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Del Bar Union School District 7-11 District Advisory Committee Final Report Jan

Executive Summary

The Del Mar Union School District board of trustees approved the formation of a
“7-11” district advisory committee (DAC) to examine potential surplus property
according to the California Education Code Chapter 4, Article 1.5. Seven people
and four alternates, were appointed fo represent the community, The DMUSD 7-
11 DAC met | times between May 2009 and January 2010 including
three public hear ings.

_ Deleted: (see Appendix)

The DMUSD 7-11 DAC reviewed historical enroliment trends and the most recent
enroliment pro;ect;ons The finding was that there was excess seating capacily
across the district 1235 iv seats spread over the eight elementary
schools in the DMUSD. This excess capacity will shrink due to enro¥ ment growth
Jn the east and/or south boundary zones of the DMUSD area !

. Deleted: currently ...will occur ... o4 !

The 7-11 DAC considered the space requirements

preschool that would
incorporate the specua needs preschooi ployee childcare and perhaps
The guidanc from the DMUSD board of trustees
was to find 15,000 to 25,000 square feet for the district offices and either 10 or 14
classrooms for the preschool.

| Deleted: The 7-11 DAC was formed, in part, as |
| aresponse to the saie of The Shores property |
| for = $8.5MM and the subsequent need for

- relocation of the DMUSD district office.

. ted

The 7-11 DAC reviewed current space usage. The eight DMUSD school sites
contain 264 permanent classrooms and 46 temporary portable classrooms. in the
2008-10 school year of these 310 classrooms, 180 were used for grades K-6
sections, 32 for ium (ESC) program, 20 for after
school chuld care, 17 for special day classes/preschool and 87 fol
‘RSP. The remaining 44 classrooms were used for a wide
variety of things snciusimg small group instruction, computer labs, speech, PTA
and PE. The quantity of these “extra rooms” varied from rooms atone
school to one room at another. A classroom is approxrmatety 1.000 square feet
so there is approximately potentially 44,000 square feet of excess space,
assuming no enroliment growth, but no site had greater that

f.

A 15,000-25,000 square feet district office and 10 {or 14) roomsf sfora pfesshoo?&
could be accommodated sither by closure of a school or by utilizing existing sites

with some rearrangement. Eleven proposals were put together %gey the 7-11 DAC 0 N
with members either working in groups or solo. Three proposals were removed \ 0 &}{ 535
from consideration by their authors as unfeasible or impractical. The remaining 2&1 o Oy 7 amo
nine proposals were assigned letters A through [ and %??efsﬁg%‘z Y discusses Of i,{;;% 1,

these nine, two were similar and merged into one proposal. E ) '§‘ =
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| Del Mar Union School District

space in the form of rooms that are currently underutilized. The number of
excess rooms depends on how you define underutilization though {see
Appendix).

strictly required
then there are 44 rooms, |
guidelines, the number of excess
at Ashley Falls
Sage Canyon.

(class sections, ESC, RSP, SDC and chil dcare)
could be considered excess. Under those o
varies from

Schools are using most of the excess rooms to serve non-essential, direct
instructional functions such as band, Spanish and computer labs. If you exclude
those rooms from excess space then the number of excess rooms drops to 18.
Those rooms are used for indirect support purposes such as PTA, meeting
rooms and district administration.

Financial
Operating Costs

Cost Savings
Cost savings, combined with DMUSD financial stability, was one of the top two

criteria to be considered by the 7-11 DAC as directed by the DMUSD board of
trustees. As such, the estimated annual costs savings for any action proposed by
the 7-11 DAC was considered more important than estimated operating costs.

= considered by the 7-11
admimstratxve offi ce

Deleted: If you draw the line at only rooms that
. are only

Deleted: now used for other aptiohat pufpbseé.
. and

Deleted: rooms

Deleted: valuable, but

70
| Deleted: Determining actual relevant operating
{_costs of a school site or costs

. Deleted: Afrental rates of 324 0 836 o | 1337 |
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- Deleted:

Findings ok -5
Facilities \Deleted: . 8
The schoale in the DMUSD vary in age, from 45 to 2 years old, and all are in
good repair and fully functional. The two oldest schools, Del Mar Hilis and Del - Deleted: 9
Mar Heights, have been recently modernized. The next oldest school, Carmel
Del Mar, while showing its age somewhat, is due to be modernized in 2017. All
other schools are modern with no sericus defects or deficiencies other than a e
lack of storage space, which seems to be an endemic problem at all schools iDeleted:

