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Contributors
District Board of Trustees
Crystal Jenkins, President
Gloria M. Burr, Member
Mike Shaw, Member
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Rebecca Thomas, Assistant Superintendent of Business
Lori Aragon, Assistant Superintendent of Curriculum
Lucas Hogue, Assistant Superintendent of Personnel
Darrell Hawley, Director of Maintenance, Operations and
Transportation
School Site Principals and Vice Principals
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All teachers from each school site were asked for their input and
were included in a forum intended to uncover areas needing
attention at each specific site.
Parent groups from each school site were asked for their input and
were included in a forum intended to uncover areas needing
attention at each specific site. A flyer with a school facilities update
and survey was mailed to all parents and registered voters in the
District. The survey was also available online on the District’s
website.

This report was compiled by Ordiz-Melby Architects, Inc. using data
from existing Greenfield Union School District records and school
site visits. Cost estimates were provided based on recent
experiences with actual similar project costs in the local area and
school site visits.
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District Philosophy of
Education
Mission Statement
GREENFIELD UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT is a
student centered district dedicated to preparing each
student for a life which is productive academically,
physically, socially, emotionally and economically.
Value Statement
•

The district is committed to its valued employees.

•

The district is committed to developing and maintaining facilities that provide a
safe and effective learning environment for our students and community

•

The district is committed to recruiting and retaining a highly qualified
professional staff

•

The district is committed to meeting the specific needs of each child within our
community by providing a comprehensive standards-based instructional
program

•

The district is committed to providing quality resources and services that
support the instructional goals of each site through sound business practices

•

The district is committed to integrating and coordinating services in
partnership with the community so as to provide each child with opportunities
for academic, physical, social and emotional success

Priority Goals
•

Increase academic achievement in reading and mathematics

•

English learners will become proficient in English and reach high academic
standards

•

All students will be taught by highly qualified teachers

•

All students will be educated in learning environments that are safe, drugfree, and conducive to learning
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Basic District
Information

The Greenfield Union School District serves a large population located in the
southern portion of the City of Bakersfield and adjacent unincorporated land. This 24
square mile area houses a very diverse population of approximately 79% Hispanic,
7% Caucasian, 9% African American, and 5% other. It is the forth largest school
district in Kern County.
The District serves a student population of approximately 9,400 on 12 school sites,
eight K-5 Elementary, three 6-8 Middle Schools, and one Community School . At
this time, all of the District’s school sites are located within less than half of the
overall footprint of the District. Existing schools range from over 60 years of age to
less than 10 years of age. Four of the school campuses have been modernized
once; none have been modernized more than once.
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Basic District
Facilities Information

The District currently operates more than 750,000 square feet (SF) of
facilities.
Permanent school
Factory-built school portables
KCSOS portables
Leased & Other

478,550 SF
239,040 SF
7,680 SF
22,340 SF
747,610 SF

Permanent support
Portable support
Other support

27,175 SF
9,600 SF
2,080 SF
_38,855 SF
786,465 SF
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Supporting Educational
Excellence
This document was prepared
based on the understanding that
enhancing facilities is not the
ultimate goal of the District.
Providing quality facilities is one
of the tools necessary to achieve
their primary goal of excellence
in education.
Numerous studies have shown
that changes in facilities can
have an effect on education
outcomes.
A study by Glen I. Earthman of
UCLA found that students
receiving instruction in good
environmental conditions can
earn test scores from 5% to 17%
higher than those in substandard
facilities. He also found that
student achievement was
adversely affected when ambient
noise levels within a classroom
increased.
James Blincoe at the University
of Texas found that student
achievement scores tend to
decrease as school buildings
age. He found that this effect can
be as high as 9% depending on

