ITEM#: 2
Date: August 22, 2017

Rescue Union School District

AGENDA ITEM: Sienna Ridge (New School Site)/Safeway- Shared Property
Line Access

BACKGROUND:

Currently, there is a great deal of slope across the Sienna Ridge site along the property line of the
adjacent Safeway site. Donahue Schriber is seeking permission to access the Sienna Ridge
school site to provide earthwork and grading along the joint property. Granting access benefits
the developer as it allows them to level their site without building large retaining walls along the
joint property line. This also benefits the District as the school site will similarly need to be
leveled. The current Sienna Ridge site plan shows play fields adjacent to the Safeway property
that will need to be graded to similar elevations as the Safeway parcel.

STATUS:

Allowing the developer to level the site along the joint property line will provide a cost savings
to the District by completing part of the grading process and allowing full utilization of the
school site. Also, Safeway is constructing a 6 foot masonry wall along the property line. This
grading will assure that wall will be at the appropriate elevation to also benefit the school site.

FISCAL IMPACT:

None.

BOARD GOAL:

Board Focus Goal V - Facility/Housing
Build, Improve and maintain school facilities to meet current and future education
needs while integrating the most effective and efficient use of resources.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the board approve the access agreement with Safeway Stores for land
development.



RIGHT OF ENTRY AGREEMENT

TIIIS RIGHT OF ENTRY AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”) dated to be effective as
, 2017 (“Effective Date”), is made by and between RESCUE UNION SCHOOL
DISTRICT (*Owner”) and DONAHUE SCHRIBER REALTY GROUP, L.P., a Delaware limited
partnership (“Developer™).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, Owner is the owner of that certain real property situated in the City of El
Dorado Hills, County of El Dorado, State of California, and more particularly described on Exhibit
“A” attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference (the “Property™).

WHEREAS, Developer is developing certain real property adjacent to the Property, and in
connection with such development will be installing on Developer’s property a new screen wall
approximately as shown on Exhibit “B” attached hereto (the “New Wall”);

WHEREAS, Developer will conduct certain grading work on the Property to create a slope
of approximately fifty (50) feet from the location of the New Wall, which is necessary for the
installation and proper functioning of the New Wall (the “Grading Work™);

WHEREAS, Developer desires a non-exclusive right of entry onto the Property for the
purposes of conducting the Grading Work and causing the New Wall to be installed, and Owner
desires to enter into this Agreement to permit Developer to enter the Property to perform the Scope
of Wotk (hereinafter defined) in connection with the New Wall, on the terms and conditions set
forth herein.

OPERATIVE PROVISIONS

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing Recitals, which Recitals are
incorporated herein by this reference, and for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt
and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, Developer and Owner agree as follows:

I Right of Entry. Owner hereby grants to Developer and its employees, agents and
contractors, a non-exclusive right of entry during the Term (as defined below), in connection with
Developer causing the New Wall to be installed, which shall include, without limitation: (i)
grading the land on which the New Wall will be constructed; (ii) installation of the New Wall in
the location depicted on Exhibit “B” attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference; (iii)
conducting the Grading Work; and (iv) all incidental purposes related thereto (collectively, the
“Scope of Work™). In consideration for the right of entry, Developer shall perform the Scope of
Work.

2. Term. The term of this Agreement shall commence upon the Effective Date set
forth above, and shall terminate once Developer has completed the Scope of Work and such related
activities contemplated herein (the “Term™). It is anticipated that the Scope of Work will
commence approximately in August 2017.
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Bl Public Works. Owner and Developer understand and agree that the Grading
Work is for the benefit of the Owner and is a public work. Developer shall comply wilh any and
all laws and regulations to the extent applicable to activities on the Property in carrying out the
Grading Work, and shall require the same of any employees, agents, or contractors of the
Developer, including but not limited to competitive bidding laws, prevailing wage laws, and
other labor laws, if applicable.

4, Prevailing Wages.

a. The Grading Work is a public work and shall be performed as a public
work under California Labor section Code 1770 et seq. The Director of Industrial Relations has
determined the general prevailing rate of per diem wages and the general prevailing rate for
holiday and overtime work in the locality in which the work is to be performed, for each craf,
classification or type of worker needed to execute this Agreement. Per diem wages shall be
deemed to include employer payments for health and welfare, pension, vacation, apprenticeship
or other training programs, and similar purposes. Copies of the rates are on file at the Owner’s
principal office. The rate of prevailing wage for any craft, classification or type of workmanship
to be employed on the Grading Work is the rate established by the applicable collective
bargaining agreement which rate so provided is hereby adopted by reference and shall be
effective for the life of this Agreement or until the Director of the Department of Industrial
Relations determines that another rate be adopted. To the extent applicable, it shall be
mandatory upon the Developer and on any contractor and subcontractor to pay not less than the
said specified rates to all workers employed in the execution of this Agreement. Developer or
Developer’s contractor shall post on site all required job site notices as prescribed by regulation.

b. The Developer and any contractor and subcontractors as a penalty to the
Owner shall forfeil not more than Two Hundred Dollars ($200.00) for each calendar day or
portion thereof for each worker paid less than the stipulated prevailing rates for such work or
craft in which such worker is employed, if applicable. The difference between such stipulated
prevailing wage rates and the amount paid 1o each worker for each calendar day or portion
thereof for which cach worker was paid less than the stipulated prevailing wage rate shall be paid
to each worker by the Developer or the Developer’s contractor.

e: Pursuant to Labor Code section 1776, the Developer and cach contractor
and subcontractor shall keep or cause to be kept an accurate record for work on the Grading
Work showing the names, addresses, social security numbers, work classification, straight time
and overtime hours worked and occupations of all laborers, workers and mechanics employed by
them in connection with the performance of this Agreement or any subcontract thereunder, and
showing also the actual per diem wage paid to each of such workers, which records shall be open
at all reasonable howrs to inspection by the Owner, its officers and agents and to the
representatives of the Division of Labor Standards Enforcement of the State Department of
Industrial Relations, if applicable. Conlractor and subcontractors shall comply with Labor Code
section 1776, if applicable.

5. Working Hours. In accordance with the provisions of California Labor Caode
sections 1810 to 1815, inclusive, the time of service of any worker employed by the Developer
or a contractor or subcontractor doing or contracting to do any part of the work contemplated by
this Agreement is limited and restricted to eight hours during any one calendar day and forty
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this Agreement is limited and restricted to eight hours during any one calendar day and forty
hours during any one calendar week, provided, that work may be performed by such employee in
excess of said eight hours per day or forty hours per week provided that compensation for all
hours worked in excess of eight hours per day, and forty hours per week, is paid at a rate not Jess
than one and one-half (1¥2) times the basic rate of pay, if applicable. The Developer and every
contractor and subcontractor shall keep an accurate record showing the name of and the actual
hours worked each calendar day and each calendar week by each worker employed by them in
connection with the work. The records shall be kept open at all reasonable hours to inspection
by representatives of the Owner and the Division of Labor Law Enforcement. If applicable, the
Developer shall as a penalty to the Owner forfeit Twenty-five Dollars ($25.00) for each worker
employed in the execution of this Agreement by the Developer or by any contractor or
subcontractor for each calendar day during which such worker is required or permitted to work
more than eight hours in any one calendar day, and forty hours in any one calendar week, except
as herein provided.

6. Apprentices. If applicable, the Developer agrees to comply with Chapter 1, Part
7, Division 2, sections 1777.5 and 1777.6 of the California Labor Code, which are hereby
incorporated and made a part hereof. These sections require that contractors and subcontractors
employ apprentices in apprenticeable occupations in a ratio of not less than one hour of
apprentice’s work for each five hours of work performed by a journeyman (unless an exemption
is granted in accordance with section 1777.5) and that contractors and subcontractors shall not
discriminate among otherwise qualified employees as indentured apprentices on any public
works solely on the ground of sex, race, religious creed, national origin, ancestry or color. Only
apprentices as defined in Labor Code section 3077, who are in training under apprenticeship
standards and who have signed written apprentice agreements, will be employed on public works
in appreaticeable occupations. The responsibility for compliance with these provisions is fixed
with the Developer for all apprenticeable occupations.

7. Care of Property. While exercising its rights of entry under this Agreement,
Developer, at Developer’s sole cost and expense, shall protect the Property from damage and
shall promptly repair any damage caused by the entry onto the Property or the performance of
the Scope of Work. Developer shall keep the Property reasonably clean and clear of equipment,
building materials, debris and similar materials brought onto the Property by the Developer or
any persons or entities acting on the Developer’s behalf, except as such materials and equipment
are necessary for performance of the Scope of Work.

8. Assumption of Risk. Each entry by Developer and any employees, agents, or
contractors of the Developer onto the Property shall be at his, her or its own risk at all times.
Developer hereby acknowledges that the Property in its existing condition could present certain
risks and dangers. Developer hereby assumes the risk of, and waives all claims relating to,
injury or death to persons and damage to property resulting from any such entry.

9. Insurance, During the Term of this Agreement, Developer agrees to maintain,
and to cause any contractor employed by Developer and utilizing the Property to maintain, a
policy of commercial general liability insurance in the amount of One Million Dollars
($1,000,000.00) for death, bodily injury and property damage, “including blanket contractual
coverage, insuring against liability for injury to or death of any person, arising in connection
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with the Scope of Work. Developer shall provide to Owner a certificate evidencing that such
insurance is in effect and shall name Owner as an additional insured.

10.  Indemnity. Developer shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless Owner from
and against any and all damages, mechanics’ liens, liabilities, losses, demands, actions, interest,
penalties, causes of action, claims, costs and expenses (including reasonable attorneys’ fees)
(collectively, “Losses™) arising from the Scope of Work performed by Developer or its
employees, agents or contractors on the Property during the Term of this Agreement, including
any Losses caused by or related to the New Wall; except to the extent that any such Losses are
caused by Owner’s negligence or willful misconduct. In no event shall Developer or any of its
affiliates, parents and subsidiary entities, representatives and agents be responsible or liable in
any way for any existing conditions, including hazardous wastes or toxic substances, as defined
by any local, state or federal law or regulation, discovered during the Scope of Work performed
by or on behalf of Developer on the Property, except to the extent that Developer or parties
acting on Developer’s behalf, and using commercially reasonable efforts, knew or should have
known of such conditions, and activities conducted by or on behalf of Developer during the
Scope of Work are found to have caused or exacerbated any conditions thalt contributed to
Losses.

1.  No_Mechanic’s Liens. Developer shall not permit any mechanic’s or
materialmen’s liens or any other liens to attach to the Property by reason of the performance of
any work or the purchase of any materials by Developer or any other party in connection with
the Scope of Work conducted by or for Developer.

12. No__ Representation _or _Warranty. DEVELOPER MAKES NO
REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES - EXPRESS OR IMPLIED - REGARDING THE
NEW WALL, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, ANY IMPLIED WARRANTY OF
MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE, AND ALL SUCH
WARRANTIES ARE HEREBY DISCLAIMED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANYTHING TO
THE CONTRARY CONTAINED HEREIN, IN NO EVENT SHALL DEVELOPER OR ITS
EMPLOYEES, AGENTS, AND CONTRACTORS BE LIABLE FOR ANY INDIRECT,
INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, SPECIAL, RELIANCE OR PUNITIVE DAMAGES,
EVEN IF ADVISED OF THE POSSIBILITY THEREOF.

13. No Agency Relationship. Nothing contained herein shall be deemed or construed
by the parties hereto, nor by any third party, as creating the relationship of principal and agent or
of partnership or of joint venture between the parties hereto, it being understood that nothing
contained herein, or any acts of the parties hereto, shall be deemed to create any relationship
between the parties hereto other than the relationship of owner of the Property and licensee with
a right of entry onto the Property.

14. Termination for Cause. The Agreement may be terminated by the Owner at any
time for cause. “Cause” shall consist of a material breach by the Developer of any material
provision of this Agreement, and the failure of the Developer to cure the breach within thirty
(30) days of being notified of the breach.

15.  Performance and Payment Bonds. Prior to commencing any portion of the
work, the Developer shall apply for and furnish Owner separate payment and performance bonds
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labor performed and materials supplied for the work. All bonds shall be provided by a corporate
surety authorized and admitted to transact business in California. Notwithstanding the forgoing,
Owner acknowledges and agrees that Developer may satisfy the obligation to furnish Owner
with payment and performance bonds by providing Owner with evidence of Owner being listed
as an “oblige” or similar additional beneficiary to the payment and performance bond being
provided by Developer’s contractor in connection with the Scope of Work.

16. Assignment. This Agreement shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the
parties to this Agreement and their respective successors and permitted assigns. Notwithstanding
anything to the contrary set forth herein, Developer may assign its rights, interests and
obligations in, to and under this Agreement to an entity controlled by or under common control
with Developer, but no such assignment shall release Developer from primary liability hereon,
and any such assignee of Developer shall assume all of Developer’s obligations in writing.

17. Notices. All notices and other communications required or permitted to be given
hereunder shall be in writing and shall be sent by: (a) certified or registered mail, postage
prepaid, return receipt requested, (b) personal delivery, or (c) a recognized overnight carrier that
provides proof of delivery, and shall be addressed as follows:

To Owner: Rescue Union School District
2390 Bass Lake Road
Rescue, California 95672
Attn: Superintendent

To Developer: Donahue Schriber Realty Group, L.P.
200 East Baker Street, Suite 100
Costa Mesa, California 92626
Attention: Ryan Gillard

with a copy to: Stuart Kane LILP
620 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, CA 92660
Atmn: Javier F. Gutierrez, Esq.

Notices shall be deemed effective upon receipt or rejection only.

18. Compliance with Laws. Developer shall perform the Scope of Work in
compliance with all federal, state and local laws, statutes, ordinances, orders, rules and
regulations (collectively, “Laws”). Prior lo commencing the Scope of Work, Developer shall
obtain all necessary permits required by Laws. Developer shall take all necessary actions and
implement all protections necessary to ensure that all actions taken in connection with the Scope
of Work or other matters performed by Developer with respect to the Property, and all
equipment, materials and substances generated, used or brought onto any Property pose no threat
to the safety of persons or the environment and cause no damage to any property of any property
owner or other persons,

19. Authority. The undersigned does hereby warrant and represent that Owner has
full right and authority to enter into this Agreement, and that no consent or permission from any
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19.  Authority. The undersigned does hereby warrant and represent that Owner has
full right and authority to enter into this Agreement, and that no consent or permission from any
other person, firm or entity is necessary in order to enable Owner to execute this Agreement.
This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto, their
successors, legal representatives and assigns.

20.  Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the state of
California as to interpretation, construction and performance,

21.  Entire Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the
parties regarding the matters contained herein, there being no other terms, oral or written, except
as herein expressed.

22, Modifications. The terms of this Agreement may not be amended, waived or
terminated orally, but only by an instrument in writing signed by both Owner and Developer.

23. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, each of which
shall be deemed an original, but when taken together shall constitute but one agreement. A
facsimile signature shall be deemed an original signature.

[Signatures appear on following page.]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, this instrument has been executed as of the Effective Date.

