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AGENDA 
SCHOOL FACILITIES BOARD 

March 4, 2015 
10:00AM 

 
Arizona State Archives Building 

1901 W. Madison St. 
1st Floor Meeting Room 
Phoenix, Arizona 85009 

 
Pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(3), the Board may vote to go into Executive Session, 
which is not open to the public for discussion or consultation for legal advice with the 
Board's attorney.   
 

I. Call to Order 
 

II. Roll Call 
 

III. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify the Minutes and 
Executive Session Minutes of February 4, 2015 and the Minutes of February 10, 
2015 

 
IV. Director’s Report 

a. Paperless Board Packets 
b. Policy Approval – III. SFB Capital Plans 
c. Legislative/Budget Update 
d. Conflict of Interest 
 

V. Reduction of Square Footage Requests 
Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Requests for 
Reduction of Square Footage 

 Flagstaff Unified 

 Santa Cruz Valley Unified 

 
VI. Building Renewal Grant Requests 

a. Consideration and possible vote to ratify the Executive Director’s awards of 
Building Renewal Grant funds as authorized in the Building Renewal Grant 
Policy IX.C. (up to $50,000 for deficiencies correction) 

 Lake Havasu Unified 

 Mayer Unified (2 requests) 
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 Wilson Elementary 

b. Consideration and possible vote to ratify the Executive Director’s awards of 
Building Renewal Grant funds as authorized in the Building Renewal Grant 
Policy IX.C. (up to $30,000 for investigation) 

 St. Johns Unified 

 Solomon Elementary 

c. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Building Renewal 
Grant Requests 

Supplemental Awards 

 Tolleson Union 

d. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Building Renewal 
Grant Requests 

Construction Awards 

 Coolidge Unified (4 requests) 

 Picacho Elementary 

e. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Building Renewal 
Grant Requests 

Design Awards 

 Mesa Unified 

 Tolleson Elementary 

VII. Future Agenda Items 

VIII. Public Comment 
Members of the Board may not discuss items that are not specifically identified 
on the agenda. Therefore, pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.01(H), action taken as a 
result of public comment will be limited to directing staff to study the matter, 
responding to the criticism or scheduling the matter for further consideration and 
decision at a later date.  

IX. Adjournment 
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  SCHOOL FACILITIES BOARD 
February 4, 2015 
Phoenix, Arizona 

 
The School Facilities Board held a Board Meeting at the Arizona State Archives Building 
in Phoenix, Arizona.  The meeting began at approximately 10:06 A.M. 
 

Members Present Guests Present 

Jennifer Stielow, Chair Travis Zander, Agua Fria UHSD 

Tom Rushin, Vice-Chair Mary Hammonds, Agua Fria UHSD 

Edward Boot  Mike Shepard, Agua Fria UHSD 

Vern Crow  Dennis Runyan, Agua Fria UHSD 

Bryan Peltzer Pat Blair, Mobile ESD 

 Delores Brown, Mobile ESD 

Members Absent Todd Poer, Mesa USD 

Dru Barisich  Sue Sylvester, Roofing Southwest 

Traci Sawyer-Sinkbeil Nate Bowler, Buckeye ESD 

Dr. Jeff Smith Kit Wood, Mobile ESD 

Ward Simpson Tom Robin, EMCOR 

Stacey Morley (non-voting) Andy DuMond, APS Solutions for Business 

 Dale Sanderson, APS Solutions for Business 

Staff Present Aaron Grace, CRS 

Dean Gray, Executive Director Mike Barragan, Glendale ESD 

Phil Williams, Deputy Director Jill Barragan, Avondale ESD 

Kerry Campbell, Public Information Officer Derron Bowyer, CRS 

Amber Peterson, School Finance Specialist Mark Rafferty, FMG 

Debra Sterling, Attorney General’s Office Michael Williams, OSPB 

Dan Demland, School Facilities Liaison Patricia Ewanski, SRP 

Yujun Mei, Demographer Michael Green, Nexant 

David Kennon, Assessor Susan Gray, DLR Group 

 Randie Stein, Stifel 

 Carlos Monreal, Scottsdale USD 

 Paul Huber, Tuba City USD 

 
I. Call to Order 

Chairman Jennifer Stielow called the meeting to order at approximately 10:06 
A.M.   

 
II. Roll Call   

There were five (5) voting Board Members present. 
 

III. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify the Minutes of 
January 7, 2015 
Vern Crow made a motion for Board approval of the Minutes of January 7, 2015.  
Tom Rushin seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 

Agenda items were taken out of order to avoid loss of a quorum. 
 

V. New School Construction 
Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify the FY 2015 Capital 
Plan New Construction Requests 
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Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the staff recommendations as 
presented in the Board packet. 
 
Travis Zander, Executive Director of Finance for Agua Fria Union, expressed 
concern that the district sees a need for new space in the current fiscal year as 
opposed to the Conceptual Approval for FY16 as recommended by staff. 
 
Bryan Peltzer made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendations: 
 
1. Agua Fria Union (9-12): Conceptually approve 008N (9-12 for 1,600 

students) to be approved in FY 16.   
 

