 percent of the funding provided by Section 1859.125(a)(1) through (a)(2), if the qualifying SFP New 
Construction or Modernization project pursuant to Section 1859.123 or 1859.123.1 will house less than 101 pupils. 

(B) Four percent of the funding provided by Section 1859.125(a)(1) through (a)(2), if the qualifying SFP New 
Construction or Modernization project pursuant to Section 1859.123 or 1859.123.1 will house between 101 and 
200 pupils. 

(4)   A Type II Joint-Use Project, not part of a qualifying SFP Modernization project, is eligible for an Excessive Cost 
Hardship Grant equal to eight percent of the funding provided by Section 1859.125(a)(1) through (a)(2).

. . . . 
 

(d) Excessive Cost Due to Urban Location, Security Requirements and Impacted Site. 
(1)   Excluding Joint-Use Projects, the district is eligible for an Excessive Cost Hardship Grant if the district had a 

project that was previously approved by the DSA, and prior to January 22, 2003, has received SAB approval for 
a time extension for substantial progress and if the useable site acreage for the project is: 

(A)  at least 50 percent but less than 75 percent of the site size recommended by the CDE for the master planned 
project capacity. The New Construction Excessive Cost Hardship Grant is equal to eight percent of the New 
Construction Grant and eight percent of the funding authorized by Sections 1859.73.2 and 1859.83(b) and (c). 

(B)  at least 30 percent but less than 50 percent of the site size recommended by the CDE for the master planned 
project capacity. The New Construction Excessive Cost Hardship Grant is equal to 15 percent of the New 
Construction Grant and 15 percent of the funding authorized by Sections 1859.73.2 and 1859.83(b) and (c). 

(C)  less than 30 percent of the site size recommended by the CDE for the master planned project capacity. The 
New Construction Excessive Cost Hardship Grant is equal to 50 percent of the New Construction Grant and 50 
percent of the funding authorized by Sections 1859.73.2 and 1859.83(b) and (c). 

(D)  less than 30 percent of the site size recommended by the CDE for the master planned project capacity. 
(2)  Excluding Joint-Use Projects, the district is eligible for an Excessive Cost Hardship Grant if all of the following 

conditions are met, as applicable: 
(A)  the Useable Acres of the site for the project are 60 percent or less of the CDE recommended site size based on: 
1. the current CBEDS Report at the existing site, if any, at the time of the CDE final plan approval for the project, if 

any, plus the greater of the Net School Building Capacity of the final new construction project plans submitted to 
the DSA as calculated in Education Code Section 17071.25(a)(2) or the pupil grants requested in the COS or  
Charter School project.  The Useable Acres will include the existing site that is being utilized for this project plus 
any additional acreage to be acquired as a part of the Application. 

2. the current CBEDS Report at the site at the time of the CDE final plan approval for the modernization project. 
 



 

 
(B)  at least 60 percent of the classrooms in the construction plans are in multistory facilities for any type of new 

construction project. 
(C)  the value of the site being acquired for a new construction project on a new site is at least $750,000 per Useable Acre. 
(3)   If the criteria in (d)(2) are met, the Excessive Cost Hardship Grant: 
(A)  for new construction is equal to 15 percent of the New Construction Grant and 15 percent of the funding 

authorized by Sections 1859.73.2 and 1859.83(b) and (c) for a project with a site that is 60 percent of the CDE 
recommended site size plus 1.166 percent for each percentage decrease in the CDE recommended site size 
below 60 percent.  In no event shall the amount provided in this subsection for a new construction project on a 
new site exceed 50 percent of the cost avoided with the purchase of a site smaller than the CDE recommended 
site size for the number of the pupil grants requested in the Application determined as follows: 

1. The current estimated value of the project site as determined in Section 1859.74.6(a)(1). 
2. Divide the amount in (A)1. by the number of Useable Acres. 
3.    Multiply the quotient in (A)2. by the number of Useable Acres recommended by CDE for the number of pupils 

described in Section 1859.83(d)(2)(A)1. 
4.    Subtract the value in (A)1. from the product in (A)3. 
5.    Multiply the difference in (A)4. above by 50 percent. 
(B)  for modernization is equal to 15 percent of the Modernization Grant and 15 percent of the funding authorized by 

Section 1859.83(b) for a project with a site that is 60 percent of the CDE recommended site size plus 0.333 
percent for each percentage decrease of the CDE recommended site size below 60 percent. 

