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Docket Office
A. NAME OF DOCKET_ ITEM (619) 388-6962

Authority to establish the process to amend the Proposicion "S¥ project list.

B, STATEMENT OF ISSUE/PURPOSE

1. Purpose and Background:

Proposition "S' provided funding for projects outlined on a Facilities Needs
List which was developed based on the District’s known requirements at the
time. Although it is the District‘s intention toe adhere to this list, there
may be instances when the list of projects, approved by Proposition "S," may
need to be amended. This flexibility is necessary in order to meet the
changing dynamics of the Colleges and Centers for FEducation and Technology.
It should be noted however that at no time will the total Proposition "8"
project costs exceed the voter-approved amount of $685,000,000.

ATTACHMENT 2 is the Bond Council’'s legal opinion recommending the
development of a process for the amendment of the project list,

ATTACHMENT B is the written procedure for the amendment, which has been
reviewed and recommended by Chancellor’s Cabinet.

2. Cost and Funding:
Not applicable.

€. PROPOSAT,

The Board hereby grants authorlty to take action as requested in Item A of this
Docket exhibit.
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December 17, 2003

Mr. Damon Schamu

Assistant Chancellor, Facilities Setvices
San Diego Community College District
33735 Camino Del Rio South

San Diege, CA 92108

Re: fied Bond
Dear Damon:

During the months following the issuance of the District's first series of general obligation
bonds approved by the vorers on November 5, 2002, questions have arisen concerning the “Full Texi
Batlor Proposition”. In this regard, 1 have written several letters 1o the Citizens’ Oversight
Commirttee regarding the expenditure of bond money on specific projects.

While the “Full Text Ballor Proposition” provides significant detail regarding many projects,
the projects which were approved by the voters are “projects ... outlined in the District’s Master
Facilities Need List, amended from time to time, on file at the District’s Public Information Office”
(the “List”). Consequently, when projects qualify for bond funding it is either because they are
identified in the “Full Text Ballot Proposition” or they are on the List.

The election materials do not define how the List is “amended from time-to-time”. The
District should establish a process for the amendment. The process may, but is not required to,
include the Citizens’ Qversight Comminee’s input. Whatever the process, would suggest that it
conclude with Beard approval of the amendment. Once the List, whether pre or post November 5,

. the project is qualified for bond funding. Obviously any amendments to the List must be
placed on file with the Public Information Office.

On a related mauter you have asked me to confirm my opinion on a seismic upgrade project.
This project, like many the District will undertake over the life of the bond, is expected to be funded
from a combination of funds, including local bond money and State funds. This is actually the torm
for most college projects. [t is perfectly appropriate for “bond” projects to be funded by several
revenue streams. With respect to the Citizens’ Oversight Committee, they have a review role over
the bond expenditures only.
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If you need forther clarification on this point please do not hesitate to call me.

Very truly yours,

»>.LO0E A

David G. Casnocha
DGC:jpm

cc: John Schiegel
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