OWNER:
RESCUE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT

By:
Name:
Title:
Date:

DEVELOPER:

DONAHUE SCHRIBER REALTY GROUP, L.P.,
a Delaware limited partnership

By:  Donahue Schriber Realty Group, Inc.,
a Maryland corporation,

its General Partner
By:w : i };)«S

Name: Lisa Hirose
Title; Exec. V.P. and Chief Admin. Officer
Date; August 17,2017

ol

Name: / / SqQ)@t j(awrencc
Title: Sdﬁior V. P./Construction
Date: August 17, 2017
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A notary public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the
individual who signed the document to which this certificate is attached, and not the
truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that document.

State of California )

County of ORANGE )

On AUG. 17,° 2017, before me, _(=DANG . ROBINSDAL , @ notary public, personally
appeared ___LISA HRoSE , who' proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence

to be the person(®) whose name(s) s/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged
to me that hre/she/they; executed the same in his/her/thear authorized capacity(ies), and that by
hs/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the
personés) acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing paragraph is true and correct.
WITNESS my hand and official seal. TR O s

Orange County
Commission # 2167477

' 74 20208
Signature C‘W%MW My Comm., Expires Nov 8, 20

A notary public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the
individual who signed the document to which this certificate is attached, and not the
truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that document.

State of California )

County of ORAMAGE )

On AUGUST 17, 2017, before me, (.EDM(.IJ . ROBYNSOA , anotary public, personally
appeared _SCOTT LAWRENCE , who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence

to be the person@) whose name(s) is/are-subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged
to me that he/shw#they executed the same in his/hetheir authorized capacity(ies), and that by
his/herfheir signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the
person(z) acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing paragraph is true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signaturn@zw- R’)bm%&k

LEONY I. ROBINSON

Notary Public - California
Orange County

Commission # 2167477

My Gomm. Expires Nav 8, 2020
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EXHIBIT “A”

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

[TO BE INSERTED]

ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NO.

EXHIBIT “A”
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EXHIBIT “B”
SCOPE OF WORK
[Attached]

EXHIBIT “B”
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ITEM#: 3
DATE: August 22, 2017

RESCUE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT

AGENDA ITEM: Certificates of Participation Update

BACKGROUND:

The District has identified capital projects which require funding from a local source, including for
constructing and expanding facilities at Marina Village Middle School. Under California law, school
districts may incur debt without voter approval by entering into lease financings which meet all legal
structuring requirements. As proposed, the District will obtain up front financing in an amount of up
to $5.5 million for capital projects, and will covenant to repay such debt over the term of the lease.
The lease payments are payable from the District’s general fund semi-annually, and are used to
amortize the related Certificates of Participation. The documents include a special prepayment
provision that allows the District to prepay its obligations from sources such as voter-approved GO
Bonds or State Funds. The proceeds of the Certificates, net of financing costs, will be deposited in a
Project Fund and drawn out for capital facility projects. The selected financing team is Isom
Advisors, as financial advisor, Jones Hall APLC, as special counsel and disclosure counsel, and
Raymond James, as underwriter.

Documents approved as to form in the Resolution, with final changes to be authorized by District
officials, are a Site Lease, Lease Agreement, Trust Agreement, Official Statement and Certificate
Purchase Agreement.

STATUS:

Rescue Union School District is authorized to enter into a Site Lease and Lease Agreement under
Section 17456 of the Education Code of the State of California, provided that the proceeds
thereof are applied for capital outlay purposes of the District.

The Board approved the legal documentation for the Certificates of Participation at the August 1, 2017
Board meeting. Superintendent Olson will update the Board on the timeline and process for the
Certificates of Participation.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Proceeds from the sale of the Certificates will provide the District improved cash flow and flexibility
during the construction of the Marina Village Two-Story Classroom Project. The cost of issuance is
estimated to be $165,000 and interest to be paid over twenty years is estimated at over $2.1 million on
$5.5 million of principal.

BOARD GOAL:

Board Focus Goal Il - FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY:
Keep the district fiscally solvent through prudent LCAP aligned budget processes in order
to meet the needs of our students.
Board Focus Goal V - FACILITY / HOUSING
Build, improve and maintain school facilities to meet current and future education needs
while integrating the most effective and efficient use of resources.



Local Control Accountability Plan GOAL 6:
The District will create and maintain facilities and grounds that are safe, clean and
conducive to the learning process.

RECOMMENDATION:

Information Only



ITEM#: 4
DATE: August 22, 2017

RESCUE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT

AGENDA ITEM: Facility Program Review

BACKGROUND:

The District regularly reviews the status of the District’s facilities and plans for future facility needs. Per the
Local Control Accountability Plan Goal #6, the District will create and maintain facilities and grounds that are
safe, clean and conducive to the learning process. Additionally, Board Goal #5 on Facilities and Housing states
the District will build, improve and maintain school facilities to meet current and future education needs while
integrating the most effective and efficient use of resources.

In September of 2014, the District staff provided an internal review of the District’s facility needs. In addition,
the District received a comprehensive report from School Facility Consultants in April of 2015 related to
demographics, enrollment, classroom inventories, financing options and funding eligibility. California Design
West (Mitch McAlister) has been engaged as the District’s architect since the fall of 2015 and has refined the
scope of projects the District will pursue under its Facility Master Plan.

The Board has also received information from Isom Advisors on the District’s Facility Funding Program and the
options available to the District to fund current and future facility needs including modernization projects and
the construction of permanent classrooms to replace deteriorating interim/portable classrooms.

STATUS:

District staff will provide an update on recent projects, high priority capital projects, property, and funding
options.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Without a comprehensive Facility Funding Program, the ability of the District to build, improve and maintain
school facilities will be hindered. Therefore, the fiscal impact of these reports has significant fiscal implications
for the District.

BOARD GOAL:

Board Focus Goal Il - FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY:
Keep the district fiscally solvent through prudent budget processes in order to meet the needs of
our students.

Board Focus Goal V - FACILITY / HOUSING
Build, improve and maintain school facilities to meet current and future education needs while
integrating the most effective and efficient use of resources.

Local Control Accountability Plan GOAL 6:
The District will create and maintain facilities and grounds that are safe, clean and conducive to
the learning process.

RECOMMENDATION:

Information Item
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District-Wide Master Plan

Rescue Union School District
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MARINA VILLAGE — (Phase 1)
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MARINA VILLAGE — (Phase 2)

. Marlna Village MS
Phase 2 Total — $6,900,000
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GREEN VALLEY - (Phase 1)

e Green Valley E State Funds — $2,200,000 District Funds — $1,500,00
Phase 1 Total — $3,700,000 Vv ESTT

CALIFORNIA DESHGH WEST ARCHITECTS INC.



GREEN VALLEY - (Phase 2)

e Green Valley ES
Phase 2 Total — $5,350,000
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LAKE FOREST — (EXISTING)
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LAKE FOREST — (Phase 1)
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Rescue ES State Funds — 5850 000 Dlstrlct Funds — $600,000
Phase 1 Total — $1,450,000




RESCUE E.S. — (Phase 2)

Rescue ES
Phase 2 Total — $7,000,000




JACKSON E.S. — (EXISTING)




JACKSON E.S. — (Phase 1)

Jackson ES
Phase 1 Total — $400,000




JACKSON E.S. — (Phase 2)

Jackson ES
Phase 2 Total — $6,500,000
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PLEASANT GROVE M.S. — (Phase 2)

Pleasant Grove MS
Phase 2 Total — $1,400,000
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LAKEVIEW E.S. — (Phase 2)
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Lakeview ES
Phase 2 Total — $300,000
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DISTRICT OFFICE — (Phase 2)

District Office
Phase 2 Total — $3,500,000
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PHASE 1 TOTAL MASTERPLAN PROJECT COSTS

Total Costs
e Marina Village MS
Phase 1 $5,200,000
e Green Valley ES
Phase 1 $3,700,000
e Lake Forest ES
Phase 1 $2,500,000
* Rescue ES
Phase 1 $1,450,000
e Jackson ES
Phase 1 $400,000
PHASE 1
District Funds S$5,360,000
State Funding $7,890,000

GRAND TOTAL $13,250,000
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PHASE 2 TOTAL MASTERPLAN PROJECT COSTS

Total Costs

e Marina Village MS

Phase 2 $6,900,000
e Green Valley ES

Phase 2 $5,350,000
e Lake Forest ES

Phase 2 $3,500,000
* Rescue ES

Phase 2 $7,000,000
e Jackson ES

Phase 2 $6,500,000
* Pleasant Grove MS

Phase 2 $1,400,000
e Lakeview ES

Phase 2 $300,000
* District Offices

Phase 2 $3,500,000
PHASE 2

GRAND TOTAL: $34,450,000

CALIFORNIA DESHGH WEST ARCHITECTS INC.



Facility Housing and Financing Plan

April 2015

Prepared by:

School Facility Consultants

1303 J Street, Suite 500 | Sacramento | CA| 95814
916.441.5063 ph|916.441.2848 fax

www.s-f-c.org

SCHOOL

FACILITY




Rescue Union School District Facility Housing and Financing Plan
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Introduction

A. Purpose

The purpose of this Housing and Financing Plan (Plan) is to identify the renovation and new classroom
facility needs of the Rescue Union School District (District) over a ten-year planning period and
provide a housing plan to meet those needs.

The Plan is designed to provide a “road map” to help the District meet its facility needs over the next
ten years. The Plan addresses the estimated facilities that are needed, how much they will cost, and
potential sources of funding to pay for needed facilities.

Factors that affect facility needs such as residential development rates and enrollment growth will
change as economic and other conditions change in the District. As a result, the facility needs
identified in this Plan are subject to adjustment, and should be reexamined and modified when
appropriate.

The Plan process and the resulting documentation entail basic data collection, research, and resource
evaluation activities which do not result in a serious or major disturbance to any environmental
resources. The document is intended strictly for information-gathering purposes, and is intended to be
a planning study by the Rescue Union School District. This planning study will then lead to future
services and facilities that will require specific action by the District.

B. Content/Organization
The Plan is organized into the following four sections:

(1) Part One — Inventory Summary
(2) Part Two — Housing Need
(3) Part Three — Housing Plan
(4) Part Four — Financing Plan

Part One summarizes the District’s current facility capacity and utilization as further detailed in the
Classroom Inventory contained as Appendix A. Part Two summarizes the District’s projected
enrollment growth as detailed in the Demographic Study contained as Appendix B, and compares the
projection with the current facility inventory. Part Three outlines a housing plan to meet the needs
identified in Part Two. Part Four estimates the costs of the housing plan and identifies the District’s
potential sources of funding.
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Part One - Inventory Summary
A. lIdentification of School Sites
sites.

The District serves grades K-8 and operates seven school sites. Figure 1 and Table 1 identify these

Figure 1
District Boundary Map with School Site Locations
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Table 1
School Site Identification

School/Location Building Ages/School Facility Program Projects
Green Valley Elementary Permanent Building Dates:
2390 Bass Lake Road 1981, 2001
Rescue, CA 95672 Portable Building Dates:
1978, 1986, 1987, 1989, 1991, 1996, 1997, 1999
Jackson Elementary Permanent Building Dates:
2561 Francisco Boulevard 1966, 1968, 1977, 1998

El Dorado Hills, CA 95762 Portable Building Dates:
1986, 1996, 1998

Lake Forest Elementary Permanent Building Dates:
2240 Salisbury Drive 1991

El Dorado Hills, CA 95762 Portable Building Dates:
1978, 1990, 1992, 1996

Lakeview Elementary Permanent Building Dates:
3371 Brittany Way 2001
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762 Portable Building Dates:
N/A
Rescue Elementary Permanent Building Dates:
3880 Green Valley Road 1956, 1964, 1965, 2006
Rescue, CA 95672 Portable Building Dates:
1968, 1987, 1988, 1989, 1992, 1997, 2001, 2002
Marina Village Middle Permanent Building Dates:
1901 Francisco Boulevard 1981, 1995

El Dorado Hills, CA 95762 Portable Building Dates:
1978, 1989, 1991, 1992, 1993, 1994

Pleasant Grove Middle Permanent Building Dates:

2450 Green Valley Road 2002

Rescue, CA 95672 Portable Building Dates:
2002
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B. Pupil Capacity/Facility Utilization

The capacity of a school site is determined by (1) counting the number of classrooms on the site, (2)
multiplying each by the appropriate loading standard (the maximum number of students placed in a
room), and (3) making adjustments to account for policies that affect capacity.

1. Classroom Inventory

Table 2 lists the classroom inventories for each school site. The current inventories are based on site
maps, summary data, and discussions with District staff. Inventory assumptions and determinations are
detailed in the attached Appendix A - Classroom Inventory report.

Total Classrooms

Table 2
Classroom Inventory

Total Minus

Pull Out*

Permanent Portable Pull Out

Green Valley Elementary 12 18 6 24
Jackson Elementary 16 13 10 19
Lake Forest Elementary 11 11 7 15
Lakeview Elementary 27 0 5 22
Rescue Elementary 13 14 6 21

Marina Village Middle 14 17 1 30
Pleasant Grove Middle 20 9 6 23
Total 113 82 41 154

* Pull Out Classrooms have no enrollment and therefore are not included in capacity.

2. Loading Standards

Table 3 lists the loading standards provided by the District for all classrooms.

Loading Standards

Grade Group Loading Standard

Table 3

Grade TK 20
Grades K-3 24
Grades 4-8 26
Special Day Class (SDC) 15

3. District Policies that Affect Capacity

The District currently operates pull-out type programs (i.e., students leave their regular classroom and
occupy space in another classroom during the pull-out program). Some examples of pull-out type
programs that are present in the District are Computer Labs, Reading Rooms, Music Rooms, SBAC
Testing Labs, and Resource Specialist Programs. The rooms used for these programs are not counted
in calculating site capacities because they do not contribute to the effective capacity of the school.
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Furthermore, portable classrooms have been installed at various school sites in the District on a
temporary basis to provide additional classroom space where there is shortage. However, portable
classrooms are inadequate and are not desired as a long term or permanent means to house District
students. The District wishes to replace the portable buildings with permanent structures; therefore
portable classroom capacity is not included in the Plan.

4. Site Capacity /Utilization

Table 4 shows the pupil capacities and current utilization of each school site.

Because the site capacities in this Plan are being used for comparative planning purposes, they
include adijustments for factors that affect a site’s actual capacity (e.g., room usage policies, etc).

Therefore, the school site capacities listed in the following tables might conflict with current daily
usage and previously recorded capacity figures.

Table 4
2014-15 Pupil Capacity/Utilization of Schools

Facility Housing and Financing Plan

: 6-8 Subtotal

782

1,366

97.92%

. . 2014-15 Current Capacity
Grades Pupil Capacity CBEDS oo ae
Enrollment Utilization

W/Ports | W/O Ports W/Ports | W/O Ports

Green Valley Elementary | TK-5 640 216 508 79.38% | 235.19%
Jackson Elementary TK-5 522 366 419 80.27% 114.48%
Lake Forest Elementary TK-5 390 220 424 108.72% | 192.73%
Lakeview Elementary TK-5 582 582 551 94.67% 94.67%
Rescue Elementary TK-5 574 296 405 70.56% 136.82%
K-5 Subtotal 85.19% 137.32%
Marina Village Middle 6-8 794 352 787 99.12% 223.58%
Pleasant Grove Middle 6-8 601 430 579 96.34% 134.65%

174.68%

TOTAL

2,462

3,673

89.52%

149.19%

As noted above, the District’s portable classrooms are inadequate and are targeted for replacement,
therefore the Plan utilizes the pupil capacity without portables for analysis.

