PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
MISSION STATEMENT

The Mission of the Pajato Valley Unified School District is to educate and to support
learners in reaching their highest potential. We prepare students to pursue successful
futures and to make positive contributions to the community and global soctety.

May 23, 2012
REGULAR BOARD MEETING

CLOSED SESSION — 6:00 p.m. — 7:00 p.m.
PUBLIC SESSION -~ 7:00 p.m.

DISTRICT OFFICE
BOARDROOM
292 Green Valley Road, Watsonville, CA 95076

NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC: PURSUANT TO 8B 343, BOARD PACKET DOCUMENTS ARE AVAILABLE FOR
YOUR REVIEW AT THE FOLLOWING LOCATIONS:

o Superintendent’s Office: 294 Green Valley Road, Watsonville, CA (éth Fioor)

® Onour Webpage: www.pvusd.net

Notice to the Audience on Public Comment

Members of the audience are welcome to address the Board on ali items not lisied on this agenda. Such comments are
welcome at the “Visitor Non-Agenda Items™,

Members of the audience will also have the opportunity to address the Board during the Board’s consideration of each item
on the agenda.

Individual speakers will be allowed three minutes (unless otherwise announced by the Board President) to address the
Board on each agenda item. You must submit this card prior to the discussion of the agenda item you wish te speak
to; once an item has begun, cards will not be accepted for that item. For the record, please state your name at the
beginning of your statement. The Board shall limit the total time for public input on each agenda item to 20 minutes, With
Board consent, the President may increase or decrease the time allowed for public presentation, depending on the topic and
the number of persons wishing to be heard. The President may take a poll of speakers for or against a particular issue and
may ask that additional persons speak only if they have something new to add.

Note: Time allotment for each item is for the report portion only; it is not an anticipation of the total time for the discussion
of the item.

We ask that you please turn off your cell phones and pagers when you are in the boardroom.

Please Note that Reporting out of Closed Session will Take Place ATTER Action Items.

1.0 CLOSED SESSION OPENING CEREMONY IN OPEN SESSION — 6:00 P.M.
1.1 Call to Order

1.2 Public comments on closed session agenda.
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2.0 CLOSED SESSION (AND AFTER REGULAR SESSION IF NECESSARY)

2.1

22

23

2.4

25

2.6

2.7

2.8

Public Employee Appointment/Employment, Gevernment Code Section 54957
a. Certificated Employees (see Attached)
b. Classified Employees (see attached)

Public Employee Discipline/Dismissal/Release/Leaves

Negotiations Update

CSEA

b. PVFT

c. Unrepresented Units: Management and Confidential

d. Substitutes — Communication Workers of America (CWA)

P

Claims for Damages
Pending Litigation
Anticipated Litigation
Real Property Negotiations

{ Expulsions

3.0 OPENING CEREMONY - MEETING OF THE BOARD IN PUBLIC - 7:00 P.M.

31

32

33

34

3.5

Pledge of Allegiance

Welcome by Board President
Trustees Kim De Serpa, Doug Keegan, Sandra Nichols, Karen Osmundson, Jeff Ursino, Willie
Yahiro and President Leslie DeRose.

Superintendent Comments

- Ted Altenberg, 2011 Recipient of the California Association of the Gifted (CAG)

- Teri de la Torre, Recipient of the Librarian of the Year from the Sania Cruz County Reading
Association

Student Recognition

- Kaitlin Sakae — Bradley Elementary School

- Alivah McGuire — Linscott Charter School

- Alyssa Gutierrez — Pacific Coast Charter School

Jacob Young Financial - Teacher of the Month Award for May 2012
- Joel Amrani, Renaissance High School

4.0 APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

5.0 APPROVAL OF MINUTES
a) Minutes for May 9, 2012

6.0 HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS BOARD REPRESENTATIVES REPORT
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7.0

8.0

9.0

10,0

11.0

12.0

PUBLIC HEARING ON DEVELOPER FEES

7.1 Report on Approving Amnual Developer Fee Justification Analysis and Adoption of Resolution
#11-12-22 for level 1 and Resolution #11-12-30 for Level 2/3 Developer Fees Pursuant to
Government Code Sections 65995.5 and 65995.7.

Report by Breit McFadden, CBO. 10 min. pres.; 15 min. discussion
7.2 Public Comment
7.3 Board Comments/Questions

VISITOR NON-AGENDA ITEMS

Public comments on items that are not on the agenda can be addressed at this time. The Board President
will recognize any member of the audience wishing to speak to an item not on the agenda on a matter
directly related to school business. The President may allot time to those wishing to speak, but no
action will be taken on matters presented (Ed. Code Section 36146.6). If appropriate, the President or
any Member of the Board may direct that a matter be referred to the Superintendent's Office for
placement on a future agenda. (Please complete a card if you wish to speak.)

EMPLOYEE ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS - PVFT, CSEA, PVAM, CWA 5 Min. Each

CONSENT AGENDA

. Information concerning the Consent items listed above has been forwarded to each Board Member prior

to this meeting for his/her study. Unless some Board Member or member of the audience has a2
question about a particular ifem(s) and asks that it be withdrawn from the Consent list, the item(s) will
be approved at one time by the Board of Trustees. The action taken in approving Consent items is set
forth in the explanation of the individual item(s).

10.1  Purchase Orders May 3 - 16, 2012
The PO’s will be available in the Superintendent's Office,

10.2  Warrants May 3 - 16, 2012
The warrants will be available in the Superintendent's Office.

10.3  Approve CAHSEE Passage Waiver for Student #11-12-33, English Language Arts, Pajaro
Valley High School.

10.4  Approve CAHSEE Passage Waiver for Student # 11-12-34, English Language Arts, Paiaro
Valley High School.

10.5  Approve CAHSEE Passage Waiver for Student #11-12-35, English Language Arts,
Renaissance High School.

10.6  Approve CAHSEE Passage Waiver for Student #11-12-36, Math, Renaissance High School.
10.7  Approve CAHSEE Passage Waiver for Student #11-12-37, Math, Watsenville High School.
10.8  Approve CAHSEE Passage Waiver for Student #11-12-38, Math, Watsonville High School.
The administration recommends approval of the Consent Agenda.

DEFERRED CONSENT ITEMS

REPORT, DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ITEMS

12.1  Report, discussion and possible action to Adopt Resolution #11-12-22 to Index Level 1

Developer I'ees Pursuant to State Law.
Report given under item 7.0.
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12.2  Report, discussion and possible action to Adopt Resolution #11-12-30 to Levy Level 2 and 3
Developer Fees Pursuant to State Law.

Report given under item 7.0.

12.3  Report, discussion and possible action on Draft Scope and Project List for Possible November

Proposition 39 School Bond.
Report by Brett McFadden, CRO.

14.0  ACTION ON CLOSED SESSION

15,0 GOVERNING BOARD COMMENTS/REPORTS

10 min. pres.; 20 min. discussion

16.0 UPCOMING BOARD MEETINGS/REMAINING BOARD MEETINGS FOR 2012
All meetings, unless otherwise noted, take place at the District Office Boardroom, 292 Green Valley
Road, Watsonville, CA. Closed Session begins at 6:00 pm; Open Session begins at 7:00 pm,

May 30 = Approve 3" Interim Report
June 13 =
27 = 10-11 Budget Adoption
July = No Meetings Scheduled
August 8
22
September 12 = {Jnaudited Actuals
26
October 10
24
November 14 .
December 5 Annual »  Approve 1™ Interim Report
Organization Mtg.

17.0  ADJOURNMENT
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2.1

PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
CLOSED SESSION AGENDA

May 23,2012

Public Employee Appointment/Employment, Government Code Section 54957

a. Certificated Employees
b. Classified Employees

New Hires — Probationary

J None

H

New Substitutes

None

New Hires

} None

Promotions

1 Lead Custodian

Rehires

i Mild/Moderate Instructor

Administrative Appointments

1 Principal Interim

Transfers

- None

{ Extra Pay Assignments

11 - Coaches

1 Department Chairs

Extra Period Assignments

i None

, Leaves of Absence

6 Primary Teachers

P~

Secondary Teachers

1 Cafeteria Assistant

1 Instructional Assistant — General

1 Instructional Assistant I

1 (jmfﬁce Manager

Retirements

[ None

Resignations/Terminations

2 Primary Teachers

2 Special Education Teacher

Board Meeting May 23, 2012
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Supplemental Service Agreements

1 Mesa Day Advisor

I EL Teaching Support

1 CST Parent Meetings

1 i Program Opt Night Parent Meet

10 CST Test/Prep/AR Intervention

3 AR Intervention

P20 System ELD Plan/Collaboration

1 Reading Intervention.

135 Child Development Teacher

- Miscellaneous Actions

1 Testing Specialist 11 |

1 Data Entry Specialist

- Separations From Service

‘ None

- Limited Term — Projects

B - Administrative Secretary I1
1 ' Behavior Technicién
2 Campus Safet);a;ordinators
l Career Development Specialist I
1 Car;er Development Specialist 11
B! - Custodian 1
1 Data Entry Specialist
16 Instructional Assistant - General
1 Instructional ASSEs‘aantH
9 . Instructional Assistant — Migrant/Children Centel
' 1 Migrant Outreach Specialist
1 Warchouse Worker |
| Exempt
2 Childcare
3 Student Helper
Provistonal
‘2 Instructional Assistant?w
Limit;& Term - Substitute M‘
}L None ‘
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May 9, 2612
REGULAR BOARD MEETING

CLOSED SESSION — 6:00 p.m. — 7:00 p.m.
PUBLIC SESSION - 7:00 p.m. UNADOPTED MINUTES

DISTRICT OFFICE
BOARDROOM
292 Green Valley Read, Watsonville, CA 95676

1.0 CLOSED SESSION OPENING CEREMONY IN OPEN SESSION — 6:00 P.M.
1.1 Call to Order
President DeRose called the meeting of the Board to order at 6:05 pm at 292 Green Valley Road,
Watsonville, CA.

1.2 Public comments on ciosed session agenda.
None.

2.0 CLOSED SESSION (AND AFTER REGULAR SESSION IF NECESSARY)
2.1 Public Employee Appointment/Employment, Government Code Section 54957
a. Certificated Employees
b. Classified Employees

New Hires — Probationary

None

New Substitutes

None

New Hires

]
: None

Promotions

. None

Rehires

None

Administrative Appointments

None

Transfers

None

Extra Pay Assignments

None

Extra Period Assignments

None
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Board Meeting

Leaves of Absence

2 Cafeteria Assistants
1 Attondance Specialist
9 Primary Teachcrs
5 WSecondaiy Teachers
2 Special Education Teachers
1 Psychologist
I Counselor
. Other
: None,..”,.,,
Retirements
i Secondary T eacher
:WRe51gnat10ns/Termmations
2 Teachers
1 - Site Computer Support }é;hnicfan

Supplemental Service Agreements

2 . Primary Teachers
4 Secondary f;ifter School Teachers
4 ‘\/[igrant Education Teachers
§ | FCCHS N
3 | Child Development Teachers
T B,

laneous Actions

None

: Separations From Service

B

' Instruc!:ional Asswtant I I

i

: Mamtenance Supervisor

Limited Term — Projects

i Administrative Secretary 11
1 CUStOdIan I
1 ) Behavmi Techmman
2 - Data Entry Spec:ai;st B
1 | Enrichment Spemahst
1 Ofﬁce Ass:stant I
5 Instruclionai Aide - General Educat;on -
1 Lead Custodian II kkkkkk
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Exempt

3 Childcare

3 Student Helperw

Provisional

f None

| Limited Term - Substitute

‘ 2 ‘- Health Services Assistant

\ 1 Instructional Assistant |

; 1 Instructional Assistant I1 :

‘g 1 e Manage”;, e s e
Rescinds

1 Secondary Teacher

2.2 Public Employee Discipline/Dismissal/Release/Leaves
2.3 Negotiations Update
a. CSEA
b. PVFT
c. Unrepresented Units: Management and Confidential
d. Substitutes — Communication Workers of America (CWA)
24 Claims for Damages
2.5 Pending Litigation
2.6 Anticipated Litigation
2.7 Real Property Negotiations
2.8 10 Expulisions
3.0 OPENING CEREMONY — MEETING OF THE BOARD IN PUBLIC - 7:00 P.M.

3.1 Pledge of Allegiance
Trustee Osmundson led the Board in the Pledge of Allegiance.

3.2 Welcome by Board President
Trustees Kim De Serpa, Doug Keegan, Sandra Nichols, Karen Osmundson, Jeff Ursino, Willie Yahiro
and President Leslie DeRose were present.

3.3 Superintendent Comments

Superintendent Dorma Baker attended an Arts event at City Hall to enjoy artwork from PVUSD
students. The collaboration with the City and students being able to display their work is

wonderful. Mrs. Baker spoke to an artist who said that her inspiration came from her teacher and her
supportive family. Students seem to appreciate the artwork being framed and displayed. She invited all
to visit City Hall and enjoy the artwork.
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34 Amesti Elementary School Student Choir Presentation
Teacher: Catherine Espinoza, Amesti School Librarian
5" graders
Elizabeth Bravo, Paulina Garcia, Gertrudis Rubio, Arturo Infante, Mayra Andrade,
Jennifer Garcia, Ricardo Guerrero, Jackie Boyzo, Sofia Perez, Jennifer Arevalo,
Jesus Magdaleno, and Kimberly Herrera

4" graders
Adam Tangonan, Fabian Mendoza, Evelyn Pulido, Eveny Pulido, Fatima Nieves,

Anjana Koshy, Carlos Vasquez, and Fatima Cabrera

3" graders
Carolinag Rubio

Erin Hailey infroduced Ms. Espinoza and commented on her effort to continue to have music at the
school.

Students delighted the Board with their performance.

3.5 Jacob Young Financial - Teacher of the Month Award for April and May 2012
- Sydnie Moore, MacQuiddy Elementary School, April 2012
Richard Hallett, Principal, spoke about Ms. Moore and commented on her knowledge of many
things. ncluding technology. Ms, Moore prepares individualized mstruction for each of her
students. She also encourages involvement and gets involved in many activities and events at
the school.

Ms. Moore thanked the community for their faith in her. She stated that her students make her
life wonderful, that her friends and comrades are amazing and that her administrator has been
inspirational.

- Joel Amrani, Renaissance High School, May 2012
Joel Amrani was not present but Jacob Young did give a brief statement on his selection by the
selection committee of retired teachers and administrators.

3.0 Jacob Young Financial — Classified Employee of the Month Award for April and May
2012
- Carrie Marquez, Attendance Clerk, Pacific Coast Charter School, April 2012
Suzanne Smith, Principal, noted that Carrie Marquez does an amazing job in a part time
position. Ms. Marquez is also involved in many activities and events at the school.

- Debbie Lerma, Attendance Specialist, Adult Education, May 2012
Nancy Bilicich, Director of Adult Education, commented that Debbie Lerma is extremely
knowledgeable about the program and is always willing to help.

Superintendent Dorma Baker commented that Ms. Lerma is also a teacher in the school and
said that she could have been selected also for the Teacher of the Month award.

Ms. Lerma commented that her work would not be possible without the entire team.
4.0 APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

Trustee Keegan moved to approve the agenda. Trustee Ursino seconded the motion. The motion passed
6/0/1 (Y ahiro away from his seat). ‘
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5.0 APPROVAL OF MINUTES
a) Minutes for Aprif 25, 2012
Trustee Nichols moved to approve the minutes for April 25, 2012, Trustee De Serpa seconded the
motion. The motion passed 6/0/1 (Yahiro away from his seat).

6.0 HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS BOARD REPRESENTATIVES REPORT

Markus Serrano and Bianca Salgadillo of Watsonville High School commented that they raised enough money
to buy new Willie Mascot ($6,000). They mentioned a concern regarding the high cost for attending a prom
and are thinking of ways to minimize costs to increase student attendance to the prom. The last rally of the year
is on Friday. Awards and scholarship nights will take place soon. They noted that two students from WHS
received the Gates Millennium Scholarship. The play “Little Shops of Horrors” was a success. ASB elections
taking place next week. Markus thanked the Board for letting them be the representatives for WHS.

Rachel Riddick and Karla Munoz of Aptos High School mentioned that the school is able to complete the new
field. The prom is next Friday and the school will try the Embassy Suites in Seaside as the new venue for the
event. The school administration held a luncheon for teachers in honor of Teacher Appreciation Week, AHS
sports teams performed exceptionally during the Spring. The performance of Fiddler on the Roof went very
well.

7.0 VISITOR NON-AGENDA ITEMS
Josefina Castellon, teacher, stated that the Breakfast in the Classroom is not working at the school. She
distributed a letter to trustees outlining the difficulties encountered by one teacher in the program.

Kristin Hurley, parent at PCCS, commented on the school’s enrollment number and the need for additional
space to accommodate all students adequately.

Bili Beecher, community member, commented on his view of the English Langer Development program in the
district. There seems to be a large number of students being lost between 8" and 9" grade. Important to
address this issue.

8.0 EMPLOYEE ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS —PVFT, CSEA, PVAM, CWA 5 Min. Each
Jack Carroll, PVFT, thanked Human Resources for the efforts to resolve many issues of concern for the union.
The rescission of many layoffs was an expeditious process. He noted that Breakfast in the Classroom is not a
program that is working well and needs to be reconsidered.

9.6 CONSENT AGENDA
Trustee Keegan moved to approve the consent agenda, recognizing the valuable donations by the Community
Foundation. Trustee Yahiro seconded the motion.

Trustee Yahiro commented on item #9.5 acknowledging the work of Athletic Directors at the high schools.
The motion passed unanimously.
9.1 Parchase Orders April 19 — May 2, 2012
9.2 Warrants Aprii 19 — May 2, 2012
9.3 Accept with Gratitude the Following Donations from the Community Foundation of
Santa Cruz County at the Jack & Peggy Baskin Center for Philanthropy: $250 for
Starlight Flementary for General Operating Support, $1,000 for the Ivy League Tour for
Pajaro Valley High School, and 53,060 to provide academic and enrichment opportunities

to Ohlone Elementary School.

9.4 Approve Scholarship Committees for Aptos High, Pajaro Valley High, Renaissance High
and Watsonville High Schools.
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9.5 Approve PVUSD Representation for California Interscholastic Federation.

16.0 DEFERRED CONSENT ITEMS
None.

11.0.  REPORT, DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ITEMS
11.1  Report, discussion and possible action on Resolution #11-12-23, Temporary Borrowing
Between District Funds in Order to Meet the Cash Flow Needs of the District for Fiscal
Year 2012-2013.
Report by Helen Bellonzi, Director of Finance.
Brett McFadden spoke at this time of items 11.1 and 11.2, both related to district cash balances. The
district has had budget challenges, similar to many others. Over the last two years, Helen Bellonzi,
Finance Director, and her team have been working hard to ensure a balanced budget; this is done
through continuous monitoring. Mr. McFadden spoke about apportionment deferrals, stating that the
district can periodically run negative cash balances due to the inadequate funding revenue from various
state sources. At this time, the district’s cash balance projection indicate a decrease in cash flow
through 20012-13, leading to a negative cash flow in June of 2013. In the event this occurs, it 1s
important to have options and prepare as early as possible. Both, resolutions #11-12-23 and #11-12-24
allow the district to have cash borrowing choices in the event it is necessary. Mr. McFadden noted that
on May 14 the Governor will propose the budget and the projections may completely change.

Ms. Bellonzi commented on the steps the district is taking to ensure finance solvency; these include
monitoring cash intakes daily and monitoring all invoices to be sure all is accurate. The timeliness of
cash flow apportionments is critical, as is receiving Federal and State grants as scheduled. However,
some of those funds can take up to 18 months to be fully received.

Board participated with comments and questions.

Trustee Yahiro moved to approve this item. Trustee Keegan seconded the motion. The motion passed
unanimously.

11.2  Report, discussion and possible action on Resolution #11-12-24 to the Board of
Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz to Provide Temporary Cash Loans to Pajaro
Valley Unified School District.
Report by Helen Bellonzi, Director of Finance.,

Trustee Nichols moved to approve this item. Trustee Ursino seconded the motion. The motion passed

unanimously.

11.3  Report, discussion and possible action on Resolution #11-12-26, Recognizing May 9, 2012
as Day of the Teacher.
Report by Albert Roman, Assistant Superintendent, HR.
Albert Roman noted that he was honored to celebrate the Day of the Teacher with this resolution. He
mentioned that the district will be taking a cake to each site in celebration of this and Classified
Employees Week.

Superintendent Dorma Baker added that State Superintendent Torlakson sent a letter encouraging
everyone to let teachers know how much their job is appreciated.

Trustee Osmundson moved to approve this item. Trustee Keegan seconded the motion. The motion
passed unanimously.
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11.4  Report, discussion and possible action on Resolution #11-12-27, Recognizing May 20 -26,
2012 as Classified Employees Week.
Report by Albert Roman, Assistant Superintendent, HR.
Albert Roman noted that the district will honor classified staff during classified employee week. He
added that most students see a classified employee throughout their day. They provide the necessary
support to ensure teachers can successfully work with students. The district has hard-working ciassified
staff and we look forward to honoring them.

Superintendent Dorma Baker added that we can always have more opportunities to thank cur classified
employees.

Trustee Nichols moved to approve this item. Trustee Yahiro seconded. The motion passed
unanimously.

11.5  Report, discussion and possible action on Resclution #11-12-25, Declaring District
Membership in the Protected Insurance Program for School Joint Powers Authority
(PIPS JPA) for Workers Compensation.
Report by Brett McFadden, CBO.
Brett McFadden asked for the board’s support to move from self-funded workers compensation system
mto a JPA. Staff looked at a few options and selected PIPS. Most districts are moving their WC into
JPA to reduce exposure. No change to benefits or administration of program or staffing, it will simply
be a no longer self~funded system. PIPS is the largest program in the nation and a very successful
program. The plan is to decrease the district’s long-term liability. Estimate there will be an ongoing
annual savings to the district of approximately $580,000. Transition to the new system will be seamless.

Board participated with comments and questions,

Trustee Ursino moved to approve this item. Trustee Keegan seconded the motion. The motion passed
unanimously.

11.6  Report, discussion and possible action on Resolution#11-12-28, to Eliminate Particular
Kinds of Services and Decision Not to Reemploy Certificated Emplovees for the 2012-13
School Year.
Report by Albert Roman, Assistant Superintendent, HR.
Albert Roman noted that out of 80 positions, only 2 are coming for final layoff notices and that these
two will be hired for temporary work. PVFT and the district came with a timeline to provide rescission
letters to be completed by June, but with the work of ali staff involved, we were able to complete the
process much quicker. Mr. Roman commends the board and staff for all the work.

Superintendent Dorma Baker noted that it takes a massive amount of work fo complete these tasks.
Board participated with comments and questions.

Trustee Osmundson moved to approve this item, Trustee Yahiro seconded the motion. The motion
passed 6/0/1 (Keegan away from his seat).

11.7  Report, discussion and possible action on Adding a May 30, 2012 Board Meeting to the
Schedule to Allow Staff to Finalize 3™ Interim Report.
Report by Albert Roman, Assistant Superintendent, HR.
Trustee Nichels moved to approve the addition of this meeting to the board schedule. Trustee Ursino
seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.
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12,0 ACTION ON CLOSED SESSION
2.1 Public Employee Appointment/Employvment, Government Code Section 54937
a, Certificated Employees
Trustee Nichols moved to approve the certificated employee report with the addition of 1teacher under
retirement, 2 teachers under resignations, and 1 secondary teacher under rescinds. Trustee Keegan
seconded the motion. The motion passed 6/0/1(Ursino abstained).

b. Classified Emplovees
Trustee Nichols moved to approve the classified employee report with the addition of 1S5ite Computer
Support Technician under separation from service. Trustee Keegan seconded the motion. The motion
passed 6/0/1 (Ursino abstained).

2.2 Public Employee Discipline/Dismissal/Release/Leaves
Trustee Nichols reported that the board approved on a 6/0/1 vote {Ursino absent) Resolution #11-12-29
to not reelect 1 certificated employee.

2.8 16 Expulsions

Action on Expulsions:

Trustee Osmundson moved to approve the recommendation of the Hearing Panel for the following
expulsion:

11-12-007

Trustee Nichols seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

Trustee Osmundson moved to approve the recommendation of the Hearing Panel for the following
expulsion:

11-12-061

Trustee De Serpa seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

Trustee Osmundson moved to approve the recommendation of the District Administration for the
following expulsion:

11-12-977

Trustee Nichols seconded the motion. The motion passed 6/1/0 (De Serpa dissented).

Trustee Osmundson moved to approve the recommendation of the District Administration for the
following expulsion:

11-12-080

Trustee Nichols seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

Trustee Osmundson moved to approve the recommendation of the District Administration for the
following expulsion:

11-12-081

Trustee Nichols seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimousiy.

Trustee Osmundson moved to approve the recommendation of the District Administration for the
following expulsion:

11-12-083

Trustee Nichols seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

Trustee Osmundson moved to approve the recommendation of the District Administration for the
following expulsion;

11-12-084

Trustee Keegan seconded the motion. The motion passed 6/1/0 (De Serpa dissented).

Boagrd Meeting May 9. 2012 Unadopted Minutes Page 8 of 10



Trustee Osmundson moved to approve the recommendation of the District Administration for the
following expulsion:

11-12-085 .

Trustee Nichols seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

Trustee Osmundson moved to approve the recommendation of the District Administration for the
following expulsion:

11-12-086

Trustee Nichols seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimousty.

Trustee Osmundson moved to approve the recommendation of the District Administration for the
following expulsion:

11-12-087

Trustee Nichols seconded the motion. The motion passed 6/1/0 (De Serpa dissented).

13.0 GOVERNING BOARD COMMENTS/REPORTS
Trustee Yahiro commented on the good programs that high schools have for students. He asked for a special
meeting in June to look at what is happening with English Learners.

Trustee Osmundson commented on the benefits of having the academies at the high schools, especially at
WHS. She attended the Day of the Teachers event sponsored by AMAFE and was delighted. She also attended
the student Art Exhibit at the City office and all open houses in her trustee area, making sure to say hello to
every teacher,

Trustee Keegan reminded the board that Saturday would be the Queer Youth Leadership Awards dinner.

President DeRose reported that the Santa Cruz County College Commitment is having all 4™ graders attend an
event on Friday to start developing their college vision; they are expecting approximately 2,000 4™ graders. She
announced that the AMGEN Bike tour will end at Cabrillo on Monday.

Trustee De Serpa reported that two parcel tax measures recently passed in Los Gatos and Saratoga. She
provided other board members with a copy of the proposed bylaws for the Santa Cruz County Boards
Association; the association is encouraging PYUSD to be a member and is reviewing its bylaws to clarify their
purpose. She requested an investigation about all the kids suspended and expelled and to find out what the
district is doing to mitigate the suspensions. She noted that changing sites can become difficult for students.

14.0 UPCOMING BOARD MEETINGS/REMAINING BOARD MEETINGS FOR 2012
All meetings, unless otherwise noted, take place at the District Office Boardroom, 292 Green Valley Road,
Watsonville, CA. Closed Session begins at 6:00 pm; Open Session begins at 7:00 pm.

Board added a regular meeting on May 30, 2012.

May = 23 *  Approve 3" Interim Report
June s i3 =

= 27 = 10-11 Budget Adoption
July s *  No Meetings Scheduled
August « 8

» 22
September » 12 * Unaudited Actuals

= 26
October 10

w24
November = 14 .
December = 5 Annual = Approve 1% Interim Report
Organization Mtg.
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15.0 ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business to discuss, the meeting adjourned at 9:27 pm.

Dorma Baker, Superintendent
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Bl

Overview:

PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

4 Item No: 7.0

: May 23, 2012

: PUBLIC HEARING: Report on Approving Annual DéirelaﬁelrF'eé Justification

Analysis and Adoption of Resolution #11-12-22 for L.evel 1 and Resolution #11-12-

30 for Level 2/3 Developer Fees pursuant to state law.

‘The board will hold a public héaring to discuss imposing updated Level 1, 2, and 3

developer fees as authorized by state law. The proposed amounts per square foot are
set forth in the attached resolutions and justification studies. These documents have
been on file and available for public review for approximately one month. Staff is

- recommending to impose new and updated Level 1 fees per law, but to keep Level 2
- fee amount at the 2011-12 rate for 2012-13.

Background:
" Senate Bill 50 was signed into law in 1998 and took effect upon the passage of
- Propostition 1A on November 3, 1998, SB 50 allows school districts to establish Level

1, 2 and 3 developer fees. Justification studies must be conducted and a public hearing -
held annually to consider the adoption of school facilities fees on new development
pursuant to Education Code Section 17620 and Government Code Section 65995,

Level 1 developer fees

Level 1 fees are only imposed when a district does not authorize the levying of Level 2
fees. This fee level is intended to be a minimum amount only. The district has
historically justified the imposition of Level 2 fees pursuant to law and has not utilized
Level 1 fee amounts. The maximum amount of Level 1 fees is established by the State
Allocation Board (SAB). Districts are required to update and justify their Level 1 fee
amounts every two years.

The SAB, at its January 25, 2012 meeting, authorized school districts to adjust Level 1
developer fees for inflation to a maximum of $3.20 per square foot for residential
construction and $0.51 per square foot for commercial/industrial construction. The
district had previously adopted Level 1 fees of $2.97 per square foot for residential

space and $0.47 per square foot for commercial/industrial space.

Staff is recommending that district adopt its Level 1 developer fees to the state
approved maximums of $3.20 per square foot for residential construction and $0.51 per
square foot for commercial/industrial construction. The district would impose Level 1

- fees only if it did not authorize Level 2 fees in the future. The district conducted a

- study to justify the fee amounts as required by law. Attached is the Level 1

- Justification Study and corresponding resolution to take this action. This action item

- will be taken up as a separate matter.




Level 2 and 3 developer fees :
Level 2 fees may be levied in lieu of Level 1 fees on new residential construction. The
attached justification study has determined that Level 2 fees for all residential housing
types could be imposed at $5.84 per square foot. This amount is $0.63 higher than the
current Level 2 fee of $5.21 authorized by the board in 2011-12,

Level 3 fees may be levied in lieu of Level 2 fees only in the event that the state runs
out of school facility funding. The needs analysis has determined that Level 3 fees for
all residential housing types shall be $11.68 per square foot. At this time, funding
remains in the state school construction amount. Therefore, the district would not be
authorized to assess Level 3 fees.

The district has historically imposed Level 2 fees on new construction within the

- district. The graph below details recent Level 2 fee amounts,
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Staff recommends the district’s 2012-13 Level 2 fee amount remain at the current year
amount of $5.21 per square foot. Although justified according to statutory formulas,
the fee amount has increased in recent years as displayed above. Staff sought the input
of local developers and construction businesses when analyzing this matter. The
Pajaro Valley continues to struggle with the effects of the Grear Recession. The local
industry is predominately made up of small, family owned businesses. Input from the
businesses and development community indicated that another fee increase would pose
further challenges to the industry’s recovery efforts. Staff analysis indicates the
current Level 2 rate is sufficient to address district facility needs in 2012-13.

Staff further recommends the rates for the below listed categories remain at current
2010-11 levels as follows:

Senior house development $0.47 per sq. ft.
Commercial/industrial $0.47 per sq ft.
Parking structures 50.10 per sq ft.

Self storage facilities $0.30 per sq ft.

M




' Public notice -

. The law requires school district to provide minimum public notice regarding the

~ justification and subsequent imposition of Level 1, 2, and 3 fee amounts. The district

- once again conducted an extensive effort to provide maximum public notice on this

~issue. Staff posted all documents for public review one month prior to the board
meeting. The minimum notification required by law is approximately two weeks.
Staff posted several public notices in the Sentinel and Register Pajaronian

. newspapers, and contacted local press reporters informing them of this action item.

2, and 3 developer fees as described above.

Prepared By:  Brett W. McFadden, CBO
Richard Mullikin, Director of M/O/F

Superintendent’s Signature:
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FOREWORD

This “Developer Fee Justification Document” update incorporates changes made to California iaw
and State Allocation Board regulations, updated residential development data, historical building
permits, historical student yield rates, State Allocation Board (SAB) construction grant allowance
per student, inflationary increases in construction costs, and California Department of Education
guidelines on site size requirements.

The SAB, at its January 25, 2012 meeting, increased the maximum Level 1 fee that can be imposed
to $3.20 per square foot on residential construction and to $0.51 per square foot on
commercial/industrial construction, to reflect increases in the cost index for Class B construction
based on the Marshall & Swift Eight California Cities Index. The prior Level 1 fees, set in January
2008 and unchanged in January 2010, were $2.97 and $0.47.

Total School Solustions
April 2012




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Pajaro Valley Unified School District (District) is justified to collect the legal maximum fee of
$3.20 per square foot of residential development as authorized by Government Code Section 65995
(Level 1 fees), as future residential development creates a school facility cost of $11.68 per square
foot. The District is also justified to collect the legal maximum fee of $0.51 per square foot of
development on ali categories of commercial/industrial development, as they create school facility
costs that exceed $0.51 per square foot of future development. Fees for new rental self-storage
should be established on an individual case-by-case basis.

The District’s justification for collecting fees on future residential and commercial/industrial
development is based on the following facts and projections:

1.

The District’s projected enrollment in grades K-12 is larger than its pupil capacity. The
District, therefore, does not have sufficient capacity to house students generated by future
development.

. Over a five-year period, future residential development is projected to create 124 unhoused

K-12 students in the District. These students will require the District to acquire new school
facilities.

. Each square foot of future residential development creates an estimated school facilities cost

of $11.68. All categories of commercial/industrial development create an estimated school
facilities cost exceeding $0.51 per square foot of commercial/industrial development.

. If the District collects the current maximum fee on residential development (new and

additions) authorized by Government Code Section 65995 of $3.20 per square foot, fee
revenue will offset 35 percent of the school facility costs atiributable to residential
development. If the District collects the current maximum fee on commercial/industrial
development authorized by Government Code Section 65995 of $0.51 per square foot, fee
revenue will offset about three percent of the school facility cost attributable to
commercial/industrial development. For both residential and commercial/industrial
development, the fees authorized by Government Code Section 65995 are fully justified.

The fees outlined above all meet the requirements of Government code Section 66001 (the nexus
reguirements), that is, a reasonable relationship exists between the amount and use of the fees and
the developments on which they are charged.




INTRODUCTION

This report analyzes the cost of providing school facilities for students generated by future
residential and commercial/industrial development projects in the Pajaro Valley Unified School
District (District). Total School Solutions has been retained by the District to conduct the analysis
and prepare this report.

A

B.

Purpose and Scope

The purpose of this report is to show that the District meets pertinent requirements of State law
regarding the collection of developer fees.

State law gives school districts the authority to charge fees on new residential and
commercial/industrial developments if those developments generate additional students and
cause a need for additional school facilities. Government Code Section 65995 authorizes
school districts to collect fees on future development of no more than $3.20 per square foot for
residential construction and $0.51 for commercial/industrial construction {Level 1 fees). Level
1 fees are adjusted every two vears according to the inflation rate for Class B construction as
determined by the State Allocation Beoard. Government Code Section 66001 requires that a
reasonable relationship exist between the amount and use of the fees and the development on
which the fees are to be charged.

This report:
e Identifies the cost of providing school facilities for students generated by future
residential and commercial/industrial development in order to justify the collection

of fees on those developments and

Explains the relationship between the fees and the developments on which those
fees are to be charged.

Brief Description of the Pajaro Valley Unified School District

The Pajaro Valley Unified School District is located in the south end of Santa Cruz County. The
District currently (2011-12) serves 19,965 students in grades K-12 and operates the following
schools (not including adult education):

K-5

K-6

6-8

7-8

9-12 {(Comprehensive)

9-12 (Continuation)

9-12 (New School Community Day
Charter Schools
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I.  DISTRICT FACILITY NEEDS

This section describes the District’s requirements for school facilities. Specifically, the
following subsections:

A) Identify the District’s student capacity,

B) Subtract the District’s enrollment from the District’s capacity to calculate the District’s
facility needs and

C) Describe the District’s plan to fulfill its facility needs.

. Student Capacity of District Facilities

The District’s student capacity is based on form SAB 50-02, Existing School Building
Capacity, as certified by the Office of Public School Construction/State Allocation Board
(OPSC/SAB). The original form SAB 50-02 was submitted to OPSC/SAB on January 25,
1999, and was certified May 26, 1999. The certified student capacity creates the “baseline”
for determining future eligibility for funding under the School Facility Program.

