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Meeting Minutes 
 
Measure J Citizens’ Oversight Committee 
South San Francisco Unified School District 
 
 
Meeting Type:  
 

Meeting of the Citizens’ Oversight Committee (Meeting No. 5) 

Meeting Date: 
 

Tuesday, September 13, 2011, 7:00 pm 

Location: 
 

SSFUSD Office, Board Room 
398 B Street 
South San Francisco, CA 94080 

Notice: The meeting was audio-recorded 

Margarita Millar from Atlas Interpreters provided Spanish interpretation services 
for the CBOC members. 

 

1. Preliminary  
 
1.1 CALL TO ORDER – 7:10 pm 
 
1.2 ROLL CALL 

 
1.2.1 PRESENT:  Lana Anderson  

Rich Blank (Clerk) 
David Gallagher 
Richard Holt 
Julia Lopez 
Veronica Mendoza 
Rick Ochsenhirt (Chair) 
Martin Romero 
John Sanna (Vice Chair) 
Patricia Turpo Ames 

 
1.2.2 ABSENT:  Dana Abarca 

America Gutierrez 
 

1.2.3 OTHER: Jonathan Barth, SSFUSD (District) 
Eugene Sim, Interim Bond Liaison (IBL)  
Iku Joki, Interim Bond Liaison (IBL) 
John Palmer, Bond Counsel (BC) 
Alejandro Hogan, SSFUSD (District)  
Nannette Cole 
Cindy Alger 
Linda Torres 

 
1.2.4 IBL performed a roll call and confirmed an establishment of a quorum. 
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2. Approval of Meeting Minutes No. 4 

2.1 Chair Ochsenhirt asked members to confirm receipt and review of meeting 
minutes and asked if any members have corrections or comments. There were 
no objections and the minutes to Meeting No. 4 of CBOC were approved. 

 
 

3. Welcome & Introduction of new CBOC member: Julia Lopez  

3.1 Chair Ochsenhirt introduced and welcomed J. Lopez to the committee. Due to 
the concurrent back-to-school event, J. Lopez, left the meeting at 7:24pm and 
returned around 8:00pm. 
 
 

4. Prior Bond Information for Reference 

4.1 Follow-up to inquiry regarding scope of work summary by site from prior bond. 

4.1.1 District provided an extensive amount of information on the prior bond in 
financial packets prior to meeting no.3. IBL stated that further efforts 
have been made to find additional information on the prior bond including 
researching county records; however no new information is available at 
this time. IBL also stated that members can find a section in the 2009 
Facilities Master Plan (FMP) by HA called, “Work from 1997 Masterplan 
still to be completed” which will list scope of work not completed from the 
prior bond program. This 2009 FMP document was provided to all 
members on a compact disc as part of their CBOC binders. 

4.1.2 M. Romero stated that he needs to know the prior bond information in 
order to assess the current bond projects to ensure no overlap of work is 
proposed. He stated that the prior bond program appears to have a $11 
million discrepancy (out of total $90 million in bond funds) and that 
further information or detailed explanation was not provided by the 
District. 

4.1.3 IBL introduced the Bond Counsel (BC), John Palmer to the committee. 
IBL also introduced the District Superintendent, Alejandro Hogan, who 
joined the meeting at around 7:30pm. 

4.1.4 Chair Ochsenhirt inquired on the closure process of bond programs. BC 
clarified that since the last bond program occurred prior to 2001 when 
Proposition 39 was passed, it is not held to the same standards as the 
current Measure J bond program. The oversight and closure processes 
were different from current requirements. 

4.1.5 V. Mendoza inquired on the amount of the prior bond program. Chair 
Ochsenhirt stated that the prior bond was $45 million with matching 
funds from the state, which totaled about $90 million. 

4.1.6 Clerk R. Blank discussed whether any of the District’s prior Chief 
Business Officers (CBO) will have additional knowledge on the prior 
bond. 

4.1.7 P. Turpo Ames inquired whether we can audit the prior bond again. Chair 
Ochsenhirt clarified that the committee does not have any power over 
the prior bond program since this is a Measure J bond oversight 
committee. He stated that there should be documentation on the prior 
bond audit. 
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4.1.8 L. Anderson discussed whether the third-party auditor will have the prior 
bond audit documentation. 

4.1.9 J. Barth stated that the district will continue to research the topic on the 
prior bond and documentation on the audit. 

4.1.10 IBL stated that discussions pertaining to the prior bond should be 
informational and for purposes of providing context to evaluate the 
current bond. 

4.1.11 D. Gallagher stated that while the member’s discussion topics on the 
prior bond are valid points, the committee should focus on the Measure J 
bond. He urged members to make sure they do not let the same issues 
happen on this current bond. 
 
 

5. General Fund Budget Information 

5.1 Follow-up to inquiry regarding Article 13A 

5.1.1 BC gave background information on Proposition 39, Article 13A, 
California Education Code Section 15278 and other relevant codes. A 
handout was provided to members for reference. (see attached) 

5.1.2 M. Romero stated that he feels that the committee’s purpose can be 
more than those listed under Section 15278 and quoted the “but not be 
limited to” portion of Section 15278.b. He also stated that he is reluctant 
to rely on the interpretations of BC due to the fact that BC is hired by the 
District.  

5.1.3 Chair Ochsenhirt stated that he does not want members to feel that there 
exists any favoritism on the part of BC because he has received the 
same, consistent information regarding the committee’s roles and 
responsibilities from three legal sources, including the County training 
session and the District orientation session. 

