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September 5, 2007 
 
To: Julian D. Crocker, County Superintendent of Schools 
 
From: Mary Jarvis, Assistant Superintendent for Business Services  
 
Subject: Properties and Facilities Report II (1983 - 2007) 
 
This report provides a summary of the new construction projects that took place in the 
last six years, and serves as a much-needed addendum to the first Properties and 
Facilities Report which covered happenings between 1947 and 1983.  A major 
accomplishment in the prior report was that the County Office of Education obtained a 
“‘place of its own’ to carry out the functions of the County Superintendent of Schools 
and County Board of Education.  “Since obtaining a ‘place of its own,’ the County Office 
of Education has also improved it.  After relocating office staff and waiting patiently for 
the construction to be completed, the San Luis Obispo County Office of Education, 
located at 3350 Education Drive, was remodeled and landscaped in 2002. 
 
Serving as County Superintendent of Schools during this period of time were: 
 
Salvatore A. Canale  January 1983 through December 1990 
Linda Shepherd  January 1991 through December 1994 
Dr. Kenneth Palmer  January 1995 through December 1998 
Dr. Julian D. Crocker January 1999 through present 
 
At the time of this report the San Luis Obispo County Board of Education members 
included:  
 
Gaye L. Galvan Trustee Area 5 
Paul Madonna Trustee Area 2 
Floyd Moffatt Trustee Area 4 
Larry Peterson Trustee Area 3 
Diane A. Ward Trustee Area 1 
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The following report will highlight factors influencing overall school facilities construction 
and give a brief description of the County Office of Education’s (COE) new construction 
and modernization projects. 
 

Recent Factors Influencing School Facilities 
 
California’s Political Climate 

Sacramento has been buzzing with change ever since Arnold Schwarzenegger was 
elected governor of California in a recall election against former governor Gray Davis in 
October 2003.  Despite its new governor, the California budget deficit continued to 
grow.  In 2004, community colleges and state universities dealt with the budget cuts and 
increased student fees.  School districts and county offices of education also dealt with 
budget cuts while they dealt with new legislation that required greater fiscal oversight 
from the County Superintendent of Schools (Williams Act and AB 2756).  Much needed 
relief came when Proposition 55, Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities 
Bond Act of 2004, passed in March 2004.  This proposition made more funds available 
for new construction and modernization projects to help relieve overcrowding and to 
repair older schools.  Although school districts may take out bonds or levy developer 
fees, county offices of education are never able to do this because they fall under the 
Office of Public School Construction’s “financial hardship” category.   

In the November 2006 General Election Ballot, Californians voted “yes” on 
Proposition 1D (Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2006), 
to pass a $10.4 billion school bond to help improve and renovate K-12 and higher 
education facilities. 

 
Environmental Factors 

Earthquakes  A large earthquake of magnitude 6.5 occurred on the Central Coast 
of California on Monday, December 22, 2003.  Despite this magnitude there was no 
damage to COE facilities, including those under construction.  Although Paso Robles 
Joint Unified School District’s Flamson Middle School suffered damage, no one was 
hurt.  Thanks to the Field Act that was put in place in 1933, schools are being built more 
safely. 

Rain  In January of 2005, the San Luis Obispo County saw record-breaking 
amounts of rain.  Although the rain was much needed, it delayed construction of new 
facilities and created additional problems. 
 Protected Snails  Morro shoulderband snails were discovered or misidentified at 
several sites throughout the county, resulting in lengthy environmental reviews and the 
delay of projects.  The misidentification of snails impacted the development of the 
COE’s additional parking lot at the main office. 
 
Special Education/Alternative Education 

Special education numbers, especially in autism, continue to grow in San Luis 
Obispo County.  At one point, the COE had 43 Behavior Health Specialists employed 



while positions were waiting to be filled.  Special education numbers and court and 
community school enrollment numbers determine eligibility for new construction funding 
for the County Office of Education.  Although special education numbers are rising, 
many districts are dealing with declining enrollment.  The lack of affordable housing may 
be one contributor to the districts’ declining enrollment. 