The baseline capacity based on chargeable classrooms (see Appendix A) is the following:

Grades Number of | Students per SAB 50-02
Classrooms | Classroom Capacity
K-6 308 25 7,700
7-8 91 27 2,457
9-12 114 27 3,078
SPC-Non Severe 19 13 247
SDC-Severe 25 9 225
Total 557 | 13,707

Because the above capacity is the basis for determining eligibility for school facilities needs,
it will be used to calculate unhoused students.

. Projected Unhoused Students

The District’s projected enrollment five years in the future is based on historical cohort
factors and births/kindergarten trends (see Attachment A). The projections are used in
conjunction with Form SAB 50-02, Existing School Building Capacity, to determine the
number of unhoused students. Also presented, for comparison, is the SAB official eligibility
based on the official SAB 50-01/50-02/50-03 forms.

Grades | Projected SAB 50-62 | Unhoused | SAB 50-03

Enrollment Capacity | Students | Remaining

2016-17 Eligibility
12,036 7,700 4,96 3,391
3,269 2,457 812 862
5,552 3,078 2,474 983
Included 472 (472) 138
20,857 13,707 | 7,150 5,374




From the above, it can be seen that using either District projections or SAB projections, there
are significant numbers of unhoused students.

C. District Facilities Needs

The District’s facilities needs and assoctated costs are discussed below.

State School Facility Program -- New School Construction

The cost to provide housing for 5,374 unhoused students {SAB 50-03 remaining eligibility)
based on the State grant would be the following:

Grades Unhoused | State Grant | Full Cost

Students | {1/2 cost) (State times 2)
K-6 3,391 $9,625 $65,276,750
7-8 862 10,204 17,591,696
9-12 983 12,042 25,443 972
SDC-Non-Severe 107 18,134 3,880,676
SDC- Severe 31 27,115 1,681,130
Total 5,374 $113,874,224

Facilities Master Plan

The above calculation of new school construction costs under the State School Facility
Program (SSFP) totaling $113,874,224 is based solely on eligibility under that program.

The District prepared a comprehensive Facilities Master Plan’ for the ten-year period 2012-
2022 dated, January 6, 2012, That document identified costs to provide adequate school
housing — new construction, backlog/unmet need and modernization/renovation — as follows:

Category EE 5 S
Elementary Schools $45,005,084
Middle Schools 38,407,111
High Schools 56,526,411
Charter Schools 12,897,638
District Facilities 48,987,847
New Classroom Needs 44,100,000
Maintenance Endowment 7.500,000
SR . $253,424’091

! Source: Facilities Master Plan: 2012-2022, Total School Solutions, January 6, 2012, Board approved February
22,2012,




To provide funding for the approved Facilities Master Plan, the District has identified the
following funding sources:

State SFP - New Construction $30,664,393
State SFP - Modernization 12,221,794
Developer Fees 6,000,000
New General Obligation Bond 204,537,904
Total $253.424.091

While the Facilities Master Plan is a ten-year plan, it clearly identifies the need for extensive
State and local funding to enable its full implementation. It is also clear that developer fees
are an essential component of the financing plan.




II. FINANCIAL IMPACT ON THE DISTRICT OF FUTURE RESIDENTIAL
DEVELOPMENT

This section quantifies how future residential development financially affects the District.

Future residential development will generate additional students in the District. As shown in the
previous section, adequate school facilities do not exit for these students. Future residential
development, therefore, financially affects the District by generating a need for additional school
facilities that the District must acquire at some cost.

A.  Formulas

The formulas used in the calculation of Level 3 fees (full-cost under the State SFP) are as
follows:

1. New Residential sq.ft. H.U. Projection (5-years)
x average sq.ft. per unit

Unhoused Students H.U. Projection (5-years)
x Student Yield Rate

Construction Cost Unhoused Students
x State grant per student

Total Cost Construction Cost
+ Site Acquisition Cost
+ Site Development Cost
5. Net Cost Total Cost - Other Local Funds
0. Level 1 Fee per sq.ft. Net Cost divided by New Residential sq.ft.

B. New Residential Sguare Footage

Building permits and average square feet per unit for the past five years are presented in
Appendix B. For the purposes of this study, the five-year projection of housing units that will be
subject to Level 3 fees, the average square feet per unit, and the new residential square feet will
be as follows:

New Housing Units ~ # Units  Avg. Square Foot Total Square Foot

Single-Family 200 1,841 368,200




C. Unhoused Students

Student vield rates were determined by a "Student Yield Rates Study”, (Appendix C) by
matching building permit and stadent addresses for the past five years. Yield rates by grade
groupings from that study were the following:

Housing Type Units K-6 7-8 9-12 Total
Single-Family 0.414 0.067 0.138 0.619

From the above data, the number of unhoused students was calculated as follows:

_Unhoused Students K-6 7-8 9-12 Total
Single-Family 83 13 28 124

The SAB 50-01 five-year projected enrollments based on 2006-07 — 2009-10 enrollments
consisted of the following for total K-12 enroliment:

Regular Students — K-6 12,515 56.7%
Regular Students — 7-8 3,418 15.5%
Regular Students — 9-12 5638 25.6%
SDC — Non-Severe 487 2.2%
Teotal 22,058 100%

Based on the above percentages, the projected unhoused students were adjusted as follows:

Original Adjusted
Prejection  Projection
K-6 83 82
7-8 13 12
9-12 28 27
SDC —Non-Severe  Included 3
- Total 124 124

Government Code Section 65995.6(a) states that the existing school building capacity shall be
calculated pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.10 et seq., which is in accordance with
regulations adopted by the State Allocation Board. Those regulations are established in form
SAB 50-02, as summarized in Appendix A.

As presented in the previous section, the District currently has more students than its State-
loaded capacity, and projections indicate that the number of unhoused students will increase over
the next five years. There is therefore a backlog of unhoused students in all grade groups, and
new students for those groups to be generated from projected housing units over the next five
years are unhoused.




D. Construction Cost

The new construction State grant amounts for grades K-6, 7-8, 9-12 and SDC-Non-Severe, as
adjusted by the State Allocation Board on January 25, 2012, and including grants for auto
alarm/detection and sprinklers were the folowing:

New Construction Grants

Grades Base Grant Fire Sprinklers Grant per
Detection/Alarm Student
K-6 $9.,455 $11 $159 $9,625
7-8 $9,999 $16 $189 $10,204
9-12 $12,721 $25 $1906 $12,942
SDC-Non-Severe $17,765 $33 $336 $18,134
SDC-Severe $26,564 $49 $502 $27,115

From the above data, the construction cest for school facilities was calculated as follows:

Construction Cost # Students Grant Cost

K-6 82 $9.625 $789.,250
7-8 12 $10,204 $122,448
9-12 27 $12,942 $349,434
SDC-Non-Severe 3 $18,134 $54,402
Total 124 $1.315,534

E. Total Cost

According to the "Guide to School Site Analysis and Development, 2000 Edition", the following
site sizes would be required for future schools:

Student Capacities and Site Sizes

Grades Student Capacity  Site Size {Acres)
K-6 600 11.0
7-8 900 25.0
9-12 1,601-1,800 44.5

The cost of land for acquisition by the District was based upon an estimated cost of $230,000 per
acre. Additional site acquisition costs must be included for appraisals, surveys, toxic studies,
soils tests, EIR, preliminary architectural/engineering work, school site approval process, legal
fees, consultants, etc. Based on estimated costs for K-6, 7-8 and 9-12 schools (Appendix D), the
estimated total site acquisition costs per acre were the following:

K-6 $244,828
7-8 $237,623
9-12 £235,150




Based on the above acreages and projected unhoused students, the total costs would be the
following:

Taotal New School Site Acquisition Costs

Grades  Unhoused Required Total Site
Students Acres Acquisition Cost

K-6 83 1.522 $372,628

7-8 13 0.361 $ 85,782

0-12 28 0.778 $182.947

Teotal 124 2.661 $641,357

Site development costs (including on-site and off-site costs) were based on actual bids, as
summarized in Appendix D. Those cost data revealing the following estimated site development
COSts per acre:

K-6 $427,611/acre
7-8 $392,072/acre
0-12 $305,023/acre

While site development costs will vary depending upon many variables (utilities requirements,
off-site access requirements, site slope and condition, etc.), it is believed that for the District the
average site development costs above would be reasonable. Based on these estimates, the site
development costs would be the following:

Grades Required Acres Total Site
Development Cost

K-6 1.522 $650,824

7-8 0.361 $141,538

9-12 0.778 $237,308

Total 2.661 $1,029,676

F. Level 3 Fee Per Square Foot

Level 3 fees were calculated based on full-cost data presented above as follows:

Grades Construction  Site Acquisition Site Total
Cost Cost Development Cost
Cost
K-6 $1,578,500 $372,628 $650,824 $2,601,952
7-8 $244 896 $85,782 $141,538 $472.216
9-12 $698,868 $182,947 $237,308 $1,119,123
SDC-Non-Severe $108,804 Included Included $108.804




From the above data, the Level 3 fees per square foot were calculated as follows:

Level 3 Fees

Total Cost  Total Sq. Ft.  Cost/Sq.Ft.
Residential Housing $4,302,095 368,200 $11.68




REVENUE FROM FEES ON RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT VERSUS COSTS
OF SCHOOL FACILITIES

This section compares the projected revenues from fees levied on future residential
development to the school facility costs attributable to that development.

State law currently caps Level 1 fees at $3.20 per square {oot. As demonstrated in the
previous section, each square foot of future residential development will generate a school
facility cost of $11.68. Any given amount of future development will, therefore, generate
more school facility costs than Level 1 fee revenue.

I'ee Revenue from Residential Development Over the Next Five Years

Based on the average square footage, 200 new residential units will generate 368,200
square feet of residential development over the next five years.

If the District were to collect the maximum allowable Level 1 fees ($3.20) on residential
development, the District would collect $1,178,240 in residential developer fees over a
five-year projection period. This total fee amount is only 27.4 percent of the total cost of
providing facilities.

Fee Revenue from Additions to Existing Residences

Fees will also be generated by additions to existing residences and the fee revenue
calculation for additions is the same as for new units. Based on an estimated 100,000

square feet of additions over the next five years, those additions would generate $320,000
m fee revenue (100,000 times $3.20). Pursuant to Education Code Section
17620(a)(1 X CO)(i), developer fees may be charged on residential additions “only if the
resulting increase in assessable space exceeds 500 square feet.”

Fee Revenue from Reconstruction and Redevelopment

Fees will also be generated by single and multi-family units in redevelopment projects and
single and multi-family units that replace demolished units (1o the extent that the new units
are larger than the demolished units). This report does not account for the total fee revenue
collected from reconstruction and redevelopment. However, the fee revenue calculation
from reconstruction and/or redevelopment is the same as for new units. For example,
reconstruction and/or redevelopment totaling 50,000 square feet would generate $160,000
in fee revenue (50,000 times $3.20).

School Facility Costs Generated by Residential Development Over the Next Five
Years

The total school facility cost attributable to future residential development over the next
five years was calculated in Section 1L.C at $4,302,095.




Extent of Mitigation of School Facilitv Costs Provided bv Level 1 Residential Fees

From Section A above, total residential Level 1 fee revenue of $1,178,240 will cover only
27.4 percent of the $4.302,095 in total school facility costs attributable to residential
development over the next five years, Some of this shortfall may be recovered from fees
on additions to existing residential units and commercial development, but such revenues
will likely be minimal.

Senior Citizen Restricted Housing

As required by law, a lower fee, currently the commercial/industrial maximum of $0.51 per
square foot is established for certain types of residences that are restricted in occupancy to
senior citizens. Housing of this type generates employees and has an indirect impact on the
school district similar to that from commercial/industrial development projects.




IV. FINANCIAL EFFECT ON THE DISTRICT OF NEW COMMERCIAL
/AINDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

This section analyzes the costs of providing school facilities for students generated by new
commercial/industrial development.

Commercial/industrial development will attract additional workers to the District, and, because
some of those workers will have school-age children, will generate additional students in the
District. As shown in Section [, adequate school facilities do not exist for these students. New
commercial/industrial development, therefore, creates a fiscal impact on the District by
generating a need for new school facilities.

The report multiplies the following five factors together to calculate the school facility cost
mcurred by the District per square foot of new commercial/industrial development:

. Employees per square foot of new commercial/industrial development,
B. Percent of employees in the District that also live in the District,

. Houses per employee,
D. Students per house, and
E. School facility cost per student.

The report calculates each of these factors in the next sections.

A. Emplovees per Sguare Foot of Development

As permitted by State law, the report uses results from a survey published by the San Diego
Association of Governments (SanDAG) to establish the number of employees per square
foot of new commercial/industnial development projects.

Employees Per Square Foot of Commercial/Industrial
Development, by Category

Commercial/Industrial Average Square Foot per Employees per
Category Employee Average Square Foot
Banks 354 0.00283
Community Shopping Centers 652 0.00153
Neighborhood Shopping Centers 369 0.00271
Industrial Business Parks 284 (0.00352
Industrial Parks 742 0.00135
Rental Self Storage 15,541 0.00006
Scientific Research & Development 329 0.00304
Lodging 882 0.00113
Standard Commercial Office 209 0.00479
Large High Rise Com. Office 232 0.00431
Corporate Offices 372 0.00269
Medical Offices 234 0.00427
Source: 1990 SanDDAG Traffic Generators report.




Percentage of Emplovees Residing Within the District

Based on 2000 U.S. Census data, it is estimated that approximately 60 percent of people
working in the Dastrict also live in the District.

Number of Households per Emplovee

U.S. Census data indicates that there are approximately 0.65 housing units for every one
worker. The report, therefore, assumes that each new resident worker in the District will
demand 0.65 housing units.

Number of Students per Dwelling Unit

As calculated from Section 11.C., the report assumes that 0.619 K-12 students will reside in
each housing unit.

School Facilitv Cost per Student

As calculated from Section ILF., the report estimates that the school facility cost per K-12
student is $34,738 ($11.68/square foot times 1,841 square foot divided by (.619 vield.).

School Facility Cost per Square Foot of Commercial/Industrial Development

The following table calculates the school facility cost generated by a square foot of new

commercial/industrial development for each of the categories of commercial/industrial
projects listed in Section A.

School facility costs for development projects not included on this list may be estimated by
using the closest employee-per-square foot ratio available for the proposed development or
by following the District’s administrative procedures for appeals of school facility fee
imposition.

Based on an estimated 250,000 square feet of commercial/industrial space to be constructed
over the next five years (total of five prior years as reported in Appendix B), a fee of $0.51
per square foot will generate about $127,500 in total fees. This is approximately three
percent of the $4,302.095 total cost for new facilities.




Facility Cost Per Square Foot of Commercial/Industrial
Development, by Category

Category

Employees
per
Square Foot

% Employees
Residing in
District

Dwelling
Units per
Employee

K-12
Students
Per Dwelling
Unit

Cost per
K-12
Student

Cost per
Square
Foot

Banks

0.00283

0.60

0.65

0.619

$34,738

$23.73

Community
Shopping
Centers

0.00153

0.60

0.65

0.619

$34,738

$12.83

Neighborhood
Shopping
Centers

0.00271

0.65

0.619

$34,738

$22.73

Industrial
Business Parks

0.00352

(.65

0.619

$34,738

$29.52

Industrial Parks

0.00135

0.65

0.619

$34,738

$11.32

Rental Self
Storage

0.00006

0.65

0.619

$34,738

$0.50

Scientific
Research &
Development

0.00304

0.65

0.619

$34,738

$25.49

Lodging

0.00113

0.65

0.619

534,738

$9.48

Standard
Commercial
Office

0.00479

0.65

0.619

$34,738

$40.17

Large High Rise
Com. Office

0.00431

0.65

0.619

$34,738

$36.14

Corporate
Offices

0.00269

0.65

0.619

$34,738

$22.56

Medical Offices

0.00427

0.65

0.619

$34,738

$35.81

Parking
Structures

0.06002

0.65

0.619

$34,738

$0.17
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V. FINDINGS
This section shows that the District meets the requirements of Government Code Section 66001
regarding the collection of developer fees and summarizes other potential funding sources for the

District’s capital projects.

A.  Government Code Section 66001{a}1) — Purpose of the Fee

The purpose of collecting fees on residential and commercial/industrial development is to
acquire funds to construct or reconstruct school facilities for the students generated by new
residential and commercial/industrial developments.

Government Code Section 66001(2)(2) — Use of the Fee

The District’s use of the fee will involve constructing new school facilities. In addition, the
fee may be used to construct additional facilities on existing school campuses and/or
reconstructing school campuses. The District may also need to purchase or lease portable
classrooms to use for interim housing while permanent facilities are being constructed.

Revenue from fees collected on residential and commercial/industrial development may be
used to pay for any of the following:

1) Land (purchased or leased) for school facilities,

2) Design of school faciliies,

3) Permit and plan checking fees,

4) Construction or reconstruction of school facilities,

5) Testing and inspection of school sites and school buiidings,

6) Furniture for use in new school facilities,

7y Interim school facilities (purchased or leased) to house students generated by new
development while permanent facilities are being constructed,

8) Legal and administrative costs associated with providing facilities to students
generated by new development,

9) Administration of the collection of developer fees (including the costs of justifying
the fees) and

10) Miscellaneous purposes resulting from student enrollment growth caused by new
residential development.

Government Code Section 66001(a}3) — Relationship Between Fee’s Use and the Type
of Project Upon Which Fee is Imposed.

Future residential development will cause new families to move into the District and,
consequently, will generate additional students in the District. As shown in Section LB. of
this report, adequate school facilities do not exist for these students. Future residential
development, therefore, creates a need for additional school facilities. The fee’s use
{acquiring school facilities) is, therefore, reasonably related to the type of project (future
residential development) upon which it is imposed.
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New commercial/industrial development will cause new workers to move into the District.
Because some of these workers will have school-age children, commercial/industrial wiil
also generate new students in the District. As shown in Section 1.B. of this report, adequate
school facilities do not exist for these students. New commercial/industrial development,
therefore, creates a need for additional school facilities. The fee’s use (acquiring school
facilities) is, therefore, reasonably related to the type of project (new commercial/industrial
development) upon which it is imposed.

Government Code Section 66001(a)(4) — Relationship Between the Need for the Public
Facilitv and the Tvpe of Project Upon Which Fee is Imposed

The District’s current enrollment is larger than its student capacity. The District, therefore,
does not have sufficient existing capacity to house students generated by future
development. Future residential and commercial/industrial development in the District will
generate additional students and consequently, a need for additional school facilities. A
relationship exists, therefore, between the District’s need to provide additional school
facilities and the construction of new residential and commercial/industrial development
projects.

Government Code Section 66061(b) — Relationship Between the Fee and the Cost of
the Public Facility Atiributable to the Development on Which the Fee is Imposed

This report demonstrates that the school facility cost atiributable to future residential
development is $11.68 per square foot. Level 1 fees of $3.20 per square foot on residential
development are, therefore, fully justified.

This report also demonstrates that the school facility costs attributable to all categories of
commercial/industrial development exceed $0.51 per square foot. Level 1 fees of $0.51 on
these types of development are, therefore, fully justified. Fees for low-employee-
generating types of development should be examined on a case-by-case basis.

All school facility costs and fees in this report are calculated on a per-student basis to
ensure that future developments only pay for impacts they cause.

Other Funding Sources

The following is a review of potential other funding sources for constructing school
facilities.

1) General Fund

The District’s (General Fund budget is typically committed to instructional and day-to-
day operating expenses and not used for capital outlay uses, as funds are needed to
meet the District’s non-facility needs. General Fund monies may however, be use for
portable lease payments or facilities projects is other funding sources are insufficient to
meet commitments.
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2} State Programs

The District has been approved for eligibility under the School Facility Program. The
State match allowance of 50 percent, however, leaves a shortfall between State funding
and the District’s actual facility needs. State funds for deferred maintenance may not
be used to pay for new facilities. State law prohibits use of lottery funds for facilities.

General Obligation Bonds

School districts can, with the approval of two-thirds or 55 percent of its voters, issue
general obligation bonds that are paid for out of property taxes. As noted earlier, the
District’s Facilities Master Plan indicates a need for a future $204.5 million general
obligation bond to raise funds for specific District projects and part of the match
requirenment to obtain state funds.

Parcel Taxes

Approval by two-thirds of the voters is required to impose taxes that are not based on
the assessed value of individual parcels. While these taxes have been occasionally used
in school districts, the revenues are typically used to supplement operating budgets.

Melio-Roos Community Facilities Districts

This alternative uses a tax on property owners within a defined area to pay long-term
bonds issued for specific public improvements. Mello-Roos taxes require approval
from two-thirds of the voters (or land owners if fewer than 12) in an election.

Surplus Property

The District does not own any surplus property that could be used to finance additional
school facilities.

Redevelopment

The District has no Redevelopment Agency funds in effect.
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V1. RECOMMENDATIONS

This report recommends that the District levy the maximum statutory fee authorized by law of
$3.20 per square foot of residential development. The report also recommends that the District
levy the maximum fee as authorized by law of $0.51, on commercial/industrial development.
Developer fees for low-employee generating developments, such as rental self-storage, should be
examined on a case-by-case basis.

These recommendations are based on the findings that residential and commercial/industrial
development creates a school facility cost for the District that is larger than the revenue
generated by charging these fees.




APPENDIX A

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD ELIGIBILITY
DETERMINATION
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APPENDIX A
ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION

APPENDIX A  ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION

The District’s new construction eligibility was calculated as follows:

Grades Baseline' SAB Remaining
Eligibi_iity Approvals/Adjustments’ Eligibility
K-6 2,873 518 3,391
7-8 233 629 862
9-12 2,239 (1,256) 083
SDC-Non-Severe 0 107 147
SDC- Severe 0 31 31
Totals 5,345 29 5,374

! The Baseline Eligibility (SAB 50-03) was certified by the State Allocation Board (SAB) on May 26, 1999, based
on the Enrollment Certification/Projection (SAB 50-01) which used CBEDS enroliment data for 1995-96 through
1998-99, less the Existing Schoo! Building Capacity (SAB 50-02).

*The SAB Approvais/Adjustments were based on updated SAB 50-01 projections and approved projects under the
California School Facility Program. Taken from the OPSC website status as of March 21, 201 1.

Classroom Inventory

The original SAB 50-02 classroom inventory and the current classroom inventory' were the

following:

Category Original Current

_ January 1999 January 2012’
Permanent 502 (68%) 504 (67%)
Portable 238 (32%) 252 (33%)
Total 740 (100%) 756 (100%)

! Source: Facility Master Plan 2012-2022, January 6, 2012, Total School Solutions. Does not include charter school
capacity.
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APPENDIX B. HOUSING DEVELOPMENTS

The numbers of new residential units constructed in the District were compiled from District
developer fee collection records. For the recent past, the annual new dwelling units were the
following:

2006 176
2007 102
2008 63
2009 28
2010 33
2011 47

Because of the economic slow-down, the numbers of annual new dwelling units have dropped
significantly. Based on the assumption that new residential construction will remain low for
several years, the five-year projection of new dwelling units is 200 units.!

The construction of 200 new dwelling units will generate only 114 new K-12 students based on a
K-12 vyield rate of 0.573, but it is emphasized that the calculation of Level 2/3 fees per square
foot is independent of the actual number of housing units to be constructed over the next five
years.

! The 2009 stady made a five-year projection of 300 new housing units at 1,894 sguare feet per unit. The 2010 study
made a five-year projection of 250 new housing units at 1,794 square feet per unit. This 2012 study, with a five-year
projection of 200 new housing units at 1,844 square feef per unit, reflects the on-going economic downturn.




DEVELOPER FEE COLLECTIONS'
SINGLE-FAMILY (SFD)

# Units Total Square Level 2 Fee
Foot / Square
Foot

January - June 2006 44 87.857.00 $3.72
July - December 2006 132 218,822.00 4.11
January - June 2007 38 102,843.00 4.11
Tuly - December 2007 44 88,366.00 3.57
January - June 2008 41 83,764.00 3.57
July - December 2008 22 30,142.00 4.43
January - June 2009 I 20,217.75 4.43
July - December 2009 17 38,404.00 4.82
January - June 2010 15 25,367.00 4.82
July - December 2010 18 35,753.00 4.78
January - June 2011 28 44,152.00 478
Jaly - December 2011 19 41,959.00 5.21
Totals 449  826,646.75

Average= 1,841

! Scurce: District developer fee collection records for new single-family units (SFD), new mutti-family units (MF),
additions to existing residential units {ADD) and commercial buildings (COM).




2006 DEVELOPER FEE COLLECTIONS

# Units  Total Fee/Sgnare Total Fee
Square Foot
Foot

January
February
March
April
May
June

13,362 $3.72 $49,706.64
10,453 3.72 38.885.16
15,316 3.72 56,975.52
25,293 3.72 94,089.96
10,454 3.72 38,888.88
12,979 3.7 48,281 .88

Subtetal
July
August
September
October
November
December

87,857 326,828.64

31,958 4.11 131,347.38

65,778 4.11 270,347.58

21,504 4.11 88,381.44

9,760 4.11 40,113.60

84,022 4.11 345,330.42

4 5,800 4.11 23,838.00

Subtotal

132 218,822 $899,358.42

Totals

Total

176 306,679 $1,226,186.46
Average= 1,742

QOther-Sea View Ranch
29 8,523 3.72 31,703.70

ADD
54 52,088 197,896.44

COM
34 61,989 0.36/0.42 35,591.88

Grand Total

$1,491,378.48




2007 DEVELOPER FEE COLLECTIONS

# Units

Total
Square

Foot

SFD

Foot

Fee/Square Total Fee

January
February
March
April
May
June

26,193
19,701
12,007
18,806
19,827

6,309

$4.11
4.11
4.11
4.11
4,11
4.11

$107,653.23
80,971.11
49,348.777
77.292.66
81.488.97
25,929.99

Subtotal
July
August
September
October
November
December

102,843

11,514
21,460
17,429
12,678
12,084
13,201

3.57
3.57
3.57
3.57
3.57
3.57

422,684.73
41,104.98
76,612.20
62,221.53
4526046
43,139.88
47,127.57

Subtotal

88,366

$315,466.62

Totails

Total

102

Average=

52

6

191,209
1,875

ADD
50,629

CcoOM
44,694

$738,151.35

196,777.70

18,771.48

Grand Total

$953,706.53




2008 DEVELOPER FEE COLLECTIONS

S¥FD
# Units Total
Square
Foot

Fee/Square Total Fee
Foot

January
February
March
April
May
June

15,485
11,589
10,288
11,883

9,054
25,465

$3.57
3.57
3.57
3.57
3.57
3.57

$55,281.45
41,372.73
36,728.16
42,422.31
32,322.78
90,910.05

Subtotal
July
August
September
October
November
December

83,764

8,979

17,171

7,005

1,996

2 2,791
1 1,200

4.43
4.43
4.43
4.43
4.43
4.43

299,037.48
39,776.97
76,067.53
31,032.15

8,842.28
12,364.13
5,316.00

Subtotal

22 39,142

$173,399.06

Totals

Total

63 122,906
1,951

Average=

ADD
30 30,025

COM
6 34,504

0.42/0.47

$472,436.54

116,465.21

15,086.93

Grand Tetal

$603,981.78




2009 DEVELOPER FEE COLLECTIONS
SFD

# Units Total Fee/Square Total Fee
Square Foot
Foot
1,913 $4.43 $8,474.59
2,437 4.43 10,795.91
9,150 4.43 40,534.50
6,717.75 4,43 32,379.56
20,217.75 92,184.56
9,541 4.82 45,987.62
14,713 4.82 70,916.66
5,823 4.82 28,066.86
2,820 4.82 13,592.40
November 5,507 482 26,543.74
Subtotal 38,404 $185,107.28
Tetals 28 58,021.75 $277,291.84
Average= 2,094

January
March
April

Jane
Subtotal
July
August
September
October

[y
g e

|3 2 o B o I o (N )

ju—y
~3

ADD
16 14,327 67,781.23

COM
Total 5 127,985 . 60,152.95

Grand Total $405,226.02




2016 DEVELPER FEE COLLECTIONS
SFD

# Units Total Fee/Square Total Fee

Square Foot

Foot
January 3,803 $4.82 $18,330.46
March 1,232 4.82 5,938.24
April 1,199 4.82 5,779.18
May 7,241 4.82 34,901.62
June 8,998 4.82 43,370.36
June 24 2,894 4.82 13,833.32
Subtotal 25,367 122,153.18
July 2,264 4,78 10,821.92
August 4,339 4.78 20,740.42
September 7,687 4,78 36,743.86
October 7,744.75 4.78 37,019.91
November 5,592 4,78 26,729.76
December 8,127 4,78 39,172.14
Subtotal 35,783.75 $171,228.01
Totals 61,121 $293,381.19

Average= 1,852

ADD
16,369 78,771.14

COM
Total 17,501 : 8,225.47

Grand Total $380,377.80




201: DEVELPER FEE COLLECTIONS
SFD

# Units Total Fee/Square Total Fee
Square Foot
Foot
March 20,382 $4.78 $97,425.96
April 7,836 4.78 37,456.08
May 4,270 4.78 20,410.60
June 10,482 4.78 50,103.96
June 24 1,182 5.21 6,158.22
Subtotal 44,152 $211,554.82
July 15,358 $5.21 $80,015.18
August 16,862 5.21 87,850.72
September 4,196 5.21 21,861.16
October 2,660 5.21 13,858.60
November 2,883 521 15,020.43
Subtotal 41,959 $218,606.09
Totals 86,111 $430,160.91
Average= 1,832

OTHER - INTERSECTION MINTO RD/MIEDIL AVE

December Unknown 87,154 $5.21 $454,072.34
ADD

January-May 4 1,603 $4.78 $10,339.14

June-December 6 5,011 5.21 29,551.12
COM

Total 6 26,264 $0.47 $12,344.08

REIMBURSEMENTS
Total 6 (529,883.08)

Grand Toetal $906,584.51
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APPENDIX C

APPENDIX C. PUPIL YIELD RATES

Pupil yield rates were calculated 2012 by a manual address match of 2011-12 students enrolled
in the District and building permits issued during the period January 2006 through December
2011. In conducting the vield rate study, building permits were first matched against residence
addresses of students and second, where there were no residence addresses given, against
mailing addresses, thereby producing the maximum number of maiches possible. Approximately
450 students had no residence address, but about 400 of those students did have mailing
addresses. The remaining 50 had neither residence or mailing addresses, with post office boxes
being the primary address given.

The yield rates from prior 2009 and 2010 studies and the current 2012 study were the following:

Grades 2009 20100 20127
K-6 0298 0342 0414
7-8 0.088  0.08  0.067
9.12 0.182  0.145  0.138
Total 0.568  0.573  0.619

"Source: School Facilities Needs Analysis, April 2009 and April 2010, SchootWorks, Inc.
2Source: Total School Solutions, March 2012

The pupil vields differed only slightly from 2009 to 2010. For this Needs Analysis, the average
of the two prior studies was used.

It should be noted that the State vield rates allowed when using the dwelling unit method on
form SAB 50-01 are:

K-6 0.40
7-8 0.10
9-12 0.20
Total 0.70
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Pupil Yield Rates’
Single — Family

2007 2008 2009 2011
Jan-Dec |Jan-Dec [Jan-Dec Jan-Dec
Building Permits 102 63 28 47
Grades

30
30
28
24
31
24
19
Subtotal 186
Yield Rate (0.414)

7 19

8 11
Subtotal 6 30
Yield Rate (0.067)

9 17

10 21

11 14

12 10
Subtotal 62
Yield Rate (0.138)
Total 4] 278
Yield Rate | (0.619)

Wl Ofjr= SO | O
b=l e k=11 I k=2 Ll B2
~Iloilojwira|ol—]

" In conducting a match of building permits and students, both residence and mailing addresses were used and
potential errors caused by misspelled addresses were corrected. Building permits for 2011 were included in the data
in spite of the fact that many of those residences were not completed and occupied by the 2011-12 school. Because
of that fact and the lack of addresses for some students, the resultant yield rates calculated are probably slightly
iower than the true yield rates.
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SITE ACQUISITION COSTS

Site purchase costs can vary significantly from site to site within a school district based on land
availability, unimproved vs. improved land, prior sales prices and zoning. Before a purchase can
be finalized, appraisals must be made and terms and conditions must be agreed upon.

According to information provided by the District for this Needs Analysis update, a purchase
price of $230,000 per acre in the District continues to be reasonable. In the prior two developer
fee studies, land costs were estimated at $250,000/acre (2009) and $230,000/acre (2010).

In addition to the cost of land, there are support costs associated with the acquisition of land. The
Bakersfield City School District prepared an analysis of the various categories of service to be

considered during the acquisition process as foliows:

Estimated Support Costs'

Category K-6 7-8 9-12

Appraisal Fees $15,000 $15,000 $15,000
Legal Fees 50,000 50,000 50,000
Escrow Fees 30,000 30,000 30,000
CEQA Documentation 7,500 25,000 50,000
Environmental Analysis (DTSC) 25,000 25,000 25,000
Topographic Survey 3,000 6,000 10,000
Traffic Study 6,000 6,000 6,000
Geo-Technical Hazards Report 3,000 6,000 10.600
Total $139,500  $163,000 $196,000
Inflationary Adjustment (16.92%)°  $163,103 $190,580 $229,163

! Bakersfield City School District 2007-2014 Facilities Plan, June 14, 2006. Cost estimates based on
2006 dollars

* Based on construction cost index for Class B construction for the period January 2006 (1.74) through
January 2010 (1.96) totaling 12.64 percent (SAB action on January 27, 2010), plus a 4.28 percent
increase from January 2010 to January 2011 (SAB action on January 26, 2011},

Actual land acquisition support costs can vary depending on local factors at work. While a
precise support cost cannot be calculated, the analysis above is reasonable to use.




State recommended acreages were used to compute total site acquisition costs for the District are

as follows:

State Recommended
Acreage

11.0
25.0
44.5

Grades Enrollment

K-6
7-8
9-12

600
900
1,601-1,800

: Grades

Acres Cost/Acre Total

K-6
7-8
9-12

11.0
250
445

$230,000
$230,000
$230,000

$2,530,000
$5,750,000
$10,235,000

Total Site Acquisition Cost

Grades

Acres Land Total Cost Total Cost/Acre

Support

K-6
7-8
8-12

11.0
25.0
44.5

$2.530,000
$5,750,000
$10,235,000

$163,103
$190,580
$229,163

$2,693,103
$5,940,580
$10,464,163

$244.828
$237,623
$235,150
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SITE DEVELOPMENT COSTS'

Site development costs cannot be precisely calculated because of many varables at work, such
as whether off-site utilities and streets are available, site conditions (substrata rocks, clean-up
requirements, etc.), site slope/cuts/fills, etc. However, reasonable estimates of sife development
costs per acre can be prepared from local experience and architect estimates.

Planning and construction costs for the two examples from the Manteca Unified School District
~ Mossdale Elementary School and Lathrop High School — summarize local costs, as shown in
the table. Based on the assumption that 25 percent of total planning and construction costs go to
site development, the site development cost analysis presents the following conclusions:

Category Mossdale Elementary  Lathrop High
Acreage 16.0 50.0
Student Capacity K-5525,7-9 459 9-12 1,566
Site Development/Acre $380,410 $305,023

To wverify the reasonableness of the above data, architectural estimates prepared for the
Bakersfield City School District were used for comparison purposes. The conclusions from the
Bakersfield estimates were K-6 site development costs of $348,380/acre and 7-8 site
development costs of $335,177/acre, thereby confirming the reasonableness of the above data.

For the District, the following site development costs per acre will be used:

K-6 $427.611
7-8 $392,072
9-12 $305,023

! There was a 3.76 percent increase in the Class B construction cost index from January 1, 2011 io January 1, 2012,
which should theoretically result in a 3.76 percent increase in site development cost. However, the bidding climate
also impacis construction costs, so for the purpose of this study, site development costs for K-6 and 7-8 schools were
based on actual recent bids in the Bakersfield City School District and 9-12 costs were inflated by 3.76%.




PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION

Category

Mossdale
Elementary

Lathrop
High

Architect/Engineering Fees
DSA/CDE Fees
Consultants

$1,263,612
113,375
15,151

$2,921,155
333,334
118,735

Subtotal Planning
Construction
Inspections
Tests
Labor Compliance

$1,392,138
$21,894,668
149,855
2,237
25,125

$3,373,224
$54,741,454
378,042
227,169
74,155

Subtotal Construction

$22,071,885

$55,420,820

Total Planning & Construction
Furniture & Equipment

$23,464,023
400,474

$58,794,044
853,236

Grand Total

Estimated Cost Split

$23,864,497

$59,647,280

Site Development (25%)
Construction (75%)

$5,866,006
16,598,017

$14,698,514
44,095,544

Subtotal
Furniture & Equipment

$22,464,023
400,474

$58,794,058
853,236

Grand Total

Site Acreage
Site Development/Acre
Inflationary Adjustment (3.76%)

$22,864,497

16.0
$366,625
$380,410

$59,647,294

50.0
£293,970
$305,023

Page | 42




CONSTRUCTION COSTS!