2. Casa Grande Elementary (K-5): Conceptually approve 007N (K-5 for 750 
students) to be approved in FY 23. 
 

3. Chandler Unified (K-6): No conceptual approval. 
 

4. Chandler Unified (K-12): Conceptually approve a K-12 for 150 students to 
be approved in FY 16. 
 

5. Florence Unified (9-12): Conceptually approve 017N (9-12 for 1,200 
students) to be approved in FY 18. 
 

6. Higley Unified (K-8): No conceptual approval. 
 

7. Kirkland Elementary (K-8): No conceptual approval. 
 

8. Liberty Elementary (K-8): Conceptually approve a K-8 for 800 students to 
be approved in FY 20. 
 

9. Litchfield Elementary (K-5): Conceptually approve a K-5 for 956 students 
to be approved in FY 19.  
 

10. Queen Creek Unified (K-5): Conceptually approve 005N (K-5 for 700 
students) to be approved in FY 19. 
 

11. Queen Creek Unified (9-12): Conceptually approve 009N (9-12 for 867 
students) to be approved in FY 17. 
 

12. Sahuarita Unified (K-8): Conceptually approve 005N (K-8 school for 800 
students) to be approved in FY 19 and 006N (K-8 school for 600 students) to 
be approved in FY 22. 
 

13. Vail Unified (9-12): Conceptually approve a 9-12 for 1,000 students to be 
approved in FY 18. 

 
Edward Boot seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 

 
VII. Building Renewal Grant Requests 

Dean Gray reviewed the balance of the Building Renewal Grant fund. If today’s 
recommendations are approved by the Board the remaining balance would be 
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$2,104,151. Staff continues working to close projects and make recognized 
savings and unspent monies available for new projects. 
 
a. Consideration and possible vote to ratify the Executive Director’s awards of 

Building Renewal Grant funds as authorized by the Building Renewal Grant 
Policy IX.C. (up to $50,000 for project award) 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the requests as presented in the 
Board packet.  The Board discussed various aspects of the projects. 
 
Vern Crow made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendations: 
 
1. Board ratification that Clarkdale-Jerome Elementary be awarded $4,750 

in Building Renewal Grant funding for the repair of the grease trap in the 
cafeteria Building 1004 at Clarkdale-Jerome Elementary School (project 
number 130403101-1004-005BRG).  This includes $1,000 in contingency 
that will only be used with SFB staff approval. 
 

2. Board ratification that Safford Unified be awarded $10,000 in Building 
Renewal Grant funding for the replacement of 10-ton gas package unit on 
Building 1003 at Safford Middle School (project number 050201102-1003-
004BRG). This includes $710 in contingency that will only be used with 
SFB staff approval. 
 

3. Board ratification that Valley Union be awarded $6,100 in Building 
Renewal Grant funding to repair the well pump at Valley Union High 
School (project number 020522201-9999-004BRG). This includes $877 in 
contingency that will only be used with SFB staff approval. 

 
Tom Rushin seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 

b. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Building Renewal 
Grant Requests (supplemental awards) 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the requests as presented in the 
Board packet.  The Blue Ridge Unified request was not properly agendized 
and will be presented at the next Board meeting. 
 
Vern Crow made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendations: 
 
1. This item to be considered at future Board meeting. 

 
2. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Ganado Unified be 

awarded an additional $1,873,564 in Building Renewal Grant funding for 
the replacement of the roofs on Buildings 1001, 1002, 1003, 1004 and 
1005 at Ganado High School (project number 010220204-9999-
005BRG). This includes $200,000 in contingency that will only be used 
with SFB staff approval.  The district is contributing $196,293 from the 
insurance claim to the project.  This brings the total project cost to 
$2,132,178. 
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3. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Ganado Unified be 
awarded an additional $351,879 in Building Renewal Grant funding for 
the painting and caulking of the new stucco contingent upon funding from 
the Federal Impact Aid Program ($1,226,651) to replace the stucco on all 
buildings at Ganado High School (project number 010220204-9999-
006BRG). This includes $32,000 in contingency that will only be used 
with SFB staff approval and brings the total project cost to $1,618,904. 
 

4. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Mobile Elementary be 
awarded an additional $399,283 in Building Renewal Grant funding for 
the engineering design, construction administration and construction 
costs for a new well system at Mobile Elementary School (project number 
070386101-9999-002BRG). This includes $35,000 in contingency that will 
only be used with SFB staff approval. 
 

5. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Mohave Valley 
Elementary be awarded an additional $25,400 in Building Renewal Grant 
funding for the replacement of the HVAC system on Building 1013 at 
Mohave Valley Elementary School (project number 080416101-1013-
021BRG). This includes $4,000 in contingency that will only be used with 
SFB staff approval and brings the project total to $30,400. 

 
Edward Boot seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 

c. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Building Renewal 
Grant Requests (construction awards) 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the requests as presented in the 
Board packet.  The Board discussed various aspects of the projects. 
 
Bryan Peltzer expressed concern about whether the structural engineer for 
the two Bullhead City Elementary requests is registered in the State of 
Arizona.  Mr. Gray offered to table the requests until the registration can be 
verified. 
 
Bryan Peltzer made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendations: 
 
1. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Benson Unified be 

awarded $172,500 in Building Renewal Grant funding to replace the 
evaporative coolers in the gymnasium Building 1004 at Benson High 
School. This includes $10,000 in contingency that will only be used with 
SFB staff approval. 
 

2. This item was tabled for consideration at a future Board meeting. 
 

3. This item was tabled for consideration at a future Board meeting. 
 

4. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Cave Creek Unified be 
awarded $4,467 in Building Renewal Grant funding for replacement of the 
fire alarm control panel at Desert Arroyo Middle School. This includes 
$1,000 in contingency that will only be used with SFB staff approval. 
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5. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Colorado River Union 
be awarded $2,488 in Building Renewal Grant funding to replace the 
water heater in Building 1006 at Mohave High School. This includes $500 
in contingency that will only be used with SFB staff approval. 
 

6. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Mayer Unified be 
awarded $2,555 in Building Renewal Grant funding for repair of the HVAC 
unit on the computer classroom in Building 1007 at Mayer Elementary 
School. This includes $500 in contingency that will only be used with SFB 
staff approval. 
 

7. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Saddle Mountain 
Unified be awarded $4,165 in Building Renewal Grant funding for 
replacement of a HVAC condensing unit in Building 1008 at Tonopah 
High School. This includes $500 in contingency that will only be used with 
SFB staff approval. 
 

8. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Saddle Mountain 
Unified be awarded $3,718 in Building Renewal Grant funding for repair 
of a HVAC unit in Building 1005 at Tonopah High School. This includes 
$500 in contingency that will only be used with SFB staff approval. 
 

9. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Saddle Mountain 
Unified be awarded $3,718 in Building Renewal Grant funding for repair 
of a HVAC unit in the cafeteria Building 1006 at Tonopah High School. 
This includes $500 in contingency that will only be used with SFB staff 
approval. 
 

10. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Scottsdale Unified be 
awarded $2,000 in Building Renewal Grant funding for the replacement of 
the low voltage power supply for the chiller that services all buildings at 
Cocopah Middle School. This includes $404 in contingency that will only 
be used with SFB staff approval. 
 

11. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Scottsdale Unified be 
awarded $23,910 in Building Renewal Grant funding for the replacement 
of a 70-ton chiller compressor on Building 1003 at Pueblo Elementary 
School. This includes $7,600 in contingency that will only be used with 
SFB staff approval. 
 

12. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Tuba City Unified be 
awarded $470,716 in Building Renewal Grant funding to replace the roof 
on Building 1010 at Tuba City High School. This includes $42,000 in 
contingency that will only be used with SFB staff approval. 
 

13. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Willcox Unified be 
awarded $51,511 in Building Renewal Grant funding for replacement of 
the fire alarm system at Willcox High School. This includes $4,500 in 
contingency that will only be used with SFB staff approval. 

 
Vern Crow seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
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d. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Building Renewal 
Grant Requests (design awards) 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the requests as presented in the 
Board packet.  The Board discussed various aspects of the projects. 
 
Bryan Peltzer expressed concern about whether the structural engineer for 
the Mohave Valley Elementary request is registered in the State of Arizona.  
Mr. Gray requested that the Board approve the district’s request contingent 
upon verification of the registration. 
 
Bryan Peltzer made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendations: 
 
1. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Duncan Unified be 

awarded $5,000 in Building Renewal Grant funding for engineering 
services to assess the HVAC and control system in the cafetorium 
Building 1005 at Duncan Primary School. 
 

2. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Mesa Unified be 
awarded $12,400 in Building Renewal Grant funding for design and 
construction bid documents to reseal the exterior of Building 1021 at 
Webster Elementary School.  This includes $5,000 for hazardous 
materials testing.  The district will contribute $5,000 towards the cost of 
construction. 
 

3. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Mohave Valley 
Elementary be awarded $9,000 in Building Renewal Grant funding for an 
engineering assessment of cinder block cracking and indoor wall 
separation in Building 1002 at Mohave Valley Junior High School. This 
includes $1,000 in contingency that will only be used with SFB staff 
approval.  This award is contingent upon the verification of the structural 
engineer’s registration in the State of Arizona. 
 

4. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Scottsdale Unified be 
awarded $9,975 in Building Renewal Grant funding for the replacement of 
a 60-ton chiller and cooling tower on Buildings 1012 and 1013 at Kiva 
Elementary School. 

 
Vern Crow seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 

e. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Building Renewal 
Grant Requests (design awards) 
Bryan Peltzer made a motion for Board approval to table the Round Valley 
Unified request for consideration at a future Board meeting.  Vern Crow 
seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 

f. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Building Renewal 
Grant Requests (denial) 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the requests as presented in the 
Board packet.  The Board discussed various aspects of the projects. 
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Vern Crow made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendations: 
 
1. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Florence Unified’s 

request for Building Renewal Grant funding for the design and installation 
of a new air conditioning unit in the weight room Building 1001 at Poston 
Butte High School be denied because the costs associated with the 
reconfiguration of storage room space into classroom space should be 
assumed by the district since the district elected to reconfigure the space. 
 

2. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Show Low Unified’s 
request for Building Renewal Grant funding to install a sewer nitrogen 
reduction plant at Linden Elementary School be denied at this time and 
until the student count exceeds the capacity of the current septic design 
of 203 students.  Project number 090210116-9999-001BRG requires no 
additional funding at this time. 

 
Edward Boot seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 

VIII. Emergency Deficiencies Correction Requests 
Dean Gray reviewed the balance of the Emergency Deficiencies Correction fund. 
If today’s recommendations are approved by the Board the remaining balance 
would be $483,634. Staff continues working to close projects and make 
recognized savings and unspent monies available for new projects. 
a. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Emergency 

Deficiencies Correction Requests (construction awards) 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the request as presented in the 
Board packet. 
 
Tom Rushin made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendations: 
 

Board approval of the staff recommendation that Bullhead City 
Elementary be awarded $595 in Emergency Deficiencies Correction 
funding for the repair of the backflow preventer on Building 1004 at the 
District Office. 

 
Edward Boot seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 

b. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Emergency 
Deficiencies Correction Requests (design awards) 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the request as presented in the 
Board packet. 
 
Bryan Peltzer made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendations: 
 

Board approval of the staff recommendation that St Johns Unified be 
awarded $80,000 in Emergency Deficiencies Correction funding for the 
professional services to develop construction bid documents to correct 
the structural repairs, HVAC corrections and roof replacement on 
Building 1001 at the District Office. 
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Edward Boot seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 

c. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Emergency 
Deficiencies Correction Requests (denial) 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the request as presented in the 
Board packet. 
 