SLOCOE saw many administrative changes in Student Services in 2004.  
Previously, one administrator, former Assistant Superintendent, Mary Jo DeSio, 
oversaw SELPA (Special Education Local Plan Area) and Student Services operations.  
Now these two programs have been separated.  The SELPA, headed by Dr. 
Alan Hilton, has relocated its staff to a new building, Morro Road Education Center, in 
Atascadero.  Student Services, headed by Assistant Superintendent, Jeanne Dukes, 
has moved to administrative offices adjacent to SLOCOE’s main office. 
 
Special Thanks 

The following individuals contributed in some aspect to the modernization, 
relocation, or construction of new facilities.  A special thanks to any COE Facilities staff 
and COE employees who are not mentioned below. 
 

Denise Cameron, Accounting Technician III, Facilities Invoices (1988 - present) 
 

Tina Davidson, Executive Assistant (2003 – 2007) 
 

Peggy Edwards, Purchasing Manager (2000 - present) 
 

Milo Goodale, Maintenance Supervisor (1988 - present) 
 

Kim Greer, Director of Internal Fiscal Services (2004 - 2006) 
 

Dave Keil, Director of Maintenance & Operations (1993 - present) 
 

Eric Smith, Deputy Superintendent, Business Services (1999 -2004) and 
Facilities Consultant 2005-06 

 
Phil Trott, Director of Information Technology Services (1991 - present) 

 
Kathy Walker, Accounting Technician III, Accounts Payable (1998 - present) 

 
Cynthia Waltmire, Fiscal Specialist (2001 - 2006) 
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County Office of Education Remodel 
 
Address:  3350 Education Drive, San Luis Obispo 
 
Square Footage:  4,600 
 
Occupants: County Superintendent of Schools, Educational Services,  
 Business Services, and Human Resources 
 
Remodel/Addition: Business Services Conference Room, new offices for  
 Business Systems Manager and Information Technology 

Services, Board Room, Training Room with twenty lap 
top computers, Educational Services Conference Room, 
Superintendents’ Conference Room, staff lounge, and 
workroom. 

 
Architect:  Heiser and Associates, Inc. of San Rafael, CA 
 
General Contractor:  Wysong Construction, Inc. of Atascadero, CA 
 
Contractor for Business Services Addition: RSH Construction  

of Atascadero, CA 
 
Project Manager:  Eric Smith 
 
Notice to Proceed:  August 16, 2000 
 
Notice of Completion:  April 5, 2002 
 
Funding:  QZAB (Qualified Zone Academy Bonds) and Deferred Maintenance 
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Student Services Building 
 
 
Address:  3360 Education Drive, San Luis Obispo 
 
Square Footage:  4,608 
 
Occupants:  Student Services Staff 
 
Civil Engineer:  Wallace Group of San Luis Obispo, CA 
 
Contractor:  RSH Construction of Atascadero, CA 
 
Project Manager:  Dave Keil 
 
Notice to Proceed:  February 14, 2006 
 
Notice of Completion:  September 7, 2006 
 
Funding:  General Fund $196,249 
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Parking Lot Addition at Main Office 
 
 
Address:  3350 Education Drive, San Luis Obispo 
 
Square Footage:  1,500 
 
Civil Engineer:  Wallace Group of San Luis Obispo, CA 
 
Contractor:  RSH Construction of Atascadero, CA 
 
Project Manager:  Dave Keil 
 
Notice to Proceed:  February 3, 2006 
 
Notice of Completion:  August 3, 2006 
 
Funding:  $206,613 General Fund 
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Chalk Mountain Community School 
 
Address: 10801 El Camino Real, Atascadero 
District: Atascadero Unified School District 
 
Square Footage:  25,000 
 
Occupants:  Community School Students, Alternative Education 
 
General Contractor:  Specialty Construction Inc. of San Luis Obispo, CA 
 
Architect:  Heiser & Associates, Inc. of San Rafael, CA 
 
DSA Inspector:  Burt Lund 
 
Assistant DSA Inspector:  Jack Welch 
 
Project Manager:  Trevor Miller & Peggy Edwards 
 
Notice to Proceed:  March 27, 2003 
 
Notice of Completion:  August 5, 2004 
 
Items of Note:  Gymnasium and dome skylight 
 
Funding:  $5.2 million from Proposition 47 
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Mesa View Community School 
 