Site Development

K-6 7-8
Utility Services $100,000  $100,000
Off-Site Development $100,000  $175,000
Service Site Development $1,950,000 $3,000,000
General Site Development $1,336,640 $1,918,700
Fees/Reports/Testing & Inspection (25%) $386,895  $539,745
Total Site Development $3,873,535 $5,733,445
Inflationary Adjustment (16.92%) $4,528,937 $6,703,544
Site Development/Acre? $348,380  $335,177

Building Consfruction

K-6 7-8
Building Construction (New) $10,766,400 $15,354,000
Built-In Equipment & Technology $550,000 $733,000
Contingency $735,152  $1,055,285
Fees/Reports/Testing & Inspection (75%) $1,160,685  $1,619,233
Total Building Construction $13,212,237 $18,761,518
Inflationary Adjustment (16.92%)* $15,447,747 $21,935,966

Farniture and Equipment
Movable Furniture & Equipment $500,000 $500,000

Total Construction Cost $20.,476,684 $29,139,510

! Bakersfield City School District’s 2007-2014 Facilities Plan, June 14, 2006. Cost estimates based on 2006 data.
* Based on construction cost index for Class B construction for the period January 2006 through January 2011
totaling 16.92 percent (SAB action on January 26, 2011).

* Based on District planned acreage: 13 acres for K-6 school and 20 acres for 7-8 school.
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UPDATED CONSTRUCTION COSTS
BAKERSFIELD CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Estimated Costs Actual Bids

Category K-6 7-8 K-6 7-8

Site Development $4,528,937  $6,703,544  $5.558,949  $7.841,434
(22.1%) (23.0%) (22.1%) (23.0%)

Site Deve1opment/Acre2 $348,380 $335,177 $427.611 $392.072

Construction Costs and F&E $15,947,747  $22,435966  $19,594.665  $26,251,758
(77.9%) (77.0%) (77.9%) (77.0%)

Total Construction Cost $20,476,684 $29,139,510 $25,153,614  $34,093,192

! Actual total bid costs included construction costs, soft costs and 4 percent contingency. The estimates for site
development costs based on actual total construction costs were based on the percentages for the estimated costs.
? Based on 13 acres for K-6 school and 20 acres for 7-8 school.
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PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
DEMOGRAPHIC STUDY

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Conclusions

After considering all major factors that impact school enrollments in the District, the following
conclusions were made:

K-12 enrollment temporarily peaked in 2000-01 at 19,364, then declined to a low of
18,899 in 2004-05, after which there have generally been increases, which are projected
to continue in the future.

Kindergarten enrollment, following birth numbers five years earlier, peaked in 1996-97
at 1,740, then declined to a low of 1,495 in 2004-05, after which there were general
increases. After a temporary low of 1,685 i 2015-16, kindergarten enrollment is
projected to increase steadily thereafter.

K-5 enrollment, following the kindergarten trend, peaked in 1998-99 at 9,922, then
declined to 8,926 in 2004-05, after which, because of projected increases in kindergarten
enrollment, K-35 enrollment is projected to increase steadily.

6-8 enrollment, following the K-5 trend, peaked in 2003-04 at 4,623, then declined to
4,368 in 2006-07 and following the K-5 trend, is also projected to increase steadily.

9-12 enrollment, following the 6-8 trend, peaked in 2005-06 at 5,627 - two years after
the 6-8 peak — then declined to a low of 5,297 in 2009-10. Because of projected
increases in 6-8 enrollment, 9-12 enrollment is also projected to increase steadily.

The enrollment trends discussed above are presented graphically and numerically in tables
presented throughout this report.

Factors Impacting Enrollment

The major factors that impact school enrollments in the District are summarized below. For a
more detailed discussion, refer to the appropriate sections in this report.

Births and Kindergarten Trends

Statewide, births peaked in 1990 and reached a low pomnt in 1999. Santa Cruz County followed
the statewide trend, as births peaked in 1990 and reached a low point in 2010. With an increasing
upward trend in births after 2010 in the County, kindergarten enrollment is projected to increase
steadily thereafter.




Cohort Movement and Migration Patterns

The cohort is the movement of students through the grades, and is impacted by in-migration, out-
migration (impacted by home foreclosures), residential construction, transfers to/from charter
schools, private schools and home-schooled students, and high school dropouts.

The K-7/1-8 cohort trends of the past ten years include significantly large cohort losses in seven
of the ten years, for a net loss of 1,552 students. Offsetting cohort losses were age distribution
gains (prior year grade 8 and following vear kindergarten) totaling 1,757, resulting in a net gain
of 205 stadents in grades K-8. It is assumed that the major cohort losses caused by a declining
economy are over, and that future cohort losses will be minimal as the economy recovers.

The 8-11/9-12 cohort trends of the past ten years also reflect significantly large cohort iosses
caused by the factors discussed above plus high school student dropouts. It is assumed that the
cohort loss percentages of the past five vears will continue over the next ten years.

Residential Development

It was assumed that residential construction, that dropped sharply during the recent past, will
increase slowly in the coming years as the economy mmproves, resulting in 200 new units over
the next five years and 400 new units over the following five years. The impact of residential
construction will be minimal compared to the age distribution factor, and was reflected in the
cohort numbers.

Charter School Enrollment

There are six charter schools in the District which will continue to draw students from the regular
District schools. Separate charter school projeciions were prepared with District enroliments
adjusted accordingly.

High School Attrition

High school attrition — the decline in enrollment for grades 9-12 — includes all the factors
discussed above, but dropout plays a significant role. For the District, the loss of students begins
at grade 9 and continues through grade 12. The average high school attrition rates for the past
five years were the following:

Grade Movement Average Afttrition Rate
Grade 8 to Grade 9 -1.4%
Grade 9 to Grade 10 -3.4%
Grade 10 to Grade 11 -6.8%
Grade 11 to Grade 12 -0.5%

The above attrition rates are based on CBEDS/CALPADS enroliments taken in October of each
year, and therefore do not reflect additional student attrition that occurs in grade 12 after
October. These attrition rates, which are assumed to continue in the future, have a significant
impact on the District’s enrollment.
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Summary

The most significant factors affecting District enrollments include births/kindergarten, cohort
loss and high school dropout. Combined, it is concluded that District enrollment will increase
steadily in the future, although there may be erratic cohort gains and losses as vacancy rates vary
and the economy continues to impact the region. The peak and valley effect can be seen in
grades K, 1-5, 6-8 and 9-12 as students move through the grades, shown graphically below.
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DATA FOR K-~12 GRAPH
Year Enroliment
1985 17,736 Legend:

1986 18,365 PAJARO VALLEY UN Historical  sommmmmmm
1997 18,895 UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT Projected o

HISTORICAL AND PROJECTED K-12 ENROLLMENT

1998 19,400
1999 19,767 (INCLUDING CHARTER)

2000 19,864
2001 19,863
2002 19,681
2003 19,522
2004 18,899
2006 19,329
2006 19,162
2007 19,420
2008 19,477
2009 19,381
2010 19,542
2011 19,965
2012 20,157
2013 20,384
2014 20,541
2015 20,688
2016 20,857
2017 21,076
2018 21,304
2018 21,535
2020 21,778
2021 21,874

Enroflment




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
PROJECTED ENROLLMENT (CBEDS/CALPADS)

2012-13"

2013-14

2014-15

2015-16

2016-17

2017-18

2018-19

2019-20

2020-21

2021-22

1,734/

1,794/

1,708/

1,685 /

1,707 /

1,733 /

1,765/

1,788 /

1,811/

1,827/

1,834 /32

1,766 /32

1,826 /32

1,742 /34

1,719 /34

1,741 / 34

1,769 / 36

1,801 /36

1,824 /36

1,849 /38

1,703 /.22

1,812/-22

1,744 /-22

1.808/-18

1,724 /-18

1,701 /-18

1,727 /-14

1,755 /-14

1,787 /-14

1,814/-10

1,701 /-27

1,676 /-27

1,785 /-27

1,721 /-23

1,785 /-23

1,701 /-23

1,682 /-19

1,708 /-19

1,736 /-19

1,772 /-15

1,674 /-17

1,684 /-17

1,659 /-17

1,772 /-13

1,708 /-13

1,772 /-13

1,692 /-9

1,673 /-9

1,699 /-9

1,731 /-5

1,563 /-14

1,660 /-14

1,676 /-14

1,649 /-10

1,762 /-10

1,698 /-10

1,766 /-6

1,686 /-6

1,667 /-6

1,697 /-2

1,534 /-22

1,541 /-22

1,638 /-22

1,652 /-18

1,631 /-18

1,744 /-18

1,684 /-14

1,752 /-14

1,672 /-14

1,657 /-10

1,506 /-13

1,521 /-13

1,528 /-13

1,629 /-9

1,643 /-9

1,622 /-9

1,739 /-5

1,679 /-5

1,747 /-5

1.671/-1

1,443 /-7

1.499 /-7

1,514 /-7

1,525/-3

1,626 /-3

1,640 /-3

1,623 /1

1,748/ 1

1,680 /1

1,752 /5

Total

14,692 /-90

14,953 /-90

15,072 /-90

15,183 /-60

15,305 /-60

15,352 /-60

15,447 / -30

15,582 /-30

15,623 /-30

15,778 /0

Net
Change

167

261

119

111

122

47

95

135

41

147

¥ Cohort numbers for 2012-13 were averages for the five years 2006-07 - 2009-1¢ and 2011-12. The year 2010-11 was excluded because of the anomaly from kindergarten to 1st grade -- a loss of

[88 students.

* See Section 5, Births and Kindergarten Trends tables, for kindergarten projections. Alse, note that a phase-in of SE 1381 beginning with 2012-13 could reduce traditional kindergarten
enroilment while establishing transitional kindergarten classcs.




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
PROJECTED ENROLLMENT (CBEDS/CALPADS)

2012-13"

2013-14

2014-15

2015-16

2016-17

2017-18

2018-19

2019-20

2020-21

2021-22

9

1,456 /-21

1,423 /-20

1.478 /-21

1,493 /-21

1,504 /-21

1,603 /-23

1,617 /-23

1,600 /-23

1,716 /-24

1,656 /-24

10

1,409 /-50

1,406 /-50

1,375/-48

1,428 /-50

1,442 /-5

1,453 /-51

1,549 /-54

1,562 /-55

1,546 /-54

1,658 /-58

11

1,386 /"‘95

1,313 /-96

1,310/-96

1,281 /-94

1,331 /-97

1,344 /-98

1,354 /-99

1,444 /-105

1,456 /-106

1,441 /-105

12

1,294 /-7

1,299 /-7

1,306 /-7

1,303 /-7

1L275/-6

1,324 /-7

1,337/-7

1,347 /-7

1,437 /-7

1,449 /-7

Total

5,465 /-173

5,441 /-173

5,469 /-172

3,505/-172

5,552 /-175

5,724 /-179

5,857 /-183

5,953 /-190

6,155 /-191

6,204 /-194

Net
Change

5

-24

28

36

47

172

133

96

202

49

k-12
Total

20,157

20,541

20,688

20,857

21,076

21,304\

21,535

21,778

21,974

Net
Change

192

237

147

147

169

219

228

231

243

196

! Cohort numbers for 2012-13 were averages for the five years 2006-07 - 2009-10 and 2011-12. The year 2010-11 was excluded because of the anomaly from kindergarten to
ist grade -- a loss of 188 students.
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FOREWORD

SB 50 was enacted into law in 1998 to address school financing issues that had plagued
California for many years. To enable the reader of this “Needs Analysis” to better understand the
issues, attached in Appendix E is a report on SB 50 that was prepared by the Coalition for
Adequate School Housing’s (C.A.S.H.) Legal Advisory Committee.

In addition to the cooperative effort documented in Appendix E, a key player in the development
and passage of SB 50 was the California Building Industry Association. As noted in the website
for David L. Colgan, Attorney, he states that he was “...a key member of the California Building
Industry Association’s legal team that helped draft and secure passage of SB 50 in 1998, the
historic school facilities financing and developer fee reform legislation that became effective
with the electorate approving Proposition 1A™.

California law stipulates that Level 2/3 fees may be imposed for one year only based on a
“Needs Analysis”, and that annual updates are required to continue to levy fees. The “Needs
Analysis™ incorporates changes made to California law and State Allocation Board regulations,
residential development data, student yield rates, State Allocation Board construction grant
allowance per student, inflationary increases in construction costs, and California Department of
Education guidelines on site size requirements.

SAB grants were adjusted in January 2012 to reflect a 3.76 percent increase in the cost index for

Class B construction during the period January 1, 2011 to January I, 2012, based on the Marshall
and Swift index for eight California cities. This 2011 to 2012 increase followed a 2010 to 2011
increase when, in January 2011, the SAB increased State grants by 4.28 percent.

The effects of the above identified factors are fully documented in this “Needs Analysis”.

Vern Weber
Total School Solutions
April 5, 2012
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PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

NEEDS ANALYSIS
SCHOOL FACILITIES FEES
April 5, 2012

SUMMARY

Based on this Needs Analysis, the maximum Level 2 and Level 3 fees that may be imposed per
square foot on new residential construction by the Pajaro Valley Unified School District are the
following:

Category o Level 2 Fees Level 3 Fees

Single-fammly $5.84 $11.68
Multi-family $5.84 $11.68

The above Level 2 fees are 63 cents higher than the Level 2 fees levied one year carlier due to a
3.76 percent increase in the State grant amounts for new construction and the Class B
construction cost index, and other factors as summarized below:

Variable 2011 2012 Impact on Developer Fee

State grant amounts Base +3.76% 3.76% increase
Class B construction cost Base +3.76% 3.76% increase
Average square foot per unit 1,842 1,841 0.05% increase
Student vield rate 0.571 0.619 8.41% increase
Actual site development costs above estimates Base +20% Approximately 20% increase

Previous Level 2 fees per square foot

2005-06 $3.72
2006-07 $4.11
2007-08 $3.57
2008-09 $4.43
2009-10 $4.82
2010-11 $4.78
2011-12 $5.21

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fee, Level 2/3
April 5, 2012




1. INTRODUCTION

SB 50, which became law on November 4, 1998, upon passage of Proposition 1A on November
3, 1998, provided school districts with the authority to impose three different levels of fees.

1.1 Level | Fees

Level 1 fees are identical to those previously imposed by school districts (a.k.a. AB 2926 or
Stirling fees). SB 50 set the initial fee limit at $1.93 per square foot for residential units and
$0.31 per square foot for commercial/industrial projects, with bi-annual adjustments for inflation.
(State Allocation Board action on January 30, 2008, increased these fees to $2.97 and $0.47.) A
Developer Fee Justification Study, based on requirements established in Education Code
Sections 17620-17621 and Government Code Sections 65995 et seq., is required to impose Level
1 fees. The District’s “Level 1-Developer Fee Justification Study™ dated June 2008, justified the
maximum residential fee of $2.97 per square foot for new residential units and residential
additions of 500+ square feet and $0.47 per square foot for commercial/industrial. On January
25, 2012, the State Allocation Board increased Level 1 fees to $3.20 and $0.51. A new
Developer Fee Justification Study has been prepared to adopt the new fees.

1.2 TLevel 2 Fees

Level 2 fees were established by SB 50 under Government Code Section 65995.5. Before
imposing Level 2 fees, a Needs Analysis must be prepared in accordance with Government Code
Section 65995.6. Additionally, a school district must be eligible to receive new construction
funding, file an eligibility application with the State Allocation Board ("SAB"), and receive SAB
approval (or, alternatively, after passage of 120 days from submittal). Also, a school district
must meet two out of four statutory requirements as set forth in Government Code Section
65995.5(b)(3). The District’s prior “School Facilities Needs Analysis”, dated April 2011,
justified a fee of $5.21 per square foot for new residential construction.

1.3 Level 3 Fees

Level 3 fees were established by SB 50 under Government Code Section 65995.7, and take
effect only in the event that State funds are exhausted. The difference between Level 2 and
Level 3 fees is that Level 2 fees are based on 50 percent of school construction costs while Level
3 fees are based on 100 percent.

2. ELIGIBILITY FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION FUNDING

On January 25, 1999, the Pajaro Valley Unified School District filed forms SAB 50-01
(Enrollment Certification/Projection) and SAB 50-02 (Existing School Building Capacity), and
on May 26, 1999, the State Allocation Board (SAB) certified the Baseline Eligibility (Appendix
A). Subsequently, the District filed updated SAB 50-01’s, resulting in increasing enrollments and
New Construction Baseline Eligibility. For detail, refer to the February 13, 2012, New
Construction Eligibility information from the Office of Public School Construction website
(Appendix A).

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fee, Level 2/3

April 5, 2012




The eligibility condition to impose Level 2 fees is met upon SAB approval of the Eligibility
Determination or 120 days after submittal, whichever occurs first. The District has therefore
complied with eligibility regulations.

3. COMPLIANCE WITH STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS

After January 1, 2000, a school district must satisfy two of the following four statutory
requirements to mmpose Level 2 fees:

(a) Multi~track year-round education requirement,

(b) Local general obligation bond measure placed on the ballot in the past four years
which received at least 50 percent plus one of the votes cast.

(¢) Issued debt or incurred obligations for capital outlay totaling 15 percent of the local
bonding capacity, including indebtedness repaid from property taxes, parcel taxes,
general fund, special taxes, Mello-Roos funds approved by registered voters, Mello-
Roos funds approved by landowners prior to November 4, 1998. 1f Mello-Roos funds
approved by landowners after November 4, 1998 are included, the debt percentage
increases from 15 percent to 30 percent.

(d) At least 20 percent of teaching stations are relocatable.

The Pajaro Valley Unified School District complies with requirement (c¢) and (d) outlined above.
The District held a general obligation bond election (Measure J, $58,250,000) on November 5,
2002, which passed but is beyond the four-year threshold. For the 2008-09 fiscal year, the
District had a total bonding capacity of $186,381,211 and capital debt of $63,350,316 — 34
percent of bonding capacity — thereby exceeding the statutory threshold defined in (¢} above. The
District has 925 classrooms total, of which 331 (36 percent) are relocatable (Appendix A),
thereby complying with (d) defined above.

4. CALCULATION OF LEVEL 2 FEES

4.1 _Formulas
The formulas used in the calculation of Level 2 fees are the following:

1. New Residential sq.ft. = H.U. Projection (5-years) '
x average sq.ft. per unit

Unhoused Students? H.U. Projection (5-years)
x Student Yield Rate®

Construction Cost Unhoused Students
x State grant per student®

Total Cost Construction Cost
+ Site Acquisition Cost (@ 50 percent)®
+ Site Development Cost (@ 50 percent)

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fee, Level 2/3
April 5, 2012




Net Cost Total Cost - Other Local Funds’
6. Level 2 Fee per sq.ft. Net Cost divided by New Residential sq.ft.

FOOTNOTES:

Housing Units (H.10.) by type: single-family attached, single-family detached or multi-family.
Average sq.ft. for each Housing Unit type.
Student Yield Rates for each housing unit type from housing units constructed and occupied during the five prior
years.

" Ifthere is any existing excess capacity, the unhoused students would have to be reduced accordingly.
State grant per student is adjusted for inflation.
Site acquisition cost based on California Department of Education guideline for allowable acreage.
“Other Local Funds” include any District funds not committed to projects to provide school housing for unhoused
students. This could include the District’s Level 1 Fees, any available Mello-Roos or G.O. Bonds, and any
available surplus property.

Impact of Variables on Developer Fee Per Square Foot

The major variables and their impact on the resultant developer fee to be levied inchide the
following:

Housing units to be constructed over the next five years: No impact on fee, unless no
students are unhoused.

Average square foot per unit: As the average increases the developer fee decreases.
Student yield rate: As the rate increases the developer fee increases.

State grant per student: As the grant increases the developer fee increases.

Construction cost: As inflationary increases and the bidding climate impact site
acquisition and/or site development costs, the developer fee increases.

4.2 New Residential Square Footage

Housing developments are discussed in Appendix B. For the purposes of this study, the five-
year projection of housing units in the current economic climate that will be subject to Level 2
and 3 fees, the average square feet per unit, and the new residential square feet were calculated
as follows:

New Housing Units # Units __ Avg. Square Foot _Total Square Foot
Single-Family 200 1,841 368,200

It is emphasized that the calculation of Level 2/3 fees per square foot is independent of the actual
number of housing units to be constructed over the next five years.

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fee, Level 2/3
April 53,2012




4.3 Unhoused Students

Pupil yield rates by grade groupings were taken from a yield study conducted in 2012 (Appendix
C) as follows:

Eﬁousing ’E‘yp_ie K-6 7-8 9-12 Total
Single-Family 0,414 0.067 0.138 0.619

From the above housing unit and yield rate data, the numbers of unhoused students were
calculated as follows:

Unhoused Students K-6 7-8 9-12 Total
Single-Family 83 13 28 124

The SAB 50-01 five-year projected enrollments based on 2006-07-2009-10 enroliments
consisted of the following for total K-12 enrollment:

Regular Students — K-6 12,515 56.7%
Regular Students — 7-8 3,418 15.5%
Regular Students — 9-12 5,638 25.6%
SDC - Non-Severe 487 2.2%

Based on the above percentages, the projected unhoused students were adjusted as follows:

Original Adjusted
Projection Projection
K-6 83 82
7-8 13 12
9.12 28 27
SDC-Non-Severe Included 3
Total 124 124

Government Code Section 65995.6(a) states that the existing school building capacity shall be
calculated pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.10 et seq., which is in accordance with
regulations adopted by the State Allocation Board. Those regulations are established in form
SAB 50-02, as summarized in Appendix A. As of October 2011, the District’s total enrollment
was 19,965 and the total capacity was 18,074 — therefore, 1,891 of current enrollment are
unhoused. In addition, based on the District’s adjusted new construction eligibility (Appendix
A), there is a backlog of 5,374 unhoused students, and all new students to be generated from
projected housing units over the next five years are unhoused.

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fee, Level 2/3
April 5, 2012




4.4 Construction Cost

The new construction State grant amounts for grades K-6, 7-8, 9-12 and SDC-Non-Severe, as
adjusted by the State Allocation Board on January 25, 2012, and including grants for auto
alarm/detection and sprinkiers were the following:

New Construction Grants

~Grades Base Grant Fire Sprinklers Grant per
' Detection/Alarm Student
K-6 $9.,455 $11 $159 $9,625
7-8 £9.999 $16 $189 $10,204
9-12 $12,721 $25 $196 $12,942
SDC-Non-Severe $17,765 $33 $336 $18,134

From the above data, the construction cost for school facilities was calculated as follows:

" Construction Cost  # Students  Grant Cost

K-6 82 $9.625 $789,250
7-8 12 $10,204  $122,448
Q.12 27 $12,942 $349,434
SDC-Non-Severe 3 $18,134 $54.402
“Total 124 $1,315,534

4.5 Total Cost

According to the "Guide to School Site Analysis and Development, 2000 Edition”, the following
site sizes would be required for future schools:

Student Capacities and Site Sizes

Grades Student Capacity  Sife Size (Acres)
K-6 600 11.0
7-8 900 25.0
9-12 1,601-1,800 44.5

The cost of land for acquisition by the District was based upon an estimated cost of $230,000 per
acre. Additional site acquisition costs must be included for appraisals, surveys, toxic studies, soil
tests, EIR, preliminary architectural/engineering work, school site approval process, legal fees,
consultants, etc. Based on estimated costs for K-6, 7-8 and 9-12 schools {Appendix D), the
estimated total site acquisition costs per acre were the following:

K-6  $244.828
7-8 $237,623
912 $235,150

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fee, Levef 2/3
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Based on the above acreages and projected unhoused students, the total costs would be the
following:

Total New School Site Acquisition Costs

Grades  Unhoused Required Total Site
Students Acres Acquisition Cost

K-6 83 1.522 $372,628

7-8 13 0.361 $85,782

9-12 28 0.778 $182,947

Total 124 2.661 $641,357

Site development costs (including on-site and off-site costs) were based on actual bids, as
summarized in Appendix D. Those cost data revealing the following estimated site development
COs1s per acre:

K-6 $427,611/acre
7-8 $392,072/acre
9-12 $305,023/acre

While site development costs will vary depending upon many variables (utility requirements,
off-site access requirements, site slope and condition, etc.), if is believed that for the District the
average site development costs above would be reasonable. Based on these estimates, the site
development costs would be the following:

Grades Required Acres Total Site
Development Cost

K-6 1.522 $650,824

7-8 0.361 $141,538

G-12 0.778 $237.308

Total 2.661 $1,629,670

From the above data, the total cost for each grade group was calculated as follows:

Grades State Grant Share  Site Acquisition  Site Dev, Total
of Construction Cost{@1/2) Cost{@:1/2} Cost
Cost (1/2 of total)

K-6 $789,250 $186,314 §325412 $1,300,976
7-8 $122,448 $42.891 $70,769 $236,108
9-12 $349,434 $91,474 $118,654 $559,562
SDC-Non-Severe $54.402 Included Included $54.402

Total $1,315,534 $320,679 $514,835  §$2,151,048

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fee, Level 2/3
April 5, 2012




4.6 Net Cost

The formulas used to calculate the Level 2 fee included a reduction of total costs by other local
funds, including any District funds not committed to provide school housing for unhoused
students, including Level 1 fees, Mira fees, G.0. bonds, available surplus property, etc.

As noted in Section 4.3, the District has 5,374 unhoused students. Therefore, all Level 1 fees
and other available funds are committed to providing for the current backlog.

It is concluded from the above information that the District has no local resources available to
finance the construction or reconstruction of school facilities needed to accommodate any growth
in enrollment attributable to the construction of the new residential units subject to Level 2 fees.
Therefore, the total cost of $2,151,048 is the basis upon which Level 2 fees are to be calculated.

4.7 Level 2 Fee per Square Foot

From the above data, the Level 2 fees per square foot were calculated as follows:

Level 2 Fees

Total Cost Total Square Foot  Cost/Square Foot
Residential Housing  $2,151,048 368,200 $5.84

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fee, Level 2/3
April 5, 2012




5. CALCULATION OF LEVEL 3 FEES

When State funds for new construction are nof available, Level 3 fees, as authorized under
Section 65995.7 of the Education Code, may be imposed by a school district.

5.1 ELevel 3 Fee per Square Foot

Level 3 fees were calculated based on Level 2 fees data presented in Section 2, except that full
costs were used as follows:

Grades Construction Site Site Total

: Cost Acquisition Development Cost

Cost Cost

X-6 $1,578,500 $372,628 $650,824  $2,601,952
7-8 $244,896 $85,782 $141,538 $5472,216
9-12 $698,868 $182,947 $237,308  $1,119,123
SDC-Non-Severe $108.804 Included Included $108,804
Total $2,631,068 $641,357 $1,029,670  $4,302,095

From the above data, the Level 3 fees per square foot were calculated as follows:

Level 3 Fees

Total Cost  Total Square Foot  Cost/Square Foot
Residential Housing $4,302,095 368,200 $11.68

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fee, Level 2/3
April 5, 2012
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APPENDIX A.

ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION

The District’s new construction eligibility was calculated as follows:

Grades

Baseline'
Eligibility Approvals/Adjustments’

SAB Remaining

Eligibility

K-6

7-8

9-12
SDC-Non-Severe
SDC- Severe

2,873 518
233 629
2,239 (1,256) 983
0 107 107

0 31 31

3,391
862

' Total

5,345 29 5,374

! The Baseline Fligibility (SAB 50-03) was certified by the State Allocation Board (SAB) on May 26,
1999, based on the Enrollment Certification/Projection (SAB 50-01) which used CREDS enroliment

data for 1995-96 through 1998-99, less the Existing School Building Capacity (SAB 50-02).

* The SAB Approvais/Adjustments were based on updated SAB 50-01 projections and approved
projects under the Califernia School Facility Program. Taken from the OPSC website status as of March

21, 2011.

Classroom Inventory

The original SAB 50-02 classroom inventory and the current classroom inventory' were the

following:

Category

Current
January 212"

Original
January 1999

Permanent
Portable

502 (68%)
238 (32%)

504 (67%)
252 (33%)

Total

740 (100%)

756 (100%)

Y Source: Facility Master Plan 2012-2022, January 6, 2012, Total School Solutions. Does
nof include charter school capacity.

Needs Analysis, Schoel Facilities Fee, Level 2/3

April 5, 2012
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APPENDIX B. HOUSING DEVELOPMENTS

The number of new residential units constructed in the District was compiled from District
developer fee collection records, For the recent past, the annual new dwelling units were the
following:

2006 176
2007 162
2008 63
2009 28
2010 33
2011 47

Because of the economic slow-down, the number of annual new dwelling units has dropped
significantly. Based on the assumption that new residential construction will remamn low for
several years, the five-year projection of new dwelling units is 200 units.’

The construction of 200 new dwelling units will generate only 114 new K-12 students based on a
K-12 yield rate of 0.573, but it is emphasized that the calculation of Level 2/3 fees per square
foot is independent of the actual number of housing units to be constructed over the next five
years.

! The 2009 study made a five-year projection of 300 new housing units at 1,894 square feet per unit, The 2010 study
made a five-vear projection of 250 new housing units at 1,794 square feet perunit. This 2012 study, with a five-year
projection of 200 new housing units at 1,844 square feet per unit, reflects the on-going economic downturn.

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees, Level 2/3
April 5,2012




DEVELOPER FEE COLLECTIONS'

SINGLE-FAMILY (SFD)

# Units |[Total Square| Level2 Fee/
Foot Square Foot

January - June 2006 44 87,857.00 $3.72
July - December 2006 218,822.00 4.11
January - June 2007 587 102,843.00 4.11
July - December 2007 44 £8,366.00 3.57
January - June 2008 41 83,764.00 3.57
July - December 2008 22 39,142.00 4.43
January - June 2009 11 20,217.75 4.43
July - December 2009 17 38,404.00 4.82
January - Jume 2010 15 25,367.00 4.82
July - December 2010 18 35,753.00 4.78
January - June 2011 28 44,152.00 4.78
July - December 2011 19 41,959.00 5.21
Totals 4491 826,646.75

Average~ 1,841

! Source: District developer fee collection records for new single-famity units (SFD), new multi-family units (MF),
additions to existing residential units (ADD) and commercial baildings (COM).

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees, Level 2/3
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2006 DEVELOPER FEE COLLECTIONS

# Units

Total Sguare
Foot

Fee/Square
Foot

Total Fee

January

13,362

$3.72

$49.706.64

February

10,453

3.72

38,885.16

March

15,316

3.72

56.,975.52

April

25,293

3.72

94,089.96

May

10,454

3.72

38,888.88

June

12,979

3.72

48.281.88

Subtotal

87,857

326,828.04

July

31,958

4.11

131,347.38

August

65,778

4.11

270,347.58

September

21,504

4.1]

88,381.44

October

9,760

4.11

40,113.60

November

84,022

4.11

345,330.42

December

5,800

4.11

23.838.00

Subtotal

132

218,822

$899,358.42

Totals

176

306,679

$1,226,186.46

Average=

1,742

!

Other-Sea View Ranch

29

8,523

31,703.70

ADD

52,088

197,896.44

COM

Total

91,989

1.36/0.42

35,591.88

Grand Total

$1,491,378.48

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees, Levei 2/3
April 5, 2012
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2007 DEVELOPER FEE COLLECTIONS

SFD

# Units

Total

Square Foot

Fee/Square
Foeot

Total Fee

January

26,193

$4.11

$107,653.23

February

19,701

4.11

80,971.11

March

12,007

4.11

49,348.77

April

18,806

4.11

77,292.66

May

19,827

411

81,488.97

June

6,300

411

25,929.99

Subtotal

102,843

422,684.73

July

11,514

3.57

41,104.98

August

21,460

3.57

76.,612.20

September

17,429

3.57

62,221.53

QOctober

12,678

3.57

45,260.46

November

12,084

3.57

43,139.88

December

13,201

3.57

47,127.57

Subiotal

88,366

$315,466.62

Totals

102

191,209

$738,151.35

Average=

1,875

ADD

52

750,629

- 196,777.70

COM

'Total

44,694

Grand Total

$953,700.53




2608 DEVELOPER FEE COLLECTIONS
SFD

# Units | Total Square

Foot

Fee/Square
Foot

Total Fee

January

15,485 $3.57

$55,281.45

February

11,589 3.57

41,372.73

March

10,288 3.57

36,728.16

April

11,883 3.57

42,422.31

May

9,054 3.57

32,322.78

June

25,4635 3.57

90.910.05

Subtotal

83,764

299,637.48

July

8,979 4.43

39,776.97

August

17,171 4.43

76,067.53

September

7.005 4.43

31,032.15

QOctober

1,996 4.43

8,842.28

November

2,791 4.43

12,364.13

December

1.200 4.43

5,316.00

Subtotal

39,142

$173,399.06

Totals

o0l g B DY F EVEY o KV Gy ol ESS TS [F) B 5

122,906

~ $472,436.54

Average= 1,951

ADD

30 30,625

116,465.21

COM

Total

34,504 0.42/0.47

15,080.03

Grand Total

$603,981.78

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees, Level 2/3

April 5, 2012




2009 DEVELOPER FEE COLLECTIONS

SFD

Total Square

R FOOt___ 1.. 2

# Umts

Fee/Square
- Foot

Total Fee

January 1,913

$4.43

$8,474.59

March 2,437

143

10,795.91

April 9,150

4.43

40,534.50

June 6,717.75

32,379.56

Subtotal 20,217.75

4.43

July 9,541

4.82

45,987.62

August 14,713

4.82

70,916.66

September 5,823

4.82

28,066.86

October 2,820

4.82

13,592.40

November 5,507

4.82

26,543.74

Subtotal - 17 000 38,404

$185,107.28

Totals "} 28 - 58,621.75

$277,291.84

Average= 2,094

ADD

Total o g6l 14,327

67,781.23

COM

60,152.95

Grand Tatal

$405,226.02

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees, Level 2/3
April 5, 2012




2016 DEVELPER FEE COLLECTIONS
SFD

Total Square | Fee/Square Total Fee
Foot Foot

January 3,803 $4.82 $18,330.46
March 1,232 4.82 5,938.24
April 1,199 482 5,779.18
May 7,241 4,82 34,901.62
June 8,998 482 43,370.36
June 24 2,894 4.82 13,833.32
'Subtotal 25,367 ‘ 122,153.18
July 2,204 478 10,821.92
August 4,339 4,78 20,740.42
September 7,687 4,78 36,743 .86
October 7,744.75 4,78 37,019.91
November 5,592 4.78 26,729.76
December 8,127 4.78 30,172.14
' Subtotal 35,753.75 $171,228.01
Totals 61,121 $293,381.19
Average= 1,852

|
ADD
Total 11 16,369 78,771.14

COM
Total 17,501 6.4 8,225.47

Grand Total $380,377.80

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees, Level 2/3
April 5, 2012




2011 DEVELPER FEE COLLECTIONS

SFD

Total Square
Foot

Fee/Square
Foot

Total Fee

March

20,382

$4.78

$97.425.96

April

7,836

4.78

37,456.08

May

4270

4.78

20,410.60

June

10,482

4.78

50,103.96

June 24

1.182

5.21

6.158.22

Subtotal

44,152

$211,554.82

Tuly

15,358

$5.21

$80,015.18

August

16,862

5.21

87,850.72

September

4,196

5.21

21,861.16

October

2,660

5.21

13,858.60

November

2,883

5.21

15,020.43

Subtotal

9

41,959

$218,606.09

Totals

47

86,111

$430,160.91

Average=

1,832

OTHER - INTERSECTION MINTO RD/VMIEDL

AVE

December

Unknown

| 87,154

$5.21

$454,072.34

ADD

January-May

4

1,603

$4.78

$10,339.14

June-December

6

5,011

5.21

29.551.12

COM

Total

| 26,264|

$0.47

$12,344.08

REIMBURSEMENTS

Total

($29,883.08)

Grand Total

$906,584.51

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees, Level 2/3
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APPENDIX C. PUPIL YIELD RATES

Pupil vield rates were calculated in 2012 by a manual address match of 2011-12 students enrolled
in the District and building permits issued during the period January 2006 through December
2011. In conducting the yield rate study, building permits were first matched against residence
addresses of students and second, where there were no residence addresses given, against mailing
addresses, thereby producing the maximum number of matches possible. Approximately 450
students had no residence address, but about 400 of those students did have mailing addresses.
The remaining 50 had neither residence nor mailing addresses, with post office boxes being the
primary address given.