= S Deleted:

_Deleted: d

. Deleted: Somewhat surprising was the

. reliance of the use of portable buildings as

: clagsrooms for other than temporary purposes.
> The DMUSD has 46 portables at six school

: sites. Only the newest schools, Ocean Air and

¢ Sycamore Ridge, lack portables. All other sites
_ have portables, largely installed to

¢ accommodate past growth in district enroliment
© until new schools could be built. |t seems, that
once the students were relocated to the new
school, portables at the older school remained
in place, used as classrooms and are stifl
counted as part of the capacity of that site. The
quality of the portables varied depending on
construction, age and use. For example, the
portables on the south side of Carmel Del Mar
{ are of high quality whereas the ten portables on |
| the east side of Del Mar Heights are below
standard for DMUSD.

LDSiSu s

[[Defeted: TABLE

Deleted: XX

. Deleted: A -
4 A fakey =+

ot

Deleted: List of sites, SQUARE FEET, acres,
#classrooms, # portable efc.

an

. Deletad: DMUSD school properties dotals

Deleted:

" Deleted:
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The 7-11 DAC did not estimate the cost of closing a school
stu according to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA: Public
Resources Code.,) have to be done at the closing school
‘ j City of San Diego zoning ;::2; have to be changed for the
closed site to be used for somethmg othef than a school. If the site were near
| the coast. :: change : trigger an examination by the California
Coastal Commission. The change would also be subject to local community
plans already in place. All of these items are subject to public input, hearings and
legal action.

iCommunity Impact

| Peleted: Cost savings would accrue for

: square fest at $2/square Toot/month}. i the

i maximum preschool size of 14 rooms is used

| then the annual cost savings may be $336,000
: {based on avoiding leasing 14,000 square feet
i at $2/square foot/month).

" Deleted: could reap an annuai cost savings of
. $360,000, (based on leasing 15,000 square feet :

. at $2/square foot/month). Avoiding leasing

- space for district maintenance and operations
 facility may give an annual cost savings of

: $96,000 (based on 4,000 square feet at

2/square foot/month).

ntegrating the preschool at an existing school

ite but the size of the potential preschool

aried. If the preschool consisted of just the
minimum 3 rooms required by employee :
childcare then the annuai cost savings mightbe
72,000 (based on avoiding leasing 3.000

. Prior to the formation of the 7-11 DAC the cost
i savings for closing Del Mar Hills was estimated
. at $1,600,000 and then later at $681,000. The

i 7-11 DAC estimated that closing a school and

liminating some administrative expenses could
leld annual cost savings of approximately :
300,000 to $400,000. To put this in

erspective the cost savings gained by closing
school is = 1% of the DMUSD anrual { [35}““

y... Section 21000 et
. it is likely a CEQA (

- Formatted

- Formatted: Font:(Default) Arial
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Build a new district office on land the district already owns.
M&O moves to the east blacktop of Del Mar Hills

__Technology remains at Del Mar Hills
Childcare administration remains at Ashley Falls
All schools remain open and no students move.
_ No boundary changes. No change to district transfer policy.

Proposal |: Close Del Mar Hills (alternat:

Close Del Mar Hills
Combine students from Del Mar Hills and Del Mar Heights at Del Mar
Heights
« Redistrict students residing in 16GJK attendance area to Carmel Del Mar
+ Reassign transfer students to their neighborhood school

_Reassign Special Day Class (SDC) students from Del Mar Heights to

Ashley Falls

« Place district office, maintenance and operations at Del Mar Hills

__Place preschool at Sycamore Ridge

Other Proposals
[T ! Proposal D and Proposal H from

roposal D: Reconfiguration of Del Mar Hills and Del Mar Heights

~ This proposal would combine students in the Dal Mar Hills/Heights boundary
area and send grades K-3 to Del Mar Heights and 4-6 1o Del Mar Hills. Del Mar
Hills would become the site for the DMUSD district office, Sycamore Ridge would
be the site of the combined preschool. Analysis implied cost savings would be
‘minimal, excluding section changes. Low cost savings, combined with the
Dotential negative impact on students, made this proposal untenable.