Address: 1065 Mesa View Drive, Arroyo Grande 
District: Lucia Mar Unified School District 
 
Square Footage:  13,588 
 
Occupants:  Community School Students, Alternative Education 
 
Architect:  Phillips Metsch Sweeney Moore Architects of Santa Maria, CA 
 
Project Liaison:  Elena Condon 
 
General Contractor.  S.J. Deferville of Santa Maria, CA 
 
DSA Inspector:  Bruce Metzler 
 
Notice to Proceed Date:  July 1, 2004 
 
Notice of Completion:  June 22, 2006 
 
Funding:  $5.3 million from Proposition 47 
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Loma Vista Community School 
 
Address:  2494 Pennington Creek Road, San Luis Obispo 
District:  San Luis Coastal Unified School District 
 
Square Footage:  14,540 
 
Occupants:  Community School Students, Alternative Education 
 
Architect:  Heiser and Associates, Inc. of San Rafael, CA 
 
General Contractor.  Morrissey Construction of Oceanside, CA 
 
Project Manager:  Dave Keil 
 
DSA Inspector:  Doug Walters 
 
Notice to Proceed Date:  January 31, 2006 
 
Notice of Completion:  October, 2007 
 
Funding:  $5.1 million from Proposition 47 and 55 
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Oceano Education Center 
 
Address: 1510 19th St., Oceano 
District: Lucia Mar Unified School District 
 
Square Footage:  8,150 
 
Occupants: Special Day Class-Severely Handicapped (SDC-SH) Students, 

California Children’s Services 
 
Architect:  Hall Hurley Deutsch Architects of Santa Maria, CA 
 
DSA Inspector:  Ralph Miner 
 
Notice to Proceed:  March 27, 2000 
 
Notice of Completion:  March 1, 2001 
 
Funding:  $1.5 million from Proposition 1A 
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Meadowlark Education Center 
 
Address: 2503 Beechwood, Paso Robles 
District: Paso Robles Joint Unified School District 
 
Square Footage:  12,462 
 
Occupants:  California Children’s Services, SDC-SH Students 
 
General Contractor:  Dilbeck and Sons, Inc. of Salinas, CA 
 
Architect:  Heiser and Associates, Inc. of San Rafael, CA 
 
DSA Inspector:  Roland Shafer 
 
Project Manager:  Garry Robertson 
 
Notice to Proceed Date:  March 24, 2004 
 
Notice of Completion Date:  June 2, 2005 
 
Funding:  $2.9 from Proposition 47 and HCOF (Health Care and Other 

Facilities) Grant with the assistance of Congresswoman  
Lois Capps. 
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Morro Road Education Center 
 
Address: 8005 Morro Road, Atascadero 
District: Atascadero Unified School District 

 
 
Square Footage:  5,448 
 
Occupants: Independent Study Students, SDC-SH Students, SELPA staff 
 
General Contractor:  Wysong Construction of Atascadero, CA 
 
Architect:  Kirk Heiser & Associates Inc. of San Rafael, CA 
 
DSA Inspector:  Jack Welch 
 
Project Manager:  Dave Keil 
 
Notice to Proceed Date:  May 7, 2004 
 
Notice of Completion:  February 2, 2006 
 
Funding:  $4 million from Proposition 47 
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Chris Jespersen Modernization 
 
Address: 251 Grand Avenue, San Luis Obispo 
District: San Luis Coastal Unified School District 
 

 
 
Square Footage:  8,195 
 
Occupants: SDC-SH Students, Infant Program, State Preschool, South 

County Special Education staff 
 
Notice to Proceed Date:  September 28, 2004 
 
Notice of Completion Date:  August 4, 2005 
 
Architect:  Heiser and Associates, Inc. of San Rafael, CA 
 
General Contractor:  Wysong Construction, Inc. of Atascadero, CA 
 
DSA Inspector:  Ralph Miner 
 
Project Manager:  Dave Keil 
 
Funding:  $600,000 of Modernization Funds from Proposition 47 
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Rancho El Chorro Auditorium Modernization 
 
