





REPORT AND COUNTY SUPERINTENDENT’S RECOMMENDATION TO ADOPT THE
FINDINGS REQUIRED BY STATE LAW AND APPROVE THE PROPOSED TERRITORY
TRANSFER BETWEEN ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT, ROSEVILLE
CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT, AND CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

On July 3, 2013, the Placer County Office of Education received a completed

petition to transfer territory between the Roseville Joint Union High School District, the
Roseville City School District (“Roseville school districts”), and the Center Joint Unified
School District (“Center”). The Placer County Superintendent of Schools determined that
the petition was both sufficient and signed as required by law, transmitted the petition to the
Placer County Committee on District Organization and the State Board of Education on July
30, 2013. Because the petition involves school districts within the jurisdiction of both the
Sacramento and Placer County Superintendents and the Committees on School District
Organization {County Committees}, both County Committees must consider the petition,
make the necessary findings and tentative conclusions, and exchange these findings before
the petition may be granted or denied. {Ed. Code § 35524 .) In addition, public hearings
must be held in each of the affected school districts.

The Placer County Committee held its public hearing on September 9, 2013 and found that
{1) the proposed territory transfer was not a project under the California Environmental
Quality Act ("CEQA”) and 2) the petition substantially met each of the conditions set forth in
Education Code Section 35753. The Sacramento County Committee held its public hearing
in the Center district on September 10, 2013 and made identical findings. Following the
two public hearings, the County Committees exchanged their findings and conclusions. On
November 12, 2013, the Sacramento County Committee took action to adopt the findings
required by law and approved the petition. A letter from County Superintendent David W.
Gordon, dated November 19, 2013, along with a copy of the resolution approved by the
Sacramento County Committee, is enclosed for the Placer County Committee’s
consideration as Attachment 3. Action taken by the Placer County Committee on
December 2, 2013, to consider the findings made by the Sacramento County Committee,
and to adopt the findings and approve the resolution enclosed as Attachment 4, will be the
final action required to approve the petition.

L Territory Transfer Petition

The request seeks to swap approximately 10.9 acres of uninhabited territory between the
three school districts for neighborhood planning purposes. Specifically, it would transfer
about 4.7 acres from Center to the Roseville school districts and about 6.2 acres from the
Roseville school districts to Center. The affected school districts, the Roseville City Planning
Department, and the property owners all support the territory transfer. (See Attachment 1)

If approved, this transfer would make minor school district boundary adjustments so that
future homes within a single subdivision remain within the same school district. According to
the petition materials in Attachment 1, this will avoid having future residents of particular
neighborhoods and residential streets attend different schools.



. Proposed Findings

Before approving a proposal to reorganize school districts, the Placer County Committee
had to first determine at its public hearing in September whether the proposed territory
transfer was a “project” subject to further review under CEQA. California Public Resources
Code section 21065 defines "project” in pertinent part as "an activity which may cause
either a direct physical change in the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect
physical change in the environment." Further, Title 14, California Code of Regulations
section 15378(b)(5), states that "organizational or administrative activities of governments
that will not result in direct or indirect physical changes in the environment” are not projects
under CEQA.

Here, the territory proposed for transfer is uninhabited. No students live in the territory. No
students will be required to change schools and no new classrooms, nor modification of any
facilities, will be required. Thus, the proposed territory transfer will not result in direct or
reasonably foreseeable indirect physical changes in the environment. The Placer County
Committee on September 9, 2013, determined that the proposed territory transfer (which is
simply a change in legal entities within a specified geographical area) was not a CEQA
project, and thus no further action is required under CEQA.

The Placer County Committee must however take final action to determine whether the
proposed territory transfer substantially meets the conditions listed in Education Code (EC)
section 35753. Attachment 2 is an analysis of the statutory conditions the County
Committees must find to have been “substantially met” prior to taking action on any petition
to transfer territory. Below is a summary of those findings:

1. EC section 35753(a)(1): The reorganized districts will be adequate in terms of
number of pupils enrolled.

2. EC section 35753(a){(2): The districts are each organized on the basis of a
substantial community identity.

3. EC section 35753(a)(3): The proposal will result in an equitable division of
property and facilities of the original district or districts.

4. EC section 35753(a){4): The reorganization of the districts will preserve each
affected district's ability to educate students in an integrated environment and will
not promote racial or ethnic discrimination or segregation.

5. EC section 35753(a)(5): Any increase in costs to the state as a result of the
proposed reorganization will be insignificant and otherwise incidental to the
reorganization.

6. EC section 35753(a)(6). The proposed reorganization will continue to promote
sound education performance and will not significantly disrupt the educational
programs in the districts affected by the proposed recrganization.

7. EC section 35753(a)(7): Any increase in school facilities costs as a resuit of the
proposed reorganization will be insignificant and otherwise incidental to the
reorganization.

8. EC section 35753(a)(8): The proposed reorganization is primarily designed for
purposes other than to significantly increase property values.

9. EC section 35753(a)(9): The proposed reorganization will continue to promote
sound fiscal management and not cause a substantial negative effect on the



fiscal status of the proposed district or any existing district affected by the
proposed reorganization.

After the public hearing, the County Committee should review the EC section 35753
conditions as described in Attachment 2, determine whether the proposed territory transfer
meets each of these conditions, and adopt the findings and consider the approval of the
petition. The territory is uninhabited and because the property owners and affected school
district have consented to the transfer, if approved by the Placer County Committee, the
petition would be granted without an election. (Ed. Code §§ 35708, 35710.1.)

ll. Recommendation

The County Superintendent recommends that the Placer County Committee, determine that
the conditions set forth in Education Code section 35753 have all been substantially met. In
addition, the County Superintendent recommends that the Placer County Committee
consider its findings and the findings adopted by the Sacramento County Committee and
adopt the resolution as proposed, thereby approving the transfer of territory between the
Roseville Joint Union High School District, the Roseville City School District and the Center
Joint Unified School District.



PLACER COUNTY COMMITTEE ON SCHOOL DISTRICT ORGANIZATION
RESOLUTION NO. 2013-12-01

Approving Transfer of Uninhabited Territory Between
Roseville Joint Union High School District, Roseville City School District and
Center Joint Unified School District

WHEREAS, the Placer County Committee on School District Organization received
resolutions adopted by the Roseville Joint Union High School District, the Roseville City
School District and the Center Joint Unified School District which initiated a petition to
transfer uninhabited territory between these school districts under California Education
Code section 35700(d); and

WHEREAS, the owners of the territory, and the governing boards of all school districts
involved in the transfer consent to the transfer,

WHEREAS, the affected school districts are located within the jurisdiction of both the
Placer and Sacramento County Committees on School District Organization; and

WHEREAS, under Education Code sections 35705 and 35705.5, public hearings were
held on the petition in each of the affected school districts on September 9 and 10,
2013, and, at least 10 days before the public hearings, a description of the petition was
provided to the public and the affected governing boards; and

WHEREAS, following public hearings on September 9, 2013, the Placer County
Committee on School District Organization determined that (1) the proposed territory
transfer was not a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and
(2) the petition substantially met each of the conditions in Education Code section
35753 (Findings); and

WHEREAS, following public hearings on September 10, 2013, the Sacramento County
Committee on School District Organization, determined that (1) the proposed territory
transfer was not a project under CEQA, and (2) the petition substantially met each of
the conditions in Education Code section 35753 (Findings); and

WHEREAS, under Education Code section 35524, the Placer and Sacramento County
Committees on School District Organization have exchanged and considered each
other's Findings; and

WHEREAS, under Education Code section 35710.1, an election may not be called to
vote on a petition to transfer territory, where the election area for the petition is
uninhabited territory as is the case here; and

WHEREAS, Education Code section 35709 gives County Commitiees on School

District Organization authority to grant petitions to transfer territory between school
districts under the conditions set forth above; and
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WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Committee on District Organization at its duly
noticed meeting on November 12, 2013, approved the petition to transfer territory
between the Roseville Joint Union High School District, the Roseville City School
District and the Center Joint Unified District; and

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Placer County Committee on School District
Organization approves the petition to transfer territory between the Roseville Joint
Union High School District, the Roseville City School District and the Center Joint
Unified School District; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that following approval by both the Placer and
Sacramento County Committees on School District Organization, the territory transfer
petition shall be granted, and the Placer County Superintendent of Schools, acting in
her capacity as the Secretary of the Placer County Committee on District Organization,
shall notify the Placer County Board of Supervisors and all interested parties of the
territory transfer hetween the Roseville Joint Union High School District, the Rosevilie
City School District and the Center Joint Unified School District; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, as the transferred territory is located within Placer
County, the Secretary for the Placer County Committee on School District Organization
shall at the appropriate time, ensure that new school district boundary maps and legal
descriptions are prepared consistent with the actions taken by both County Committees.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at the regular meeting of the Placer County Committee on
District Organization on December 2, 2013 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTENTIONS:

ABSENT:

Glenn Vineyard, Chair Gayle Garbolino-Mojica, Secretary
Placer County Committee on Placer County Committee on
School District Organization School District Organization
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President
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Transmitted Via Email and U.S. Mail

November 19, 2013

Glenn Vineyard, Chairperson

Placer County Committee on School District Organization
360 Nevada Street

Auburn, CA 95603

Re:  Approval of Territory Transfer Petition
Dear Mr. Vineyard:

Following a public hearing on November 12, 2013, the Sacramento
County Committee on School District Organization adopted the enclosed
Resolution No. CC-13-01 — Approving Transfer of Uninhabited Territory
Between Center Joint Unified School District, Roseville Joint Union High
School District, and Roseville City School District.

We understand that the Placer County Committee on School
District Organization will consider this proposed territory transfer on
December 2, 2013 and, if approved, it will notify the county boards of
supervisors and all interested parties of the transfer.

Thank you for your time and consideration. If you have any questions
or require additional information, please contact me at (916) 228-2410.

Sincerely,

Tl b

David W. Gordon
Sacramento County Superintendent of Schools

DWG/TS/mr

Enclosure

Chaplor ABWAFL-CO



Glenn Vineyard, Chairperson
November 19, 2013
Page 2

Ccc:

Gayle Garbolino-Mojica, Placer County Superintendent of Schools

Keith J. Bray, Legal Counsel, Placer County Office of Education

Scott A. Loehr, Superintendent, Center Joint Unified School District

Richard L. Pierucci, Superintendent, Roseville City School District

Tony Monetti, Superintendent, Roseville Joint Union High School District

Dennis Snelling, Assistant Superintendent, Roseville City School District

Larry Shirey, School Fiscal Services Division, California Department of Education
Kristina Berry, Executive Officer, Placer Local Agency Formation Commission

Peter Brundage, Executive Officer, Sacramento Local Agency Formation Commission



SACRAMENTO COUNTY COMMITTEE ON SCHOOL DISTRICT ORGANIZATION
RESOLUTION NO. CC-13-01

Approving Transfer of Uninhabited Territory Between
Center Joint Unified School District, Roseville Joint Union High School District,
and Roseville City School District

WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization
received resolutions adopted by the Center Joint Unified School District, the Roseville
Joint Union High School District, and the Roseville City School District, which initiated a
petition to transfer uninhabited territory between these school districts under California
Education Code section 35700(d); and

WHEREAS, the owners of the territory, and the governing boards of all school districts
involved in the transfer consent to the transfer;

WHEREAS, the affected school districts are located within the jurisdiction of both the
Sacramento and Placer County Committees on School District Organization; and

WHEREAS, under Education Code sections 35705 and 35705.5, public hearings were
held on the petition in each of the affected school districts on September 9 and 10,
2013, and, at least 10 days before the public hearings, a description of the petition was
provided to the public and the affected governing boards; and

WHEREAS, following public hearings on September 9, 2013, the Placer County
Committee on School District Organization determined that (1) the proposed territory
transfer was not a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and
(2) the petition substantially meets each of the conditions in Education Code section
356753 (Findings); and

WHEREAS, following public hearings on September 10, 2013, the Sacramento County
Committee on School District Organization, determined that (1) the proposed territory
transfer was not a project under CEQA, and (2) the petition substantially meets each of
the conditions in Education Code section 35753 (Findings); and

WHEREAS, under Education Code section 35524, the Placer and Sacramento County
Committees on School District Organization have exchanged and considered each
other’s Findings; and

WHEREAS, under Education Code section 35710.1, an election may not be called to
vote on a petition to transfer territory, where the election area for the petition is
uninhabited territory as is the case here; and

WHEREAS, California Education Code section 35709 gives County Committees on
School District Organization authority to grant petitions to transfer territory between
school districts under the conditions set forth above.



THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Sacramento County Committee on School
District Organization approves the petition to transfer territory between the Center Joint
Unified School District, the Roseville Joint Union High School District, and the Roseville
City School District; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that upon approval by the Placer County Committee on
School District Organization, the territory transfer petition shall be granted, and the
Placer County Committee shall notify the county board of supervisors and all interested
parties of the territory transfer between the Center Joint Unified School District,
Roseville Joint Union High School District, and Roseville City School District; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, as the transferred territory is located within Placer
County, the Secretary of the Placer County Committee on School District Organization,
at the appropriate time, shall ensure that new school district boundary maps and legal
descriptions are prepared.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a meeting of the Sacramento County Committee on
School District Organization on November 12, 2013 by the following vote:

Ayes: {Q Absent: ’é—/
Noes: 4Q’ Abstain: /

[ = i 4
Jaéﬂ% Levy, Igoard Prepident David W. Gordon, Board Secretary
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GOLD IN EDUCATION

Gayle Garbolino-Mojica

County Superintendent of Schools
Qctober 24, 2013

Jacquelyn Levy, Chairperson

Sacramento County Committee on District Organization
PO Box 265003

Sacramento, California 95826

RE: Territory Transfer Petition- Roseville Joint Unjon High School District, Roseville City School
District and Center Joint Unified School District

Dear Chairperson Levy:

On September 9, 2013, the Placer County Committee on School District Oxganization (“Placer
County Committee”) held public heartngs and considered the proposed territory transfer
between the Roseville Joint Union High School District, the Roseville City School District and
the Center Joint Unified School District.

Following the public hearings, the Placer County Committee found that the proposed territory
transfer was not a “project” as defined by the California Environmental Quality Act and that each
of the findings required under Education Code section 35753 had been substantially met. I have
enclosed a copy of the report and of the recommendations made to the Placer County Committee
along with a copy of the analysis presented regarding the conditions set forth in Education Code
section 35753. The unapproved minutes of the Placer County Committee meeting will be
provided to you shortly.

Thank you for providing to the Placer County Committee a copy of the findings made by the
Sacramento County Committee on District Organization regarding the proposed territory
transfer. The Placer County Committee will be considering the findings made and the actions
taken by both county committees on the proposed territory transfer at its meeting on December 2,
2013,

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Yours in education,

County Superintendent of Schools

GGM/de
Enclosures

CcC: David W. Gordon, Sacramento County Superintendent of Schools
Teresa Stinson, General Counsel, Sactamento County Otfice of Education
Tony Monetti, Superintendent, Roseville Joint Union High School District
Richard Pierucci, Superintendent, Roseville City School District
Scott A. Loehr, Superintendent, Center Joint Unified School District
Dennis Snetling, Assistant Superintendent, Business, Roseville City School District
Larry Shirey, School Fiscal Services Division, California Department of Education
Kristina Berry, Executive Officer, Placer Local Agency Formation Commission
Peter Brundage, Executive Officer, Sacramento Local Agency Formation Commission

Placer Couniy Office of Education 360 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA 95603
P 530.889.8020 - F330.888.1367 . www.placercoeki2.ca.us
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July 30, 2013

Mur. Glenn Vineyard, Chair

Placer County Committee an School District Organization
360 Nevada Street

Auburn, CA 935603

Re: Tervivory Transter- Sufficiency of Sierra Visra Tervitory Transfer Petition
Dear Glenn:

Enclosed is the petition and supporting documents submitted by the Roseville Joint
Lnion High School Districr, the Roseville City Schoot District, and the Center Joint
Unified School District. The petitioners are requesting to change for neighborhood
planning purposes the boundaries of the three districts by the transfer of approximately
0.9 acres of uninhabited Land in Placer County located in the Sierea Vista Specific Plan
Area.

Pursuant to Education Cade Section 35521, 1 have, along with the Sacramento County
superintendent of Schools David Gordon, found the petition to be sufficient and have
scheduled for September 9, 2013, 4 public hearing before the Placer County Commirtee
on School District Organization to review the petition. The meeting will be held in the
Board Room of the Roseviile City School District and will begin at 6:00 pm.

The Sacramento County Committee on Schon! District Organization will also be holding
a public hearing on the petition in Sacramenro County since the Center Joint Unified
School District is under the jurisdiction of County Superintendent Gordon. Thereatter, a
second meeting will be scheduled to take action on the petition,

Please contact me i you have any questions.

Yours in education,

ﬁ;z@ﬁ\ ?’

éayic Garb,k'?in(»ﬁ/ﬁjjca o ;

County Suptrintendent of Schoals

GG M/de

Enciosures: Petition & Supporting Documentation

cer Members, Placer Counzy Committee on Scheol Diserict Organization

David W. Gordon, Sacramento County Superintendent of Schools

Teresa Stinson. General Counsel, Saeramento County Office of Education
Tony Monetti, Superintendent, Roseville foint Union High School District
Richard Pierucci, Rosevitle City School District

360 Nevada Street Auburn. CA 95603
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DESCRIPTION OF PETITION TO TRANSFER TERRITORY
BETWEEN ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT,

ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT, AND CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL

DISTRICT

Education Code sections 35705.5 requires that the County Committee make avaiiable
to the public and to the governing boards affected by the petition a description of the
petition, including:

1.

2,

The rights of the empioyees in the affected districts to continued employment.

The revenue {imit per unit of average daily attendance for each affected district
and the effect of the petition, if approved, on such revenue limit.

Whether the districts involved will be governed, in part, by provisions of a city
charter and, if so, in what way.

Whether the governing boards of any proposed new district will have five or
seven members.

A description of the territory or districts in which the election, if any, will be heid.

