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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

A. INTRODUCTION 
 

With the passage of Senate Bill 50 and Proposition 1A in 1998, upon meeting certain 

requirements, school districts have the option of adopting alternative school fees 

(“Alternative Fees”), also known as Level II and Level III fees. These Alternative Fees are 

beyond the base statutory school fees, Level I Fees, which may be collected from new 

residential housing to finance new school facility construction. 

 

This School Facilities Needs Analysis (“SFNA”) has been prepared for the Romoland 

School District (“School District”) in accordance with Education Code Section 17620 et 

seq. and Government Code Section 65995 et seq. and serves as the basis for justifying the 

collection of Alternative Fees and the level at which they may be levied. More specifically, 

the SFNA is conducted in order to determine the need for new school facilities for 

unhoused pupils that are attributable to projected enrollment growth from the development 

of new residential units over the next five (5) years. The SFNA is required to be adopted by 

resolution at a public hearing after it has been made available to the public for a period of 

not less than thirty days. Prior to the public hearing, the public has the opportunity to 

review and comment on the SFNA. The Alternative Fees, which may be adopted at the 

public hearing take effect immediately and are valid for a maximum of one (1) year, unless 

a revised report is adopted. 

 
B. ELIGIBILITY AND STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS 

 

As a prerequisite for collecting the Alternative Fees, a school district must satisfy the 

following: 

 

(i) Make a timely application to the State Allocation Board (“SAB”) for new construction 

funding for which it is eligible and be determined to meet the eligibility requirements 

for new construction funding set forth in Sections 17071.10 and 17071.75 of the 

Education Code. If the SAB fails to notify the school district of its eligibility within 

120 days of receipt of application, the school district is deemed eligible by default; and 

 

(ii) Comply with at least two (2) of the four (4) statutory requirements (“Statutory 

Requirements”) set forth in Section 65995.5(b)(3) as summarized below:  

 

1. School District has substantial enrollment of its students on a multi-track 

year-round schedule; 

2. School District has placed on the ballot in the previous four (4) years at least 

one (1) local general obligation bond to finance school facilities and the 

measure received at least 50 percent plus one of the votes cast; 

3. School District has issued debt or incurred debt obligations for capital outlay 

in an amount equivalent to the percentage of the School District’s bonding 

capacity as further specified in Section 65995.5(b)(3)(C); and/or 
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4. At least 20 percent of the teaching stations within the School District are 

portable classrooms.  

 

C. ALTERNATIVE FEES 
 

The Level II Fee is calculated pursuant to Government Code Section 65995.5 et seq. and is 

intended to represent fifty percent (50%) of a school district’s facility costs (based on State 

formulas) and applies when the SAB is apportioning State funding. The Level III Fee is 

calculated pursuant to Government Code Section 65995.7 et seq. and is intended to 

represent roughly one hundred percent (100%) of a school district’s facility costs and 

applies if the SAB ceases to provide such funding. 

 

The Level II Fee and Level III Fee determined herein are set forth in the table below. 

 

ALTERNATIVE FEE AMOUNT 

Level II Fee $3.09 per square foot 

Level III Fee $6.18 per square foot 
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SECTION I. ELIGIBILITY TO LEVY ALTERNATIVE FEES 

 

A. TIMELY APPLICATION 
 

Government Code Section 65995.5(b)(1) requires that the governing board of the School 

District make a timely application to the SAB and meet the eligibility requirements for new 

construction funding under the School Facilities Program (“SFP”) as set forth in Education 

Code Section 17071.10 and Section 17071.75. 

 

The School District filed an application requesting an eligibility determination (“Eligibility 

Determination”) for new construction funding as required by the SAB and to approve and 

submit the required SAB Forms 50-01, 50-02 and 50-03. The School District was originally 

deemed eligible on February 23, 2000. A copy of the most current Eligibility 

Determination is contained within Appendix “A”. 

 

B. STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS 
 

A School District must also satisfy two (2) of the four (4) statutory school threshold tests 

set forth in Government Code Section 65995.5(b)(3). The School District satisfies two (2) 

of the Statutory Requirements as shown below: 

 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED 

(i) Substantial enrollment on a Multi-Track 

Year-Round Schedule 

Not Satisfied—The School District does not 

currently provide Multi-Track Year-Round 

Schedule programs at any school. 

(ii) At least one (1) local bond measure on the 

ballot in the last four (4) years and 

received at least 50 percent plus one (1) of 

the votes cast  

Not Satisfied—The School District has yet to 

obtain voter authorization to issue general 

obligation debt. 

(iii) The School District has issued debt or 

incurred obligations for capital outlay in 

an amount equivalent to the percentage 

(15% or 30%, as applicable) of its 

bonding capacity set forth in Section 

65995.5(b)(3)(C). 

Satisfied—The School District has 

$150,580,000 in outstanding long-term debt 

for capital outlay, all of which are Community 

Facilities District Bonds. The bonding 

capacity of the School District is currently 

$42,610,625 based on Fiscal Year 2020/21 

assessed valuations. Therefore, the School 

District is currently at 353.39% of its bonding 

capacity. Appendix “C” provides the bonding 

capacity calculation of the School District. 

(iv) At least 20% of the teaching stations 

within the School District are portable 

classrooms 

Satisfied—The School District is currently 

operating in 155 permanent classrooms and 

52 portable classrooms; thus, portable 

classrooms comprise 25.12% of the total 

teaching stations of the School District. 
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SECTION II. PROJECTED UNHOUSED STUDENTS FROM NEW 

RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OVER THE NEXT FIVE YEARS 

 

A. PROJECTED STUDENT ENROLLMENT 
 

1. Student Generation Rates 
 

As required by and in accordance with Government Code Section 65995.6, this SFNA 

projects the number of unhoused students attributable to projected enrollment growth 

(“Projected Student Enrollment”) from the development of additional residential units 

over the next five (5) years (“Projected Units”). The projection of students must be 

based on the historical student generation rates (“SGR”) of new residential units 

constructed during the previous five (5) years that are of a similar type of unit as the 

Projected Units. The types of residential units considered include (i) single family 

detached (“SFD”), (ii) single family attached (“SFA”), and (iii) multi-family units 

(“MF”). Units classified as SFD are those units on a unique assessor’s parcel number 

with no common walls; SFA are those units sharing a common wall each on a separate 

and unique assessor’s parcel (e.g. townhouses, condominiums, etc.); and MF are those 

units which share a single assessor’s parcel and share a common wall (e.g. apartments, 

duplexes, etc.). 
 

In order to calculate SGRs, Koppel & Gruber Public Finance (“K&G Public Finance”) 

first obtained property characteristic from the Assessor’s Office of the County of 

Riverside as of August 2020. Parcels in the database were classified by unit type (SFD, 

SFA, MF) and residential parcels constructed during the past five (5) years (Calendar 

Years 2015 through 2019) were extracted. Based on the parcel information, a total of 

1,396 SFDs, 3 SFA units, and zero (0) MF units were constructed and sold within the 

School District in the previous five (5) years. 
 

K&G Public Finance then obtained a student database from the School District, which 

is reflective of student enrollment information as of October 2019. The student 

enrollment information was matched to the property characteristic/GIS data based on 

address (situs address) information of parcels in the County property characteristic 

database. The number of students matched to units built within the past five (5) years 

was then queried by school level and residential category. A total 475 of students 

matched to the 1,396 SFDs. 