Address:  2450 Pennington Creek Road, San Luis Obispo 
 
Square Footage:  1,250 
 
Architect:  Heiser and Associates, Inc. of San Rafael, CA 
 
Contractors:  RSH Construction of Atascadero, CA & Various Others 
 
Project Manager:  Dave Keil 
 
Funding:  $511,699 from QZAB (Qualified Zone Academy Bonds) & sale of 

NARA property 
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Nipomo High School 
Special Education Building 
 
Address: 525 N. Thompson Avenue, Nipomo 
District: Lucia Mar Unified School District 
 
Square Footage: 8,206 
 
Occupants:  SDC-SH Students 
 
Architect:  Hall Hurley Deutsch Architect of Santa Maria, CA 
 
Contractor:  Dodd Yahnian Construction of Visalia, CA 
 
DSA Inspector:  Doug Walters 
 
Project Manager:  Dave Keil 
 
Notice to Proceed:  July 20, 2001 
 
Notice of Completion:  January 9, 2003 
 
Funding:  $1.1 million from Proposition 1A 
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Daniel Lewis Special Education Building  
 
Address: 900 Creston Road, Paso Robles 
District: Paso Robles Joint Unified School District 
 
Square Footage:  4,310 
 
Occupants: SDC-SH, SDC- Emotionally Disturbed Students 
 
Architect:  Heiser and Associates, Inc. of San Rafael, CA 
 
General Contractor:  Wysong Construction of Atascadero, CA 
 
DSA Inspector/Project Manager:  Trevor Miller 
 
Notice to Proceed:  February 11, 2003 
 
Notice of Completion:  March 11, 2004 
 
Funding:  $1.3 million from Proposition 47 
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Paso Robles High School 
Special Education Building 
 
 
Address: 801 Niblick Road, Paso Robles 
District: Paso Robles Joint Unified School District 
 
Square Footage:  3,192 
 
Occupants:  SDC-SH Students 
 
Architect:  Heiser and Associates, Inc. of San Rafael, CA 
 
General Contractor:  Wysong Construction, Inc. of Atascadero, CA 
 
DSA Inspector/Project Manager:  Trevor Miller 
 
Notice to Proceed:  February 11, 2003 
 
Notice of Completion:  March 11, 2004 
 
Funding:  $1 million from Proposition 47 
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Atascadero High School  
Special Education Building 
  
Address: One High School Hill, Atascadero 
District: Atascadero Unified School District 
 
Square Footage:  3,305 
 
Occupants: SDC- SH, SDC- Emotionally Disturbed Students 
 
General Contractor:  Wysong Construction of Atascadero, CA 
 
Architect:  Heiser and Associates, Inc. of San Rafael, CA 
  
DSA Inspector:  Jack Welch 
 
Project Manager:  Dave Keil 
 
Notice to Proceed:  May 7, 2004 
 
Notice of Completion:  August 4, 2005 
 
Funding:  $1.4 million from Proposition 47 
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Chart of New Construction/Modernization Sites (updated 11/7/06) 
 Project/State Funding Address APN Site Purchase Price 

Chalk Mountain Community School 
$5.2 million 

10801 El Camino Real, 
Atascadero 

45-321-03  

Mesa View Community School 
$5.3 million 

1065 Mesa View Drive, 
Arroyo Grande 

75-311-13 $578,000 

Loma Vista Community School 
Estimated $5 million 

2494 Pennington Creek 
Road, San Luis Obispo 

(COE owned land) ---- 

Spring St. Community School 
$5.4 million 

4th and Spring St., Paso 
Robles 
(No site address yet) 

009-291-007 $1,078,537.50 

Oceano Education Center 
$1.5 million 

1510 19th St., Oceano (District Owned Land) 40-year lease with Lucia Mar 
Unified School District 

Meadowlark Education Center 
$2.9 million 

2503 Beechwood, Paso 
Robles 

(District Owned Land) 40-year lease with 
Paso Robles Joint Unified School 

District 
Morro Road Education Center 
$4 million 

8005 Morro Road, 
Atascadero 

031-242-013 &  
031-242-016 

$250,000 (?) 