Greenfield Union School District

maintenance factors.
The National Clearing House for
Educational Facilities found, in a
study of LAUSD schools, that by
improving a facility’s “overall
compliance rating” in health and
safety standards, corresponding
improvements up to 36 points can
be shown in Academic Performance Index (API) scores.
Even including sources of daylight
into classrooms can have a
positive effect on student
progress in math and reading as
shown by the Heschong Mahone
Group study in 1999.
Based on a growing amount of
research showing that student
achievement and test scores can
be significantly affected by the
condition of school facilities, this
document catalogs the anticipated facilities needs, as we
understand them today,
envisioned for the next 25 years.
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This Document’s Relationship to
Funding Opportunities
This document is intended to
provide an overall view of the
requirements for school facilities
needed by the Greenfield Union
School District over the next 5
years. This view is needed to
help the District Board and staff
confidently make both funding
and physical decisions. It is
hoped that this information will
help facilitate decision-making for
a wide range of issues.
It should be noted that District
Board and staff appreciate the
sacrifices made by those who
fund District facilities. It is their
stated desire to make the best
use possible of any funding
received by the District.
It is understood that no single
funding vehicle can supply all of
the funding required to
completely address the needs
outlined in this plan. Numerous
sources, over time, will likely be
required.

Greenfield Union School District

It is the District’s desire to be
creative in the way it finds and
utilizes funds from many different
sources. Many funding vehicles
are likely to be short-term in
nature and address only a portion
of the needs outlined in this
report.
The reader should keep in mind
that all costs used in this plan are
in 2016 dollars. It should be
understood that the funding
needs outlined in this report are
not adjusted for inflation and are
likely to increase due to inflation
over time. It should also be
understood that the work items
listed in this report will be
performed on in an order based
on priority and fund availability.
Although all of the items included
in this report are important and
would benefit the District, some
may have to be postponed or
eliminated due to lack of funding
or other change in the District’s
condition.
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Potential Funding Sources
And Funding Concerns
Overall assessed property
valuations, for property tax
purposes, for the Greenfield
Union School District is very low.
GUSD has the 2nd lowest
assessed evaluation per student
of all of the school districts in
Kern County.
This situation make funding of
facilities through typical means
very difficult.

In order to maximize the funding
available to perform the needed
work outlined in this report the
District will need to consider a
number of funding sources and
options.
District funding
State funding, OPSC
Foundation funding
District General Obligation
bond funding
Mello Roos district funding
Developer funding
Joint powers agreement
funding
Lease revenue bond funding
Gifts or grants
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Methodology
Site Visits
This report is based on a number
of site visits, discussions with
knowledgeable District staff and
other stakeholders, and
examination of available
documents.
Interviews
Interviews were conducted with
administrative, educational, and
maintenance staff members to
determine current issues and
limitation of current facilities.
District Documents
Extensive inspections or
document searches were not
performed.
Existing facility-related
documents were reviewed, and
their contents were used to help
shape the contents of this
document.

Greenfield Union School District

Stakeholder Feedback
Meetings were held for stakeholders from each of the District’s
school sites. Facilitated
discussions were held, and
responses were recorded for use
in this report.
Staff Feedback
Meetings were held for staff from
each of the District’s school sites.
Facilitated discussions were held
and responses were recorded for
use in this report. In addition, as
this report was being compiled,
periodic meetings were held with
District administrators to increase
opportunities for staff input.
Cost Comparisons
Costing data from several
previous new school and school
modernization projects for several
Kern County school districts were
used as a basis for determining
probable construction costs for
future projects contained in this
report.
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Assumptions

Inflation
It is impossible to accurately
predict what rates of inflation will
be during the life of this master
plan. For purposes of this report,
all cost estimates will be stated in
year 2016 dollars.

Portable Classroom Moves
Changes in neighborhood
demographics such as aging
residents or generational turnover
can have a significant effect on the
school age population within a
school’s attendance area. These
types of changes are some times
addressed by moving portable
classrooms from one school site to
another as the population moves.
Although it is understood that these
changes can have a significant
effect on facilities, this report does
not try to anticipate these changes.
No new facilities or costs are
projected in this report for this type
of movement.

Class Size Reduction
If the State K-3 class size
reduction program changes in
the future, the number of
classrooms needed to
accommodate the same number
of students may increase. This
report does not include full
reimplementation of class size
reduction in its assumptions.