The yield rates from prior 2009 and 2010 studies and the current 2012 study were the following:

Grades 2009 2010'  2012°

K-6 0.298 0.342 0.414
7-8 0.088 0.086 0.067
9-12 0.182 0.145 0.138
Total = " 0.568  0.573 0.619

! Source: School Facilities Needs Analysis, April 2009 and April 2010, SchooiWorks, Inc.
2Source: Total School Soiutions, March 2012

The pupil vields differed only slightly from 2009 to 2010. For this Needs Analysis, the average
of the two prior studies was used.

It should be noted that the State yield rates allowed when using the dwelling unit method on form
SAB 50-01 are:

K-6 0.40
7-8 .10
9-12 0.20
Total 0.7

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees, Level 2/3
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Pupil Yield Rates'
Single — Family

2007 2008} 2009 2010 : 2011 |Total
Jan-Dec Jan-Dec |Jan-Dec [Jan-Dec

30
28
24
31
24
19
Subtotal : - 186
Yield Raf 1 |41
0 19
0 11
0 30
| (0.867)
— 17

21

14

10

62
(6.138)

278

W O ]| DO |
wleio|w—|lo|—|x~
e B2 k=2 L g 2] el L

! I conducting a match of building permits and students, both residence and mailing addresses were used and
potential errors caused by misspelled addresses were corrected. Building permits for 2011 were included in the data
in spite of the fact that many of those residences were not completed and occupied by the 2011-12 school. Because
of that fact and the lack of addresses for some students, the resultant yield rates caleulated are probably slightly
lower than the true yvield rates.
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SITE ACQUISITION COSTS

Site purchase costs can vary significantly from site to site within a school district based on land
availability, unimproved vs. improved land, prior sales prices and zoning. Before a purchase can
be finalized, appraisals must be made and terms and conditions must be agreed upon.

According to information provided by the District for this Needs Analysis update, a purchase
price of $230,000 per acre in the District continues to be reasonable. In the prior two developer
fee studies, land costs were estimated at $250,000/acre (2009} and $230,000/acre (2010).

In addition to the cost of land, there are support costs associated with the acquisition of land. The
Bakersfield City School District prepared an analysis of the various categories of service to be

considered during the acquisttion process as follows:

Estimated Support Costs'

Category

K-6

7-8

9-12

Appraisal Fees

$15,000

$15,000

$15,000

Legal Fees

50,000

50,000

50,000

Escrow Fees

30,000

30,000

30,000

CEQA Documentation

7,500

25,000

50,000

Environmental Analysis (DTSC)

25,000

25,000

25,000

Topographic Survey

3,000

6,000

10,000

Traffic Study

6,000

0,000

6,000

Geo-Technical Hazards Report

3.000

6,000

10,000

Total

$139,500

$163,000

$196,060

Inflationary Adjustment (16.92%)*

$163,103

$190,5860

$229,163

! Bakersfield City School District 2007-2014 Facilities Plan, June 14, 2006. Cost estimates based on
2006 doliars.

? Based on construction cost index for Class B construction for the period January 2006 (1.74) through
January 2010 (1.96) totaling 12.64 percent {SAB action on January 27, 2010), plus a 4.28 percent
increase from January 2010 to January 2011 {SAB action on January 26, 2011).

Actual land acquisttion support costs can vary depending on local factors at work. While a
precise support cost cannot be calculated, the analysis above 1s reasonable to use.

Needs Analysis, Schoo! Facilities Fees, Level 2/3
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State recommended acreages were used to compute total site acquisition costs for the District are

as follows:

Grades Enrollment

State Recommended

Acreage

K-6 600
7-8 900
9-12 1,601-1,800

11.0
25.0
44.5

Grades Acres

Cost/Acre

Total

K-6 I1.0
7-8 25.0
9-12 4435

$230,000
$230,000
$230,000

$2,530,000
$5,750,000
$10,235,000

Total Site Acquisition Cost

Grades

Acres Land Support

Total Cost  Total Cost/Acre

K-6
7-8
9-12

11.0
25.0
445

$2,530,000
$5,750,000
$10,235,000

$163,103
$190,580
$£229,163

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees, Level 2/3
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$10,464,163

$244,828
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SITE DEVELOPMENT COSTS!

Site development costs cannot be precisely calculated because of many variables at work, such as
whether offisite utilitics and streets are available, site conditions (substrata rocks, clean-up
requirements, etc.), site slope/cuts/fills, etc. However, reasonable estimates of site development
costs per acre can be prepared from local experience and architect estimates.

Planning and construction costs for the two examples from the Manteca Unified School District —
Mossdale Elementary School and Lathrop High School — summarize local costs, as shown in the
table. Based on the assumption that 25 percent of total planning and construction costs go to site
development, the site development cost analysis presents the following conclusions:

Category ~ Mossdale Elementary  Lathrop High

Acreage 16.0 50.0
Student Capacity K-5525,7-9459 5-12 1,566
Site Development/Acre $380,410 $303,023

To wverify the reasonableness of the above data, architectural estimates prepared for the
Bakersfield City School District were used for comparison purposes. The conclusions from the
Bakersfield estimates were K-6 site development costs of $348,380/acre and 7-8 site
development costs of $335,177/acre, thereby confirming the reasonableness of the above data.

For the District, the following site development costs per acre will be used:

K-6 $427.611
7-8 $392,072
9-12 $305,023

! There was a 3.76 percent increase in the Class B construction cost index from January 1, 2011 to January 1, 2012,
which should theoretically result in a 3.76 percent increase in site development cost. However, the bidding climate
aiso impacts construction costs, so for the purpose of this stady, site development costs for K-6 and 7-8 schools were
based on actual recent bids in the Bakersfield City School District and 9-12 costs were inflated by 3.76 percent.
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PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION

Category

Massdale
Elementary

Lathrop
High

Architect/Engineering Fees

$1,263,612

$2.921,155

DSA/CDE Fees

113,375

333,334

Consultants

15,151

118,735

Subtotai Planning -

$1,392,138]

83,373,224

Construction

$21,894,668

$54,741,454

Inspections

149,855

378,042

Tests

2,237

227,169

Labor Compliance

25,125

74,155

Subtotal Construction

$22,071,885]

- $55,420,820

Total Planning & Construction

$23,464,023

$58,794,044

Furniture & Equipment

400,474

853,236

Grand Total

$23,.864,497|

$59,647,280

Estimated Cost Split

Site Development (25%)

$3,866,0006

$14,698,514

Construction {75%)

16,598,017

44,095,544

Subtetal:

$22,464,623]

-§58,794,058

Furniture & Equipment

400,474

853,236

Grand Total

$22,864,497

Site Acreage

16.0

50.0

Site Development/Acre

$366,625

$293,970

Inflationary Adiustment (3.76%)

$380,410

$305,023
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CONSTRUCTION COSTS'

Site Development

K-6 7-8
Utility Services $100,000  $100,000
Off-Site Development $100,000  $175,000
Service Site Development $1,950,000 $3,000,000
General Site Development $1,336,640 $1,918,700
Fees/Reports/Testing & Inspection (25%) $386,895  §$539,745
Total Site Development $3,873,535 §$5,733,445
Inflationary Adjustment (16.92%)* $4.528,937 $6,703,544

Site Development/Acre’ $348,380  §335,177

Building Construction -

K-6 7-8
Building Construction (New) $10,766,400 $15,354,000
Built-In Equipment & Technology $550,000 $733,000
Contingency $735,152 $1,055,285
Fees/Reports/Testing & Inspection (75%) $1,160,685 $1,619,233
Total Building Construction $13,212,237 $18,761,518
Inflationary Adjustment (16.92%)* $15,447,747 $21,935,966

Furniture and Equipment

Movable Furniture & Equipment $500,000 $500,000

Total Construction Cost $20,476,684 $29,139,514

! Bakersfield City School Distriet’s 2007-2014 Facilities Plan, June 14, 2006. Cost estimates based on 2006 data.
? Based on construction cost index for Class B construction for the period January 2006 through January 2011
totaling 16.92 percent (SAB action on January 26, 2011).

* Based on District planned acreage: 13 acres for K-6 school and 20 acres for 7-8 school.
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UPDATED CONSTRUCTION COSTS
BAKERSFIELD CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT

Estimated Costs Actual Bidsf
Category K-6 7-8 K-6 7-8

Site Development 3

$4,528.937

$6.703.544

$5,558,949

$7.841,434

(22.1%)

(23.0%)

(22.1%)

(23.0%)

Site Devel0prnelrl;z’AcrE:2

$348,380

$335,177

$427,611

$392,072

Construction Costs and F&E

$15,047,747

$22.435,966

$19.594,665

$26,251,758

(77.9%)

(77.0%)

(77.9%)

(77.0%)

Total Construction Cost

$20,476,684

$29,139,510

$25,153,614

$34,093,192

Y Actual total bid costs included construction costs, soft costs and 4 percent contingency. The estimates for site
development costs based on actual total construction costs were based on the percentages for the estimated costs.
? Based on 13 acres for K~6 school and 20 acres for 7-8 school.
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APPENDIX E

Senate Bill 50 and School Facility Fees
A Report Prepared by C.A.S.H.’s Legal Advisory Committee

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees, Level 2/3
April 5, 2012




Senate Bill 50 and School Facility Fees

A Report Prepared by C.A.8.H.’s Legal Advisory Commitiee
Introduction

On August 27, 1998, the Governor signed into law Senate Bill 50 (Greene) ("SB 50"), the
Leroy F. Greene School Facilities Act of 1998, which is identified as Chapter 407, Statutes of
1998. SB 50 placed a $9,200,000,000 State bond measure on the ballot at the November 3, 1998
election ("Proposition 1A"). The effectiveness of many of SB 50's provisions was contingent on
the passage of Proposition 1A, Now that Proposition 1A has passed, SB 50 is fully operative.

SB 50 imposes new limitations on the power of cities and counties to require mitigation of
school facilities impacts as a condition of approving new development and suspends--or perhaps
even repeals--the series of cases known as "Mira/Hart/Murrieta”. However, it also authorizes
school districts to levy statutory developer fees at levels which may be significantly higher than
those previously permitted, although school districts must follow a new--and more stringent--set
of rules to do so.

The purpose of this report is to discuss the limitations imposed by SB 50 on the local
development review process and the new developer fee rules that are now in place following the
approval of Proposition 1A. It is not the purpose of this report to discuss the bill's impacts on the
State school funding process, the proposed allocation of funds from the State general obligation
bonds approved at the November election, the bill's affordable housing provisions, or other
sections not directly related to the development mitigation process.

This report was produced by C.A.S.H.’s Legal Advisory Committee. This is a new committee
which grew out of a "Developer Fee Technical Subcommittee” organized to review SB 50 and
assist the Board and C.A.S.H. members in responding effectively to its challenges and
opportunities. Among the attorneys who assisted in the preparation of the materials used in this
report were:

Alex Bowie, Bowie, Arneson, Wiles & Giannone

Priscilla Brown, Miller Brown & Dannis

Addison Covert, Kronick, Moskovitz, Tiedemann & Girard
Dean Derleth, Best, Best & Krieger

Harold Freiman, Lozano Smith

Steve Hartsell, Schools Legal Service
Bill Kadi, Jones Hall

Susanne Reed, School & College Legal Services
Lysa Saltzman, Best Best & Krieger
Wendy Wiles, Bowie, Arneson, Wiles & Giannone

& @ © & @ @ & &

In addition, the following non-attorneys were of invaluable assistance to the "Developer Fee
Technical Subcommittee™

¢ Rob Corley, Rob Corley Consultant
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e Tom Duffy, Superintendent, Moorpark USD
s Richard Recht, Schoolhouse Economists & Planners.

One of the first important tasks of the Subcommittee was to determine what to call the "alternate
fees" authorized by SB 50. This task was not such an easy one, since it was not entirely clear as
to whether the bill is authorizing two new fees or just higher levels for existing fees. After some
discussion, the Subcommittee agreed upon the following terminology which will be used in this
report:

The current statutory fees (currently limited to $1.93) will be described as "General School Facilities
Fees." These fees may also be described as "Level 1 Fees."

The higher fee amount authorized pursnant to Government Code Section 65995.5 (nominally 50
percent of construction cost) will be described as "Alternate School Fees per Government Code
Section 65995.5." These fees may also be described as "Level 2 Fees."

The even higher fee amount authorized pursuant to Government Code Section 65995.7 (nominally
100 percent of construction cost) will be described as "Alternate School Fees per Government Code
Section 65995.7." These fees may also be described as "Level 3 Fees."

This report is divided into six sections as follows:
Section 1: Suspension/Repeal of Mira/Hart/Murrieta
Section 2: Transition Rules

Section 3: The New School Facility Fees

Section 4: The Needs Analysis

Section 5: Glossary

The information and materials in this report represent the committee members’ current
understanding and analysis of SB 50. Because this legislation is both so recent and so complex,
the committee members’ interpretations of the statute are still evolving. Anticipated clean-up
legistation and possible court decisions in the future may also affect those interpretations. In
addition, the information in this report is necessarily general, and its application to a particular
set of facts and circumstances may vary. For each of these reasons, the information and
materials in this report do not constitute fegal advice and it is recommended that school
districts consult with their own legal counsel prior to acfing on any of the information in
this report.

If you have any questions, comments, or suggestion regarding this report please feel free to
contact Steve Hartsell 661/636-4599.
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Section 1

Suspension/Repesal of Mira/Hart/Murricta

A. The 1986 Legislation. The School Facilities Law of 1986 authorized school districts to levy
development fees to fund school facilities. Under this scheme, the maximum amount that could
be levied was $1.50 per square foot for residential development and $0.25 per square foot for
commercial and industrial development. (With inflation adjustments, these rates had risen to
$1.93 and $0.31 in 1998.) The 1986 law appeared, on its face, to prohibit municipalities to levy
fees in excess of the statutory maximum amounts to fund schools or to deny requests for
development approvals on the basis of inadequacy of school facilities.

B. Judicial Interpretation. In a series of appellate decisions known as “Mira/Hart/Murrieta”,
however, the courts found a way around the limitations of the 1986 law. In Mira Development
Corp. v. City of San Diego ("Mira"), 205 Cal. App. 3d 1201 (1988); William S. Hart Union High
School District v. Regional Planning Commission ("Hart"), 226 Cal. App. 3d 1612 (1991); and
Murrieta Valley Unified School District v. County of Riverside ("Murrieta”), 228 Cal. App. 3d
1212 (1991), the courts held that the limitations of the School Facilities Law of 1986 only
applied to municipalities when they made adjudicative decisions (such as approvals of parcel
maps, use permits, and building permits) but not when they made legislative decisions {such as
general plan amendments, zoning changes, and development agreements). The courts held that,
when a municipality made a legislative decision concerning land use, it could consider the
impacts of that decision on school facilities and could condition its approval on mitigation
measures, even if the mitigation measures exceeded the limits of what school districts could
require on their own.

MiralHart/Murrieta allowed cities and counties to use their legislative power over land use (a
part of what is called their "police power™) to assist school districts by requiring developer fees,
land dedications, or other measures to fully mitigate the impacts of development on school
facilities. In addition to exercising their police powers to control land development,
municipalities have a duty to assess and mitigate the environmental effects of development under
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et
seq). Prior to the passage of Proposition 1A, Government Code Section 65996 prohibited local
agencies to deny approval of a "project” on the basis of the adequacy of school facilities. The
Murrieta case interpreted the term "project” to again himit the application of this rule to
adjudicative decistons, thereby allowing mitigation measures under CEQA for school facilities
pursuant to legislative acts.

C. Repeal of Mira/Hart/Murrieta. In essence, SB 50 completely relieves cities and counties of
the power to require development fees or other exactions in excess of the statutory maximum
amounts to help fund school facilitiecs. SB 50 amends Government Code Section 65995(a) to
provide that only those fees expressly authorized by Education Code Section 17620 (discussed
below) or Government Code Sections 65970 and folowing (the old interim facilities fees) may
be levied or imposed 1 connection with or made conditions of any legislative or adjudicative act
by a local agency involving planning, use, or development of real property. Subdivision (h) of
section 65995 declares that the payment of the development fees authorized by Education Code
Section 17620 1s "full and complete mitigation of the impacts of any legislative or adjudicative
act . . . on the provision of adequate school facilities.” Section 65995(i) prohibits an agency from
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denving or refusing to approve a legislative or adjudicative act involving development "on the
basis of a person's refusal to provide school facilities mitigation that exceeds the amounts
authorized [by SB 50]."

As with the limitations on the police power in Government Code Section 65995, SB 50 makes its
limitations on a city's or county's power under CEQA to mitigate school facilities impacts
applicable to both adjudicative and legislative decisions. The new version of Government Code
Section 65996 also recites that the development fees authorized by SB 50 are deemed to be "full
and complete school facilities mitigation"” for the purposes of CEQA or for any other reason. A
local agency may not deny approval of a legislative or adjudicative action under CEQA relating
to real estate development on the basis of the inadequacy of school facilities.

D. Restoration of Power to Deny Legislative Approvals. If at a statewide election in 2006 or
thereafter, a statewide general obligation measure for school facilities is submitted to the voters
and the measure is not approved, Government Code Section 65996 would become inoperative
and the provisions of Section 65997 would go into effect. Section 65997(d) provides that
"notwithstanding any other provision of law [which would include Section 65995(i)], a public
agency may refuse to approve a legislative act” involving property development on the basis that
school facilities are inadequate. While Section 65997 would permit a complete denial of a
legislative development approval, it still would prohibit a public agency to require payment of "a
fee, charge, dedication, or other financial requirement” in excess of those authorized by SB 50 as
a condition of approval. It would also prohibit a public agency from denying, pursnant to CEQA,
approval of a project on the basis of the adequacy of school facilities.

E. The Effects of SB 50 on Mello-Roos Districts. SB 50 forbids requiring the use of the Mello-

Roos financing for schools as a condition of approval of any legislative or adjudicative action, A
person's refusal to participate in a2 Mello-Roos school funding program may not be taken into
account when considering any legislative or adjudicative action relating to land development. If a
person voluntarily participates in a Mello-Roos program approved by landowner vote, the
present value of the taxes to be paid are to be calculated as an amount per square foot of assessable
space and credited against any developer fee liability.

Mello-Roos taxes may still be used to make new development bear more of the costs that it
imposes on school districts. To comply with SB 50 however, the taxes would need to be
approved by two-thirds of the registered voters within the boundaries of a Mello-Roos district
created by the school district (which could include the entire school district territory). Because
the tax is approved by registered voters rather than landowners, the amount of the tax is not an
offset to developer fees (although it would be taken into account in the justification studies done
for the developer fees). It may also be possible for a school district to propose to its voters that
they approve a Mello-Roos tax that is levied on any property that receives approval for
development that will lead to increased enrollment on the theory that the tax is not a condition to
the approval of development; it is a consequence of that approval.

F. Site Designation. SB 50 severely limits cities' and counties’ consideration of school facilities
issues in the land use approval process, but one section of the new law preserves the traditional
power of cities and counties to use the general plan and zoning to reserve areas for schools. New
Section 65998 of the Government Code states that nothing in SB50 shall be interpreted to "limit
or prohibit the authority of a local agency to reserve or designate real property for a school site.”
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While a city or county may not ask a developer to donate Jand for a school site in exchange for a
development approval, a municipality retains its general authority to designate and zone an area
for a school and thereby prohibit other types of development in that area, even if the owner of the
property wishes to develop it in another way. School districts should be aware, however, that, if
a district does not immediately purchase the property and the designation as a school site
eliminates the owner's ability to make economic use of the property, the owner may have a claim
against the city or county that made the site designation for compensation for a temporary
regulatory taking.
Section 2

Transition Rules

A. Introduction. Senate Bill 50 contains certain permanent and femporary exceptions to its
limitations on mitigation requirements and the application of the enhanced developer fees to
projects that are i the development pipeline. These exceptions are sometimes referred to as
“grandfather” provisions. These exceptions fall into four categories, as follows:

B. Permanent Exception for Pre-1987 Contracts. Any residential construction that is
subject to a confract (such as a development agreement or a memorandum of understanding)
entered into between a person and a school disirict, city or county, on or before January 1, 1987,
that requires payment of a fee, charge, or dedication for school facilities mitigation is not subject
to the provisions of Education Code section 17620 (the basic fee authorization) nor to SB 50's
new fee provisions and suspension of Mira/Hart/Murrieta.

C. Permanent Exception for Pre-November 4, 1998 Contracts. Any construction that is
subject to a contract (such as a development agreement or a memorandum of understanding)
entered into between a person and a school district, ¢ity or county, after January 1, 1987, but
before November 4, 1998, that requires payment of a fee, charge, or dedication for school
facilities mitigation shall not be affected by any of the provisions of SB 50.

D. Temporary Exception for Construction Subject to Condition Pre-November 4, 1998,
Any construction that is not subject to a contract (as described above) but that is carried out on
real property for which residential development was made subject to a condition relating to
school facilities imposed by a state or local agency in connection with a legislative act approving
or authorizing the residential development of the property after January 1, 1987, but before
November 4, 1998, shall be required to comply with the condition, unti! January 1, 2000. On
and after January I, 2000, such construction may not be subject to a fee, charge, dedication, or
other requirement exceeding the fee limits imposed by SB 50.

E. Temporary Exception for Construction Receiving Building Permit Prior to January
1, 20060. Any construction that 1s neither the subject of a contract nor conditioned in the manner
described in paragraph C above may not be charged more than the $1.93 per square foot
residential fee and $0.31 per square foot commercial or mndustrial fee authorized by Government
Code Section 65993, if such construction:

L. Received a tentative map, development permit or conditional use permit before

November 4, 1998, and
2. Received a building permit prior to January 1, 2000.
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Any construction not meeting these requirements is subject to the increased alternative fees
authorized by new Government Code Sections 65995.5 and 65995.7. It should be kept in mind
that this exception only applies to the specific construction authorized by the qualifying building
permit. In other words, issuance of a building permit for residential construction in a tract prior
to January 1, 2000 does not exempt construction in the remainder of the tract — only the
construction on the lot for which the permit was issued.

Section 3
The New School Facility Fees

A. Introduction. SB 50 provides authority for three different levels of fees. Education Code
Section 17620 provides the basic authority for school districts to levy fees against construction
for the purpose of funding construction or reconstruction of school facilities, subject to limits set
forth in Government Code Section 65995, Prior to SB 50, Section 65995 limited those fees o an
inflation-adjusted $1.93 for residential construction and an inflation-adjusted $0.31 for
commercial or industrial construction. SB 50 modified Section 65995 to provide, in addition to
those “Level 1 Fees™, higher fees on new residential construction pursuant to Government Code
Sections 65995.5 and 65995.7. At the end of this section is a chart which graphically
summarizes the development fee process under SB 50.

B. Level 1 Fees (Govt. Code §653995). SB 50 does not affect the levying of Level 1 Fees.
A school district may continue to levy these fees as long as the school district's development Fee
Justification Study (as required by Ed. Code §17621 and Govt. Code §6600 1) justifies them.

(Note: Although it is understood that SB 50 was not intended to have any effect on what are now
referred to as Level 1 Fees, Government Code Section 65995.5(f) could be interpreted as
requiring that all development fees, including those collected on residential additions and
commercial or industrial construction be spent solely on facilities necessitated by students
generated from new residential construction. C.A. S.H. expects that this issue will be resolved in
future clean-up legislation.)

C. Level 2 Fees (Govt. Code § 65995.5).

a. Governing board makes a “timely application” to the SAB for new construction funding
for which it is eligible and is determined by SAB to meet the eligibility requirements for new
construction set forth in Education Code Sections 17071.10 et seq. and § 17071.75 et seq. (Govt.
Code §65995.5(b)(1) A school district which submits an application to determing its eligibility
is deemed eligible if the SAB fails to notify the district within 120 days of receipt of the
application.

The committee believes that the only “application” referred to in Section 65995.5(b)(1) is SAB
50-03 which is used to request an eligibility determination based on the information in Forms
SAB 50-01 and SAB 50-02. (See SAB Emergency Regulations (“E.R.”) §§1859.20 and 1859.50)
However, we understand that the building industry may believe that the “application” referred to
in the first sentence of Section 65995.5(b)(1) is actually SAB 50-04 by which a district requests
funding for a specific project.
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In order to preclude any legal chalienge on this issue, the committee suggests that districts
consider filing an SAB Form 50-04 for at least one project concurrently with their filing of SAB
Forms 30-01, 30-02, and 50-03, or as soon as possible thereafter. Although the SAB requires
that the Division of State Architect (“DSA™) must have approved the plans and specifications for
the project for which funding is sought, it should be kept in mind that a qualifying SAB Form
50-04 could be filed (and funding requested) for a single relocatable structure.

b. Satisty at least 1 of the 4 requirements listed below until Jan. 1, 2000 and then on and after
Jan. 1, 2000 satisfy 2 of the 4 following requirements: (Govt. Code §65995.5(b)(3))

(1) Multi Track Year Round Education (MTYRE) Requirement

Have at least 30% of K- 6 enrollment in high school attendance area of growth on MTYRE
for unified and elementary school districts; (Govt. Code §65995.5(b)3)(A))

or
Have at least 30% of high school district enrollment on MTYRE; (Govt. Code §65995.
S(bYG3)AXE))

or

Have at least 40% of K- 12 enrollment within the boundaries of the high school attendance
arca for which the district is applying for funding on MTYRE (Govt. Code
§65995.5(b)(3) AN

The district has placed a local bond measure on the ballot in the past 4 years which received
at least 50% plus 1 of the votes (Govt. Code §65995.5(b)3)}B))

The district meets one of the following criteria (Govt. Code §65995.5(b)}(3)}(C)):

The district has issued debt or incurred obligations for capital outlay equal to 15% of local
bonding capacity including indebtedness repaid from:

(i}  property taxes

{(ii) parcel taxes

(111}  the district’s general fund

(iv) special taxes levied by cities, counties and special districts, approved by a two-

thirds vote of the qualified electors pursuant to Art. X1l A §4 of the California
Constitution

(v)  special taxes levied pursuant to the Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act of 1982
that are approved by a yote of registered voters

(vi) special taxes levied pursuant to the Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act of 1982
that are approved by a vote of landowners prior te Nov. 4, 1998

(vii) revenues received pursuant to the Community Redevelopment Law (i.e.; pass-
through funds, tax increment funds}
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or

The district has issued debt or incurred obligations for capital outlay equal to 30% of
local bonding capacity including indebtedness repaid from:

(i)  property taxes
parcel taxes
the district’s general fund
special taxes levied by cities, counties and special districts, approved by a two-
thirds vote of the qualified electors pursuant to Art.XII A §4 of the California

Constitation

(v)  special taxes levied pursuant to the Mello-Roos Conmmnunity Facilities Act of
1982 that are approved by a vote of registered voters

(vi} special taxes levied pursuant to the Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act of
1982 that are approved by a vote of landowners after Nov. 4, 1998

(vil) revenues received pursuant to the Community Redevelopment Law (1.e.; pass-
through funds, tax increment funds)

At least 209 of teaching stations per Ed. Code § 17071.25 within the district are relocatable
classrooms (Govt. Code §65995. 5(b)(3)(D)).

Adopt Needs Analysis in accordance with Govt. Code §65995.6 (Govt. Code §65995.5
(b) (2)). See Section 4.

Calculation of Level 2 Fee

See Govt. Code §65995.5(c): The number of unhoused students identified in the Needs
Analysis, multiplied by the regular grant amount per each grade level, plus the sum of site
acquisition and development costs, less local funds “dedicated” by the governing board,
for school facilities necessitated by new construction, divided by the projected total
square footage of residential units anticipated to be constructed during the next 5 years

Site acquisition costs are limited to 50% and site development costs cannot exceed two
times the amount funded by the SAB (Govt. Code §65995.5(h) and Ed. Code § 17072.12)

Local funds are all funds dedicated by the governing board to provide facilities necessitated

by mnew consiruction, including commercial and industrial fees (Govt. Code
§635995.5(cK2)).

Refer to Annual and Five Year Developer Fee Reports required per Govt, Code §§06001 and 66006
to identify “dedicated” funds.
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Projected square footage shall be determined by information from the city or county where
the new residential units are anticipated to be constructed or by a market report prepared
by an independent third party.

The regular grant amount is a per- unhoused pupil grant that exchudes the cost of interim
housing, central administration, and other site specific facilities, therefore state funding
received will be less than the amount required to provide adequate facilities and developer
fees will most likely be necessary to satisfy the deficiency.

Elementary and High School Districts that split developer fees (Ed. Code § 17623) must
each satisfy the requirements to levy the Alternative Statutory Fee described above (Govt.
Code §65995.5(d)).

Level 2 Fee may be used only to finance the school facilities identified in the Needs
Analysis as reguired to accommodate students generated from new residential
construction (Govt. Code §65995.5(f)). The amount of the district’s share of the Level 1
Fee will be deducted from the Level 2 Fee to determine the amount of funds available
to spend on administrative costs.

Level 3 Fees (Govt. Code §65995.7).
Requirements to levy the Level 3 Fee
a. State funding is not available (Govt. Code §65995.7(a)).

(1) The SAB is no longer approving apportionments for new construction per Ed.
Code §17072.20 due to lack of funds and the SAB has notified the Secretary
of the Senate and the Chief Clerk of the Assembly, in writing, of the
determination that funds are no longer available.

(2) ER. § 1859.9] provides that the SAB *shall declare that state funds are
insufficient when” the grant requests that are ready for apportionment exceed
the amount of state funds available. This declaration serves as the mechanism
for the SAB to notify the Legislature for purposes of the Level 3 Fee.

b. School District has adopted the Level 2 Fee per 65995.5.

Calculation of Level 3 Fee

Add the full amount of local funds dedicated by the district to provide school
facilities 1o accommodate students generated from new growth, including
commercial/industrial fee to the Level 2 Fee amount {Govt. Code

§65995.7()).

The maximum total fee that may be levied on new residential construction is equal
to the sum of the amount in a. and the Level 2 Fee.
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Level 3 Fee may be used only to finance the school facilities identified in the Needs
Analysis as required to accommodate students generated from new residential
construction {Govt. Code §65995.5(f)). The amount of the district’s share of the Level 1
Fee will be deducted from the Level 3 Fee to determine the amount of funds available to
spend on administrative costs.

Reimbursement Flection (Govt. Code §65995.7(b)(c) & (d))

a. Statutory Reimbursement: the governing board may offer a
“reimbursement election” to the developer providing for a reimbursement of the
difference between the Level 2 Fee and the Level 3 Fee | less any amount expended
for interimn facilities, to the extent such state funding is subsequently received by
the district (Govt. Code §65995.7(b)Y/

(1) It the district offers a “reimbursement election” pursuant to Govt. Code
§65995.7 (b), the developer has the option to apply the reimbursement “on a
tract or [ot basis™.

(2) If the district offers a “reimbursement election” pursuant to Govt. Code
§65995.7 (b), reimbursement of available state funds must be made within
30 days of receipt of such funds by the district.

(3)Currently, the developer would receive the reimbursement, even if the cost of
the school fees was passed through to the home owner.

Negotiated Reimbursement: the governing board may offer the developer an
opportunity to negotiate an alternative reimbursement agreement mutually agreeable
to both parfies, without adhering to the requirements above (Govt. Code
§65995.7(c)). The governing board may provide in the written agreement that
the rights granted by the “reimbursement election™ are assignable (Govt. Code
§65995.7(d)).

Every reimbursement, whether stattory or negotiated, should be
memorialized in writing, in the form of a mitigation agreement.

If the district fails to offer a reimbursement election or enter into a mitigation
agreement, the amount of state funding subsequently received shall be reduced by
the difference between the Level 2 Fee and the Level 3 Fee, less any amount
expended for interim facilities (Ed. Code §17072.20(b); Govt. Code § 65995.7(b)).

It is possible that a district will offer a reimbursement election to a developer who then refuses or
denies such election. In such case, the district must document in writing the district’s offer for a
reimbursement election and the developer’s refusal/denial of the reimbursement to prevent any
future reduction in state funding by the SAB.

The draft emergency regulations have been revised so that the reduction in the regular grant
amount for failure to offer a reimbursement election applies to only the Level 3 Fees collected
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from residential units to be served by the facilities associated with the new construction grant
(E.R. § 1859.77)

E. Accounting for Level 1, Level 2, and Levei 3 Fees. Because each of the fees discussed
above are subject to different restrictions and conditions, districts should segregate the money
attributable to each type in different funds, accounts, or sub-accounts. For example, if a unified
district is levying a Level 2 fee of $2.50 per square foot, $1.93 should be deposited in one fund,
account, or sub-account with the difference between $1.93 between $2.50 (i.e., $0.57) being
depostted in another; if that same district is levying an additional $2.75 Level 3 fee when the
state is out of money, that amount should be deposited in vet another fund, account, or sub -
account.
Section 4

The Needs Analysis

A. Introduction. In order for a school district to levy the fee under Government Code Section
65995.5 or 65995.7, the district must have completed a Needs Analysis. Even though the Needs
Analysis is similar to the Fee Justification Study required under Government Code sections
66000 et seq. (sometimes referred to as the AB 1600 requirements), these are separate legal
requirements. The elements of the Fee Justification Study are listed in Government Code
Section 66001 and the elements of the Needs Analysis are listed in Section 659935.6.

As a practical matter, the Fee Justification Study may be combined with the Needs Analysis into
a single document, so long as the document contains all of the elements for both studies. In any
case, the Needs Analysis can (and probably should) include information on the cost of school
facilities based on school district standards and not just those based on SB 50 amounts for State
Funding. This might include interim classrooms, central administration and support. Although
these costs cannot be the basis for calculating the amount of the Alternative School Fees, they are
appropriate to demonstrate that levying the Level 2 and Level 3 fees would be in compliance with
statutory and case law governing fees and to provide the public with information regarding the
true cost of school facilities needed to serve students coming from new residential development.

A school district should involve at an early date an attorney experienced in school facility fees.
Whether the district can do some or all of the work required for a legally adequate Needs
Analysis depends on time and expertise available. If the district will need outside assistance, it
should consider gefting more than one proposal, as costs, content and quality are factors to
consider, Districts may want to consult with their legal counsel about contracting for consultant
services through legal counsel to preserve the attomey-client privilege on all work product and
communications regarding the calculation of the Level 2 and Level 3 Fees, as well as preparation
of the Needs Analysis in the event there is future htigation over the sufficiency of the Needs
Analysis or the collection of the Level 2 and Level 3 Fees.

B. Preparation of Needs Analysis.

1. Districts should prepare a preliminary estimate of eligibility under the new School Facilities
Program (SFP) using the guidance of the emergency regulations and SAB Forms.
Participation in the SFP is a prerequisite to levying the Level 2 and Level 3 Fees,
therefore, districts must confirm eligibility in the SFP prior to completing the Needs
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Analysis.

Districts should conduct a cursory calculation of the Level 2 Fee to determine if it
exceeds $1.93 per square foot of residential construction (i.e.; greater than the Level 1
Fee)

Districts should conduct a preliminary review of the requirements to collect the Level 2
fee to determine if the district can satisfy at least 1 of the 4 requirements until Januvary 1,
2000

If items 1-3 above are positive, the district should:

a. If it has not already done so, complete the requirements to obtain an eligibility
determination from SAB. (Once eligibility for the SFP has been confirmed by the
SAB, the District may which to consider adopting a resolution to that effect for
purposes of the Needs Analysis.)

If it has not already done so, submit an application for new construction funding
under the SFP. See Section 3, Para. C.1.a.

¢. Prepare the Needs Analysis.

Content of Needs Analysis (Govt. Code §65995.6(a) & (b))

Projection of the number of unhoused pupils generated by new residential units based
upon the historical student generation rates of new residential units constructed during
the previous five years and upon relevant planning agency information that may modify the
historical figures.

Calculation of existing school building capacity per Ed. Code § 17071.10 et seq. (Note:
For purposes of eligibility under the SFP, the calculation set forth in these code sections
is made on a “one-time basis ” and then updated per Ed. Code §17071.75 et seq. For
purposes of Level 2 and Level 3 Fees, this calculation must be made without reference to
per Ed. Code § 17071.75 et seq.

Identification and consideration of each of the following:

Any surplus property owned by the district that can be used as a school site or that is
available for sale to finance school facilities.

The extent to which projected enrollment may be accommodated by excess capacity in
existing facilities.

Local sources other than fees, charges, dedications, or other requirements mposed
on residential construction available to finance the construction or reconstruction of

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees
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school facilities need to accommodate any growth attributable to the construction of
new residential units.