Chris Jespersen School Modernization 
Project 
$600,000 

251 Grand Avenue, San 
Luis Obispo 

(District Owned Land) 40-year lease with 
 San Luis Coastal Unified School 

District 
Rancho El Chorro Auditorium 
Modernization 

2450 Pennington Creek 
Road, San Luis Obispo 

(COE Owned Land) --- 

Nipomo High School Special Education 
Building 
$1.5 million 

525 N. Thompson 
Avenue, 
Nipomo 

(District Owned Land) 40-year lease with 
Lucia Mar Unified School District 

Daniel Lewis Middle School Special 
Education Building 
$1.3 million 

900 Creston Road, Paso 
Robles 

(District Owned Land) 40-year lease with 
Paso Robles Joint Unified School 

District 
Paso Robles High School Special 
Education Building 
$1 million 

801 Niblick Road, Paso 
Robles 

(District Owned Land) 40-year lease with 
Paso Robles Joint Unified School 

District 
Atascadero High School Special 
Education Building 
$1.4 million 

One High School Hill, 
Atascadero 

(District Owned Land) 40-year lease with 
Atascadero Unified School District 

First 5- School Readiness 641 36th St , Paso Robles 008-011-047 $1,000,775.00 
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Proposition 1D 

Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond Act of 2006 

Background 
Public education in California consists of two systems. One system includes about 

1,000 local school districts that provide education from kindergarten through grade 12 
(“K-12”) to about 6.3 million students. The other system (commonly referred to as 
“higher education”) includes the California Community Colleges (CCC), the California 
State University (CSU), and the University of California (UC). These three higher 
education segments provide education beyond grade 12 to a total of about 2.1 million 
students.  

K-12 School Facilities 
Through the School Facility Program (SFP), K-12 school districts apply for funding 

to buy land, construct new buildings, and modernize (that is, renovate) existing 
buildings. A school district’s allocation is based on a formula. The formula considers the 
number of students a district expects to enroll that cannot be served in existing facility 
space. The SFP requires the state and school districts to share the cost of facilities. For 
new construction projects, the cost is shared equally by the state and school districts. 
For modernization projects, the state pays 60 percent and school districts pay 40 percent 
of the cost. If a school district faces unusual circumstances, however, it may apply for 
“hardship” funding from the state to offset its local share of costs. 

Major Funding Sources. As described below, funding for school facilities comes 
mostly from state and local general obligation bonds. (See “An Overview of State Bond 
Debt” for more information on these bonds.) 

• State General Obligation Bonds. The state has funded the SFP by issuing 
general obligation bonds. Over the past decade, voters have approved a total 
of $28.1 billion in state bonds for K-12 school facilities. Approximately 
$3 billion of these funds remain available for new construction projects. 

• Local General Obligation Bonds. At the local level, school districts typically 
meet most of their matching requirement and other construction needs by 
issuing local general obligation bonds. These local bonds can be authorized 
with the approval of 55 percent of the voters in the district. The bonds are 
repaid using local property tax revenue. Over the past ten years, school 
districts have received voter approval to issue more than $41 billion in local 
facility bonds. 

Although school facilities currently are funded mostly from state and local general 
obligation bonds, school districts also receive funds from: 
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• Developer Fees. State law allows school districts to impose developer fees on 
new construction. These fees are levied on new residential, commercial, and 
industrial developments. Although they contribute a moderate amount 
statewide compared to general obligation bond proceeds, developer fees vary 
significantly by community depending on the amount of local development. 
In fast-growing areas, they can make notable contributions to K-12 school 
construction. 

• Special Local Bonds (Known as “Mello-Roos” Bonds). School districts also 
may form special districts to sell bonds for school construction projects. (A 
special district generally does not encompass the entire school district.) The 
bonds, which require two-thirds voter approval, are paid off by property 
owners located within the special district. Over the past decade, Mello-Roos 
bonds have provided school districts with a total of $3.7 billion in facility 
funding. 

Higher Education Facilities 
California’s system of public higher education includes 142 campuses in the three 

segments listed below: 

• The CCCs provide instruction to about 1.5 million students at 109 campuses 
operated by 72 locally governed districts throughout the state. The 
community colleges grant associate degrees, offer a variety of technical career 
courses, and provide general education coursework that is transferable to 
four-year universities. 

• The CSU has 23 campuses, with an enrollment of about 420,000 students. The 
system grants bachelor degrees, master degrees, and a small number of 
specified doctoral degrees. 