(4)  For Joint-Use Projects, the district is eligible for an Excessive Cost Hardship Grant if: 
(A) the Type I Joint-Use Project’s qualifying SFP New Construction project pursuant to Section 1859.123 qualifies 

for an Excessive Cost Hardship Grant under Section 1859.83(d)(2) and (3)(A). 
(B) The Type II Joint-Use Project’s qualifying SFP Modernization project pursuant to Section 1859.123.1 qualifies 

for an Excessive Cost Hardship Grant under Section 1859.83(d)(2) and (3)(B). 
(C) The Useable Acres at the existing school site where the Type II Joint-Use Project, not part of a qualifying SFP 

Modernization project, is to be constructed are 60 percent or less of the CDE recommended site size based on 
the existing enrollment at the site. 

(2) If the criteria in (d)(4)(A) or (C) are met, the Joint-Use Project Excessive Cost Hardship Grant is equal to 15 percent 
of the funding provided by Section 1859.125(a)(1) through (a)(2), for a project with a site that is 60 percent of the 
CDE recommended site size plus 1.166 percent for each percentage decrease in the CDE recommended site size 
below 60 percent.  For a Type I Joint-Use Project when the qualifying SFP New Construction project involves new 
construction on a new site, in no event shall the amount provided in this subsection exceed 50 percent of the cost 
avoided with the purchase of a site smaller than the CDE recommended site size for the qualifying SFP New 
Construction project pursuant to Section 1859.123 as calculated in Section 1859.83(d)(3)(A). 

(3) If the criteria in (d)(4)(B) are met, the Joint-Use Project Excessive Cost Hardship Grant is equal to 15 percent of 
the funding provided by Section 1859.125(a)(1) through (a)(2), for a project with a site that is 60 percent of the 
CDE recommended site size plus 0.333 percent for each percentage decrease in the CDE recommended site 
size below 60 percent.   

 
Note:  Authority cited:  Sections 17070.35 and 17075.15, Education Code. 
 
Reference:  Sections 17072.32, 17074.15, 17074.16, 17075.10, 17075.15, 17077.40, 17077.42 and 17077.45, Education Code. 
 
Section 1859.104.3. Self-Certification Prohibition Processing Fee. 
 

If the Board has made a finding of Material Inaccuracy pursuant to Section 1859.104.1, the Board shall charge the 
district an amount of $100 per hour for the additional hours necessary to process and review the district’s 
applications submitted during the timelines prescribed in Section 1859.104.21(a)(1), (b)(2) or (c)(2). The maximum 
hours subject to the fee per application is the greater of 50 hours or one percent of the enrollment of the district as 
reported in Part A, the continuation high pupils reported in Part C, and the special day class pupils reported in Part D 
of Form SAB 50-01.  The Board will not make a release of funds for any project subject to the fee in this section until 
the fee has been remitted to the OPSC. All fees collected shall be deposited in the School Facility Fund and 
available for apportionment as directed by the Board. 
 
Note: Authority cited: Section 17070.35, Education Code. 
 
Reference: Section 17070.51, Education Code. 



 

 

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, December 12, 2007


FINAL ADOPTION OF PROPOSED REGULATORY

AMENDMENT AND PROJECT INFORMATION WORKSHEET


PURPOSE OF REPORT 

To request final adoption based on public comments submitted of a proposed regulatory amendment and Project 
Information Worksheet. 

BACKGROUND 

Education Code (EC) Section 17072.11(a)(3) stipulates that, “The board shall conduct an analysis of the 
relationship between the per-unhoused-pupil grant eligibility determined under this article and the per-pupil 
cost of new school construction for elementary, middle, and high school pupils.” 

EC Section 17072.11(b) stipulates that “On or after January 1, 2008, the board shall increase or 
decrease the per-unhoused-pupil grant eligibility by amounts it deems necessary to cause the grants to 
correspond to costs of new school construction, provided that the increase in any fiscal year pursuant to 
this section shall not exceed 6 percent.”  Due diligence needs to be undertaken in exercising this 
responsibility. 

On September 27, 2006, the Board initially approved regulatory amendments to implement the grant 
increases authorized by AB 127, and the regulations were filed with the Office of Administrative Law 
(OAL). However, a proposed amendment to Regulation Section 1859.71 could not be implemented 
regarding additional pupil-grant increases because a “worksheet” referenced in the proposed text had 
not yet been approved by the SAB.  The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) worked closely 
with the California Department of Education and stakeholders to streamline the Project Information 
Worksheet and field test the document.  The needed Project Information Worksheet was presented at 
the July and August 2007 Board meetings, and was adopted by the Board at its September 26, 2007 
meeting.    