Maintenance
Studies have shown that as
maintenance programs are cut
back, facilities tend to degrade
more quickly thus requiring more
repair or modernization funding to
return the facilities to proper
condition. This report assumes that
the facilities will be well maintained
during the life of this master plan.

Growth Rate
Societal and economic changes
that occur during the life of this
master plan can have profound
impacts on the population of
Kern County and the Greenfield
Union School District. Because
these events cannot be
accurately predicted, this report
is based on historic trends only.
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Summary of
Current Conditions
The District is experiencing overcrowding in a majority of it’s facilities.
The original design capacity and current site capacities are shown
below for each school site. Some campuses have additional facilities
that are owned or operated by others. For these schools the District
owned capacity is shown on one row with the total capacity shown in
the line below. It is important to include the facilities owned by others to
accurately understand the total number of students that impact the
District school sites.
Initial Bldg.
Capacity

Current Bldg.
Capacity

Fairview Elem.
783
Granite Pointe Elem.
729
Horizon Elem.
729
W.A. Kendrick Elem.
378
999
Including leased buildings
Plantation Elem.
540
Planz Elem.
513
1,080
Including KCSOS & Leased buildings
R. Palla Elem.
378
Valle Verde Elem.
729
1,107
Including leased buildings
Greenfield Middle
Including leased buildings
McKee Middle East
McKee Middle West
Ollivier Middle
Total

810
270
648
729

Number of
Portables

999
1,215
1,188

8
18
17

28%
67%
63%

1,053
1,107

25
21

179%
105%

1,242
1,323

27
35

142%
250%

1,323.

23

81%

1,404
864
864
1,269

22
22
8
20

73%
220%
33%
74%
_____

1,296

_____

_____

___

7,236

13,851

245

Greenfield Union School District

Percent Over
Initial Capacity

91%
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Effects of
Overcrowded Conditions
The overloading of school sites results in larger numbers of students
being taught in each classroom as well as undersized support facilities
such as libraries, dining facilities, playfields and administrative support
spaces.
Overcrowding also leads to an excessive proportion of portable
buildings and temporary buildings become essentially permanent. Most
of these facilities were not constructed for or intended for long-tern use.
Overcrowding of school sites also results in increased congestion and
traffic issues which require additional costly supervision and have a
negative impact on student safety.

Greenfield Union School District

2016 Critical Facilities Needs Assessment

13

Anticipated Growth Rates
Over that last 20 years the
District has grown by 3
elementary schools, 0 middle
schools, and 1 community
school. This equates to an
elementary school
approximately every 7 or 8 years,
and a middle school
approximately every 30 years.
The new schools are listed
below:
Valle Verde Elementary in
2002
Horizon Elementary in
2006
Granite Pointe in 2007
Greenfield Community
School was built in 2011

In recent years growth rates have
declined due to a downturn in
economic conditions. It is
anticipated that normal grow will
resume as economic condition
return to more normal levels.
Davis Demographics’ study
indicates that the school age
population within the District’s
boundaries will grow by
approximately 772 from 2015 to
2020.
It is estimated that the District is
at less than 50% of its buildout
capacity. At the rates of growth
show above, buildout would not
occur for several decades.

The last new middle school,
Ollivier Middle School, was built
just over 20 years ago in 1993.
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Priority Projects
It is the goal of the Greenfield Union School District to alleviate overcrowding and
modernize facilities throughout the District. Unfortunately due to funding limitations
complete modernization of all older schools is not possible. Since the current and
anticipated need for facilities exceeds the current available funding opportunities
available to the District, a prioritized list of the most critical projects has been used
as a basis for this report. These priority projects are intended to best utilize
available funding to minimize the effects of overcrowding District-wide.
These projects have been reviewed and prioritized by District Staff and
Administration.

New Elementary School
Currently the Greenfield Union School District’s school and support facilities,
District-wide, are at about double their original designed capacity. All current
campuses are experiencing some symptoms of overcrowding. The construction of
a new elementary school campus will help to alleviate this and ease overcrowded
conditions at all current campuses.

Fairview School Modernization
As one of the oldest schools in the District Fairview School is due for
modernization. It is also in the most need of updating. Modernization priorities for
Fairview Elementary include infrastructure, accessibility, security, aesthetic and
energy efficiency upgrades.