• The UC has nine general campuses, one health sciences campus, and various 
affiliated institutions, with total enrollment of about 210,000 students. This 
system offers bachelor, master, and doctoral degrees, and is the primary state-
supported agency for conducting research. 

Over the past decade, the voters have approved $6.5 billion in state general 
obligation bonds for capital improvements at public higher education campuses. 
Virtually all of these funds have been committed to specific projects. The state also has 
provided about $1.6 billion in lease revenue bonds (authorized by the Legislature) for 
this same purpose. 

In addition to these state bonds, the higher education segments have three other 
sources of funding for capital projects. 

• Local General Obligation Bonds. Like K-12 school districts, community 
college districts are authorized to sell general obligation bonds to finance 
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construction projects with the approval of 55 percent of the voters in the 
district. Over the past decade, community college districts have received 
voter approval to issue more than $15 billion in local facility bonds.  

• Gifts and Grants. In recent years, CSU and UC together have received more 
than $100 million annually in gifts and grants for construction of facilities. 

• UC Research Revenue. The UC finances the construction of some new 
research facilities by selling bonds and pledging future research revenue for 
their repayment. Currently, UC uses about $130 million a year of research 
revenue to pay off these bonds. 

Proposal 
This measure allows the state to sell $10.4 billion of general obligation bonds for  

K-12 school facilities ($7.3 billion) and higher education facilities ($3.1 billion).  

Figure 1 

Proposition 1D 
Uses of Bond Funds 

K-12 
Amount  

(In Millions) 

Modernization projects  $3,300a  
New construction projects 1,900a,b 
Severely overcrowded schools 1,000 
Charter schools facilities 500 
Career technical facilities 500 
Environment-friendly projects 100 
Joint-use projects 29 
 Subtotal, K-12 ($7,329) 

Higher Education  

Community Colleges $1,507 
University of California 890c 
California State University 690 
 Subtotal, Higher Education ($3,087) 

Total $10,416 
a A total of up to $200 million is available from these two amounts combined as incentive funding to  

promote the creation of small high schools. 
b Up to $200 million is available for earthquake-related retrofitting. 
c $200 million is available for medical education programs. 

K-12 School Facilities  
As shown in Figure 1, the $7.3 billion for K-12 school facilities is designated for 

seven types of projects. The underlying requirements and funding formulas for four of 
these project types (modernization, new construction, charter school facilities, and joint-
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use projects) would be based on the existing SFP. The other three types of projects 
(overcrowded schools, career technical facilities, and environment-friendly projects) 
would be new components of the SFP. 

Modernization ($3.3 Billion). These monies would be for the modernization of 
existing school facilities. School districts would be required to pay 40 percent of project 
costs (unless they qualify for state hardship funding). 

New Construction ($1.9 Billion). These monies would cover various costs associated 
with building new facilities, including site acquisition, project design, engineering, 
construction, and inspection. Up to $200 million of the $1.9 billion would be available to 
retrofit facilities likely to be unsafe during an earthquake. Districts would be required to 
pay 50 percent of new construction and earthquake-safety projects (unless they qualify 
for state hardship funding). 

Relief Grants for Overcrowded Schools ($1 Billion). As a condition of receiving one 
of these grants, school districts would be required to replace portable classrooms with 
newly constructed permanent classrooms, remove portable classrooms from 
overcrowded school sites, and reduce the total number of portable classrooms within 
the district. As with other new construction projects, districts would be required to pay 
50 percent of project costs. Under the program definition of overcrowded, roughly 1,800 
schools (or 20 percent of all schools) would be eligible for funding. 

Career Technical Education Facilities ($500 Million). The measure also funds a new 
facility program designed to enhance educational opportunities for students interested 
in technical careers. Grants would be provided to high schools and local agencies that 
have career technical programs. The grants would be allocated on a per square foot 
basis, with a maximum of $3 million for each new construction project and $1.5 million 
for each modernization project. For both types of grants, the required local contribution 
would be 50 percent of project costs. Given the program’s requirements, approximately 
500 school districts (or one-half of all districts) would be eligible for new construction 
and modernization grants. In addition, about 25 local agencies would be eligible for 
modernization grants. 