Pursuant to Government Code Section 11346.8(c) and Section 44 of Title 1 of the California Code of 
Regulations, the Board provided a 15-day public notice period for the proposed regulatory amendment and 
Worksheet.  Three public comments were received opposing the implementation of the Project Information 
Worksheet, which are responded to below and summarized on Attachment A.   

AUTHORITY 

The Administrative Procedure Act, Government Code Section 11346.8(a) states, “the state agency shall 
consider all relevant matter presented to it before adopting, amending, or repealing any regulation.”  
Government Code Section 11346.9(a)(3) requires the Board to respond to public comments how it will 
“accommodate each objection or recommendation, or the reasons for making no change.”   

Education Code Section 17070.35(a) states, “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:  . . . (2) Establish and publish any procedures and policies in connections with the 
administration of this chapter as it deems necessary.” 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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AUTHORITY (cont.) 

Government Code Section 15503 states, “Whenever the board is required to make allocations or 
apportionments under this part, it shall prescribe rules and regulations for the administration of, and not 
inconsistent with, the act making the appropriation of funds to be allocated or apportioned.  The board 
shall require the procedure, forms, and the submission of any information it may deem necessary or  
appropriate. . . .” 

STAFF COMMENTS 

Staff has reviewed the three public comments received and recommends that they not be implemented 
because of the following reasons: 

•	 Comment number one asserts that requiring the Project Information Worksheet as a condition of 
receiving School Facility Program (SFP) funds or as part of an annual and final report exceeds the 
statutory authority of the Board.  This comment fails to acknowledge the Board’s broad authority 
under Education Code Section 17070.35 to adopt appropriate regulations and rules to administer the 
School Facility Program.   

•	 Comment number two also alleges that the Project Information Worksheet exceeds the Board’s 
statutory authority, and adds that the Board’s original purpose for the Project Information Worksheet 
is being exceeded by adding two new purposes - - “bond accountability” and “status of the bid 
climate,” which should require going through the regulatory process again.  This comment objects to 
requiring the Project Information Worksheet before the release of State funds to districts because this 
could delay payments to contractors. 

•	 Staff responds that “bond accountability” and “status of the bid climate” in the Project Information 
Worksheet is not a change in purpose, but pertains to the broad fiscal oversight responsibilities 
required of the Board.  Such purposes are sufficiently related to the regulatory text that was originally 
adopted by the Board.  Requiring the Project Information Worksheet for the release of State funds to 
school districts is an appropriate time because the districts will have just awarded their contracts and 
should have current cost information to report.  Districts should not incur delays because project 
costs may be estimated on the initial Project Information Worksheet submittal. 

•	 Comment number three asserts that the Project Information Worksheet is too burdensome and 
requires input by the project architect at additional expense to school districts.  It claims there is an 
unclear and excessive purpose for gathering the cost data, that it should be simplified, and that it 
should not have to be submitted three times - - with the fund release request, with the annual 
expenditure report, and with the final close-out expenditure report.  Finally, it criticizes a “one size fits 
all” approach when many different types of projects exist. 

•	 Staff finds that the Project Information Worksheet is not unduly burdensome.  The Project Information 
Worksheet was field tested.  An architect is not required to submit data or sign the form.  The 
purpose of the Project Information Worksheet is both clear and appropriate for the Board to assure 
that pupil-grant amounts are adjusted in light of current costs for new construction in accordance with 
Education Code Section 17072.11.  The number of times (three) for submitting the Project 
Information Worksheet  would occur over a period of years and is not burdensome and, furthermore, 
allows more detailed totals to be submitted later in the construction process.  Staff disagrees that the 
Project Information Worksheet is “one size fits all,” since data fields are provided for different 
component and construction types.      

(Continued on Page Three) 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. 	 Declare that the 15-day public comment period for the proposed regulatory amendment and Project 
Information Worksheet shown on Attachment B ended on November 1, 2007. 

2. 	 Authorize the OPSC to make the non-substantive changes of numbering the pages of the Worksheet to 
facilitate its use and adding an Instruction heading that was inadvertently omitted. 