Vern Crow made a motion for the Board to convene in Executive Session.  
Tom Rushin seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 

The Board convened in Executive Session starting at 11:07 A.M. 
 
The Executive Session adjourned at 11:18 A.M. 

 
The Board meeting reconvened at 11:20 A.M. 
 
The Board discussed various aspects of the request. 
 
Vern Crow made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendation: 
 

Board approval of the staff recommendation that Toltec Elementary’s 
request for Emergency Deficiencies Correction funding to repair the 
ceiling in the music classroom at Arizona City Elementary School be 
denied. This school does not qualify for SFB funding because it is a 
charter school. 

 
Edward Boot seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 

IX. Preventative Maintenance Inspection Reports 
a. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Preventative 

Maintenance Inspection Reports 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the Preventative Maintenance 
Inspection Report for Skull Valley Elementary. 
 
Vern Crow made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendation: 

 
Board approval of the Preventative Maintenance Inspection Report for 
Skull Valley Elementary. 

 
Tom Rushin seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 

 
b. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify the random 

selection of districts for a Preventative Maintenance Inspection 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the random selection of Deer 
Valley Unified for a Preventative Maintenance Inspection. 
 
Tom Rushin made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendation: 
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Board approval of the random selection of Deer Valley Unified for 
Preventative Maintenance Inspection. 

 
Vern Crow seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 
 

IV. Director’s Report 
a. Paperless Board Packets 

Bryan Peltzer made a motion for Board approval to table this agenda item for 
consideration at a future Board meeting.  Vern Crow seconded.  The motion 
passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 

b. Policy Approval – III. SFB Capital Plans 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the proposed changes to the SFB 
Capital Plan Policy.  The policy will be posted on the SFB website for public 
comment and will be brought back to the Board at the next meeting for action. 
 

c. Legislative/Budget Update 
Dean Gray deferred to Ron Passarelli who provided a brief overview of the 
bills currently being heard in committee. 
 

VI. Reduction of Square Footage Requests 
Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Requests for 
Reduction of Square Footage 
Vern Crow made a motion for Board approval tabling Yuma Elementary’s 
requests for consideration at a future Board meeting.  Bryan Peltzer seconded.  
The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 

 
X. Future Agenda Items 

Edward Boot asked if Mr. Gray would be requesting a supplemental 
appropriation for the Building Renewal Grant fund and if he would provide an 
update on the status of that request at the next Board meeting. 
 

XI. Public Comment 
There were no requests for public comment. 
 

XII. Adjournment 
There being no further business, Jennifer Stielow adjourned the meeting at 
approximately 11:37 A.M. 

 
Approved by the School Facilities Board on ______________________________, 2015 
 
       
                             Chair 
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  SCHOOL FACILITIES BOARD 
February 10, 2015 
Phoenix, Arizona 

 
The School Facilities Board held a Board Meeting at the Arizona State Capitol Building in 
Phoenix, Arizona.  The meeting began at approximately 10:01 A.M. 
 

Members Present Guests Present 

Jennifer Stielow, Chair Travis Zander, Agua Fria UHSD 

Tom Rushin, Vice-Chair (via phone) Dennis Runyan, Agua Fria UHSD 

Edward Boot (via phone)  

Traci Sawyer-Sinkbeil (via phone) Staff Present 

Dr. Jeff Smith (via phone) Dean Gray, Executive Director 

Ward Simpson (via phone) Kerry Campbell, Public Information Officer 

 Amber Peterson, School Finance Specialist 

Members Absent Debra Sterling, Attorney General’s Office 

Dru Barisich  Dan Demland, School Facilities Liaison 

Vern Crow  Yujun Mei, Demographer 

Bryan Peltzer  

Stacey Morley (non-voting)  

 
I. Call to Order 

Chairman Jennifer Stielow called the meeting to order at approximately 10:01 A.M.   
 

II. Roll Call   
There were six (6) voting Board Members participating in the meeting.  One (1) 
voting Board member was present and five (5) voting Board members were on the 
phone. 
 

III. New School Construction 
Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify the FY 2015 Capital 
Plan New Construction Requests 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the staff recommendation as presented 
in the Board packet. 
 
Dr. Dennis Runyan, Superintendent for Agua Fria Union, thanked the Board for 
reconsidering the district’s capital plan and provided a few relative statistics.  He 
provided a letter to the Board. 
 
The Board discussed various aspects of the district’s capital plan request. 
 
Tom Rushin made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendation: 
 

Agua Fria Union (9-12): Conceptually approve 008N (9-12 for 1,600 
students) to be approved in FY 16.   
 

Traci Sawyer-Sinkbeil seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 6-0. 
 

Tom Rushin recused himself from the Board at this time. 
 

IV. Reduction of Square Footage Requests 



 UNOFFICIAL 

        02.10.15  Board Minutes.docx 2 

 
Board Minutes 
02.10.15 

Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Requests for Reduction 
of Square Footage 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of Yuma Elementary’s requests. 
 
Traci Sawyer-Sinkbeil made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendations: 
 
1. Board approval of the staff recommendation to approve Yuma Elementary’s 

request to remove Buildings 1004 and 1005 at Roosevelt School from the 
inventory. 
 

2. Board approval of the staff recommendation to approve Yuma Elementary’s 
request to remove Building 1010 at Woodard Jr. High School from the 
inventory. 

 
Edward Boot seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 5-0. 
 
Tom Rushin rejoined the Board at this time. 
 