 

Due to the absence or limited number of other types of units built within the School 

District over the previous five years, SGRs for SFA and MF units were used from the 

Beaumont Unified School District (“BUSD”) 2020 School Facilities Needs analysis 

dated March 13, 2020 (“BUSD 2020 SFNA”), and the Moreno Valley Unified School 

District (“MVUSD”) 2020 School Facilities Needs Analysis dated May 15, 2020 

(“MVUSD 2020 SFNA”), respectively. As both school districts are located within 

Riverside County and are in relatively close proximity to the School District, the SGRs 

calculated in the BUSD 2020 SFNA and MVUSD 2020 SFNA were deemed acceptable 

for use in the determination of Projected Student Enrollment from the future 

construction of SFA and MF units within the School District, in accordance with 

Government Code Section 65995.6(a). 
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Tables 1, 2 and 3 below summarize the calculation of the SGRs by residential category. 

Table 4 combines the SGRs for each residential type and lists the result per school 

level. 

 

TABLE 1 

SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED (SFD) 

STUDENT GENERATION RATES 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

STUDENTS 

MATCHED SFD UNITS 

SGR BY SCHOOL 

LEVEL 

Elementary School (K-5) 327 1,396 0.2342 

Middle School (6-8)  148 1,396 0.1060 

TOTAL 475 NA 0.3402 

 

TABLE 2 

SINGLE FAMILY ATTACHED (SFA) 

STUDENT GENERATION RATES 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

STUDENTS 

MATCHED SFA UNITS 

SGR BY SCHOOL 

LEVEL1 

Elementary School (K-5) NA NA 0.3424 

Middle School (6-8)  NA NA 0.1087 

TOTAL NA NA 0.4511 
1 The SGRs shown above are based on figures used for the Beaumont Unified School District in their 

2020 School Facilities Needs Analysis. 
 

TABLE 3 

MULTI-FAMILY (MF) 

STUDENT GENERATION RATES 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

STUDENTS 

MATCHED MF UNITS 

SGR BY SCHOOL 

LEVEL1 

Elementary School (K-5) NA NA 0.2422 

Middle School (6-8) NA NA 0.0625 

TOTAL NA NA 0.3047 
1 The SGRs shown above are based on figures used for the Moreno Valley Unified School District in 

their 2020 School Facilities Needs Analysis. 
. 

TABLE 4 

COMBINED STUDENT GENERATION RATES 

SCHOOL LEVEL SFD UNITS SFA UNITS MF UNITS 

Elementary School (K-5) 0.2342 0.3424 0.2422 

Middle School (6-8) 0.1060 0.1087 0.0625 

TOTAL 0.3402 0.4511 0.3047 
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2. Projected Units 
 

In accordance with Government Code Section 65995.6, a projection was made of the 

residential units planned to be constructed within the School District over the next five 

(5) years. To estimate the Projected Units, K&G Public Finance first obtained and 

compiled information provided by the Planning Departments from the Cities of 

Menifee and Perris (“Cities”) and the County of Riverside Planning Department 

(collectively, the “Planning Agencies”), including but not limited to specific plans, tract 

and land entitlement information, and also reviewed actions taken by the local agency 

planning commissions. In accordance with the recommendations of Government Code 

Section 65352.2, a notice of the preparation of the 2020 SFNA (including a summary of 

the residential projections and findings) was sent to the Planning Agencies in August 

2020 requesting the Cities and County to review the projected number of residential 

units and estimated average square footage determined by K&G Public Finance and 

affirm or modify those projections. A copy of the letters and responses received by the 

Planning Agencies, if any, are included as Appendix “I”. 

 

The School District has entered into mitigation agreements with certain property owners 

and/or developers, whereby the terms of the mitigation agreements require mitigation 

payments or participation in a Community Facilities District (“CFD”) in lieu of paying 

Alternative Fees. Projected Units within such CFDs have been identified and/or estimated 

and excluded from the calculation of the Alternative Fees. The estimated total Projected 

Units that are located within the CFDs (which, for purposes of this SFNA are deemed 

“mitigated”) and unmitigated Projected Units in the entire School District are summarized 

by residential category in Table 5.  

 

TABLE 5 

TOTAL PROJECTED UNITS 

RESIDENTIAL 

CATEGORY 

TOTAL PROJECTED 

UNITS 

UNMITIGATED 

PROJECTED UNITS 

MITIGATED 

PROJECTED UNITS 

SFD 2,453 689 1,764 

SFA 126 126 0 

MF 410 260 150 

TOTAL 2,989 1,075 1,914 
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3. Projected Student Enrollment 
 

The number of unmitigated Projected Units listed in Table 5 multiplied by the SGRs 

shown in Table 4 results in the Projected Student Enrollment. The Projected Student 

Enrollment is shown in Table 6 by school level. 

 

TABLE 6 

PROJECTED STUDENT ENROLLMENT 

FROM UNMITIGATED UNITS 

BY SCHOOL LEVEL 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

PROJECTED 

STUDENT 

ENROLLMENT 

Elementary School  267 

Middle School  103 

TOTAL 370 

 

B. CLASSROOM INVENTORY 
 

Government Code Section 65995.6 requires that the School District identify and consider 

any available capacity in existing facilities that may accommodate projected enrollment 

growth. The School District currently operates four (4) elementary school sites and one (1) 

middle school. 

 

Pursuant to Education Code Section 17071.10, these facilities have a capacity to 

accommodate 4,323 students. This capacity was reported on SAB Form 50-02 and was 

updated to reflect new school facility construction projects funded by the State. Appendix 

“C” provides a calculation of the updated facility capacity. 

 
C. PROJECTED UNHOUSED STUDENTS 
 

Based on enrollment information as of October 2019, the total student enrollment of the 

School District is 4,205 students. A summary of the enrollment data is provided in 

Appendix “D”. Available facilities capacity is calculated by subtracting the October 2019 

student enrollment from existing school facilities capacity for each school level. The 

School District currently operates elementary schools serving students in grades 

transitional kindergarten through 5 and middle schools serving students in grades 6 through 

8. In order to be consistent with the SAB 50-02 reporting requirements, the enrollment 

school level configuration has been adjusted to represent grades kindergarten through 6 at 

the elementary level and grades 7 and 8 at the middle school level. This operation results in 

available capacity at middle school level, and a deficit capacity at the elementary school 

level. The capacity calculation is shown in Table 7. 
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TABLE 7 

AVAILABLE CAPACITY EVALUATION 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

EXISTING 

FACILITIES 

CAPACITY 

STUDENT 

ENROLLMENT 

(OCTOBER 2019)1 

AVAILABLE/ 

(DEFICIT) 

CAPACITY 

Elementary School (K-6) 3,119 3,257  (138) 

Middle School (7-8)  1,204  948  256  

TOTAL 4,323 4,205 118  
1 The School District currently operates K-5 and 6-8 schools; the figures above have been adjusted by school 

level to be consistent with SAB 50-02 capacity requirements. 

 

As shown in Table 7, available capacity exists at the middle school level. For planning 

purposes, the School District has retained the services of a demographer. Based on 

demographic trends within existing School District households (including birth rates and 

mobility), the demographer anticipates that within the next five (5) years, deficit capacity at 

the elementary school level will continue to rise, even as more seats become available at 

the middle school level. The District-Wide Enrollment Projection is provided in Appendix 

“H”.  