C. Analysis of Portable Classroom Use, Age and School Site Student Densities

Two important issues that are relevant when evaluating the current capacity of a school district are
student densities at school sites and the age of portable classrooms that may have become too old to
maintain. For example, a school site that has a large portion of its capacity in portable classrooms
might have undesirably high student densities and may be occupying portable classrooms that do not
meet District standards and are overly expensive to preserve.
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1. Inventory of Portable Classrooms by School Site

Table 5 identifies the number of portable classrooms on the District’s school sites.

Table 5
Portable Classroom Use

Total Number Total Number Total Percent of
of Portable of Permanent Number of Total CRs that
CRs CRs CRs are Portable
Green Valley Elementary 17 7 24 70.8%
Jackson Elementary 6 13 19 31.6%
Lake Forest Elementary 7 8 15 46.7%
Lakeview Elementary 0 22 22 0.0%
Rescue Elementary 11 10 21 52.4%
Marina Village Middle 17 13 30 56.7%
Pleasant Grove Middle 7 16 23 30.4%
Total 65 89 154 422%

* Pull Out Classrooms have no enrollment and therefore are not included in capacity calculations.
2. School Site Student Densities

A good measure of appropriate student density for a school site is fo compare its site size (acreage)
with the site size recommended by the California Department of Education (CDE) for a school with
equivalent enrollment. For example, the capacity of Green Valley Elementary School is 640 students.
The CDE recommends that an elementary school of that capacity be on a site of 11.6 useable acres.
Because Green Valley Elementary School is on a 10.3 acre site, it has a student density above the
CDE recommended density. Conversely, the capacity for Lake Forest Elementary School is 390
students. The CDE recommends that an elementary school of that capacity be on a site of 7.3 acres,
which is less than the actual site size of 8.3 acres. Therefore, the Lake Forest site has a student
density within the CDE recommended levels.

Table 6 shows for each school site, (1) its site size in acres, (2) the site size recommended by the CDE,
given its current capacity, and (3) the site size recommended by the CDE if all portable classrooms at
the site were removed. Figure 2 shows the same information in bar graph form.
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Table 6
School Site Size and CDE Recommended Site Size

. . CDE CDE Recommended
Site Size . . .
(Usable Acres) Recommended Site Size without
Site Size Portable CRs
Green Valley Elementary 10.30 11.60 3.80
Jackson Elementary 9.90 10.30 6.30
Lake Forest Elementary 8.30 7.30 3.80
Lakeview Elementary 10.17 9.20 9.20
Rescue Elementary 9.80 10.00 6.00
Marina Village Middle 14.80 15.30 8.80
Pleasant Grove Middle 15.69 12.90 8.80
Figure 2
School Site Size and CDE Recommended Site Size
18.00
W Actual Site Size (in Acres)
B CDE Recommended Site Size (in Acres)
O CDE Recommended Site Size (in Acres) without Portable Classrooms
16.00

14.00

12.00

10.00

Acres

8.00

6.00

4.00

2.00

0.00 -

Green Valley Jackson

Lake Forest

Lakeview

School Site

Rescue

Marina Village

Pleasant Grove

As Table 6 and Figure 2 show, Green Valley, Jackson and Rescue Elementary Schools, and Marina
Village Middle School are on school sites which are smaller than that recommended by the CDE and,
therefore, have student densities above the CDE recommendation.
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Lake Forest and Lakeview Elementary Schools and Pleasant Grove Middle School are on school sites
that are equal to or larger than the CDE recommendations, and are operating at site densities within
those recommended by the CDE.

3. Removal of Portable Classrooms

As noted above, the District wishes to replace the portable buildings with permanent structures;
therefore portable classroom capacity is not included in the Plan.

When removing portable classrooms, the District may wish to prioritize removal of the classrooms that
are greater than 20 years of age. The 20 year benchmark is likely an appropriate measure of age
as it is the point in time that the State provides funding for major renovation and/or replacement of
portable classrooms. The District currently utilizes 57 portable buildings that are greater than 20
years old, many of which are utilized as classrooms.
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Part Two — Housing Need

Part Two is divided into two sections. The first section projects the District’s enrollment over the next
ten years. The second section compares projected enrollment to current facility capacity and
identifies the additional pupil capacity required over the next ten years.

A. Enrollment History and Projection

The Rescue Union School District has grown from 2,643 students in 1993-94 to 3,673 students today.
Overall, this represents an increase of over 1,000 students which equates to 39% over the last twenty
years. The District grew steadily through 2009-10, with some decreases in enrollment through the
more recent history.

The enrollment forecasts presented in the Demographic Study (Study), attached as Appendix B, utilize
a foundation of a basic student progression, with applied modifications for birth rates, migration
rates, and projected housing scenarios. The methodology utilized is described below.

1. Student Progression (SP) Projection Methodology

The Student Progression (SP) method simply advances the existing students one grade per year. By
utilizing this basic methodology we get an idea of what the enrollment would look like without the
influence of any factors, such as birth rates providing the number of new Kindergarten students or
new housing developments. SP is the basic building block for the projection methodologies examined
in the Study. Using the student progression trend assumes that there will be the same number of
eighth graders this year as there were seventh graders last year. This base model is then modified
as described below.

a. Utilizing Birth Rates to Project Kindergarten Enrollment - In the most basic SP scenario,
Kindergarten enrollment is repeated from the previous year. However, in all SP scenarios
evaluated in the Study, Kindergarten enrollment is derived by (1) calculating the historic birth-
attendance rate (Kindergarten enrollment divided by the number of births five years earlier)
and (2) applying that birth-attendance rate to the number of births five years prior to the
applicable projected enrollment year. The Study uses ZIP code births as the historic birth
numbers for the 95672, 95682, and 95762 ZIP codes. The California Department of Finance
projects future County birth rates for El Dorado County, and the projected changes in County
birth rates were applied to the above ZIP codes to extrapolate future births to project
Kindergarten attendance.

b. Utilizing Migration Rates - A Cohort Survival Model (CSM) was used to determine the historical
migration rate of students as they progress from Kindergarten through eighth grade. The
CSM relies on historical enroliment data to capture the effects of all of the factors impacting
student enrollment over the years. It projects future enrollment based upon past trends of
students progressed at each grade level.

i. Cohort Change Terms - The CSM projection calculates the enrollment for Kindergarten
using the Birth Capture Rates as described above. The enrollment for each grade first
through eighth is equal to the preceding grade’s enrollment from the previous year plus
(or minus) a “Cohort Change Factor” (CCF). For example, seventh grade enrollment in
2014 is equal to the sixth grade enrollment in 2013 plus (or minus) a CCF. The CCF for
each grade is an average of the historical changes in enrollment from year to year for
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that particular grade. These average historic CCFs reflect the impact of variables that
influence a district’s enrollment including drop out rates, which are usually experienced at
the high school grade levels.

c. Applying Residential Development Potential - New residential development is a key component
to future enrollment growth in any district, including the Rescue Union School District.

Historically, the District has experienced approximately 30-35 new housing units per year for
the past five years. Over the next ten years and through build-out, however, the District can
expect a rate of growth in housing that exceeds these figures. SFC consulted with the County
of El Dorado Planning Services and Long Range Planning Departments to estimate housing
construction over the next ten years. As a result of this housing, a significant increase in
enrollment is expected in the District. Students generated from housing developments are the
primary factor driving the enrollment growth within the District, with many different issues
impacting the rate and level of future development. The Plan handles housing uncertainty by
providing several potential scenarios that form the basis for the enrollment projections. The
three housing scenarios are:

i.  Low Housing — This most conservative scenario projects housing units by including only the
projects that are furthest along in the planning and development process. This scenario
includes active approved development projects and subdivided housing lots.

ii. Moderate Housing — This scenario is similar to the above, but includes additional
categories of projects being contemplated within the District. In addition to all housing
included in the “low” scenario as described above, this scenario also includes development
projects that are in the approval process, as well as approved projects with no
development activity, and previously approved projects that have fairly recently expired.

iii.  High Housing — This scenario is the most aggressive in the allocation of units anticipated
within the District. The “high” scenario includes all housing projected in the “low” and
“moderate” scenarios plus approved housing development projects that had previously
been pursued throughout the District, but have been dormant for longer than ten years.

As noted above, SFC has prepared a total of three different projections for review. All three of the
projections were prepared utilizing the CSM method, each including the birth rate augmentation to

project kindergarten students.

Table 7 identifies the housing scenarios contemplated in the Plan.

Table 7
Housing Scenarios

Housing Year

Scenario 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Low 93 93 93 92 92 78 78 77 77 77 850
Moderate 155 | 154 | 283 | 241 | 240 | 251 | 251 | 140 | 140 | 140 [WRKLE
High 213 | 213 | 324 | 323 | 286 | 485 | 374 | 373 | 198 | 198 WXV
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Figure 3 shows the location and size of the planned development areas on the District’s boundaries.

Figure 3
District Boundary Map with Planned Housing
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Additional detail regarding the housing developments is detailed in the attached Appendix B -
Demographic Study.

Figure 4 provides a chart identifying each of the three housing projection scenarios as compared with
the no housing scenario and historical enrollment.
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Figure 4
K-8 Grade Historical and Projected Enrollment
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2. Projections Summary

As noted above, enrollment projections rely heavily on projections of future residential development.
If actual development rates are greater or lesser than the Plan’s projection, then the District will have
a greater or lesser need for additional school facilities, respectively. In addition, if other factors in
the District such as student generation rates of residential units, residential vacancy rates, private
school attendance, etc., deviate from historical patterns, the enrollment projection in the Plan may
require modification.

For purposes of determining housing need and the most significant potential impact, the high housing
scenario is utilized for the analysis in the Plan. Over the ten-year planning period between 2014-15
and 2024-25, the District’s enrollment is projected to grow up to 24% (3,673 to 4,555). Table 8 and
Figure 5 show the District’s projected K-8 enrollment for planning purposes utilizing the methods and
modifications as described above for the High Housing Scenario.

While the Plan focuses on projections within the ten year planning period, the Demographic Study
indicates that the District may experience additional growth beyond the ten years at build out that
would have a significant facility impact on the District. It is always important to plan for and
recognize potential impacts from build out. Information regarding the build out needs can be found
in Appendix C.
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Table 8
K-8 Projected Enroliment for Housing Plan

Actual Projected Enrollment - High Housing Scenario
Grade 2014- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019- | 2020- | 2021- | 2022- | 2023- | 2024-
15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
K 412 415 435 397 462 489 526 566 587 646 672
1 327 333 353 371 348 392 421 461 484 498 523
2 376 348 344 349 370 338 378 406 433 472 497
3 395 396 368 366 371 389 373 416 445 469 500
4 357 394 396 370 376 387 408 392 429 465 493
5 440 361 395 393 365 382 389 428 410 458 513
o) 446 440 361 397 395 373 381 395 423 398 453
7 454 440 431 356 390 394 377 381 400 419 412
8 466 469 449 442 363 417 437 428 442 452 492
Total K-5 2,307 2,247 | 2,290 | 2,245 | 2,291 | 2,376 | 2,494 | 2,668 | 2,787 | 3,007 | 3,197
Total 6-8 1,366 1,349 | 1,241 1,194 | 1,147 | 1,183 | 1,196 | 1,205 | 1,266 | 1,270 | 1,358
Total K-8 3,673 || 3,595 | 3,531 | 3,439 | 3,439 | 3,559 | 3,690 | 3,872 | 4,053 | 4,277 | 4,555
Figure 5
K-8 Projected Enroliment for Housing Plan
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The Demographic Study contained as Appendix B provides a complete summary of the enrollment
projections.
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B. Required New Capacity

The additional pupil capacity required by the District over the next ten years is calculated by
comparing the pupil capacities and the projected enrollment figures as discussed previously.

If the District modifies its use of facilities the District may have a greater or lesser need for additional
school facilities.

Table 9 shows the capacity for each grade grouping utilized in the remainder of the Plan.

Table 9
Capacity for Housing Plan

K-5 Capacity 6-8 Capacity
without Portables without Portables
Green Valley Elementary 216 0
Jackson Elementary 366 0
Lake Forest Elementary 220 0
Lakeview Elementary 582 0
Rescue Elementary 296 0
Marina Village Middle 0 352
Pleasant Grove Middle 0 430
Total 1,680 782

Table 10 illustrates the required or excess capacity by grade level within the District’s facilities
utilizing the figures as described above.

Table 10
Required (or Excess) Capacity, in Numbers of K-8 Students

Existing 10 Year ‘ Required (or Excess)
Grade Level
Capacity Projection ‘ Students CRs
K-5 1,680 3,197 1,517 61
6-8 782 1,358 596 23

K-8 TOTAL 2,462 4,555 \ 2,093 84

Tables 11 and 12 illustrate the annual capacity need for each grade grouping inclusive of all
existing permanent classrooms within the District. Note that these tables utilize the projected
enrollment for planning purposes shown in Table 8, and compare them to the classroom capacities
shown in Table 9.
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Table 11
K-5 Annual Projected Enrolilment and Capacity Need

2014-15 2015- 2016- 2017- 2018- 2019- 2020- 2021-

(Actual) 16 17 18 19 20 21 yy]
Enroliment 2,307 | 2,247 | 2,290 | 2,245 | 2,291 | 2,376 | 2,494 | 2,668 | 2,787 | 3,007 | 3,197
Capacity 1,680 | 1,680 | 1,680 | 1,680 | 1,680 | 1,680 | 1,680 | 1,680 | 1,680 | 1,680 | 1,680
Need -

627 567 610 565 611 696 814 988 1,107 | 1,327 | 1,517

Students
Need - 26 23 25 23 25 28 33 40 45 54 61
Classrooms

Table 12
6-8 Annual Projected Enroliment and Capacity Need

2014-15 2015- 2016- 2017- 2018- 2019- 2020- 2021-

(Actual) 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
Enrollment | 1,366 | 1,349 | 1,241 | 1,194 | 1,147 | 1,183 | 1,196 | 1,205 | 1,266 | 1,270 | 1,358
Capacity 782 782 | 782 | 782 | 782 | 782 | 782 | 782 | 782 | 782 | 782
Need -

584 567 | 459 | 412 | 365 | 401 | 414 | 423 | 484 | 488 | 576
Students
Need — 23 22 18 16 15 16 16 17 19 19 23
Classrooms

Based on the District’s current permanent classroom availability and facility-use policies, the District
does not have adequate facility capacity to house current and projected students through the ten-
year planning period. The District could require up to 1,517 spaces (approximately 61 classrooms)
of K-5 capacity and 576 spaces (approximately 23 classrooms) of 6-8 capacity over the ten year
planning period.

C. Other Facility Needs

The District has identified a number of facility improvement projects to address the condition of the
District’s existing facilities to best meet the District’s educational needs.

The plan to provide facilities for required new capacity and other facility needs over the ten year
planning period is outlined in Part Three.
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Part Three — Housing Plan

This section presents a Housing Plan, the goal of which is to provide optimal school facilities for all of
the District’s students over the ten-year planning period.