Identification of school facilities to be constructed to accommodate new growth.
Compare proposed facilities with Annual and Five Year Developer Fee Reports to ensure
consistency.

Explanation of the reasonable relationship between the Level 2 and Level 3 Fees and the
impact of new residential development (i.e.; nexus requirement). This may involve
a calculation of cost to provide new school facilities identified in 4. above based on
governing board policies and school district standards, including all costs for interim
housing and central administration and comparison of this cost with that calculated per

Govt, Code §65995.5(c)(1).

D. Procedure of Adopting Needs Analysis (Govt. Code §65995.6(c))

1.

Have final Needs Analysis avatlable for public review and comment 30 days prior {o
public hearing.

Provide Needs Analysis to city/county for review and comment 30 days prior to public
hearing.

Publish notice of time and place of public hearing including location and procedure for
requesting a copy of the Needs Analysis at east 1 time in a newspaper of general
circulation at least 30 days prior to the public hearing. (Govt. Code §65995.6(d)).

Mail Needs Analysis at least 30 days prior to the public hearing to any person who has
made a written request at least 45 days before the public hearing for a copy of the Needs
Analysis.

Prior to adoption of the Needs Analysis at the public hearing, the governing board must
respond to any written comments received. There is no legal requirement for this
response to be in writing, and a district could respond fo any written comments orally at
the public hearing.

Conduct a public hearing and adopt Needs Analysis by resolution of the governing board.

File Notice of Exemption under CEQA with local County Clerk and post copy in District
office for 30 days.

Note: Govt. Code §65995.6(g) provides that CEQA “may not” apply to the adoption of the
Needs Analysis whereas Ed. Code § 17621 specifically exempts the adoption of the Fee
Justification Study from CEQA. Although the committee believes that this language 1s intended to
exempt the adoption of the Needs Analysis from CEQA, districts should consult with legal counsel
as to the necessary CEQA requirements prior to adopting the Needs Analysis.

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees
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E. Effective Date of the Alternative School Fees (Govt. Code §65995.6(f))

1. The Level 2 Fee and the Level 3 Fee are effective immediately upon adoption of the
resolution by the governing board.

The Alternative School Fees (Level 2 and Level 3 Fees) supported by the Needs Analysis
are valid for 1 year and may be revised at any time,

Alternate School Fees

CDE

CEQA

CFD

ER.

Fee Justification Study

General School Fees

Level 1 Fee

Section 5§
Glossary

School facilities fees permitted pursuant to Government Code
Seciton 65995.5 (Level 2 Fee) and 65995.7. {(Level 3 Fee)

California Department of Education

Califormia Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code
Section 21000 et. seq.)

Community facilities disfrict formed pursuant to the Mello-Roos
Community Facilities Act of 1982, Government Code Section 53311.
Condition of Approval A condition adopted by a city or county
requiring certain action by a developer/property owner to mitigate
impacts on school facilities prior to project approval

Diviston of State Architect

Emergency Regulations adopted by the State Allocation Board

Study adopted by Govemning Board justifying the collection of the
Level 1 Fees and establishing the nexus for the Level 1 Fees

School facilities fees collected pursuant to HEducation Code Section
17620 and Government Code Section 65995, also referred to as
“Level 1 Fees,” currently in the amount of $1.93 per square foot of
new residential construction and $0.31 per square foot of new
commercial construction

The general school fee collected pursuant to Education CodeSection
17620 and Government Code Section 16995, currently in the
amount of $1.93 per square foot for new residential construction

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees
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Level 2 Fee The alternative school fee collected pursuant to Government Code
Section 65995.5

Level 3 Fee The alternative school fee collected pursuant to
Government Code Section 65995.7 collected only when the State
Allocation Board is no longer approving apportionments for new
construction funding

Local Agency City or county

LPP Leroy F. Greene State School Building Lease-
Purchase Law of 1976 (Education Code Section 17700 et.
seq.); Lease Purchase Program

Mitigation Agreement An agreement entered into between a developer/property owner
and school district providing for mitigation of school facilities
tmpacts

MTYRE Multi track year round education

Needs Analysis School facilities needs analysis required by Government Code
Section 65995.6

OAL Office of Administrative Law
OPSC Office of Public School Construction
SABR State Allocation Board

SFP Leroy F. Greene School Facilities Act of 1998 (Education Code
Section 17070.10 et. seq.); School Facilities Program

Needs Analysis, School Facilities Fees
April 5, 2612
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Ttem:
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Item No:
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May 23, 2012

CAHSEE Passage Waiver
English Language Arts ( PVHS 11-12-33)

Per Education Code 60851 (¢) the parent/guardian of a student who has taken any section
of the exam with one or more modifications and has received the equivalent of a passing
score may request that his/her child receive a waiver of the requirement to successfully
pass the exam. Upon receipt of such request, the principal shall submit to the Governing
Board a request for a waiver.

The attached documentation as required by Education Code demonstrates that the
identified special education student has earned “the equivaient of a passing score” (350 or
more poinis) on the exit exam using modifications identified in the student’s [EP.

Required documentation includes a) Notification to Parent regarding students eligibility
for waiver b) Parent’s written request for a waiver ¢) Documentation of passing score
with the use of a modification d) Documentation of the disability which required the
modification e) IEP authorizing use of the modification and f) Transcript identifying
current academic progress.

Approve

Budget Considerations: None

Funding Source:

Budgeted: Yes: D Ne: D

Amount: $

Prepared By: Wschei, Program Director Special Services

b
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PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

l’arent/Guardian Request for Waiver of the High School Exit Examination
Requirement for Students with Disabilities

Date:ﬁ?hl? 55\2 Z(j[z*

.To The Parent/Guardian of:,

Beginning with the 2005-06 school year, all California public school students, including
students with disabilities, are required to pass the California High School Exit Examination
(CAHSEE) to receive a high scheol diploma.

This letter is to inform you that your child took one or more subject matter parts of the
CAHSEE with a modification prescribed in his/her current individualized education program
(IEP :

. - |
At vour written request, The PVUSD Board of Education may waive the requirement 10
successfully pass one or both subject matter parts of the CAHSEE in order to receive 2
diploma. You may submit thiS Tetye completing the information below and returning

Signature of Principaft

I request that my child, , who waSTésted with a modification and earned the equivalent ofa
passing score one or more parts of the CAHSEE, be granted a waiver of this California
graduation requirement.

T understand that, in order to receive such a waiver, state law requires that my child have all of the
following:

Axn IEP that specifies the use of modification(s) on the exit examination, standardized testing,
or classroom instruction and assessments.

Sufficient high school level coursework either satisfactorily completed or in progress in the
high school level curriculum sufficient to have attained the skills and knowledge otherwise
needed to pass the CAHSEE.

An individual score report showing that my child has received the equivalent of a passing
score on the CAHSEE while using a modification that fundamentally alters what the high
school examination measures as determined by the State Board of Education.

Signature of Parent: Yate: 5 [f' { /A

FOR SITE USE ONL ¥

Date Received by Principal:

Student Identification Number:




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Principal’s Certification and Request for the Governing Board to Waive the High School
Exit Examination Requirement for Students with Disabilities '

Student’s Name: . Student's ID Number

Pursuant to Education Code 6051, the parent/guardian of , a student with disabilities, has
requested that the Governing Board waive the requirement that he/she successfully pass the high
school exit examination in order to receive a diploma. This student has taken the high school exit
examination with one or more modifications that fundamentally alter what the test measures as
determined by the State Board of Education, and has achieved the equivalent of a passing score one
or both parts of the examination. -

1 certify that the student qualifies for 2 waiver because he/she satisfies all of the following conditions:

1. Has an individualized education program (IEP) adopted pursuant to the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act that specifies the use of the modification(s) on the
exit examination, standardized testing, or classroom instruction and assessments.
(Attach the section of the IEP that specifies the modifications.)

2 Describe the nature of the student's disability as identified on the IEP (please note if
this will result in overt identification of the student.

b. Describe any modification used on the\@ English/language arts or [] math section of
the exam (separate form must be filled out for each section): '

c. State the rationale for applying the modification(s) used to achieve an equivalent
passing score on the CAHSEE for this student.

d. Describe the modification(s) that the student regularly uses in the classroom and on
other assessments.

Vease o towing pﬂ,%@



Waiver Request CAHSEE ELA Student 1D

1a.} Student has weaknesses in areas of auditory processing which impact reading
comprel':ension and auditory memory. Delays in visual-perceptual skills and processing speed
slow student’s performance in scanning text and following sequential order of answer
document.

b.} Test guestions and answer options were read aloud to support student’s attending and rate
of response.

¢.} Rationale for use of modification: Although student has adequate word recognition, fluency
is below grade level which impacts overall comprehension. Reading test guestions aloud
provides clarity, increases studen't’sffocus to details and assists in pacing rate of responding.
Rate of performance is supported by discouraging impuisive responding and/or skipping over
test items due to frustration.

d.) As stated in the student’s IEP, the following accommodations can be utilized to support
instruction and/or student’s assessment in the general education classroom: copy of class
notes, use of graph paper, masking extra content on a page, directions read aloud, extra time on
assignments/tests (1.5} visual models for reference, check for understanding, use of calculator,
and preferential seating. Student can request use of the above accommodations as needed or as
recommended by the classroom teacher.



2. Has sufficient high school coursework either satisfactorily completed or in progress
in the high school level curriculum sufficient to have attained the skills and
Imowledge otherwise needed to pass the CAHSEE. (Attach transcripts showing
coursework completed.)

3. An individual score report showing that my child has received the equivalent of a passing
scare on the CAHSEE while using a modification that fundamentally alters what the high
school examination measures as determined by the State Board of Education. (Affach a
copy of the exit exam Student and Parent Report showing “equivalent of a passing score”
in the English/language arts and/or the mathematics portion of the exam.)

Certified by "

I agree that the information on this Waiver Request Sheet accurately describes the modifications that
ljzs student regularly uses as identified in the IEP.

Wiy {10 Ayl 34 2012~

Signature })f Student’s Special Education Teacher Date

Mak SourH

Print Naxfxe of Student’s Special Education Teacher

I agree that the information on this Waiver Request Sheet accurately states that the coursework this
student has satisfactorily completed or is in the process of completing in the high school curriculum is
sufficient to have obtained the skills and knowledge otherwise to pass the California High School Exit

Examinationy. N
Ui s @— ‘ 4/31 )z

Signatﬁ,ré f Student’s Academic Counselor Date

e [ Aalac,

Printed Name of Student’s Academic Counselor




Pajaro Valley Unified School District Special Education Local Plan Area
INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PROGRAM
Supplementary & Specialized Support/Promotion & Assessment Standards

Student Date of Birth_

IEP Meeting Date 111511

SUPPLEMENTARY/SPECIALILZED DU rumo

Student requires supplementary aids and services or specialized materials/equipment as specified below.
{_ ] Supports for school personnel __] Specialized aids/materials/equipment (Assistive Technology)
[ ] Program modificatiohs [/} None
Description Responsible Location Freguency/Intensity | Duration | Start/End Date®*
Personnel/Agency
Start:
End: i
Start:
End:
i
* If a plecement or service is ending, give reason ¢

PARTICIPATION IN STATE AND DISTRICT-WIDE STANKDARDIZED TESTING AND ASSESSMENT
Including: Desired Resulis Developmental Profile (DRDPj Calijornia Standards Test (CST), CAT-6, California Modified Achievement Tes
{CMA} and Califormia Alternative Performance Assessment (CAPA}

[ | School Readiness (Preschoal Only)
TIDRDP-R [ DRDP Access Adaptations/Accommodations {specify)

; Language Arts: (Gr. 2-11) [/] Grade Exempt jcsr OR [ CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 3 -11)
| I No accommodations or modifications [_] Accommodations (specify below) [ ] Modifications (specify below)
Accommodations:
Modiftcatlons
/] Math: {Gr. 2-11) Ly} Grade Exernpl LICSTOR U CMA (Critoria Met) (Gr. 3 7; Algebea I 7110

(] CMA (Geometry, Grades 7-113 (Grades 8-11 effective 2011-2012 school year)

(] No accommodations or modifications [ | Accommodations (specify below) ] Modificaticns (specify below)
Accommodations:
MedHications:

[/] Science (Gr. § & 8 Gr. 9-11)[_} Grade Exempt £lcsT  OR ] CMA (Criteria Met) {Gr. 5, § & 10)
[} No accommedations or modifications | Accommodations (specify below) [_| Modifications {specify below)
Accommodations:

_ Modifications:

[/! Historv/Social Science* [7] Grade Exempt TTCST  *(Grade §: Grade 11 for US. History; Grades 9 through [1 World Histary)
[ No accemmodations or modifications | Accommodations (specify below) [ Modifications (specify below)
Accommodations:

e, Modifications: — —

L) Writing (Gr. 4 & 7 only) Ly} Grade Exempt LiCSsT OR [ CMA (Criteria Met} (Gr. 4 & 7 only)
] No accommodations or modifications || Accommodations (specify beiow) [} Modifications (specify beiow)
Accommodations,
Modifications: . i

[ Life Skdlls Currieulunm: CAPA Level ISl 2] 3] 4] 5005
Participation in CAT-6/CST not appropriate due io:

[ Other State or Disirict-Wide Assessment Accommodations/Modifications (specify) Extended time (1.5} and Flexible
setfling

PROMOTION STANDARDS
[/ Srudent is working towards a diploma and will be promoted based upen district cusriculum standards I without
accommodations or [} with accommodations.
T ] Swdent is working towards a certificate and will be promoted based upon alternative curriculum standards and/or
substantal progress towards goals.

‘CALIFOR“HA HIGH SCHOOL EXIT EXAMINATION (CAHSEE)Y

1 No accommodations or medifications ["] Exempt due to eligibility for participation in CAPA
[] Modifications (specify)Q's read aioud(ELA)use of calculator [} Grade Exempt (below grade 10}
/] Accommodations {specify)@'s read aloudimath): Test over 2days | ] Passed both subtests of the CAHSEE

s P

& [,
IEP 01D (12/10) Page _J of i




Pajaro Valiey Unified School District Special Education Local Plan Area
INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PROGRAM
Specialized Instruction

Student Date of Birth

IEP Mesting Date 11/15/11

INSTRUCTIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS

Responsible
Area of Difficulty Accommodation Agency/Personnel Start Date

Other: Visual Processing | Provige with Notes, Other: graph paper for matn; |LISHNCL Of Service! Gern. B4, 11015/2011

1mask‘mg extra content on a page Teacher, Assistant, RS

f

ok

Auditory Perceptian, Other:[ireclions Read Aloud, Extra Time! District of Service/ Gen. Ed. 11152011
Short term recall Assignments/Tests (1.5), Visual Models, Other:  |Teacher, Assisiant, RS

ohek for undersianding prior to start of assignmen!
Processing Speed Calcutator, Extra Time: Assignments/Tests (1.5)  |District of Service/ Gen. £a. 11/18/2011

Teacher, Assistant, RS

Visual-Motor Calculator, Preterential Seating, Visual Modeis District of Service/ Gen. Ed. 1115/2011
Teacher, Assistant, RS

IEP 04B ¢4/67) Page




School Name/Address
Pajarc Vatltey High School
500 Harkins Slough

| Watsonville, CA 85076 ‘
‘Date:  8/13/2008 |

Tet (831)728-8102 Fax: (B31)728-6944

ajaro Vailey Unified School District

Jated:
. Counsetor:  Ospina
. of 2012
SSiD:
Community §
. " . ]
ICrsID Course Title Mark Credit:CrsIDl Course Title Mark Creditj Credit Summary - High School
Pajarc Valley High School Grd 09 12/2008 Fajarv Valley High School Srd 11 6/20170 Subject Rrea Keg
2410 P Rlgebra iR/B B 5.000 |3330 P Chemistry RE 0,400 |a English 50,00
1136 F Engiish i U 5,000 19270 Directed Study B S.000 IR Math 20 .00
3910 Kealth o 5.080 11330 P English 3/American Lite F G.00g ¢ Blological Science 1G.06
3610 ¥ Integrated Science I o 5.0606 8054 ROP Computer Applicatic B 5000 iD Fhysical Science 1¢.00
287¢ Math B {%th) B 3,000 423140 P Spaniszh 1 35 o 5.0G0 |E alth S.00
4510 W Phyzical Education 9 B+ 5,000 [7210 P US Himtory I 5.000 7 Arts / Foreign L G
Crs BATt: 32,000 Cmp: 30,000 Total GPR: 2,322 Crs Att: 30,000 CTmp: 20,008 Total GFR: 1.300 = Physical Bducation 0
] hpplied Arts 0%
o Valley Bigh School God 06 642000 Fajarc Valley Righ Zchoel &rd 12 §2/2011 1 World Civilizevion 1400
? hlgebra 1A/B B G.000G 8270 Dirfeoﬂced Study B 5.060 3T US History i0.00
P English 1 o= 5.000 E024 F Draw/Paint D= 5000 K Federal Government L0
i P Integrated Science I L~ S.GO6 17410 ? Economicsa 8] 5.000 3L Economies 5.00
5 Intro Computers C~ .000 1420 P Engiish ¢ C- 5.000 M Electives 4%.040
7 Math B {(9th} C 5.000 |3082 ROF Small Business Mana C- 5.200 W Rigekra 14,60
i ¥ Physical Education § B 5,000 14220 ¥ Spanish 2 3% & S.oot Science 1606
Crs Att: 30.000 Cmpr 3C.000 Total GPA: 2.333 Cres Attt 30.000 Cmp: 30,000 T e aE—
{==-Toral Tredits——- 220,00 205,00 23.0G
tajarc Valley High Schonl $rd IG 12/200% Rfter School Pajars Valley High Grd 12 12/241%
4810 N Rav PE o AS33L0  CHEMISTRY ~ 2nd sem c- 5000 GER Summary
32310 P Biclogy kg Cres Att: 5.900 Omp: 5,000 Total GPA: 2.040
92740 Dirested Study =+ beademic GPA: 2,073 Rank 207 334
1236 ¥ English Z B- ¢ Total GPA: 2.116 Ranxz 289 334
2810 P Geometry L : Work In Progress csu GPR: 1,686
T1L0 F World Civ C Cal &rant GPa: 2.04z2
Crs Atz: 20.000 Cmp: 30.000 Total SPAE: 2.167 azIn Directed Study G000
G020 P Draw/Painz 0.990 | Testing Informati
Fajaro Valley Righ Sshool Grd 10 6/2019 1238 7 English 3/american Lite 0900 | FELLng S atlon
4610 M Adv PE E G000 11430 P English 4 7.900 L CAESEE ELA-i-1
3210 P Bioliogy o 5.000 | 7330 P Federal Government/US G G.30% [CR HEEE ELA F 2/7/2632
4270 Directed Study B 5.000 [s082 ROP Small Business Mana 0.000 ‘ CAHSEE Math—i-1
1230 P oBnglish 7 T 5.000 TR HEED Math I3 11/10/20:%
2510 P Geometry &~ 5,000
LG ¥ oWorld Civ = 5.000
Crz Btt: 30,000 Omp: 20,000 Toval GPAy 2,333
Fajare Valliey High School Grd 13 1272010
4310 ¥ Chemistry I~ .
9270 Directed Study E a.
1330 7 English 3/American Lite © 5.
BG5e R0P Computer Spplicatio © o. :
4216 P Spanish @ 5% e 5. |
7219 F 5 History c+ 5.
Crs Att: 30.000 Cmp: 30.000 Total SPA: 2.167 !

L

H = Honors A = Advanced Placement P = College Prep N = Non-Academic
“ne GPA is provided per semester.

Poiia 411171994 ©/15M1994  BA17/1884  6/15/1895

DTe 41111984 6/15M1994  B/17/1884  &/15/1895  12/21/1988
MMR etilitiel 12/21/1988

| HEPB 3/3/1884 41111894 1172111894

Varicelia 12/9/1997

Transcript is unofficial uniess signed by a school official
Sehool Officials

Sighature Date: 5/8/2012
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Test Date: 02/07/2012 o | Test Date:  02/08/2012
Your maguked Lo Your 2 fapd
_— . : L SiEIUE H
Total Scors : i Jots Score Pass :
! il !
358 ' MODIFIED P NOT ATTEMPTED |
; i P : F
Your student took this tast using modifications as specified in his or her IEP or 1 Your student answared fewer thar 5 guestions on this portion of the exam,
Section 504 plan. See “Taking the CAMSEE with Modifications” on the back ot
this repon.

FF
R
Your Score Do |
E H : l
_ 450 R 275 450
Fassing ol
Score Lo i

Numbear of Number

READING

] Ousstions Correct
J Word Analysis 7 7 Probability & Statistics
Reading Comprehension 18 12 Number Sense _ -

f Literary Response & Analysis 20 14 Aigebra & Functions 4
: WRITING ' _ Measurement & Geometry : |
Writing Strategies 12 3 f " Algebra | c
Writing Conventions 15 8

Essay 3.0

* Zach stugani e
The Writing App

H ] = . -
A student must

17859578 44-59799-0105856-177056
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CAHSEE Passage Waiver
English Language Arts { PVHS 11-12-34)

Per Education Code 60851 (c} the parent/guardian of a student who has taken any section
of the exam with one or more medifications and has received the equivalent of a passing
score may request that his‘her child receive a waiver of the requirement to successfully
pass the exam. Upon receipt of such request, the principal shall submit to the Governing
Board a request for a waiver.

The attached documentation as required by Education Code demonstrates that the
identified special education student has earned “the equivalent of a passing score” (350 or
more points) on the exit exam using modifications identified in the student’s IEP.

Required documentation includes a) Notification to Parent regarding students eligibility
for waiver b) Parent’s written request for a waiver ¢) Documentation of passing score
with the use of a modification d} Documentation of the disability which required the
modification &) IEP authorizing use of the modification and f) Transcript identifying
current academic progress.

Approve

Budget Considerations: None

Funding Source:

Budgeted: Yes: D No: D

Amount: $

N N N N N N T N Y N Y N Y N N VT AT AL,

Prepared By: fD% 4leutschel, Program Director Special Services
'\/ {

Superintendent’s Signature: (’;\fj )-‘;-,v'}f;%_ /éi;)ﬂ




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Parent/Guardian Request for Waiver of the High School Exit Examination
Requirement for Students with Disabilities

Date; AE l l\I 6@%2013
To The Parent/Guardian of:

Beginning with the 2005-06 school year, all California public schoo! stuaents, including
students with disabilities, are required to pass the California High School Exit Examination
(CAHSEE) to receive a high school dipioma. '

This letter is to inform you that your child took one or more subject matter parts of the
CAHSEE with a modification prescribed in his/her current individualized education program
(IEP

At your written request, The PVUSD Board of Education may waive the requirement to
successfully pass one or both subject matter parts of the CAHSEE in order to receive a
diploma. You may submit this request by completing the information below and returning
this form to the principal efpur chikd's high school. '

Signature of Principal: ‘

1 request that my child, , who was tested with a modification and eamned the equivalent of a
passing score one or more parts of the CAHSEE, be granted a waiver of this California
graduation requirement.

T undersiand that, in order to receive such a waiver, state law requires that my child have all of the
following:

An IEP that specifies the use of modification(s) on the exit examination, standardized testing,
or classroom instruction and assessments.

Sufficient high school level coursework either satisfactorily compleied or in progress in the
high school level curriculum sufficient to have attained the skills and knowledge otherwise
needed to pass the CAHSEE.

An individual score report showing that my child has received the equivalent of 2 passing
score on the CAHSEE while using a modification that fundamentally alters what the high
school examination measures as determined by the State Board of Education.

Signature of Parent: ate: 0S—HO— 1 2

FOR SITE USE ONLY

Date Received by Principal:

Student Identification Number:




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Principal’s Certification and Request for the Governing Board to Waive the High School
Exit Examination Requirement for Students with Disabilities

Student’s Name: . Student's ID Number:

Pursuant to Education Code 6051, the parent/guardian of , a student with disabilities, has
requested that the Governing Board waive the requirement that he/she successfully pass the high
school exit examination in order to receive a diploma. This student has taken the high school exit
examination with one or more modifications that fundamentally alter what the test measures as
determined by the State Board of Education, and has achieved the equivalent of a passing score one
or both parts of the examination. o

I certify that the student qualifies for a waiver because he/she satisfies all of the following conditions:

1. Has an individualized education program (IEP) adopted pursuant to the Individuals
with Disabilities Bducation Act that specifies the use of the modification(s) on the
exit examination, standardized testing, or classroom instruction and assessments.
(Attach the section of the IEP that specifies the modifications.)

. Describe the nature of the student's disability as identified on the IEP (please note if
this will result in overt identification of the student.

b. Describe any modification used on thg% English/language arts or [_] math section of
the exam (separate form must be filled out for each section): '

c. State the rationale for applying the modification(s) used to achieve an equivalent
passing score on the CAHSEE for this student.

d. Describe the modification(s) that the student regularly uses in the classroom and on
other assessments.



Waiver Request CAHSEE ELA Student [D;

Test Date: [ 1/V1rzv..

ta). Student has deficits in auditory memory and attention processing. Reading and Writing
achievement are below average compared to same-age peers. Student is easily distracted and has
weak impulse conirol which often limits attention to details and ability to follow through tasks in

sequential order.
§

b. Test questions were read aloud for the ELA subtest.

¢.) Rationale for use of modification: Reading test questions aloud increases this student’s
attention to the content and details presented by the question. Attention and pace of responding
is also supported which discourages student from responding impulsively or skipping over items.

d.) As stated in this student’s IEP, the following accommodations can be utilized to support
instruction and/or assessment in the general education classroom: preferential seating, testing in
alternate setting, extra time on assignments/tests, directions read aloud, checking for
understanding prior to starting an assignment, provide with class notes, and self~monitoring
scale.



2. Has sufficient high school coursework either satisfactorily completed or in progress
in the high school level curriculum sufficient to have attained the skills and-
knowledge otherwise needed to pass the CAHSEE. (4rach transcripts showing
coursework completed.)

-

3. An individual score report showing that my child has received the equivalent of a passing
score on the CAHSEE while using a medification that fundamentally alters what the high
school examination measures as determined by the State Board of Education. (4tfach a
copy of the exit exam Student and Parent Report showing “equivalent of a passing score”
in the English/language arts and/or the mathematics portion of the exam.)

;

Certified by:

B

I agree that the information on this Waiver Request Sheet accurately describes the modifications that

s student regulgrly uses as identified in the IEP.
; -7
s AptilH, 2012
14

Signature o:ti Student’s Special Education Teacher Dgte

Mary Sonth

Print Namhe of Student’s Special Education Teacher

I agree that the information on this Waiver Request Sheet accurately states thai the coursework this
student has satisfactorily completed or is in the process of completing in the high school curriculum is
sufficient to have,obtained the skills and knowledge otherwise io pass the California High School Exit
Examination, /

/ shoht
Si gnaturcf/ of 8tudent’s Academic Counselor Date

wb\»m—\ N

Printed Name of Student’s Academic Counselor




Pajaro Valley Unified School District Special Education Local Plan Area
INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PROGRAM
Supplementary & Specialized Support/Promotion & Assessment Standards

Date of Birth
iEP Meeting Date 03/17/11

SUPPLEMENTARY/SPECIALIZED SUPPORT

Student requires supplementary aids and services or specialized materials/equipment as specified below,
[ Supports for school personnel [_] Specialized aids/materials/equipment { Assistive Technology)
[ Program modifications [/] None
Description Responsible Location Frequency/Iutensity | Duration | Start/End Date®
Personnel/Agency ‘
i Start:
End:
Start:
End:

* I 2 placement or service 1S ending, give reason

PARTICIPATION IN STATE AND DISTRICT-WIDE STANDARDIZED TESTING AND ASSESSMENT
Fictuding: Desired Results Developmental Profile (DRDF) California Standards Test (CST), CAT-6, Califoriia Modified Achievement Test
(CMA), and California Alfernative Ferformance Assessment (CAPA)

[J School Readiness (Preschool Only)
I DRDP-R [ ] DRDP Access  Adaptations/Accommodations {specify)

[/] Language Arts: {Gr. 2-113} ] Grade Exempt (st OR [/} CMA (Criteria Met) {Gr. 3 11}
[/] No accommodations or modifications [ ] Accommodations (specify below) || Modifications (svecify below)
Accommodations:
Modgifications:

[/] Math: (Gr. 2-11) [/} Grade Exempt L1CSTOR I CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 3-7; Algebra I 7-11)

[¥] CMA (Geometry, Grades 7-11) (Grades 8-11 effecsive 2011-2012 schoo! year)

[#} Mo accomimodations or modifications [_] Accommodations {specify below) [_] Modifications {specify below)
Accommodations:
Modifications:

[/ Science (Gr. 5 & & Gr. 9-1 D[] Grade Exempt T3cCsT OR /] CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 5, 8 & 10)

[/} No accommaodations or medifications [_] Accommodations {specify below) [_] Modifications {specify below)
Accommuodations:
Modifications:

[/} History/Social Science* [} Grade Exempt [/] CST * (Grade 8 Grade 11 for U.S, History; Grades 9 through 11 World History)
i} No accommodations or modifications |_jAccommodations {specify below) [_|Modifications (specify befow)
Accommaodations:

Modifications:

[/] Writing (Gr. 4 & 7 only) [/} Grade Exempt L]cst OR  [] CMA {Criteria Met) (Gr. 4 & 7 only)

"} No accommodations or modifications [} Accommodations (specify below) I Modifications (specify below)
Accommaodations:
Maodifications: )

(] Life Skills Curriculum; CAPA Level 1] 2{7 307 4] s

Participation in CAT-6/CST not appropriate due to:

[/l Other State or District-Wide Assessment Accommodations/Modifications {specifv} Flexible setiing; extended time

PROMOTION STANDARDS

[/l Student is working towards a diptoma and will be promoted based upon district curriculum standards [ without
accommodations or /] with accommodations,

[} Student is working towards a certificate and will be promoted based upon alternative curriculum siandards and/or
substantial progress towards geals.

CALIFORNIA HIGH SCHOOL EXIT EXAMINATION (CAHSEE)

[C] No accommodations or medifications ' [ Exempr due to eligibility for participation in CAPA
[¢] Modifications (specify) Questions read aloug/ELA; [} Grade Exempt (below grade 10)
[/} Accommeodations {specify}Ques.read aloud-Matniiest +1 day-EbA [ | Passed both subtests of the CAHSEE

lr . 07
IEP 01D (12/10) vage [/ o 1/




Student "

INSTRUCTIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS

Pajaro Valley Unified School District Special Education Local Plan Area
INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PROGRAM
Specialized Instruction

Date of Birth

IEP Meeting Date 03/17/11

Skiils, Other:
Seif-monitoring

behavier

Teacher, Assistant, RS

Responsible k
Ares of Difficulty Accommodation Agency/Personnel Start Date
Attending Skills Preferentlal Seating, Study Buddy, Take Tests In |District of Service/ Gen. kd. 03/18/2011
Alternate Setting, Other: Redirect and check for | Teacher, Assistant, RS
understanding
-
Auditory Memaory Diractions Read Ajoud, Other: Check for [District of Service/ Gen. Ed. 03/18/201
understanding prior to starting assignment Teacher, Assistant, RS
Fing Motor Skills Exira 1 ime. Assignments/Tssts (1.5}, Provide with/District of Service/ Gen. Ed. 03/18/2C11
Notes, Visual Models. Other: word processing for | Teacher, Assistant, RS
longer writing assignments
Atlending Skills, Social Other: Rating scale o self-evaluate his own District of Service/ Gen. Ed. 03/18/2011

[EP 04B (4/07)

Page /0 of 21;72




aro Valiey Unified Schoot District

School Name/Address

Pajaro Valley High School
500 Harkins Slough
Watsonville, CA 95076

te:  8/12/2009
Tel: {831)728-8102 Fax: {831)728-6944
!
. 2013 Counselor:  MPyente
S8Ib:
e e s, i
[CrsID  Course Title Mark Credit|CrsID  Course Title Mark Credit{CrsID  Course Title Mark Credit
Fajare Valiey High Scnool Gre 08 12/200¢ .
2413 £ Algebra 1A/B {Supportd? C S.000 (Afrer School Pajaro Valley High Grd 13 12/201%
827G birected Study B 5.000 [AB3210 BIOLOGY - Znd sem o4 5.000
1130 P English 1 5.000 |Crs Att: 5.000 Cmp: 5.000 Total GPA: 1.420
3613 Health b 0. 000
3610 P Integrated Science I B 5. 000 ) . :
4210 P spanish 1 85 p- 5.000 SWerk In Progress
Crs Rte: 30,000 Cmp: 25,000 Tetal GPA: 1.667
2e14 ? Algebra 1! {4,000
Pajare Valley High Scheol Gra 09 6/201¢ 3318 P Chemistry 2,000
2413 P Rlgebrs 1A/B {Support®7 C 5.000 |5270 Dirdcted Study a.0do0
8270 Dirvected Study B+ 5,000 {1330 P Eﬁglish 3/American Lite 0.004G
1130 P English I 2 5.000 14220 P Spanish 2z 358 0. 5008
3610 P Integrated Scienge I Tt 3.000 17210 B OUS History 4.000
5051 intro Computers B~ 5.000
42190 F  Spanish 1 85 D+ 5.0400 D e - e . -
Crs Att; 30,000 Cmp: 30.000 Total GPR: 2.167 cCredit Summary -~ High School
Pajaro Valley High Schoocl Grd 10 12/2010 Subkiect Area Reqg Crep Def
46140 N Adv PE B+ 5.000 (& English 40,00 25.00 15.00
3210 P Biclogy I 5.000 |B Math 20,40 ig.0o  10.30
9270 Dirscted Study o 5.000 |C Bioiogical Science 10,00 ic.co
1230 P English 2 I+ 5.500 |D Physical Science 10,00 1%.00
2510 P Geometrny RE 0.000 R Healith 5.00 5.00
3910 Healith B~ 5.000 IF Fine Arts / Foreign L 10.08 10.00
711G P Worid Civ B- 5.000 |G Physical Rducation 20,00 iC.00 10,90
Crs Att: 35.000 Cmp: 30,000 Total GBA: Z.167 H Zpplied Art 1¢.00 5.00 5,00
I Werld Civilizaticn 16.00  10.¢0
Pajare Valley ¥Wigh School Ged 10 62013 J Us History 10,00 5.00 3.08
4610 N Adv PE G- 5.000 (K Federal Government 5.00 0.4¢0 5.00
3210 P Biology RF L.000 | Economics 5.00 0.00 .00
9270 Hirected Study =4 5.000 (M Riectives £5.00  30.00 L5.40
1230 P English 2 5,040 N Algebra 15,80 10.00
25190 P Geomstry C- 3.000 [o Science ik g 5.00 5.00
5051 Intro Computers 0,000 | e
7110 P World Civ B 2.000 {e=-=Total Oredifg~—-— 220,00 145,00
Crs Azt: 30.000 {mp: 23.000 R
GPA Buwmmary - ;
After Schoocl Pajare Valley Righ Grd 10 6/2011
ASZ510 B GEOMETRY - 1st Sem. o] 5.000 JAcademic GPA: L.EZ28 Rank 240 ont of 300
Crs Att: 5.000 Cmp: 5.000 Toval GPA: 2.167 Total GPA: 1.903 Rank 237 out of 309
C8U GPA: l.452
Fajare Yalley High Schosl Grd 1% 12/2011 Cal Grant GBA: 1,165
2610 P Rlgebra II F 0,000
3310 2 Chemistry C 5.4500 C ) N .
9270 Directed Study B+  5.000 ‘Testing Information
1330 P Englisn 3/American Lite D= 5.000 CA “
4227 P Spanish 2 8§ C- 5,008 |CRE HSEE ELA M 13/3/2011
Tz10 £ US History B~ 5.060 CAHSEE Math-i-]
s Att: 30.000 Cmp: 25,000 CA HSER Math F 3/972010
H = Honors A = Advanced Placement P = College Prep N = Non-Academic
One GPA is provided per semester.
Polis 10/16/1988  12/211985 3/4/1897 /2372000
DTB 10191895 12/21/18958  2/22/1986 3441997 342472000
MR 11/27/1996  3/23/2000
HEP B 10/19/1995 12/21/1995 8/27/1996
Varicella 11/27/1996

School Officlals
Siagnature

Transcript is unofficiat unless signed by a school official

Date: 3/14/2012




See back for details

District: 69799 - Pajaro Valley Unified

' J
- County: 44 - Santa Cruz |
|

Test Date: 11/01/2011

350 MODIFED ! ABSENT N

| Your student took this test using modifications as specified in his or her IEP or . Your student was absent for this portion of the exam.