Proposal H: Close Ashley Falls

Closure of Ashley Falls was _considered since it had the most excess
space and enrciiment predictions indicaled a precipitous decling in the near

ullets and Numbering

: Pres: cdi & Employee éhs care
_merged at Sycamore Ridge

Deleted: Motion on 12/2/09 to move to Final
Recommendstion stage falled on 5-2 vote. (In
Favor: Wheaton, Peck. Paul, Harris, Handzel;

Deleted: the special needs, employee
. childeare, and expanded

- Deleted: by a majority vote of the 7-11 [

Formatted: Underline

Deleted: Removed from consideration on
1212109 by 5-2 vote of the 7-11 DAC {In Favor:
" Wheaton, Peck Harris, Handzel; Against:

- Emberger, Shopes).

' Formatted: Underiine

Deleted: oved fro ation on
12/2/08 by unanimous vote of the 7-11 DAC. (In
Favor. Shopes, Wheaton, Peck, Harris,

. Handzel, Emberger, Paul; Against none}.



Torrey Pines Community Planning Board
14151 Boquita Drive, Del Mar, CA 92014

www.lorrevpinescommunitv.or

BOARD MEMEERS: Dennis E. Ridz, Chair, am ; Adam Gevanthor, Vice-Chair & PRC Chair,
Kenneth Jenkins, Treasurer; Faye Detsky-Weil, Past Chair; Patti Ashton; Michael Belch; Barbara Cerny; Michael
Foster, Cliff Hanna; Greg Heinzinger; Carole Larson; Dr. Norman Ratner, Charles Richmond, Noel Spaid, Pat
Whitt,

From: Dennis E. Ridz, Chair
Torrey Pines Community Planning Board
14151 Boquita Drive
Del Mar, CA 92014

To: Comischell Rodriguez, Board President
Del Mar Union School District Board of Trustees
225 Ninth Street
Del Mar, CA 92014

Date: December 14, 2009
Re: Proposed Closure of Del Mar Hills Academy of Arts and Science

For some time, the Torrey Pines Community Planning Board (TPCPB) has been following the activities of the 7/11
District Advisory Committee for the Del Mar Union School District (DMUSD). The TPCPB applauds the creation of the
7/11 Committee by the DMUSD as a sound method of providing a public forum to answer guestions related to the
possible closures of a District school. As the 7/11 Committee moves to make their recommendations to the DMUSD
Board of Trustees, the TPCPB has chosen to voice its concerns regarding the possible selection of the

Del Mar Hills Academy of Arts and Science for closure.

The TPCPB is acting in its official capacity as sanctioned by the City of San Diego and the California Coastal
Commission. The TPCPB is guided by the Torrey Pines Community Plan {TPCP) which was authorized by the City of
San Diego on January 10, 1995 and adopted by the California Coastal Commission in April of 1996. The TPCP under
its COMMUNITY FACILITIES ELEMENT (pages 93-94) directly addresses the vital importance of the Del Mar Hills
Academy and the Del Mar Heights School to the community. The issue of converting the Del Mar Hills Academy into
a District administrative and maintenance facility is covered under the COMMERCIAL ELEMENT of the TPCP on page
75. Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act [CEQA), we believe that a school closure meets the
definition of a “project” under CEQA guidelines. We are taking this opportunity to provide specific feedbackas it
relaies to both the Torrey Pines Community Plan and broader environmental issuss. The TPCPE reserves the right
to further address issues related to possible school closures and commercialization within a residential
neighborhood.

COMMUNITY FACILITIES ELEMENT GOALS & POLICIES

The TPCP on page 98, establishes several goals directly related to the schools within the Torrey Pines Community,
Goal 2, “Maximize accessibility to community facilities for all members of the community.”
Goal 3. “ Ensure that students have safe, direct access to their schools”

TPCPB Page 1 of 2 December 14, 2009



The possible closure of the Del Mar Hills Academy thwarts Goal 2 by forcing some students to attend school
facilities outside of the Torrey Pines Community. Furthermore, it is the opinion of the TPCPB that forcing children
to cross Del Mar Heights Road could compromise student’s safety and thwart direct access to their schools (Goal 3).
Currently, many students walk to the Del Mar Hills Academy. The additional costs associated with providing safe
access to the Del Mar Heights School needs to be considered and addressed.

The TPCP on page 99, codifies POLICIES related to the Community Facilities Element.

Policy 6.d. states that “ Joint use agreements with the elementary schools should be secured. If these schools
should ever be declared surplus by the school district, they should be purchased by the City and developed as
neighborhood or community parks.”