A. Ten Year Plan

As outlined in Part Two of the Plan, the District’s current total capacity is not adequate to
accommodate the anticipated enrollment during the ten-year planning period.

Table 13 identifies the projects to be considered during the ten-year planning period.

School Needs

Table 13

Ten Year Housing Plan

Site Description

Green Valley Elementary

Playgrounds and Fields, Shade Structure

Jackson Elementary

Roof Repair, Fencing, Playgrounds and Fields,
Playground Resurface, Administration Reconfiguration,
General Modernization

Lake Forest Elementary

Playgrounds and Fields, General Modernization, Stage
Partition

Lakeview Elementary

Playgrounds and Fields

Rescue Elementary

Roof Replacement, Playground Resurface, Kitchen
Reconfiguration, General Modernization

Marina Village Middle

Playgrounds and Fields, Gymnasium Renovation,
Administration Reconfiguration, General Modernization

Pleasant Grove Middle

Playgrounds and Fields, Freezer

Energy Conservation Measures

Districtwide Lighting Replacement

New Facilities

Marina Village Middle

Permanent Two Story 15-Classroom Building with
Capacity to Serve Approximately 390 6-8 Students

New K-8 in Bass Lake Area

Construct New School with Capacity for Approximately
400 TK-5 and 200 6-8 Students in 24 Classrooms

TK-5 Capacity Needs

Permanent Classrooms to Accommodate approximately
1,117 students in:

Additions
45 Classrooms in 8 Pods of 6 or

New Schools:
3 400-Student Schools

District Needs

New District Office

Transportation Storm Drain

It is also important to note that the District should re-evaluate both the status of development plans
and student enrollment projections regularly to account for demographic changes including changing
trends in the housing market as these changes can affect the District’s facility needs.
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Part Four — Financing Plan

Part Four is divided into two sections. The first section estimates the cost to provide the school
facilities presented in Part Three. The second section projects the funds estimated to be available to
the District for facility projects within the ten-year planning period. Both funding and cost estimates
are calculated in current dollars assuming that cost and funding inflation will occur at a similar rate.

A. Cost Estimates

The cost estimates for the New Facilities projects identified in Part Three are based on discussions with
industry professionals regarding average costs per square foot for new stick built structures and data
from the California Department of Education related to the recommended sizes of new school
facilities. The estimates are consistent with Office of Public School Construction State-wide data on
cost per square foot for construction of new school facilities.

Cost estimates for School Needs and District Needs sections were provided by the District.

Cost estimates should be re-evaluated periodically to reflect adjustments for inflation, changes in bid
climates, or other factors that influence the cost of school facility construction.

Table 14 on the following page shows the estimated cost of the District’s Ten-Year Facility Plan
outlined in Part Three.
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Table 14
Cost Estimate Summary

‘ Site Description Cost ‘
School Needs
Green Valley Elementary Playgrounds and Fields, Shade Structure $175,000
Jackson Elementary Roof Repair, Fencing, Playgrounds and Fields, $2,043,000
Playground Resurface, Administration Reconfiguration,
General Modernization
Lake Forest Elementary Playgrounds and Fields, General Modernization, Stage $770,000
Partition
Lakeview Elementary Playgrounds and Fields $50,000
Rescue Elementary Roof Replacement, Playground Resurface, Kitchen $1,408,000
Reconfiguration, General Modernization
Marina Village Middle Playgrounds and Fields, Gymnasium Renovation, $2,700,000
Administration Reconfiguration, General Modernization
Pleasant Grove Middle Playgrounds and Fields, Freezer $350,000
Energy Conservation Measures | Districtwide Lighting Replacement $2,961,551
New Facilities
Marina Village Middle Permanent Two Story 15-Classroom Building with $8,588,190
Capacity to Serve Approximately 390 6-8 Students
New K-8 in Bass Lake Area Construct New School with Capacity for Approximately $23,729,400
400 TK-5 and 200 6-8 Students in 24 Classrooms
TK-5 Capacity Needs Permanent Classrooms to Accommodate approximately
1,117 students in:
Additions $21,178,872
45 Classrooms in 8 Pods of 6 or
New Schools: $44,895,600
3 400-Student Schools
District Needs
New District Office $1,500,000
Transportation Storm Drain $70,000

Total: Range Low

$65,524,013

Total: Range High

B. Funding Sources

1. Developer Fees

State law gives school

districts the authority to charge fees on new

$89,240,741

residential and

commercial /industrial developments if those developments generate additional students and cause a
need for additional school facilities. The District currently collects developer fees on
commercial /industrial development and residential development. The District should continue to
collect the maximum fee allowed by law and should re-examine development trends on an annual
basis.

Projected revenue from developer fees over the ten-year planning period is estimated based on the
District’s share of pending collection rates (61% of $3.36 per square foot on residential development
and $0.54 per square foot on commercial industrial development) and anticipated non-mitigated
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residential development as outlined in the high housing scenario. Note that developer fees are not
collected in a portion of the District identified as the El Dorado Specific Plan area, as those units are
mitigated through the El Dorado Schools Financing Authority Community Facilities District No. 1, as
discussed below.

Table 15 estimates the amount of developer fee funding available to the District currently, and in
each year of the ten-year planning period.

Table 15
Estimated Developer Fee Revenue

Estimated Amount

Al Vel to be Collected
Current Balance $2,238,674
2015-16 $783,891
2016-17 $783,891
2017-18 $1,569,923
2018-19 $1,562,842
2019-20 $1,470,784
2020-21 $2,823,325
2021-22 $2,023,131
2022-23 $2,023,131
2023-24 $1,350,401
2024-25 $1,350,401

Total $17,980,395

The Plan assumes that the District will use this revenue on the projects outlined in this Plan. The District
may also use some of this revenue towards other projects not yet identified.

The ability of the District to access revenue from developer fees depends upon development trends in
the District. Should development trends deviate from the development assumptions in the District’s high
housing scenario, the developer fee revenue estimated in this Plan will need to be modified
accordingly.

2. Mitigation Agreements

School districts and developers can also negotiate agreements for development fees in addition to or
in lieu of the developer fee amounts authorized by statute, and described above. These Mitigation
Agreements are negotiated on a case by case basis with developers.

3. Community Facilities Districts (Mello-Roos Taxes)

This alternative uses a tax on property owners within a defined area to pay long-term bonds or to
provide for an annual revenue stream to fund specific public improvements. Mello-Roos taxes require
approval from two-thirds of the voters (or land owners if fewer than 12) in an election. The District
currently receives revenue from the El Dorado Schools Financing Authority Community Facilities District
No. 1. This CFD also encompasses portions of the Buckeye Union School District and the El Dorado
High School District. The District could investigate additional Mello-Roos authorizations as a revenue
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source to allow the District to construct needed new school facilities and provide funding for other
District facility needs.

Table 16 estimates the Community Facilities District funding available to the District as of July 1,
2014, and anticipated to be collected in each year of the planning period. The chart below
identifies the amount of revenue available to apply to future projects and COP debt service
obligations.

Table 16
Estimated Community Facilities District Revenue

Estimated Amount

Facility Housing and Financing Plan

Al Vel to be Collected
Current Balance $3,280,000
2014-15 $624,000
2015-16 $624,000
2016-17 $624,000
2017-18 $624,000
2018-19 $624,000
2019-20 $624,000
2020-21 $624,000
2021-22 $624,000
2022-23 $624,000
2023-24 $624,000
2024-25 $624,000

Total $10,144,000

4. School Facility Program

The State School Facility Program (SFP) is a likely funding source for the District’s projects. This section
estimates the SFP funding that the District is currently eligible for, as well as SFP funding for potential
new school projects, providing that adequate eligibility is available when project plans are
approved. SFP new construction eligibility is updated every October to reflect current October
CBEDS enrollment, new housing starts and birth rate data and, as a result, will change annually from
current eligibility.

The amount in Table 17 is an estimate of current eligibility available to the District through the State
School Facility Program. As outlined above, new construction funding adijusts every October and
ultimately will be determined by the eligibility available in the year(s) that the District applies for
State funding.

The SFP is currently governed by the State Allocation Board (SAB), which will continue to make
changes to its funding program. Eligibility for funding should be re-examined on an annual basis, or
when the program changes. Funding under the SFP is available when the District has Division of the
State Architect (DSA) approved construction plans.

The SFP is funded through general obligation bonds approved by the voters of California. Currently
State new construction funding has been exhausted and District access to State funding is reliant on
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the approval of a new State bond or alternative State facility revenue stream. A bond initiative has
recently been introduced which, if passed by the voters, would provide $3 billion each for

modernization and new construction funding programs. This bond is currently targeted for the
November 2016 ballot.

Table 17
School Facility Program Current New Construction Funding

Current Estimated New Non Severe
Construction Eligibility K-6 7-8 sDC LCILL

2014-15 Eligibility (384) (379) 12
Base Grant Funding Estimate $0 $0 $223,680 $223,680

* Eligibility based upon 2014-15 enrollment, and utilizing 2014 grant amounts.

The potential SFP new construction funding outlined in Table 17 includes 50% of base grant new
construction costs as defined by the SFP because the SFP is a match program. The District will be

limited to the capacity of the project when accessing State funds (i.e., maximum grant funding on a K-
8 School with 600 seats is 600 grants).

The potential SFP Modernization funding outlined in Table 18 below includes 60% of modernization
construction costs as defined by the SFP because the SFP is a match program. The funding estimates
are preliminary estimates based on October 2014 CBEDS enrollment, classroom counts, building
square footage information and building ages provided by the District, and are subject to review
and approval by the State Office of Public School Construction. The actual amount of funding
received will be determined by the State during the processing of the funding requests, and based
upon grant amounts in effect at the time of approval.

Table 18
School Facility Program Current Modernization Funding

Potential Total Potential
Planning Period* Period*

Green Valley Elementary $2,077,900 $128,452 $2,206,352
Jackson Elementary $188,900 $944,695 $1,133,595
Lake Forest Elementary $1,416,750 $207,790 $1,624,540
Lakeview Elementary $0 $0 $0
Rescue Elementary $793,153 $38,194 $831,347
Marina Village Middle $2,746,606 $306,018 $3,052,624
Pleasant Grove Middle $0 $1,020,060 $1,020,060

Base Grant Funding Estimate $7,223,309 $2,645,209 $9,868,518

* Estimates based upon 2014 modernization base grant amounts.
5. General Obligation Bonds

School districts can, with the approval of either two-thirds or 55 percent of its voters, issue general
obligation bonds that are paid for out of property taxes. The ability of the District to issue bond
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funds depends on several factors including market demand and conditions, as well as tax limitations
under Proposition 39. The District received approval for a General Obligation Bond (Measure K) in
the amount of $27 million in 1998. A limited amount of Measure K funding is available for projects
identified in the Plan. The District may explore a future ballot measure to provide funding to allow
the District to construct needed new school facilities and provide funding for other District facility
needs.

6. 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 minor and are used to supplement operating budgets. The District does not
currently collect parcel tax revenue, however, could investigate a parcel tax as a revenue source to
allow the District to construct needed new school facilities and provide funding for other District
facility needs.

7. Other Agency Joint Participation

Other agencies that have similar needs may be willing to share the cost of providing new or
modernized facilities in exchange for joint-use. The District may investigate entering into joint-use with
El Dorado County or other local entities.

8. Asset Management

The District has not identified any unused assets that might be used to generate revenue for facility
funding. However, the District could investigate whether or not property owned by the District might
be used to generate revenue for facility funding.

9. Debt Financing

Municipal Leases and Certificates of Participation (COPs) are used by school districts to finance school
facilities. This type of debt financing is typically used as “bridge” funding until permanent funding
becomes available, has been utilized in the past by the District, and is included as a fund source
within the Plan. The District should proceed with caution when using Municipal Lease, COPs and other
debt financing, as they are secured by the District’s general fund.

10. Proposition 39 Energy Funding

Proposition 39 funding is available to fund energy efficiency and energy generation projects
beginning with the 2013 /14 fiscal year through the 2017 /18 fiscal year. The funding is allocated to
school districts annually based on the District’s ADA and is administered by the California Energy
Commission (CEC). Districts must justify the use of funds on qualifying projects through the
development of an Energy Expenditure Plan. The District has an approved multi-year expenditure
plan which was approved by the CEC in October 2014. Some of the funds have been released, and
allocations for future fiscal years will be finalized released annually. The estimated five year
allocation has been included in the Plan.
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C. Plan Funding Summary

Table 19 on the following page summarizes the estimated State and corresponding local funding
estimated to provide for the facility needs identified in the Plan. As noted above, State funding
through the School Facility Program is currently exhausted, and the future of the program is
undetermined at this time. Therefore, Table 19 shows a per-project unmet need both with and
without the State funding component. Additionally, it should be noted that the SFP funding figures
assume that there is adequate New Construction eligibility available in the appropriate grade levels
at the time of the submittal of each project for funding.

The estimated cost of the District’s Ten-Year Facility Plan ranges from approximately $64.2 million to
$89.2 million depending upon how the District chooses to address the New Facility needs identified.
As illustrated above, with the availability of State funds, the District would have an unmet need of
between $4.9 and $26.2 million in estimated project costs. Without State funds, the District would
need to provide the entire cost of the projects from other sources, and have an unmet need of
between $35.6 million and $60.7 million.

The District may need tfo investigate additional revenue sources such as additional Developer
Mitigation Agreements, future general obligation bonds, or other Mello-Roos financing, etc. to fully
fund the identified facility needs.
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Table 19

Facility Cost and Facility Funding with School Facility Program Comparison

Cost
Estimate

Estimated Funding’

Unmet Need
with State

Unmet Need
without State

SFP Funding

SFP Funding

School Needs Source Amount
Green Valley Elementary $175,000 State SFP: $105,000 $70,000 $175,000
Jackson Elementary $2,043,000 State SFP:  $1,133,595 $909,405 $2,043,000
Lake Forest Elementary $770,000 State SFP: $462,000 $308,000 $770,000
Lakeview Elementary $50,000 State SFP: $0 $50,000 $50,000
Rescue Elementary $1,408,000 State SFP: $831,347 $576,653 $1,408,000
Marina Village Middle $2,700,000 State SFP:  $1,620,000 $797,289 $2,417,289
CFD: $282,711
Pleasant Grove Middle $350,000 State SFP: $210,000 $03 $3,542
CFD: $346,458
i’\‘:;fzr;‘;me”"“°“ $2,961,551 Prop 39:  $778,175 $0+ $645,295
CFD: $538,081
Measure K: ~ $1,000,000
State SFP:  $1,776,931
New Facilities
Marina Village Middle $8,588,190 State SFP: $4,448,595 $05 $4,139,595
Dev Fees:  $4,448,595
New K-8 in Bass Lake Area | $23,729,400 State SFP:  $8,079,506 $8,993,144 | $17,072,650
CFD: $3,131,750
COP: $3,000,000
TK-5 Capacity Needs
In Additions: | $19,855,193 State SFP:  $12,112,371 $0¢ $6,323,393
Dev Fees: $13,531,800
In New Schools: | $44,895,600 State SFP:  $15,728,838 | $15,634,962 | $31,363,800
Dev Fees: $13,531,800
District Needs
New District Office $1,500,000
Transportation Storm Drain $70,000 CFD: $70,000 $70,000 $70,000
Savings: Range Low ($7,436,072)
Savings: Range High ($1,647,094)

$35,642,764
$60,683,171

$64,200,334
$89,240,741

$57,906,915
$61,523,382

$4,863,419
$26,287,359

Totals: Range Low

Totals: Range High

1: SFP funding based upon 2014 grant amounts. SFP New Construction funding assumes eligibility available in
appropriate grade levels at the time of the funding application submittal. Modernization funding based upon
maximum eligibility or eligible scope items, as appropriate. Prop 39 funding amount based upon approved
expenditure plan, and eligible project scope. Figures could change based upon final allocated figures in each annual
funding cycle. Dev Fee funding estimate based upon annual housing unit estimates, average square footage figures,
and pending square footage rate adjustments. CFD funding estimate based upon average annual collection per
District.