V. Building Renewal Grant Requests 
Dean Gray reviewed the balance of the Building Renewal Grant fund. If today’s 
recommendations are approved by the Board the remaining balance would be 
$2,106,018. Staff continues working to close projects and make recognized 
savings and unspent monies available for new projects. 
 
a. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Building Renewal 

Grant Requests (supplemental awards) 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the request as presented in the 
Board packet.  The Board discussed various aspects of the request. 
 
Edward Boot made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendation: 
 

Board approval of the staff recommendation that Blue Ridge Unified be 
awarded an additional $253,297 in Building Renewal Grant funding for the 
restoration of the roofs on Buildings 1001 and 1005 at Blue Ridge High 
School (project number 090232102-9999-004BRG). This includes $20,000 
in contingency that will only be used with SFB staff approval and brings the 
total project cost to $266,191. 

 
Tom Rushin seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 6-0. 
 

b. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Building Renewal 
Grant Requests (construction awards) 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the requests as presented in the 
Board packet. 
 
Traci Sawyer-Sinkbeil made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendations: 
 
1. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Bullhead City 

Elementary be awarded $52,000 in Building Renewal Grant funding for 
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roof restoration on Building 1002 at Bullhead City Junior High School. This 
includes $4,500 in contingency that will only be used with SFB staff 
approval. 
 

2. Board approval of the staff recommendation that Bullhead City 
Elementary be awarded $28,000 in Building Renewal Grant funding for 
roof repairs on Building 1001 at Desert Valley Elementary School. This 
includes $3,500 in contingency that will only be used with SFB staff 
approval. 

 
Ward Simpson seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 6-0. 
 

c. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Building Renewal 
Grant Requests (design awards) 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the request as presented in the 
Board packet.  The Board discussed various aspects of the projects. 
 
Edward Boot made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendation: 
 

Board approval of the staff recommendation that Round Valley Unified 
be awarded $7,960 in Building Renewal Grant funding for a performance 
specification and asbestos survey for the reseal/repaint of the gymnasium 
Building 1002 at Round Valley Middle School. 

 
Ward Simpson seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 6-0. 
 

VI. Emergency Deficiencies Correction Requests 
a. Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Emergency 

Deficiencies Correction Requests (construction awards) 
Dean Gray reviewed the balance of the Emergency Deficiencies Correction fund. 
If today’s recommendations are approved by the Board the remaining balance 
would be $479,167. Staff continues working to close projects and make 
recognized savings and unspent monies available for new projects. 

 
Dean Gray provided a brief explanation of the request as presented in the Board 
packet.  The Board discussed various aspects of the district’s request. 

 
Traci Sawyer-Sinkbeil made a motion for Board approval of the following staff 
recommendation: 

 
Board approval of the staff recommendation that Cave Creek Unified be 
awarded $4,467 in Emergency Deficiencies Correction funding for 
replacement of the fire alarm control panel at Desert Arroyo Middle School. 
This includes $1,000 in contingency that will only be used with SFB staff 
approval. 

 
Edward Boot seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 6-0. 

 
Tom Rushin made a motion for cancellation of Cave Creek Unified’s Building 
Renewal Grant funding for project number 070293103-9999-007BRG.  Ward 
Simpson seconded.  The motion passed with a voice vote of 6-0. 
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VII. Future Agenda Items 

Debra Sterling advised the Board that she would like to make a presentation at the 
next Board meeting regarding Conflict of Interest. 
 

VIII. Public Comment 
There were no requests for public comment. 
 

IX. Adjournment 
There being no further business, Jennifer Stielow adjourned the meeting at 
approximately 10:30 A.M. 

 
Approved by the School Facilities Board on ______________________________, 2015 
 
       
                             Chair 













































































                                        

 
S T A T E  O F  A R I Z O N A  

S C H O O L  F A C I L I T I E S  B O A R D  
 
 

Meeting Date: March 4, 2015      Agenda Item IV.b. 
 
 

 Subject: IV.  Director’s Report (action of the Board may be requested) 
b. Policy Approval – III. SFB Capital Plans 

 
The proposed changes below are due to legislative changes to statute and the requirement 
to review SFB policies every four years.  They were posted on the SFB website for public 
comment.  No public comment was received.   
 
Proposed changes  

1. Removal of two and three year funding window language 
2. Update various website/exhibit references and links 
3. Removal of all references to specific school districts 
4. Addition of statutory reference regarding Accommodation Districts (Section L) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Board Action Requested: [ ] information  [ X ] action / described below 
 
Board approval of the proposed changes to SFB Policy III. SFB Capital Plans as 
recommended by staff. 
 
Attachments: Yes [ X ] No [  ] 
 



  1 

 III. SFB Capital Plans 

 

Per A.R.S.§41-1091.B: This substantive policy statement is advisory only. A substantive policy 

statement does not include internal procedural documents that only affect the internal procedures 

of the agency and does not impose additional requirements or penalties on regulated parties or 

include confidential information or rules made in accordance with the Arizona Administrative 

Procedure Act. If you believe that this substantive policy statement does impose additional 

requirements or penalties on regulated parties, you may petition the agency under A.R.S.§41-

1033 for a review of the statement. 

 

Per A.R.S. §15-2041, a district is eligible for new construction if ADM projections indicate 

that the district will fall below minimum square footage the Minimum  School Facility 

Adequacy Guidelines within twoin the current years for an elementary school, or three years 

for a middle or high school.  The SFB may size of the award is based on the amount of square 

footage needed within one to five years for an elementary school, and within four to eight 

years for a middle or high school. 