3.	 Determine that the three public comments, as presented on Attachment A as Comments #1, #2, and #3, do 
not warrant revisions to the proposed regulatory amendment and Project Information Worksheet. 

4. 	 Approve the adoption of the proposed regulatory amendment and Project Information Worksheet as 
presented on Attachment B. 

5. 	 Authorize the OPSC to complete the rulemaking process by submitting the rulemaking file to the OAL. 



  

ATTACHMENT A 

PROPOSED RESPONSES TO PUBLIC COMMENTS 


1. 	 The Office of Public School Construction (OPSC) received and reviewed comments from Mr. Ted E. Rozzi, 
Chairperson of California’s Coalition for Adequate School Housing (CASH), dated October 25, 2007, regarding 
the proposed amendments to Regulation Section 1859.71 and Project Information Worksheet.  After considering 
his comments, the comments are not accepted. 

2.	 The OPSC received and reviewed comments from Mr. Mark DeMan, Director, Facilities Grants and Funding, Los 
Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD), dated October 31, 2007, regarding the proposed amendments to 
Regulation Section 1859.71 and Project Information Worksheet.  After considering his comments, the comments 
are not accepted.  

3.	 The OPSC received and reviewed comments from Mr. Gordon Itow, Senior Director, Facilities Planning, 
Anaheim City School District, dated November 1, 2007, regarding the proposed amendments to Regulation 
Section 1859.71 and Project Information Worksheet.  After considering his comments, the comments are not 
accepted. 

Comment #1 Summary and Response: 

Mr. Rozzi comments about the Project Information Worksheet being required to be submitted with the Forms SAB 
50-05 and 50-06.  He asserts that the SAB does not have the statutory authority to require submittal of the Project 
Information Worksheet as a condition of receiving School Facility Program (SFP) new construction funds or to require 
it as part of an annual and final expenditure report.  He cites the Board’s statutory authority in Education Code 
Section 17070.35 to “adopt rules and regulations . . . for the administration of this chapter” and “to determine 
eligibility to receive apportionments,” but claims that requiring a Project Information Worksheet is broad and 
overreaching because it is not necessary to administer the SFP and does not serve to determine a district’s eligibility 
to receive State funding under the SFP. 

Mr. Rozzi distinguishes that Education Code Section 17072.11(a)(3) authorizes the SAB to analyze the per-pupil 
grant amounts versus current per-pupil school new construction costs, but does not authorize the resulting 
mechanism to be required as a condition of receiving State funds or as part of an annual and final expenditure report.  
He notes the Legislature’s failure to include a Project Information Worksheet in the statutes governing eligibility 
determinations, release of funds to eligible districts, and expenditure reporting requirements.  He concludes that the 
SAB would be imposing a requirement upon school districts beyond existing laws if the Project Information 
Worksheet were to be required as a condition of receiving SFP new construction funds or to require it as part of an 
annual and final expenditure report. 

The Board considered this public comment noted above and determined that the comment does not warrant 
revisions to the regulations since these are the same comments that were made to the SAB at its public meeting in 
September 2007.  The Project Information Worksheet is necessary and appropriate for the SAB to fulfill its statutory 
obligation to assure that pupil-grant amounts are adjusted appropriately in light of current costs for new construction 
in accordance with Education Code Sections 17072.10 and 17072.11.  Furthermore, Government Code Section 
15503 provides the authority for the SAB to require forms and the submission of any information it may deem 
necessary or appropriate.  

(Continued on Page Two) 
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Comment #2 Summary and Response: 

Mr. DeMan reiterates that the LAUSD shares the concerns raised by Mr. Rozzi of CASH.  He adds that the original 
purpose granted to the SAB on September 27, 2006 for adopting the Project Information Worksheet is being 
exceeded.  He writes that the original stated purpose was to capture the current costs to construct schools, as it 
relates to Education Code Sections 17072.10 and 17072.11 for adjusting pupil-grant amounts.  However, when the 
Project Information Worksheet was submitted to the SAB on September 26, 2007, the purpose was changed to 
include use for “bond accountability” and “status of the bid climate.”  He asserts that such a change would require 
going through the regulatory process again, but that in any event, he finds no section in Chapter 12.5 of the 
Education Code authorizing the required submittal of such school construction data for these two additional 
purposes. 