2: Assumes eligible modernization scope and requirements met in energy conservation measures to request SFP funding.
3: State funding received would reimburse the CFD in the amount of $206,458 to be spent on projects in the Plan.

4: State funding received would reimburse the CFD and/or Measure K in the amount of $1,131,636 to be spent on
projects in the Plan.
5: State funding received would reimburse Dev Fees in the amount of $309,000 to be spent on projects in the Plan.

6: State funding received would reimburse Dev Fees in the amount of $5,788,978 to be spent on projects in the Plan.
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Introduction and Report Structure

The purpose of this Classroom Inventory (Inventory) is to analyze the pupil capacity of the Rescue
Union School District’s (District) school sites for planning purposes.

The capacity of a school site is determined by (1) counting the number of classrooms on the site, (2)
multiplying each by the appropriate loading standard (the maximum number of students placed in a
room), and (3) making adjustments to account for District policies that affect capacity.

Content/Organization
The Inventory is organized in the following structure:

District Policies that Affect Capacity

Inventory

Appendix
The District Policies that Affect Capacity section identifies District’s room use policies, student loading
by grade level, and grade configurations. The Inventory section identifies the current (2014-15)
classrooms and their uses at each site and incorporates the District’s policies in determining the pupil
capacity of each site. The room-by-room inventory tables can be found in the Appendix of this
document.

Basis

The current inventories are based on site maps, summary data and discussions with District staff.
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District Policies that Affect Capacity

The site capacities in this Inventory are being used for comparative planning purposes and include
adjustments for factors that affect a site’s actual capacity such as room usage policies, loading
standards, and grade configurations.

Room Use Policy

The District currently operates pull-out type programs (i.e., students leave their regular classroom and
occupy space in another classroom during the pull-out program). Some examples of pull-out type
programs that are present in the District are Computer Labs, Reading Rooms, Music Rooms, SBAC
Testing Labs and Resource Specialist Programs. The rooms used for these programs are not counted in
calculating site capacities because they do not contribute to the effective capacity of the school.

The District currently leases classroom space to the El Dorado County Office of Education at six of the
District’s seven school sites. These classroom spaces are not counted in calculating site capacities as
they are being occupied by a different entity and are used for special programs outside of regular
education.

Portable Classrooms

Portable classrooms have been installed at various school sites in the District on a temporary basis to
provide additional classroom space where there is shortage. However, portable classrooms are
inadequate and are not desired as a long term or permanent means to house District students. An
overwhelming majority of the District’s portable classrooms are older than their useful life and need
to be replaced. The District wishes to replace the portable buildings with permanent structures;
therefore portable classroom capacity is not included in the District’s Facility Housing and Financing
Plan.

Loading Standards

Table 1 lists the loading standards for all classrooms provided by the District. Classrooms with
combined grade levels are loaded at the higher loading standard.

Table 1
Loading Standards

Grade Group ‘ Loading Standard
Grade TK 20
Grades K-3 24
Grades 4-8 26
Special Day Class (SDC) 15
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Grade Configurations

Table 2 identifies each of the current schools operated by the District and the grade levels currently
served at those schools.

Table 2

Current Grade Level Configurations

Site ‘ Grade Levels Served
Green Valley Elementary TK-5
Jackson Elementary TK-5
Lake Forest Elementary TK-5
Lakeview Elementary TK-5
Rescue Elementary TK-5
Marina Village Middle 6-8
Pleasant Grove Middle 6-8
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The District serves grades K-8 and operates seven programs on seven school sites. Table 3 provides a
detailed listing of the school site and building ages.

School

2380 Bass Lake Road
Rescue, CA 95672

Green Valley Elementary

Table 3
Inventory of School Sites

Building Description

Permanent Buildings:

1981 (Buildings A and B)

2001 (Buildings C and D)
Portable Buildings:

1978 (2 Buildings)

1986 (2 Buildings)

1987 (5 Buildings)

1988 (3 Buildings)

1989 (1 Building)

1991 (2 Buildings)

1996 (1 Building)

1997 (1 Building)

1999 (1 Building)

Jackson Elementary

2561 Francisco Drive
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

Permanent Buildings:
1966 (Building A and B)
1968 (Building D)
1977 (Building C)
1998 (Building E)
Portable Buildings:
1986 (2 Buildings)
1996 (4 Buildings)
1998 (6 Buildings)

Lake Forest Elementary

2240 Sailsbury Drive
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

Permanent Buildings:

1991 (Buildings A, B, C and D)
Portable Buildings:

1978 (2 Buildings)

1990 (11 Buildings)

1992 (1 Building)

1996 (2 Buildings)

Lakeview Elementary

3371 Brittany Way
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

Permanent Buildings:
2001 (Buildings A, B, C, D, E and F)
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School
Rescue Elementary

3880 Green Valley Road.
Rescue, CA 95672

Building Description

Permanent Buildings:

1956 (Buildings A and B)

1964 (Building D and Gym)

1965 (Building C)

2006 (Building T)
Portable Buildings:

1968 (1 Building)

1987 (1 Building)

1988 (2 Buildings)

1989 (2 Buildings)

1992 (2 Buildings)

1997 (6 Buildings)

2001 (5 Buildings)

2002 (2 Buildings)

Marina Village Middle

1901 Francisco Drive
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

Permanent Buildings:
1981 (Buildings A, B, C, G and M)
1995 (Building L)
Portable Buildings:
1978 (6 Buildings)
1989 (2 Buildings)
1991 (1 Building)
1992 (1 Building)
1993 (7 Buildings)
1994 (1 Building)

Pleasant Grove Middle

2540 Green Valley Road
Rescue, CA 95672

Permanent Buildings:

2002 (Buildings A, B, C, D, E, F and G)
Portable Buildings:

2002 (12 Buildings)
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Capacity Summary

Capacity

The capacity of a school site is determined by (1) counting the number of classrooms on the site, (2)
multiplying each by the appropriate loading standard (the maximum number of students placed in a
room), and (3) making adjustments to account for policies that affect capacity.

Tables 4-10 summarize the classroom inventories and resulting capacities of each site. The inventories
are based on site maps, summary data, and discussions with District staff. The overall District
capacity is summarized in Table 11.

Table 4
Capacity Summary — Green Valley Elementary School

Classroom Type Classrooms

Permanent Classrooms 12
Portable Classrooms 18
Total Classrooms 30
Pull Out Classrooms (Unloaded) 6
Total Loaded Classrooms 24

Site Capacity

Site Capacity Without Portables

Table 5
Capacity Summary — Jackson Elementary School

Classroom Type Classrooms

Permanent Classrooms 16
Portable Classrooms 13
Total Classrooms 29
Pull Out Classrooms (Unloaded) 10
Total Loaded Classrooms 19
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Table 6
Capacity Summary — Lake Forest Elementary School

Classroom Type

Permanent Classrooms

Classrooms

11

Portable Classrooms

11

Site Capacity

Site Capacity Without Portables

Table 7
Capacity Summary — Lakeview Elementary School

Classroom Type

Total Classrooms 22
Pull Out Classrooms (Unloaded) 7
Total Loaded Classrooms 15

Classrooms

Site Capacity

Site Capacity Without Portables

Table 8
Capacity Summary — Rescue Elementary School

Classroom Type Classrooms

Permanent Classrooms 27
Portable Classrooms 0]
Total Classrooms 27
Pull Out Classrooms (Unloaded) 5
Total Loaded Classrooms 22

Site Capacity

Site Capacity Without Portables

Permanent Classrooms 13
Portable Classrooms 14
Total Classrooms 27
Pull Out Classrooms (Unloaded) 6
Total Loaded Classrooms 21
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Table 9
Capacity Summary — Marina Village Middle School

Classroom Type Classrooms

Permanent Classrooms 14
Portable Classrooms 17
Total Classrooms 31
Pull Out Classrooms (Unloaded) 1

Total Loaded Classrooms 30

Classroom Capacity

Site Capacity Without Portables

Table 10
Capacity Summary — Pleasant Grove Middle School

Classroom Type Classrooms

Permanent Classrooms 20
Portable Classrooms 9
Total Classrooms 29
Pull Out Classrooms (Unloaded) 6
Total Loaded Classrooms 23

Site Capacity

Site Capacity Without Portables

Table 11
District Capacity Summary

K-8 Capacity With K-8 Capacity

Portables Without Portables

Green Valley Elementary 640 216
Jackson Elementary 522 366
Lake Forest Elementary 390 220
Lakeview Elementary 582 582
Rescue Elementary 574 296
“K-5 Subtotal 2,708 1,680
Marina Village Middle 794 352
Pleasant Grove Middle 601 430
6-8 Subtotal 1,395 782
K-8 TOTAL 4,103 2,462
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Classroom Inventory — Green Valley Elementary School (K-5)

Number of CRs

Building ID Type Loaded Not Pull Out
Loaded

Student
Capacity

Description/Notes

Subtotal: Portable |

Administration P Administration 0
Library P Library 0
Multi-Purpose P Multi-Purpose 0
Staff Room P Staff Room 0
Speech P Speech Specialist 0
A-1 P Resource 0
A-2 P Resource 0
D-10 D Reading 0

K-1 P 1 K Classroom 48

K-2 P 1 K Classroom 48
B-1 P Learning Center 0
B-2 P Learning Center 0
B-3 P Computer Lab 0
B-4 P Preschool (County Classroom) 0

C-1 P 1 1st/2nd Grade Classroom 24

C-2 P 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
C-3 P Computer Lab 0

C-4 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24

C-5 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24

C-6 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24
Computer Lab P Computer Lab 0

Subtotal: Permanent 4 216
D-1 D 1 1st Grade Classroom 24

D-2 D 1 1st Grade Classroom 24

D-3 D 1 1st Grade Classroom 24

D-4 D 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24

D-5 D 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24

D-6 D 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24

D-7 D 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24

D-8 D 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24

D-9 D 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24

E-1 D 1 5th Grade Classroom 26

E-2 D 1 5th Grade Classroom 26
E-3 D Music/Physical Education 0

E-4 D 1 4th Grade Classroom 26

E-5 D 1 4th Grade Classroom 26

E-6 D 1 4th/5th Grade Classroom 26

E-7 D 1 4th Grade Classroom 26

E-8 D 1 4th Grade Classroom 26

E-9 D 1 5Th Grade Classroom 26

424

_ Total Classrooms

P = Permanent Building
D = District Owned Portable

Non-Classroom Spaces
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Green Valley Elementary School (K-5)
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Rescue Union School District

Classroom Inventory

Classroom Inventory — Jackson Elementary School (K-5)

Number of CRs

Building ID Type Loaded Not Pull Out Description/Notes Csc:::i:iy
Loaded

Administration P Administration 0
Library P Library 0
E P Multi-Purpose 0
C1 P Teacher Workroom 0
C3 P Psychologist 0
C5 P Speech Specialist 0
ADM 1 P 1 K Classroom 48
ADM 2 P 1 K Classroom 48
ADM 3 P 1 K Classroom 48
Al P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24
A2 P 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24
A3 P 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
A4 P 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
A5 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24
B1 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24
B2 P 1 Resource 0
B3 P 1 SDC Classroom 15
B4 P 1 SDC Classroom 15
B5 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24
C2 P 1 Reading 0
Cé P 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24
c7 P 1 Ol (County Classroom) 0
E P 1 Computer Lab 0

8 K]
D1 D 1 Music 0
D2 D 1 Dance 0
D3 D 1 Extended Day 0
D4 D 1 Extended Day/Year Book 0
D5 D 1 Art Room 0
F1 D 1 4th Grade Classroom 26
F2 D 1 Music/Physical Education 0
F3 D 1 5th Grade Classroom 26
F4 D 1 4th Grade Classroom 26
F5 D 1 4th/5th Grade Classroom 26
Fé D 1 4th/5th Grade Classroom 26
F7 D 1 Classroom 26
F8 D 1 Video Lab 0

P = Permanent Building
District Owned Portable

w)
1l

Non-Classroom Spaces

April 2015
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Jackson Elementary School (K-5)
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Rescue Union School District

Classroom Inventory

Building ID

Classroom Inventory — Lake Forest Elementary School (K-5)

Type

Number of CRs

Loaded

Description/Notes

Student
Capacity

Subtotal: Perman

k

Administration P Administration 0
Library P Library 0
Multi-Purpose P Multi-Purpose /Technology Center 0
A3 P Speech 0

A4 P Literacy /Storage 0

A5 P School Psychologist 0

F-1 D Reading Center 0

Al P 1 TK Classroom 20

A2 P 1 K Classroom 48

B1 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24

B2 P Resource 0

B3 P Resource 0

B4 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24

B5 P 1 4th Grade Classroom 26

B6 P 1 4th Grade Classroom 26

B7 P 1 4th Grade Classroom 26

B8 P 1 4th/5th Grade Classroom 26
Media Room P Computer Lab 0

Cl D 1 5th Grade Classroom 26
C2 D 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24
C3 D 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24
C4 D 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24
D1 D 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
D2 D 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
D3 D 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
E-1 D Reading 0
E-2 D Storage 0
F-2 D COOL School 0
F-3 D Science Classroom 0
F-4 D Extended Day (County Classroom) 0
F-5 D Meeting Room 0
F-6 D Music 0
F-7 D PTO 0
F-8 D Meeting Room 0
F-9 D Computer Lab 0
Subtotal: Portable \ 170

Total Classrooms

P = Permanent Building

D = District Owned Portable

Non-Classroom Spaces

April 2015
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Rescue Union School District Classroom Inventory

Classroom Inventory — Lakeview Elementary School (K-5)

Number of CRs

Building ID Type Loaded Not Pull Out Description/Notes CS;::::;
Loaded

Administration P Administration 0
Library P Library 0
Multi-Purpose P Multi-Purpose 0
Al P 1 K Classroom 48
A2 P 1 K Classroom 48
A-3 P 1 TK Classroom 20
A-4 P 1 K/1st Grade Classroom 24
A-5 P 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
A-6 P 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
A-7 P 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24
A-8 P 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24
A-9 P 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24
A-10 P 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
A-11 P 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24
A-12 P 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
B-1 P Extended Day (County Classroom) 0
B-2 P Autism (County Classroom) 0
B-3 P Autism (County Classroom) 0
C-1 P Learning Center 0
C-2 P Speech 0
C-3 P 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
C-4 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24
C-5 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24
C-6 P SBAC Testing Lab 0
C-7 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24
C-8 P Workroom 0
C-9 P 1 4th Grade Classroom 26
C-10 P 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24
C-11 P 1 5th Grade Classroom 26
C-12 P 1 5th Grade Classroom 26
D-1 P 1 4th Grade Classroom 26
D-2 P Art /Science 0
D-3 P 1 5th Grade Classroom 26
Computer Lab P Computer Lab 0