 

New Construction Process (Modified September 6, 2007 and August 14, 2008) 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

District submits 

Capital Plan 
September 1 

SFB staff reviews 

district’s capacity and 
ADM projections 

Staff recommendation 

is provided to district 

for review 

Optional: District may 

request meeting with staff 

to discuss 

recommendation 

Board denial 
Board approval 

OR 

Conceptual approval Denial OR 

SFB must review again 

in next Capital Plan 

cycle 

District may apply again 

in next Capital Plan 

District and SFB liaison 

have kick-off meeting, 

where district is notified 

and receives Terms and 

Conditions for signature 

District returns Terms 

and Conditions with 

signature within 60 days 
 

Yes No OR 

5% of project’s budget 

becomes available to 

district for A&E 

Project expires 



 

A. Process and Procedures for Reviewing New Construction 

Requests Received Through Capital Plans (Adopted February 2000, Modified 

August 14, 2008) 

 

A.R.S. §15-2041 provides for district governing boards to develop and annually update a capital 

plan.  If the capital plan indicates a need for a new school or an addition to an existing school 

within the next four years, the district is to submit the plan to the School Facilities Board (See 

SFB website, www.azsfb.govhttps://sfb.az.gov, District InformationAccess, Annual Reporting ). 

 

 District Submittal: Districts submit Capital Plans on September 1 with 

ADM/enrollment information, a description of the projects requested, a description of 

projects planned with local funds, and information regarding parcels of land owned by 

the district.  This packet is the basis for staff consideration and recommendations to the 

Board for new school and/or additional space funding within the current funding 

window (two years for elementary schools and three years for middle or high schools). 

 

 Staff Review: Staff reviews and verifies the district’s student population projections or 

and develops a separate set of ADM projections. Staff verifies residential development 

via site visits, aerial photos, and/or discussions with development specialists and 

analysis of demographic data. to Staff prepares a New Construction Analysis for each 

district submitting an applicationrequest. 

 

 Board Approval:  Staff recommendations are presented to the Board for 

approvalconsideration.  At the time the Board is making its decision, the New 

Construction Analysis is available to the Board members and the applicant district.  

The applicant district may address the Board. 

 

 District Notification: Upon approval by the Board, staff notifies the applicant district of 

the action.  A kick-off meeting is scheduled with the district’s liaison at which the and 

provides Terms and Conditions are provide to the district.  The district has 60 days 

from the date of notification to officially accept, in writing, funding for the square 

footage approved by the Board or the approval expires.  Acceptance of the funding is 

signaled by agreement with the Terms and Conditions (see Exhibit  IV. A, for Terms 

and Conditions). 

 

B. Calculation of Student Capacity (Modified September 6, 2007, August 14, 

2008, and November 4, 2009, November 2, 2011) 

 

Abbreviations: 

ADM = Average Daily Membership 

SF = Square Footage 

MAGSFPP = Minimum School Facility Adequacy Guidelines Square Footage per Pupil 

DSFPP = Design Square Footage per Pupil 

SFB = School Facilities Board 



ADE = Arizona Department of Education 

 
To calculate student capacity, the building’s square footage is divided by the minimum square 

footage per pupil established in A.R.S. §15-2011, or the square footage divisor established in the 

Working Definition of Student Capacity (outlined in B.1. below, Pre-SFB schools).  As the table 

below shows, these factors vary based on district size and configuration.  The factor used to 

calculate capacity of a building remains unchanged into the future unless the building’s use or 

configuration changes.   Capacity of a building does not change based on changes in ADM. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 a 
For K-8 schools awarded in FY 2009, the DSFPP was 92.2 (the calculation treated a 

kindergarten student as one whole student for ADM purposes vs. one-half).  In FY 2010, 
the law reverted the methodology back to recognizing kindergarten students as one-half, 

thereby changing the calculation again.  
 

1.  Pre-SFB schools 

Capacity of a pre-SFB school is determined by dividing the square footage by the square footage 

divisor established in the SFB Working Definition of Student Capacity (outlined below).  The 

district’s FY 98 ADM as provided by ADE is used to determine which divisor is appropriate. 

Working Definition of Student Capacity (Adopted February 1999) 

Elementary Grades P-6  

FORMULA: (TGSF - ES - .1ICB) / ((MAGSFPP + DSFPP) / 2)  

  

Middle Grades 7-8  

FORMULA: (TGSF - ES - .1ICB) / 100  

  

High School Grades 9-12  

FORMULA: (TGSF - ES - .1ICB) / ((MAGSFPP + DSFPP) / 2)  

 TGSF - total gross square footage  

 ES - excludable spaces  

 ICB - interior corridor buildings  

 MAGSFPP - minimum adequate gross square footage per pupil  

 DSFPP - design square footage per pupil  

Configuration SF Divisor MAGSFPP DSFPP
a

P-6                                               85 80 90

7-8 <= 800                                        100 84 100

7-8 > 800                                         100 80 100

9-12 <= 400                                       129.5 125 134

9-12 (401-1000)                                   127 120 134

9-12 (1001-1800)                                  123 112 134

9-12 > 1800                                       109.5 94 125

K-8 w/ 7-8<=800 88.5 80.9 92.4

K-8 w/ 7-8>800 88.5 80 92.4

6-8 w/ 7-8>800 95 80 96.67

6-8 w/ 7-8 <= 800       95 82.7 96.67

 



Staff may prorate the mathematical formula to account for differing grade configurations. 

Districts have the option to reject the mathematical calculation and request to be placed on the 

agenda for consideration of student capacity based on atypical space adjustment or atypical 

school analysis. Generally, atypical spaces are unusual spaces for the size and type of school that 

have a permanent impact on the ability of the physical school to serve the mathematically 

derived student capacity.  Examples of atypical spaces are excessive interior circulation or an 

elementary school gymnasium.  If the school district rejects the mathematical calculation of 

student capacity, staff will work with the district to prepare a recommendation for the Board 

using the atypical space adjustment methodology or atypical school analysis. The Board may 

consider remodeling of these spaces.  The Board may accept, reject, or modify the staff 

recommendation. 