 

To address capacity shortages at the elementary school level, the School District is 

currently planning for the construction of a K-8 facility at the Monument Ranch site. The 

housing of both elementary and middle school levels at one site will allow for flexibility in 

addressing imbalances in the facilities needs at each level. Further, the School District has 

pledged to provide priority enrollment for students generated from mitigated Projected 

Units at schools that are constructed with CFD funding. A projection of the number of 

students generated from mitigated Projected Units (Projected Priority Enrollment) 

demonstrates that all remaining seats, after capacity adjustment for Projected Priority 

Enrollment, are expected to be unavailable.  

 

Since zero (0) seats are deemed available to house Projected Student Enrollment from 

unmitigated Projected Units, no adjustments are made to Projected Student Enrollment 

figures. Table 8 shows the number of Projected Unhoused Students determined for each 

school level. 

 

TABLE 8 

PROJECTED UNHOUSED STUDENTS 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

PROJECTED 

STUDENT 

ENROLLMENT 

AVAILABLE 

SEATS1 

PROJECTED 

UNHOUSED 

STUDENTS 

Elementary School  267 0 267 

Middle School  103 0 103 

TOTAL 370 0 370 
1 A deficit capacity equals zero (0) available seats. 

 

Government Code Section 65995.6(b) requires the School District to identify any surplus 

school sites that could be used to lower the need to house Projected Unhoused Students. 

Since the School District has initiated plans to construct facilities on the Monument Ranch 
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site, there are deemed no surplus sites available for funding. Hence, there are no additional 

adjustments to the number of Projected Unhoused Students as determined in Table 8 above. 

A further evaluation of local funds available is included within Appendix “E”. 
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SECTION III. LEVEL II FEE 

 

The following section sets forth the calculation of the permissible Level II Fee. 
 

 A. MAXIMUM NEW CONSTRUCTION GRANT 
 

1. Per-Pupil Grant 
 

The total new construction grant amount is determined by multiplying the number of 

Projected Unhoused Students by the total pupil grant (“PPG”). The PPG amount is 

calculated as the sum of the base per pupil grant and the Automatic Fire 

Detection/Alarm and Fire Sprinkler System Grant (“ADG”). The base per-pupil grant is 

identified in Education Code Section 17072.10(a) and was adjusted by the SAB on 

January 22, 2020 per Education Code Section 17072.10(b). Section 1859.71.2 of Title 2 

of the California Code of Regulations (“Regulations”) allows for the additional grant 

for automatic fire alarm detection systems and fire sprinkler systems. The ADG was 

also adjusted by the SAB as of January 22, 2020. Furthermore, Section 1859.76 of the 

Regulations provides additional grants for general site development on new school 

construction projects (the “GSDG”). On January 22, 2020, the SAB adopted 

amendments extending the GSDG until January 1, 2021. Appendix “F” provides a 

calculation of the allowable GSDG. Table 9 shows the base per pupil grant, the 

additional grants as well as the total PPG. 
 

TABLE 9 

TOTAL PER-PUPIL GRANT (2020) 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

BASE PER-PUPIL 

GRANT AMOUNT ADG GSDG 

TOTAL 

PPG 

Elementary School  $12,451 $224 $656 $13,331 

Middle School  $13,169 $268 $721 $14,158 
 

2. New Construction Grant Amount 
 

In accordance with Government Code Section 65995.5(c)(1), the New Construction 

Grant amount is calculated by multiplying the number of Projected Unhoused Students 

shown in Table 10 by the total PPG shown in Table 9.  
 

The calculation to determine the total New Construction Grant amounts by school level 

is shown in Table 10. 
 

TABLE 10 

NEW CONSTRUCTION GRANT AMOUNT 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

PROJECTED 

UNHOUSED 

STUDENTS TOTAL PPG 

NEW 

CONSTRUCTION 

GRANT 

Elementary School  267 $13,331 $3,559,377 

Middle School   103 $14,158 $1,458,274 

TOTAL 370 NA $5,017,651 
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SCHOOL LEVEL 

ESTIMATED SITE 

ACQUISITION COST PER 

ACRE 

ESTIMATED SITE 

DEVELOPMENT COST PER 

ACRE 

Elementary School  $167,836 $195,167 

Middle School  $167,836 $195,167 

 

As required by Government Code Section 65995.5(h), the land acreage used to calculate 

the permissible Level II Fee shall be the necessary amount determined under the guidelines 

of the State Department of Education, as published in the “School Site Analysis and 

Development Handbook” as of January 1, 1998 (“SDE Handbook”). It should be noted that 

the land acreages identified in the SDE Handbook guidelines do not represent the required 

site size requirements for constructing new school campuses, and instead serve as a ‘rule of 

thumb’. In August 2020, the School District completed a Facilities Master Plan (“2020 

FMP”). For the purpose of school facility planning, the 2020 FMP assumes future school 

facilities will be designed to accommodate a capacity of 750 students at the elementary 

school level, 1,400 students at the middle school level and 1,000 students for school 

designed for K-8 enrollment. According to the guidelines specified in the SDE Handbook, 

the site acreages identified in Table 12 are required to accommodate these capacities and 

for the purposes of this analysis, only site acreages for elementary school level and middle 

school level area addressed. 

Estimated Site Acquisition and Site Development Cost Per Acre

Table 11

site acquisition cost and site development cost are summarized in Table 11.

percentage change utilized by the SAB to index the PPG amounts. The estimated per acre 
development  of  Chase  Middle  School  and  are  adjusted  to  current  dollars  by applying  the 
costs  are  based  on  the  service  site,  off-site,  and  utility  costs  associated  with  the  site 
development costs is $195,167 per acre at both  school levels. Estimated  site development 
per  acre  at  $167,836.  The  School  District  has  determined  a  reasonable  estimate  for  site 
on  the south  side  of  Grand  Avenue.  The  Land  Appraisal  estimated  site  acquisition  costs 
2011 (“Land Appraisal”). The subject of the Land Appraisal was a 19.96-acre site located 
land appraisal prepared for the School District by Steven G. White, MAI. dated August 12, 
In  determining  the appropriate  site  acquisition  cost  per  acre,  K&G Public Finance used  a 

total site development costs).

pursuant  to  its  regulation  governing  grants  for  site  development  costs  (currently  50%  of 
development costs shall not exceed the estimated amount that would be funded by the SAB 
to  Education  Code  Section  17072.12.  Furthermore,  Section  65995.5(h)  specifies  that  site 
multiplying the applicable land acreage by the estimated cost per acre determined pursuant 
site  acquisition  costs  may  not  exceed  one-half  (50%)  of  the  amount  determined  by 
development costs that may be included in the Level II Fee. Section 65995.5(h) states that 
65995.5(h)  sets  forth  the  methodology  for  determining  the  allowable  site  acquisition  and 
Grant amounts determined in the previous section. Specifically, Government Code Section 
allows  for  site  acquisition  and  development  costs  to  be  added to  the  New Construction 
In order to calculate the permissible Level II Fee, Government Code Section 65995.5 (c)(1)

SITE ACQUISITION AND SITE DEVELOPMENT COSTS
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Table 12 

Site Size 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

STUDENT 

CAPACITY SITE ACREAGE 

Elementary School  750 10.2 

Middle School  1,400 22.0 

 

The total estimated school site acquisition and site development costs at each school level 

is determined by multiplying the costs per acre identified in Table 11 by the site acreages 

shown in Table 12. Pursuant to Government Code Section 65995.5(h), the total school site 

acquisition and site development costs are reduced by fifty percent (50%).  