Where the proposal is to create two or more districts, whether the proposal will
be voted on as a single proposition.

Whether the governing board of any new district will have trustee areas and, if
so, whether the trustees will be elected by only the voters of that trustee area
or by voters of the entire district.

A description of how the property, obligations, and bonded indebtedness of
existing districts will be divided.

A description of when the first governing board of any new district will be elected
and how terms of office for each new trustee will be determined.

Description of Petition

The proposal requests transfer of approximately 10.9 acres of uninhabited territory
between the Rosevilie Joint Union High School District, the Roseville City School
District, and the Center Joint Unified School District. A map of the territory proposed for
transfer and a list of the Assessor Parcel Numbers (APNs) are attached.

The chief petitioner is: Dennis Snelling, Assistant Superintendent, Business

Roseviile City School District
1050 Main Street, Roseville, CA 95678



Territory Transfer Proposal
September 2013
Page 2

1. The rights of the employees in the affected districts to continued employment,

Not applicable to the current petition. The rights of the empioyees to continued
employment will not be affected by the proposed territory transfer.

2. The revenue limit per unit of average daily attendance for each affected district
and the effect of the petition, if approved. on such revenue limit.

The base revenue limits per unit of average daily attendance for the affected
school districts in 2012-2013 were as follows:

Center Joint Unified School District $6,693.46
Roseville Joint Union High Schooi District $7,725.62
Roseville City School District $6,415.26

The territory proposed for transfer is uninhabited and there are currently no
public school students in the area proposed for transfer. If the petition is
approved, there will be no immediate impact on the revenue of the affected
school districts. As of July 1, 2013, “revenue limits" no longer exist as a
means of computing school district revenue. To the extent that students
reside in the area in the future, funding calculations will be determined at that
time by newly enacted legislative requirements set forth in Assembly Bill 97,
(Chapter 47, Statutes of 2013), effective July 1, 2013 (Local Control Funding
Formula).

3. Whether the districts involved will be governed, in part, by provisions of a city
charter and, if so, in what way.

Not applicable to the current petition.

4. Whether the governing boards of any proposed new district will have five or
seven members.

Not applicable to the current petition. The petition does not propose the creation
of any new district(s).

5. A description of the territory or districts in which the efection, if any, will be
held.

Pursuant to California Education Code section 35710.1, an election may not be
called to vote on a petition to transfer territory if the election area for that petition
is uninhabited territory. As there are no registered voters in the area proposed
for transfer, this area is uninhabited. (Ed. Code, § 35517.) Therefore, no
election will be held and the decision whether to transfer the territory will be
made by the County Committee.



Territory Transfer Proposal
September 2013
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6. Where the proposal is to create two or more districts, whether the proposal will
be voted on as a single proposition.

Not applicable to the current petition. The petition does not propose the creation
of any new district(s).

7. Whether the governing board of any new district will have frustee areas and, if
so, whether the trustees will be elected by only the voters of that trustee area or
by voters of the entire district.

Not applicable to the current petition. The petition does not propose the creation
of any new district(s).

8 A description of how the property, obiigations, and bonded indebtedness of
existing districts will be divided.

The area proposed for transfer contains no public school property or buildings to
be divided. The plans and recommendations of the County Committee would
stipulate the division of any other property, funds or obligations (except bonded
indebtedness) affected by the proposed transfer. (Ed. Code, §§ 35560, 35736.)

If the territory is transferred, it will drop any liability for outstanding bonded
indebtedness in its former district and assume its proportionate share of the
outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district of which it becomes a part.
(Ed. Code, § 35575.)

Provisions for the exchange of property tax revenue are set forth in Revenue
and Taxation Code section 99(i).

8. A description of when the first govemning board of any new district will be elected
and how terms of office for each new trustee will be determined.

Not applicable to the current peftition. This petition does not propose the
creation of any new district(s).
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The petition proposes to transfer portions of the following Assessor Parcel Numbers:

017-150-002-000 (1.5 acres)
017-150-023-510 (2.5 acres)
017-150-036-510 (0.7 acres)
017-150-032-510 (1.9 acres)
017-150-020-510 (4.3 acres)



REPORT AND COUNTY SUPERINTENDENT'S RECOMMENDATION ON THE
PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER BETWEEN ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION SCHOOL
DISTRICT, ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT, AND CENTER JOINT UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT

On July 3, 2013, the Placer County Office of Education received a completed

petition to transfer territory between the Roseville Joint Union High School District, the
Roseville City School District (“Roseville school districts”), and the Center Joint Unified
School District (“Center”). The Placer County Superintendent of Schools determined that
the petition was sufficient and signed as required by law, transmitted the petition to the
Placer County Committee on District Organization and the State Board of Education on July
30, 2013. Because the petition involves school districts within the jurisdiction of both the
Sacramento and Placer County Superintendents and Committees on School District
Organization (County Committees), both County Committees must consider the petition,
make necessary findings and tentative conclusions, and exchange these findings and
conclusions before the petition may be granted or denied. (Ed. Code § 35524.) As part of
the petition consideration, public hearings must be held in each of the affected school
districts. The Sacramento County Committee is holding its public hearing on the petition in
the Center district on September 10, 2013.

[ Territory Transfer Petition

The regquest seeks to swap approximately 10.9 acres of uninhabited territory between the
three school districts for neighborhood planning purposes. Specifically, it would transfer
about 4.7 acres from Center to the Roseville school districts and about 6.2 acres from the
Roseville school districts to Center. The affected school districts, the Roseville City Planning
Department, and the property owners all support the territory transfer. {(See Attachment 1)

If approved, this transfer would make minor school district boundary adjustments so that
future homes within a single subdivision remain within the same school district. According to
the petition materials in Attachment 1, this will avoid having future residents of particular
neighborhoods and residential streets attend different schools.

. Proposed Findings

Before approving a proposal to reorganize school districts, the County Committee must first
determine following a public hearing whether the proposed territory transfer is “project”
subject to further review under the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA”).

California Public Resources Code section 21065 defines "project” in pertinent part as "an
activity which may cause either a direct physical change in the environment, or a
reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment.” Further, Title 14,
California Code of Regulations section 15378(b)(5), states that "organizational or
administrative activities of governments that will not result in direct or indirect physical
changes in the environment” are not projects under CEQA. Here, the territory proposed for
transfer is uninhabited. No students live in the territory. No students will be required to
change schools and no new classrooms, nor modification of any facilities, will be reguired.
Thus, the proposed territory transfer will not result in direct or reasonably



foreseeable indirect physical changes in the environment. If the County Committee
determines that the proposed territory transfer (which is simply a change in legal entities
within a specified geographical area) is not a CEQA project, no further action is required
under CEQA.

The Committee must also determine whether the proposed territory transfer substantially
meets the conditions listed in Education Code (EC) section 35753. Attachment 2 is an
analysis of the statutory conditions the County Committees must find to have been
“substantially met” prior to taking action on any petition to transfer territory. Below is a
summary of those findings:

1. EC section 35753(a}{1): The reorganized districts will be adequate in terms of
number of pupils enrolled.

2. EC section 35753(a)(2): The districts are each organized on the basis of a
substantial community identity.

3. EC section 35753(a)}(3): The proposal will result in an equitable division of
property and facilities of the original district or districts.

4. EC section 35753(a)(4): The reorganization of the districts will preserve each
affected district's ability to educate students in an integrated environment and will
not promote racial or ethnic discrimination or segregation.

5. EC section 35753(a)(5). Any increase in costs to the state as a result of the
proposed reorganization will be insignificant and otherwise incidental to the
reorganization.

6. EC section 35753(a)(6): The proposed recrganization will continue to promote
sound education performance and will not significantly disrupt the educational
programs in the districts affected by the proposed reorganization.

7. EC section 35753(a)(7): Any increase in school facilities costs as a result of the
proposed reorganization will be insignificant and otherwise incidental to the
reorganization.

8. EC section 35753(a)(8): The proposed recrganization is primarily designed for
purposes other than to significantly increase property values.

9. EC section 35753(a)(9): The proposed reorganization will continue to promote
sound fiscal management and not cause a substantial negative effect on the
fiscal status of the proposed district or any existing district affected by the
proposed recrganization.

After conducting its public hearing, the County Committee should review the EC section
35753 conditions as described in Attachment 2, determine whether the proposed territory
transfer meets each of these conditions, and adopt findings and tentative conclusions. The
Sacramento and Placer County Committees’ findings and tentative conclusions will then be
transmitted to each other for consideration. Once the County Committees consider each
other's findings and tentative conclusions, they may choose to grant or deny the petition at
a subsequent meeting. The territory is uninhabited (i.e., there are no registered voters in the
area), and the property owners and affected school district consent to the transfer.
Therefore, if approved by both County Committees, the petition would be granted without an
election. (Ed. Code §§ 35709, 35710.1.)



Hi. Recommendation

The County Superintendent recommends that the County Committee, following the public
hearing, determine that the proposed territory transfer is not a project under CEQA, that the
owners of the uninhabited territory and the affected school districts ali approve of the
transfer, and that the conditions set forth in Education Code section 35753 have all been
substantially met. in addition, the County Superintendent recommends that the County
Committee adopt findings and tentative conclusions consistent with this recommendation
and forward them to the Sacramento County Committee on District Organization for
consideration.



Attachment 2

ANALYS1S OF EDUCATON CODE SECTION 35753 CONDITIONS

Before approving a proposal to reorganize school districts, the County Committee
must determine if the proposal substantially meets the conditions set forth in Education
Code section 35753. Below is an analysis of each of these conditions:

1. THE REORGANIZED DISTRICTS WILL BE ADEQUATE IN TERMS OF THE
NUMBER OF PUPILS ENROLLED (Ed. Code § 35753(a)(1); Cal. Code Regs.,
tit. 5, §18573(a)(1 )(A),(B).)

Direct service districts should not be created that will become more dependent
upon county offices of education and state support unless unusual
circumstances exist. Therefore, the reorganized districts must be adequate in
terms of the number of students enrolied. Each such district should have the
following projected enroliment on the date the proposal becomes effective for all
purposes:

« Elementary District - 901

+ Righ School District - 301

» Unified District - 1,501

According to data from the California Department of Education, the 2012-2013
enroliment for the affected school districts was:

* Roseville City Elementary- 9,943

» Roseville Joint Union High - 10,206

= Center Joint Unified -4,791

The affected school districts all exceed the required enroliment projections.
Moreover, the proposed territory transfer would have no current impact on
student enroliment for the affected school districts, since the areas proposed for
transfer are uninhabited. Therefore, condition 1 is substantially met.

2. THE DISTRICTS ARE EACH ORGANIZED ON THE BASIS OF A
SUBSTANTIAL COMMUNITY IDENTITY (Ed. Code § 35753(a)(2); Cal. Code
Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(2).)

The proposed territory transfer would make minor school district boundary
adjustments between the Center and Roseville school districts. The transfer

has been proposed so that school district boundaries will conform to future street
boundaries while creating as close to a "net zero" impact as possible on the
school districts in the number of housing units being transferred.

As reported by the City of Roseville Planning Department and the property
owners, these school district boundary adjustments will maintain residential
neighborhoods so that future homes within a single subdivision/neighborhood
are contained within the same school district in the Sierra Vista Specific Plan.
The adjustment would eliminate "slivers” so that future students living within a
single subdivision and across a residential street from each other are not

located in different school districts. Thus, the transfer is proposed for the
purpose of maintaining community identity. Therefore, condition 2 is substantially met.



3. THE PROPOSAL WILL RESULT IN AN EQUITABLE DIVISION OF

PROPERTY AND FACILITIES OF THE ORIGINAL DISTRICT OR DISTRICTS

(Ed. Code § 35753(a)(3); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(3).)

The territory proposed for transfer contains no public school property or facilities

to be divided. The affected school districts each have reported outstanding bonded
Indebtedness. Roseville City has reported $49,230,137 with bonds maturing between 2014
and 2028. Roseville Joint Union has reported $126,557,476 with its bonds maturing
between 2014 and 2043. Center Joint Unified has reported $38,747,807 with bonds
maturing between 2016 and 2031. If the territory is transferred, each district will drop any
liability for outstanding bonded indebtedness in its former district and assume its
proportionate share of the outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district of which it
becomes a part. (Ed. Code, § 35575.) The proposed territory transfer involves only 10.9
acres, with a net difference of only 1.5 acres, and a reported potential 14 housing units in
favor of the Center Joint Unified School District. Therefore, condition 3 is substantially met.

4. THE REORGANIZATION OF THE DISTRICTS WILL PRESERVE EACH
AFFECTED DISTRICT'S ABILITY TO EDUCATE STUDENTS IN AN
INTEGRATED ENVIRONMENT AND WILL NOT PROMOTE RACIAL OR
ETHNIC DISCRIMINATION OR SEGREGATION (Ed. Code § 35753(a)(4);
Cal. Code Regs,, tit. 5, § 18573(a)(4).)

The following 2012-2013 school year enroilment statistics are based on data
from the Califoernia Department of Education.

A. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville City School District:

» American Indian: 59 (0.6% of total District enroliment)

+ Asian: 667 (6.7% of District enroliment)

» Pacific Islander: 58 {(0.6% of District enroliment)

« Filipino: 404 (4% of District enroliment)

+ Hispanic: 2,095 (21 % of District enroliment)

+ African American: 245 (2 .5% of District enroliment)

+ White: 5,990 (60.2% of District enroliment)

B. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville Joint Union High School District:

» American indian: 79 {0.8% of total District enroliment)

+ Asian: 700 (6.9% of District enrollment)

» Pacific Islander: 55 (0.5% of District enroliment)

» Filipino: 301 (2.9% of District enrollment)

* Hispanic: 1,766 (17.3% of District enroliment)

» African American: 377 (3.7% of District enroliment)

* White: 6,298 (61.7% of District enroliment)

C. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group of the
Center Joint Unified School District:

« American Indian: 49 (1 .0 % of total District enroliment)

» Asian: 342 (7.1 % of District enroliment)

* Pacific Islander: 57 (1.1 % of District enroliment)

* Filipino: 144 (3.0% of District enroliment)

» Hispanic: 1,066 {(22.2% of District enrollment)

* African American: 555 (11 .8% of District enroliment)

« White: 2,383 (49.7% of District enroliment)



The proposed territory transfer is proposed to maintain residential

neighborhoods so that future homes within a single subdivision/neighborhood

remain within the same school district, and so that future students living on the

same street are not located in different school districts. As the territory is uninhabited and
the change in potential future housing units is statistically insignificant, the territory transfer
should cause no impact on the ethnic and racial composition of any of the affected schools
districts. Therefore, condition 4 is substantially met.

5. ANY INCREASE IN COSTS TO THE STATE AS ARESULT OF THE
PROPOSED REORGANIZATION WILL BE INSIGNIFICANT AND
OTHERWISE INCIDENTAL TO THE REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code

§ 35753(a)(5); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(l).)

The territory proposed for transfer is uninhabited and currently no public schoo!
students reside in the area proposed for transfer. If the petition is approved,
there will be no immediate impact on the revenue of the affected school districts
or the costs to the state. Because of the small amount of territory involved, to
the extent that students later reside in this territory, any increase in costs to the
state would be insignificant and otherwise incidental to the organization. Therefore,
condition 5 is substantiafly met.

6. THE PROPOSED REORGANIZATION WiLL CONTINUE TO PROMOTE
SOUND EDUCATION PERFORMANCE AND WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY
DISRUPT THE EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS IN THE DISTRICTS AFFECTED
BY THE PROPOSED REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code § 35753(a)(6); Cal. Code
Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(5).)

The area involved in the proposed territory transfer is uninhabited. No new
students will be enrolled and no students will be displaced or transferred to
different schools as a result of the proposed reorganization. Therefore, the
territory transfer will not significantly disrupt district-wide or school site
educational programs. Therefore, condition 6 is substantially met.

7. ANY INCREASE IN SCHOOL FACILITIES COSTS AS A RESULT OF THE
PROPOSED REORGANIZATION WILL BE INSIGNIFICANT AND
OTHERWISE INCIDENTAL TO THE REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code

§ 35753(a)(7).)

The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on school housing costs.
No new students will be enrolled, no students will be displaced or transferred to
different schools, and no additional facilities will be required as a resuit of the
proposed transfer. Therefore, condition 7 is substantially met.

8. THE PROPOSED ORGANIZATION [S PRIMARILY DESIGNED FOR
PURPOSES OTHER THAN TO SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASE PROPERTY
VALUES (Ed. Code § 35753(a)(8).)

The proposed territory transfer involves a very small area and there is no
indication that the proposed territory transfer would increase property values.
Nor is there any evidence from which it can be discerned that an increase in
property values could be the primary motivation for the proposed
reorganization. Therefore, condition 8 is substantially met.



9. THE PROPOSED REQRGANIZATION WILL CONTINUE TO PROMOTE

SOUND FISCAL MANAGEMENT AND NOT CAUSE A SUBSTANTIAL

NEGATIVE EFFECT ON THE FISCAL STATUS OF THE PROPOSED

DISTRICT OR ANY EXISTING DISTRICT AFFECTED BY THE PROPOSED
REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code § 35753(a)(9).)

The Placer County Office of Education has approved the 2013-2014 adopted budgets for
the Roseville Joint Union High Schooi District and the Roseville City School District. The
Sacramento County Office of Education has approved the Center Joint Unified School
District's 2013-2014 adopted budget. Each of these districts received positive certifications
of its 2012-13 Second Interim Reports. {Under Assembly Bill [AB] 1200 [Chapter
1213/Statutes 1991], the county office of education shall maintain responsibility for fiscal
oversight of each district in its county. AB 1200 requires that the county office monitor the
fiscal condition and viability of school districts. The proposed territory transfer involves 10.9
acres, with a net difference of 1.5 acres, and potential 14 future housing units in favor of the
Center Joint Unified School District. The proposed territory transfer would have no
significant impact on the revenues or liabilities of the affected school districts. If approved,
the transfer would have no impact on the fiscal management or fiscal status of

the affected school districts. Therefore, condition 9 is substantially met.

10. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

The nine criteria set forth in Education Code section 35753 are the minimum
criteria the County Committee must examine prior to approving or disapproving
a request to transfer territory from one school district to another. if the County
Committee determines that these conditions are substantially met, it has the
discretion, but not the obligation, to approve the proposal based upon local
needs and concerns. (Ed. Code § 35500.)



Board of Education

My .
“ SGIIIQ) Susan E. Duane Gary Miller Hallie Romero
CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT Brian Viahos Jefferson Willoughby

., , i . Pi i i dent
“Achigving Tomorrow by Educating Today” Richard L. Pierucdl, Superintenden

May 9, 2013

Gayle Garbolino-Mojica, Superintendent
Placer County Office of Education

360 Nevada Street

Auburmn, CA 95603

Ms. Garbolino-Mojica,

This letter serves as notice of a revised petition in the matter of the territory transfer
between the Center Joint Unified School District and the Roseville City School District and
Rosevitle Joint Union High School District.

Alttached is a copy of Exhibit A, the School District Land Use Acre Summary Exhibit for
the Sierra Vista Specific Plan Area. I understand that the color coding may not have copied
correctly on the earlier version.

Let me know if you have any turther questions or need any additional information.

A

s '
k4
L

Pennis Snelling
Assistant Superintendent, Business
dinelling o resdhd org

(916) 771-1600, ext. 109

cc: Teresa Stinson, General Counsel, Sacramento County Office of Education

1050 MAIN STREET ~ ROSEVILLE. CALIFORNIA 95678 —~ 916/771-1600 — FAX 916/771-1630
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RESOLUTION NO. 1307

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE ROSEVILLE
JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT INITIATING THE TRANSFER
OF TERRITORY FROM THE ROSEVILLE IOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT
TO THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE TRANSFER
OF TERRITORY FROM THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
TO THE ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

WHEREAS, the Roseville Joint Union High School District (“RIUHSD™) is located in
Placer and Sacramento Counties in the State of California and is governed by a Board of
Trustees known as the Board of Trustees of the Roseville Joint Union High School District:

WHEREAS. RIUHSD has undertaken to study the feasibility of transterring to Center
Joint Unified School District (*CIUSD™) uminhabited tervitory located in a portion of RIUMSD
and more particularly shown in Exhibit *A.” attached hercto;

WHEREAS, RJUHSD has also undertaken to study the feasibility of transferring
uninhabited territory located in the Placer County portion of CJUSD to RIUHSD. as more
particularly deseribed in Exhibit A, attached hereto:

WHEREAS. RIUHSD has undertaken said teasibility study on its own behalf,

WHEREAS. the Board of Trustees hus made factual determinations as set forth in the
accompanying “Statement of Findings in Support of the Proposed Tetritory Transfer,” which is
attached as Exhibit “B™ hereto:

WHEREAS, RIUHSD and CILUSD, with the cooperation of the Rosevitle City School
District, seek to jointly initiate the proposed territory transfer; and

WHEREAS, California Education Code section 35700(d) provides that an action to
reorganize one or more school districts may be initiated upon the filing with the County
Superintendent of Schools a petition signed by a majority of the members of the governing
boards of cach of the school districts that would be altected by the proposed reorganizanon.

NOW. THEREFORE, BE 1T RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of the Roseville
Joint Union High School District, as {ollows:

i Pursuant to California Education Code section 35700(d), petition is hercby made.
as evidenced by the “Signature Page,” attached hereto, for the transter of certain unirhabited
territory from RJIUHSD to CJUSD and from CJUSD to RIUHSD. The tervitory to be transferred
is Tocated within Placer County and is more particularly described as Exhibit A" attached
hereto. A map ol the territory is set forth in an exhibit marked as Exhibit “"A™ and tiled with the
County Superintendent of Schools for Placer County as an additional ¢xhibit attached hercio.

Page 1 of 6



2. The transfer of territory as petitioned herein will result in a modification of the
boundaries of RIUHSD and CJUSD. The boundaries as modified shall be set forth in exhibits to
be prepared and submitted at a later time. Such exhibits shall be prepared by staff and marked as
Exhibits *“C” and “D” respectively, and filed with the County Superintendent of Schools for
Placer County as additional exhibits hereto and incorporated herein by reference.

3. Upon approval by the majority of members of the Governing Board of RIUHSD
of a resolution initiating the proposed territory transfer, RIVHSD’s Superintendent shall submit a
copy of this resolution and all pertinent exhibits and supplements contemplated herein to the
County Superintendent of Schools of Placer County pursuant to Education Code 35700.

4. The Superintendent and his respective designecs, are hereby authorized and
directed. tor and in the name of and en behalt of RIUHSD, to execute and deliver any and all
such documents, to do any and all things and take any and all actions that may be necessary or
advisable, in their diseretion, in order to carry out the purposes of this resolution. All actions
heretofore taken by otficers, employees, and agents of RIUHSD that are in conformity with the
purpose and intent of this resolution are herchy approved. confirmed, and ratified.

APPROVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED this 12" day of Murch, 2013 by the following
vote of the Board of Trustees of the Roseville Joint Union High School District,

AYES: A Aguilera, Huber, Park, Pinney
NOES: 9.

ABSENT: b Stauss

ABSTAIN: NONE_

BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE
ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

e . F
R s .
A

- : :

Vice-Presidgﬁgme the Board of Trustees

[Seal| FA . '57"«#3 govd R p—
Rene {&gui].era, M;afﬁrber

Alttest: 2

(X

= . !
_;:‘:Zg.‘;t','z&:é:{"{.g _______ a w AL

E‘lcrk df the Board of Trustees
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Exhibit “A”
Map of Proposed Transfer Area
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Exhibit “B”

Statement of Findings in Support
of the Proposed Territory Transfer

ADEQUACY OF STUDENT ENROLLMENT [Education Code § 35753(a)(1); Title
S, CCR, $18573(a) 1 M ANL(B).]

When territory transfers between school districts is proposed, it must be determined that
the reorganized districts wili be adequate in terms of the number of students enrolled,

The propesed territory transfer would have no current impact on student enrolment for
the Roscville Joint Union High School District since the arcas proposed for transfer are
uninhabited.

THE TERRITORY TRANSFER IS PROPOSED ON THE BASIS OF A
SUBSTANTEAL COMMUNITY IDENTITY [Education Code § 35753(a)(2); Title 5,
CCR, § 18573(a)2).]

When a new district is created by reorganization, 1t must be determined whether the new
district is organized on the basis of community identity. While the proposed territory
transfers between the Roseville Joint Union High School District and the Center Joint
Unified School District will not result in the creation of a new district, it is significant
nonctheless that community identity is a critical aspect of the proposed territory transter,

The territory transter is supported by city of Roseville and the land developer. The
transter is being proposed so that school distriet boundaries will conforms 1o current
property and future street boundaries while creating as close to a “net zero” impact as
possible on the school districts i terms of the number of housing units being transierred..

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL RESULT IN EQUITABLE
DIVISIONS OF PROPERTY AND FACILITIES OF THE ROSEVILLE JOINT
UNION IHIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT [Education Code § 35753(a)3); Title 5, CCR, §18573(a)(3).]

The territory proposed for transfer does not contain any school buildings or other
personal property of cither school district for which division is necessary.

The Roseville Joint Union High School District has outstanding bonded indebtedness of
126,557,476 with boads originally i1ssued in 1992, 2004 and 2007. The bonds have
maturity dates ranging from 2014 to 2034, The Center Joint Unified School District has
outstanding bonded indebtedness of $38.747,907 with bonds originally issued in 1991
and 2001, These bonds have maturity dates ranging from 2016 to 2031, Since the
territory invoives only 10.9 acres, with & net difference of only 1.5 acres and 14 potential
housing units i favor of the Center Joint Unified School Distriet, there will be no
resulting incquity.

Page 4 of 6



V.

V.

The PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER Will Not Promote Racial or Ethnic
Discrimination or Segregation  |Education Code § 35753(a)4); Tit. 5, CCR, §
18573 (a)4).]

NOTE: ‘The following enrollment statistics for sections A and B below are based on
CBEDS data for the 2011-12 schoal year,

A. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville Joint Union High School District

o Aumerican Indian: 79 (0.8% of total District enroliment)
o Asian: 663 (6.6% of District enrollment)

s Pacific Islander: 42 (0.4% of District enrollment)

s Filipino: 279 (2.8% of Distriet enrollment)

o Hispanic: 1.642 (19.3% of District enrollment)

o Black: 401 (4.0% of District enrollment)

s White: 6,392 (63.6% of District enroliment)

I3. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group of the Cenler
Joint Unified School District

o American Indian: 56 (1.2 % of total Distriet enrollment)

« Agitan: 381 (7.9% of District enrolhment)

o Pacific Isfander: 61 (1.3% of District enrollment)
Filipino: 129 (2.7% of District enrollment)

s Hispanic: 1,002 (20.7% of District enrollinent)

e Black: 624 (12.9% of District cnrollment)

e White: 2,375 (49.0% of District enrollment)

There should be no change in the ethnic makeup of cither school district as a result of this
territory transfer.

EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON COSTS TO THE
STATE [Education Code § 357533(a)(5) Tit. 5, CCR, § 18573{a)(1).]

Bascd on available data, the Roseville Joint Union High School District does not
anticipate that the territory transfer, if approved, would increase any costs to the State.
There are no students presently in the area proposed for transfer.

Further, the Roseville Joint Union High School District does not anticipate that the

proposed territory transfer would have any impact whatsoever on the any “Categorical
Funds” currently received from the state.
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V1.

Vi

[X.

X.

The Territory Transfer Will Not Significantly Disrupt District-wide or School Site
Educational Programs [Education Code § 35753(a)(6); Tit. 5, CCR, § 18573(a)(5).]

Because the area involved in the proposed territory transfer 15 uninhabited, the territory
transfer will not signiticantly disrupt district-wide or school-site educational programs.

EFFECT ON SCHOOL HOUSING COSTS [Education Code § 35753(a}7).]
The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on school housing costs.

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER 1S NOT PRIMARILY DESIGNED
TO RESULT IN A SIGNIFICANT INCREASE IN PROPERTY VALUES
[Education Code § 35733(a)(8).]

The proposed tervitory transtfer involves a very small arca and is not intended to result in
any increase in property valucs.

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT NEGATIVELY
AFFECT THE FISCAL MANAGEMENT OR FISCAL STATUS OF THE
ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT [Education Code §
35753(a)(9).]

The proposed territory transfer. it approved, would have no impaet on the fiscal
management or fiscal status of the Roseville Joint Union High School District.

EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON ROSEVILLE
JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT EMPLOYEES [Education Code §
35753(a)(10).]

The preposed territory transter would have no impact on employees of the Roseville Joint
Union High School District.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF TIE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER
[Education Code § 35753 (a)(10); School District Rearganization Handbook.]

The shitting of boundaries as proposed in the territory transfer would have no
environmental impact.

Page 6 of ¢
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4 Board of Education

@
j SMIIQ) Susan E. Duane Gary Miller Hallie Romero
CITY SCHOGL DISTRICT Brian Viahos Jefferson Willoughby

. . i d L. Pie i, S intend
"Achieving Tomorrow by Educating Today" Richar teruccl, Superintendent

April 8, 2013

Gayle Garbolino-Mojica, Superintendent
Placer County Office of Education

360 Nevada Street

Auburn, CA 95603

Re: Request for Territory Transfer
Superintendent Garbolino-Mojica,

This serves as notice of a petition to the County Committee on School District
Organization of Placer County for a transfer of territory between the Roseville City School
District, the Roseville Joint Union High School District and the Center Joint Unified School
District. The districts are working cooperatively in this transfer, which involves an “uninhabited”
ared.

Included with this letter are resolutions adopted by each school board, as well as a
statement of findings for each. There is also a map showing the areas to be transferred as well as
letters of support from the developer and the City of Roseville.

The area, known as the Sierra Vista development, is located in Placer County. However,
because the Roseville districts report to the Placer County Office of Education while the Center
Joint Unified reports to the Sacramento County Office of Education, petitions must be filed with
both county offices. We request that the two County Committees coordinate their efforts so that
one set of meetings can be held in each district in order to expedite the process.

We also request that the process be completed prior to December 31, 2013 in order for the
territory transfer to take effect on July 1, 2014,

Please let me know if you have any further questions or require additional information.

Dennis Snelling
Assistant Superintendent, Business
dsnelhinucresdk8.ore

(916) 771-1600, ext. 109

c¢: Teresa Stinson, General Counsel, Sacramento County Office of Education

1050 MAIN STREET ~ ROSEVILLE, CALIFORNIA 95678 — 916/771-1600 ~ FAX $16/771-1630



CITY OF \q")z
ROSEVYILLE
C A LI F ORMNMIA

February 14, 2013
Rosaeville City School District, Rich Pierucci & Dennis Snelling
Roseville Joint Union High School District, Tony Monetti & Gary Stevens
Center Unified School District, Scott Loehr

RE: Sierra Vista Specific Plan -- School District Boundaries
Dear Gentlemen,

This letter reiterates the Planning Commission's desire to support and encourage minor school
district boundary adjustments that maintain residential neighborhoods so that homes within a single
subdivision/neighborhood are contained within the same school district in the Sierra Vista Specific
Plan. We understand that the Sierra Vista Specific Plan and the Westbrook Amendment created
some [arge lots that will require some minor adjustments to district boundaries to eliminate "slivers”
so that students within a single subdivision and across a residential street from each other are not
located in different school districts.

During the Sierra Vista Specific Plan public hearings, all three School Districts indicated they
understood the issue and would work together to balance the student attendance and keep
neighborhoods whole.

The City continues to support this effort. If there is anything else we can provide to assist in this
process, | can be reached at 916-774-5285,

Sin B _m_.

//”’" o
# ;4 a

Paul Richardsoﬁ

Planning Director

City of Roseville

311 Vernon Street
Roseville, CA 95678
prichardson@rosevilie.ca.us

ce Roseville Planning Commission
Westbrook Properties, Jeff Jones
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1700 Eureka Road, Suite 140 RECEIVED FEB &V
Roseville, CA 95661
916.774.3400

February 14, 2013

Mr. Dennis Snelling
ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOQL DISTRICT

1050 Main Street
Roseville, CA 95678

Re:  Sierra Vista Specific Plan ~ School District Boundary Adjusiments

Dear Dennis,

The signatory’s below own or are authorized to act on behalf of the owners of lands that are
subject to the proposed school district boundary adjustments between the Roseville City School
District, Roseville Joint Union High School District and the Center Unified School District,
These adjustments to the boundaries are to conform to the recently approved Sierra Vista
Specific Plan so as to avoid residents of particular neighborhoods attending different schools.
The affected parcels are identified by the following Placer County Assessor Parcel Numbers:

017-150-002 — Westpark SV 400, LL.C

017-150-023 - Westpark SV 400, LL.C

017-150-019 — Westpark SV 400, LLC
017-150-020 - Westpark Sierra Vista, LLC

The parties wish to acknowledge and support the request to modify the boundaries of the above
referenced school districts as shown on the exhibit, a copy of which is attached hereto, titled
“School District Land Use Acre Sumimary Exhibit for a portion of the Sierra Vista Specific Plan
Area”, dated June 22, 2011.

Sincerely,

Westpark SV 400, LL.C Westpark Sierra Vista, LLC

Join Murray

John Murray
Manager Manager



RESOLUTION NO. 2012-13.17

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL
DISTRICT INITIATING THE TRANSFER OF TERRITORY FROM THE ROSEVILLE CITY
SCHOOL DISTRICT TO THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE
TRANSFER OF TERRITORY FROM THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
TOTHE ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT

WHEREAS, the Roseville City School District ("RCSD™) is located in Placer County in
the State of California and is govemned by a Board of Education known as the Board of
Education of the Roseville City Schoal District:

WHEREAS, RCSD has undertaken to study the feasibility of transferring to Center Joint
Unified School District (“CJUSD") uninhabited territory located in a portion of RCSD and more
particularly described in Exhibit A, attached hereto;

WHEREAS, RCSI has also undertaken to study the feasibility of transferring
uninhabited territory tocated in the Placer County portion of CIUSD to RCSD, as more
particularly described in Exhibit A, attached hereto:

WHEREAS, RCSD has undertaken said feasibility study on its own behalf:

WHEREAS. the Board of Education has made factual determinations as set forth in the
accompanying “Statement of Findings in Support of the Proposed Territory Transter,” which is
attached as Exhibit B hereto;

WHEREAS, RCSD and CJUSD. with the cooperation of the Roseville High School
District, seek to jointly initiate the proposed territory transfer; and

WHEREAS, California Education Code section 35700(d) provides that an action to
reorganize one or more school districts may be injtiated upon the filing with the County
Superintendent of Schools a petition signed by a majority of the members of the governing
boards of each of the school districts that would be affected by the proposed reorganization.

NOW, THEREFORE. BE [T RESOLVED by the Board of Education of the Roseville
City School District, as tollows:

8 Pursuant to California Education Code section 35700¢d). petition is hereby made,
as evidenced by the “Signature Page,” attached hereto, for the transfer of certain unjnhabited
territory from RCSD to CJUSD and from CIUSD to RCSD. The territory to be transferred is
located within Placer County and is more particularly described as “Exhibit A, attached hereto.
A map of the territory is set forth in an exhibit marked as “Exhibit A” and filed with the County
Superintendent of Schools for Placer County as an additional exhibit altached hereto.



2. The transfer of territory as petitioned herein will result in a modification of the
boundaries of RCSD and CIUSD. The boundaries as modified, are noted in Exhibits “A” and
shall be filed with the County Superintendent of Schools for Placer County.

3. Upon approval by the majority of members of the Governing Board of RCSD of a
resolution initiating the proposcd territory transfer, RCSD’s Superintendent and/or Assistant
Superintendent of Business shall submit a copy of this resolution and all pertinent exhibits and
supplements contemplated herein to the County Superintendent of Schools of Placer Couaty
pursuant to Education Code 35700.