Subtotal: Permanent

_Subtotal: Permanent

Total Classrooms

P = Permanent Building

D = District Owned Portable

Non-Classroom Spaces

April 2015
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29456 VO 'STIIH 0avy§0d 14 auoy :aag
AVM ANVLIIYE 12£€ 8002 ‘g) fio oqoq uoywindasg
(S-X) AMVINAWNATA MAIATNVT LIMYLSIA TOOHIS NOINN A1ISTH

T 440-d0da Snd
140D GV
D¢
_H_u nT ﬁ_ 2 J10 d0¥a LNFEVd
INIYAV rt,
2,
D ¢ O %
D¢ /A’
Ll
anowy avid | £8
“._m_m

s Y § S

AVAE ANVILIIEE

NIV J4VLS

Page CI-21

April 2015



Rescue Union School District Classroom Inventory

Lakeview Elementary School (K-5)
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Rescue Union School District

Classroom Inventory

Classroom Inventory — Rescue Elementary School (K-5)

Number of CRs

o1 ge . . Student
Building ID Type Loaded Pull Out Description/Notes Capacity
Administration P Administration 0
Library P Library 0
Multi-Purpose P Multi-Purpose 0
Art Room P Staff Room 0
K-1 P 1 K/1st Grade Classroom 24
K-2 P 1 K Classroom 48
K-3 P 1 K Classroom 48
B-1 P 1 Learning Center 0
B-2 P 1 Learning Center 0
B-3 P 1 Computer Lab 0
B-4 P 1 5th Grade Classroom 26
C-1 P 1 Classroom 26
C-2 P 1 Classroom 26
C-3 P 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
C-4 P 1 1st Grade Classroom 24
C-5 P 1 1st/2nd Grade Classroom 24
C-6 P 1 Classroom 26
Subtotal: Permanent | 10 3 296
Cc-7 D 1 Classroom 26
C-8 D Autism (County Classroom) 0
C-9 L Pre-School (County Classroom) 0
D-1 D 1 Classroom 26
D-2 D 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24
D-3 D 1 2nd Grade Classroom 24
D-4 D PTC 0
D-5 D 1 Music 0
D-7 D OT & ATE (County Classroom) 0
D-8 D Storage 0
D-9 D Storage 0
F-1 D 1 5th Grade Classroom 26
F-2 D 1 5th Grade Classroom 26
F-3 D 1 Gate 0
F-4 D Meeting Room/Storage 0
F-5 D Storage 0
E-1 D 1 Speech 0
E-2 D 1 4th Grade Classroom 26
E-3 D 1 2nd/3rd Grade Classroom 24
E-4 D 1 3rd Grade Classroom 24
E-5 D 1 3rd/4th Grade Classroom 26
E-6 D 1 4Th Grade Classroom 26

_Subtotal: Portable

Total Classrooms

P = Permanent Building
D District Owned Portable
L = Leased Portable

Non-Classroom Spaces

April 2015
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Rescue Elementary School (K-5)
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Rescue Union School District Classroom Inventory

Classroom Inventory — Marina Village Middle School (6-8)

Number of CRs Student

Capacity

Building ID Type Loaded Not Pull Out Description/Notes
Loaded

Administration P Administration 0
Library P Library 0
Multi-Purpose P Multi-Purpose 0
Gym P Gym 0
Staff Room P Staff Room 0
J27 D Counselor 0
L30 P 1 Computer Lab 0
L31 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
L32 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C1 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C2 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C3 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C4 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C5 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
Cé P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B7 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B8 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B9 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B10 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
Stage P 1 Band 40
Subtotal: Perman
D11 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
D12 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
E13 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
E14 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
F15 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
F16 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
H17 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
H18 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
H19 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
H20 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
H21 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
H22 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
N23 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
N24 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
N25 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
N26 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
)28 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
K29 D 1 STudent Leadership /PE Office 0

Subtotal: Portable

Total Classrooms

P = Permanent Building
D = District Owned Portable

Non-Classroom Spaces
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Rescue Union School District Classroom Inventory

Classroom Inventory — Pleasant Grove Middle School (6-8)

Number of CRs

Building ID Type Loaded Not Pull Out
Loaded

Student
Capacity

Description/Notes

Total Classrooms

Administration P Administration 0
Library P Library 0
Multi-Purpose P Multi-Purpose 0
Gym P Gym 0
E-1 P Staff Room 0
E-2 P Conference 0
A-1 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
A-2 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
A-3 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
A-4 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
A-5 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
A-6 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B-1 P SBAC Testing Lab 0
B-2 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B-3 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B-4 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B-5 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B-6 P Storage 0
C-1 P SBAC Testing Lab 0
C-2 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C-3 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C-4 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C-5 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C-6 P 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
F-1 P Computer Lab 0
F-2 P SBAC Testing Lab 0
Band P 1 Band 40
Subtotal: Perma
B-7 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B-8 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B-9 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
B-10 D County Care (County Classroom) 0
Cc-7 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C-8 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C-9 D 1 6th-8th Grade Classroom 26
C-10 D 1 SDC Classroom 15
D-1 D Storage 0
D-2 D After School (County Classroom) 0
D-3 D Resource 0
D-4 D Resource 0

P = Permanent Building
D = District Owned Portable

Non-Classroom Spaces
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Rescue Union School District Demographic Study

Introduction and Report Structure

The purpose of this Demographic Study (Study) is to analyze the changes in enrollment and related
trends of the Rescue Union School District (District) and provide student enroliment projections for
planning purposes.

Factors that affect student enrollment such as births, migration, residential development rates and
enrollment growth change as economic and other conditions change in the District. As a result, the
enrollment projections identified in this Study are subject to adjustment, and should be reexamined
and modified when appropriate.

Content/Organization
The Study is organized in the following structure:

Step One: Enrollment History and Student Progression
Step Two: Birth Rates and Migration Factors
Step Three:  Housing Development

Step One identifies the District’s historical enrollment trends and includes a student progression
enrollment projection which advances current students through the grades with no adjustment factors.
Step Two identifies some of the various factors that impact student movement through the grades
including an analysis of birth rates and general migration trends exclusive of anticipated new housing
development. Finally, Step Three layers in the final factor of new residential housing development
planned within the District with applied Student Generation Rates (SGRs).

Assumptions

The Demographic Study contemplates a range of projection scenarios. For each of the scenarios a
birth capture rate using 3 years of historical data was utilized. Migration rates utilizing 4 years of
historical data were used. Three housing unit scenarios were contemplated. The assumptions for the

low, moderate, and high scenarios are described below.

Low Enrollment Projection

e Housing Units utilizing an estimate of 850 units over the ten year planning period.

Moderate Enrollment Projection

e Housing Units utilizing an estimate of 1,995 units over the ten year planning period.

High Enrollment Projection

e Housing Units utilizing an estimate of 2,987 units over the ten year planning period.

April 2015 Page DS-1



Rescue Union School District Demographic Study

Step One: Enrollment History and Student Progressions
Enrollment History

The Rescue Union School District has grown from 2,643 students in 1993-94 to 3,673 students today.
Overall, this represents an increase of over 1,000 students which equates to 39% over the last twenty
years. The District grew steadily through 2009-10, with some decreases in enrollment through the
more recent history.

Table 1 and Figure 1 identify the historical enrollment information since 1993-94.

Table 1
Enrollment History

Total
Grade 6-8
1993-94
1994-95
1995-96
1996-97
1997-98
1998-99
1999-00
2000-01
2001-02
2002-03
2003-04
2004-05
2005-06
2006-07
2007-08
2008-09
2009-10
2010-11
2011-12
2012-13
2013-14
2014-15

*Note: K figure includes Transitional K (Junior K) students beginning in the 2009-10 year.

L]
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w
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Rescue Union School District Demographic Study

Figure 1
Enrollment History
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School Year

The enrollment projection methodology presented in the Study utilizes a basic student progression as
a foundation, followed by applied modifications for birth rates, migration, and housing.

Student Progression

The Student Progression (SP) method simply advances the existing students one grade per year. By
utilizing this basic methodology we get an idea of what the enrollment would look like without the
influence of any factors such as birth rates providing the number of new Kindergarten students or new
housing developments. SP is the basic building block for the projection methodologies examined in
the Study. Using the student progression trend assumes that there will be the same number of sixth
graders this year as there were fifth graders last year. This base model is then modified as
described in Steps Two and Three.
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Rescue Union School District Demographic Study

Kindergarten

Kindergarten class sizes have a large impact upon future enrollments in this methodology as
Kindergarten class sizes result in larger or smaller overall enrollments as they are repeated through
the years. Figure 2 illustrates the historical Kindergarten enrollment within the District. Note that

these figures include both standard Kindergarten students as well as Transitional Kindergarten (Junior
K).

Figure 2
Kindergarten Enrollment History
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School Year
SP Projection
The SP model is presented in Table 2 and Figure 3. Please note that the enrollment projections shown

in Table 2 and Figure 3 include adjustments to the Kindergarten enrollment to take into account
Transitional Kindergarten (Junior K) students not moving forward into 15 grade.
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Rescue Union School District Demographic Study

Table 2
Projected Enrollment — Student Progression

Actual | Projected Enrollment - Straight Progression
Grade 2014- 2015-
15 16
K 412 412 412 412 412 412 412 412 412 412 412
1 327 353 353 353 353 353 353 353 353 353 353
2 376 327 353 353 353 353 353 353 353 353 353
3 395 376 327 353 353 353 353 353 353 353 353
4 357 395 376 327 353 353 353 353 353 353 353
5 440 357 395 376 327 353 353 353 353 353 353
6 446 440 357 395 376 327 353 353 353 353 353
7 454 446 440 357 395 376 327 353 353 353 353
8 466 454 446 440 357 395 376 327 353 353 353
Total K-5 2,307 2,220 | 2,216 | 2,174 | 2,151 2177 | 2177 | 2177 | 2,177 | 2,177 | 2,177
Total 6-8 1,366 1,340 | 1,243 | 1,192 | 1,128 | 1,098 | 1,056 | 1,033 | 1,059 | 1,059 | 1,059
Total K-12 3,673 3,560 | 3,459 | 3,366 | 3,279 | 3,275 | 3,233 | 3,210 | 3,236 | 3,236 | 3,236
Figure 3
Projected Enrollment — Student Progression
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Rescue Union School District Demographic Study

Step Two: Birth Rates and Migration Factors

Historical and Projected Birth Data

Births are an important factor to consider in projecting the enrollment of a District as they may be
used to project the number of Kindergarten-aged students the District may expect to have within its
boundaries over the planning period.

The California Department of Finance tracks historical county birth rates for El Dorado County and
projects ten years of future birth rates for the County. These projections are shown in Figure 4,
Historical and Projected Births in El Dorado County. The Department of Finance projects that the
County births will increase over the next decade.

Figure 4
Historical and Projected Births in El Dorado County
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Birth data by ZIP codes that the District serves is a better approximation than County birth rates as
they represent demographic trends that are more localized and therefore representative of the
population served. The California Department of Health collects births by ZIP codes throughout
California, including 95672, 95682, and 95762, which are the ZIP codes that the District primarily
serves. Historical birth rates of these ZIP codes are shown in Figure 5.
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Figure 5
ZIP Code Births
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The Department of Health does not project future birth rates by ZIP code, therefore the percentage
increase in the projected trend of County birth rates was utilized to project future birth rates within
the ZIP codes served by the District (Figure 6). Since birth rates are expected to increase within El
Dorado County, this same trend is translated to ZIP code births.

Figure 6
ZIP Code Births and Projected Births Using County Percentage Changes
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Birth Capture Rate

In the most basic SP scenario shown earlier in the report, Kindergarten enrollment is repeated from
the previous year. However, in all future scenarios evaluated in the Study, Kindergarten enrollment is
derived by (1) calculating the historic birth-attendance rate (Kindergarten enrollment divided by the
number of births five years earlier) and (2) applying that birth-attendance rate to the number of
births five years prior to the applicable projected enroliment year. This is known as a Birth Capture
Rate.

The District recently began serving Transitional Kindergarten (TK), also known as Junior K students
which, upon full implementation, will increase the size of the Kindergarten classes the District serves.
TK students are eligible for early entry into a Kindergarten program, but are not eligible to move on
to first grade until after their second year of instruction. At full implementation, the number of
students eligible to attend TK and Kindergarten combined will have increased by about 25% from
previous Kindergarten enrollment trends.

The relationship between births and Kindergarten (exclusive of TK) enrollment five years later is
shown in Figure 7. Note that the Kindergarten enrollment for the most recent two years has been
manually adjusted to reflect estimated enrollment for a 12-month birth capture. This accounts for the
transitional implementation of TK, and its impacts to the Kindergarten enrollment.

Birth Capture Rates have remained fairly consistent over the past three years. Therefore, for
planning purposes, an average Capture Rate utilizing the past three years of historical data was
utilized in the Study for each of the enrollment projection models.

Figure 7
Births Compared to Kindergarten Enrollment 5 Years Later
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Note: Kindergarten enrollment for the most recent two years has been adjusted to account for TK transition.

April 2015 Page DS-8



Rescue Union School District Demographic Study

Table 3 shows the historical birth capture rates and Figure 8 shows the birth capture rate trended
over time.
Table 3
Birth Capture Rate

Kindergarten

. Zip Code Annual Kindergarten | Kindergarten Annual Kindergarten
AL :irihs Change Year Enrollment* Change Capture Rate Cap:;rf%kaie
1989 338 1994-95 283 0.8373 83.73%
1990 378 40 1995-96 297 14 0.7857 78.57%
1991 383 5 1996-97 302 5 0.7885 78.85%
1992 421 38 1997-98 287 -15 0.6817 68.17%
1993 470 49 1998-99 305 18 0.6489 64.89%
1994 496 26 1999-00 316 11 0.6371 63.71%
1995 506 10 2000-01 313 -3 0.6186 61.86%
1996 492 -14 2001-02 325 12 0.6606 66.06%
1997 506 14 2002-03 372 47 0.7352 73.52%
1998 501 -5 2003-04 343 -29 0.6846 68.46%
1999 548 47 2004-05 397 54 0.7245 72.45%
2000 560 12 2005-06 419 22 0.7482 74.82%
2001 561 1 2006-07 422 3 0.7522 75.22%
2002 622 61 2007-08 441 19 0.7090 70.90%
2003 663 41 2008-09 401 -40 0.6048 60.48%
2004 739 76 2009-10 421 20 0.5697 56.97%
2005 754 15 2010-11 386 -35 0.5119 51.19%
2006 796 42 2011-12 423 37 0.5314 53.14%
2007 702 -94 2012-13 391 -32 0.5570 55.70%
2008 665 -37 2013-14 366* -25 0.5504 55.04%
2009 649 -16 2014-15 353* -13 0.5439 54.39%
2010 598 -51 2015-16
2011 619 21 2016-17
2012 561 -58 2017-18
*Note: Adjusted to account for TK transition
Figure 8
Birth Capture Rate
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Migration Rate

A Cohort Survival Model (CSM) is used to determine the historical migration rate of students as they
progress from Kindergarten through eighth grade. The CSM relies on historical enroliment data to
capture the effects of all the factors impacting student enroliment over the years. It projects future
enrollment based upon past trends of students progressed at each grade level.