 

Table 13 

Total Site Acquisition and Site Development Costs 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

TOTAL SITE 

ACQUISITION 

COST 

TOTAL SITE 

DEVELOPMENT 

COST 

TOTAL SITE 

COST 

50% OF 

TOTAL SITE 

COSTS 

Elementary School  $1,711,927 $1,990,703  $3,702,630  $1,851,315 

Middle School  $3,692,392 $4,293,674  $7,986,066  $3,993,033 

 

 

The site costs shown in Table 13 are per school level. To estimate the reasonable site 

acquisition and site development costs related to the facilities required to house the 

Projected Unhoused Students, the number of school facilities required to house the 

Projected Unhoused Students generated from the unmitigated Projected Units must first be 

determined. To compute such figure, the number of Projected Unhoused Students is 

divided by the school capacity at each school level. Table 14 identifies the number of 

school facilities required to house the Projected Unhoused Students.  

  

Table 14 

Number of School Facilities Required for Projected Unhoused Students 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

PROJECTED 

UNHOUSED 

STUDENTS 

SCHOOL 

FACILITY 

CAPACITY 

NUMBER OF 

SCHOOL 

FACILITIES 

REQUIRED 

Elementary School  267 750 0.36 

Middle School  103 1,400 0.07 

 

The total site acquisition and site development grant is determined by multiplying the 

applicable site costs shown in Table 13 by the number of school facilities required to house 

the Projected Unhoused Students as shown in Table 14. This calculation is shown in Table 

15. 
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Table 15 

Site Acquisition and Site Development Grant 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

TOTAL SITE 

COSTS (50%) 

NUMBER OF 

SCHOOL 

FACILITIES 

REQUIRED 

TOTAL SITE 

ACQUISITION AND 

SITE DEVELOPMENT 

GRANT 

Elementary School  $666,473 0.36 $666,473 

Middle School  $279,512 0.07 $279,512 

TOTAL $945,985 

 

 
 C. MAXIMUM LEVEL II FEE COST AND NET LEVEL II FEE COST 
 

The Maximum Level II Fee Cost is calculated as the sum of the (i) New Construction Grant 

amounts identified in Table 10 and the (ii) Total Site Acquisition and Site Development 

Grant amounts identified in Table 15. The Maximum Level II Costs represent the 

maximum school facility costs that may be included in the calculation of the Level II Fee 

and are shown in Table 16. 

 

TABLE 16 

MAXIMUM LEVEL II FEE COST  

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT 

Total New Construction Grant $5,017,651 

Total Site Acquisition and Development Grant $945,985 

MAXIMUM LEVEL II FEE COST $5,963,636 

 

Government Code Section 65995.5(c)(2) requires that the School District subtract the full 

amount of local funds that the governing board has dedicated to facilities necessitated by 

unmitigated Projected Units from the Maximum Level II Fee Costs to determine the Net 

Level II Fee Cost. Appendix “E” identifies and considers local revenues sources (“Local 

Funds”) available to offset the impact of Projected Units. The Net Level II Fee Costs are 

equal to the Maximum Level II Fee Costs minus the Local Funds. This amount is 

calculated in Table 17. 

 

TABLE 17 

NET LEVEL II FEE COST  

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT 

Maximum Level II Fee Cost $5,963,636 

Credit for Local Funds $0 

NET LEVEL II FEE COST $5,963,636 
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 D. LEVEL II FEE CALCULATION 
 

In accordance with Government Code Section 65995.5(c)(3), the maximum Level II Fee is 

calculated by dividing the Net Level II Fee Cost by the total square footage of assessable 

space of the unmitigated Projected Units. To project the total square footage of assessable 

space of the unmitigated Projected Units, the average square footage of SFD, SFA and MF 

unmitigated Projected Units must first be determined. A review of (i) historical parcel 

information from the County Assessor’s Office and (ii) planned unit sizes for residential 

project anticipated to be constructed over the next five (5) years, as available, were used to 

estimate the average square footage of unmitigated Projected Units by housing type. The 

average square footage estimates were submitted to the Planning Agencies in August 2020 

for review and comment. Table 18 shows the projected average square footages as well as 

the total square footage of assessable space of unmitigated Projected Units within the 

School District. 

 

TABLE 18 

TOTAL SQUARE FOOTAGE OF UNMITIGATED PROJECTED UNITS 

RESIDENTIAL 

CATEGORY 

UNMITIGATED 

PROJECTED UNITS 

AVERAGE SQUARE 

FOOTAGE PER 

UNIT 

TOTAL PROJECTED 

SQUARE FEET 

SFD 689 2,113 1,455,857 

SFA 126 1,912 240,912 

MF 260 900 234,000 

TOTAL 1,075 NA 1,930,769 

 

The Net Level II Fee Costs are divided by the applicable total projected square feet of the 

Projected Units to arrive at the Level II. The result of this operation is shown in Table 19. 

The Level II Fee represents the amount that can be adopted by the Board of Trustees of the 

School District. Once adopted, the Level II Fee can be levied on future residential units in 

accordance with applicable law. 

 

TABLE 19 

LEVEL II FEE  

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT 

Net Level II Fee Cost $5,963,636 

Total Square Footage of Unmitigated Projected Units $1,930,769 

LEVEL II FEE $3.09 
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SECTION IV. LEVEL III FEE 

 

The following section sets forth the calculation of the permissible Level III Fee. The Level 

III Fee is determined in accordance with Government Code Section 65995.7 and may be 

imposed if (i) the School District has complied with Government Code Section 65995.5 

and (ii) State funds for new school facility construction are not available. State funds are 

not available if the SAB is no longer approving apportionments for new construction 

pursuant to Education Code Section 17072.20 due to lack of funds available for new 

construction. 
 

 A. LEVEL III FEE CALCULATION 
 

The Level III Fee is calculated by increasing the Net Level II Fee Cost by an amount not to 

exceed the Maximum Level II Fee Cost, except that for the purpose of calculating this 

additional amount, the Local Funds identified pursuant to Government Section 

65995.5(c)(2) and Section 65995.6(b) are not subtracted. This calculation is shown in Table 

20 and the result represents the maximum amount of school facility costs that can be 

included in the calculation of the Level III Fee. 
 

TABLE 20 

LEVEL III COST  

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT 

Maximum Level II Fee Cost $5,963,636 

Net Level II Fee Cost 5,963,636 

LEVEL III FEE COST $11,927,272 

 

The Level III Fee Costs are divided by the total projected square feet of the unmitigated 

Projected Units for each applicable school level as shown in Table 20 to arrive at the Level 

III Fee. The result of this operation is shown in Table 21. 
 