Section 504 plan. See "Taking the CAHSEE with Modifications® on the back of i
; this report. i
? (IR !
[ i
Your Score P | 1 i
i P |
[
H | i
: |
: i 1 :
48 ] 275 PR
. READING

. Word Analysis 7 4 "1 Probablliy & Statistics

i

ﬁeading Comprehension 18 13 | " . Number Sense
Literary Response & Analysis ' 20 - 13 : i . Algebra & Functions
WRITING ‘ Measurement & Geometiry

Wiriting Strategies 12 9 : © Algebra|

* Writing Conventions 15 12

16746514 44-69788-0105856-145412



Board Agenda Backup

Date:

ftem:

Overview:

Recommendation:

Item No:

10.5

May 23, 2012

CAHSEE Passage Waiver
English Language Arts (RHS 11-12-35)

Per Education Code 60851 (c} the parent/guardian of a student who has taken any section
of the exam with one or more modifications and has received the equivalent of a passing
score may request that his/her child receive a waiver of the requirement to successfully
pass the exam. Upon receipt of such request, the principal shall submit to the Governing
Board a request for a waiver.

The attached decumentation as required by Education Code demonstrates that the
identified special education student has earned “the equivalent of a passing score” (350 or
more points) on the exit exam using modifications identified in the student’s IEP.

Required documentation inciudes a) Notification to Parent regarding students eligibility
for waiver b) Parent’s written request for a waiver ¢} Documentation of passing score
with the use of a modification d) Documentation of the disability which required the
modification ¢) [EP authorizing use of the modification and f) Transcript identifying
current academic progress.

Approve

Budget Considerations: None

Funding Source:

Budgeted: Yes: D No: D

Amount: $

Prepared By: D/ge) utschel, Program Director Special Services

-,

Superintendent’s Signature: \[ O e »éozi,

N oS N S e S o S N S o 10 0 S N S N T NS N N A S P o I 0 S 0




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Parent/Guardian Request for Waiver of the High School Exit Examination
Reguirement for Students with Disabilities

Datc:mﬂyl 3; %];L
To The ?aremr’Guar_dian of:

Reginning with the 2005-06 school year, all California public school students, including
students with disabilities, are required fo pass the California High School Exit Examinaiion
{(CAHSEE} to receive a high school diploma,

'This letter is to inform you that your child took one or more subject matter parts of the
CAHSEE with a modification prescribed in his/her current individualized cducation program
(IEP

At yvour written request, The PVUSD Board of Education may waive the requirement to
successfully pass one or both subject matler parts of the CAHSEE in order to.receive a
diploma, You may sabmit this request by compieting the information below and returning
this form to the prineipal of your child’s high school.

P

Signaturs of Pri Ci ’ai

1 request that my chilc d with a modification and carned the equivalent of a
DASEINg SCOTE ONE-or T EE, be granted a waiver of this California
graduation requirement.

1 understand that, in order to receive such 2 waiver, state law requires that my ¢hild have sll of the
following:

An 1P thal speeifies the use of modification(s) on the exit examination, standardized Lesting,
or classroom instruction and assessments.,

Sufficient high school level coursework either satisfactorily completed or in progress in the
high school level curriculum sufficient to have attained the skills and knowledge otherwise
needed to pass the CAHSEE.

An individual score report showing that my child has received the equivalent of 3 passing
score on the CAHSEE while using a modification that fundamentally alters whal the high
school exantination measures as determined by the Siate Board of Education.

Signature of Parent: | ter 5. /<
2 (iu:-‘;

FOR SITE USE ONLY

5/ Ve |es 2

Student Identification Number:_

Date Received by Principal:




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Principal’s Certification and Request for the Governing Board to Waive the High School
Exit Examination Requirement for Students with Disabilities

Student’s Name: tudent's ID Number:_

Pursuant to Fducation Code 6031, the parent/guardian of ' lities, has
requested that the Governing Board waive the requiremei. usac e sile SUCCesstuly pass the high
school exit examination in order (o receive a diploma. This student has taken the high school exit
examination with one or more modifications that fundamentatly alier what the test measures as
determined by the State Board of Education, and has achieved the equivalent of a passing score one
or both parts of the examination. '

< g . Ty 4 Lo ~ . LS
! certify that the student qualifies for a waiver becanse he/she satisfies all of the following conditions:

1. Has an individualized education program (1EP) adopted pursuant to the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act that specifies the use of the modification(s) on the
exit examination, standardized testing, or classroom instruction and assessments.

(Attach the section of the IEP that specifies the modifications.) (2.0, W

a, Describe the nature of the student's disability as identified on the IEP (please note if
this will result in overt identification of the student.

b. Describe any modification used on thc?ﬁngli&hﬂamguagc arts or __} math scction of
the exam (separate form must be filled éut for each section):

c. State the rationale for applying the modification{s} used to achieve an equivalent
passing score on the CAHSEE for this student.

d. Describe the modification{s) that the student regularly uses in the classroom and on
olher assessments.



Attachment to Request to Waive the CAHSEE Reguirement for Students with Disabilifies

Student 1D #

1a. Student’s primary disability is under the category Other Health Impairment but also
exhibits delays in the area of cognitive processing with academic delays that presents
grade level curriculum challenging for him, These delays have manifested themselves as
weak academic progress across all curriculum areas over his school career. His low
academic achievement in the core curriculum greatly increase the likelihood that a
student has had difficulty understanding and recalling what he/she has been verbally
taught as in the case of the student. The difficulty also impacts his performance on
classroom reading comprehension and written language tasks. Finally, his congenital
mitral stenosis and the anticoagulation medication adds fatigue, bruising and absences
from school making sequence of important skills necessary to progress in language arts
more difficult.

1b. Directions and fest questions were read aloud to him during the ELA fest.

Ic. Student’s overall reading skills are significantly below grade level due to his delays.
Oral reading of the test items to him provided reinforcement of information presented
leading to better clarity. He was able to read the test items along with the examiner. This
assisted his fluency in processing and responding to information.

1d. Teachers have been provided with the student’s IEP profile indicating his learning
style and academic levels and needs. Recommended accommodations or modifications
needed in order to be academically successful in general education classes, when
requested by student or when determined appropriate by the classroom teacher, were
provided.



2. Has sufficient high school coursework either satisfactorily completed or in progress
in the high schooi level curriculum sufficient to have attained the skills and
knowledge otherwise needed to pass the CAHSEE. (4ttach transcripts showing
coursework completed.)

1 An individual score report showing that my ¢child has received the equivalent of a passing
score on the CAHSEE while using a modification that fundamentally alters what the high
schoo] examination measures as determined by the State Board of Education. {Attach a
copy of the exir exam Student and Parent Report showing “equivalent of a passing score "
in the Englishflanguage aris and/or the mathematics portion of the exam.)

et A T 52

T agree that the information on this Waiver Request Sheet accurately describes the modifications that
fhi.ﬁdem regularly uses as identified in the [EP. ‘
. ; , b .
ok essi 2 (’ e [ 28
i . . 2 i
Signature of Student’s Special Educatien Teacher Drate

-%j\f VCASe ) i\‘i{ﬁ?‘i § o

Print Name of Student’s Specia‘l‘ﬁducalion Teacher

I agree that the information on this Waiver Request Sheet accurately states that the coursework this
student has setisfactorily completed or is in the process of completing in the high school curriculum Is
sufficizut to huve obtained the skills and knowledge etherwise to pass the California High Sehool Exi
Exagimindtion.

‘ME A A, % o ‘
Signa;?e oT Student’s Academic Counselor Date
e Megier ,

Printed Name of Student's Academic Counsclor




Pajarc Valley Unified School District Special Education Local Plan Area
INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PROGRAM
Supplementary & Specialized Support/Promotion & Assessment Standards

e
Student

Date of Birth
IEP Meeting Date 11/20/11

K

SUPPLEMENTARY/SPECIALIZED SUPPORT
Student requires supplementary aids and services or specialized materiais/equipment as specified below.
] Supports for school personnel [] Specialized aids/materials/equipment { Assistive Technology)

[ ] Program modifications [/] None
Description Responsible Location Frequency/Intensity | Duration | Start/End Date*
Personnel/Agency
Start:
End:
Start:
End:

H

* if & placement or service is ending, give reason

PARTICIPATION IN STATE AND DISTRICT-WIDE STANDARDIZED TESTING AND ASSESSMENT
Including: Desired Resulis Developmental Profile (DRDF) California Standards Test (CST), CAT-6, California Modjfied Achievement Test

(CMA), and California Alternative Performance Assessment {CAPA)

[ School Readiness (Preschool Only)
[CIDRDP-R [ | DRDP Access Adaptations/Accommodations (specify)

[ Language Arts: (Gr. 2-11) [[/] Grade ‘Exempt JesT OR ("] CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 3 -11)
{1 No accommodations or modifications 1 Accommodations (specify below) ] Modifications {specify balow)
Accommodations:
Modifications:

[/ Math: (Gr. 2-11) [/} Grade Exempt (] CST OR [J CMA (Criteria Met) (Cr. 3-7; AlgebraI: 7-11)

[ ] CMA (Geometry, Grades 7-11) (Grades §-11 effective 2011-2012 school year)
] No accommodations or modifications [_] Accommedations (specify below) [} Modifications (specify below)

Accommadations:

Modifications:
[7] Science (Gr. 5 & 8 Gr, 9-11)[y/] Grade Exempt icst OR 1 CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 5,8 & 10)

[T No accommodations or modifications [ ] Accommeodations (specify below) [} Modifications (specify below)

Accommadations:

Modifications:
History/Social Science* [/] Grade Exempt L1 CST *(Grade 8 Grade 11 for U.S. History; Grades 9 through 11 World History)

No accommodations or modifications [_JAccommodations (specify below) [ [Modifications (specify below)
Accommedations:

Modifications:
[/} Writing (Gr. 4 & 7 only) [/ Grade Exempt Ljesrt OR  [] CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 4 & 7 only)
No accommodations or modifications [_] Accommodations (specify below) [] Modifications (specify below)

Accommodations:
Maodifications:

[ Life Skills Curriculum: CAPA Level 17 20 30 4 5]
Participation in CAT-6/CST not appropriate due to:

71 Other State or District-Wide Assessment Accommodations/Modifications (specify)

PROMOTION STANDARDS
[/l Student is working towards a diploma and will be promoted based upon district curriculum standards {_| without

accommaodations or [/} with accommaodations.
[ student is working towards a certificate and will be promoted based upon alternative curriculum standards and/or

substantial progress towards goals.

CALIFORNIA HIGH SCHOOL EXIT EXAMINATION (CAHSEE)}
[ 1 No accommodations or modifications [] Exempt due to eligibility for participation in CAPA
[/l Modifications (specily) calculatorQ's read aloud(ELA): test +1day L] Grade Exempt (below grade 10}
[/] Accommodaticns (specify)test >iday:Q's read soud (Math) [ Pagsed both subtests of the CAHSER

(;‘—n»‘

IEP 01D {12/10) Page 3 of g %




Pajaro Valley Unified School District Special Education Local Plan Area
INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PROGRAM
Specialized Instruction

Student,_ Date of Birth_
IEP Meeting Date 11/29/11

INSTRUCTIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS

Responsible
Area of Difficulty Accommodation Agency/Personnel Start Date
Other: Other Health Calculator, Extra Time: Assignments/Tests (2.0}, |District of Service/ Gen. Ed. 11/29/2011
Impairment Freguent Breaks, Preferential Seating, Provide  {Teacher, Assistant, RS

with Notes, Shoriened Assignmenis, Study
Buddy, Take Tests in Alternate Setting, Visuai
Modeis, Other: frequent check of
understanding;notes if possibie

.

IEP 4B (4/07) Page g of 2



ajaro Valley Unified School District

‘Date: 2/13/2012
uated:
ot 2012

Schicol Name/Addrass
Renaissance

11 Spring Valley Road
Watsonville, CA 85078

Te: (831)728-8344  Fax (831)728-8419

Counsaelor:

Pat Messer
s3I0

1042
in4z
2410
§270
3%10
3610

Fajare Valiey i

o

r

Crs Lt

tajare Valiey High School &Grd 0% €/2009%

2430
4270
1130
L1130
36190
5851

b

&

Cra Abt:

Adv ELD B c
Adv ELD B <
Rlgsbra 1A/B B-

Lrected Study L+
Health D
Integrated Science I L=

30.0G9 Cms: 30,800 Total GEA:

Algebra 1A/B B
Lirected Study C
English 1 C
English 1 C

g

o=

Integrated Science I
Intro Cumputers
30,000 Crp:

i

Fajare Valley High School Grg 10 12/200%

4610 ¥
3zie ¥
927G

1230 14
2519 3
TG 4
Crs Rtt:

faiaro Valley High School Grd 10 6/2019

4610
3210
$276
1230
2510
7110

Crs Abt:

Adw PE C+
Hiology o
Directed Study B+
English 2 <
{seometry O
Horld Civ b~
30.400 Cmp: 30.000 Total GEA:

Adv PR B+
Biology D
Uirected Study [l
English 2 jats
Geometry Dise
World Civ L

20.900 Cmp: 30,000 Total GPA:

aog
000
000
Rl
L0000
.Qo0
.B33

[ & ]

Lo

oot
o0
-0go
-Qoe
-000
L 000

(LIS BTN

[

38,000 Total GPA: 2.147

o

bog
. 000
00%
aod
L0040
LO00

o

@yt

1.833

5.000
5,000
5.000
5.00¢
3.000
5,006

L1.500

Pajare Valley High School Grd 11 1272010

1610
2610
3310
2270
1330
210

H
r
b

lC)

Crs Rtt:

Adgv PE s
Algebra I: F
Chemistry o
Directed Study C+

English 3/Bmerican Lite C
s History
30.000 Cmp: 25.0G0 Total GBA:

4
i

5.006
0.000
5.0060
5.000
5.000
&.000
L2333

Pajarc !q-..iey. Ei

EIFa

461G N Adv PE o+ 5.000
261G P Algebra II F 0.ano
3310 F  Chemistry F 0.000
9270 Directed Study c+ %.0400
1330 &  English 3/Anerican Lite C 5.000
7214 P U8 History L- 5,000
Crs Btt: 30.000 Cmp: 20.000 Total GPA: 1.167

Pajaro Valley High School

Gre 12 1272011

6210 P Beginming Drams C- 5.000
G270 Diregcted Study C- 5.000
7410 2 Economics F 0.000
1430 P English ¢ F 0.000
6080 ¥ BOP Comgurer Graphics 3 0.000
2821 ¥ Statistics r 0,060
Crs Att; 30,600 Cmp: 10.000

PYHS Transfer Credit Grd 12 12720611

5251~ Basic Skills CRHSEE Mav A 1.250
4270 Directed Study < 1.250
G2L0 F  Drama 1 o 1.25C
1430 P English 4 F C.000
7310 b Federal Government/US G F 4.090
Crs Att: §.250 Cmp: 3.750 Total GPR: §.B28
Renaissance Srd 12 /2012

4610 N Rdv PE =4 G.200
7410 Econnmics 24 o,
1746 Engiish Elective P g,
731¢ Federal Government/US G P G. 300
6910 Fine Azt Rlective B ¢.560
365G Science Elective 3 5.600
Cgs Brt: 15.10C Cmp: 15.:00

5291 TE R T

Bagic Ekills 0. 00a
6210 Beginning Drams 0.500
5270 Directed Study ¢. 000
1430 ? Englishk 4 G.000
1310 P fFederal Government/Us G 0,000
080 P ROP Computer Graphics 0,000

Subject Area Reg Cmp Def

A English 40.00 38,80  1.20

B Math 20,00 11.25  &.7%

< Blological Sclence 10.00 14,00

I Physical Science 30.00 12,00

E Health 5.G0 5.400

T Fire Arts / Poreign L 1G.08  8.75  3.2%

G Phvsical Bducation 20,08 20,28

% Applied Arts 16.00  §,00 5,00

I World Civilizatiorn 10,00 10,00

J US History 16,08 10.00

i Federal Government 5.00 .30 4,76

L Economics 5.00 0.30 4.70

¥ Electives 45.00 46.25

¥ Algebra 10.00 16.G9

o Science 10,00 10,00
192,85 27.60

we-Total Credits—-- 220.00

Academic GPA:I 1.475 Rapk 32% oub of 334
Total GPA: L1.500 Rank 327 ovt of 334
5V GPA: 1.043

1

Cal Grant GPA: L40%

CA HSEE ETA Fo2/3/2012
CRHSEE Math-i-~1
CR HSEE Math F o 12/10/201%

H = Heners A = Advanced Placement P = College Prep N = Non-Academic
One GPA is provided per semester.

Schoof Officials
Signature

Transcript is unofficial unless signed by 2 school official

Date: 42312012




See hack for details

t
% el el
Test Date: 02/07/2012 I | Test Date: 02/08/2012
T = - FRR " = e
Your s Soore Reauired — { Your Sicore Regquired -
) : o Status P — - o Status
Total Score io Pass P otal Seare io Pass
” 1 :
385 | 350 MODIFIED - | | SATISFIED REQ
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Date:

Item:

Overview:

Recommendation:

Prepared By: D¢

Ttem No: 10.6

May 23, 2012

CAHSEE Passage Waiver
Math ( RHS 11-12-36)

Per Education Code 60851 (¢) the parent/guardian of a student who has taken any section
of the exam with one or more modifications and has received the equivalent of a passing
score may request that his‘her child receive a walver of the requirement to successfully
pass the exam. Upon receipt of such request, the principal shall submit to the Governing
Board a request for a waiver.

The attached documentation as required by Education Code demonstrates that the
identified special education student has earned “the equivalent of a passing score” (350 or
more poinis) on the exit exam using modifications identified in the student’s TEP.

Required documentation includes a) Notification to Parent regarding students eligibility
for waiver b) Parent’s written request for a waiver ¢) Documentation of passing score
with the use of a modification d) Documentation of the disability which required the
modification e) [EP authorizing use of the moedification and f) Transcript identifying
current academic progress.

Approve

Budget Considerations: None

Funding Source:

Budgeted: Yes: l:] No: D

Amount: $

P T T e N a

cutschel, Program Director Special Services

I

. N
Superintendent’s Signature: \/ ){-“‘)f‘"}’)% é{}wﬁ(;




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Parent/Guardian Request for Waiver of the High School Exit Examination
Requirement for Students with Disabilities
Date:g]\)‘jz’“’\h

To The Parent/Guardian oft

Beginning with the 2005-06 schoo! year, all CallloMmia puste svivws svuavnis, iNcluding
students with disabilities, arc required to pass the California High School Exit Examination
(CAHSEE) to receive.a high school diploma.

This letier is 1o inform you that your child took one or more subject matter parts of the
CAHSEE with a modification prescribed in hisfher current individualized education program
(IEP

At your written request, The PVIUSD Beard of Education may watve the requirerment to
successfully pass one or both subject matler parts of the CAHSEE in order to teceive a
diploma. You may submit this request by completing the information below and returning
this form to the principal of your child’s high school.

?
.

I request that my chile 1 with a modification and carned the equivalent of a
PASSINE SCOre ONE OF Tuvsw o iEE, be granted a waiver of this California
graduation requirement,

I understand that, in order to receive such 2 waiver, state law requires that my child have all of the
following:

An IEY thal specifies the use of modification(s) on the exit examination, standardized lesting,
or classroom instruction and assessments,

Sufficient high school Tevel coursework either satisfactorily completed or in progress m the
high school fevel curriculum sufficient to have attained the skills and knowledge otherwise
needed to pass the CAHSEE.

An individual score report showing that my child has received the equivalent of a passing
score ot the CAHSEE while using a modification that fundamentally alters what the high
school examination measures as determined by the State Board of Education.

Signature of Parent: e S~/ &
FAGNY.

FOR SITE USE ONLY

Date Received by Principal: %’/} E b g & Y E

Student Identification Number:__




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Principal’s Certification and Request for the Governing Board to Waive the High School
Exit Examination Requirement for Students with Disabilities

Student’s Nume: tudent's ID Number:.

Pursuant o Education Code 60351, the parent/guardian of . & student with disabilities, has
requested that the Governing Board waive the requirement that he/she successfully pass the high
school exit examination in order to receive a diploma. This student has taken the high school exit
examination with one or more modifications that fundamentally slter what the test measures as
determined by the State Board of Education, and has achieved the equivalent of a passing score one
or both parts of the examination,

. . ¥ s N . ..
{ ceriify that the student qualifies for a walver because he/she satisfies all of the following conditions:

. Has an indrvidualized education program (1EP) adopted pursnant to the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act that specifies the use of the modification{(s) on the
exit examination, standardized testing, or c¢lassroom instruction and assessments.
{Atiach the section of the IEP that specifies the modifications.) @4/ O\%W

a. Describe the nature of the student's disability as identified on the IEP {please note if
this wiil result in overt identification of the student.

b. Describe any modification used on the [_] English/language arts or [ math scction of
the exarmn {separate form must be filled out for each section):

c. State the rationale for applying the modification{s) used to achieve an equivalent
passing score on the CAHSEE for this student,

d. Desenbe the modification(s} that the student regulariy uses in the classroom and on
other assessments,



Attachment to Request to Waive the CAHSEE Reguirement for Students with Disabilities

Student ID #

1a. He has cognitive processing deficits and academic delays that presents grade level
curriculum challenging for him. These delays have manifested themselves as weak
academic progress across all curriculum areas over his school career. Math calculation
has been especially difficult for him and has negatively affected his schoolwork in
general, as he is easily overwhelmed and discouraged when confronted with math
problems he perceives as too difficult for him. Although he has made great improvements
academically and has learned to compensate for his identified delays, he continues to be
challenged by math calculation, especially when presented to him on a high stakes test
such as the CAHSEE. His low academic achievement in the core curriculum greatly
increase the likelihood that a student has had difficulty understanding and recalling what
he/she has been verbally taught and counting in a sequence. Finally, his congenital mitral
stenosis and the anticoagulation medication adds fatigue, bruising and absences from
school makes organizing information doubly difficult, which further complicates success
in problem solving.

1b. He was permitted {o use a calculator to complete the math test.

1e. Given (1) his identified delays in cognitive processing and academic delays, which
cause him to become easily confused as he works through basic algorithms, and (2) the
fact that, by using a calculator in his high school algebra 1, he was able to pass the classes
and earn more than enough high school math credits, the use of a calculator to mitigate
his identified delays is justified.

1d. As previously mentioned, he is permitted to use a calculator in the classroom for ail
math classes as well as any math-related assignments. This instructional accommodation
1s spelled out in his IEP and is attached.



2. Has sufficient high school coursework either satisfactonily completed or in progress
in the high school level curriculum sufficient to have attained the skills and
knowledge otherwise needed to pass the CAHSEE. (drach transeripts showing
coursework completed.)

1. An individual score report showing that my child has received the equivalent of a passing

score on the CAHSEE while using a medification that fundamentally alters what the high
school examination measures as determined by the State Beard of Education. (ditach a
copy of the exit exam Studeni and Parent Reporl showing Veguivalent of a passing score”
in the English/language arts and/or the mathematics portion of the exam.)}

s:,».f;-:r;;
Cer%i,ﬁ;:, dg%(;#%
th*:- /‘h " /a\v

A B : T
,,,,, LL’ﬁﬁnﬁ( % Slig i/// --~\ w¢ [

AnNdre S / Date

I agree that the information on this Waiver Reguest Sheet accurately describes the modifications that
J"/ . » . ol
this stugent regularly uses as identified in the IEF.

% .g ,
(G A~ g : . ‘
N ea . C/le]lex

Signature of Student’s Special Education Teacher Date

Eﬁﬁ 0 ia MQ S €

Print Name of Student’s Special Education Teacher

I agree that the information on this Waiver Request Shee! accuraiely states that the coursework this
student has satisfactorily completed or s in the process of completing in the kigh sehool curriculum is
sufficient 1o have obtained the skills and knowledge otherwise to pass the Culifornia High School Exit

%T@ion.

(e PNt 5/ e i)

Sigﬂ%j of Student’s Asademic Counselor Date { { N
f; i Messe - )

bl
i L ( —di,-f"«._
Printed Name of Student’s Academic Counsclor




Pajarc Valley Unified School District Special Education Local Plan Area
INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PROGRAM
Supplementary & Specialized Support/Promotion & Assessment Standards

Sindent Date of Birth
TEP Meeting Date_11/29/10

SUI’PLEMENTARY}SPECIAL}ZED SUPPOR1

Student requires supplementary aids and services or specialized materials/equipment as specified below.
7l Supports for schoo! personnel (7] Specialized aids/materials/equipment {Assistive Technology)
[ ] Program modifications [/] None
Description Responsible Location Frequency/Intensity | Duration | Start/End Date*
Personnel/ Agency
Start:
End:
Start:
End:
* If 2 placerment or service 1s ending, give reason .

PARTICIPATION IN STATE AND DISTRICT-WIDE STANDARDIZED TESTING AND ASSESSMENT
Including: Desired Results Developmental Profile (DRDF) California Standards Test (CST), CAT-6, California Modified Achievement Test
(CA4), and California Alternative Performance Assessment (CAPA)

] school Readiness (Preschool Only)
[ JDRDP-R [ | DRDP Access Adaptations/Accommodations (specify)

[7] Langnage Arts: (Gr. 2-11) ] Grade Exempt Llcsr OR 7] CMA {Criteria Met) (Gr. 3 -11)
[/} No accommodations or modifications [_| Accommodations (specify below) [_] Modifications (specify below)
Accommodations:
Modifications:

7] Math: (Gr. 2-11) [} Grade Exempt ] CST OR [} CMA (Criteria Met) {Gr. 3-7; Algebra I: 7-11)

™ CMA (Geometry, Grades 7-11} (Grades §-11 effective 2011-2012 school year)

[} No accommodations or modifications [/} Accommodations (specify below) {_] Modifications (specify below)
Accommodations: extra time flexible sefting, directions read aloud
Modifications:

[/} Science (Gr. 5 & 8 Gr. 9-11)[_] Grade Exempt /iCsST  OR [} CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 5, 8 & 10)
[} No accommodations or modifications [/] Accommodations (specify below) [_] Modifications (specify below)

Accommodations: extra time,flexibie setting, directions read aloud
Modifications:

[/] History/Social Science* [ ] Grade Exempt [/1 CST  * (Grade 8, Grade 11 for 1.§. History, Grades 9 through 11 World Histery)

[ No accommodations or modifications [/]Accommodations (specify below) [ Modifications (specify below)
Accommodations: extra ime flexible setiing, direciions read atoud

Modifications:

[ Writing (Gr. 4 & 7 only) [/} Grade Exempt LcsT OR  [] CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 4 & 7 only)
[ No accommodations or modifications [_] Accommodations (specify below) [_] Modifications {specify below)
Accommedations:
Modifications:

[ Life Skills Curricujum: CAPA Level 1] 2] 30 40] 5]

Participation in CAT-6/CST not appropriate due to:

[ | Other State or District-Wide Assessment Accommodations/Modifications (specify)

PROMOTION STANDARDS

/] Student is working towards a diploma and will be promoted based upon district curricuium standards [ without
accommodations or [} with accommodations.

[} Student is working towards a certificate and will be promoted based upen alternative curricilum standards and/or
substantial progress towards goals.

CALIFORNIA HiGH SCEOOL EXIT EXAMINATION (CAHSEE)

[ No accommedations or medifications 1 Exempt due to eligibility for participation in CAPA
[/] Modifications (specify) gaiculator:Q's read aloud{ELA); test +1day [ Grade Exempt (below grade 10)
[/] Accommodations (specify)iest >1day;Q's read aloud (Math) [[] Passed both subtests of the CAHSEE

IEP 01D (12/10) Page of



INSTRUCTIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS

Pajaro Valley Unified Scheol District Special Education Local Plan Area

INDIVIDUALIZED

EDUCATION PROGRAM

Specialized Instroction

Date of Birth
TEP Meeting Date 11/28/10

Valve

contact sport

14

! Responsible
Area of Difficulty | Accommodation Agency/Personnel Start Date
Other: re: Artificial Thitral | Other: Den't allow student to participaie in any District of Service/ Gen. Ed. 11/28/2010

Teacher, Assistant, RS

Auditory Memory, Other:
Tesiing

Directions Read Aloud, Extra Time:
Assignments/Tests (2.0}, Preferential Seating,
Take Tests in Alternate Setting, Other: frequent
check of understanding; provide notes if possibie

District of Service/ Gen. Ed. 11/29/2010
Teacher, Assistant, RS

Processing Speed

Caiculator, Directions Read Aloud, Extra Time:
Assignments/Tests {2.0), Frequent Breaks, Take
Tests in Alternate Setiing, Visual Models, Visual
Schedule

District of Service/ Gen. Ed. 11/29/2010
Teacher, Assistant, RS

IEP 048 (4/07)

Page of.




School Name/Address
Renaissance
11 Spring Valiey Road

i Watsonville, CA 85076
Dater 21132012 : :
Yo {831)728-6344 Fax {831)728-6419

ajarc Valley Unified School District

\
|
|
|

yated

. s 2012 Counselor:  Pat Messer
S5

Crsib - (:oui:s-g Titles: Work In Progress

Vc:;l.}ey 12 Pajaro Val i Lo Akiiie Ch Emit € [
Adv c S.40% 14610 N Adv PR 5.00C 16210 P Beginning Drams .800
Adv BILD OB [ 5.000 2619 5 plgebra II 0.Co0 (9270 Mirected Study 0.000

T Algsbra IAME = 5.000 13310 s T 0.000 [1430 P English 4 0,080

fo] 5,030 9270 5.000 (7310 P Federal Sovernment/US G 0.004
b 5.000 1330 |4 5.00C [ed80 ¥ ROP Computer Graphics 0,000
P Integrated Science & g 5,000 17210 7 US History b 5,000

30,900 Cmp: 30,000 Total GFA: 1.533 Cra Att: 30,000 Cmp: 20,000 Tetal GPA: 1.187 L .
- High School

Yalley High School Grd 08 /2009 Patere Valley High Schoel Grd 12 12/2011
P Algebra iR/B ) 2.000 (6210 ?  Beginrfing Drams T 5,000 Radg Cmp Def
rected Shudy o 5. 000 15270 bl cted Study ol 5.000 4G.00 38,8 1.29
P English 1 C 5.000 |7410 P Economics F 4,400 20,00 11.Z8 I
F  English i [ 5.000 |1430 ¥ English 4 ¥ 5,000 T Biglogical Science 10,00 16,00
B b i 1 [3+ 5,000 | BORO jelelage Graphics E 0,000 D Prysical foience 10.00 10,00
.ro Compute o 5.000 2821 P Eratis 3 ® 0,000 |8 fBealth .00 500
I0.000 Cwpr 30000 Toral SRR 2,167 Crs Att: 30,000 L0000 £ Fine MArts / Foxelon & 1G.404 6,75 31,25
: Physical Educaticn 20.00 202
Valley High Schoel drd 10 1272008 PVHS Transfer Credit Gra 12 12/2010 o Epplied Arts 10,00 .06 5,00
N Adv PE O 5000 |g29) < 8lkills CRMSEE Mat B T World Civilization 0,00 10,00
P Riclogy 3] S.0600 [S270 uedy C J Us His 10,00 31600
B L.000 jeZid ¥ 5] i Federal Government 5.00 6. 30 4,38
T C 5,000 [1430 P £ L Economics 5,00 0,30 q.7
I Geomstry ok 5,000 P ;T F b Electives 45.00 4&.2%
T World Civ i~ 5.000 : PR i Algebra i6.00 10,00
Cre At 20,000 Cmp: 30,000 Total 3 s} Jcience 10,000 1000

fenaizsance Grd 12 672012

Faiano 10 572040 4610 N hdv PR b4 g.z20u
4410 B 5.000 7410 Economics T 0.300
i) 5,000 (17440 Znglish Elective P 8.1800
e 5,000 17310 Federal Government/uf G P 0.300
I~ 5.000 69310 Fine Art Zlective ? [UR e T.47
3 L0000 13650 Sclence Elective P 5,060 1.59
Scrid Civ I8 5.000 |Crs Rrt: 15,100 Cmp: 15.100 TEL GPA: 1.043
30,000 Cmp: 300040 Tetal GPER: 1.500 Cal Grant GPA: 1,409
Yaliey High School God 11 12/2010
¥ Adv FE < 5,008
v C.oon fim 1]
D=~ 5.000 CA NEEE ZLA fr/2oiz
Study C+ 5.008 CAHSEE Math-1-1
I/hmerican Lite U 5.000 Ck HSER Maih I 12/10/2011
sEOTY T 5,008
mp: 23,000 Total GEA: 1.333

H = Honors A = Advanced Placement P = College Prep N = Non-Academic
One GPA is provided per semester.

Transcript is unofficial uniess signed by a school official
School Officials

Signature Date: 4/23/2012
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A student must only retake the subject area examination (English-Language Arts and/or Mathematics) thal was not passed.
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Item No: 10.7

Date:  May 23, 2012

Item: CAHSEE Passage Waiver
Math ( WHS 11-12-37)

Overview: Per Education Code 60831 (c) the parent/guardian of a student who has taken any section
of the exam with one or more modifications and has received the equivalent of a passing
score may request that his/her child receive a waiver of the requirement to successfully
pass the exam. Upon receipt of such request, the principal shall submit to the Governing
Board a request for a waiver.

The attached documentation as required by Education Code demonstrates that the
identified special education student has eamed “the equivalent of a passing score” (350 or
more points) on the exit exam using modifications identified in the student’s 1EP.

Required documentation includes a) Notification to Parent regarding students eligibility
for waiver b) Parent’s written request for a waiver c) Documentation of passing score
with the use of a modification d) Documentation of the disability which required the

modification e) IEP authorizing use of the modification and f) Transcript identifying
current academic progress.

Recommendation:  Approve

Budget Considerations: None

Funding Source:

Budgeted: Yes:| | No: ]

Amount; $

Prepared By: Deefﬁ; Ej’gr%fsTéﬁel Program Director Special Services
v

Superintendent’s Signature: *;ff ,}gj}}f'.ryw /5;3/4’-

1
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PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Parent/Guardian Request for Waiver of the Hﬁigh School Exit Examination
Requirement for Students with Disabilities

4

Date:05/16/12

To The Parent/Guardian of:

All California public school students, including students with disabilities, are required to pass
the California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) to receive a high school diploma.

This letter is to inform you that your child took one or more subject matter parts of the
CAHSEE with 2 modification prescribed in his/her current individualized education program
(IEP

At your written request, The PVUSD Board of Education may waive the requirement to
successfully pass one or both subject matter parts of the CAHSEE in order to receive 2
diploma. You may submit this request by completing the information below and returning
this form to the principal of your child’s high school.

Stgnature of Principal: Zgj ﬁ?’i'fw-’\if %]’?4’%1’%%/%; Date: ‘53 { :’v/ / L~

I request that my child vas tested with a modification and eamed the
equivalent of a passing _. .. . tts of the CAHSEE, be granted a waiver of this
California graduation requirement.

I understand that, in order to receive such a waijver, state law requires that my child have all of the
following:

An [EP that specifies the use of modification(s) on the exit examination, standardized testing,
o1 classroom instruction and assessments.

Sufficient high school level coursework either satisfactorily completed or in progress in the
high school level curriculum sufficient to have attained the skills and knowledge otherwise
needed to pass the CAHSEE.

An individual score report showing that my child has received the equivalent of a passing
score on the CAHSEE while using a modification that fundamentally alters what the high
school examination measures as determined by the State Board of Education.

Fiad S
Signature of Parent: ate: ﬁ/fﬁ'%fm

4 wr

FOR SITE USE ONLY

Date Received by Principal: gfl f S! f?;’

Student Identification Number:_




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Principal’s Certification and Request for the Governing Board to Waive the High Schoof
Exit Examination Reguirement for Students with Disabilities

Student’s Name; Student's ID Number:

Pursuant to Education Code 6051, the parent/guardian of with disabiiities,
has requested that the Governing Board waive the requirement that he/she successfully pass the high
school exit examination in order to receive a diploma. This student has taken the high school exit
examination with one or more modifications that fundamentally alter what the test measures as
determined by the State Board of Education, and has achieved the equivalent of a passing score one
or both parts of the examination.

%

1 certify that the student qualifies for a waiver because he/she satisfies all of the following conditions:

1. Has an individualized education program (IEP) adopted pursuant te the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act that specifies the use of the modification(s) on the
exit examination, standardized testing, or classroom instruction and assessments.
(Atiach the section of the IEP that specifies the modifications.)

a. Describe the nature of the student's disability as identified on the TEP (please note if
this will result in overt identification of the student. - qulifies for Special
Education services as a student with a Specific Learning Disability in the areas of
reading and writing and cognitive delays in his auditory working memory abilities.

b. Describe any modification used on the [_| English/language arts or > math section of
the exam {separate form must be filled out for each section):During the math section of
the exam, . was ailowed to use a calculator to compiete the test items per his [EP.