5.2 The topic of using bond fund for administrative salaries was discussed.  

5.2.1 To bring clarity to Section 15278.b.2, which states “to ensure no funds 
are used for any teacher or administrative salaries or other school 
operating expenses,” BC presented the conclusion from the state 
attorney general. He quoted the conclusion and excerpts from the report 
which supports the use of bond funds when performing administrative 
oversight work on projects authorized by a voter approved bond 
measure.   

5.3 The topic of the savings generated by Chevron Energy Solutions (CES) projects 
was discussed.  

5.3.1 M. Romero stated that CES savings should be returned to the bond fund, 
not used to relieve the general fund. 

5.3.2 BC stated that once the bond funds are used to purchase the specific 
product such as solar panels, more efficient HVAC systems, lighting, or 
double pane windows, the analysis of the expenditure ends at that point. 
There should not be any continuation of analysis on expenses such as 
providing relief for the general fund. According to BC, it is not under the 
purview of CBOC to analyze the savings amount for the life of the solar 
panels and how those savings amount should be used. 

5.3.3 M. Romero stated that he has an issue with the bond project list put forth 
to the voters. He feels that the contract amount $24.5 million between 
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the District and CES is large and may not be what the public expected 
when they voted on the bond project list.  

 
 

6. Community Outreach 

6.1 District’s existing newsletter publication (i.e. Superintendent’s letter) 

6.1.1 Chair Ochsenhirt discussed recommendations from the previous meeting 
by public members to utilize existing publications such as the District 
newsletter and the various home-owners associations’ newsletters to 
reach South San Francisco residents. He also pointed out that this 
method will not incur any costs. 

6.1.2 L. Anderson suggested asking the individual schools to insert CBOC 
statements to the public in their monthly newsletters. There are two 
forms of publications at each school, the administrative office and the 
parent-teacher association (PTA) newsletters. 

6.1.3 Vice Chair J. Sanna emphasized the importance of obtaining the correct 
facts before publishing any statements to the community. 

6.1.4 Clerk R. Blank stated that as the committee’s duty is to monitor 
expenditures, they must analyze and discuss the financial report before 
reporting to the public. 

6.1.4.1 J. Barth referenced the financial report given to members at 
meeting no.3. 

6.1.4.2 M. Romero stated that he would like to see the expenses prior to 
funds being spent. He also stated that this request stems from 
recommendations of the San Mateo County Grand Jury Report. 

6.1.4.3 D. Gallagher requested to have a date on the financial 
reports. He also requested a monthly report, even if 
expenditures did not happen for a particular month. 

6.1.4.4 J. Barth stated that the format of the financial report will change 
to reflect the committee’s requests as well as other 
improvements for clarity such as listing the encumbered amount 
for each line item. 

6.2 School site re-greening efforts 

6.2.1 As a representative from the City’s Parks and Recreation department, D. 
Gallagher conducted extensive research on this topic since the last 
meeting. He stated that city mandated requirements do not apply to 
school district property. Therefore, a permit was not required for the trees 
at El Camino High School. He has made efforts to urge more 
participation and partnership with the District and the City on future tree 
removal plans. 

6.2.2 Clerk R. Blank informed the committee that CES representatives made 
statements during a Board of Trustees (BOT) meeting on re-greening 
efforts. 

6.2.3 J. Barth stated that the District has included re-greening after tree 
removal as part of CES scope of work under contract without additional 
cost. 
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7. Current Calendar & Meeting Schedule 

7.1 A potential revision to the current meeting schedule was discussed.  

7.1.1 Chair Ochsenhirt considered meeting every other month since he feels 
there is currently little activity on construction projects. 

7.1.2 M. Romero stated he would like to continue meeting monthly, with the 
next meeting in October. 

7.1.3 J. Lopes also stated she would like to meet in October. 

7.1.4 L. Anderson and P. Turpo Ames inquired when the next financial report 
would be submitted to the committee. L. Anderson also inquired when 
the audit is required. Chair Ochsenhirt confirmed that the audits are 
performed annually. 

7.1.5 Chair Ochsenhirt asked the committee to vote on when to have the next 
meeting, in October or November. 

7.1.5.1 October: 5 votes (Lopez, Turpo Ames, Mendoza, Romero, 
Gallagher) 

7.1.5.2 November: 5 votes (Anderson, Ochsenhirt, Blank, Sanna, Holt) 

7.1.5.3 As the voting resulted in a tie, Chair Ochsenhirt requested the 
committee meet in November and re-evaluate the meeting 
schedule at that time. 

 
 
8. Public Comments  

8.1 Cindy Alger of the Winston Manor Community Association stated there were 
discrepancies between the presentations given by the Program Manager 
(Swinerton) at the Facilities Sub-Committee (FSC) meeting and the televised 
BOT meeting. She also stated that a FSC member, Phil Weise (also a Board of 
Trustee Clerk), stated at the last FSC meeting that the CBOC meets too often 
and that they review reports after expenditures occur. She urged the committee 
to report progress to the public. 

8.2 Linda Torres who resides on Dundee Drive inquired whether there is a point to 
having the CBOC since the committee only reviews the financial reports after the 
expenditures occur. She also inquired how the selection process for the 
committee was conducted. IBL informed her that the application for CBOC 
members was advertised in various media, including the San Mateo County 
newspaper and the District website. The applications were reviewed to fulfill the 
required categories and to comprise of at least 7 members per Proposition 39 
rules and regulations. She also echoed the previous public comment to report 
progress to the public. 

 
 
9. Adjournment – 9:19 pm 

9.1 Next CBOC meeting no. 6 will be held on November 15, 2011, 7:00pm at 
SSFUSD Office, Board Room. 

 
 
 
Please advise the District within 48 hours if there are any errors in the meeting minutes. Provide 
questions and comments in a written form and address all discrepancies to Jonathan Barth, Assistant 
Superintendent, and South San Francisco Unified School District. 


