The CSM projection calculates the enrollment for Kindergarten using the Birth Capture Rates as
described above. The enrollment for each grade first through eighth is equal to the preceding
grade’s enrollment from the previous year plus (or minus) a “Cohort Change Factor” (CCF). For
example, seventh grade enrollment in 2013 is equal to the sixth grade enrollment in 2012 plus (or
minus) a CCF. The CCF for each grade is an average of the historical changes in enrollment from
year to year for that particular grade. These average historic CCFs reflect the impact of variables
that influence a district’s enrollment.

This Study uses a migration rate that considers the last three years of historical changes in enrollment.
Table 4 shows the historical migrations by grade level and the resulting three year migration rates.
Note that the migration rate calculations exclude the TK students as they are not eligible to migrate
to 1t grade.

Table 4
Migration Rates by Grade

Grade From>To

K>1* 1>2 2>3 3>4 4>5 5>6

2004>2005 17 22 23 28 22 16 -3 6
2005>2006 26 30 22 21 11 33 8 12
2006>2007 40 14 12 17 19 33 -8 7
2007>2008 11 -2 5 21 9 17 -22 43
2008>2009 27 -7 11 -4 15 27 -37 30
2009>2010 15 2 13 -4 -7 -6 -16 31
2010>2011 7 6 0 8 -6 11 -17 29
2011>2012 2 5 15 5 10 5 -2 18
2012>2013 -13 0] 10 -12 15 -6 -1 10
2013>2014 5 41 22 -2 -5 -4 -16 11
3-Year Migration -1.5 21.3 16.8 -4.2 4.2 -3.2 -12.0 11.8

* Note: Does not include migration of TK students.
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Figure 9 shows the changes in the cohort over time as the current size of the cohort is shown at each
grade level along with the size of the cohort when it was in Kindergarten. If the blue bars are
extended above the green trend line this represents that the cohort for that year has grown since
Kindergarten.

Figure 9
Cohort Changes Since Kindergarten
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Taking into account student progression, local births, birth capture rates and migration rates, Table 5
and Figure 10 identify ten year projections.

April 2015 Page DS-11



Rescue Union School District Demographic Study

Table 5
Projected Enrollment — Migration and Birth Rates

Actual | Projected Enrollment - No Housing Add
Grade 2014- 2015-
15 16
K 412 411 426 386 426 445 462 480 497 515 533
1 327 323 328 340 308 340 355 369 383 397 411
2 376 348 344 349 361 329 361 376 390 404 418
3 395 393 365 361 366 378 346 378 393 407 421
4 357 391 389 361 356 361 373 341 373 388 402
5 440 361 395 393 365 361 366 378 346 378 393
6 446 437 358 392 390 362 357 362 374 342 374
7 454 434 425 346 380 378 350 345 350 362 330
8 466 466 446 437 358 392 389 362 357 362 374
Total K-5 2,307 2,227 | 2,246 | 2,189 | 2,181 2,213 | 2,262 | 2,321 2,381 2,488 | 2,577
Total 6-8 1,366 1,337 | 1,229 | 1,174 | 1,127 | 1,131 1,097 | 1,070 | 1,082 | 1,067 | 1,079
Total K-8 3,673 3,563 | 3,475 | 3,363 | 3,309 | 3,344 | 3,359 | 3,390 | 3,463 | 3,555 | 3,656
Figure 10
Projected Enrollment — Migration and Birth Rates
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Step Three: Housing Development

New residential development is a key component to future enrollment growth in any district, including

the Rescue Union School District.

Student Generation Rates

Student Generation Rates (SGRs) are a critical component in analyzing the impact of new
development in a district. SGRs are used to project the number of students from new development

who will eventually be a part of the District.

In order to ensure the accuracy of these rates, Geographic Information Systems (GIS) mapping was
used. The rates were determined by first geocoding the actual address of each student currently
enrolled in the District. These addresses were then compared with El Dorado County Assessors’ parcel
information for homes built in the District over the last ten years (2004 -2013) to determine the SGRs
by grade level for homes ranging in one to ten years of age.

Table 6 identifies the average SGRs over the last ten years (2004-201 3).

Table 6

Student Generation Rates

Grade Grouping Student Generation Rate

K-5 0.303
6-8 0.142
Total K-8 0.445

Table 7 represents a year-by-year historical SGR by grade level by year for each of the last ten
years (2004-2013). This data is used to estimate the student yield of any given housing unit each

yeadr over the ten year period.

Student Generation Rate Ten Year Distribution

SGR

By Age
of Home

Year 1

Table 7

Grade Level

Year 2

Year 3

Year 4

Year 5

Year 6

Year 7

Year 8

Year 9

Year 10
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Housing

Over the previous five years the District has experienced residential growth equating to
approximately 30-35 new housing units per year. Over the next ten years, however, the District can
expect a rate of growth in housing that far exceeds these figures and is more in line with growth
trends in the late 1990s to early 2000s. This anticipated surge in growth is due to a changing
housing market where the current increasing home values are more comparable to periods of high
growth than the more recent years of decreasing home values and lower housing development rates.
There are many housing developments in the unincorporated areas of Rescue, Shingle Springs,
Cameron Park and El Dorado Hills that are anticipated to impact the District during the ten year
planning period. Throughout the development of this Study, we have worked with the County of El
Dorado Planning Services and Long Range Planning Departments to estimate residential development
anticipated over each of the next ten years.

Students generated from housing developments are a primary factor driving the enrollment growth
within the District with many different issues impacting the rate and level of future development. The
Study handles housing uncertainty by providing several potential scenarios for housing that form the
basis for the enrollment projections. The three housing scenarios are:

e Low Housing — This most conservative scenario projects housing units by including only the
projects that are furthest along in the planning and development process. This scenario
includes active approved development projects and subdivided housing lots.

e Moderate Housing — This scenario is similar to the above, but includes additional categories of
projects being contemplated within the District. In addition to all housing included in the “low”
scenario as described above, this scenario also includes development projects that are in the
approval process, as well as approved projects with no development activity, and previously
approved projects that have fairly recently expired.

e High Housing — This scenario is the most aggressive in the allocation of units anticipated within
the District. The “high” scenario includes all housing projected in the “low” and “moderate”
scenarios plus approved housing development projects that had previously been pursued
throughout the District, but have been dormant for longer than ten years.

Distribution of the projected housing units for each of the three scenarios is estimated for each year
across the ten year period. The distribution is based upon the potential timing of completion of those

units that are included within each scenario.

Table 8 identifies the annual housing development contemplated for each of the three scenarios.

Table 8
Housing Scenarios

Housing Year

Scenario 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
Low 93 93 93 92 92 78 78 77 77 77 850
Moderate 155 154 283 241 240 251 251 140 140 140 1,995
High 213 213 324 323 286 485 374 373 198 198 2,987
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Figure 11 shows the location of the anticipated housing developments within the District.

Figure 11
Map of Proposed Housing Developments within District
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Table 9 provides a listing of the various developments anticipated to impact the District and identifies
the housing and build out impact.
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Table 9
Housing/Build Out Development

Housing Units

Housing Scenario ‘

Proposed Development

Total Remaining Low Moderate LT 1 Build Out ‘
1 | |

Future Housing Development - El Dorado County

36 36 36 36 36
25 25 25 25
41 41 41
374 374 374
34 34 34 34
CIMMARRON COURT DUPLEXES 12 12 12 12 12
20 20 20 20 20
DIXON RANCH (Non Age Restricted) 445 445 445 445
GLENVIEW APARTMENTS 88 88 88
HAWK VIEW RIDGE 116 116 116 116 116
5 5 5 5 4,803
273 273 273 SF
47 47 47 47
27 12 12 776
3 3 3 MF
13 LOMITA WAY SUBDIVISION 24 24 24 24
8 8 8 8 8
44 44 44
24 24 24 Includes
9 9 9 9 all units
18 PONY EXPRESS ESTATES 6 6 6 listed plus
609 134 134 134 134 additional
10 10 10 10 housing
148 83 66 83 83 allowed
83 83 83 83 83 under
204 204 204 204 the current
72 72 72 72 El Dorado
212 195 180 195 195 County
90 83 83 83 83 General
18 18 18 18 Plan
10 11 11 11 11
244 244 53 244 244
49 49 49
SUMMER BROOK SUBDIVISION 29 29 29 29
12 12 12
32 20 20 20 20
28 28 28 28 28
WOODLEIGH HILLS #5/BLACK OAK 10 10 10
28 WOODLEIGH HILLS 1-4 43 43 43
WOODLEIGH VILLAGE 13 13 13
Total Housing 3,577 2,987 850 1,995 2,987 5,579
Projected Student Generation at: 10th Year Build Out
K-5 114 47 620 1,765
6-8 52 187 279 790
Total 166 604 899 2,555
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Migration Projection with Housing

Taking into account all factors including student progressions, birth rates, capture rates, migration
rates and housing development, Tables 10-12 and Figures 12-14 identify ten year projections
utilizing the Migration and birth factors from Step Two above and incorporating the three housing
scenarios described above.
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Table 10
Projected Enrollment — Low Housing Scenario

Actual | | Projected Enrollment - Low Housing Scenario
2014- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019- | 2020- | 2021- | 2022- | 2023- | 2024-
15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
I
K 412 412 429 389 435 458 475 496 517 538 558
1 327 326 336 348 315 352 368 383 401 418 432
2 376 348 344 349 364 332 364 384 402 417 433
3 395 394 366 362 367 381 353 387 404 421 437
4 357 392 391 363 361 368 380 350 385 402 419
5 440 361 395 393 365 367 373 390 361 397 413
6 446 438 359 393 391 365 363 370 385 355 390
7 454 436 427 348 382 382 355 353 361 375 347
8 466 467 447 438 359 399 402 377 374 382 393
Total K-5 2,307 2,233 | 2,260 | 2,203 | 2,206 | 2,257 | 2,312 | 2,389 | 2,469 | 2,592 | 2,691
Total 6-8 1,366 1,341 | 1,233 | 1,178 | 1,131 | 1,145 | 1,121 | 1,101 | 1,121 | 1,113 | 1,131
Total K-8 3,673 3,573 | 3,493 | 3,381 3,338 | 3,402 | 3,433 | 3,489 | 3,590 | 3,705 | 3,822
Figure 12
Projected Enrollment — Low Housing Scenario
5,500
5,000
4,500 R
- ? O i N
c ¥ @ T & O o
@ o v ¥ Y & oo 2 ~
£ 5 © 23 o &
: 4,000 § % © Qoo o 8 %
o % ™ 0 o 3
s 2@ o 5 ©w @ a2
3 © o I o2 S ¢ Y @
™ ~ s ™
3,500 o 2o @
™
) I I I I I I
2,500
¥ VW VO N ® &6 O — N ® ¥ B VO N ©® 60 O — N ™ X 1
e Qe Qe Qe Q - 7 7 7T 7T 7T 7T 57 7 o7 g g qgq g qq
O YT 1 O N ® 60 O —~ N ™M ¥ B VO N ®©® 6 O — N O ¥
© O O © O O O = = = = = = = = = ~— & & & & «

School Year

April 2015 Page DS-18



Rescue Union School District Demographic Study

Table 11
Projected Enroliment — Moderate Housing Scenario

Actual Projected Enrollment - Moderate Housing Scenario
2014- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019- | 2020- | 2021- | 2022- | 2023- | 2024-
15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
I
K 412 414 432 395 451 475 511 540 561 596 626
1 327 330 344 363 340 378 398 427 447 459 485
2 376 348 344 349 367 335 375 397 421 449 476
3 395 395 367 366 369 386 362 405 429 454 476
4 357 393 394 368 371 379 398 376 411 437 463
5 440 361 395 393 365 375 381 418 391 440 469
6 446 439 360 396 394 370 372 386 408 384 429
7 454 438 429 355 387 390 365 371 381 404 386
8 466 468 448 441 362 410 419 412 419 430 450
Total K-5 2,307 2,241 | 2,275 | 2,233 | 2,262 | 2,327 | 2,424 | 2,562 | 2,659 | 2,834 | 2,994
Total 6-8 1,366 1,345 1,237 | 1,191 1,142 1,169 | 1,157 | 1,170 | 1,209 | 1,219 | 1,266
Total K-8 3,673 3,585 | 3,512 | 3,424 | 3,405 | 3,496 | 3,581 | 3,731 | 3,868 | 4,053 | 4,260
Figure 13
Projected Enrolilment — Moderate Housing Scenario
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Table 12
Projected Enrollment — High Housing Scenario

Actual | Projected Enrollment - High Housing Scenario
Grade 2014- 2015- | 2016- | 2017- | 2018- | 2019- | 2020- | 2021- | 2022- | 2023- | 2024-
15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
K 412 415 435 397 462 489 526 566 587 646 672
1 327 333 353 371 348 392 421 461 484 498 523
2 376 348 344 349 370 338 378 406 433 472 497
3 395 396 368 366 371 389 373 416 445 469 500
4 357 394 396 370 376 387 408 392 429 465 493
5 440 361 395 393 365 382 389 428 410 458 513
6 446 440 361 397 395 373 381 395 423 398 453
7 454 440 431 356 390 394 377 381 400 419 412
8 466 469 449 442 363 417 437 428 442 452 492
Total K-5 2,307 2,247 | 2,290 | 2,245 | 2,291 2,376 | 2,494 | 2,668 | 2,787 | 3,007 | 3,197
Total 6-8 1,366 1,349 1,241 1,194 1,147 | 1,183 1,196 1,205 1,266 1,270 1,358
Total K-8 3,673 3,595 | 3,531 3,439 | 3,439 | 3,559 | 3,690 | 3,872 | 4,053 | 4,277 | 4,555
Figure 14
Projected Enroliment — High Housing Scenario
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Comparison

Figure 15 is a comparison of the three enroliment projection housing scenarios along with the No
Housing scenario.

Figure 15
Comparison of Enrollment Projections
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Rescue Union School District Build Out Needs

Build Out

The Demographic Study outlines the projected enrollment over the ten-year planning period. Based
upon current land use designations as contained in the El Dorado County General Plan document, an
estimated total of approximately 5,579 potential residential housing units within the District could be
anticipated at build out. These residential units could be expected to generate approximately 1,765
K-5 grade students and 790 6-8 grade students using current student generation rates. This would
result in the need for approximately 71 K-5 classrooms and 31 6-8 classrooms at build out.

Assuming that any newly constructed elementary school would have a capacity of 400 and any newly
constructed middle school would have a capacity of 600, the Plan anticipates that 4.4 new
elementary schools and 1.3 new middle schools would be needed to serve the estimated student
capacity at build out. Should the District wish to pursue K-8 schools with a capacity of 600, 4.3 new
schools would be needed.

Table BO-1 identifies the District’s new facilities needs at build out.