McKee Middle School Improvements
Currently McKee Middle School is the most impacted Middle School in the
District. Facilities for cafeteria, band instruction and STEM instruction are
undersized for its population.
The District would like to expand support facilities at McKee Middle School to
accommodate the increased student loading that it is now experiencing. To do this
they propose building a new Cafeteria building sized to accommodate the current
school population. As the school continues to grow, the school will keep the current,
small Cafeteria as an additional feeding space until a future New Middle school can
be built. When a new middle school is built the old, small cafeteria is intended to be
converted to a larger library for the campus and STEM instruction space.
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Priority Projects
Security Improvements at All Schools
The Greenfield Union School District would like to provide additional safety
and security improvements at all campuses such as improved lighting, fencing and
communication systems.

Play Field and Court Improvements at All Schools
Surveys of parents and staff have indicated that the community would like
additional playfield shade and improved field and court facilities at all campuses.
The District would like to upgrade these facilities at each campus if possible.

Accessibility and Code & life safety upgrades
As time passes building code requirements evolve and become more stringent.
Several older schools were code compliant at the time they were constructed but
now do not meet current requirements. This is particularly true with regard to
accessibility for the disabled. Many older sidewalks, ramps and toilet facilities do
not meet the current standards. Any future construction projects will require that
these conditions be corrected to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA) and current California laws.
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Executive Summary

Future Elementary Schools
New Sites
Current Condition
Currently, the District operates 11 school sites: 8 elementary schools and 3 middle schools. The
District has been growing at a rate of approximately 1.5 elementary schools and 0.33 middle school
per decade. All of the current schools are located within 50% of the District’s overall footprint,
indicating that the District should not reach “build-out” condition for many decades.

Anticipated Future Need
The rate of growth for the District can vary greatly based on economic conditions.
Based on past trends without accounting for compounding, it would could be estimated that at least
one new elementary schools and no new middle schools would be needed during the time span of
this Plan. If Bakersfield experiences dramatic growth, the number could be significantly higher.

Estimated Cost of a
New Elementary School
(Costs are estimated in year 2016 dollars)
Site Purchase
Site Related Costs

$1,450,000
$4,764,000

Structure-Related Costs $5,358,000
Envelope & Finish Costs $3,756,000
Equip./Specialty Costs

$1,353,000

Mechanical Costs

$1,972,000

Electrical Costs

$2,004,000

Other Const.Costs
Total Est. Const. Cost

$1,531,000

$20,738,000

Project Related Fees & Expenses
Estimated at 25% of Const. Cost

$ 5,184,500
___________

Estimated Total Project Cost

Greenfield Union School District

$27,372,500

2016 Critical Facilities Needs Assessment

17

Executive Summary

Estimated Cost* of
Improvements

Fairview
Elementary

*In year 2012 dollars

Accessibility & Code Issues

$ 512,695

Safety & Security

$1,060,178

Repair, Replace, Renovate

$3,201,516

Energy & Infrastructure

$2,879,046

Technology & Function

$1,093,585

New Construction

$

Total Estimated Cost

$ 8,747,020

0

Construction Date:
1954
Modernized Date:
None
Eligible for Mod. Date: 2016
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Other
Total Area

34,511 SF
9,120 SF
160 SF
43,791 SF

Current Condition
Fairview Elementary was built in
1952
Some minor remodel work was
performed in 1994 but the campus
has not been significantly
modernized.
Portions of the campus are still
conditioned with evaporative coolers.
The school Cafeteria is too small for
the number of students the school
needs to serve. The campus
electrical equipment is so old that
replacement parts are hard to find.
Although the original school met the
building code requirement at the time
of its modernization, the accessibility
of the school to the disabled does not
meet the standards required by
current codes. Current codes also
require greater energy efficiency of
buildings, and the addition of more
current energy-saving features would
save the District operating funds.
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Estimated Cost* of
Improvements *In year 2016 $s
Accessibility & Code Issues