Mr. DeMan, therefore, opposes the proposed Project Information Worksheet and the requiring of it for the release of 
State funds.  For example, he states, requiring the Project Information Worksheet as a condition of fund releases 
could delay payments to contractors or have other unintended consequences. 

The SAB considered the public comment noted above and determined that the comment does not warrant revisions 
to the regulations since these were the same comments addressed to the SAB at its public meeting in September 
2007.  The Governor signed Executive Order S-02-07 on January 24, 2007, requiring all State agencies to ensure 
strict accountability and efficiency for the expenditure of State bond funds.  The “bid climate” refers to the SAB 
maintaining awareness of rising construction costs that push bids too high for school districts to build planned 
projects within budget.  Such purposes are sufficiently related to the regulatory text that was originally adopted by 
the Board. 

Requiring the Project Information Worksheet for the release of State funds to school districts is an appropriate time 
because the school districts will have just awarded their contracts and should have current cost information to 
report.  School districts will not incur delays because the Project Information Worksheet specifically allows project 
costs to be estimated.  Project square footage figures for the Project Information Worksheet need not cause a delay 
because they are determinable from approved plans long before the district requests the release of State funds.  
Due diligence and recordkeeping are sufficient to complete and submit the Project Information Worksheet in a timely 
manner. 

Additionally, the Project Information Worksheet is necessary and appropriate for the SAB to fulfill its statutory 
obligation to assure that pupil-grant amounts are adjusted appropriately in light of current costs for new construction 
in accordance with Education Code Sections 17072.10 and 17072.11.  Furthermore, Government Code Section 
15503 provides the authority for the SAB to require forms and the submission of any information it may deem 
necessary or appropriate.  

Comment #3 Summary and Response: 

Mr. Itow suggests that school districts are already overburdened with required forms and applications for the 
SFP, that the Project Information Worksheet duplicates the reporting of information to other State agencies, and 
that several sections will require completion by the project architect at additional expense to school districts.  He 
claims that the purpose and methodology of the Project Information Worksheet are unclear, that it exceeds the 
purpose of gathering cost data, that it should be simplified, and that it should not have to be submitted three 
times - - with the fund release request, with the annual expenditure report, and with the final close-out 
expenditure report.  Finally, he criticizes a “one size fits all” approach when many different types of projects exist. 

(Continued on Page Three) 
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The SAB considered the public comment noted above and determined that the comment does not warrant revisions 
to the regulations since the comments are basically the same comments presented by the previous two individuals.  
The Project Information Worksheet is not unduly burdensome, but benefits school districts by allowing pupil-grant 
amounts to keep current with school construction costs.  An architect is not required to submit data or sign the form.   
The number of times (three) for submitting the Project Information Worksheet occurs over a period of years and 
allows more detailed totals to be submitted later in the construction process.  The Project Information Worksheet is 
not a “one size fits all,” since data fields are provided for different component and construction types.      

Additionally, the Project Information Worksheet is necessary and appropriate for the SAB to fulfill its statutory 
obligation to assure that pupil-grant amounts are adjusted appropriately in light of current costs for new construction 
in accordance with Education Code Sections 17072.10 and 17072.11.  Furthermore, Government Code Section 
15503 provides the authority for the SAB to require forms and the submission of any information it may deem 
necessary or appropriate.  

http:17072.11


ATTACHMENT B 

Amend Regulation Section 1859.71 

Section 1859.71.  Adjustment to the New Construction Grant. 

The new construction per-unhoused-pupil grant amount, as provided by Education Code Section 17072.10(a), will be 
adjusted annually based on the change in the Class B Construction Cost Index as approved by the Board each 
January.  The base Class B Construction Cost Index shall be 1.30 and the first adjustment shall be January, 1999. 

The new construction per unhoused-pupil grant amount, as provided by Education Code Section 17072.10(a), may 
be increased by an additional amount not to exceed six percent in a fiscal year, or decreased, based on the analysis 
of the current cost to build schools as reported on the worksheet required to be submitted with the Forms SAB 50-05 
and 50-06 and as approved by the Board.  

For any changes or additions to the regulations adopted by the Board in 1999, those changes shall be adjusted in 
accordance with this Section at the time the regulations are adopted. 

Note:  Authority cited:  Section 17070.35, Education Code. 