Table BO-1
Build Out Facility Needs

Project Type Description

K-5 Need
Construction of up to 4.40 new K-5 400 student
71 Classrooms capacity schools or equivalent capacity in
additions.
6-8 Need
Construction of up to 1.30 new 6-8 600 student
31 Classrooms capacity schools or equivalent capacity in
additions.
or
K-8 Need
Construction of up to 4.30 new K-8 600 student
102 Classrooms capacity schools or equivalent capacity in
additions.

It is also important to note that the District should re-evaluate both the status of development plans
and student enrollment projections regularly to account for demographic changes including changing
trends in the housing market as these changes can affect the District’s facility needs.
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Cost Estimates

The estimated cost to complete growth projects to serve student capacity needs at build out of
currently anticipated housing development are identified in Table BO-2. This range is reflective of
how costs differ depending upon grade level configuration choices, available capacity shifts, and
new school components.
Table BO-2
Cost Estimate Summary — Build Out

Project Type Description Cost
K-5 Need
71 Classrooms f::: nZT:;CTIsoc?I:ctls zrk:e 5u?vequelrf; iaAoaoci:wiiem $31,300,000 -
pactty 9 pactly $7.4,900,000
additions.
6-8 Need
31 Classrooms cCao n::;d'::’;l:;: Ieroe : ?veavre(r:; ?:aboacz:i:wiem $17,700,000 -
pacity v padity $53,300,000
additions.
or
K-8 Need
102 Classrooms Cons’rr.uc’rlon of up to 5 new K-8 600 student $118,600,000
capacity schools.
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Rescue Union School District SCHOOL

New Construction Eligibility

DRAFT 2014-15 New Construction Eligibility Summary

K-6 Grants 7-8 Grants ggg%?_;ﬁ:g Total
Enrollment Projection 2,713 782 38
Baseline Capacity + Projects 3,097 1,161 26
DRAFT New Construction Eligibility (384) (379) 12
50% State Share $0.00 $0.00 $223,680.00 | $223,680.00
50% District Match $0.00 $0.00 $223,680.00 | $223,680.00
Total Estimated Base Grant Funding $0.00 $0.00 $447,360.00 $447,360.00

Estimated Base Grant Funding is based on the 2014 grant amounts approved at the January 22, 2014 SAB (K-6:
$9,921; 7-8: $10,491 and Non-Severe SDC: $18,640).



Rescue Union School District

New Construction Eligibility

DRAFT 2014-15 New Construction Eligibility Analysis

SCHOOL

FACILITY

Date K-6 Grants | 7-8 Grants ggg Zer:ﬁ:z Total

SAB 50-01 Enroliment Projection (2014/15) | 01/29/15 2,713 782 38
SAB 50-02 Existing Capacity 02/22/02 (1,325) (405) (26)
Eligible Grants 1,388 377 12
New Construction Projects

50/001 - Green Valley Elementary 02/23/00 (475) 0 0

50/002 - New Middle 03/28/01 (378) (756) 0

50/003 - Promontory Elementary 06/26/02 (800) 0 0

Purchase of State Portables 10/24/07 (26) 0 0

50/005 - Rescue Elementary 02/27/08 (75) 0 0

Purchase of State Portables 03/26/08 (18) 0 0
DRAFT 2014/2015 New Construction Eligibility (384) (379) 12
50% State Share $0.00 $0.00 $223,680.00 | $223,680.00
50% District Match $0.00 $0.00 $223,680.00 | $223,680.00
Total Estimated Base Grant Funding $0.00 $0.00 $447,360.00 | $447,360.00

Estimated Base Grant Funding is based on the 2014 grant amounts approved at the January 22, 2014 SAB (K-6:

$9,921; 7-8: $10,491 and Non-Severe SDC: $18,640).




Rescue Union School District SCHOOL

Modernization Eligibility FACILITY

DRAFT 2014/15 Modernization Eligibility Summary

School Site Eligibility State Share District Share Total

Green Valley ES 550 $2,077,900 $1,385,267 $3,463,167
Jackson ES 50 $188,900 $125,933 $314,833
Lake Forest ES 375 $1,416,750 $944,500 $2,361,250
Lakeview ES 0 $0 $0 $0
Rescue ES 180 $793,153 $528,769 $1,321,922
Marina Village MS 727 $2,746,606 $1,831,071 $4,577,677
Pleasant Grove MS 0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL 1,882 $7,223,309 $4,815,539 $12,038,848

Based on January 2014 SAB Grant Amounts
Updated for projects submitted to date
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BEHIOUL

Rescue Union School District

10 Year Modernization Eligibility Analysis FACILITY
Green Valley Elementary School
Current Eligibility per Tracker 1998/99 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
1998/99 Baseline Eligibility 125 0 0 125
Previous Projects 0 0 0 0
Estimated Eligibility* 125 0 0 125
State Share $472,250 $0 $0 $472,250
District Share $314,833 $0 $0 $314,833
Total Funding $787,083 $0 $0 $787,083
2014/15 Eligibility (Update for Classroom Turnover) 1998/99 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2014/15 Draft Eligibility 550 0 0 550
Previous Projects 0 0 0 0
Estimated Eligibility 550 0 0 550
State Share $2,077,900 $0 $0 $2,077,900
District Share $1,385,267 $0 $0 $1,385,267
Total Funding $3,463,167 $0 $0 $3,463,167
2019/20 Eligibility (Updated for Classroom Turnover) 1998/99 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2020 Eligibility 584 0 0 584
Previous Projects 0 0 0 0
Estimated Eligibility 584 0 0 584
State Share $2,206,352 $0 $0 $2,206,352
District Share $1,470,901 $0 $0 $1,470,901
Total Funding $3,677,253 $0 $0 $3,677,253

Funding Based on Grant Amounts approved at January 22, 2014 SAB:




SCHOOL

Rescue Union School District

10 Year Modernization Eligibility Analysis FACILITY
Jackson Elementary School
Current Eligibility per Tracker 2002/03 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2002/03 Baseline Eligibility 425 0 0 425
Previous Projects 425 0 0 425
Estimated Eligibility* 0 0 0 0
State Share $0 $0 $0 $0
District Share $0 $0 $0 $0
Total Funding $0 $0 $0 $0
2014/15 Eligibility (Update for Classroom Turnover) 2002/03 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2014/15 Draft Eligibility 475 0 0 475
Previous Projects 425 0 0 425
Estimated Eligibility 50 0 0 50
State Share $188,900 $0 $0 $188,900
District Share $125,933 $0 $0 $125,933
Total Funding $314,833 $0 $0 $314,833
2016/17 Eligibility (Updated for Classroom Turnover) 2002/03 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2017 Eligibility 600 0 0 600
Previous Projects 425 0 0 425
Estimated Eligibility 175 0 0 175
State Share $737,538 $0 $0 $737,538
District Share $491,692 $0 $0 $491,692
Total Funding $1,229,230 $0 $0 $1,229,230
2018/19 Eligibility (Updated for Classroom Turnover) 2002/03 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2019 Eligibility 699 0 0 699
Previous Projects 425 0 0 425
Estimated Eligibility 274 0 0 274
State Share $1,136,533 $0 $0 $1,136,533
District Share $757,689 $0 $0 $757,689
Total Funding $1,894,222 $0 $0 $1,894,222
2023/24 Eligibility (Updated for Classroom Turnover) 2002/03 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2024 Eligibility 699 0 0 699
Previous Projects 425 0 0 425
Estimated Eligibility 274 0 0 274
State Share $1,133,595 $0 $0 $1,133,595
District Share $755,730 $0 $0 $755,730
Total Funding $1,889,325 $0 $0 $1,889,325

Funding Based on Grant Amounts approved at January 22, 2014 SAB:




BEHIOUL

Rescue Union School District

10 Year Modernization Eligibility Analysis FACILITY
Lake Forest Elementary School
2014/15 Eligibility Baseline 2014/15 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2014/15 Draft Eligibility Baseline 375 0 0 375
Previous Projects 0 0 0 0
Estimated Eligibility 375 0 0 375
State Share $1,416,750 $0 $0 $1,416,750
District Share $944,500 $0 $0 $944,500
Total Funding $2,361,250 $0 $0 $2,361,250
2016/17 Eligibility (Updated for Classroom Turnover) 2014/15 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2017 Eligibility 425 0 0 425
Previous Projects 0 0 0 0
Estimated Eligibility 425 0 0 425
State Share $1,605,650 $0 $0 $1,605,650
District Share $1,070,433 $0 $0 $1,070,433
Total Funding $2,676,083 $0 $0 $2,676,083
2019/20 Eligibility (Updated for Classroom Turnover) 2014/15 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2020 Eligibility 430 0 0 430
Previous Projects 0 0 0 0
Estimated Eligibility 430 0 0 430
State Share $1,624,540 $0 $0 $1,624,540
District Share $1,083,027 $0 $0 $1,083,027
Total Funding $2,707,567 $0 $0 $2,707,567

Funding Based on Grant Amounts approved at January 22, 2014 SAB:




Rescue Union School District SCHOOL

10 Year Modernization Eligibility Analysis FACILITY
Rescue Elementary School
Current Eligibility per Tracker 1998/99 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
1998/99 Baseline Eligibility 300 0 0 300
Previous Projects 300 0 0 300
Estimated Eligibility* 0 0 0 0
State Share $0 $0 $0 $0
District Share $0 $0 $0 $0
Total Funding $0 $0 $0 $0
2014/15 Eligibility (Update for Classroom Turnover) 1998/99 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2014/15 Draft Eligibility 480 0 0 480
Previous Projects 300 0 0 300
Estimated Eligibility 180 0 0 180
State Share $793,153 $0 $0 $793,153
District Share $528,769 $0 $0 $528,769
Total Funding $1,321,922 $0 $0 $1,321,922
2015/16 Eligibility (Updated for Classrooms Turning Over 50 Years Old) 1998/99 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2016 Eligibility 480 0 0 480
Previous Projects 300 0 0 300
Estimated Eligibility 180 0 0 180
State Share $843,099 $0 $0 $843,099
District Share $562,066 $0 $0 $562,066
Total Funding $1,405,165 $0 $0 $1,405,165
2016/17 Eligibility (Updated for Classrooms Turning Over 50 Years Old) 1998/99 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2017 Eligibility 480 0 0 480
Previous Projects 300 0 0 300
Estimated Eligibility 180 0 0 180
State Share $865,134 $0 $0 $865,134
District Share $576,756 $0 $0 $576,756
Total Funding $1,441,890 $0 $0 $1,441,890
2017/18 Eligibility (Updated for Classroom Turnover) 1998/99 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2018 Eligibility 480 0 0 480
Previous Projects 300 0 0 300
Estimated Eligibility 180 0 0 180
State Share $838,692 $0 $0 $838,692
District Share $559,128 $0 $0 $559,128
Total Funding $1,397,820 $0 $0 $1,397,820




Rescue Union School District

10 Year Modernization Eligibility Analysis

Rescue Elementary School

SCHOOL
FACTLITY

CONSULTANTS

2018/19 Eligibility (Updated for Classroom Turnover)

1998/99 CBEDS

Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2019 Eligibility 480 0 0 480
Previous Projects 300 0 0 300
Estimated Eligibility 180 0 0 180
State Share $831,347 $0 $0 $831,347
District Share $554,231 $0 $0 $554,231
Total Funding $1,385,578 $0 $0 $1,385,578

Funding Based on Grant Amounts approved at January 22, 2014 SAB:



BEHIOUL

Rescue Union School District

10 Year Modernization Eligibility Analysis FACILITY
Marina Village Middle School
Current Eligibility per Tracker 1998/99 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
1998/99 Baseline Eligibility 162 0 0 162
Previous Projects 0 0 0 0
Estimated Eligibility* 162 0 0 162
State Share $612,036 $0 $0 $612,036
District Share $408,024 $0 $0 $408,024
Total Funding $1,020,060 $0 $0 $1,020,060
2014/15 Eligibility (Update for Classroom Turnover) 2014/15 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2014/15 Draft Eligibility 727 0 0 727
Previous Projects 0 0 0 0
Estimated Eligibility 727 0 0 727
State Share $2,746,606 $0 $0 $2,746,606
District Share $1,831,071 $0 $0 $1,831,071
Total Funding $4,577,677 $0 $0 $4,577,677
2023/24 Eligibility (Update for Classroom Turnover) 2014/15 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2024 Eligibility 808 0 0 808
Previous Projects 0 0 0 0
Estimated Eligibility 808 0 0 808
State Share $3,052,624 $0 $0 $3,052,624
District Share $2,035,083 $0 $0 $2,035,083
Total Funding $5,087,707 $0 $0 $5,087,707

Funding Based on Grant Amounts approved at January 22, 2014 SAB:




Rescue Union School District SCHOOL

10 Year Modernization Eligibility Analysis FACILITY
Pleasant Grove Middle School
2022/23 Baseline Eligibility 2014/15 CBEDS
Description K-6 7-8 Non-Severe Total
2023 Baseline Eligibility 270 0 13 283
Previous Projects 0 0 0 0
Estimated Eligibility 270 0 13 283
State Share $1,020,060 $0 $0 $1,020,060
District Share $680,040 $0 $0 $680,040
Total Funding $1,700,100 $0 $0 $1,700,100

Funding Based on Grant Amounts approved at January 22, 2014 SAB:



ITEM#: 5
DATE: August 22, 2017

RESCUE UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT

AGENDA ITEM: China Initiative- -Sister School Program/Visitation

BACKGROUND:

In the fall of the 2016-2017 school year, the Rescue Union School District welcomed approximately 100 visiting
Chinese students and over a dozen educators from four different schools in Hangzhou, China. In the spring, the
district sent a team of administrators to visit these sister schools, and explore the feasibility of sending RUSD
students to China to increase multicultural understanding and gain a more global perspective. The Rescue
Union School District is eager to welcome another group of visiting students and teachers from our four sister
schools at the end of September and beginning of October.

STATUS:

In order to increase the amount of time available to discuss educational issues with our colleagues from China, it
is proposed that we schedule evening dinners where teams of administrators and teachers from the Rescue
Union School District and Hangzhou, China can engage in thoughtful discourse about the similarities,
differences, strengths, and challenges associated with our two educational systems. It is through discussions
such as these that refinement to our own educational practices might be made to better prepare our students for
successful careers in a global, multicultural marketplace.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Budget to include:

$3000 food

$400 plaques (4)

$500 picture frames

$500 Chinese student cafeteria lunches

$4400 Subtotal plus

$1000 subs for 6 full days (already budgeted in approved 2017-18 LCAP)

BOARD GOAL:

Board Focus Goal | - STUDENT NEEDS:

A. Student Safety and Well Being: Enhance and encourage social, emotional, ethical and
civic learning by providing a safe, supportive and diverse environment.

B. Curriculum and Instruction: Provide a meaningful, innovative learning environment
using Common Core, and other student content standards and researched-based,
progressive, effective instructional methodology, instructional materials, staff
development and technology that will ensure student success in career and college.

Board Focus Goal IV - CULTURE OF EXCELLENCE
Create and promote programs that support, reward and incentivize employees to perform at
exceptional levels for the benefit of our students.



Local Control Accountability Plan GOAL 1:
The District will enhance and encourage learning for all students, increase pupil engagement
and improve pupil learning outcomes by providing a student-centered, innovative, and
engaging learning environment using effective research-based instructional methodologies
aligned to California State Standards.

RECOMMENDATION:

The Board approve the budget for the China Initiative Program.
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