TABLE 21 

LEVEL III FEE  

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT 

Level III Fee Cost $11,927,272 

Total Square Footage of Unmitigated Projected Units 1,930,769 

LEVEL III FEE $6.18 

 

 B. REIMBURSEMENT PROVISION 
 

Government Code Section 65995.7(b) provides that a governing board may offer a 

reimbursement election to the person(s) subject to the Level III Fee with the right to 

monetary reimbursement of the difference, in whole or in part, between the Level II and 

Level III Fee to the extent that the School District receive funds from the State for 

construction of the school facilities for which that amount was required (less any amount 

expended for interim housing). The reimbursement election may be made on a tract or lot 

basis at the option of the person(s) subject to the Level III Fee. The reimbursement of 

available funds shall be made within 30 days as they are received by the School District. 
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Alternatively, no reimbursement is made to the person(s) subject to the Level III Fee and 

the School District’s future State funds are reduced by the amount that would otherwise 

have been reimbursed. 
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SECTION V. GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 66000 

 

Government Code Sections 66000 et seq. were enacted by State Legislature in 1987. In any 

action establishing, increasing, or imposing a fee as a condition of approval of a development 

project, such as the Alternative Fees described herein, these Sections require the public agency to 

satisfy the following requirements: 

 

1. Determine the purpose of the fee; 

 

2. Identify the use to which the fee is to be put; 

 

3. Determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the type 

of development project on which the fee is imposed; 

 

4. Determine that there is a reasonable relationship between the need for the public 

facilities and the type of development project on which the fee is imposed; 

 

5. Determine that there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and 

the cost, or portion of the cost of the public facility attributable to the development 

on which the fee is imposed; and 

 

6. Provide an annual accounting of any portion of the fee remaining unspent or held 

for projects for more than five (5) years after collection. 

 

This SFNA has been prepared in accordance with applicable law to provide the factual basis for 

determining the Alternative Fees that may be collected from new residential development in the 

School District. The information set forth herein, including the information contained in the 

Appendices attached hereto, provide factual evidence establishing a nexus between the type of 

development projected to be built within the School District and the amount of Alternative Fees 

levied upon such development based on the need for such Alternative Fees. The determinations 

made in this SFNA meet the requirements of Government Code Section 66000. The findings are 

summarized as follows: 

 

(i) Government Code Section 65995.5(f) requires that Alternative Fees be expended 

solely on the school facilities identified in this SFNA as being attributable to 

projected enrollment growth from the construction of new residential units. The 

Alternative Fees will be used to fund school facilities required to accommodate 

Projected Unhoused Students generated by unmitigated Projected Units to the extent 

described in this SFNA and permitted by applicable law. 

(ii) For residential development, the relationship between existing homes and student 

enrollment is demonstrated by the students living in those homes. The Student 

Generation Rates calculated in Section II of this SFNA confirm that relationship. 

(iii) As shown in this SFNA, additional residential development will generate additional 

students. Existing facilities are not adequate to accommodate projected student 

enrollment as demonstrated in Table 8, therefore, the School District will be required 

to provide additional school facilities as a result of new residential development. 



 

  

Romoland School District  18 

2020 School Facilities Needs Analysis 

(iv) The Alternative Fees determined herein were calculated by and in accordance with 

applicable law and represent the costs that are permissible to include. For residential 

construction, the total cost impact to the School District is estimated at $9.21 per 

square foot for units located within the School District (see Appendix “G” for further 

detail). Since the Alternative Fees are less than the estimated total cost impact to the 

School District, it is reasonable that the Alternative Fees determined herein are 

relatively proportional to the actual impact caused by new residential development on 

the School District.  

(v) The cost of new school facilities required to house students generated from new 

residential development is greater than the amount that may be funded solely by the 

collection of Alternative Fees.  

(vi) The School District maintains a fund for the deposit and accounting of developer fees, 

including Alternative Fees.  
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SECTION VI. REDEVELOPMENT 

 

Government Code Section 66001, subdivision (a)(3) and (4) requires that a school district, in 

imposing school-impact fees, must establish a reasonable relationship between the fee's use, the 

need for the public facility and the type of development project on which the fee is imposed. This 

section addresses and sets forth general policy when considering the levy of school fees on new 

residential units resulting from residential redevelopment projects within the School District. 

 

Residential redevelopment means voluntarily demolishing existing residential, commercial, 

and/or industrial structures and subsequently replacing them with new residential dwelling units 

(“Residential Redevelopment”). The School District is aware of Residential Redevelopment 

projects completed within the School District boundaries within the previous five (5) years and 

anticipates similar Residential Redevelopment projects may be completed in the next five (5) 

years. School fees authorized pursuant to Education Code Section 17620 and Government Code 

Sections 65995 et seq. (“School Fees”) shall be levied by the School District on new residential 

units resulting from Residential Redevelopment projects, if there is a nexus between the School 

Fees being imposed and the impact of new residential units on school facilities, after the impact 

of pre-existing development has been taken into consideration. In determining such nexus, the 

School District shall review, evaluate and determine on a case-by-case basis, the additional 

impact of the proposed new residential development by comparing the projected square footage, 

student generation and cost impacts of the proposed new residential units and the pre-existing 

residential, commercial and/or industrial development. Such analysis shall utilize the student 

generation rates identified in Tables 1, 2 and 3 of this SFNA, as applicable.  

 

The School District may levy School Fees, authorized under applicable law, on new residential 

units resulting from Residential Redevelopment projects in an amount up to the additional 

impact cost per square foot as determined in accordance with the preceding paragraph, but not 

exceeding the applicable Alternative Fees.  
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E-MAIL ADDRESS 

arosilez@romoland.k12.ca.us 

TELEPHONE NUMBER 

951-926-9244 

NAME OF DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE (PRINT OR TYPE) 

Anthony Rosilez 

I certify, as the District Representative, that the information 
reported on this form and, when applicable, the High School 
Attendance Area Residency Reporting Worksheet attached, is 
true and correct and that: 
• I am designated as an authorized district representative by 
the governing board of the district. 
• If the district is requesting an augmentation in the enrollment 
projection pursuant to Regulation Section 1859.42.1 (a), the 
local planning commission or approval authority has approved 
the tentative subdivision map used for augmentation of the 
enrollment and the district has identified dwelling units in that 
map to be contracted. All subdivision maps used for 
augmentation of enrollment are available at the district for 
review by the Office of Public School Construction (OPSC). 
• This form is an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form 
provided by the Office of Public School Construction. In the 
event a conflict should exist, then the language in the OPSC 
form will prevail. 

Elementary Secondary TOTAL 
Non-Severe 

Severe 

TOTAL 

Special Day Class pupils only - Enrollment/Residency 

2. Tenth-Year Projection 
Enrollment/Residency - (except Special Day Class pupils) 

~ I 7-8 I 9-12 I TOTAL I 

Elementary Secondary TOTAL 
Non-Severe 68 0 68 

Severe 0 0 0 
TOTAL 68 0 

Special Day Class pupils only - Enrollment/Residency 

4607 1168 0 5775 

Part I. Projected Enrollment 
1. Fifth- Year Projection 
Enrollment/Residency· (except Special Day Class pupils) 

K-6 7-8 9-12 TOTAL 

0.5 
Part H. District Student Yield Factor 

(Fifth-Year Projection Only) 

4823 
Part G. Number of New Dwelling Units 

(Fifth-Year Projection Only} 

O County Birth Data O Birth Data by District ZIP Codes O Estimate O Estimate D Estimate 

I 8th Prev. I 7th Prev. I 6th Prev. I 5th Prev. I 4th Prev. I 3rd Prev. 2nd Prev. Previous Current 
I I I I I I 

Part F. Birth Data - (Fifth-Year Projection Only) 

7th Prev. 6th Prev. 5th Prev. 4th Prev. 3rd Prev. 2nd Prev. Previous Current 
I I I I 2008/ 2009 2009 / 2010 2010 / 2011 2011 / 2012 

Part E. Special Day Class Pupils - (County Superintendent of Schools Only) 

Elementary Secondary TOTAL 
Non-Severe 57 0 57 

Severe 0 0 0 
TOTAL 57 0 

Part D. Special Day Class Pupils - (Districts or County Superintendent of Schools) 