Policy 7 states that ‘Both the Del Mar Union and San Dieguito High School Districts should utilize every mechanism
available to ensure that adequate school facilities are maintained. Future residential development east of I-5 should
not negatively impact schools with the Torrey Pines Planning Area.”

It is the opinion of the TPCPB that turning the Del Mar Hills Academy into office and storage space for non-

. educational purposes meets the definitive of “surplus”. Therefore in the event that the DMUSD selects this site for
closure, this surplus school should not be considered except for use as a community or neighborhood park. The
7/11 Advisory Committee website comments on the enroliment projections by stating that “ It is impossible to
predict with great accuracy how the birth rates will change, whether people with children will move in or out, and
the more years forward one projects, the more this unknown compounds.” The recent decline in housing costs
within Torrey Pines has made homes around the Del Mar Hills Academy somewhat more affordable to younger
families with children. The TPCP Policy 7 indicates that an effort to ensure adequate school facilities be followed.

COMMERCIAL ELEMENT

The TPCP addresses the issues of the Commercial Element within the community on page 75.

Goal 3. “Prohibit the encroachment of commercial development into areas other than those designated
commercial, especially into residential, open space and environmentally sensitive areas.” The TPCPB has historically
opposed commercial development within zoned residential settings. Of course, the TPCPB’s Project Review
Committee would give this possible conversion of a school into administrative office and maintenance yard a full
public hearing before judging the merits of this project.

California Environmental Quality Act {CEQA)

The 7/11 District Advisory Committee has wisely chosen to partially address the environmental issues including
traffic and the Coastal Commission oversight. The 7/11 Committee for financial reasons has chosen not to study
each proposal but rather wait for a ‘final’ recommendation to be made. The TPCPB believes that even a
preliminary review using CEQA guidelines of alternative proposals would eliminate the possibie choice of closing the
Del Mar Hills as the preferred alternative. CEQA is intended to assess impacts of a project, then avoid or mitigate
the impacts to the lowest level, Also, the traffic related concerns might well raise issues under Californis Senate Bill
375,

in summation, it is the belief of the Torrey Pines Community Planning Board that the possible selection of the Del

Mar Hills Academy for closure is not a viable solution and is contrary to the guidelines and policies of the Torrey
Pines Community Plan.

Dennis E. Ridz, Chair TPCPB

ly
(I8

TPCPB Page 2 o December 14, 2009



Dr. McClain can return to the Committee with specific requirements, such square footage
amount, bathrooms, changing areas, etc. Preschool, especially for special needs students need a
lot of space. Further Dr. McClain would not entertain two sites, she believes the program is best
managed at a single site.

Janet Handzel asked if teachers were happy about this program, and Charlene Komosinski
replied that parents of ECC kids would be fine with this typical peer program.

listrict office. maintenance, emplovee childcare. Del Mar Heights, Del
Mar, Ashley Falls, and Sycamore Ridge Facilities
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services the public agency. That type of study is always subject to public review. Any
Environmental Impact Report or CEQA require a public agency to make findings in the report on
any environment impact. Interplay with coastal commission is needed for any development in a
defined coastal zone. Traffic and beach access are typical things the coastal commussion looks
at, and these also tie into an EIS. Certain projects are exempt from a CEQA if they not large
enough.

Mr. Dorward was asked if a CEQA would likely be required if we significantly alter the current
use. At the time the Board of Trustees makes a discretionary approval, they w
study. This is not a quick process, permitting and environment proces :
wough there is a possibility of exemptions. Technically, this is not the committee’s concern,
but an issue for the school board. Committees make a recommendation but are not usually
responsible for EIR, etc; the governing board would look into that. In the study of school
closure, Mr. Dorward suggested that the committee move forward, understanding that a review
based on a set of completed and accepted recommendations would be undertaken at the close of
deliberations. Until then, the issue is unclear. A consultant to review the potential action would
review the outcomes and assist in determining the appropriate legal steps following intent to act.

Mrs. Wayne mentioned it might be prudent to have a consultant waiting in the wings.

Dr. McClain asked Mr. Dorward if there was any advantage to keeping regular ed children on a
site as a district renovates. Mr. Dorward would have to look into that issue but doesn’t think a
school district could say because it kept a school operating in one portion of the building the
entire project is not subject to EPA, etc., reguiations. Dr. McClain stated that it is very difficult
to re-open a school after it was closed to regular ed students for a time.