Reference:  Sections 17072.10 and 17072.11, Education Code. 

http:1859.71
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REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

State Allocation Board Meeting, December 12, 2007 

SCHOOL FACILITIES NEEDS ASSESSMENT GRANT PROGRAM 

PURPOSE OF REPORT 

1.	 To request that the unexpended funds from School Facilities Needs Assessment Grant Program   
(SFNAGP) apportionments, retained by local educational agencies (LEA), be returned to the State. 

2. 	 To transfer remaining funds in the SFNAGP account to the Emergency Repair Program (ERP) account. 

DESCRIPTION 

Senate Bill 6, Chapter 899, Statutes of 2004 (Alpert), established the SFNAGP and appropriated $25 million 
for eligible districts to perform a one-time comprehensive assessment of school facilities needs at the 
districts’ deciles 1 through 3 schools.  The State Allocation Board (SAB) apportioned approximately $22.8 
million to eligible districts at the February 2005 SAB meeting.  At the time, the remaining unapportioned 
amount of $2.2 million was retained in the SFNAGP account to ensure funding would be available to 
accommodate impending program changes, which later occurred as a result of Assembly Bill 831, Chapter 
118, Statutes of 2005 (Committee on Education).  The total SFNAGP appropriation, apportionment and 
decreases to the apportionment, and the remaining funds in the SFNAGP account are listed in the table 
below.  The “decreases to apportionment” includes this month’s and past rescissions of SFNAGP grants. 

Summary of SFNAGP Amounts 
SFNAGP Appropriation Amount $25,000,000  

Less Total Apportionment Amount ($22,858,770) 
Plus Total Decreases in Apportionment $844,080 

Equals Total Remaining SFNAGP Funds $2,985,310  

In addition to the total remaining SFNAGP funds of $2.9 million listed above, 87 school districts submitted 
final expenditure reports that indicated remaining unexpended SFNAGP funds.  The time allotted in statute 
to utilize the remaining funds on related repairs has elapsed; therefore, the unexpended funds must be 
returned to the State.  This means that in addition to the $2.9 million of remaining SFNAGP funds, another 
$1,216,946 in unexpended funds exist, as listed on the Attachment.   

AUTHORITY 

Education Code Section 17592.73(a) granted the SAB the authority to “adopt regulations…for the 
administration of [Article 1.5, School Facilities Needs Assessment and Emergency Repairs Grant Program].” 

Return of Remaining SFNAGP Funds 

SFNAGP Regulation Section 1859.315(d) states that, “LEAs shall complete [the expenditure report]…and 
submit it to the OPSC by January 1, 2007.” 

SFNAGP Regulation Section 1859.316 states that, “Any funds not Expended on the Needs Assessment or 
eligible repairs at the time of submittal of the [expenditure report] shall be returned to the OPSC...the LEA 
must submit a warrant for an amount identified as being owed within 30 days of the Board’s action.” 

Transfer of Unapportioned and/or Returned SFNAGP Funds 

SFNAGP Regulation Section 1859.319 states that, “any [remaining SFNAGP grant funds] unapportioned or 
returned to the OPSC shall be transferred into the School Facilities Emergency Repair Account.” 

(Continued on Page Two) 
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STAFF COMMENTS 

The 87 districts listed on the attachment have certified to the unexpended funds as reported on the districts’ 
SFNAGP expenditure reports.  As all of the eligible school districts have successfully completed their needs 
assessments, there is no longer a need for the funds to remain in the SFNAGP account.  SFNAGP 
Regulation Section 1859.319 states that any remaining or returned funds shall be transferred into the ERP 
account.  Therefore, the $2.9 million in remaining SFNAGP funds must be transferred to the ERP account.  
In addition, when the $1.2 million in funds listed on the Attachment is received, it must also be transferred to 
the ERP account. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1.	 Reduce the LEAs’ SFNAGP Grant by the amounts shown on the Attachment, for a total amount of 
$1,216,946, and require the LEAs to return the unexpended SFNAGP funds listed within 30 days of 
December 12, 2007, and provide that the returned funds be deposited into the ERP account, without 
further Board action.  The amount due from the LEAs will include any interest earned. 

2. 	 Transfer the amount of $2,985,310 from the SFNAGP account to the ERP account. 

This Item was approved by the State Allocation Board on December 12, 2007. 