¢. State the rationale for applying the modification{s) used to achieve an equivalent
passing score on the CAHSEE for this student. According to the last SPED
Assessment, _  performed better on Matrix Reasoning tasks, requiring abstract
reasoning skills that are know to correlate with Math reasoning skills. However, his
standard score con the Key Math 3 subtest for Operations (computation and estimation)
was an 82, which corresponds to a percentile rank of 12 and a grade equivalent of 5.7.
This means that ~ 1is capeable of determining how to solve a problem, but struggles
computing the answer.

d. Describe the modification{s) that the student recularly uses in the classroom and on
other assessments. During his regular classes, - is provided with modified



curriculum, specially in English Language Arts and in Social Sciences. It is modified
because it is written in a format in which Edgar can read the text fluently and
understand what he's read. In Math class, Edgar has been allowed to use a calculator to
complete his work.,

2. Has sufficient high school coursework either satisfactorily completed or in progress
in the high school level curriculum sufficient to have attained the skills and
knowledge otherwise needed to pass the CAHSEE. (Arrach transcripts showing
coursework completed.)

B

3. An individual score report showing that my child has received the equivalent of a passing
score on the CAHSEE while using a modification that fundamentally alters what the high
school examination measures as determined by the State Board of Education. (duach a
copy of the exit exam Student and Parent Report showing “equivalent of a passing score”
in the English/language arts and/or the mathematics portion of the exam.)

Certified by: ({ %ﬁf&w /f?ﬂgi\%ﬁ»ﬁ ) g/} P
Princifpzﬂﬁ Signature Daté

[ aghee that the information on this Waiver Request Sheet accurately describes the modifications that
thifstudent reguiarly uses as identified in the IEP.

B S(i—’m 37;57% 7a

ecial Education Teacher Date

YY)
Print Name of Student’s Special Education Teacher

I agree that the information on this Waiver Request Sheet accurately states that the coursework this
student has satisfactorily completed or is in the process of completing in the high school curriculum is
suffictent to have obtained the skills and knowledge otherwise to pass the California High School Exit
Examination.

oS5l s

L

SiEnature of Student’s Academic Counseior Date

: '1&{1"{,5\, g(j\&u‘ﬁaﬂ&

Prin]_.ﬂd Name of Student’s Academic Counselor




Pajaro Valley Unified School District Special Education Local Plan Area
INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PROGRAM
Supplementary & Specialized Support/Promotion & Assessment Standards

THFiEL :
Student Date of Birth_
IEP Meeting Date_10/03/11

SUPPLEMENTARY/SPECIALIZED SUPPORT

Student requires supplementary aids and services or specialized materials/equipment as specified below,
[ Supports for school personnel [] Specialized aids/materials/equipment (Assistive Technology)
1 Program modifications None
Description Responsible Location . Frequency/Intensity | Duration | Start/End Date*
Personnel/Agency

Start:
End:
Start:
Ind:

* 1f a placement or service is ending, give reason

PARTICIPATION IN STATE AND DISTRICT-WIDE STANDARDIZED TESTING AND ASSESSMENT
Including: Desived Results Developmental Profile (DRDP) California Standards Test (CST), CAT-6, California Modified Achievement Test
(CMA}, and California Alternative Performance Assessment (CAPA}

["] Schaol Readiness (Preschool Only)
[ DRDP-R [ ] DRDP Access Adaptations/Accommodations (specify)

[v] Language Arts: (Gr, 2-11) [/] Grade Exempt Llesr OR [ CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 3 -11)
[_] No accommodations or modifications |_] Accommodations (specify below) [ Modifications (specify below)
Accommodations:
Modifications:

Math: (Gr. 2-11) v] Grade Exempt [JcsTor [ CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 3-7; Algebra I: 7-11)

1 CMA (Geometry, Grades 7-11) (Grades §-11 effective 2611-2012 school year)
] No accommodations or modifications [} Accommodations (specify betow) [_] Modifications (specify below)

Accommodations:
Modifications:

Science (Gr. 5 & 8 Gr. 9-11)[¢] Grade Exempt CJcsT OR ] CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 5, 8 & 10)
[_] No accommodations or modifications [_] Accommedations (specify below) [ Modifications (specify below)
Accommodations:

Modifications:
History/Social Science* [/] Grade Exempt [ | CST = (Grade 8; Grade 11 for U.S. History; Grades 9 through 11 World History}
[ Ne accommodations or modifications |_|Accommodations (specify below) [ |Modifications (specify below)

Accommodations:
Modifications:

[v] Writing (Gr. 4 & 7 only} [/ Grade Exempt clest OR  [] CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 4 & 7 only)

[] No accommodations or modifications [_] Accommodations (specify below) [_] Modifications {specify below)
Accommodations:
Modifications:

(] Life Skills Curriculum: CAPA Level 1] 2 [ 300 4177 507
Participation in CAT-6/CST not appropriate due to:

Other State or District-Wide Assessment Accommodations/Modifications (specify) Flexible setting, directions read aioud

PROMOTION STANDARDS
[] Student is working towards a diploma and will be promoted based upon district curriculum standards [ without
accommodations or [_] with accommodations.
Student is working towards a certificate and will be promoted based upon alternative curriculum standards and/or
substantial progress towards goals.

CALIFORNIA HIGH SCHOOL EXIT EXAMINATION (CAHSEE)

[ ] No accommodations or modifications L] Exempt due to eligibility for participation in CAPA
[¢] Modifications (specify)test over 1 day, calculator, test read alou 1 Grade Exempt (below grade 10}
Accommodations (specify)Extended time, flexible seating, [ | Passed both subtests of the CAHSEE

IEP 01D (12/10) Page of




Pajaro Valley Unified School District Special Education Local Plan Area
INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PROGRAM
Specialized Instruction

Date of Birth.
IEP Meeting Date 10/03/11

Student

INSTRUCTIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS

Responsible
Area of Difficulty Accommodation Agency/Personnel Start Date
Processing Speed Calcuiator, Directions Read Aloud, Extra Time:  |District of Service/ Gen. Ed. 1211642010
Assignments/Tasts (2.0), Frequent Breaks, Teacher, Assistant, Special Ciass

Grammar Checker, Study Buddy, Take Tests in | M/M
Alternate Setting

Page of

IEP 04B (4/07)



School Name/Address
Watsonville High School
250 East Beach St
Watsonville, CA 85076

Tet. {831)728-8380 Fax. {831)761-6013

*gjaro Valtey Unified School District

wDate: 8/13/2008

duated:
. counseior:  Echevarria A
. sof. 2012 ama

5510

Community
CrsID "Tounse Titds CMark  CoellitiCrsID Course Title- SMark Crediti .7 Testing Infori
WATEonvilis Righ Bonooi Grd 05 137004 FiT0TT P Algebra LE/B 3 RG] T CRAGEE BLA-1-1
6210 P Beginning Drama E 5.000 [9245 IEF Advisory ) 0.500 |Ch HSEE ELA ¥ 104472611
§354 Biology Modified F 0,000 (5364 Math Tutorial [ 5.000 CRASEE Math-i-1
8351 English (M} I 5.000 lddsz System 44 B+ 5.000 jcR HSEE Math M 11/2/2011%
8355 Health (M) g 5.000 {8338 US History Modified 8= 10,060
B353 Math Modified ) 5,000 (4620 N Weights/ Fitness PE < 5.0006
4510 N Physical Education § A 5,000 {8342 Writing ELA (M) Cc= 5.000

Crs Att: 30,000 Cmp: 25,000 Total GPA: 2,667 Crs Att: 35,500 Cmp: 30,500 Total GPA: 2.16%

®arsonviile High School Grd 0% 6/2009 Watsonville High School Grd 12 12/2011

6210 T Beginning Drama 3 5.000 {3241 i . o.500
8354 Biology Medified o 5.000 38611 84 5,000
8351 mnglish {M; B+ 5.000 ;8355 fed Government (M} B+ 5,000
5242 IEP Advisory B+ 1.400 [s0z0 N Student Teacher Assist At 5,000
8333 Math Modified A= 5,000 38352 System 44 B 5.000
8363 Medified Intro to Compu A~ S5.000 18366 Transition Life Sxilils B 5,000
4510 N Phnysical Education 9 B 5.000 [8349 . Writing ELA M B 5. 000
Crs Att: 20.500 Cmp: 31.000 Total GPA: 3,877 Crs Att: 25,300 Cmp: 25.500 Total GPA: 3.412

Watsonvilie High Bchool Grd 16 12/200% o £
4610 N Adv PE A 5.co0 |3 3ipggredit
2430 Algebra keadiness A 5.000
8351 English (M B 5.080 |Subject Area Reqg Cmp Def
9245 IBP Rdvisory R 0,500 [A fnglish 40,00 49.99
8362 Integrated Science I (M A~ 5.000 B Math 20,00 245,00
#363 Tutorial %-12 B G.00G |C Biolingical Science 10.00 5.00 5.00
8357 World GCiv (M) R 5. 000 [n} Physical Science 10.6G  145.00
Crs Rtb: 306,300 Cmp: 306,500 Total GPAr 4,000 E Health 5.00 5.00

r Fine Arts / Foreign L 10.00G 10.00
Watsonville High School Grd 10 6/2010 G Pnysical Education 0,00 20,00
4610 ¥ Zdv PE B- S.000 |H Applied Arts 10,60 10,900
2435 Rigebra Readiness B S.000 {1 Worid Civilization 19.00 15,00
8351 Baglisn (M) & 5,500 |J  US History 16,00 10,00
4245 IEF Rdvisory R 0.500 K Federal Government .00 10,00
83162 Integrated Science 1 (M 2 5.000 JL Economics 5.00 a.o0 5000
8365 Tutorial %-12 B 5,000 M Electives 45,00 39,50 5.50
4347 World Civ (M) B+ 5.0080 N Algebra 1G6.06 5,08 5.00
Crs Att: 306.300 Cmp: 30.500 Total GPA: 3.344 9] Science 10,00 0,06 310,00
Watsonville High School Grd 11 1272010 ~-=-Tatal Credits--~- 220,00 Z203.506 30.50
24l P Rlgebra 12/ 23 5,000 G EeTT L b ’ it
#8355 Fed Sovernment (9] ¢ 5,000 GPR “Summary
32446 TEP RAdviscry B 0,500
8364 Math Tutorial 2 5,000 | Bcademic GPA: 3,100 Rank B4 oubt of 364
5352 System 44 B 5.000 - [Toral GPA; 3,110 Rank #4 out of 364
4620 N Weights/ Fitness PE n 5,000 {UC/CSU GPR; 1.508
2349 Writing BLA (M} B+ 5.000

Crs Rtv: JO.500 Omp: 30,500 Total GPA: 2,680

Watsonwville High Schopl Grd 11 6/7011

H = Honors A = Advanced Placement P = College Prep N = Non-Academic R = Repeated Course
One GPA is provided per semester.

Pdlio
DTP
MMR
HEP B
Variceila

Transcript is unofficial uniess signed by a school official
School Officials

Signature Date: 5/18/2012
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v Lt See back for details
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s L L kT I et B g !, Pt
Test Date:  02/07/2012 ‘| TestDate: 02/08/2012
i : Your Seore Reguired | Stotus . Yo g Store Reguirsd
| Total Scors to Pass i e Polb | TetelScore 0 foPass
- ABSENT : 350 350 ' MODIFIED
@ | ; . Ll ' !
Your student was abisent for this portion of the exarm, ¢ | Your student toak this test using modifications as specified in his or her 1EP or
- ; i Secticn 504 pian. See *Taking the CAMSEE with Madifications” on the back of
i this report.
i ol |
§ Your Score
i i "
{ H H ;
| 275 450 N 450 i
I I
: o _ Score g
| P
READING Number of HNumber i MNumbar of Number
Questions Corract P Questions Correct
b

. Word Analysis ' Probability & Statistics 13 5

Reading Comprehansion Number Sense - 17 10

‘ | Literary Response & Analysis : * Algsbra & Functions 20 g - .
. WRITING : Measurement & Geometry 18 9 ]
* Writing Strategies Py Algebra | 12 8
- Writing Conventions
Essay

& from 1 liowsst] o £ thighesi] of non-scorshie (NS). The average of Hiese twe saoras (s lsied ebove undar the feading “Your Scare”
a&0e A scors,

celves Two scoras thal ram

Each stugant &

The Writin score counss s 20% of the jotal English-L

17657424 44-68798-4437001. 178717



Board Agenda Backup

Date:

Hem:

Overview:

Recommendation:

Budget Considerations:

ftem No: 16.8

May 23, 2012

CAHSEE Passage Waiver
Math ( WHS 11-12-38)

Per Education Code 60851 {c¢) the parent/guardian of a student who has taken any section
of the exam with one or more modifications and has received the equivalent of a passing
score may request that his/her child receive a waiver of the requirement to successfully
pass the exam. Upon receipt of such request, the principal shall submit to the Governing
Board a request for a waiver.

The attached documentation as required by Education Code demonstrates that the
identified special education student has earned “the equivalent of a passing score” (350 or
more points) on the exit exam using modifications identified in the student’s IEP.

Required documentation includes a) Notification to Parent regarding students eligibility
for waiver b) Parent’s written request for a waiver ¢) Documentation of passing score
with the use of a modification d) Documentation of the disability which required the
modification e) IEP authorizing use of the modification and fy Transcript identifying
current academic progress.

Approve

None

Funding Source:

Budgeted: Yes: D

Amount: $

No: D

Prepared By: D?’é‘;f?ﬁtsohei, Program Director Special Services

Y

.

Superintendent’s Signature: V;),\, . n{%@,ﬁff

BN N N N N N T e N N T

AV AV AYS




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Parent/Guardian Request for Waiver of the High School Exit Examination
‘ Requirement for Students with Disabilities

Date:05/16712
To The Parent/Guardian of:

All California public school students, including students with disabilities, are required to pass
the California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) to receive a high school diploma.

This letter is to inform you that your child took one or more subject maiter parts of the
CAHSEE with a modification prescribed in his/her current individualized education program
(IEP

At your written request, The PVUSD Board of Education may waive the requirement to
successiully pass one or both subject matter parts of the CAHSEE in order to receive a
diploma. You may submit this request by completing the information below and returning
this form to the principal of your child’s high school.

Signature of Principal: Zgﬁﬁhﬁiﬁﬁ%{’rw Date:;ﬁ'ﬁg j/ L

Trequest that my child vho was tested with a modification and eamed the
equivalent of a passing scuic vie v wuie parts of the CAHSEE, be granted a waiver of this
Califorma graduation requirement.

Tunderstand that, in order to receive such a waiver, state law requires that my child have all of the
following:

An IEP that specifies the use of modification(s) on the exit examination, standardized testing,
or classroom mstruction and assessments.

Sufficient high school level coursework either satisfactorily completed or in progress in the
high school level curriculum sufficient to have attained the skills and knowledge otherwise
needed to pass the CAHSEE.

An individual score report showing that my child has received the equivalent of a passing
score on the CAHSEE while using a modification that fundamentally alters what the high
school examination measures as determined by the State Board of Education,

Signature of Parent: iate:aﬁfi‘z

FOR SITE USE ONLY

Date Received by Principal: S?é ?{[ =

Student Identification Number:




PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Principal’s Certification and Request for the Governing Board te Waive the High School
Exit Examination Requirement for Students with Disabilities

Student’s Name: Student's ID Number:
Pursuant to Education Code 6051, the parent/ guardian of ' disabilities, has
requested that the Govemmg Board waive the requiremen. ... __ _ Oass the high

school exit examination in order to receive a diploma. This stude,nt has taken the hlgh school exit
examination with one or more modifications that fundamentally alter what the test measures as
determined by the State Board of Education, and has achieved the equivalent of a passing score one
or both parts of the examination.

3

I certify that the student qualifies for a waiver because he/she satisfies all of the following conditions:

1. Has an individualized education program (TEP) adopted pursuant to the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act that specifies the use of the modification(s) on the
exit examination, standardized testing, or classroom instruction and assessments,
(Artach the section of the IEP that specifies the modifications.)

a. Describe the nature of the student's disability as identified on the IEP (please note if
this will result in overt identification of the student. Emilyanne continues to display an
auditory processing deficit and her cognitive levels are particularly low in Math. She
has a Specific Learning disability that effects her auditory processing as well.

b. Describe any modification used on the [_] English/language arts or [ math section of
the exam (separate form must be filled out for each section):Emityanne requires the use
of a calculator to help her overcome her disabilities in Math.

¢. Stafe the rationale for applying the modification(s) used to achieve an equivalent
passing score on the CAHSEE for this student. Gary Krejsa, Psychologist at
Watsonville High School indicated in his Triennial Assessment (04/28/10) that
Emilyanne was "significantly below her estimated cognitive ability in the area of
Math", Enmlyanne, as a result of her disabilities, does not have the memory to keep ali
math calculations consistent and organized. The calculator allows her some security
and a way of her processing problems while alleviating some stress from testing.

d. Describe the modification(s) that the student reguiarly uses in the classroom and on
other assessments, According to her IEP she is allowed to use a calculator for Math
problems, she can test in alternate settings, she tests in short segments and she can have



frequent breaks. These modifications help her to perform as her best in 2 general
education setting and on tests/assessments in spite of her disabilities.

2. Has sufficient high school coursework either satisfactorily completed or in progress
in the high school level curricufum sufficient to have attained the skills and
knowledge otherwise needed to pass the CAHSEE. (Artach transcripts showing
coursework completed.)

3. An individual score report showing that my child has received the equivalent of a passing
score on the CAHSEE while using a modification that fundamentally alters what the high
school examination measures as determined by the State Board of Education. (Attach a
copy of the exit exam Student and Parent Report showing “equivalent of a passing score”
in the English/language arts and/or the mathematics portion of the exam.)

Certified by: %W?{'ﬁ%’vwﬁ“ ié/_'zg} [Z
Date

Pr‘incgalﬁal’s Signature

A

I agree that the information on this Waiver Requesi Sheet accurately describes the modifications that

this Sfudeiziﬁgularly uses as identified in the IEP. : /
g /(ﬂ . ;QMN V /g /L

Signature of Student’s Special Education Teacher Date

'ﬁé}wa@& 2. gu/?;‘uam

Print Name of Student’s Special Education Teacher

I agree that the information on this Waiver Request Sheet accurately states that the coursework this
student has satisfactorily completed or is in the process of completing in the high school curriculum is
sufficient to have obtained the skills and knowledge otherwise io pass the California High School Exii
Examination.

C: 5”({“&‘,/« f/l{/ﬁv

Signature of Student’s Academic Counselor Date

A cen g‘fl‘a’ﬁﬂi*fﬁ‘

d Name of Student’s Academic Counselor




Student

Pajaro Valiey Unified School District Special Education Local Plan Area

INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PROGRAM

Specialized Instruction

INSTRUCTIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS

Date of Birth

[EP Meeting Date 05/09/11

Responsible
Arca of Difficulty Accommodation Agency/Personnel Start Date

Auditory Perception Calculator, Dictionary, Directions Read Aloud, District of Service/ Gen. Ed. 05/09/2011

Extra Time: Assignments/Tests {2.0), Preferential | Teacher, Assistant, Special Class

Seating, Shortened Assignments, Take Tests in  IM/M

Alternate Selting

.4

1EP (4B (4/07) Page of




Pajaro Valley Unified School District Special Education Local Plan Area
INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PROGRAM
Supplementary & Specialized Support/Promotion & Assessment Standards

Student Date of Birth_

. ' IEP Meeting Date 05/09/11
SUPPLEMENTARY/SPECIALIZED SUPPORT ;
Student reguires supplementary aids and services or specialized materials/equipment as specified below,

] Supports for school personnel ] Specialized aids/materials/equipment { Assistive Technology)
[ Program modifications None
Description Responsible Location | Frequency/Intensity | Duration | Start/End Date*
i Personnel/Agency
Start:
End:
Start;
_— ' End:

* If a placement or service is ending, give reason

PARTICIPATION IN STATE AND DISTRICT-WIDE STANDARDIZED TESTING AND ASSESSMENT
Including: Desired Results Developmenial Profile {DRDP) California Standards Test (CST), CAT-6, California Modified Achievement Test
{CMAJ. and California Alternative Performance Assessment (CAPA)

[] School Readiness (Preschool Only)
[[IDRDP-R ] DRDP Access Adaptations/Accommodations (specify)

Language Arts: (Gr. 2-11) || Grade Exempt Ljesr OR oY N {Criteria Met) {(Gr. 3 -11)
L_| No accommodations or modifications || Accommodations (specify betow) [_] Modifications (specify below)
Accommodations:
Modifications: i

Math: (Gr. 2-11) [/] Grade Exempt L] CSTOR [] CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 3-7; Algebra I 7-11}

! [ CMA (Geometry, Grades 7-11} (Grades 8-11 effective 2011-2012 schoo! year)
L_| No accommodations or modifications || Accommodations (specify below) [] Modifications (specif below)
Y ¥

Accommodations:

! Modifications:

; Science (Gr. 5 & 8 Gr. 9-11){/] Grade Exempt CJCST OR [ CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 5, 8 & 10)
[} No accommodations or modifications [_] Accommodations {specify below) [_] Modifications (specify below)
Accommodations:

Modifications:
History/Social Science® [/] Grade Exempt [ 1 CST * (Grade §; Grade 11 for U.S, History; Grades @ through 11 World History}
No accommeodations or modifications |_|Accommodations (specify below) [ Modifications (specify below)

Accormmodations:
Modffications:

/] Writing (Gr. 4 & 7 only} [/] Grade Exempt JCsT OR  [] CMA (Criteria Met) (Gr. 4 & 7 only)

No accommedations or modifications [_] Accommodations (specify below) [[] Modifications (specify below)
Accommodations:
Modifications:

] Life Skills Curricuium: CAPA Level 1 2] 3 4 501
Participation in CAT-6/CST not appropriate due to:

Other State or District-Wide Assessment Accommodations/Modifications (specify) CAHSEE, acommaodations

PROMOTION STANDARDS
Student is working towards a diploma and will be promoted based upon district curriculum standards [ without
accommodations or || with accommeodations.
[[] Student is working towards a certificate and will be promoted based upon alternative curriculum standards and/or
substantial progress towards goals.

CALIFORNIA HIGH SCHOOL EXIT EXAMINATION (CAHSEE)

L | No accommeodations or modifications ., ;L Exempt due to eligibility for participation in CAPA
| Modifications (specify) Flex setting & exira time CdL/C Lt/aﬂz e’ | Grade Exempt (below grade 10}
Accommodations (specify) Caicuator d Jed ¢ £ ceif/ o TS || Passed both subtests of the CAHSEE
Y 7

w3

IEP 01D {12/10) Page of




Pajarc Valley Unified School District Watsonville High Schoo

250 East Beach St
Watsonville, CA 95076

Tet: (B831)728-6380 Fax (831)761-6013

School Name/Address I
H

ter Date:  §f15/2007

‘aduated: i
\ ass OF 2042 Counseior. Maora G
SSiD:
Communnity *

CrslD Course Title Mark - Credit|{CrsiD " Coursé Title . “Merk CreditiCrsID Course Titls ‘Mark Credit
Waztsonvilile High Scnocl Crd G8 1272000 Wetsonviile i AN A A H Watsonville High Echooi Sre 12 F/2011
8245 (1) Advisory A~ 0.500 (4610 N Rdv A~ 5.000 [B87210 P US HISTORY-ist Sem = 5,000
8351 {¥) English < 5.0060 (8w Adv ry 1lith A 0.500 (287210 P US HIBTORY-Znd Sem B 5,060
8362 {M} Inrteg Sci I B 5.000G |2411 F Algebra {10-12) B 5.000 [Crs Att: 10,800 Qmp:r 10.0040 Total GPR; 3,500
8362 {M} Intro Computer E 5.00G [B353 Englisk (M) bl 5.080
8353 M} Math - 5.000 [B3:% Fed Government (M} A~ 5.000 |Watsonville High School Grd 12 12/2011
6210 P Beqg Dramz P~ 5,000 [B3gS Tutorial 5-12 A 5,080 | 2238 Rdvisory Yearbook R ©.000
4510 N PR 9 B 5,000 [Cys RBrz: 25,340 Cmp: 25.8500 Total GPA: 4.000 isle P Ag Engilneering/Applied D 5.000
Crs Att: 30,580 Cmip: 30.500 Total GPA: 2,842 8254 CRHSEE Math A+ 5,000

Watsenville High Schoel Grd 11 /2010 370 Directed Study [(BACOM: A 5.000
Watsonvilie High Schoel Grd 09 &/2008 4810 N Agdu FE B+ LLBO0 13810 Health C 5.G00
5245 {1} Advisory = £.500 (9242 hdtrisory tith A G300 18020 N Student Teacher Assist A& 5,300
8351 (M} English B 5,000 j24%1 P Rigebra {10-12} F 5.000 [i7i0 Yezarbook A 5.04¢
8355 (M) Heaslth B 5,000 |8371 Economics Medified A 5.000 |Cces Att: 30.000 Cmp: 30.000 Totsl GBR: 3.187
8382 M} Imreg Sci I B 5,000 (8351 Ergl (533} B 5.000
8353 (M} Math =88 5,060 18363 Tutorisl 9-12 B- 5.000 . L ‘
soze friver's Ed e 5.900 {Ces But: 25.500 Cmpr 25,500 ©Credit Summary - figh School
4510 N PR g E- 5,000
Crs Rtt: 30.500 Cmp: 30.500 Total GPR; 2,832 Wis Ind Study Grd 13 672010 Bul Rers Crigr Daf

2357 English I n 15.4000]A 40.00  53.00
Watsonville Bigh School Grd 10 1272008 Crs Att: 16,000 Cmp; 316,000 To GPh: 2.512 B 20.00 35,00
1065 Begin Eng Read 3 Ci# L.aoo c Bislogicsl Sciedce 10.00 20.00
8354 Biology Modified B 5.000 (Watsonville High School Grd 11 7/2010 D Physical Science 1¢.00 15.C00
8351 English {M} A= 5,000 1881230 P ENGLISH 2 - lst Sem B+ 5.000 i Health 5.00 16.00
2353 Math Modified kS 5,000 [S31230 P ENGLISE 2 ~ 2nd Sem J 5,000 |F Fine Arts / Foreign 1 10.400 5.00 5.00
5220 ROP Engine Repair B 5.000 |Crs Atc: 10.CCC Cmp: 10.000 Total GPRA: 3.508 G Physical EducaZion 20,00 20.00
B347 World Civ (M) A s.ooe H Applied Aris 10,00 315.00
Crs Att: 36.0600 Cmp: 20,000 Watsonvilie High Schecl Grd 12 12/2910 T ¥orld Civilization 18,90 15.00

9243 Advisory iZth E G.z0n a8 US History 10,00 10.00
WHS Grd i0 12/2008 9284 Bs CR Exit Exam /Math B+ 5.00 ® Federal Government 5.00 3.00
9245 IEP Rdvisory A 0.500 ]l430 ? Englisk 4 B 5.080 |L  Economics 5,00 5.00
9245 IEP Advisory Znd Sem E:S 0,300 13050 ? Environmental Hortic [ 5,000 M Electives 45.08 71.00
Crs Mti: 1,000 Cmp: 1,008 Total GPA: 3.304 8373 Independent Study(Sph ¥ 5.500 M Elgebra 16,60 l0.00

3251 P Marine Eiclogy pal 5.800 0 Science i¢.00 lo.00
Watsenville High School Grd 10 8/2008 8365h Tutorizl 2-12 B~ .00 ¢ e
1065 Eegin Eng Read 3 ko 5.000 iCrs Att: 30.500 Cmp: 30.500 Total GBA: 2.421 ~-~Total Credibgee- SAQL G0 285,00 5,00
8354 Biclogy Modified B 5.000 T e
8351 English (M) LS 5.000 |Watsonville High School Grd 12 6/2011 N e ¥
G353 Math Modified =1 5,000 [2243 Advisory 1Zth A 0.500
8357 Worid Civ M) Z 5,000 18294 ' Exit Exam /Math B 5,000 [Academic GPR: 3.154 Rank 76 out of 3871
Crs Ato: 22,000 Cwp: 25.000 Tovzl GRR: 3,400 1430 B isn & B 5,400 [Total GRA: 2.161 Rank Bl oubt of 361

3050 F B rommental Horticult o 5,000 ;UC/CSU GRA: Z.638
Watsonville High School Ged 10 772009 3251 P Marine Biclogy B 5,000
359294 CRHSEE MATH B 5.000 (8385 Titorial 9-12 B 5,800 | o - ’ ” N
55929  CANSEE MATH B~ 5.000 [Grs Att: 26,500 Cup: 25,500 ' Festing Information
Crs Att: 10,000 Cmp: 10.000 Total GPA: 3,400

WHS Grd 12 £/2011 A HSEE ELA

T110 OIS Wid Ciw ) 5.000 ]

Cre Bttt 5,000 Cmp: 5,080 Toral GPA: 3,020 A HEEE Math B 373472012

H = Honors A = Advanced Placement P = College Prep N = Non-Academic R = Repeated Course
One GPA is provided per semester,

Poiio 141979992 3/3/1993  T/2TMB95 21141997
oTP 1418/1993  8/3/1993 11/8/1983  7/27/1985
MMR T2TNG8E 63071887

HERP B 77995 BI2B/MGBE 211471997

Varicella

Transcript is unofficial unless signed by & school official
Schogl Officials

Signature Date: 5/14/2012
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Test Date: 02/07/2012 . Test Date: 02/08/2012
I i
. — ) ~ : ! N o H P N TR f
i ‘ Soare Fi_aqu[f'e{i : Status ; E » YOur bCU;’e Requ:ge& : Stmiug g
% : i Fass : o | foPzss -
;r : & ] +:
SATISFIED REQ 350 ! MODIFIED
| a | %
The district reported that your student previously satisfied the requirement to Your student toak this test using modifications as specified in his or her \EP or
succassfully pass this portion of the CAHSEE. This report is not proof of a Section 504 plan. See “Taking the CAHSEE with Modifications” on the back of
passing score. this report.
Your Scors
! n f
275 450 ; , 480
Passing
; Score :
! ;
Mumbsar of MNumber kumibar of Mumbar
READING Questions Corrac Lusstions Corract ;
Word Analysis Probability & Statistics 13 7 Pl
: -
. Reading Comprehension Number Sense 17 11
: . . o
3' . L . ' oo
. Literary Response & Analysis |+ i Algebra & Functions 20 13 P
: ’ | Do
WRITING . Measurement & Geometry 18 10 !
_ Writing Strategies Algebra | 12 4
Writing Conventions ‘
Essay

Lage Aris scors.

on {English-Lang

17687432

{ughest) or non-seorabls (NSL The averags of these wo scores is Hated zbove unost the neading “Your Scorg”,

v Mo e S [ f e ot An S - o 3
gE Arts andfor Mathematics) that was not passad,

44-68789-4437801

-178128



PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Item No:  12.1

Date: May 23, 2012

 Htem: AddptioﬁéfResb!ufion #11-12-22 to index Level 1 Developer Fees pursuant to
state law

Overview: = Earlier this meeting, the board held a public hearing to discuss imposing updated Level
1, 2, and 3 developer fees as authorized by state law. This action item pertains to the
imposition of updated Level 1 developer fees in the amounts of $3.20 per square foot
for residential construction and $0.51 per square foot for commercial/industrial
construction. The district had previously adopted Level 1 fees of $2.97 per square foot

- for residential space and $0.47 per square foot for commercial/industrial space.

Recommendation: Appfove Resolution #11-12-22 to index Level 1 developer fees pursuant to state law at |
the amounts recommended by district staff.

Prepared By:  Brett W. McFadden, CBO
Richard Mullikin, Director of M/O/F

Superintendent’s Signature: S /- )@ S b, ///j@,ﬁ,..




RESOLUTION NO. 11-12-22
OF THE GOVERNING BOARD OF
THE PAJARO VALLEY UNJIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT,
REGARDING THE LEVY AND COLLECTION
OF LEVEL 1 SCHOOL FACILITIES FEES

WHEREAS, the California Legislature has authorized individual school districts to impose
School Facility Fees which may be used to construct or reconstruct school facilities to
provide adequate schools to serve new development projects; and

WHEREAS, the Governing Board of the Pajaro Valley Unified School District
(“Board”™) has determined that school facilities wiil be neceded to serve the growing
community as new development occurs; and

WHEREAS, the State Allocation Board has recently adjusted the maximum
allowable fees per square foot on construction pursuant to Government Code Section
65995(b)(3) as follows:

Residential $3.20
Commercial/Industrial $0.51; and

WHEREAS, the Board has collected, examined, and analyzed written evidence, and
has heard and considered evidence and testimony at a duly-noticed public hearing regarding
the levy and collection of School Facilities Fees; and

WHEREAS, the Board has in all respects complied with legal requirements
concerning establishing and imposing the fees; and

WHEREAS, the Board reviewed a Justification Document that determined that the
Pajaro Valley Unified School District could justify and levy a fee of $3.20 per square foot for
residential construction, and a fee of at least $0.51 per square foot for commercial and
industrial construction; and

WHEREAS, the District seeks to impose the maximum rate allowable under Level 1
fees in those situations where the District will collect Level 1 fees;

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board finds and directs as follows:

1. Justification Report:

The Board has conducted a duly-noticed public hearing at which it has received and
examined the written evidence listed and referred to as the Justification Document
and thereby incorporated herein by reference. The Board has also considered any
additional oral and written evidence and testimony presented at the hearing. The
evidence and testimony support the findings herein.



2.

School Facilities Fees are Necessary and Reasonable:

Based on any findings and evidence contained in the Board’s earlier resolutions on
this subject, as well as the evidence presented to this Board at the hearing, this Board
reaffirms its earlier resolutions, adopts the findings and conclusions set forth as its
own, and finds each of the following:

A.

The purpose of levying such fees, charges, dedications or other requirements is to
finance the construction and/or reconstruction of school facilities. The proceeds
shall also be used for reimbursement of the administrative costs incurred in
collecting and repaying fees, charges, dedications, and other requirements; and for
the costs of performing any study and otherwise making the findings and
determinations required by law; as well as any other use permitted by law. The
public facilities to be financed hereby are as defined in Section 1 above.

These fees will be used to fund the construction or reconstruction of school
facilities needed to reduce overcrowding which exists or will exist in the district
and impairs or will impair the normal functioning of educational programs.

The overcrowding to be reduced by use of these fees exists or will exist because
the enrollment projected to result from continuing residential, commercial or
industrial development exceeds the state-certified capacity of the district to
provide adequate housing.

The amount of fees to be paid pursuant to this Resolution bears a reasonable
relationship and is limited to the needs of the community for school facilities and
is reasonably related and limited to the need for schools caused by residential,
commercial or industrial development.

The amount of fees to be paid pursuant to the Resolution does not exceed the
estimated reasonable costs of providing for the construction or reconstruction of
school facilities necessitated by the development projects from which the fees are
to be collected.

As determined in the written and oral evidence and testimony, there is a
reasonable relationship between the use of the fees, charges, dedications, and
other requirements and the impacts from the development project on which the
fees are imposed; there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the
above described school facilities and the impact arising from the type of
development project on which the fees, charges, dedications and other
requirements are imposed; and there is a reasonable relationship between the
amount of the fees, charges, dedications and other requirements and the cost of
the public facilities or portion of the public facilities attributable to the
development.

The uses of the fees proposed and implemented pursuant to this Resolution are
reasonably related to the types of development projects on which the fees are
imposed.



H. The reference to fees herein refers to both the fees collected under Government
Code Section 65995 and fees collected as a mitigation measure or condition of a
development project involving approvals by governmental agencies.

3. Exemptions From Fees:

This Board recognizes that various categories of residential, commercial, or industrial
development, as well as individual development projects, are or will be exempted
from fees imposed under Education Code Section 17620 by such statutory provisions
as Education Code Sections 17620, 17622, 17625, 17626, Government Code Sections
65995, 65995.1, 65995.2, 66000, 66001, and judicial decisions.

4. Compliance with Law:

All terms in this Resolution shall be given the definition provided by applicable law.
It is the Board’s intent that this Resolution comply with Education Code Sections
17620-17626 inclusive, Government Code Sections 65995-66009, inclusive; and
other applicable law.