Grade 7th Prev. 6th Prev. 5th Prev. 4th Prev. 3rd Prev. 2nd Prev. Previous Current 
9 0 0 0 0 
10 0 0 0 0 
11 0 0 0 0 
12 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 0 0 0 0 

Part C. Continuation High School Pupils • (Districts Only) 

0 0 0 0 

Part 8. Pupils Attending Schools Chartered By Another District 
7th Prev. 6th Prev. 5th Prev. 4th Prev. 3rd Prev. 2nd Prev. Previous Current 

7th Prev. 6th Prev. 5th Prev. 4th Prev. 3rd Prev. 2nd Prev. Previous Current 
Grade I I I I 2008/ 2009 2009 / 2010 2010/ 2011 2011 /2012 

K 319 327 335 368 
1 325 348 326 318 
2 333 357 357 332 
3 311 346 352 355 
4 288 332 349 351 
5 290 309 341 339 
6 272 288 298 351 
7 281 276 288 282 
8 267 291 296 280 
9 0 0 0 0 
10 0 0 0 0 
11 0 0 0 0 
12 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 2686 2874 2942 2976 

Part A. K-12 Pupil Data 

O Modified Weighting (Fifth-Year Projection Only) 3rd Prev. to 2nd Prev. Previous to 
O Alternate Weighting - (Fill in boxes to the right): 2nd Prev. to Prev. Current 

Check one: 0 Fifth-Year Enrollment Projection O Tenth-Year Enrollment Projection 
HSAA Districts Only· Check one: O Attendance O Residency 

O Residency· COS Districts Only - (Fifth Year Projection Only) 

HIGH SCHOOL ATIENDANCE AREA (HSAA) OR SUPER HSAA (ii applicable) 

FIVE DIGIT DISTRICT CODE NUMBER (see California Public School Direclol)') 
67231 

COUNTY 
Riverside 

SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Romoland School District 

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD 
OFFICE OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 

Page 6 of 6 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
ENROLLMENT CERTIFICATION/PROJECTION 
SAB 50-01 (REV 05/09) 



L\-"'2.l..-o 
CATE SIGNATURE OF' DISTRICt Rl:PRESENTATIVI! 

J certify, as the District Representative, rnar tne information reported on this form is true and correct and thet: 
I am designated as an authorized district representative by the gr:,verning board of the district: and, 
This form l.s an exact duplicate (verbatim) of the form provided by the Office of Public School Construction (OPSCJ. 
In the even: a conflict should exist, then rhs language in the OPSC form will prevail. 

Line 1. Classroom ca aclt 725 135 39 

Line 2. SER adiustment 37 7 2 

Line 3. 0 erational Grants 

Line 4. Greater of line 2 or 3 37 7 2 

Line 5. Total of lines 1 and 4 762 142 41 

PART Ill· Determination of Existing School Building Capacity 

e. Total {a minus d) 

d. Subtract c from b (enter O if negative) 
c. 25 percent of Part I, line 7 (total only) 

b. Part I, lines 1.2.5 and 6 (total only) 
a. Part I, line 6 

40 54 

3 23 

e. Total a b e & d 

d. Part I, line 7 

8 c. Part I, line 6 

b. Part I, line S 
25 

3 11 

17 

a. Part 1, line 4 

45 

PART II • Available Classrooms 

3 23 

Line 8. Total (Lines 1 throu h 7 59 
Line 7. Permanent Classrooms 

25 Line 6. Portable Classrooms owned b district 
29 

Line 5. Portable Classrooms leased at least 5 ears 

Line 4. Interim Housin Portables leased at least 5 ears 

Line 3. Interim Housln Portables leased less than 5 ears 
Line 2. Portable Classrooms leased less than 5 ears 

5 

8 17 

,, 

5 
Line 1. Leased State Relocatable Classrooms 

O ADJUSTED Cl NEW PART I - Classroom lnveratory 

COUNTY 
RIVERSIDE 

tllC:.H SCHOOL AnENDANCEARl:A.(HBAA) OR :SU~ HSAA (11 spp/lQb/•) 

5CH00L DISTRIC'T 

ROMOLAND ELEMENTARY 
FIVE OIGrT DISTRICT CQO~ NUMBER~' C.IAkwnlii PUb/11. Sdi..aJ CJlrdclDl'J I 

67231 

STATE ALLOCATION BOARD 

OFFICE OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 
Pe 4 of 4 

141004 

STATE Or CALIFORNIA 
EXISTING SCHOOL BUILDING CAPACITY 
SAB 0.02 Re11. 09/02 Excel Rev. 1112112002 

ROMOLAND SCH DST 



DATE SIGNATURE OF DISTRICT REPReS5NTATIVE ""-, 

I certify, as rhe Oi~tricl RepresentativEI, chat the infotmation reponecJ on this form Is true and correct anr:1 chat: 
I am designated as an avthorizad atsuic: representative by the governing board of the district,· and: 
A resclution or orher appropfiate documentation supponing this application unaer CM:1prer 12.5, Pan 10, Division 1, 
oomm11nclng with SectJon 17070.10, st sac, of the ~ducation Cade we~ adopted by tne School District's Governing Board 
on March 9, 1999 ; and, 
Thisrorm ts ;in exact dup11cste (verbai1m) of the tofm provided by the Office or Public School Construcrion (OPSCJ. In the event 
a conf/Jcc should exi$t then tne language in the OPSC form w/11 prevail. 

9. Modernization eligibility (multiply line 7 by each grade group on llne 6) 

a. CBEDS enrollment at school site 

7. Percentage (divide line 4 by line 6) 

6. Total (llnes 4 and 5) 

4. Total (tines 2 and 3} 

3. Portable space at least 20 years old (report by classroom or square footage) 

5. Remaining permanent and portable space (report by classroom or square footage) 

Option B 

2. Permanent space at least 25 years old (report by classroom or square footsge) 

7. Med ernlzation eligiblllty (lesser of lhe totals of line 5 or 6) 

6. CSEDS enrollment st school 

4. Total (lines 2 and 3) 

3. Portable classrooms al least 20 yeara old 

2. Permanent dassrooms st least 25 years old 

5. Multiply line 4 by: 25 forK-6, 27 for7-8 and 9-12; 
13 for non-severe and 9 for severe 

Option A 

1. SCHOOL NAME: 
0ADJUSTED DEW Part Ill • Modernization Eligiblllty 

591 1,792 5. Adjusted Baseline Eligibility (line 3 plus or minus line 4) 

2. E)(i:sling School Building Capacity {Pan Ill. line 5 of Form SAB 50-02) 

5 43 1,00S 3,329 

41 

270 4. Adjustment lo the baseline ellglblllty. 