 

2.  Square Footage Funded with Class B Bonds or Unrestricted Capital Outlay Funds any 

Local Funds except Class A Bonds 

(Adopted October 1999.  Modified February 3, 2000 by adding unrestricted capital outlay 

monies. Modified August 14, 2008) 

 

a. When a district adds square footage with the use of Class B bonds or unrestricted 

capital outlay monieslocal funds, the square footage is not included in the capacity 

calculation, unless it exceeds 25% of the minimum square footage requirements 

per A.R.S. §15-2011.E.6., but the Board does consider additions to existing schools 

for purposes of determining adequacy of the functional components of the school as 

specified in the Minimum School Facility Adequacy Guidelines. If total square 

footage added to a district with the use of Class B bonds or unrestricted capital outlay 

monies local funds exceeds 25% of the minimum square footage requirements per 

A.R.S. §15-2011.E.6., the student capacity of the square footage is based on the 

statutorily prescribed minimum guidelines square footage per pupil. 

 

b.  Replacement square footage constructed with Class B bonds or unrestricted capital 

outlay monies local funds is included in the capacity calculation.  If Class B bonds or 

unrestricted capital outlay monies local funds are used to replace part of an existing 

school, the student capacity of the facility is determined in the same manner as it 

would have been determined prior to the replacement.  If Class B bonds or 

unrestricted capital outlay monies local funds are used to construct a complete 

replacement school, the student capacity of the facility is based on the statutorily 

prescribed minimum guidelines square footage per pupil. 

 

Staff note (3/17/00) regarding Unrestricted Capital Outlay:  Unrestricted Capital Outlay became 

a part of the capital outlay section of a district’s budget beginning with FY 2000.  Therefore, 

square footage constructed with Unrestricted Capital Outlay will apply only to those projects 

begun on or after July 1, 1999. 

 

3.  Square Footage Funded with Class A Bonds  (Adopted September 1999) 

When a district replaces or adds sSquare footage built using Class A bonds, the School Facilities 

Board does is included in the new square footage in the capacity calculation for the district.  



Capacity of the square footage is calculated based on the SFB Working Definition of Student 

Capacity (outlined in B.1. above)   

 

 

 

 

4. SFB-funded Replacement Schools: 

SFB-funded replacement schools that were built under the Deficiency Corrections Program or 

the rush program are treated the same as pre-SFB schools.  The square footage is divided by the 

appropriate square footage divisor.  

 

 

5. SFB-funded Growth Schools: 

Capacity of a SFB-funded growth school is determined by dividing the square footage by the 

MAGSFPP as prescribed in A.R.S. §15-2011.  MAGSFPP is based on the capacity of the district 

at the time the school opens. 

 

For example: 

The   Balsz An Elementary District had four K-8 schools prior to Students FIRST, and received 

an SFB award for a core K-8 school in FY 02.  At the time of the award, the district already had 

capacity for more than 800 7-8th graders (347,768 SF * 2 / 8.5 / 100 = 818).  Even though the 

district’s 7-8 population still had not crossed the 800-student threshold at the time the core 

school opened, the district had capacity for more than 800 7-8th graders.  So the capacity of the 

core school is based on the MAGSFPP that applies to districts with more than 800 7-8th graders 

(80) versus that which is used for a district with less than 800 7-8th graders (80.9). 

 

The Maricopa Unified District has been approved for a new high school to open in FY 09.  When 

the school opens, the district will have a high school capacity in excess of 1,800.  Therefore, the 

capacity of this school is based on the MAGSFPP that applies to districts with more than 1,800 

students (94). 
 

 

Schools that Span Multiple Grade Configurations 

To determine capacity of a school that spans grade levels, an even distribution among grade 

levels is assumed (unless otherwise noted).  Kindergarten students counts as one-half. 

 

For example:,   

The Mesa Unified School District is generally configured K-6, 7-9, and 10-12.  Some of their 

facilities span two or more of these grade levels.  SHARP School serves grades K-12.  This is a 

total of 12.5 grades.  Square footage of a K-12 facility in a district that is generally configured K-

6, 7-8 and 9-12 is pro-rated as follows: 

 

K-6 = 6.5/12.5 

7-89 = 23/12.5 

910-12 = 43/12.5 

 



The resulting square footages are then divided by the appropriate divisors for the different grade 

levels. 

 

 

 

 

C. Capacity of a Core Facility  
 

Even though the district is funded to build 65% of the entire school, staff only uses 50% of the 

square footage against the district in the capacity analysis.  Another way to explain this method 

is to multiply one-half of the number of students by the design square footage for that grade 

level. 

 

Note: In August 2003, the board voted to discontinue approval of core schools. 

 

D. Build-out of Core Schools (Adopted April 2003) 
 

A district must be approved to build out a core school prior to the Board approval of a new 

school for the same grade configuration.    

 

Note: In August 2003, the board voted to discontinue approval of core schools. 
 

E. Excludable Spaces (Adopted December 1998, Modified August 14, 2008) 
 

For purposes of determining student capacity, the square footage at a school site used solely for 

district administrative purposes may be excluded from the gross square footage.  
 