$ 571,584

Safety & Security

$1,181,952

Repair, Replace, Renovate

$3,569,249

Energy & Infrastructure

$3,209,738

Technology Upgrades

$1,219,195

New Construction

$7,249,776

Total Estimated Cost

$17,001,494

Executive Summary

McKee Middle
School
Construction Date:
Modernized Date:
Eligible for Mod. Date:
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Other
Total Area

1953
2011
2036
62,408 SF
35,520 SF
800 SF
98,728 SF

Current Condition
McKee Middle School now houses more than twice the student population originally intended for this
campus. Originally designed support facilities such as Cafeteria, Library, Administrative and parking &
drop-off facilities are very undersized. Spaces that could be used for educational purposes have, out of
necessity, been used for other support purposes. Because of the size of the Cafeteria many students
are forced to eat lunch much earlier or later that is preferable.
Portions of the campus were modernized once but portions of the campus are about to become eligible
for a second time. The campus is currently dominated by factory-built portables.
This school is currently using a septic system for sewage and electrical equipment is so old that
replacement parts are hard to find. Although the original school met the building code requirement at
the time of its construction, the accessibility of the school to the disabled does not meet the standards
required by current codes. Current codes also require greater energy efficiency of buildings, and the
Greenfield Union School District
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Executive Summary

McKee Middle
School

Estimated Cost of a
New Cafeteria Building
(Costs are estimated in year 2016 dollars)
(Assume a 12,250 sf building)
Site Related Costs

$ 1,107,783

Structure-Related Costs $ 1,831,722
Envelope & Finish Costs $

723,460

Equip./Specialty Costs

$

303,384

Mechanical Costs

$

541,554

Electrical Costs

$

816,041

Other Const. Costs

$

478,877________

Total Est. Const. Cost

$ 5,799,821

Project Related Fees & Expenses
Estimated at 25% of Const. Cost $ 1,449,955
___________

Estimated Total Project Cost

Greenfield Union School District

$ 7,249,776
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Executive Summary

Granite Pointe Elementary
School
Construction Date:
Modernized Date:
Eligible for Mod. Date:
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Other
Total Area

2006
None
2031
55,905 SF
18,720 SF
640 SF
75,265 SF

Due to limits on available funding and the age of the school, this school is not scheduled for significant remodel for some time. If funds become available it may receive
additional safety and security improvements, improved lighting, fencing and communication systems. It should also receive additional playfield shade and improved field
and court facilities.
Codes change on three year cycle, therefore in order to bring the campus up to current
building codes requirements accessibility for the disabled needs to be addressed.
Many older sidewalks, ramps and toilet facilities do not meet the current standards.
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Construction Date:
2006
Modernized Date:
None
Eligible for Mod. Date: 2031
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Other
Total Area

46,151 SF
17,280 SF
640 SF
64,071 SF

Executive Summary

Horizon Elementary
School

Due to limits on available funding this school is not scheduled for significant remodel
for some time. It should receive additional safety and security improvements, improved lighting, fencing and communication systems. It should also receive additional
playfield shade and improved field and court facilities.
Codes change on three year cycle, therefore in order to bring the campus up to current
building codes requirements accessibility for the disabled needs to be addressed.
Many older sidewalks, ramps and toilet facilities do not meet the current standards.
Educational technology and other upgrades should be performed as funding becomes
available.
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Executive Summary

Plantation Elementary
School
Due to limits on available funding this school is not scheduled
for significant remodel for some
time. It should receive additional safety and security improvements, improved lighting,
fencing and communication
systems. It should also receive
additional playfield shade and
improved field and court facilities.