5. Adoption of Fees:

A. Based upon all of the findings contained in this Resolution and the evidence
presented to the Board at the hearing,” this Board icreases the previously levied
fee upon any development project within the boundaries of the District to the
following amounts:

1. $3.20 per square foot of “assessable space” of all new residential
construction, except adults only housing as required by law; and

2. $3.20 per square foot of “assessable space” of all other residential
construction to the extent of any resulting increase in assessable space in
excess of 500 square feet; and

3. $0.51 per square foot of all chargeable and enclosed space in the case of
any new commercial or industrial construction.

B. This Board determines that the fees to be levied will be collected for public
improvements or facilities for which an account has been established and funds
appropriated, and for which the Board has adopted a proposed construction
schedule or plan. Based on this determination, and pursuant to Section 66007(b)
of the Government Code, this Board orders that payment of the fees specified
above will be required prior to issuance of a building permit.

C. This Board will deposit, invest and account for the fees as required by law and
shall periodically review the facilities fee account pursuant fo Government Code
Sections 66011 and 66006 and other applicable law and will either make the
findings required by Government Code Sections 66001 and 66006 or direct the
refund of the fees.



D. With respect to commercial and industrial development, the Board finds as
follows:

1.

Based upon the Board’s earlier resolutions, the findings and the evidence
presented to this Board at the hearing on this Resolution, the Board finds that,
in general, the various categories of commercial and industrial development,
should and shall be included within the assessment on commercial and
industrial projects,

A Justification Document prepared by the District, determined the impact of
the increased number of employees anticipated to result from the commercial
and industrial development pursuant to Education Code 17621 {(e)}{(1)(B) and
this Board has considered the results of such study in making its findings
herein. This Board further adopts the appeal procedure attached as Exhibit
GCA.”

E. With respect to space that is covered or enclosed for agricultural purposes, and
based upon the Board’s earlier resolutions, the findings and the evidence
presented to this Board at the hearing on this resolution, the Board finds that:

1. In general, the fees for commercial and industrial projects as imposed on
agricultural projects bear a reasonable relationship and are limited to the
needs to the commumity for elementary or high school facilities caused by
the development.

2. The amount of the fees does not exceed the estimated reasonable cost of
providing for the construction or reconstruction of the school facilities
necessitated by the development projects from which the fees are to be
collected.

6. Impact of Level 2 Fees and Mira Fees

Nothing herein shall preclude the District from collecting Level 2 fees or from
collecting fees pursuant to existing negotiated agreements or project conditions that
were imposed under the County General Plan (*Mira Fees™) in lieu of the Level 1
fees provided herein. The Level 1 fee shall only be levied in those instances where
the District cannot, or elects not to collect the Level 2 fees or the Mira fees.

7.

Transmiital of Resolution

A copy of this Resolution shall be transmitted forthwith to the City of Watsonville
and Santa Cruz County accompanied by all relevant supporting documents and a map
clearly indicating the boundaries of the area subject to the fees, charges, dedications
and other requirements.



8. Prohibition Against Permit Issuance Absent Compliance with This
Resolution:

Pursuant to Education Code Section 71620(b), no city or county may issue a building
permit for any residential, commercial or industrial construction, as defined by law,
absent certification by the Superintendent or his‘her designee of (1) compliance by
that project with any fee, charge, dedication, or other requirement under this
Resolution or (2) his/her determination that the fee, charge, dedication, or other
requirement does not apply to the construction.

9, Superintendent Authorized to Take Necessary and Appropriate Action:

The Board further directs and authorizes the Superintendent to take on its behalf such
further action as may be necessary and appropriate to effectuate this Resolution,
including entering into an Agreement with the County of Santa Cruz or the County
Office of Education for the collection of such fees.

10, Resolution Does Not Limit Board Authority:

Nothing herein shall preclude satisfaction of the requirement of payment of the
amount set forth above by dedication of land on terms acceptable to the Board; or
preciude acceptance by the Board of fees charges, or fand whose value exceeds that
required by this Resolution. In the absence of any such agreement to accept a
dedication of land, the above amounts shall be collected in the form of fees, charges,
or other requirements. Nothing herein shall be interpreted to preclude the District
from taking any other action, including but not limited to levying any other fee,
charge or requirement of dedication or land, or from requesting the City or County
from levying a fee, charge, mitigation measure or other requirement which the
District determines is necessary to provide school facilities which meet the needs of
the District, its students, and the community. Such additional requirement may also
include participation in a Mello-Roos Community Facility District.  The
Superintendent or histher designee is authorized to enter into negotiations with
property owners regarding the substitution or charges, dedications, or other
requirements in licu of, or in addition to, the pavment of fees as described herein;
provided, however, that the value of such charges, dedications, or other requirements
shall be greater than or comparable to the amounts specified herein. In no event shall
the District’s share of such fees exceed the maximum amount that can be justified
under the study presented to the Board on May 23, 2012, The District expressly
makes the findings set forth in Section 2 above for all additional fees, charges,
mitigation measures or other requirements referenced herein.

11. Deposit in Fund:

Al fees and charges, along with any inferest income earned thereon, shall be
deposited in a separate capital facilities fund in a manner to avoid any co-mingling of
the fees and charges with other revenues and funds of the District, and shall be
expended solely for the purposes for which the fees and charges are collected, which
the Board hereby designates to be those purposes permitted by any applicable law.



12. Refunds:

In the event that a project qualifies for refund of the fee, charge, dedication, or other
requirement under Education Code Section 17624, repayment shall be made, less the
amount of the administrative costs incurred in collecting and repaying the fee, charge,
dedication, or other requirement.

13, Lffective Date:

Pursuant to Education Code Section 17621(a), the adoption of, or increase in, the fee,
charge, dedication, or other requirement shall be effective a minimum of sixty (60)
days following the adoption of this Resolution on May 23, 2012. The new Level 1
fees shall take effect July 23, 2012.

14, Severability:

If any clause, phrase, sentence, or section in this Resolution is held mvalid, the
remaining clauses, phrases, and sections of the Resolution shall remain valid and shall
be interpreted in the manner most consistent with deleting the invalid provision.

15. Certification of Resolution:

I, Dorma Baker, Sccretary of the Governing Board of the Pajaro Valley Unified
School District of Santa Cruz County, State of California, do hereby certify that the
forgoing Resolution proposed by , seconded by
, was duly passed and adopted by said Board, at an official
and public meeting thereof, this 23rd day of May 2012, the following vote, to wit:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
By:
President, Governing Board of the
Pajaro Valley Unified School District
ATTEST:

Secretary of the Board of Education
Pajaro Valley Unified School District



EXHIBIT A

PROCEDURE TO APPEAL IMPOSITION OF RESIDENTIAL,
COMMERCIAL OR INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT FEE

In accordance with Government Code Section 53080.1, subdivision (e)(2), the following appeals
procedure is available to any developer who wishes to contest a fee imposed by the District on
residential, commercial or industrial development.

A.  Procedure to Appeal Fee Imposition

1. Written Statement of Appeal

&.

Any appeal of the administration’s decision to impose fees on development must
be presented to the District’s Superintendent or his/her designee in writing.

The developer’s written statement of appeal shall be dated and include the
specific grounds for the appeal and any information that supports the developer’s
contention that the fee imposition is improper.

The written statement of appeal must be submitted by the developer to the
Superintendent or his/her designee within five (5) days of the administration’s
determination to impose the fee.

2. Appea! to Superintendent or His/Her Designee

d.

The Superintendent or his/her designee shall have an opportunity to investigate
the contentions made in the developer’s statement of appeal. In conjunction with
this investigation, the Superintendent or his/her designee may request to meet
with the developer.

Within seven (7) days from the date of receipt of the developer’s statement of
appeal, the Superintendent or his/her designee shall mail the developer a decision
in writing either granting or denying the appeal.

3. Governing Board

a.

If the developer is dissatisfied with the decision of the Superintendent or his/her
designee, the developer may request a hearing before the Governing Board.

The developer’s request for a hearing must be received in the District office
within seven (7) days of the date of the Superintendent’s decision upholding the
fee imposition.

The date for the hearing shall be established by the District as soon as practicable
following receipt of the developer’s request. If shall be the District’s prerogative



to decide whether the hearing will be conducted at a regular meeting of the
governing board or at a special meeting.

d.  Assoon as possible and in no event less than five (5) days before the date set for
the hearing, the District shall send the developer a written notice including the
time, date and place set for the hearing.

B. Conduct of the Hearing

i.

At the hearing, the developer shall bear the burden of establishing that the fee is
improper.

a. The developer shall be allotted 15 minutes in which to present the information
showing that the fee requirement is improper.

b. The District administration shall have 15 minute in which to present information
rebutting the developer’s contentions.

¢. The Governing Board has the discretion to grant either party or both additional time
in which to present information in further support of their contentions.

Within five (5) days of the hearing, the Governing Board or its designee shall mail the
developer a notice in writing of its decision either granting the appeal or upholding the
fee imposition.

All hearings conducted pursuant to this section shall be informal in nature and be
designed to determine the parties’ contentions without unnecessary formality.

C.  Miscellaneous

1.

Any failure on the part of the developer to pursue their appeal within the timelines
stated in this procedure shall result in the developer’s forfeiture of their opportunity for
a hearing before the Governing Board.

The timelines contained in this procedure may be extended by mutual written
agreement of all parties.

It will be sufficient in meeting any of the notice requirements contained in this
procedure for the District to send such notices to the developer by regular mail at their
last known address as listed on their statement of appeal.

Whenever the deadline for any act required under this procedure falls on a Saturday,
Sunday or holiday, the time shall automatically be extended to the next business day.



PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Date;

e
~ to state law

Overview:

Recommendation:

Prepared By:

1 Item No:  12.2

May 23, 2012

Adoption of Resolution #11-12-30 to levy Level 2 and 3 Developer Fees pursuant

Earlier this meeting, the board held a public hearing to discuss imposing updated Level .
1, 2, and 3 developer fees as authorized by state law. This action item pertains to the
imposition of Level 1 and 2 developer fees. Although the district’s justification study
indicated the district could increase its Level 2 fee amount, staff recommends keeping
the rate at the current 2011-12 level for 2012-13. The analysis for this

' recommendation was detailed in the public hearing item.

This action is effective from July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013.

“ Approve Resolution #11-22-30 to levy 2012-13 Level 2 developer fecs at the current
- 2011-12 amount of $5.21 per square foot with a Level 3 amount of §11.38 per square

foot.

Brett W. McFadden, CBO
Richard Mullikin, Director of M/OQ/F

Iw r
Superintendent’s Signature: ‘\Z \) ) ¥ /tng/Z.,




RESOLUTION NO. 11-21-30
OF THE GOVERNING BOARD OF
THE PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
REGARDING THE LEVY AND COLLECTION
OF LEVEL 2 AND 3 SCHOOL FACILITIES FEES

WHEREAS, under Government Code Section 65995.5, which was enacted pursuant to Chapter 40,
Statutes of 1998 ("Senate Bill 50" or "SB 30"), and amended by Chapter 838, Statutes of 1999
(“Assembly Bill 6957 or “AB 695), a school district's governing board may establish fees to offset the
cost of school facilities made necessary by new construction following the making of certain findings by
such governing board; and

WHEREAS, the Pajaro Valley Unified School District ("District") has undertaken a review of its
eligibility to establish fees under the provisions of SB 50; and

WHEREAS, separate and apart from determining its eligibility to establish such fees, the District has
prepared an analysis entitled "Needs Analysis”, dated April 5, 2012 (the "Needs Analysis") in accordance
with the provisions of SB 50; and

WHEREAS, the District seeks to establish fees in accordance with and under the authority of Senate Bill
50 for the purpose of funding the construction and reconstruction of school facilities made necessary by
development within the District's boundaries; and

WHEREAS, the District has submitted applications for new construction eligibility to the State
Allocation Board of the State of California which have been approved, thereby meeting the eligibility
requirements for such construction in accordance with the provisions of Government Code Section
65995.5(b)(1) after 120 days or approval by the State Allocation Board, whichever {irst occurs; and

WHEREAS, the District has outstanding debt that exceeds the statutory threshold as required by
Government Code Section 65995.5(b){(3)(C); and

WHEREAS, at least 20% of the teaching stations of the District are relocatable classrooms pursuant to
Government Code Section 65995 5(b)(3XD); and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Government Code Section 65995.5, a purpose of this Resolution is to
declare the District's eligibility for, and to establish fees under the provisions of 8B 50 consistent with the
information and data set forth in the Needs Analysis and upon such other information and documentation
prepared by or on file with the District, as presented and described to the Board.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Governing Board of the Pajaro Valley
Unified School District:



Section 1. Procedure: This Board hereby finds that prior to the adoption of this Resolution, the
Board conducted a public hearing at its regular meeting at which oral and written presentations were
made. Notice of the time and place of the public hearing, including a general explanation of the matter to
be considered, has been published in a newspaper of general circulation in accordance with Government
Code Section 65995.6(d), and a notice, including a statement that the Needs Analysis required by
Government Code Section 65995.6 was available, was mailed at least 30 days prior to the public hearing
to any interested party who had filed a written request with the District for mailed notice of the meeting
on new or increased fees or service charges within the period specified by law. At least 30 days prior to
the public hearing, the District made available to the public in its Needs Analysis, data indicating the
amount of the cost, or estimated cost, required to provide the facilities for which the fee is to be levied
pursuant to this Resolution, and the revenue sources anticipated to provide this service. By way of such
public meeting, the Board received oral and written presentations by District staff which are summarized
and contained in the District's Needs Analysis and the District's applications and related documents filed
with the State Allocation Board pursuant to the State Facility Program (hereinafter collectively referred to
as the "Plan") along with other materials which formed the basis for the action taken pursuant to this
Resolution.

Section 2. Findings: The Board has reviewed the provisions of the Needs Analysis and the Plan as
they relate to proposed and potential development, the resulting school facilities needs, the cost thereof,
and the available sources of revenue including the fees provided by this Resolution and based thereon and
upon all other written and oral presentations to the Board, the Board hereby approves and adopts the
Needs Analysis and makes the following findings:

(a) Enroliment at various schools of the District is presently at or exceeding capacity;

) Additional residential development projects within the District will increase the need for
school facilities;

fc) Without the addition of new school facilities, further residential development projects
within the District will result in a significant decrease in the quality of education presently offered
by the District;

(d) New residential development is projected within the District's boundaries and the
enroltment produced thereby will exceed the capacity of the schools of the District. Projected
development within the District, without additional school facilities, will result in conditions of
overcrowding which will impair the normal functioning of the District's educational programs;

(e} The fees proposed in the Needs Analysis and levied pursuant to this Resolution are for
the purpose of providing adequate school facilities and related support facilities to maintain the
quality of education offered by the District;

() The fees proposed in the Needs Analysis and levied pursuant to this Resolution will be
used for construction and reconstruction of school facilities and support facilities as identified in
the Needs Analysis;

{g) The uses of the fees proposed in the Needs Analysis and levied pursuant to this
Resolution are reasonably related to the types of development projects on which the fees are
imposed,;

(h) The fees proposed in the Needs Analysis and levied pursuant to this Resolution bear a
reasonable relationship to the need for school and support facilities created by the types of
development projects on which the fees are imposed,;



(i) The fees proposed in the Needs Analysis and levied pursuant to this Resofution do not
exceed the estimated amount required to provide funding for the construction or reconstruction of
school and support facilities for which the fees are levied; and in making this finding, the Board
declares that it has considered the availability of all revenue sources anticipated to provide such
facilities, including general fund revenue;

() The fees will be collected for school and support facilities for which an account has been
established and funds appropriated and for which the District has adopted a construction
schedule;

(k) The District has no other local sources of funds available to provide the funding for the
school facilities provided in the school facilities plan.

Section 3: Fee: Based upon the foregoing findings, the Board hereby retains the current
2011-12 fee upon residential construction, to be known as the "Level 2 Fee", as follows:

(a) The Level 2 Fee for residential construction in 2012-13 remains at the 2011-12 rate of
$5.21 per square foot of single-family detached, single-family attached, and multi-family
residential development;

() In addition, the district will continue to levy fee amounts for 2012-13 for the following:

Senior house development $0.47 per sq. ft.
Commercial/industrial $0.47 per sq ft.
Parking structures $0.10 per sq ft.
Self storage facilities $0.30 per sq ft.
(c) The Level 2 Fee and other fees as detailed in (b) shall be collected as a precondition to

the issuance of any building permit for construction within the District's boundaries.

(d) This resolution and its findings and declarations shall be effective July I, 2012 to June

30, 2013.
Section 4: Determination of Eligibility:
(a) The District submitted a timely application to the State Allocation Board for new

construction funding, and eligibility for such funding has been met in accordance with the
provisions of Government Code Sections 65995.5(b)(1) after 120 days or approval by the State
Allocation Board, whichever first occurs;

(b) The District has outstanding debt that exceeds the statutory threshold as required by
Government Code Section 65995.5(b)(3)(C);

(<) At least 20% of the teaching stations of the District are relocatable classrooms pursuant to
Government Code Section 65995.5(b)(3)(D);

(d) The Board has reviewed the Needs Analysis along with such oral and written information
as has been presented by District staff and consultants and has determined that the Needs
Analysis meets the requirements of Government Code Section 65995.6 and is a suitable basis for
the establishment of Level 2 Fees in accordance with the provisions of Government Code Section
65995.5;



Section 5. Determination of "Level 3 Fee": In accordance with the provisions of Government Code
Section 65995.7, the District's Board is authorized to establish a fee in an amount higher than the Level 11
Fee in the event the State Allocation Board is no longer approving apportionments for new construction
in accordance with Education Code Section 17072.20 due to lack of funds and the State Allocation Board
has notified the Secretary of the Senate and Chief Clerk of the Assembly, in writing, of the determination
that such funds are no longer being allocated. In the event that on or before the Anniversary Date of this
Resolution as defined below, the State Allocation Board is no longer approving apportionments due to
inadequate funding and such fact is relayed to the appropriate state representatives, the Level 2 Fee may
be supplemented with an additional fee amount which, when combined with the Level 2 Fee, shall be
known as the "Level 3 Fee". The Level 3 Fee shall be established in the following amounts:

{a) $11.68 per square foot of single-family detached, single-family attached, and multi-
family residential development.

Section 6. Fee Adjustment and Limitations: The fees established herewith shall be subject to the
following:

{(a) The District's Level 2 Fee (or the Level 3 Fee in the event it is implemented by the
Board) shall be effective for a period of one year following the commencement date in this
Resolution as set forth below (the "Anniversary Date") and shall be reviewed on or before the
Anniversary Date, and annually thereafter to determine if such fee is to be re-established or
revised.

(b) To the extent any other fees established by the District might be applied to property
subject to the Level 2 Fee established herein, such as fees levied through the terms of any contract
entered into between the District and a person prior to November 4, 1998, or any other fees that
are levied by the District, the District may elect to levy and collect such aiternative fee rather than
the Level 2 Fee established herein. In no event shall the District charge both the Level 2 Fee and
such alternative fee that might be collected by the District.

Section 7. Additional Mitigation Methods: The policies set forth in this Reselution are not
exclusive, and the Board reserves the authority to undertake other or additional methods to finance school
facilities including but not limited to the Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act of 1982 (Government
Code Section 53311 et seq.} and such other funding mechanisms as are authorized by Government Code
Section 65996. This Board reserves the authority to substitute the dedication of land or other property or
other form of requirement in lieu of the fees levied by way of this Resolution at its discretion, so long as
the reasonable value of land to be dedicated does not exceed the maximum fee amounts contained herein
or modified pursuant hereto.

Section 8. Implementation: For construction projects within the District, the Superintendent, or the
Superintendent's designee, is authorized to issue Certificates of Compliance upon payment of any fee
levied under the authority of this Resolution.

Section 9. California Environmental Quality Act: The Board hereby finds that the fees established
pursuant to this Resolution are exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
(I!CEQAH)'

Section 10. Commencement Date: The Board orders that the fees established hereby shall take effect
immediately upon adoption.

Section 11. Notification of Local Agencies: The Secretary of the Board is hereby directed to forward
copies of this Resolution along with a map of the District's boundaries to the Planning Departments of any
applicable cities and counties having jurisdiction over territory within the District, and fo file a Notice of
Exemption from the California Environmental Quality Act with the County Clerk.



Section 12. Severability: If any portion of this Resolution is found by a Court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, such finding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this
Resolution. The Board hereby declares its intent to adopt this Resolution irrespective of the fact that one
or more of its provisions may be declared invalid subsequent hereto.

APPROVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Governing Board of the Pajaro Vailey Unified School
District this 23rd day of May 2012, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
By:
President, Governing Board of the
Pajaro Valley Unified School District
ATTEST:

Secretary of the Board of Education
Pajaro Valley Unified School District



PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

— Ttem No: 12.53

Date: May 23, 2012

T T T
November Proposition 39 schoolbond

Overview: Staff requests the board to review and adopt the attached Scope and Project List
for a possible district-sponsored school facilities bond for the November 2012 ;
elections. At its April 18 study session, the board directed staff to develop a draft
scope and project list for a possible November school bond. The board directed
staff to include a scope and project list that was comprehensive and district-wide.

Background:

In February, the board adopted a comprehensive ten-year Facilities Master Plan
and Needs Analysis. All school sites were included in the analysis. The report
identified the need for extensive modernization and other capital investment
throughout the district. A significant percentage of the district’s facilities are

more than 50 years old. The age and condition of its facilities puts the district in
significant danger of not being able to meet its core mission of educating students .
and preparing them for the 21* Century. Furthermore, the condition of many :
district facilities jeopardized the health and safety of students and staff.

At its April 18 bond study session, the board analyzed three possible scenarios in
terms of scope and size of a possible bond. The board directed staff to develop a
detailed scope and project list resembling “option one™ as presented to the board.
Option one was a comprehensive and detailed strategy to improve and upgrade

all schools to equitable standards. The primary focus of this option is to improve
instructional outcomes for students, upgrade the educational environment for
student/staff, address health and safety matters, and provide 21* Century
technology and training to all students.

Attached is a draft Scope and Project List per the board’s April 18 directive.
District staff and members of the district’s bond team will be on hand to provide
an in-depth analysis regarding the scope and project list provided. This is not the
board’s final action on this matter. This action would designate the scope and
projects to be included in a possible bond. Should the board approve this
measure, staff and bond counsel will next draft necessary documents for the
board’s final consideration in June to place a bond measure on the November,
2012 election ballot.




" Recommendation: Review and approve the Scope and Project List as submitted; direct staff to draft -
: documents necessary for possible board action to sponsor and place a bond
. measure on the November, 2012 election ballot.

Prepared By:  Brett W. McFadden, CBO
Richard Mullikin, Director of M/O/F

Superintendent’s Signature: J‘,/c’)ﬂ’/?w &g{,_




Category

Schools/Other

Bond overview: Estimated total amount approx $195 miilion, 35 year Proposition 39 G.0. Bond

5/18/2012

MAJOR COMPONENTS/THEMES OF THE BOND - Improve classroom instruction and educational
environment of schools focusing on the following three areas:

Address Health and Safety lssues
¢ Major modernization te schools to bring them up to current safety and seismic codes

¢ Upgrade accessibility to sites, restrooms and other facilities

¢ Upgrade fire alarm systems, bells, clock systems

¢ Address structural deficiencies

¢ Upgrade and/or replace aging restrooms

Modernize Schools to Equitable Leveis District wide

¢ Upgrade and/or install Energy Management Systems (EMS)

e Upprade or replace HVAC systems and controls as required

¢ Upgrade and remodel interior classrooms and buildings

s Upgrade lighting systems; utilize green and sustainable building strategies

¢ Upgrade / replace portable classrooms

s Replace roofing systems, gutters, downspouts, drainage

¢ Upgrade kitchens to improve nutritional options

& Paint and repair exterior surfaces of buildings

21st Century Technology

Upgrade District facilities as required to meet the educational and technological needs of the 21st
century classroom

e Upgrade classrooms to Intelligent Classrooms

e Upgrade network equipment, wiring, data systems

e Make necessary IT investments to Aptos area schools to bring them up equitable standards
¢ Upgrade all sites to Voice over Internet Protocol {(VoIP) telephone systems

$1.9 million:

«Upgrade grounds - parking, driving areas, exterior lighting, pathways

sReplace playground equipment, restore playfield and grass areas

»instail EMS, siding and exterior painting, windows in D wing, new exterior doors
=Replace carpet and flocring in afl classrcoms and MPR, new HVAC system
=Remode! and upgrade kitchen, replace/remodel portables

*Replace and/or remodel all restrooms

$520k: newer school, not in need of major work
»Perform work indicated on general list
«Make improvements to parking, driveways, watkways and other exterior paving areas

$3.4 million:

=Reroof ail permanent structures, paint and upgrade interior and exterior classrooms

*Make improvements to pariking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas

sInstall energy mgmt. system, exterior doors, windows, replace old sinks and plumbing

=Replace and upgrade playground equipment, playfields, grass areas

»Replace floors and carpet in all classrooms, offices, MPR, new HVAC systems

«Remode! restrooms, remodeal kitchen for more efficiency and nutritional options, replace/upgrade portables, major
{T improvements




Category Schools/QOther

Bond overview: Estimated total amount approx $195 million, 35 year Proposition 29 G.0. Bond

1Culabasas

$3.2 million:

*Replace casework, lighting systems, and plumbing fixtures in classrooms

“Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas;
=install EMS and lighting controls, improving energy efficiency

=Re-roof all perm structures, siding/ext/interior painting, new doors, floors, walls, ceilings
=Upgrade site utilities, install new HVAC systems

«Replace playground equipment; upgrade hard courts and paved areas

=Remave cld bars on windows, upgrade restrooms, upgrade kitchen/MPR, upgrade portables

$3.3 million:

*Make imorovements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas
~Upgrade site utilities, re-roof perm buildings, address dry rot, eaves, gutters etc.

=Upgrade perimeter fencing, upgrade portables

“Replace playground equipment, improve playfields and grass areas, hard courts and playground
=Paint entire site, classrooms, new doors, EMS / lighting contral, upgrade kitchen

$3.8 million:

'Upgrade parking, driveways, lighting, ADA ramps, hard courts and playground area
*Upgrade playfield, replace play structures, upgrade fencing,

sUpgrade site and building utifities, install new fire alarm system, clock and beli system, EMS
=Re-roof all perm structures, paint site, exterior doors

sinterior work - flooring, carpeting, walis, ceilings, casework, iight fixtures, BVAC systems
*Upgrade plumbing and sinks

«Upgrade MPR, kitchen, restrocms, portables

Hall District

53.0 million:

»Replace windows; re-roof all perm structures, paint entire school, improve ADA access
sUpgrade site and building wtilities, replacea carpeting and flooring

*Replace playground equipment, upgrade perimeter fencing, upgrade portables
=Upgrade water and cthar utilities, install EMS, upgrade kitchen, upgrade restrooms
*Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and cther exterior paving areas

\Landmark

5500k: Newer site
sUpgrade playfields, parking, driveways, clock and bell system, EMS (newer facility)

MecQuiddy

S4 million:

=Repair and upgrade parking, driveways, pathways, watkways

=Outdoor facilities - hard courts, paved areas, install new running track, replace play structures
=instail EMS, upgrade lighting, install new HVAC systems,

=Replace tables in MPR, re-roof all perm, replace gutters/downspouts, exterior doors

=Interior finishes - floors, walls, ceilings, classroom painting

~Replace casework in classrooms and admin offices, shelving, cubbies etc.

=Upgrade / remodel MPR and all restrooms

~Upgrade portable classrooms, replace windows

*Upgrade site utilities, paint school

$5 million:

Add a new multi-purpose room, major i1 improvements

»Upgrade library casework, expand library into former MPR with upgrades

Add restroom facilities and modernize others, expand office manager area

=Upgrade plumbing fixtures, re-roof all perm structures, paint site, new exterior doors

«Replace carpets and flooring, remodel kitchen, upgrade portables, upgrade playfield

*Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas, ADA access
=New fire alarm system, EMS, HVAC

{Mintie White

$7.4 million: one of district's oldest sites

~Conduct a major renovation of A Wing classroom building

Significant outdoor and playfield improvements, painting, EMS, re-roofing

*Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas
«Upgrade turf, irrigation and landscaping

5/18/2012




Category

5/18/2012

Schools/Other

| Bond overview: Estimated total amount approx $185 million, 35 year Proposition 39 6.0, Bond

$2.7 miflion:

“Improve parking, driveways, walkways, pathways, and other exterior areas

=Replace carpeting and flooring, install new HVAC, upgrade MPR and kitchen

*Replace or upgrade playground equipment, instail EMS, re-roofing, painting, upgrade portables
~Upgrade playfields; regrade track; add turf, irrigation and landscape.

$518k:

=Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas
*Repair or replace windows

=Add playground eguipment

54.2 million: in addition to IT investments

*Upgrade casework in classrooms, library and office spaces, upgrade plumbing fixtures
*Upgrade track, repair and improve playfields and equipment

*Make impravements to parking, driveways, walkways, exterior paving areas, ADA access
Install outside tables/umbrellas, upgrade hard court

«Upgrade clock/bell system, EMS, site utilities, lighting

“Re-roofing all perm structures, siding /ext painting, new exterior doors

*Replace carpet and flooring, upgrade walls, upgrade ceilings, upgrade casework,

=mpreve MER. uperade kitchen, restrooms. replace/uparade portables

$2.5 million:

«Upgrade casework in classrooms, library and office spaces

=Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas
*Ungrade of replace playground equipment

*Upgrade playfields; add turf, irrigation and landscape

*Upgrade perimeter fencing

$3.7 miltion: in addition to IT investments

*Upgrade casework in classrooms, library and office spaces; upgrade portables
=Upgrade plumbing fixtures, replace carpeting and flooring, restroom upgrades

*Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas;
=Paint exterior and interior, replace windows, new fire alarm system, new light fixturas
~Upgrade site utilities; re-roof all structuras, new exterior doors, remodel classrooms
sUpgrade perimeter fencing, upgrade kitchen, major [T improvements




Category

Schoois/Other

Bond overview: Estimated total amount approx $195 million, 35 year Proposition 39 G.0. Bond

iAptos Ir,

$8.3 million: Perform work outlined in FMP with major IT upgrade (outlined in FMP)

=Add new gymnasium and upgraded kitchen area {not included in FMP)

~Make improvements to the existing multipurpose and locker rooms, outdoor metal tables

=Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas;

=Re-reofing, painting, exterior doors, HVAC, EMS, bell/clock system, carpet / floors

=Make upgrades to utility systems, new lighting systems, upgrade/replace portables, upgrade field and track, hard
court area, grass areas, new outdoor lighting

Cesar Chavez

$2.5 million:

»iUpgrade ceiling furnaces and support beams in the Multipurpose Room;

=Make improvemants to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas
*Make improvements to turf areas and irrigation systems, hard courts, paved play areas
~Upgrade perimeter fencing, EMS, HVAC, re-roofing, extericr doors, carpet/floors, painting
=Replace the school sign, upgrade kitchen, upgrade restrooms, upgrade/replace potables

$18.4 million: Perform major modernization work per FMP - NOTE one of district's oldest facilities - in need of major
mod work

~Conduct major renovations to A Wing, Cafeteria, Kitchen and iocker rooms

~Upgrade building electrical systems, remove interior fencing, painting, upgrade restrooms

Upgrade theatre, modernize portables, redo parking and driveways, pathways

*Install new track, upgrade fields and play areas, outdoor lighting, carpet, flooring, painting

$2.6 million: Compiete work per FMP

=Repiace existing boiler in Multipurpose with smafler units

*Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas
~Make improvements to track and playfields

*Add trash enclosure

*Provide upgrades to stage furnishings

$2.3 million: Complete work per FMP

~Upgrade electrical service, replace gutters and downspouts, painting

=Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas;
=Upgrade track and playfields

~Upgrade utilities, EMS, HVAC, paint interior and exterior

=Upgrade perimeter fencing, modernize kitchen

$5.5 million: Complete work per FMP, older facility in need of mod work

Conduct major renovation of Arts Room

=Conduct renovation of gymnasium and shower/locker rooms

=Remove non-functioning boiler at Duncan Holbert

*Replace damaged gutters, downspouts and skylights

~Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and cther exterior paving areas
~Make improvements to site grading, drainage, turf and irrigation

=Upgrade track and field areas

Add trash enclosures fo Rolling Hils and Duncan Holbert sies

5/18/2012




Category Schools/Other [Bond pverview: Estimated total amount approx $195 million, 35 year Proposition 39 G.0. Bond

JAHS $10.1 miflion:

*Major modernization of classrooms and buildings, roofing, HVAL, new outdoor lighting
~Resurface Mariner Way, landscape entrance to schoo!, resurface/install new parking
=Replace turf at stadium, provide upgrades to athietic facilities and fields,

*Replace interior finishes in classrooms and support spaces where required

«Upgrade lighting systems in classrooms and support spaces

«Replace deteriorated wood doors, gutters, downspouts, re-roofing

*Upgrade and modernize restrocoms campus wide

*Make playfield improvements, add restrooms and add marquis at entrance to schoal

=Make parking iot, driveway and walkway improvements

PVHS $10,2 million:

~Camplete the high school;

Add new auditorium/MPR, expand student eating area

«Make improvements to playfields; add field house, restroom, equipment storage and drinking fountains to playfield
areas, resurface and slope front practice field, landscaping

=Add synthetic track and field with bleachers on upper 9 acres (per Coastat Comm - no stadium)

=Make improvements Lo vehicular access, parking areas and walkways

=Provide uillity and plumbing fixture uperades

WHS 529 million:

=Conduct maior rencvations / modernization to wings A, B, C, D, ), P, O, Nand M

=Make improvements to the theater, drama room, modernize science and ag labs

=Make improvements to the utility systems, HVAC, upgrade lighting

=Make improvements to turf and irrigation throughout campus, paint interior and exterior
NOTE: One of cldest facilities - built in 1937, in need of major upgrades

Renaissance HS  [52.4 million:

Make improvements to the interior finishes in the Gymnasium;

=Make improvements to parking, driveway, walkway and other exterior paving:
Make improvements o site uiilities.

AV $500k:
“Make improvements fo parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas
»Add protective cover at restroom doors

Alfanza 57 milion:

sUpgrade casework in classrooms, library and office spaces;

vUpgrade plumbing fixtures, HVAC, upgrade portables, new lighting systems

=Replace windows and accessories, upgrade restrooms

~Upgrade site utifities, address drainage issues campus wide

~Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and cther exterior paving areas;
=Upgrade turf, irrigation and landscaping; regrade site for surface drainage;

~Develop outside eating area for students, modernize kitchen and MPR

NQTE: Older facility in need of extensive mod work.

Linscott S750k:

“Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas
sUpgrade turf, irrigation and landscaping

«Add trash enclosure, HVAC system, new windows on main building

New School S247k:
=Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and cther extericr paving areas
*Upgrade turf, irrigation and landscaping

WCSA 51 million: _

sUpgrade casework in classrooms, library and office spaces

«Upgrade plumbing fixtures, upgrade lighting systems, EMS, HVAC, new exterior doors
«Repair or replace windows and accessories

*Repair or repiace playground equipment

“Make improvements to parking, driveways, walkways and other exterior paving areas




Category

5/18/2012

Schools/Other

Bond overview: Estimated total amount approx $195 million, 35 year Proposition 3% G.0. Bond

$10.8 million: Sclar carports at following sites - Bradley, Hall, Aptos JH, Rolling Hills MS, PV High, and Watsonville
High - utility savings for other GF fund purposes per Beard policy

$1.5 million: Pay off COPs bridge financing from previous years, savings could be utilized for other GF fund purposes
per Board policy

Def. maintained and IT endowments would provide additional GF savings. Savings couid be used for other purposes
per board policy

S7.5 million: $750k per yr/10 yrs to fund def. maintenance projects. District no longer receives state Def. Maint.
funding, reserve funding will run cut by 13-14, will save district GF by not having to incur costs for unforeseen items

S5 million: 3500k per yr./10 yrs to fund (T upgrades - new computers for classrooms/labs, new software in
classrooms. Wouid help Aptos area schools get upgrades at same pace of other schools

$1.4 million: Retire COPs loan at $1.3m used to finance ILC. Provide approx. $120k per year savings to AE program
along w/ interast savings, funding could be used to offset deficit; $100k in security and facitity upgrades to ILC Bldg.

Central Kitchen/
Nutrition Center

85 million:

«New central kitchen and nutrition center. Current facility inadeguate 1o handle current and future district needs,
growing out of existing facility - could be noncompliant with new federa! nutrition standards

Would allow program to expand nutritional options te all schools

{nstructional
Technology

$18 million: IT upgrades, $4 miliion less than FMP - significant emohasis on Aptos area schools with other district-
wide applications as cutlined in the FMP

Staff reviewing projects and est. costs to decrease size of bond to within $195 million range