ATTACHMENT 
SCHOOL FACILITIES NEEDS ASSESSMENT GRANT PROGRAM 


State Allocation Board Meeting, December 12, 2007 


LEA* 
Code LEA* County 

Approved SFNAGP 
Grant Reported Expenditures 

Amount to be Returned 
to the State 

64212 ABC UNIFIED Los Angeles $55,560 $51,490 $4,070 
71811 ALTA VISTA ELEMENTARY Tulare $7,500 $3,000 $4,500 
66423 ANAHEIM CITY Orange $165,770 $162,848 $2,922 
63875 ARMONA UNION ELEMENTARY Kings $15,000 $14,175 $825 
63313 ARVIN UNION ELEMENTARY Kern $29,400 $14,700 $14,700 
64287 BALDWIN PARK UNIFIED Los Angeles $109,440 $107,053 $2,387 
61382 BANGOR UNION ELEMENTARY Butte $7,500 $5,532 $1,968 
64329 BONITA UNIFIED Los Angeles $7,500 $3,084 $4,416 
66456 BUENA PARK ELEMENTARY Orange $7,520 $4,200 $3,320 
63370 BUTTONWILLOW UNION ELEMENTARY Kern $7,500 $3,750 $3,750 
67991 CAJON VALLEY UNION ELEMENTARY San Diego $41,690 $20,180 $21,510 
69393 CAMPBELL UNION ELEMENTARY Santa Clara $7,500 $5,000 $2,500 
66464 CAPISTRANO UNIFIED Orange $15,000 $14,575 $425 
67678 CHINO VALLEY UNIFIED San Bernardino $47,650 $25,867 $21,783 
62117 CLOVIS UNIFIED Fresno $7,500 $1,244 $6,256 
73882 COTATI-ROHNERT PARK UNIFIED Sonoma $7,500 $4,774 $2,726 
63412 DELANO JOINT UNION HIGH Kern $26,160 $22,236 $3,924 
63420 DI GIORGIO ELEMENTARY Kern $7,500 $6,970 $530 
64485 EAST WHITTIER CITY ELEMENTARY Los Angeles $15,000 $10,000 $5,000 
67314 ELK GROVE UNIFIED Sacramento $32,820 $21,103 $11,717 
70540 FAIRFIELD-SUISUN UNIFIED Solano $79,800 $40,216 $39,584 
67710 FONTANA UNIFIED San Bernardino $266,090 $252,000 $14,090 
66506 FULLERTON ELEMENTARY Orange $50,850 $48,589 $2,261 
67348 GALT JOINT UNION ELEMENTARY Sacramento $7,500 $3,371 $4,129 
63487 GENERAL SHAFTER ELEMENTARY Kern $7,500 $3,370 $4,130 
68130 GROSSMONT UNION HIGH San Diego $37,300 $36,740 $560 
63917 HANFORD ELEMENTARY Kings $37,500 $30,000 $7,500 

* Local Educational Agency Page 1 of 4 
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SCHOOL FACILITIES NEEDS ASSESSMENT GRANT PROGRAM 

State Allocation Board Meeting, December 12, 2007 

LEA* 
Code LEA* County 

Approved SFNAGP 
Grant Reported Expenditures 

Amount to be Returned 
to the State 

70011 HAPPY VALLEY UNION ELEMENTARY Shasta $7,500 $1,500 $6,000 
64592 HAWTHORNE ELEMENTARY Los Angeles $43,430 $42,746 $684 
63131 HEBER ELEMENTARY Imperial $7,500 $5,744 $1,756 
67082 HEMET UNIFIED Riverside $16,360 $11,500 $4,860 
67470 HOLLISTER ELEMENTARY San Benito $22,870 $14,809 $8,061 
66068 KING CITY JOINT UNION HIGH Monterey $21,350 $17,601 $3,749 
66050 KING CITY UNION ELEMENTARY Monterey $25,950 $18,628 $7,322 
71969 KINGS RIVER UNION ELEMENTARY Tulare $7,500 $6,000 $1,500 
66563 LA HABRA CITY ELEMENTARY Orange $7,500 $5,000 $2,500 
75176 LAKE ELSINORE UNIFIED Riverside $24,470 $21,556 $2,914 
63966 LAKESIDE UNION ELEMENTARY Kings $7,500 $6,659 $841 
64667 LANCASTER ELEMENTARY Los Angeles $105,750 $105,130 $620 
61721 LIBERTY UNION HIGH Contra Costa $7,500 $3,698 $3,802 
71993 LINDSAY UNIFIED Tulare $38,600 $30,880 $7,720 
64717 LITTLE LAKE CITY ELEMENTARY Los Angeles $7,500 $3,750 $3,750 
68585 LODI UNIFIED San Joaquin $140,000 $120,795 $19,205 
63289 LONE PINE UNIFIED Inyo $7,500 $6,370 $1,130 
64733 LOS ANGELES UNIFIED Los Angeles $4,926,850 $4,436,526 $490,324 
63594 LOST HILLS UNION ELEMENTARY Kern $15,000 $13,390 $1,610 
66589 MAGNOLIA ELEMENTARY Orange $18,540 $8,535 $10,005 
64055 MIDDLETOWN UNIFIED Lake $7,500 $5,000 $2,500 
66092 MONTEREY PENINSULA UNIFIED Monterey $51,640 $27,018 $24,622 
69575 MORELAND ELEMENTARY Santa Clara $7,500 $4,355 $3,145 
67124 MORENO VALLEY UNIFIED Riverside $134,210 $122,880 $11,330 
67777 MORONGO UNIFIED San Bernardino $7,500 $5,005 $2,495 
68213 MOUNTAIN EMPIRE UNIFIED San Diego $7,500 $7,174 $326 
63685 MUROC JOINT UNIFIED Kern $7,500 $4,900 $2,600 
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Amount to be Returned 
to the State 