4. The Superintendent, Assistant Superintendent of Business, and their respective
designees, are hereby authorized and directed, for and in the name of and on behalf of RCSD. to
execute and deliver any and all such documents, 1o do any and all things and take any and all
actions that may be necessary or advisable, in their discretion, in order to carry out the purposes
of this resolution, All actions heretofore taken by officers, employees, and agents of RCSD that
are in conformity with the purpose and intent of this resolution are hereby approved, confirmed,
and ratified.

APPROVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED this 21" day of March, 2013 by the following
vote of the Board of Education of the Rosevitle City School District.
AYES 5
NOLES
ABSENT
ABSTAIN

i’/e‘;qi/dcm of the Board of Fducalién

[Seal]

Altest:

Secretary to the Board of Education

{2
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Exhibit “B”

Statement of Findings In Support
of the Proposed Territory Transfer

ADEQUACY OF STUDENT ENROLLMENT [Education Code § 35753(a)(1); Title
5, CCR, §18573(a)(1)}(A),(B).]

When territory transfers between school distriets is proposed, it must be determined that
the reorganized districts will be adequate in terms of the number of students enrolled.

The proposed territory transfer would have no current impact on student enrollment for
the Roseville City School District since the areas proposed for transfer are uninhabited.

THE TERRITORY TRANSFER IS PROPOSED ON THE BASIS OF A
SUBSTANTIAL COMMUNITY IDENTITY |Education Code § 35753(a)2): Titlc 5.
CCR, § 18573(a)(2).]

When a new district is created by reorganization, it must be determined whether the new
district is organized on the basis of community identity. While the proposed territory
transfers between the Roseville City School District and the Center Joint Unified School
District will not result in the creation of a new district, it is significant nonetheless that
community identity is a critical aspect of the proposed territory transfer.

The territory transfer is supported by city of Roseville and the land developer. The
transfer is being proposed so that school district boundaries will conform to current
property and future street boundaries while creating as close to a “net zero” impact as
possible on the school districts in terms of the number of housing units being transferred.

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL RESULT IN EQUITABLE
DIVISIONS OF PROPERTY AND FACILITIES OF THE ROSEVILLE CITY
SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
{Education Code § 35753(a)3): Title 5, CCR, §18573¢a)(3).

The territory proposed for transfer does not contain any school buildings or other
personal property of either schoot district for which division is necessary.

The Roseville School District has outstanding bonded indebtedness of $49.230.137 with
bonds originally issued in 1992 and 2002. The bonds have matarity dates ranging from
2014 to 2029. The Center Joint Unified School District has outstanding bonded
indebtedness of $38,747,907 with bonds originally issued in 1991 and 2001. These bonds
have maturity dates ranging from 2016 to 2031, Since the territory involves only 10.9
acres, with a net difference of only 1.5 acres and a potential 14 housing units in favor of
the Center Joint Unified School District, there will be no resulting inequity.
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THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT PROMOTE RACIAL
OR ETHNIC DISCRIMINATION OR SEGREGATION (Education Code §
35753(a)(4); Title 5, CCR, § 18573(a)(4).]

NOTE: The following enrollment statistics for sections A and B below are hased on
CBEDS data tor the 2011-12 school year.

A. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville City School District

American Indian: 57 (0.6% of total District enrollment)
Asian: 643 (6.5% of District enrollment)

Pacific Islander: 63 (0.6% of District enrollment)
Filipino: 428 (4.3% of District enrollment)

» Higpanic: 2,001 (20.9% of District enrolliment)

e Black: 255 (2.6% of District enrollment)

e  White: 6,060 (61.3% of District enrollment)

B. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group of the Center
Joint Unified School District

s American Indian: 56 (1.2 % of total District enrollment)
Asian: 381 (7.9% of District enrolimemt)

Pacific Islander: 6] (1.3% of District enrollment)
Filipino: 129 (2.7% of District enrollment)

Hispanic: 1,002 (20.7% of District enroliment)

Black: 624 (12.9% of District enrollment)

¢ White: 2,375 (49.0% of District enrolliment)

There should be no change in the cthnic makeup of either school district as a result of this
territory transfer,

EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON COSTS TO THE
STATE [Education Code § 35753(a)(3): Title 5, CCR, § 18573{a)(1).]

Based on available data, the Roseville City School District does not anticipate that the
territory transfer, i approved, would increase any costs to the State, There are no students
presently in the area proposed for transfer.

Further, the Roseville City School District does not anticipate that the proposed territory
transfer would have any impact whatsoever on the any “Categorical Funds” currently
teceived from the state.

[



VI

VIL

VI

IX.

XL

THE TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY DISRUPT
DISTRICT-WIDE OR SCHOOL SITE EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS [Education
Code § 35753(a)(6); Title S, CCR, § 18573(a)(5).]

Because the area involved in the proposed territory transfer is uninhabited, the territory
transfer will not significantly disrupt district-wide or school-site educational programs.

EFFECT ON SCHOOL HOUSING COSTS [Education Code § 35753(a)(7).]
The proposed territory transfer would have no itnpact on school housing costs.

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER IS NOT PRIMARILY DESIGNED
TO RESULT IN A SIGNIFICANT INCREASE IN PROPERTY VALUES
{Education Code § 35753(a)(8).]

The proposed territory transfer involves a very small area and is not intended to result in
any increase in property values.

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT NEGATIVELY
AFFECT THE FISCAL MANAGEMENT OR FISCAL STATUS OF THE
ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT [FEducation Code § 35753(2)(9).]

The proposed territory transfer, if approved, would have no impact on the fiscal
management or fiscal status of the Roseville City School District.

EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON ROSEVILLE
CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT EMPLOYEES [J:ducation Code § 35753(a)(10).}

The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on employces of the Roseville C ity
School District.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER
[Education Code § 35753(a) 10): School District Reorganization Handbook. |

The shifting of boundaries as proposed in the territory transfer would have no
environmental impact,



RESOLUTION # 6/2012-13

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT INITIATING THE TRANSFER OF TERRITORY FROM THE CENTER
JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT TO THE ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL

DISTRICT AND THE ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE TRANSFER OF
TERRITORY FROM THE ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT AND
THE ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT TO THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT

WHEREAS, the Center Joint Unified School District (“CIUSD™) is located in Placer and
Sacramento Counties in the State of California and is governed by a Board of Education known
as the Board of Education of the Center Joint Unified School District;

WHEREAS, CJUSD has undertaken to study the feasibility of transferring to the
Roseville Joint Union High School District (“RIUHDS™) and the Roseville City School District
("RCSD) uninhabited territory located in a portion of CJUSD and more particularly described
in Exhibit A, attached hereto;

WHEREAS, CJUSD has also undertaken to study the teasibility of transferring
uninhabited territory located in the Placer County portion of RIUHSD and RCSD to CJUSD, as
more particularly described in Exhibit A, attached hereto;

CWHEREAS, CJUSD has undertaken said feasibility study on its own behalf,

WHEREAS, the Board of Education has made factual determinations as set forth in the
accompanying “Statement of Findings tn Support of the Proposed Territory Transfer,” which is
attached as Exhibit B hereto;

WHEREAS, RIUHSD and CJUSD, with the cooperation of the Roseville City School
District, scek to jointly initiate the proposed territory transfer; and

WHEREAS. Calitornia Education Code section 35700(d) provides that an action to
rearganize one or more school districts may be initiated upon the filing with the County
Superintendent of Schools a petition signed by a majority of the members of the governing
boards of cach of the school districts that would be affected by the proposed reorganization.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Education of the Center Joint
Unified School District, as tollows:

1. Pursuant to California Education Code section 35700(d), petition is hereby made,
as evidenced by the “Signature Page,” attached hereto, for the transfer of certain uninhabited
territory from RIUHSD and RCSD to CIUSD and from CIUSD to RIUHSD and RCSD. The
territory to be transterred is located within Placer County and is more particularly described as
“Exhibit A" attached hereto. A wap of'the teritory is set forth in an exhibit marked as “Exhibit



A” and filed with the County Superintendent of Schools for Sacramento County as an additional
exhibit attached hereto,

2. The transfer of territory as petitioned herein will result in a modification of the
boundaries of RIUHSD, RCSD and CJUSD. The boundaries as modi fied, shall be set forth in
exhibits to be prepared and submitted at a later time. Such exhibits shall be prepared by staff and
marked as Exhibits “C” and “D” respectively, and filed with the County Superintendent of
Schools for Sacramento County as additional exhibits hereto and incorporated herein by
reference,

1. Upon approval by the majority of members of the Governing Board of CJUSD of
a resolution initiating the proposed territory transfer, CJUSD s Superintendent shall submit a
copy ot this resolution and all pertinent exhibits and supplements contemplated herein to the
County Superintendent of Schools of Sacramento County pursuant to Education Code 35700,

4, The Superintendent and his designees, are hereby authorized and directed, for and
in the name of and on behalf of CJUSD, to execute and deliver any and all such documents, to do
any and all things and take any and all actions that may be necessaty or advisable, in their
discretion, in order to carry out the purposes of this resolution. All actions heretofore taken by
officers, employees, and agents of CJUSD that are in contormity with the purpose and intent of
this resolution are hereby approved, confirred, and ratified.

APPROVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED this 20th day of March, 2013 by the following
vote of the Board of Education of the Center Joint Unified School District,

AYES 5.
NOES 0
ABSENT T
ABSTAIN O

BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE
CENTER JOINT UNIFT SCHOOL DS TRICT

e y) & ) Sger

T N -~ - L
President of the Board of Education

{Seal]

Attest:

e ST

% of the Beriird 6F Education

10087161 2
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N (,y Aﬂrson Member Jefemy Hufit, Clerk
I</L Kélley/ Member Delrae M. Pope, Merhber '
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[\)fmald E. Wilson, President
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Exhibit “B”

Statement of Findings In Support
of the Proposed Territory Transfer

ADEQUACY OF STUDENT ENROLLMENT [Education Code § 35753(a)(1); Title
5, CCR, §18573(a)(1)(A)L(B).]

When territory transters between school districts is proposed, it must be determined that
the reorganized districts will be adequate in terms of the number of students enrolled.

The proposed territory transfer would have no current impact on student enroliment for
the Center Joint Unified School District since the areas proposed for transfer are
uninhabited,

THE TERRITORY TRANSFER [S PROPOSED ON THE BASIS OF A
SUBSTANTIAL COMMUNITY IDENTITY [Education Code § 35753(a)(2); Title 5,
CCR, § 18573(a)(2).]

When a new district is created by reorganization, it must be determined whether the new
district is organized on the basts of community identity., While the proposed territory
transfers between the Roseville City School District, the Roseville Joint Union High
School District and the Center Joint Unified School District will not result in the creation
of a new distriet, it is significant nonctheless that community identity is a critical aspect
of the proposed territory transfer.

The territory transter is supported by city of Roseville and the land developer. The
transter is being proposed so that school district boundaries will conform to current future
property and future street boundaries while creating as close to a “net zero” impact as
possible on the school districts in terms of the number of housing units being transterred..

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL RESULT IN EQUITABLE
DIVISIONS OF PROPERTY AND FACILITIES OF THE ROSEVILLE CITY
SCHOOL DISTRICT, THE ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION $CHOOL DISTRICT
AND THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT [Education Code §
35753(a)(3); Title 5, CCR, §18573(a)3).]

The territory proposed for transfer does not contain any school buildings or other
personal property of any of the school districts for which division is necessary.

The Roseville School District has outstanding bonded indebtedness of $49,230,137 with
bonds originally issued in 1992 and 2002. The bonds have maturity dates ranging from
2014 to 2029. The Roseville Joint Union High School District has outstanding bonded
indebtedness of $126,557,476 with bonds originally issued tn 1992, 2004 and 2007. The
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bonds have maturity dates ranging from 2014 to 2034. The Center Joint Unified School
District has outstanding bonded indebtedness of $38,747,907 with bonds originally issued
in 1991 and 2001, These bonds have maturity dates ranging from 2016 to 203 1. Since the
territory involves only 10.9 acres, with a net difference of only 1.5 acres, and a potential
14 housing units in favor of the Center Joint Unitied School District, there will be no
resulting inequity.

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT PROMOTE RACIAL
OR ETHNIC DISCRIMINATION OR SEGREGATION [Education Code §
35753(a)(4); Title 5, CCR, § 18573(a)(4).]

NOTE: The following enrollment statistics for sections A and B helow are based on
CBEDS data for the 201 1-12 school vear.

A, Number and Percentage of Pupils_in Each Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville City Schogl District

.» American Indian: 57 (0.6% of total District enrolliment)

e Asian: 643 (6.5% of District enroihnent)

» Pacific [slander: 63 (0.6% of District enrollment)
¢ Filipino: 428 (4.3% of District enrollment)

e Hispanic: 2,001 (20.9% of District enrollment)

o Black: 255 (2.6% of District enrollment)

o White: 6,060 (61.3% of District enrollment)

B. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville Joint Union High School District

¢ American Indian: 79 (0.8% of total District enrollment)

s Asian: 063 (6.6% of District enrollment)
+ Pacific Islander: 42 (0.4% of District enrollment)
e  Filipino: 279 (2.8% of District corollment)

o Hispanic: 1,642 (19.3% of District cnrollinent)
» Black: 401 (4.0% ol District enyollment)
s White: 6,392 {63.6% of District enrollment)

C. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group of the Center
Joint Unified School District

*  American Indian: 56 (1.2 % of total District enrollment)
o Asian: 381 (7.9% ol District envollment)

o Pacific slander: 61 (1.3% of District enroliment)

» Filipino: 129 (2.7% of District carollinent)

o IHispanic: 1,002 (20.7% of Distriet enrollment)

o Black: 624 (12.9% of District corollment)

]
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s White: 2,375 (49.0% of District enrollment)

There should be no change in the ethnic makeup of any of the schools district as a result
of this territory transfer.

EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON COSTS TO THE
STATE [Education Code § 35753(a)(5); Title 5, CCR, § 18573(2)(1).]

Based on available data, the Center Joint Union School District does not anticipate that
the territory transfer, if approved, would increase any costs to the State. There are no
students presently in the area proposed for transfer.

Further, the Center Joint Union School District does not anticipate that the proposed
territory transfer would have any impact whatsoever on the any *“Categorical Funds”
currently received from the state.

THE TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY DISRUPT
DISTRICT-WIDE OR SCHOOL SITE EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS [Education
Code § 35753(a)(6); Title 5, CCR, § 18573(a)(5).]

Because the area involved in the proposed territory transfer is uninhabited, the territory
transter will not significantly disrupt district-wide or school-site educational programs.

EFFECT ON SCHOOL HOUSING COSTS {Education Code § 35753(a)7).]
The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on school housing costs.

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER IS NOT PRIMARILY DESIGNED
TO RESULT IN A SIGNIFICANT INCREASE IN PROPERTY VYALUES
[Education Code § 35753(a)(8). ]

The proposcd territory transter involves a very small arca and is not intended to result in
any increase in property vatues,

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT NEGATIVELY
AFFECT THE FISCAL MANAGEMENT OR FISCAL STATUS OF THE
CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT [Education Code § 35753(a}9).]

The proposed territory transfer, it approved, would have no impact on the fiscal
management or fiscal status of the Center Joint Unitied School District.

EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON CENTER JOINT
UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT EMPLOYEES [Education Code § 35753(a)(10).]

The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on employees of the Center Joint
Unified School District.

Lad
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER
[Education Code § 35753(a)(10); School District Reorganization Handbook. ]

The shifting of boundaries as proposed in the territory transfer would have no
environmental impact,
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ATTACHMENT 1

Completed Petition RECD APR 11 2013

Received July 2, 2013
Board of Education

Susan E. Duane Gary Miller Halile Romero

Brian Vlahos  Jefferson Willoughby

“Achleving Tomorrow by Educating Today” Richard L. Plerucel, Superintendent

April 8, 2013

Teresa Stinson, General Counsel _
Sacramerito County Office of Education
10474 Mather Boulevard

Mather, CA 95655

Re: Request for Territory Transfer
Ms. Stinson,

This serves as notice of a petition to the County Committee on School District
Organization of Sacramento County for a transfer of territory between the Roseville City School
District, the Roseville Joint Union High School District and the Center Joint Unified School
District. The districts are working cooperatively in this transfer, which involves an “uninhabited”
area,

Included with this letter are resolutions adopted by each school board, as well as a
statement of findings for each, There is also a map showing the areas to be transferred as well as
letters of suppotrt fiom the developer and the City of Roseville.

The area, known as the Sierra Vista development, is located in Placer County. However,
because the Roseville districts xeport to the Placer County Office of Education while the Center
Joint Unified reports to the Sactamento County Office of Education, petitions must be filed with
both county offices. We request that the two County Committees coordinate their efforts so that
one set of meetings can be held in each district in order to expedite the process.

We also request that the process be completed prior to December 31, 2013 in order for the
territory transfer to take effect on July 1, 2014,

Please let me know if you have any further questions or require additional information.

e

Dennis Snelling

Assistant Superintendent, Business
dsnelling@resdk8.org

(916) 771-1600, ext. 109

cc: Gayle Garbolino-Mojica, Superintendent, Placer County Office of Education

1050 MAIN STREET — ROSEVILLE, CALIFORNIA 95878 - 916/771.1600 ~ FAX B18/771-1630
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Fabruary 14, 2013
Roseville City School District, Rich Pieruccl & Dennis Snelling
Roseville Joint Union High School District, Tony Monetti & Gary Stevens
Center Unified Schoal Disttict, Scott Lochr

RE: Sierra Vista Specific Plan ~ School Distilct Boundaries
Dear Gentlemen,

This letter relterates the Pianning Commission’s desire fo support and encourage minor schoa!
district boundary adjustments that maintain residential nelghborhaods so that homes within a single
subdivision/neighborhood are contained within the same schodl district in the Sierra Vista Specific
Plah, We understand that the Slerra Vista Specific Plan and the Westbrook Amendment created
some large fots that will require some minor adjustments to district boundaries to eliminate “slivers’
so that sfudents within a single subdivision and across a residentfal street from each other are not
located in different school districts.