1'42 

775 

762 

1. Projected Enrollment (Pan G, Form SAB 50·01) 

5 2 861 2,567 3. New Construction Baseline Eligibility ( line 1 minus llne 2} 

181 ADJUSTED DEW Part II • New Construction Eligibility 

E-MAIL ADDRESS TELe.PHONE NUMBER DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE: 

E-MAIL ADDRESS 
skoom@romoland.k12.ce.us 

TELePHONE NUMBER 

951/926·9244 
DISTRICT REPReSENTATIVI:. 
Roland Skumawitz 

Part I • The following lndividual(s) have been designated as district representative(s) by school board minutes: 

CITY COUNTY 

Homeland, CA 92548 RIVERSIDE 

NIGM SCHOOLATI'ENCANC:f AREA (HBAA) OR SUPE~ liE:At\ (IIQPpllallb/11) 

FIVE 01Gl'1' DIST~ICT CODE NUMBER ,,~a Ci>U/Dml:i Publlc St;/iQO/ Olrol:fef1 } 
67231 

SCHOOL OleTRlCT 
ROMOLAND ELEMENTARY 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

ELIGISILIIT DETERMINATION 
$AB 50·03 IRev. 01/03) E~cel (Rav. 4/29/2003) 

STATE ALLOCATION BOAR.D 

OFFICE OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 
Pace 4 of4 

BUBINEBS AObRES.S 

25900 Leon Read 

14] 005 ROMOLAND SCH DST 04/28/2006 13:25 FAX 909 926 2170 



~--~ • 

1/17/2018 State of California

https://www.dgsapps.dgs.ca.gov/OPSC/PT/Pt/ProjectMain.aspx?prg_code=50&dist_code=67231&attend=0&project=2&site_code=9825993 1/1

Back to Top  | Conditions of Use  | Accessibility  | Contact Us
Copyright © 2010 State of California

Project Main Page
Return to Search Results

DSA eTracker: 04-106594
Application: 50/67231-00-002
County: Riverside
District: Romoland Elementary
Site: MESA VIEW K-8 (HERITAGE LAKE #1)  
District Rep: Mr. Anthony Rosilez

  District Code Attendance Area Original SAB Approval Date Recent SAB Approval

         

 67231 0 2/23/2000 6/27/2012

 

SAB 50-03 New Construction Eligibility Information
New Construction Baseline Eligibility
  Grade Level: K - 6 7 - 8 9 - 12 Non-Severe Severe
Established Eligibility: 2134 727 0 0 0
  SAB Approvals/Adjustments: -506 -726 0 14 0
  Remaining Eligibility: 1628 1 0 14 0

SAB 50-03 Eligibility Document Status/Dates
  Status: PM Complete
  Date Signed: 6/18/1999
  Date Received: 7/6/1999
  SAB Approval Date: 2/23/2000

Details Fund Releases Budget Summary Transaction Detail Modernization Eligibility New Construction Eligibility
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APPENDIX B  
BONDING CAPACITY CALCULATION 

 

 

 



1.

$3,408,849,972

2.

1.25%

3.

$42,610,625

1
 County of Riverside, Office of the Auditor-Controller

APPENDIX B

Bonding Capacity (Item 1 times Item 2)

Total Assessed Valuation (Fiscal Year 

2020/2021)
1

Applicable Percentage Bond Limit 

(Education Code Section 15102 or 15106)

ROMOLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT

BONDING CAPACITY CALCULATION

FISCAL YEAR 2020/2021
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FACILITY CAPACITY UPDATE 

 

 

 



Item School
Elementary School 

Seats

Middle School 

Seats

SAB Form 50-02 NA 794 151

50/67231-00-001 BOULDER RIDGE ELEMENTARY 775 270

50/67231-00-002 MESA VIEW 775 270

50/67231-00-003 NEW MIDDLE (CHASE) 775 513

3,119 1,204

[1] Non-Severe and Severe capacity as listed on the SAB 50-02 form and apportioned based on grades K through 12 SAB 50-02 

capacities.

ROMOLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT

Total

FACILITIES CAPACITY UPDATE

APPENDIX C

4,323Grand Total for All School Levels
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Surplus Property and Local Funds 

(Government Code Section 65995.6(b)) 
 

Government Code Section 65995.6(b) requires that when determining the funds necessary to 

meet its facility needs, this SFNA identifies and considers the following: 

 

(i) Any surplus property owned by the School District that can be used as a school site 

or that is available for sale to finance school facilities; 

(ii) The extent to which projected enrollment growth may be accommodated by excess 

capacity in existing facilities; and, 

(iii) Local resources, other than fees, charges, dedications, or other requirements 

imposed on residential construction available to finance the construction or 

reconstruction of school facilities needed to accommodate any growth in enrollment 

attributable to the construction of Projected Units (“Local Funds”). 

 

In addition, Government Code Section 65995.5(c)(2) requires that the School District subtract 

the full amount of local funds that the governing board has dedicated to facilities necessitated by 

new housing from the Total New Construction Grant amount determined in this SFNA. The 

following is a summary of the findings related to these requirements: 

 

SURPLUS PROPERTY 

 

The School District has one school site that may be considered surplus property. Monument 

Ranch is a 23-acre site is located east of the I-215 Highway According to the 2020 FMP, plans 

are currently being completed for DSA approval to construct a new K-8 school. Based on site 

acquisition costs per acre estimated in Section III.B, $3,860,200 in local funds would be made 

available to offset costs from the sale of this property. 

 

EXCESS CAPACITY IN EXISTING FACILITIES 

 

As demonstrated in Table 7 of Section II.C of this SFNA, utilizing State guidelines for 

determining facility capacity prescribed under Education Code Section 17071.10 the School 

District has deficit capacity of 138 students at the elementary school level (grades K-6), and 

surplus capacity of 256 students at the middle school level (grades 7 and 8). As further described 

in Section II.C of the SFNA, zero (0) seats are deemed available to accommodate students 

generated from unmitigated Project Units. 

 

LOCAL FUNDS 

 

The following identifies and considers Local Funds available to the School District: 

 

(i) General Obligation (“GO”) Bonds — The School District has yet to obtain voter-

approved authorization issue general obligation bond indebtedness. Therefore, there 

are no monies available to offset the impact of unmitigated Projected Units.  
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(ii) Developer Fees — The School District currently collects Level I fees in the amount 

of $2.94 per square foot for residential units, and up to $0.48 per square foot for 

commercial/industrial construction. As of June 30, 2020, the balance of Level II 

fees and statutory fees collected by the School District was $10,461,782. Based on 

the findings determined in this Study, an estimated $5,966,076 is projected to be 

collected in Level II Fees from new residential construction over the next five (5) 

years, assuming adoption of the proposed Level II Fee of $3.09 per square foot. The 

full amount of the balance of Level II fees and statutory fees collected, in addition 

to forthcoming fees to be collected over the next five years, are available to offset 

the impact of unmitigated Projected Units. 

 

(iii) State Funds — Under the Leroy F. Greene School Facilities Act of 1998, the 

School District may submit applications to the Office of Public School Construction 

(“OPSC”) for new school facility construction and modernization funding. 

However, the School District does not currently have any new construction 

applications pending. 

 

(iv) Redevelopment Area Revenues — After the passage of AB 126 and the 

elimination of redevelopment agencies in 2012, the School District entered a pass-

through agreement with the County of Riverside. The School District has allocated 

these monies to the payment of a loan taken out for the construction of the District’s 

administration building. Additional expenditures from these funds include routine 

administration and maintenance costs, including costs related to demographic, 

planning, and impact studies. Hence, it is not anticipated that such funds will be 

available to offset the facilities impact of Projected Unhoused Students 
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CALCULATION OF SURPLUS PROPERTY AND LOCAL FUNDS CREDIT 

 

Surplus Property and Local Funds Available 
 

The Surplus Property and Local Funds available to offset the impact of unmitigated Projected 

Units discussed above are summarized in Table E-1. 