68619 NEW HOPE ELEMENTARY San Joaquin $7,500 $4,556 $2,944 
66613 OCEAN VIEW ELEMENTARY Orange $7,990 $3,554 $4,436 
62331 ORANGE CENTER Fresno $7,500 $6,308 $1,192 
67173 PALM SPRINGS UNIFIED Riverside $131,050 $130,680 $370 
62364 PARLIER UNIFIED Fresno $38,340 $24,090 $14,250 
75457 PASO ROBLES JOINT UNIFIED San Luis Obispo $7,500 $4,900 $2,600 
70854 PETALUMA CITY ELEMENTARY Sonoma $15,000 $13,661 $1,339 
62380 RAISIN CITY ELEMENTARY Fresno $7,500 $2,488 $5,012 
72561 RIO ELEMENTARY Ventura $31,320 $15,798 $15,522 
67413 RIVER DELTA JOINT UNIFIED Sacramento $15,000 $14,700 $300 
10348 SACRAMENTO COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION Sacramento $7,500 $5,538 $1,962 
66142 SALINAS CITY ELEMENTARY Monterey $64,320 $53,090 $11,230 
67876 SAN BERNARDINO CITY UNIFIED San Bernardino $449,510 $275,882 $173,628 
67447 SAN JUAN UNIFIED Sacramento $60,990 $38,300 $22,690 
69039 SAN MATEO-FOSTER CITY San Mateo $7,500 $7,000 $500 
65458 SAN RAFAEL CITY ELEMENTARY Marin $15,000 $12,400 $2,600 
69674 SANTA CLARA UNIFIED Santa Clara $15,000 $10,534 $4,466 
72595 SANTA PAULA UNION HIGH Ventura $16,200 $14,724 $1,476 
75440 SOLEDAD UNIFIED Monterey $32,360 $25,092 $7,268 
63792 STANDARD ELEMENTARY Kern $7,500 $3,370 $4,130 
68676 STOCKTON UNIFIED San Joaquin $361,440 $326,000 $35,440 
72157 STRATHMORE UNION ELEMENTARY Tulare $7,500 $5,960 $1,540 
63800 TAFT CITY ELEMENTARY Kern $22,500 $16,504 $5,996 
63818 TAFT UNION HIGH Kern $9,600 $8,009 $1,591 
66944 TAHOE-TRUCKEE UNIFIED Placer $7,500 $4,900 $2,600 
72231 TULARE CITY ELEMENTARY Tulare $37,500 $33,884 $3,616 
73643 TUSTIN UNIFIED Orange $22,500 $3,373 $19,127 
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72652 VENTURA UNIFIED Ventura $30,450 $10,410 $20,040 
63834 VINELAND ELEMENTARY Kern $15,000 $7,150 $7,850 
72694 WASHINGTON UNIFIED Yolo $15,000 $0 $15,000 
72264 WAUKENA JOINT UNION ELEMENTARY Tulare $7,500 $4,567 $2,933 
62547 WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY Fresno $7,500 $4,900 $2,600 
65623 WILLITS UNIFIED Mendocino $7,500 $3,656 $3,844 

Grand Total $1,216,946 
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