During the Slerra Vista Specific Plan public hearings, ali three School Districts indicated they
understood the issue and would work togather to balance the sludent attendance and keep
nelghborhoods whole,

The City continues fo support this effort. If there is anything else we can provide to assist in this
process, § ¢can be reached at 916-774-5285.

Planning Director

City of Roseville

311 Vernon Street
Roseviile, CA 25678
prichardson@roseville.ca us

cc.  Roseville Planning Commission
Westbrook Properties, Jeff Jones

VI.5.
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1700 Eureke Road, Suite 140 RECEIVED FEB 29 1
Roseville, CA 95661
916.774.3400

February 14, 2013

Mr, Dennis Snelling

ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT
1050 Main Street

Roseville, CA 95678

Re:  Sierva Vista Specific Plan - School Disivict Boundary Adjustments

Deart Dennis,

The signatory's below own or are authorized to act on behalf of the owners of lands that ate
subject to the proposed school district boundary adfustments between the Roseville City School
District, Roseville Yoint Union High School District and the Center Unified School District,
These adjustments to the boundaties are to conform to the recently approved Sierra Vista
Specific Plan so as to avoid residents of particular neighborhoods attending different schools.
'The affected parcels are identified by the following Placer County Assessor Parcel Numbers;

£17-150-002 ~ Westpark SV 400, LLL.C

017-150-023 - Westpark SV 400, LL.C

017-150-019 ~ Westpark SV 400, LL.C
017-150-020 — Westpark Sierra Vista, LL.C

The parties wish to acknowledge and support the request to modify the boundaries of the above
referenced school districts as shown on the exhibit, a copy of which is attached hereto, titled
“School District Land Use Acre Summary Exhibit for a portion of the Sierra Vista Specific Plan
Area”, dated June 22, 2011.

Sincerely,

Westpark SV 400, LLC Westpark Sietra Vista; LLC

h—

John Murray John Mutray
Manager Manager

V1.6.



RESOLUTION # 6/2012-13

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT INITIATING THE TRANSFER OF TERRITORY FROM THE CENTER
JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT TO THE ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL

DISTRICT AND THE ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE TRANSFER OF
TERRITORY FROM THE ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT AND
THE ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT TO THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT

WHEREAS, the Center Joint Unified School District (“CIJUSD”) is located in Placer and
Sacramento Counties in the State of California and is governied by a Board of Education known
as the Boatd of Education of the Center Joint Unified School District;

WHEREAS, CIUSD has undeitaken to study the feasibility of transferring to the
Roseville Joint Union High School District (“RIUHDS”) and the Roseville City School District
(“RCSD”) uninhabited territory located in a portion of CJUSD and more particularly described
in Exhibit A, attached hereto;

WHEREAS, CJUSD has also undertaken to study the feasibility of transferring
uninhabited territory located in the Placer County portion of RJUHSD and RCSD to CJUSD, as
more patticulaily described in Exhibit A, attached hereto;

WHEREAS, CIUSD has undertaken said feasibility study on its own behalf;

WHEREAS, the Boaxd of Education has made factual determinations as set forth in the
accompanying “Statement of Findings in Support of the Proposed Territory Transfer,” which is
attached as Exhibit B hereto;

WHEREAS, RIUHSD and CJUSD, with the cooperation of the Roseville City School
District, seel to jointly initiate the proposed tertitory transfer; and

WHEREAS, California Education Code section 35700(d) provides that an action to
reorganize one o tmore school districts may be initiated upon the filing with the County
Superintendent of Schools a petition signed by a majority of the members of the governing
boards of each of the school districts that would be affected by the proposed reorganization.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Education of the Center Joint
Unified School District, as foliows:

1. Pursuant to California Education Code section 35700(dl), petition is hereby made,
as evidenced by the “Signature Page,” attached hereto, for the transfer of certain uninhabited
‘territory from RIUHSD and RCSD to CYUSD and from CYUSD to RIUHSD and RCSD. The
tetritory to be transferied is located within Placer County and is more particularly described as
“Fxhibit A,” attached heteto, A map of the tertitoty is set forth in an exhibit marked as “Iixhibit

VI.7.



A” and filed with the County Superintendent of Schools for Sactamento County as an additional
exhibit attached hereto.

2. The transfer of territory as petitioned herein will result in a modification of the
boundaries of RIUHSD, RCSD and CJUSD. The boundaries as modified, shall be set forth in
exhibits to be prepared and submitted at a later time. Such exhibits shall be prepared by staff and
marked as Exhibits “C” and “D” respectively, and filed with the County Superintendent of
Schools for Sacramento County as additional exhibits hereto and incorporated herein by
reference.

3, Upon approval by the majority of members of the Governing Board of CJUSD of
a resolution itiitiating the proposed territory transfer, CYUSD’s Superintendent shall submit a
copy of this resolution and all pertinent exhibits and supplements contemplated herein to the
County Superintendent of Schools of Sacramento County pursuant to Education Code 35700,

4, The Superintendent and his designees, are hereby anthorized and directed, for and
in the name of and on behalf of CJUSD, to execute and deliver any and alf such doctuments, to do
any and all thmgs and take any and all actions that may be necessary or advisable, in their
discretion, in order to-camy out the putposes of this resolution, All actions heretofore taken by
officers, employees, and agents of CJUSD that are in conformity with the puipose and intent of
this resolution ate hereby approved, confirmed, and ratified.

APPROVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED this 20th day of March, 2013 by the following
vote of the Board of Bducation of the Center Joint Unified School District.

AYES 5
NOES 0
ABSENT _0
ABSTAIN 0

BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE
CEN ERJ OINT UNI ;D SCHOOL DIBTRICT

.1 7/%1 /ZT } (W 244

President of the ) Bomd of Bducation

[Seal]
Attest:

Qe(k of the,Be/ d 6F Education

-~

1008716.1 2
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SIGNATURE PAGE

VI1.9.

I Zemy Hufit, Clerk

KQ&&\,&,( /)01(2@

Deliae M. Pope, Merfber '
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Exhibit “B”

Statement of Findings In Support
of the Proposed Territory Transfer

ADEQUACY OF STUDENT ENROLLMENT [Education Code § 35753(a)(1); Title
5, CCR, §18573(a)(1)(A).(B).]

When territory transfers between school districts is proposed, it must be determined that
the reorganized districts will be adequate in termms of the number of students enrolled,

The proposed tertitory transfer would have no current impact on student enrollment for
the Center Joint Unified School District since the areas proposed for transfer are
uninhabited,

THE TERRITORY TRANSFER IS PROPOSED ON THE BASIS OF A
SUBSTANTIAL COMMUNITY IDENTITY [Education Code § 35753(a)(2); Title 5,
CCR, § 18573(a)(2).] .

When a new district is created by reorganization, it must be determined whether the new
district is organized on the basis of community identity. While the proposed ferritory
transfers between the Roseville City School District, the Roseville Joint Union High
School District and the Center Joint Unified School District will not result in the creation
of a new district, it is significant nonetheless that community identity is a critical aspect
of the proposed territory transfer.

The temtory transfer is supported by city of Roseville and the land developer. The
transfer is being proposed so that school district boundaries will conform to curlent future
property and future street boundaries while creating as close to a “net zero” impact as
possible on the school districts in terms of the nimber of housing units being transferred..

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL RESULT IN EQUITABLE
DIVISIONS OF PROPERTY AND FACILITIES OF THE ROSEVILLE CITY
SCHOOL DISTRICT, THE ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT
AND THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT [Education Code §
35753(2)(3); Title 5, CCR, §18573(2)(3).]

The territory proposed for transfer does not contain any school buildings or other
petsonal property of any of the school districts for which division is necessary.

The Roseville School District has outstanding bonded indebtedness of $49,230,137 with
bonds originally issued in 1992 and 2002, The bonds have maturity dates ranging from
2014 to 2029, The Roseville Joint Union High School District has outstanding bonded
indebtedness of $126,557,476 with bonds originally issued in 1992, 2004 and 2007, The

VI,



bonds have maturity dates ranging from 2014 to 2034, The Center Joint Unified School
District has outstanding bonded indebtedness of $38,747,907 with bonds originally issued
in 1991 and 2001, These bonds have matusity dates ranging from 2016 to 2031, Since the
territory involves only 10.9 acres, with a net difference of only 1.5 acres, and a potential
14 housing units in favor of the Center Joint Unified School District, there will be no
resulting inequity.

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT PROMOTE RACIAL
OR ETHNIC DISCRIMINATION OR SEGREGATION [Hducation Code §
35753(a)(4); Title 5, CCR, § 18573(2)(4).]

NOTE: The following enrollment statistics for sections A and B below are based on
CBEDS data for the 2011-12 school year.

A, Number_and Percentage of Pupils in Bach Racial and Ethnic Group in the
TRoseville City School District

American Indian: 57 (0.6% of total District entollment)
Asian: 643 (6.5% of District enrollment)

Pacific Islander: 63 (0.6% of District enrollment)
Filipino; 428 (4.3% of District envollment)

Hispanic: 2,061 (20.9% of District enrollment)

Black: 255 (2.6% of District enrollment)

White: 6,060 (61.3% of District enrollment)

2 0 & 9 92 o @

B. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Bach Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville Joint Union High School District ‘

American Indian: 79 (0.8% of total District enrollment)
Astan: 663 (6.6% of District envollment)

Pacific Islander: 42 (0.4% of District enrollment)
Filipino: 279 (2.8% of District enrollment)

Hispanic: 1,642 (19.3% of District enrollment)

Black: 401 (4.0% of District enrollment)

White: 6,392 (63.6% of District enroliment)

o o & & 9 o @

C. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group of the Center
Joint Unified School District

Ametican Indian: 56 (1.2 % of total District enrollment)
Asian: 381 (7.9% of District enrollment)

Pacific Islander: 61 (1.3% of District entollment)
Filipino: 129 (2.7% of District entoliment)

Hispanic: 1,002 (20.7% of Disttict enroliment)

Black: 624 (12.9% of District enrolliment)

e & @ 9 9 9
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o White: 2,375 (49.0% of District enrollment)

There should be no change in the ethnic makeup of any of the schools district as a result
of this territory transfer,

EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON COSTS TO THE
STATE [Education Code § 35753(e)(5); Title 5, CCR, § 18573(a)(1).]

Based on available data, the Center Joint Union School District does not anticipate that
the territory transfer, if approved, would increase any costs o the State. There are no
students presently in the area proposed for transfer.

Rurther, the Center Joint Union School District does not anticipate that the proposed
territory transfer would have any impact whatsoever on the any “Categorical Funds”
currently received from the state.

THE TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY DISRUPT
DISTRICT-WIDE OR SCHOOL SITE EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS [Education
Code § 35753(a)(6); Title 5, CCR, § 18573(a)(5).]

Because the area involved in the proposed territory transfer is uninhabited, the territory
transfer will not significantly disrupt distiict-wide or school-site educational programs.

EFFECT ON SCHOOIL HOUSING COSTS [Education Code § 35753(a)(7).]

The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on school housing costs.

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER IS NOT PRIMARILY DESIGNED
TO RESULT IN A SIGNIFICANT INCREASE IN PROPERTY VALUES
[Education Code § 35753(2)(8).1

The proposed territory transfer involves a very small area and is not intended to result in
any increase in property values,

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT NEGATIVELY
AYFECT THE FISCAL MANAGEMENT OR FISCAL STATUS OF THE
CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT {Education Code § 35753(a)(9).]

The proposed temitory transfer, if approved, would have no impact on the fiscal
management or fiscal status of the Center Joint Unified School District.

EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON CENTER JOINT
UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT EMPLOYEES {Education Code § 35753(a)(10).]

The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on employees of the Center Joint
Unified School District.

VI13.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER
[Education Code § 35753(a)(10); School District Reorganization Handboolc.]

The shifting of boundaries as proposed in the teritory transfer would have no
environmental impact.

V114,



RESOLUTION NO. 2012-13.17

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL
DISTRICT INITIATING THE TRANSFER OF TERRITORY FROM THE ROSEVILLE CITY
SCHOOL DISTRICT TO THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE
TRANSFER OF TERRITORY FROM THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIELD SCHOOL DISTRICT
TO THE ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT

WHEREAS, the Roseville City School District (“RCSD”) is located in Placer County in
the State of California and is governed by a Board of Education known as the Board of
Education of the Roseville City School District;

WHEREAS, RCSD has undettaken to study the feasibility of transferring to Center Joint
Unified School District (“CYUSD”) uninhabited tervitory located in a portion of RCSD and more
particularly described in Exhibit A, attached heréto;

WHEREAS, RCSD has also undertaken to study the feasibility of transferring
uninhabited texritory located in the Placer County portion of CTUSD to RCSD, as more
particularly described in Exhibit A, attached hereto;

WHEREAS, RCSD has undertaken said feasibility study on its own behalf;

WHEREAS, the Board of Education has made factual determinations as set forth in the
accompanying “Statement of Findings in Support of the Proposed Territory Transfor,” which is
attached as Exkibit B heveto;

WBEREAS, RCSD and CJUSD, with the cooperation of the Roseville High School
District, seek to jointly initiate the proposed territory transfer; and

WHEREAS, California Education Code section 35700(d) provides that an action to
reorgahize one or inore school districts may be initiated upon the filing with the County
Superintendent of Schools a petition signed by a majority of the members of the governing
boards of each of the school districts that would be affected by the proposed reotganization.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Education of the Roseville
City School District, as follows:

1. Pursnant to California Education Code section 35700(d), petition is hereby made,
as evidenced by the “Signature Page,” attached hereto, for the transfer of certain uninhabited
tersitory from RCSD to CJUSD and from CJUSD to RCSD. The territory to be transferred is
located within Placer County and is more particularly described as “Exhibit A,” attached hereto.
A map of the territory is set forth in an exhibit marked as “Exhibit A” and filed with the County
Superintendent of Schools for Placer County as an additional exhibit attached heyeto.
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2. The transfer of territory as petitioned herein will result in a modification of the
boundaries of RCSD and CJUSD. The boundaties as modified, are noted in Exhibits “A” and
shalf be filed with the County Supetintendent of Schools for Placer County,

3. Upon approval by the majority of members of the Governing Board of RCSD of a
resolution initiating the proposed territory transfer, RCSD’s Supetintendent and/or Assistant
Superintendent of Business shall submit a copy of this resolution and all pertinent exhibits and
supplements contemplated herein to the County Supetintendent of Schools of Placer County
pursuant to Education Code 35700,

4, The Superintendent, Assistant Superintendent of Business, and their respective
designees, are hereby authotized and ditected, for and in the name of and on behalf of RCSD, to
execute and deliver any and all such documents, to do any and all things and take any and all
actions that may be necessary or advisable, in their discretion, in order to carry out the purposes
of this resolution. All actions heretoforc taken by officers, employees, and agents of RCSD that
are in conformity with the purpose and intent of this resolution are hereby approved, confirmed,
and ratified.

APPROVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED this 21% day of March, 2013 by the following
vote of the Board of Edueation of the Roseville City School District.

AYES 5
NOES 0
ABSENT 0
ABSTAIN 0

BOARD OF EDUCAYION OF THE

LLEC YS‘i?
j AL

P}.ehdent of the Board of Educauén

[Seal]

Attest:

Koot Moo

Secretary to the Board of Education

1008716.1 2
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Exhibit “B”

Statement of Findings In Support
of the Proposed Territory Transfer

ADEQUACY OF STUDENT ENROLLMENT [Education Code § 35753(a)(1); Titte
5, CCR, §18573(a)(1)(A),(B).]

When tetritory transfers between school districts is proposed, it must be determined that
the reorganized districts will be adequate in terms of the number of students enrolted.

The proposed territory transfer would have no current impact on student enroliment for
the Roseville City School District since the areas proposed for transfer are uninhabited.

THE TERRITORY TRANSFER IS PROPOSED ON THE BASIS OF A
SUBSTANTIAL COMMUNITY IDENTITY [Education Code § 35753(a)(2); Title 5,
CCR, § 18573(a)(2).]

When & new district is created by reorganization, it must be determined whether the new
district is organized on the basis of community identity. While the proposed territory
transfers between the Roseville City School District and the Center Joint Unified School
District will not result in the creation of a new district, it i§ significant nonetheless that
community identity is a critical aspect of the proposed territory transfer.

The tei'ritory transfer is supported by city of Roseville and the land developer. The
transfer is being proposed so that school district boundaries will confo;m to current
property and future street boundaties while creating as ¢close to a *“net zero” impact as
possible on the school districts in terms of the number of housing units being transferred.

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL RESULT IN EQUITABLE
DIVISIONS OF PROPERTY AND FACILITIES OF THE ROSEVILLE CITY
SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
[Education Code § 35753(a)(3); Title 5, CCR, §18573(a)(3).]

The territory proposed for transfer does not contain any school buildings or other
personal propérty of either school district for which division is necessary.

The Roseville School District has outstanding bonded indebtedness of $49,230,137 with
bonds originally issued in 1992 and 2002. The bonds have matuity dates ranging fiom
2014 io 2029. The Center Joint Unified School Distiict has outstanding bonded
indebtedness of $38,747,907 with bonds originally issued in 1991 and 2001, These bonds
have maturity dates ranging from 2016 to 2031. Since the temitoty involves only 10.9
acres, with a net difference of only 1.5 acres and a potential 14 housing units in favor of
the Center Joint Unified School District, there will be no resulting inequity.
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THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT PROMOTE RACIAL
OR ETBNIC DISCRIMINATION OR SEGREGATION [Bducation Code §
35753(a)(4); Title 5, CCR, § 18573(a)(4).]

NOTE: The following enrollment statistics for sections A and B below are based on
CBEDS data for the 201112 school year.

A. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial aitd Ethnic Group in the
Roseville City School District

American Indian: 57 (0.6% of total District envollment)
Asjan: 643 (6.5% of District envollment)

Pacific Islander: 63 (0.6% of District enroliment)
Filipino: 428 (4.3% of District envollment)

Hispanic: 2,061 (20.9% of District enrollment)

Black: 255 (2.6% of District enrollment)

White: 6,060 (61.3% of District enrollment)

e & 0 2 & © 0

B. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Eihnic Group of the Centet

Joint Unified School District

American Indian: 56 (1.2 % of total District enrollment)
Asian; 381 (7.9% of District enrollment)

Pacific Islander; 61 (1.3% of District enrollment)
Filipino: 129 (2.7% of District enrollment)

Hispanic: 1,002 (20.7% of District enrollment)

Black: 624 (12.9% of District enrollment)

White: 2,375 (49.0% of District enrollment)

@ © & & & 9 ©°

There should be no change in the ethnic makeup of either school district as a result of this
territory transfer,

EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON COSTS TO THE
STATE [Education Code § 35753(a)(5); Title 5, CCR, § 18573(a)(L).]

Based on available data, the Roseville City School District does not anticipate that the
territory transfer, if approved, would increase any costs to the State. There are no students
preséntly in the area propose for transfer.

Further, the Roseville City School District does not anticipate that the proposed territory

transfer would have any impact whatsoever on the any “Categorical Funds” currently
received from the state,
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THE TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY DISRUPT
DISTRICT-WIDE OR SCHOOL SITE EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS [Education
Code § 35753(a)(6); Title 5, CCR, § 18573(a)(5).]

Because the area involved in the proposed territory transfer is uninhabited, the teriitory
transfer will not significantly disrupt district-wide or school-site educational programs.

EFFECT ON SCHOOL HOUSING COSTS [Education Code § 35753(a)(7).]
The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on school housing costs,

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER IS NOT PRIMARILY DESIGNED
TO RESULT IN A SIGNIFICANT INCREASE, IN PROPERTY VALUES
[Education Code § 35753(a)(8).]

The proposed territory transfer involves a very small area and is not intended to result in
any increase in property values,

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT NEGATIVELY
AFFECT THE FISCAL MANAGEMENT OR FISCAL STATUS OF THE
ROSEVILLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT [Education Code § 35753(a)(9).]

The proposed territory transfer, if approved, would have no impact on the fiscal
management ot fiscal status of the Roseville City School District.

EFFECT O THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON ROSEVILLE
CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT EMPLOYEES [Education Code § 35753(a)(10).]

The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on employees of the Roseville City
School District.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER
[Education Code § 35753(a)(10); School District Reorganization Handbook. ]

The shifting of boundaries as proposed in the territory transfer would have no
environmental impact,

V22,



RECD JUL 02 2913

RESOLUTION NO, 1307

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE ROSEVILLE
JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT INITIATING THE TRANSFER
OF TERRITORY FROM THE ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHQOL DISTRICT
TQ THE CBNTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE TRANSFER
OF TERRITORY FROM THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
TO THE ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

WHEREAS, the Roseville Joint Union High School District (“RIUHSD”) is located in
FPlacer and Sacramento Counties in the State of California and is governed by a Board of
Trustces known ag the Board of Trustees of the Roseville Joint Union High School District;

WHEREAS, RIUHSD has undertaken to study the feasibility of transferring to Center
Joint Unified School District (“CJUSD") uninhabited territory located in a portion of RIJUHSD
and more particularly shown in Exhibit “A,” attached herelo;

WHEREAS, RIUHSD has also undertaken to study the feasibility of transferring
uninhabited territory located in the Placer County portion of CJUSD to RYUHSD, as more
particularly described in Bxhibit A, attached hereto;

" WHEREAS, RTUHSD has undertaken said foasibility study on its owh behalf;

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees has made factual detélminat_ions as set forth in the
accompanying “Stateraent of Findings in Support of the Proposed Territory Transfer,” which is
attached as Exhibit *B* hereto;

WHEREAS, RIUHSD and CJUSD, with the cooperation of the Roseville City School
District, seek to jointly initiate the proposed territory transfer; and

WHEREAS, California Education Code section 35700(d) provides that an action to
reorganize one or more school disiricts may be initiated upon the filing with the County
Superintendent of Schools a petition signed by a majority of the membaers of the governing
boards of each of the school districts that would be affected by the proposed reorganization.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of the Roseville
Joint Union High School Districi, as follows: °

1. Pursuant to California Bducation Code section 35700(d), petition is hereby made,
as evidenced by the “Signature Page,” attached hereto, for the fransfer of ceriain uninhabited
tetritoty from RIUHSD to CJUSD and from CJUSD to RYUHSD. The territory to be transferred
is located within Placer County and is more particularly desctibed as Exhibit “A,” attached
hereto. A map of the territory is set forth in an exhibit marked as Exhibit “A” and filed with the
County Superintendent of Schools for Placer County as an additional exhibit attached hereto,

Page 1 of 6
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2, The transfer of territory as petitioned herein will result in a modification of the
boundaries of RIUHSD and CJUSD. The boundaties as modified shall be set forth in exhibits to
be prepared and submitted at a later time, Such exhibits shall be prepared by staff and matked as
Exhibits “C” and “D” respectively, and filed with the County Superintendent of Schools for
Placer County as additional exhibits hereto and incorporated herein by reference,

3. Upon apptoval by the majorlty of membeis of the Governing Board of RIUHSD
of a resolution initiating the proposed territory transfer, RTUHSD’s Superintendent shall submit a
copy of this resolution and all pertinent exhibits and supplements contemplated herein to the
County Superintendent of Schools of Placer County pursuant to Education Code 35700,

4, The Superintendent and his respeetive designees, are hereby authorized and
directed, for and in the name of and on behalf of RJUHSD, to execute and deliver any and all
such documents, to do any and all things and take any and all actions that may be necessary or
advisable, in their discretion, in order to carty out the pwposes of this resolution. All actions
heretofore taken by officers, employess, and agents of RIUHSD that are in conformity with the
putpose and intent of this resolution are lereby approved, confirmed, and ratified.

APPROVED, PASSED AND ADOPTED this 12" day of March, 2013 by the following
vote of the Board of Trustees of the Roseville Joint Union High Séhool District,

AYRS: 4 Aguilera, Huber, Park, Pinney
NOES: 0
ABSENT: 1 Stauss
ABSTAIN: NONE
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE

ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

¥ o )

Vice President of the Board of Trust CY:)

[Seal] % M

Rete u:l.lera, ber
Attest:
Clerk af the Board of Trustees

Page 2 of 6
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Exhibit “B”

Statement of Findings in Support
of the Proposed Territory Transfer

ADEQUACY OF STUPENT ENROLLMENT [Education Code § 35753(a)(1); Title
5, CCR, §18573(a)(1){(A)(B).]

When territory transfers between school districts is proposed, it must be determined that
the reorganized districts will be adequate in termis of the number of students enrolled,

The proposed territory fransfer would have no current.impact on student envollment for
the Roseville Joint Union High School District since the atcas proposed for transfer are
uninhabited.

THE TERRITORY TRANSFER IS PROPOSED ON THE BASIS OF A
SUBSTANTIAY, COMMUNITY IDENTITY [Education Code § 35753(a){(2); Title 5,
CCR, § 18573(a}(2).]

When a new district is created by reorganization, it must be determined whether the new
district is organized on the basis of community identity, While the proposed teritory
transfers between the Roseville Joint Union High School District and the Center Joint
Unified School District will not result in the creation of a new district, it is significant
nonetheless that community identity is a critical aspect of the proposed territory transfer,

The temtmy transfer is supported by city of Roseville and the land developei. The
transfer is being proposed so that school district boundaries will conforins to current
property and future street boundaries while creating as close to a “net zero” impact as
possible on the school dlstrlcts in terms of the number of housing units being transferred..

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILY. RESULT IN EQUITABLE
DIVISIONS OF PROPERTY AND FACILITIES OF THE ROSEVILLE JOINT
UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT AND THE CENTER JOINT UNIFIED
SCHOOL PISTRICT [Education Code § 35753(a)(3); Title 5, CCR, §18573(a)(3).]

The territory proposed for transfer does not contain any school buildings or other
personal propetty of cither school district for which division is necessary.

The Roseville Joint Union High School District has ou’tstaudmg bonded indebtedness of
$126,557,476 with bonds originally issued in 1992, 2004 and 2007. The bonds have
maturity dates ranging from 2014 to 2034, The Center Joint Unified School District has
outstanding bonded indebtedness of $38,747,907 with bonds originally issued in 1991
and 2001. These bonds have maturity dates ranging from 2016 to 2031, Since the
territory involves only 10.9 acres, with a net difference of only 1.5 acres and 14 potential
housing units in favor of the Center Joint Unified School District, there will be no
resulting inequity.

Page 4 of 6
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The PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER Will Not Promote Racial or Ethnic
Discrimination or Segregation [Education Code § 35753(a)(4); Tit. 5, CCR, §
18573 (a)(4).] -

NOTE: The following enrollment statistics for sections A and B below are based on
CBEDS data for the 2011-12 school year.

A, Number and Pecrcentape of Pupils iii_Each Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville Joint Union High School District

American Indian: 79 (0.8% of total District enrollent)
Asian: 663 (6.6% of District envollment)

Pacific Islander: 42 (0.4% of District entollment)
Filipinio: 279 (2.8% of District etirolliment)

Hispanic: 1,642 (19.3% of District enrollment)

Black: 401 (4.0% of District enrollment)

White: 6,392 (63.6% of District enrollment)

a o a9 e g & 8

B. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Bthnic Group of the Center
Joint Unified School District

American Indian: 56 (1.2 % of total District erirollment)
Asian: 381 (7.9% of District enrollinent)

Pacific Istander: 61 (1.3% of District enrollment)
Filipino: 129 (2.7% of District enrollment)

Hispanic: 1,002 (20.7% of District enroliment)

Black: 624 (12.9% of Districl enrollment)

White: 2,375 (49.0% of District enrollment)

2 8 & o o & o

There should be no change in the ethnic makeup of either school district as a result of this
territory transfer,

EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON COSTS TO THE
STATE [Education Code § 35753(a)(5); Tit. 5, CCR, § 18573(a)(1).]

Based on available data, the Roseville Joint Union High School District does not
anticipate that the territory transter, if approved, would increase any costs to the State,
There are no students presently in the area proposed for fransfer,

Further, the Roseville Joint Union High School District does not anticipate that the
proposed tetritory transfer would have any impact whatsoever on the any “Categorical
Funds” currently received from the state.

Page 5 of 6
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The Tertitory Transfer Will Not Significantly Distupt District-wide or School Site
Educationsl Programs [Education Code § 35753(a)(6); Tit. 5, CCR, § 18573(a)(5).]

Because the area involved in the proposed territory transfer is uninhabited, the territory
transfer will not significantly disrupt district-wide or school-site educational programs.

EFFECT ON SCHOOL HOUSING COSTS [Education Code § 35753(a)(7).]
The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on school housing costs,

THE PROPOSED TERRITORf TRANSFER IS NOT PRIMARILY DESIGNED
TO RESULT IN A SIGNIFICANT INCREASE IN PROPERTY VALUES
[Education Code § 35753(a}(8).]

The proposed territory transfer involves a very small area and is not intended to result in
any increase in propeity values,

THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER WILL NOT NEGATIVELY
AFFECT THE FISCAL MANAGEMENT OR FISCAL STATUS OF THE
ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT [Bducation Code §
35753(a)(9).]

The proposed térvitory transfer, if approved, would have no impact on the fiscal
management or fiscal status of the Roseville Joint Union High School District.

EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER ON ROSEVILLE
JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT EMPLOYEES [Education Code §
35753(2)(10).]

The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on employees of the Roseville Joint
Union High School District.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER
[Education Code § 35753(a)(10); School District Reorganization Handboolc.]

The shifting of boundaries as proposed in the territory transfer would have no
environmental impact,

Pagoe 6 of 6
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‘Board of Education

Susan E. Duane Qary Miller Halile Romero

,,,,, GITY SCHOOL DISTRICT Biian Viahos  Jeffeson Willoughby

“Achiaving Tomorrow by Educating Today” Richard L. Pleruccl, Superinlendent

April 8,2013

Gayle Garbolino-Mojica, Supetintendent ((~«3 ( )) .
Placer County Office of Education R %D |
360 Nevada Street / /;;‘K..

Auburn, CA 95603
Re: Request for Territory Transfer
Superinterident Garbolino-Mojica, -

This serves as notice of a petition to the County Committee on School District
Organization of Placer- County for a transfer of territory between the Roseville City School
District, the Roseville Joint. Union High School District and the Center Joint Unified School
Distvict. The disiricts are working cooperatively in this tvansfer, which involves an “uninhabited”
area.

Included with this letter are resolutions adopted by each school board, as well as a
statement of findings for each. There is also a map showing the areas to be transferred as well as
letters of support from the developer and the City of Roseville.

The area, known as the Sierra Vista development, is located in Placer County, However,
because the Roseville districts report to the Placer County Office of Education while the Center
Joint Unified reports to the Sacramento County Office of Education, petitions must be filed with
both county offices. We request that the two County Committees coordinate their efforts so that
one set of meetings can be held in each district in order to expedite the process.

We also request that the process be completed prior to December 31, 2013 in order for the
territory transfer to take effect on July 1, 2014,

Please let me know if you have any further questions or require additional information.

oS

Dennis Snelling

Assistant Superintendent, Business
dsnelling@rcsdk8.or

(916) 771-1600, ext. 109

cc: Teresa Stinson, General Counsel, Sacramento County Office of Education

1050 MAIN STREET ~ ROSEVILLE, CALIFORNIA 95678 — 916/774-1600 ~ FAX 916/771-1630
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ATTACHMENT 2

Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization

Analysis of Proposed Territory Transfer Between
Center Joint Unified School District, Roseville Joint Union High
School District, and Roseville City School District

Prepared by the Sacramento County Office of Education

Background

A petition to transfer approximately 10.9 acres of uninhabited territory between the
Center Joint Unified School District (Center), the Roseville Joint Union High School
District, and the Roseville City School District (Roseville school districts) has been
presented to the Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization
(County Committee). The petition seeks to transfer approximately 4.7 acres from
Center to the Roseville school districts; and approximately 6.2 acres from the Roseville
school districts to Center.

According to the petition materials, the transfer would make minor school district
boundary adjustments so that future homes within a single subdivision would remain
within the same school district. This would avoid having future residents of particular
neighborhoods and residential streets attend different schools.

The proposed transfer area is located in Placer County, and includes portions of five
parcels. A map of the area and a list of the Assessor Parcel Numbers (APNs) are
attached to the County Committee’s Public Hearing Notice.

Because the petition involves school districts within the jurisdiction of both the
Sacramento and Placer County Committees on School District Organization, both
County Committees must consider and act upon the petition.

Position of Affected Parties

The three affected school districts have requested the territory transfer. The Roseville
City Planning Department and the property owners support the transfer.

Timeline

A completed territory transfer petition was submitted to the Sacramento County Office
of Education on July 2, 2013. The Sacramento County Superintendent of Schools
determined that the petition was sufficient and signed as required by law, and
transmitted the petition to the County Committee and the State Board of Education on
July 31, 2013.

Public hearings are being held on the pstition in the Roseville schoo! districts on
September 9, 2013 and in the Center school district on September 10, 2013.

1

Adopted as Findings by the Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization - September 10, 2013
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Analysis of Education Code Section 35753 Conditions

Before approving a proposal to reorganize school districts, the County Committee
must determine if the proposal substantially meets the conditions set forth in Education
Code (EC} section 35753. Below is an analysis of each of these conditions:

1. THE REORGANIZED DISTRICTS WILL BE ADEQUATE IN TERMS OF THE
NUMBER OF PUPILS ENROLLED (Ed. Code, § 35753(a)(1); Cal. Code Regs.,
tit. 5, § 18573(a)(1}(A),(B).)

Direct service districts should not be created that will become more dependent
upon county offices of education and state support unless unusual
circumstances exist. Therefore, the reorganized districts must be adequate in
terms of the number of students enrolled. Each such district should have the
following projected enroliment on the date the proposal becomes effective for all
purposes:

e FElementary District — 201
» High School District — 301
e Unified District — 1,501

According to data from the Californta Department of Education, the 2012-2013
enrcliment for the affected school districts was:

e Roseville City Elementary — 9,943
¢ Roseville Joint Union High — 10,206
» Center Joint Unified - 4,791

The affected school districts all exceed the required enroliment projections.
Moreover, the proposed territory transfer would have no current impact on
student enrollment for the affected school districts, since the areas proposed for
transfer are uninhabited. Therefore, condition 1 is substantially met.

2. THE DISTRICTS ARE EACH ORGANIZED ON THE BASIS OF A
SUBSTANTIAL COMMUNITY IDENTITY (Ed. Code, § 35753(a)(2); Cal. Code
Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(2).)

The proposed territory transfer would make minor school district boundary
adjustments between the Center and Roseville school districts. The transfer
has been proposed so that school district boundaries will conform to future street
boundaries while creating as close to a "net zero" impact as possible on the
school districts in the number of housing units being transferred.

As reported by the City of Roseville Planning Depariment and the property
owners, these school district boundary adjustments will maintain residential
neighborhoods so that future homes within a single subdivision/neighborhood

2

Adopted as Findings by the Sacramento Counly Comimittee on School District Organization - September 10, 2013
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are contained within the same school district in the Sierra Vista Specific Plan.
The adjustment would eliminate “slivers” so that future students living within a
single subdivision and across a residential street from each other are not
located in different school districts. Thus, the transfer is proposed for the
purpose of maintaining community identity.

Based upon these considerations, condition 2 is substantially met.

3. THE PROPOSAL WILL RESULT IN AN EQUITABLE DIVISION OF
PROPERTY AND FACILITIES OF THE ORIGINAL DISTRICT OR DISTRICTS
(Ed. Code, § 35753(a)(3); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(3).)