Information Ifems

Report from the Surplus Property Commiittee August 2005

Cinda Peck was also on the Surplus Property Committee in 2005, and she stated that this
committee has a different and more complex task.

Ttems for July 16 Meetins:

Additional detail from Business Services on potential cost savings of closing a school.

Any previous analysis or proposal to split upper and lower grades between Del Mar Hills and
Del Mar Heights.

Official Minutes, 7/11 Bistrict Advisory Committee, July 2, 2009
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Enroliment at Sage Canyon and Ocean Air are expectead to be at 90% or grester
of modified capacity for the near future with Torrey Hills and Sycamore Ridge
growing to 80% or greater of modified capacity soon thereafter. Therefore, none
of these schools were considered for closure.

s

Sycamore F{iége is expected to be significantly below capacity for the near term.
However rapid enroliment growth is expected as Pacific Highlands Ranch
develops in 5 10,10 years. DMUSD has an agreement with Pardee to reserve
space fo tudents in the Pacific Highlands ,anch area. The conclusion of
the 7-11 DAC was that Sycamore Ridge could not be considered for closure.
However, excess space at Sycamore Ridge could be used in the near term for
district use, albeit this opportunity would likely be only temporary

of COM

Current Site Usage -
The 7-11 DAC surveyed how each of 310 rooms across the DMUSD are used
{see Appendix | v'). The majority of rooms, 190, are used as classrooms. Each
school site also uses 4 or 5 rooms for ESC, one room for RSP and 2-4 rooms for
after school childcare. After those rooms are accounted for the remaining rooms
are used for such things as band, Spanish, storags, meetings and PTA
depending on the school. No room went unused.

Excess Space
Mo site could be designated as surplus property according o the definition given
| by the California Education Cod .. However, there was potential excess

Page 11



Mar Hills for district offices and maintenance, Ashley Falls for preschool. She proposed a
gradual move from Del Mar Hills to Del Mar Heights, first grades 4-6 go to Del Mar Heights,
and continuing to staff two to three sections at Ashiey Falls. District functions would move into
Del Mar Hills as space came available. In 2011 to 2012 DMUSD would look at numbers again
to consolidate at Del Mar Heights at that time. After that, cost benefit to DMUSD is
approximately $500K per year, if the District doesn’t lease office space or spend for district
offices could save another $100-300K per year. Opening a preschool could make about $300K
per year. Once this implemented, the District could save up to $1M per year. All special ed
programs would continue at the same sites. The District office would be a very good neighbor,
and Del Mar Hills parks and fields would stay there. With Ashley Falls as the site for childcare,
it 1s likely to be used by families in that high growth area. This proposal would improve Del Mar
Hills/Heights relations, minimize the number of students and families affected. The weakness to
this proposal is that any school lost is a detriment to those families. This proposal would
redistrict area 16 to Carmel Del Mar, although Carmel Del Mar is projected to grow, she wanted
to redistrict area 16 kids into a school they could walk to.

Retired Director of Facilities/Human Relations Rodger Smith spoke to the fact that students in
Seabreeze Farms (located directly west of Sycamore Ridge) currently attend Sycamore Ridge
School. The Mitigation Agreement between Sycamore Ridge and Pardee Homes has 659
reserved seats only for students at Pacific Ridge. {\When Pacific Ridge students fill up Sycamore
Ridge, Seabreeze Farms students will be pushed out, possibly to Carmel Del Mar or Ashley

1 The mitigation agreement with Pardee also addresses build out of school site #9, East of
Sycamore Ridge.

Mrs. Wayne thanked members for their remarkable proposals today. Perhaps those who

presented proposals could refine their proposals. Specifically, maintenance operation and district

e not clearly ggﬁéiéﬁé out with how many square feet of which building being allocated
0 Wheaton clarified that there are about 900 square feet in a classroom.

offices w

R

ion for Prooress Benort to Board of Trustees echeduled for Auonct 26
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Mrs. Wayne informed the Committee that it must deliver its preliminary Progress Report by
égg‘iggi i’? She reminded members that ii'hs is a ?mgfegs Rgpf;}ﬁ not a final g}f@;}é}sai ?1%33.
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DMUSD Webmaster Todd Boteler will send out the phone number to call in for those who miss
a meeting to join by teleconference.