Construction Date:
1962
Modernized Date:
2001
Eligible for Mod. Date: 2026
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Other
Total Area

29,871 SF
23,040 SF
320 SF
53,231 SF

In order to bring the campus up
to current building codes requirements accessibility for the
disabled needs to be addressed. Many older sidewalks, ramps and toilet facilities
do not meet the current standards. Educational technology
and other upgrades should be
performed as funding becomes
available.
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Construction Date:
Modernized Date:
Eligible for Mod. Date:
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Other
Total Area

1964
2001
2026

Executive Summary

Planz Elementary
School

29,029 SF
20,640 SF
6,560 SF
56,229 SF

Due to limits on available funding this school is not scheduled for significant remodel for some time. It should receive
additional safety and security improvements, improved
lighting, fencing and communication systems. It should also receive additional playfield shade and improved field and
court facilities.
In order to bring the campus up to current building codes
requirements accessibility for the disabled needs to be addressed. Many older sidewalks, ramps and toilet facilities
do not meet the current standards. Educational technology
and other upgrades should be performed as funding becomes available.
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Construction Date:
1993
Modernized Date:
None
Eligible for Mod. Date: 2018
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Other
Total Area

32,345 SF
34,560 SF
480 SF
67,385 SF

Executive Summary

R. Palla Elementary
School

Due to limits on available funding this school is not scheduled for significant remodel
for some time. It should receive additional safety and security improvements, improved lighting, fencing and communication systems. It should also receive additional
playfield shade and improved field and court facilities.
In order to bring the campus up to current building codes requirements accessibility for
the disabled needs to be addressed. Many older sidewalks, ramps and toilet facilities
do not meet the current standards. Educational technology and other upgrades should
be performed as funding becomes available.
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Construction Date:
2002
Modernized Date:
None
Eligible for Mod. Date: 2027
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Other
Total Area

51,073 SF
13,920 SF
9,220 SF
74,213 SF

Executive Summary

Valle Verde
Elementary
School

Due to limits on available funding this school is not scheduled for significant remodel
for some time. It should receive additional safety and security improvements, improved lighting, fencing and communication systems. It should also receive additional
playfield shade and improved field and court facilities.
Codes change on three year cycle, therefore in order to bring the campus up to current
building codes requirements accessibility for the disabled needs to be addressed.
Many older sidewalks, ramps and toilet facilities do not meet the current standards.
Educational technology and other upgrades should be performed as funding becomes
available.
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Executive Summary

W.A. Kendrick
Elementary
Construction Date:
1989
Modernized Date:
None
Eligible for Mod. Date: 2019
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Other
Total Area

32,647 SF
26,880 SF
3,200 SF
62,727 SF

Due to limits on available
funding this school is not
scheduled for significant remodel for some time. It
should receive additional
safety and security improvements, improved lighting,
fencing and communication
systems. It should also receive additional playfield
shade and improved field and
court facilities.
In order to bring the campus
up to current building codes
requirements accessibility for
the disabled needs to be addressed. Many older sidewalks, ramps and toilet facilities do not meet the current
standards. Educational technology and other upgrades
should be performed as funding becomes available.
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Executive Summary

Greenfield Middle
School
Construction Date:
1966
Modernized Date:
2008
Eligible for Mod. Date: 2033
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Other
Total Area

46.786 SF
20,160 SF
5,120 SF
72,066 SF

Due to limits on available funding this school is not scheduled
for significant remodel for some
time. It should receive additional safety and security improvements, improved lighting, fencing and communication systems. It should also receive additional playfield shade and improved field and court facilities.
In order to bring the campus up
to current building codes requirements accessibility for the
disabled needs to be addressed. Many older sidewalks, ramps and toilet facilities
do not meet the current standards. Educational technology
and other upgrades should be
performed as funding becomes
available.
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Executive Summary

Construction Date:
1993
Modernized Date:
None
Eligible for Mod. Date: 2018
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Total Area

Ollivier Middle
School

57,824 SF
19,200 SF
77,024 SF

Due to limits on available funding this school is not scheduled for significant remodel
for some time. It should receive additional safety and security improvements, improved lighting, fencing and communication systems. It should also receive additional
playfield shade and improved field and court facilities.
In order to bring the campus up to current building codes requirements accessibility for
the disabled needs to be addressed. Many older sidewalks, ramps and toilet facilities
do not meet the current standards. Educational technology and other upgrades should
be performed as funding becomes available.
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Executive Summary

Community School &
Healthy Start
Due to limits on available funding this school is not
scheduled for significant remodel for some time. It
should receive additional safety and security improvements, improved lighting, fencing and communication systems. It should also receive additional
playfield shade and improved field and court facilities.
In order to bring the campus up to current building
codes requirements accessibility for the disabled
needs to be addressed. Many older sidewalks,
ramps and toilet facilities do not meet the current
standards. Educational technology and other upgrades should be performed as funding becomes
available.