The territory proposed for transfer contains no public school property or facilities

to be divided.
The affected school districts have reported the following outstanding bonded
indebtedness: :
School District Amount Issuance Date(s) Maturity Dates
Roseville City $49,230,137 1992, 2002 2014-2029

Roseville Joint $126,557,476 1992, 2004, 2007 2014-2034

Center Joint $38,747,907 1991, 2001 2016-2031

If the territory is transferred, it will drop any liability for outstanding bonded
indebtedness in its former district and assume its proportionate share of the
outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district of which it becomes a part.
(Ed. Code, § 35575.}) Transfer of property tax revenues will be controlled by
Revenue and Taxation Code section 99(j).

The proposed territory transfer involves only 10.9 acres, with a net difference of
only 1.5 acres, and a reported potential 14 housing units in favor of the Center
Joint Unified School District.

Based on the above, condition 3 is substantially met.

4. THE REORGANIZATION OF THE DISTRICTS WILL PRESERVE EACH
AFFECTED DISTRICT'S ABILITY TO EDUCATE STUDENTS IN AN
INTEGRATED ENVIRONMENT AND WILL NOT PROMOTE RACIAL OR
ETHNIC DISCRIMINATION OR SEGREGATION (Ed. Code, § 35753(a)(4);
Cal. Code Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(4).)

The following 2012-2013 school year enroliment statistics are based on data
from the California Department of Education.

3
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A. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville City School District:
» American Indian: 59 (0.6% of total District enroliment)
e Asian: 667 (6.7% of District enrollment)
o Pacific Islander: 58 (0.6% of District enrollment)
o Filipino: 404 (4% of District enrollment)
¢ Hispanic: 2,095 (21% of District enrollment)
e African American: 245 (2.5% of District enroliment)
¢ White: 5,990 (60.2% of District enrollment)

B. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville Joint Union High School District:
¢ American Indian: 79 (0.8% of total District enroliment)
e Asian: 700 (6.9% of District enroliment)
e Pacific Islander: 55 (0.5% of District enroliment)
. Filipino: 301 (2.9% of District enrollment)
e Hispanic: 1,766 (17.3% of District enroliment)
o African American: 377 (3.7% of District enroliment)
o  White: 6,298 (61.7% of District enroliment)

C. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group of the
Center Joint Unified School District:

e American Indian: 49 (1.0 % of total District enrollment)
o Asian: 342 (7.1% of District enrollment)

o Pacific Islander: 57 (1.1% of District enrollment)

o Filipino: 144 (3.0% of District enroliment)

« Hispanic: 1,066 (22.2% of District enroliment)

o African American: 555 (11.6% of District enroliment)
e \White: 2,383 (49.7% of District enrollment)

The proposed territory transfer is proposed to maintain residential
neighborhoods so that future homes within a single subdivision/neighborhood
remain within the same school district, and so that future students living on the
same street are not located in different schoo! districts. The proposed transfer

4
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involves approximately 10.9 acres, with a net difference of 1.5 acres, and a
reported 14 potential future housing units in favor of the Center Joint Unified
School District.

As the territory is uninhabited and the change in potential future housing units is
statistically insignificant, the territory transfer should cause no impact on the
ethnic and racial composition of any of the affected schools districts. Therefore,
condition 4 is substantially met.

5.  ANY INCREASE IN COSTS TO THE STATE AS A RESULT OF THE
PROPOSED REORGANIZATION WILL BE INSIGNIFICANT AND
OTHERWISE INCIDENTAL TO THE REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code,
§ 35753(a)(5): Cal. Code Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(l).)

The territory proposed for transfer is uninhabited and currently 0 public school
students reside in the area proposed for transfer. If the petition is approved,
there will be no immediate impact on the revenue of the affected school districts
or the costs to the state. Because of the small amount of territory involved, to
the extent that students later reside in this territory, any increase in costs to the
state would be insignificant and otherwise incidental to the organization.

Based upon the above, condition 5 is substantially met.

6. THE PROPOSED REORGANIZATION WILL CONTINUE TO PROMOTE
SOUND EDUCATION PERFORMANCE AND WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY
DISRUPT THE EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS IN THE DISTRICTS AFFECTED
BY THE PROPOSED REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code, § 35753(a)(6); Cal. Code
Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(5).)

The area involved in the proposed territory transfer is uninhabited. No new
students will be enrolled and no students will be displaced or transferred to
different schools as a result of the proposed reorganization. Therefore, the
territory transfer will not significantly disrupt district-wide or school site
educational programs. Condition 6 is substantially met.

7. ANY INCREASE IN SCHOOL FACILITIES COSTS AS A RESULT OF THE
PROPOSED REORGANIZATION WILL BE INSIGNIFICANT AND
OTHERWISE INCIDENTAL TO THE REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code,
§ 35753(a)(7).)

The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on school housing costs.
No new students will be enrolled, no students will be displaced or transferred to
different schools, and no additional facilities will be required as a result of the
proposed transfer. Therefore, condition 7 is substantially met.

5
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8. THE PROPOSED ORGANIZATION IS PRIMARILY DESIGNED FOR
PURPOSES OTHER THAN TO SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASE PROPERTY
VALUES (Ed. Code, § 35753(a)(8).)

The proposed territory transfer involves a very small area and there is no
indication that the proposed territory transfer would increase property values.
Nor is there any evidence from which it can be discerned that an increase in
property values could be the primary motivation for the proposed
reorganization. Therefore, condition 8 is substantially met.

9. THE PROPOSED REORGANIZATION WILL CONTINUE TO PROMOTE
SOUND FISCAL MANAGEMENT AND NOT CAUSE A SUBSTANTIAL
NEGATIVE EFFECT ON THE FISCAL STATUS OF THE PROPOSED
DISTRICT OR ANY EXISTING DISTRICT AFFECTED BY THE PROPOSED
REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code, § 35753(a)(9).)

The Sacramento County Office of Education has approved the Center Joint
Unified School District's 2013-2014 adopted budget. The Placer County Office
of Education has approved the 2013-2014 adopted budgets for the Roseville
Joint Union High Schoaol District and the Roseville City School District. Each of
these districts received positive certifications of its 2012-13 Second Interim
Reports. (Under Assembly Bill [AB] 1200 [Chapter 1213/Statutes 1991], the
county office of education shall maintain responsibility for fiscal oversight of
each district in its county. AB 1200 requires that the county office monitor the
fiscal condition and viability of school districts. The adopted budget of a district
is approved by the county office if it meets certain criteria and standards set by
the state.)

The proposed territory transfer involves 10.9 acres, with a net difference of 1.5
acres, and potential 14 future housing units in favor of the Center Joint Unified
School District. The proposed territory transfer would have no significant
impact on the revenues or liabilities of the affected school districts. If approved,
the transfer would have no impact on the fiscal management or fiscal status of
the affected school districts. Therefore, condition 9 is substantially met.

10, REVIEW OF POTENTIAL ADDITIONS OR AMENDMENTS TO PETITON
(Ed. Code, §§ 35730~35738.)

The County Committee may add to or amend the petition with any of the
appropriate provisions specified in Education Code sections 35730-35738,
which include:

A. Membership and election of governing board/frustee areas. (Ed. Code,
§§ 35731, 35734, 35737.)

The proposed territory transfer will not impact the membership or election of

governing boards in the affected school districts. As the affected districts

do not have trustee areas, there is no need to determine the trustee areas
6
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where the transferred territory will be assigned.
B. Territory in which election to reorganize will be held. (Ed. Code, § 35732.)

If an election is required, the election area should be the territory proposed
for transfer. (Ed. Code, § 35732.) However, an election may not be called
to vote on a petition to transfer territory if the election area for that petition is
uninhabited territory. (Ed. Code, § 35710.1) As there are no registered
voters in the area proposed for transfer, this area is uninhabited.
(Ed. Code, § 35517.) Therefore, no election will be held.

C. Method of dividing outstanding bonded indebtedness.

If the territory is transferred, it will drop any liability for outstanding bonded
indebtedness in its former district and assume its proportionate share of the
outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district of which it becomes a part.
(Ed. Code, § 35575.) Provisions for the exchange of property tax revenue
are set forth in Revenue and Taxation Code section 99(i).

D. Computation of base revenue limit.

A proposal for reorganization of school districts must include a computation
of the base revenue limit per unit of average daily attendance for each
reorganized district. (Ed. Code, § 35735.)

According to records maintained by the Sacramento County Office
of Education's Business Services Office, the base revenue limits per
unit of average daily attendance for the affected school districts in 2012-
2013 were as follows:

s Center Joint Unified School District — $6,693.46
o Roseville Joint Union High School District — $7,725.62
¢ Roseville City School District — $6,415.26

The territory proposed for transfer is uninhabited and there are currently 0
public school students in the area proposed for transfer. [f the petition is
approved, there will be no immediate impact on the revenue of the affected
school districts. As of July 1, 2013, "revenue limits” no longer exist as a
means of computing school district revenue. To the extent that students
reside in the area in the future, funding calculations will be determined at
that time by newly enacted legisiative requirements set forth in Assembly
Bill 97 (Chapter 47, Statutes of 2013), effective July 1, 2013 (Local Control
Funding Formula).

2

Adopted as Findings by the Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization - September 10, 2013
V1.36.



11. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

The nine criteria set forth in Education Code section 35753 are the minimum
criteria the County Committee must examine prior to approving or disapproving
a request to transfer territory from one school district to another. If the County
Committee determines that these conditions are substantially met, it has the
discretion, but not the obligation, to approve the proposal based upon local
needs and concerns. (Ed. Code, § 35500.)

8
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ATTACHMENT 3

PLACER COUNTY COMMITTEE ON SCHOOL DISTRICT ORGANIZATION
MONDAY, September 9, 2013, 6:00 p.m.
Roseville City School District
Board Room

1050 Main Street, Roseville, CA 95678
(5630) 889-5941

MEETING MINUTES

OPEN MEETING AND ROLL. CALL

Present: Tracy Pittman, Area 1. Glenn Vineyard, Area 2; Damian Armitage,
Area 2; Lorene Euerle, Area 3; Reve Taylor, Area 4; Maureen Ward, Area 5;
Dave Rosenquist, Area 5; and James Chambers il, Representative at Large.

Absent: Jeff Holland, Area 1; Greg Daley, Area 3; Paige Stauss, Area 4.
Others Present: Gayle Garbolino-Mojica, Secretary to the County Committee
on School District Organization; Diane Edwards, Executive Assistant to the
County Superintendent of Schools—PCOE; Keith J. Bray.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Mr. Glenn Vineyard.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Chairman Vineyard extended public comment time to members of the audience
for items that were not on the agenda. No audience members were present.

CONSENT AGENDA

Motion to approve the minutes from the March 4, 2013 meeting of the Placer
County Committee on School District Organization was made by Ms. Taylor,
seconded by Dr. Chambers, with all members present voting aye. Motion
carried.

PUBLIC HEARING—ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED
TERRITORY TRANSFER—SIERRA VISTA TERRITYORY TRANSFER

In compliance wilh the Americans with Disabilities Act, the Placer Counly Offica of Education encourages those with disabilities to participate fully in the public meeting process.
If you have a special need that needs to be met to allow you to attend or parlicipate in our public meelings, please conlact our office at {530) §89-5941 well in advance of the
regular meeting if you wish 1o attend so that we may make every reasonable gffort to accommodate you, including auxiliary aids or services.

Documents distributed for public session items, less than 72 hours prior {o the meeting, are available for public inspection at the Placer County Office of Education, 360 Nevada
Street, Auburn, CA.
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Mr. Keith J. Bray, Legal Counsel shared that representatives were present from
various agencies and that he previously conferred with Mr. Dennis Snelling of
Roseville City School District in order to make their presentation to the County
Committee.

Chairman Vineyard opened the public hearing at 6:05 p.m.

Petitioners present introduced themselves: Mr. Schott Loeher, Superintendent,
Center Joint Unified School District; Mr. Craig Deason, Assistant Superintendent,
Maintenance/Operations/Facilities/Technology & Transportation, Center Joint
Unified School District; Mr. John Tallman, Partner, Westpark Communities; Mr.
Dennis Snelling, Assistant Superintendent, Business Services, Roseville City
School District.

Following introductions, Mr. Bray presented the background information, timeline
to date, and current status of the petition to the Committee members. He noted
that an initial study was not done under the California Environmental Quality Act
(“CEQA”) since the territory transfer was found not to be a project under CEQA.
The petition is to transfer approximately 10.9 uninhabited acres. Center Joint
Unified School District (CJUSD) would be transferring approximately 7.4 acres to
Roseville City School District (RCSD) and Roseville Joint Union High School
District (RJUSHD) and that RCSD and RJUHSD would be transferring
approximately 6.2 acres to CJUSD, resulting in a net gain to CJUSD of
approximately 1.5 acres. Mr. Bray elaboration on potential gain under existing
plan approved by the Roseville City Council and the existing specific city plan
giving residential values to properties. As a result, there would be a potential
gain of approximately 14 homes to CJUSD.

Mr. Bray stated that the recommendation is that the nine conditions for findings
have been substantially met. He noted that the purpose is to appropriately align
school boundaries so that students on both sides of the street are in the same
school district. He noted that since there is no project, there is no result of direct
or indirect impact to the environment. Mr. Bray shared that the presentation to
Sacramento County would be taking place tomorrow night and that the
recommended finding is that there is no project under CEQA and to accept as
substantially met.

in closing, Mr. Bray noted that the Petitioners are requesting to have
determination by December 31, 2013. After Mr. Bray concluded the
presentation, the County Committee members present asked questions of him
and the petitioners present.

Chairman Vineyard closed the public hearing at 8:16 p.m.

Discussion took place among County Committee members present.

in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, the Placer County Office of Educalion encourages those with disabilities to participate fully in the public meeling process.
i you have a spacial need that needs to be met lo allow you to altend or parlicipale in our public meetings, please contact our office al {530} 889-5941 well in advance of the
regular meeting if you wish to attend so that we may make every reasonable effort to accommeodate you, including auxiliary aids or services.

Documents distributed for public session items, less than 72 hours prior to the masting, are availabis for public inspeclion at the Placer County Office of Education, 360 Nevada
Street, Auburn, CA.
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7.0
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Motion was made to determine the petition to change boundaries as presented
are not a project under SEQUA by Mr. Chambers, seconded by Ms. Taylor, with
all members present voting aye. Motion carried.

PUBLIC HEARING—SIERRA VISTA TERRITORY TRANSFER
Chairman Vineyard opened the public hearing at 6:16 p.m.

Mr. Bray again presented information and items regarding the request, referring
to documents provided in the petition provided to the County Committee. He
referred to Attachment 2, noting it specifies the nine conditions in every
organization or reorganization that apply. He noted that the Petitioners can
concur that they have all been substantially met.

Each item was presented and discussed individually, with members present
asking guestions of Mr. Bray during discussion.

Chairman Vineyard closed the public hearing at 6:22 p.m.

Motion was made to adopt the findings that all nine criteria and conditions
analyzed per Ed Code 35753 have been substantially met with regard to this
petition, seconded by Dr. Chambers, with all members present voting aye.
Motion carried.

ACTION ITEMS

Action for ltem 7.1 was taken after Public Hearing for ltem 5.0 closed.
Action for ltem 7.2 was taken after Public Hearing for ltem 6.0 closed.

COMMITTEE SECRETARY’S REPORT
Ms. Garbolino-Mojica noted that there is no report at this time.
ADJOURN MEETING

There being no further business, Chairman Vineyard, adjourned the meeting at
6.36 p.m.

Chairperson, County Committee Secratary to County Committes

Date Daie

tn compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, Ihe Placer County Office of Educalion encourages those with disabilities to participate fully in the public meeting process.
if you have a spacial need that needs to be met lo aliow you to altend or participate in our public meetings, please contact our office at (530) 889-5841 well in advance of the
regular mesting if you wish 1o allend so that we may make every reascnable effort to ascommedate you, including awliary aids or services.

Documents dislributed for public session ftems, less than 72 hours prior to the meeting, are available for public inspection at fhe Placer County Office of Educatlion, 380 Nevada
Street, Auburn, CA.

V1.40.



—

GOLD IN EDUCATION
Gayle Garbolino-Mojica

County Supetinteadent of Schook
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aeat o Jacquelyn Levy, Chairperson
RobertTomasiny  Sacramento County Committee on District Organization
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Keili Gnife Sacramento, California 935826
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RE: Territory Transfer Petition- Roseville Joint Union High $chool District, Roseville City School

David Patterson, £d. D, o . o -
avid Fatterson Bistrict and Center Joint Unified School District

dred g

o0t pear Chairperson Levy:

S

E-MenTokutomi 3y Geytember 9, 2013, the Placer County Commirtee on School District Organization (“Placer

County Committee™) held public hearings and considered the proposed territory transfer
between the Rosevifle Joint Union High School District, the Roseville City School District and
the Center Joint Unificd School District.

BSNE ]

tai’s Labiney

Jerry Johnson  EOllowing the public hearings, the Placer County Committee found that the proposed territory
wiecens transfer was not a “project” as defined by the California Environmental Quatity Act and thart each

of the findings required under Education Code sectian 35753 had heen substantially met, I have

Renee Regacho-Anaclerio, Ed.b,  €Nclosed a copy of the report and of the recommendations made to the Placer County Committee

y rtpnd along with a copy of the analysis presentect regarding the conditions set forth in Education Code
section 35733, The unapproved minutes of the Placer County Commitree meeting will be
provided to you shortly.