The August 6 Regular Meeting has been rescheduled to Monday, August 3, 3:00-5:00 p.m.

The committee may schedule another meeting specifically to review progress report.

Official Minutes, 7/11 District Advisory Committee, July 16, 2009 Page 3 of 4
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future. Cost savings would be approximately $300,000 per year. Students in the
current Ashley Falls boundary area would be split between Carmel Del Mar and
Sycamore Ridge putting both accepting schools near capacity. The large number
of students at Sycamore Ridge was especially problematic due to the agresment
with Pardee to reserve seats for students from iz Pacific Highlands Ranch

_Ashley Falls is under a jomt use agreement with the
City of San {};egc and was built with Mall o«Ro@s funds. Both of these issues
were vsewe§ as significant egal empedsmef;ts "The Ashi ey Falls community was
strongly’ agamst closure f fcar a thesgma@cﬁs {aﬁd ;ﬂ’%}re} The 7-11 DAC
aoncurred e

o

Three proposals were put by}th/efr authors:

T'Proposal A: Build a District Office at Torrey Hills:

w?tt? Proposal G to become Proposal G.1

| Reconfiguration of Ashley Falls and Carmel Del Mar
This proposal would combine students from the Ashley Falls and Carmel Del Mar

boundary areas and distribute grades K-3 to one and grades 4-6 to the other.

| Creation of an Early Childhood Education Center
All students in the Del Mar Hills /Heights boundary ares in grades 1-6 wouid

attend Del Mar Heights. All Grade K would be located at Del Mar Hills. The
preschool, district office and M&O would be at the Del Mar Hills site. Two new
buildings, approximately 10-12 classrooms in size, would be built at Del Mar Hills
and Del Mar Heights

Contingency Plans

Pian 1A: Temporary Location of DMUSD District Office

There may be a need to provide temporary office space and facilities for the

~hild care. jt is possible that a decision will

not have been made, or space identified but not yet available, when the lease

runs out for the DMUSD operations currently at the Shores. Before that occurs,

a temporary location will need to be identified. 1A identifies Torrey Hills and

Del Mar Hills as possible locations for the District Office and M&O however there

is no reason they cannot be placed at other more suitable areas to be

| determined. Employee Child Care could be moved to Sycamore
occupy the childeare building. The existing after school program cou d
temporarily move to classrocoms within the main building. This would need to be
coordinated with the existing school program.

and

| Plan 1B: Relocation if a Building is Bought for the DMUSD District Office
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documents, with a ballpark time frame of one month for a legal analysis (depending on how
quickly the firm is able to obtain the basic documents needed for analysis).

Mrs. Wayne questioned if that time frame holds if reconfiguring a school?

Mr. Anslow replied that depends if changing from a public to a private school, or closing a
school, may signify legal and tax issues. In changing a school, Mello Roos don’t usually apply,
but Joint Use may.

Mr. Anslow further stated that closing a school requires a much more detailed legal analysis if
the district would change use by closing a school, abandoning, selling it, or making it a private
school. These would much thornier legal issues than leaving the facility a school and changing
the use of part of it where Joint Use issues must be addressed. The larger amount of change, the
larger the issues may become and depend on if one, two or all three types of Joint Use are
mvolved.

When asked if a school changes from K-6 to K-3 or 3-6, Mr. Anslow stated that this does not
change Mello Roos issues, as boundary attendance issues do not cause those types of legal issues
to arise.

Questioned if are there specific rules a school has to be used for K-6 versus some other type of
district function, if the District uses a school for purposes other than current use? Mr. Anslow
replied that if a is school currently K-6, and district wants a K-4 school, reconfiguring
boundaries according to age, from a Mello Roos stance there is no change at all. There might be
something in Joint Use agreements, but normally Joint Use Agreements leave to the District
what age kids go to what sites.

Questioned about a school used for school plus District administrative offices housed at a school
facility, Mr. Anslow replied every school has some administrative functions at that school
(principal, admin assistant, maintenance). If moving District administrative offices to a school,
from a Mello Roos standpoint this does not create an issue, but again Joint Use might be an
1ssue.

Asked if the same hold true if public school space is used for a preschool, Mr. Anslow stated that
the grades are not relevant, if used for public school purposes.

school is primarily for student residing within that
state law says children residing é%é%i%zéﬁ E&g %%z%%%}
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