 

TABLE E-1 

SURPLUS PROPERTY AND LOCAL FUNDS 

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT 

Surplus Property  

  Funds Available from Sale of Surplus Sites $3,860,228 

Local Funds  

  General Obligations Bond Proceeds Available $0 

  Developer Fees (on hand) $10,461,782 

  Projected Developer Fees (next 5 years)1 $5,966,076 

  Potential State Funds  $0 

  Redevelopment Area Revenues $0 

TOTAL SURPLUS PROPERTY AND LOCAL FUNDS $20,288,086 
1 Projected Developer Fees assumes adoption of proposed Level II fees at $3.09 per square 

foot. 

 

Currently Unhoused Student Impact 
 

An analysis of the current capacity and enrollment of the School District found a capacity deficit 

of 138 students at the elementary school level, but a capacity surplus of 256 students at the 

middle school level. The capacity analysis is described in more detail in Section II.C of this 

SFNA. Table E-2 identifies the needs to house currently unhoused students from existing 

residential development through expansion of school sites and new school facility construction. 

The cost impact of current unhoused students is determined by multiplying the unhoused 

students (deficit capacity) shown in Table 7 of this SFNA by the cost per student calculated in 

Appendix “G” for each school level. 

 

TABLE E-2 

COST IMPACT OF CURRENTLY UNHOUSED STUDENTS 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

CURRENT 

UNHOUSED 

STUDENTS COST PER STUDENT 

CURRENT 

UNHOUSED 

STUDENT IMPACT 

Elementary School (K-5) 138 $45,389 $6,263,682 

Middle School (6-8) 0 $54,783 $0 

TOTAL 138 NA $6,263,682 
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Projected Unhoused Student Impact 
 

Table E-3 identifies the number of school facilities required to house the projected unhoused 

students generated by unmitigated projected units. The cost impact of projected unhoused 

students is determined by multiplying the Projected Unhoused Students shown in Table 8 of this 

SFNA by the cost per student calculated in Appendix “G” for each school level. 

 

TABLE E-3 

COST IMPACT OF PROJECTED UNHOUSED STUDENTS 

SCHOOL LEVEL 

PROJECTED 

UNHOUSED 

STUDENTS 

COST PER 

STUDENT 

PROJECTED 

UNHOUSED 

STUDENT IMPACT 

Elementary School (K-5) 267 $45,389 $12,118,863 

Middle School (6-8) 103 $54,783 $5,642,649 

TOTAL 370 NA $17,761,512 

 

Local Funds Credit 
 

Considering the cost impact of the Current Unhoused Students and Projected Unhoused Students 

described above in Tables E-2 and E-3 and subtracting those figures from the Local Funds 

identified in Table E-1 results in a funding deficit of $3,737,108. This calculation is shown in 

Table E-4. Since the cost impacts are greater than the local funds available, there are no surplus 

funds available to offset the impact of unmitigated Projected Units. 

 

TABLE E-4 

LOCAL FUNDS DETERMINATION 

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT 

Surplus Property and Local Funds Available $20,288,086 

Current Unhoused Student Impact ($6,263,682) 

Projected Unhoused Student Impact ($17,761,512) 

SURPLUS (DEFICIT) OF LOCAL FUNDS ($3,737,108) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 



 

 

APPENDIX F 
GENERAL SITE DEVELOPMENT GRANT (GSDG) DETERMINATION 

 

 

 

 



Additional Grant as Percentage of Per Pupil Grant 

School Level

Base per Pupil 

Grant Percent

Total 

Additional 

Grant

Allowable 

Additional 

Grant

Elementary School $12,675 6.00% $761 $380
Middle School $13,437 6.00% $806 $403

Allowable Grant per School Facility

School Level

Grant Per New 

Useable Acre Site Acreage
[1]

School Facility 

Grant

Elementary School $20,266 10.2 $206,713
Middle School $20,266 22 $445,852

Grant Amount per Pupil

School Level

School Facility 

Grant Facility Capacity Grant per Pupil

Elementary School $206,713 750 $276
Middle School $445,852 1,400 $318

Total per Pupil Grant for Site Development

School Level

Allowable 

Additional 

Grant Grant per Pupil

Total Grant for 

Site 

Development

Elementary School $380 $276 $656
Middle School $403 $318 $721

ROMOLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT

GENERAL SITE DEVELOPMENT GRANT CALCULATION 

APPENDIX F

[1] Derived based on guidelines established in the "School Site Analysis and 

Development Handbook" as of January 1, 1998
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APPENDIX G 
ESTIMATE OF ACTUAL AVERAGE 

SCHOOL FACILITY COST PER SQUARE FOOT 

 



True Facilities Cost

School Level Site Acquistion Costs

Construction 

Costs
[1]

Total Facilities Cost

Elementary School $1,711,927 $32,330,035 $34,041,962

Middle School $3,692,392 $73,003,305 $76,695,697

[1] August 2020 Facilities Master Plan

True Cost Per Student

School Level Total Facilities Cost

Anticipated 

Design Capacity True Cost per Student

Elementary School $34,041,962 750 $45,389

Middle School $76,695,697 1,400 $54,783

True Cost Per Dwelling Unit

School Level Cost per Student

Blended Student 

Generation Rate

True Cost per 

Dwelling Unit

Elementary School $45,389 0.2488 $11,293

Middle School $54,783 0.0958 $5,248

Total $100,172 0.3446 $16,541

True Cost per Square Foot 

School Level

True Cost per Dwelling 

Unit

Average Square 

Footage [1]

True Cost Per Square 

Foot

Elementary School $11,293 1,796 $6.29

Middle School $5,248 1,796 $2.92

True Cost per Square Foot per School Level

School Level True Cost Per Square Foot

Elementary School $6.29

Middle School $2.92

Total $9.21

ESTIMATE OF ACTUAL AVERAGE SCHOOL FACILITY COST PER SQUARE FOOT

APPENDIX G

ROMOLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT

[1] Total projected square footage divided by the total number of unmitigated Projected Units.

Romoland School District

2020 School Facilities 

Needs Analysis

Appendix G

Page 1 of 1



 

 

 

APPENDIX H 
DISTRICT-WIDE ENROLLMENT PROJECTION 

 

 



Actual

Fall 2015 Fall 2016 Fall 2017 Fall 2018 Fall 2019 Fall 2020 Fall 2021 Fall 2022 Fall 2023 Fall 2024 Fall 2025

TK 96 83 95 108 112.9 108.5 106.2 109.2 108 107.8 108.3

K 368 394 395 398 421.1 439.8 423.1 413.9 425.5 420.7 419.9

1 349 411 413 425 416.3 440.5 460 442.5 433 445 440.1

2 372 372 399 421 422.2 412.8 436.8 456.2 438.8 429.3 441.3

3 411 386 388 422 431.6 432.9 422.6 447.1 466.9 449.2 439.5

4 401 444 410 402 434.6 444.6 446.1 436 461.3 481.8 463.4

5 352 405 446 414 393.5 423.7 435 436.7 426.6 451.4 471.4

6 369 364 418 435 402.7 383 412 422 424 416.1 440.3

7 385 375 368 426 421.6 391 372.8 399.7 410.7 412.7 404.7

8 362 390 363 372 413 411.6 381.1 364 389.5 399.5 401.8

Source: Davis Demographics & Planning, Inc.

Historic Forecasted Resident Students
[1]

[1]
  Excludes anticipated enrollment growth from out-of-district students, special education programs, and new residential development. Forecast date of 

10/03/2018.

Grade

Level

ROMOLAND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT

DISTRICT-WIDE ENROLLMENT PROJECTION

APPENDIX H
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APPENDIX I 
CORRESPONDENCE WITH CITIES/COUNTY 

 

 

 

 

 

 






