Gerinagind
Surtaarint

g3 ’

Ass

Thank you for providing to the Placer County Committee a copy of the findings made by the
Sacramento County Cominittee on District Organization regarding the proposed territory
transfer. The Placer County Committee will he considering the findings made and the actions

taken by both county committees on the proposed terricory transfer at its meeting on December 2,
2013

deie

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Yours in eclucation,

Gayle Garbolidd-Mojica Y
County Superintendent of Schools

GGM/de
Enclosures

CC: David W, Gordon, Sactamento County Superintendent of Schaols
Teresa Stinsor, General Counsel, Sacramento County Office of Education
Tony Monetti, Supetintendent, Roseville Joint Union High Schaol District
Richard Pierucei, Superintendent, Roseville City School District
Scott A. Lachr, Superintendent, Center Joint Unified Schaol District
Dennis Snelling, Assistant Superintendent, Business, Roseville City School District
Larry Shirey, School Fiseal Services Division, California Departimert of Education
Kristinz Berry, Executive Officer, Placer Lacal Agency Formation Commission
Peter Brundlage, Executive Officer, Sacramento Local Agency Formation Commission

Placar Loty Mfice of Bdueadion 360 Nevada Strest, Auburn, CA 95603
F 3306898020 « F 5308851367 . Wiy placercoe k1 2.caur
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REPORT AND COUNTY SUPERINTENDENT’S RECOMMENDATION ON THE
PROPOSED TERRITORY TRANSFER BETWEEN ROSEVILLE JOINT UNION SCHOOL
DISTRICT, ROSEVILLE CiTY SCHOOL DISTRICT, AND CENTER JOINT UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT

On July 3, 2013, the Placer County Office of Education received a completed

petition to transfer territory between the Roseville Joint Union High School District, the
Roseville City School District ("Roseville school districts”), and the Center Joint Unified
School District (“Center”). The Piacer County Superintendent of Schools determined that
the petition was sufficient and signed as required by law, transmitted the petition to the
Placer County Committee on District Organization and the State Board of Education on July
30, 2013. Because the petition involves school districts within the jurisdiction of both the
Sacramento and Placer County Superintendents and Committees on School District
Organization (County Committees), both County Committees must consider the petition,
make necessary findings and tentative conclusions, and exchange these findings and
conclusions before the petition may be granted or denied. (Ed. Code § 35524.) As part of
the petition consideration, public hearings must be held in each of the affected school
districts. The Sacramento County Committee is holding its public hearing on the petition in
the Center district on September 10, 2013.

f. Territory Transfer Petition

The request seeks to swap approximately 10.9 acres of uninhabited territory between the
three school districts for neighborhood planning purposes. Specifically, it would transfer
about 4.7 acres from Center to the Roseville school districts and about 6.2 acres from the
Roseville school districts to Center. The affected school districts, the Roseville City Planning
Department, and the property owners all support the territory transfer. (See Attachment 1)

If approved, this transfer would make minor school district boundary adjustments so that
future homes within a single subdivision remain within the same school district. According to
the petition materials in Attachment 1, this will avoid having future residents of particular
neighborhoods and residential streets attend different schools.

i Proposed Findings

Before approving a proposal to reorganize school districts, the County Committee must first
determine following a public hearing whether the proposed territory transfer is “project”
subject fo further review under the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA").

California Public Resources Code section 21065 defines "project” in pertinent part as "an
activity which may cause either a direct physical change in the environment, or a
reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment." Further, Title 14,
California Code of Regulations section 15378(b)(5), states that "organizational or
administrative activities of governments that will not result in direct or indirect physical
changes in the environment" are not projects under CEQA. Here, the territory proposed for
transfer is uninhabited. No students live in the territory. No students will be required to
change schools and no new classrooms, nor modification of any facilities, will be required.
Thus, the proposed territory transfer will not result in direct or reasonably
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foreseeable indirect physical changes in the environment. If the County Committee
determines that the proposed territory transfer (which is simply a change in legal entities
within a specified geographical area} is not a CEQA project, no further action is required
under CEQA.

The Committee must also determine whether the proposed territory transfer substantially
meets the conditions listed in Education Code (EC) section 35753. Attachment 2 is an
analysis of the statutory conditions the County Committees must find to have been
“substantially met” prior to taking action on any petition to transfer territory. Below is a
summary of those findings:

1. EC section 35753(a)(1}; The reorganized districts will be adequate in terms of
number of pupils enrollied.

2. EC section 35753(a){2): The districts are each organized on the basis of a
substantial community identity.

3. EC section 35753(a){3): The proposal will resuit in an equitable division of
property and facilities of the original district or districts.

4, EC section 35753(a)(4): The reorganization of the districts will preserve each
affected district's ability to educate students in an integrated environment and will
not promote racial or ethnic discrimination or segregation.

5. EC section 35753(a)(5): Any increase in costs to the state as a result of the
proposed reorganization will be insignificant and otherwise incidental to the
reorganization.

6. EC section 35753(a}(6): The proposed reorganization will continue to promote
sound education performance and will not significantly disrupt the educational
programs in the districts affected by the proposed reorganization.

7. EC section 35753(a)(7). Any increase in school facilities costs as a result of the
proposed reorganization will be insignificant and otherwise incidental to the
reorganization.

8. EC section 35753(a)(8): The proposed reorganization is primarily designed for
purposes other than to significantly increase property values.

9. EC section 35753(a)(9): The proposed reorganization will continue to promote
sound fiscal management and not cause a substantial negative effect on the
fiscal status of the proposed district or any existing district affected by the
proposed reorganization.

After conducting its public hearing, the County Committee should review the EC section
35753 conditions as described in Attachment 2, determine whether the proposed territory
transfer meets each of these conditions, and adopt findings and tentative conclusions. The
Sacramento and Placer County Committees' findings and tentative conclusions will then be
transmitted to each other for consideration. Once the County Committees consider each
other's findings and tentative conclusions, they may choose to grant or deny the petition at
a subsequent meeting. The territory is uninhabited (i.e., there are no registered voters in the
area), and the property owners and affected school district consent to the transfer.
Therefore, if approved by both County Committees, the petition would be granted without an
glection. (Ed. Code §§ 35709, 35710.1.)
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HI. Recommendation

The County Superintendent recommends that the County Committee, following the public
hearing, determine that the proposed territory transfer is not a project under CEQA, that the
owners of the uninhabited territory and the affected school districts all approve of the
transfer, and that the conditions set forth in Education Code section 35753 have all been
substantially met. In addition, the County Superintendent recommends that the County
Committee adopt findings and tentative conclusions consistent with this recommendation
and forward them to the Sacramento County Committee on District Organization for
consideration.
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Attachment 2

ANALYSIS OF EDUCATON CODE SECTION 35753 CONDITIONS

Before approving a proposal to reorganize school districts, the County Committee
must determine if the proposal substantially meets the conditions set forth in Education
Code section 35753. Below is an analysis of each of these conditions:

1. THE REORGANIZED DISTRICTS WILL BE ADEQUATE IN TERMS OF THE
NUMBER OF PUPILS ENROLLED (Ed. Code § 35753(a)(1), Cal. Code Regs.,
tit. 5, §18573(a)(1 )}{(A),(B).)

Direct service districts should not be created that will become more dependent
upen county offices of education and state support unless unusual
circumstances exist. Therefore, the reorganized districts must be adequate in
terms of the number of students enrolled. Each such district should have the
following projected enroliment on the date the proposal becomes effective for all
purposes:

« Elementary District - 901

* High School District - 301

= Unified District - 1,501

According to data from the California Department of Education, the 2012-2013
enroliment for the affected school districts was:

* Roseville City Elementary- 9,943

* Roseville Joint Union High - 10,206

+ Center Joint Unified -4,791

The affected school districts all exceed the required enroliment projections.
Moreover, the proposed territory transfer would have no current impact on
student enroliment for the affected school districts, since the areas propoesed for
transfer are uninhabited. Therefore, condition 1 is substantially met.

2. THE DISTRICTS ARE EACH ORGANIZED ON THE BASIS OF A
SUBSTANTIAL COMMUNITY IDENTITY (Ed. Code § 35753(a)(2); Cal. Code
Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(2).)

The proposed territory transfer would make minor school district boundary
adjustments between the Center and Roseville school districts. The transfer

has been proposed so that school district boundaries will conform to future street
boundaries while creating as close to a "net zero" impact as possible on the
school districts in the number of housing units being transferred.

As reported by the City of Roseville Planning Department and the property
owners, these school district boundary adjustments will maintain residential
neighborhoods so that future homes within a single subdivision/neighborhood
are contained within the same school district in the Sierra Vista Specific Plan.
The adjustment would eliminate "slivers" so that future students living within a
single subdivision and across a residential street from each other are not

located in different school districts. Thus, the transfer is proposed for the
purpose of maintaining community identity. Therefore, condition 2 is substantially met.
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3. THE PROPOSAL WILL RESULT IN AN EQUITABLE DIVISION OF

PROPERTY AND FACILITIES OF THE ORIGINAL DISTRICT OR DISTRICTS

(Ed. Code § 35753(a)(3); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(3).)

The territory proposed for transfer contains no public school property or facilities

to be divided. The affected school districts each have reported outstanding bonded
Indebtedness. Roseville City has reported $49,230,137 with bonds maturing between 2014
and 2029. Roseville Joint Union has reported $126,557,476 with its bonds maturing
between 2014 and 2043. Center Joint Unified has reported $38,747,907 with bonds
maturing between 2016 and 2031. f the territory is transferred, each district will drop any
liability for outstanding bonded indebtedness in its former district and assume its
proportionate share of the outstanding bonded indebtedness of the district of which it
becomes a part. (Ed. Code, § 35575.) The proposed territory transfer involves only 10.9
acres, with a net difference of only 1.5 acres, and a reported potential 14 housing units in
favor of the Center Joint Unified School District. Therefore, condition 3 is substantially met.

4. THE REORGANIZATION OF THE DISTRICTS WILL PRESERVE EACH
AFFECTED DISTRICT'S ABILITY TO EDUCATE STUDENTS IN AN
INTEGRATED ENVIRONMENT AND WILL NOT PROMOTE RACIAL OR
ETHNIC DISCRIMINATION OR SEGREGATION (Ed. Code § 35753(a)(4);
Cal. Code Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(4).)

The following 2012-2013 school year enroliment statistics are based on data
from the California Department of Education.

A. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville City School District:

= American Indian: 59 (0.6% of total District enroliment)

» Asian: 667 (6.7% of District enroliment)

« Pacific Islander: 58 (0.6% of District enroliment}

« Filipino: 404 (4% of District enrollment)

« Hispanic: 2,095 (21 % of District enroliment})

« African American: 245 (2 .5% of District enroliment)

« White: 5,990 (60.2% of District enrofiment)

B. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group in the
Roseville Joint Union High Schoo! District:

« American Indian: 79 (0.8% of total District enroliment)

+ Asian: 700 (6.9% of District enrollment)

« Pacific Islander: 55 (0.5% of District enroliment)

« Filipino: 301 (2.9% of District enroliment)

» Hispanic: 1,766 (17.3% of District enroliment)

« African American; 377 (3.7% of District enrollment}

» White: 6,298 (61.7% of District enroliment)

C. Number and Percentage of Pupils in Each Racial and Ethnic Group of the
Center Joint Unified School District:

» American indian: 49 (1 .0 % of total District enroliment)

* Asian: 342 (7.1 % of District enroliment)

« Pacific Islander: 57 (1.1 % of District enroliment}

« Filipino: 144 (3.0% of District enroliment)

« Hispanic: 1,066 (22.2% of District enroliment}

« African American: 555 (11 .6% of District enroliment}

« White: 2,383 (49.7% of District enroliment)
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The proposed territory transier is proposed to maintain residential

neighborhoods so that future homes within a single subdivision/neighborhood

remain within the same school district, and so that future students living on the

same street are not located in different school districts. As the territory is uninhabited and
the change in potential future housing units is statistically insignificant, the territory transfer
should cause no impact on the ethnic and racial composition of any of the affected schools
districts. Therefore, condition 4 is substantially met.

5. ANY INCREASE IN COSTS TO THE STATE AS A RESULT OF THE
PROPOSED REORGANIZATION WILL BE INSIGNIFICANT AND
OTHERWISE INCIDENTAL TO THE REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code

§ 35753(a)(b); Cal. Code Regs,, tit. 5, § 18573(a)(1).)

The territory proposed for transfer is uninhabited and currently no public school
students reside in the area proposed for transfer. If the petition is approved,
there will be no immediate impact on the revenue of the affected school districts
or the costs to the state. Because of the small amount of territory involved, to
the extent that students later reside in this territory, any increase in costs to the
state would be insignificant and otherwise incidental to the organization. Therefore,
condition 5 is substantially met.

6. THE PROPOSED REORGANIZATION WILL CONTINUE TO PROMOTE
SOUND EDUCATION PERFORMANCE AND WILL NOT SIGNIFICANTLY
DISRUPT THE EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS IN THE DISTRICTS AFFECTED
BY THE PROPOSED REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code § 35753(a}(6); Cal. Code
Regs., tit. 5, § 18573(a)(5).)

The area involved in the proposed territory transfer is uninhabited. No new
students will be enrolled and no students will be displaced or transferred to
different schools as a result of the proposed reorganization. Therefore, the
territory transfer will not significantly disrupt district-wide or school site
educational programs. Therefore, condition 6 is substantially met.

7. ANY INCREASE IN SCHOOL FACILITIES COSTS AS A RESULT OF THE
PROPOSED REORGANIZATION WiLL BE INSIGNIFICANT AND
OTHERWISE INCIDENTAL TO THE REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code

§ 35753(a)(7).)

The proposed territory transfer would have no impact on school housing costs.
No new students will be enrolled, no students will be displaced or transferred to
different schools, and no additional facilities will be required as a result of the
proposed transfer. Therefore, condition 7 is substantially met.

8. THE PROPOSED ORGANIZATION IS PRIMARILY DESIGNED FOR
PURPOSES OTHER THAN TO SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASE PROPERTY
VALUES (Ed. Code § 35753(a)}(8).)

The proposed territory transfer involves a very small area and there is no
indication that the proposed territory transfer would increase property values.
Nor is there any evidence from which it can be discerned thaf an increase in
property values could be the primary motivation for the proposed
reorganization. Therefore, condition 8 is substantially met.
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9. THE PROPOSED REORGANIZATION WILL CONTINUE TO PROMOTE

SOUND FISCAL MANAGEMENT AND NOT CAUSE A SUBSTANTIAL

NEGATIVE EFFECT ON THE FISCAL STATUS OF THE PROPOSED

DISTRICT OR ANY EXISTING DISTRICT AFFECTED BY THE PROPOSED
REORGANIZATION (Ed. Code § 35753(a)(9).)

The Placer County Office of Education has approved the 2013-2014 adopted budgets for
the Roseville Joint Union High School District and the Roseville City School District. The
Sacramento County Office of Education has approved the Center Joint Unified School
District's 2013-2014 adopted budget. Each of these districts received positive certifications
of its 2012-13 Second interim Reports. (Under Assembly Bill [AB] 1200 [Chapter
1213/Statutes 1991], the county office of education shall maintain responsibility for fiscal
oversight of each district in its county. AB 1200 requires that the county office monitor the
fiscal condition and viability of school districts. The proposed territory transfer involves 10.9
acres, with a net difference of 1.5 acres, and potential 14 future housing units in favor of the
Center Joint Unified School District. The proposed territory transfer would have no
significant impact on the revenues or liabilities of the affected school districts. If approved,
the transfer would have no impact on the fiscal management or fiscal status of

the affected school districts. Therefore, condition 9 is substantially met.

10. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

The nine criteria set forth in Education Code section 35753 are the minimum
criteria the County Committee must examine prior to approving or disapproving
a request to transfer territory from one school district to another. If the County
Committee determines that these conditions are substantially met, it has the
discretion, but not the obligation, to approve the proposal based upon local
needs and concerns. (Ed. Code § 35500.)
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ATTACHMENT 4

SACRAMENTO COUNTY COMMITTEE ON SCHOOL DISTRICT ORGANIZATION
RESOLUTION NO. CC-13-01

Approving Transfer of Uninhabited Territory Between
Center Joint Unified School District, Roseville Joint Union High School District,
and Roseville City School District

WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization
received resolutions adopted by the Center Joint Unified School District, the Roseville
Joint Union High School District, and the Roseville City School District, which initiated a
petition to transfer uninhabited territory between these school districts under California
Education Code section 35700(d); and

WHEREAS, the owners of the territory, and the governing boards of all school districts
involved in the transfer consent to the transfer;

WHEREAS, the affected school districts are located within the jurisdiction of both the
Sacramento and Placer County Committees on School District Organization; and

WHEREAS, under Education Code sections 35705 and 35705.5, public hearings were
held on the petition in each of the affected school districts on September 9 and 10,
2013, and, at least 10 days before the public hearings, a description of the petition was
provided to the public and the affected governing boards; and

WHEREAS, following public hearings on September 9, 2013, the Placer County
Committee on School District Organization determined that (1) the proposed territory
transfer was not a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and
(2) the petition substantially meets each of the conditions in Education Code section
35753 (Findings); and

WHEREAS, following public hearings on September 10, 2013, the Sacramento County
Committee on School District Organization, determined that (1) the proposed territory
transfer was not a project under CEQA, and (2) the petition substantially meets each of
the conditions in Education Code section 35753 (Findings); and

WHEREAS, under Education Code section 35524, the Placer and Sacramento County
Committees on School District Organization have exchanged and considered each
other’s Findings; and

WHEREAS, under Education Code section 35710.1, an election may not be called to
vote on a petition to transfer territory, where the election area for the petition is
uninhabited territory as is the case here; and

WHEREAS, California Education Code section 35709 gives County Committees on

School District Organization authority to grant petitions to transfer territory between
school districts under the conditions set forth above.
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THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Sacramento County Committee on School
District Organization approves the petition to transfer territory between the Center Joint
Unified School District, the Roseville Joint Union High School District, and the Roseville
City School District; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that upon approval by the Placer County Committee on
Schoo!l District Organization, the territory transfer petition shall be granted, and the
Placer County Committee shall notify the county board of supervisors and all interested
parties of the territory transfer between the Center Joint Unified School District,
Roseviile Joint Union High School District, and Roseville City School District; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, as the transferred territory is located within Placer
County, the Secretary of the Placer County Committee on School District Organization,
at the appropriate time, shall ensure that new school district boundary maps and legal
descriptions are prepared.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a meeting of the Sacramento County Committee on
School District Organization on November 12, 2013 by the following vote:

Ayes: Absent:
Noes: Abstain:
Jacquelyn Levy, Board President David W. Gordon, Board Secretary
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