Greenfield Union School District

Construction Date:
2011
Modernized Date:
N/A
Eligible for Mod. Date: N/A
Community School Area:
Permanent
0 SF
Factory Portables
7,680 SF
Other
1,760 SF
Total Area
9,440 SF
Head Start Area:
Permanent
0 SF
Factory Portables
6,720 SF
Total Area
6,720 SF
Site Total

16,160 SF
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Construction Date:
Modernized Date:
Eligible for Mod. Date:
School Area:
Permanent
Factory Portables
Other
Total Area

1939
N/A
N/A
27,175 SF
1,920 SF
320 SF
29,415 SF

Executive Summary

District Support
Facilities

Due to continued student growth the District has also grown in staff and is in critical
need of a large facility to provide professional development to its employees. There is
need for a larger parking lot to accommodate more employees visiting the District Office. The bus parking lot will soon be at full capacity, therefore a new larger bus lot will
be needed
Unfortunately, due to limits on available funding these facilities are not scheduled for
significant remodel for some time. They should receive additional safety and security
improvements, improved lighting, fencing and communication systems.
In order to bring these facilities up to current building codes requirements accessibility
for the disabled needs to be addressed. Some older sidewalks, ramps and toilet facilities do not meet the current standards.
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Modernization
Eligibility
State Match Funding (OPSC)

Additional Eligibility 2017-2021

Historically, since the passage of Prop 13,
the State of California has provided
proportional matching funds to school
districts for new school and modernization
projects. This funding has been tied to
bond measures periodically passed by the
voters. Each bond measure has different
funding rules and requirements for
participation.

Plantation Elementary
R.Palla Elementary
W.A. Kendrick Elementary
Ollivier Middle School

Any future bond funding will be tied to the
requirements of future bond measures
passed by the legislature and will be
subject to passage by the voters of
California.
Historically, buildings become eligible for
modernization after 25 years. Assuming
that funding will follow historical patterns,
the list below shows approximate eligibility
dates for modernization funding.

960 SF
37,505 SF
47,047 SF
57,824 SF
143,336 SF

Total Eligibility 2016-2031
Fairview Elementary
Granite Pointe Elementary
Horizon Elementary
Plantation Elementary
Planz Elementary
R.Palla Elementary
Valle Verde Elementary
W.A. Kendrick Elementary

41,231 SF
55,905,SF
64,071 SF
53,376 SF
53,029 SF
63,425 SF
64,933 SF
51,847 SF

Greenfield Middle School
McKee Middle School
Ollivier Middle School

16,320 SF
62,867 SF
77,024 SF
610,808 SF

Previously Modernized
Plantation Elementary
Planz Elementary
Greenfield Middle School
McKee Middle School

29,871 SF
29,029 SF
46,786 SF
15,475 SF
121,161 SF

Currently Eligible
Fairview Elementary
Plantation Elementary
Planz Elementary
R.Palla Elementary
McKee Middle School

34,511 SF
5,760 SF
4,800 SF
8,640 SF
38,475 SF
92,186 SF
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Modernization Eligibility
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Modernization Costs
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Total Facilities Five Year Plan
Need Costs
Modernization Cost Estimates
Fairview Elementary
Plantation Elementary
Planz Elementary
R.Palla Elementary
W.A. Kendrick Elementary

$ 8,747,020.02
$ 1,703,224.32
$ 1,216,588.80
$ 11,695,727.12
$ 11,924,344.43

McKee Middle School
Ollivier Middle School

$ 9,751,719.60
$ 14,484,218.11
$ 59,522,842.00

New Multi-Purpose Cost Estimates
McKee Elem. School

$ 17,001,494.00

New School Cost Estimates
New Elementary School

$ 27,372,500.00

Total Estimated Cost of Five Year Prioritized
Needs
_____________
$103,896,834.00
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