Charter School Facilities ($500 Million). These monies would be for new 
construction and modernization of charter school facilities. (Charter schools are public 
schools that are exempt from certain state requirements in exchange for adhering to a 
local- or state-approved charter.) A 50 percent local contribution would be required. 

Environment-Friendly Projects ($100 Million). These monies would be provided as 
special incentive grants to promote certain types of environment-friendly facilities. For 
example, districts could receive grant funding if their facilities included designs and 
materials that promoted the efficient use of energy and water, the maximum use of 
natural lighting, the use of recycled materials, or the use of acoustics conducive to 
teaching and learning. The same local contributions would be required as for other new 
construction and modernization projects. 
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Joint-Use Projects ($29 Million). These monies would be available for both 
constructing new facilities and reconfiguring existing facilities for a joint-use purpose. 
Joint-use projects include gymnasiums, libraries, child care facilities, and teacher 
preparation facilities that are located at a school but used for joint school/community or 
K-12/higher education purposes. Under such arrangements, the school district and 
joint-use partner share the 50 percent local matching requirement. 

Higher Education Facilities 
The measure includes $3.1 billion to construct new buildings and related 

infrastructure, alter existing buildings, and purchase equipment for use in these 
buildings for the state higher education segments. As Figure 1 shows, the measure 
allocates $1.5 billion to CCC, $890 million to UC, and $690 million to CSU. The 
Governor and Legislature would select the specific projects to be funded by the bond 
monies. 

Fiscal Effects 
The costs of these bonds would depend on interest rates in effect at the time they are 

sold and the time period over which they are repaid. The state would likely make 
principal and interest payments from the state's General Fund over a period of about  
30 years. If the bonds were sold at an average interest rate of 5 percent, the cost would 
be about $20.3 billion to pay off both principal ($10.4 billion) and interest ($9.9 billion). 
The average payment would be about $680 million per year. 
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SLOCOE Facilities Area Percent Increase from 
1993 - 2006

Facilities area verses staffing comparison * = leased from district

2006 1993

Site Area Site Area
Special Education

San Gabriel West 7750 San Gabriel West 7750
Atascadero High School 3250 * Atascadero High School 700

* Atascadero Junior High School 960 Arroyo Grande High School 2150
Pat Butler Elementary 960 * Bauer/Speck 1900
Independent Skills 5448 * C. L. Smith 3366
Daniel Lewis Middle School 9000 Chris Jespersen 7850

* Monterey Road Elementary 960 * Grover City Elementary 1927
Paso Robles High School 5500 * Lewis Avenue 1940
Meadowlark 12400 * North Oceano Elementary 1965
Winifred Pifer Elementary 960 * Oceano Elementary 4432

* Santa Margrita Elementary 960 * Paso Robles CDU 600
Shandon High School 960 Paso Robles High School 960
Chris Jespersen 7850 SLO High School 7330
Arroyo Grande High School 2150 Winifred Pifer 2160

* Grover Beach Elementary 1920
* Grover Heights Elementary 960
* C. L. Smith 1920
* Los Osos Middle School 960

Mesa Middle School 1920
Nipomo High School 8260

* North Oceano Elementary 960
Oceano Education Center 8150

* Oceano Elementary School 960
Oceano Preschool 960
San Luis Obispo High School 7330
Vicente School 2880

* Tiny Oaks 960

Alternative Education
SLO Community 4550 SLO Community 4550

* Arroyo Grande Community 1360 * North County Community 1800
Chalk Mountain Community 14500
Loma Vista Community 14540
Mesa View Community 13588

State Preschool
Oak Park 3000 * Del Mar 960

* Georgia Brown 960 Nipomo 1537
San Gabriel 960 San Miguel 960

* Marie Bauer 900 * Oceano 1184
* Grover Beach 3B 960 * Arroyo Grande 1360
* Grover Beach 3D 960
* Grover Beach 3A 960
* Sunny Side 960

Del Mar 960
Nipomo High 1440
Oceano Elementary 960

* Winifred Pifer 960
San Miguel 960

* Shandon 900

Administration
Main Administration 20054 Main Administration 15132
Student Services 4608 Student Services 2400
M&O ETC 11400 M&O ETC 11400

Total 197688 Total 86313

Percent Increase 129.04%

(Information compiled by Dave Keil)
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