F. Reduction of Square Footage (Adopted November 4, 2009, November 2, 2011) 
 

Statute provides two ways to remove square footage from the database: 

 

1.  School Building that has outlived its useful life (A.R.S. §15-2041.G) 

 

The district requests staff to review the space to see if it is no longer functional because it has 

outlived its useful life.  If staff agrees with the district that the space is no longer functional, that 

recommendation will be presented to the Board for approvalconsideration. If the Board approves 

the staff recommendation, the space is removed from the database.  The district’s capital plan is 

then analyzed without the removed space.  Additional square footage is only approved if the 

district falls below minimum square footage guidelines the Minimum School Facility Adequacy 

Guidelines within the current funding windowyear.  This is not considered replacement space. 

 

If staff does not agree with the district that the space is no longer functional, staff shall inform 

the district of its determination.  Staff shall inform the district that the final decision rests with 



the Board. Therefore, the district may request that staff present the district’s request and its 

recommendation to deny such request to the Board for its decision. 

 

2. District reduction of square footage (A.R.S. §15-341.G) 

 

The statute requires the district governing board to obtain Board approval prior to taking any 

action that would reduce pupil square footage.  A reduction of pupil square footage includes 

demolishing or selling a school building or school site, or changing a building’s grade 

configuration.  Pupil square footage is defined as space that generates student capacity for a 

district.  Excluded space does not generate capacity, and therefore Board approval is not required 

for the reduction of excluded space. 

 

To request a reduction of square footage, the district submits a letter to its School Facilities 

Board Liaison.  The letter must the SFB identifying the building(s) using the four-digit building 

number(s) as assigned in the Districtwide Building Preview Report (Building Inventory), and 

explains why the district wishes to remove or reconfigure the space.  This letter must be 

accompanied by a district governing board resolution requesting the change. 

 

An analysis and recommendation will be presented to the Board.  Some criteria that staff and the 

Board may consider when making its decision include: 

 

 Long-term cost benefit to the State 

 Shifting demographics within the district 

 Age of the building(s) 

 Effect of the reduction of square footage on the district’s ability to meet the mMinimum 

School Facility Adequancy gGuidelines within the analysis timeframe 

 Any other circumstances specific to the district 

 

Staff will notify the district of the Board’s decision in writing. 

 

G. Definition of Administrative Purposes (Adopted August 1999, Modified 

August 14, 2008) 

 

This section applies to the publicity pamphlet for Class B Bond, Impact Aid Revenue Bond, and 

Capital Override elections. A.R.S. §15-481 and §15-491 require the publicity pamphlet to be 

mailed to each qualified elector in the district no later than thirty-five days before the election, 

and to contain: 
 

 An executive summary of the district's most recent capital plan submitted to the School 

Facilities Board.  (See Exhibit II. A. for the Capital Plan Executive Summary format).  

 A complete list of each proposed capital improvement that will be funded with the 

budget increase or bonds and a description of the proposed cost of each improvement, 

including a separate aggregation of capital improvements for administrative purposes as 

defined by the School Facilities Board.  

 



For the purposes of A.R.S. §15-481.B.12.(b), §15-491.H.6.(b), and §15-491.I.4.(d) 

"administrative purposes" means solely district administrative purposes. 

 

H. Districts included in Rural Area (Adopted March 1999, Modified August 14, 

2008, November 2, 2011)  
 

The Students FIRST legislation provides a square footage per pupil and a base cost per square 

foot for new construction. The base cost per square foot was originally established in A.R.S. 

§15-2041.D.3.c at the following levels: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

These costs are to be adjusted for inflation by the JLBC at least once per year. 

  

The statute then states, "The school facilities board shall multiply the cost per square foot by 

1.05 for any school district located in a rural area. The school facilities board may only modify 

the base cost per square foot prescribed in this subdivision for particular schools based on 

geographic conditions or site conditions. For the purposes of this subdivision, "rural area" means 

an area outside a thirty-five mile radius of a boundary of a municipality with a population of 

more than fifty thousand persons.” according to the most recent United States decennial census."  

  

Staff worked with the State Land Department to determine which districts would be categorized 

as rural. Based on the 2010 census (the most recent United States decennial census), sixteen 

Arizona cities had populations in excess of this threshold: Avondale, Buckeye, Chandler, 

Flagstaff, Gilbert, Glendale, Goodyear, Lake Havasu, Mesa, Peoria, Phoenix, Scottsdale, 

Surprise, Tempe, Tucson and Yuma. City boundaries were determined as of 2011 and radii were 

plotted from these boundaries. If a district's boundary was outside the radius, it was deemed to be 

located in a rural area. Districts near Arizona’s borders may be affected by municipalities in 

bordering states.  A table of Rural vs. Urban districts is provided in Exhibit II. B.on the SFB 

website. 

 

I. Geographic Exception (Adopted December 2000, Expanded January 2006) 
 

In those public school districts where students are transported one hour or more via the most 

reasonable and direct route or where students reside 45 miles or more from the closest school via 

the most reasonable and direct route, and where 100 or more students are affected by these 

conditions within the same region, the School Facilities Board will provide additional school 

space to the district to accommodate the educational needs of the affected students. However, the 

educational space provided may be modified as the Board sees fit in making a conscientious 

effort to meet the Minimum School Facility Adequacy Guidelines without requiring 

extraordinary expenditures of public funds. 

Grade Level Cost per Square Foot 

Pre-school w/ disabilities; 

K-6 

 

$90 

7-8 $95 

9-12 $110 



 

If an elementary district that is not in a high school district unifies after June 30, 2005, the 

resulting unified district may qualify for high school space under A.R.S. §15-2041, if it meets the 

following criteria:   
 

 The elementary district unifies after June 30, 2005, and  

 The resulting unified district is projected to have more than 350 resident high school 

students being served in districts other than the student’s resident district within the 

three-years following the current fiscal year, and 

 One of the following is true:   
 

At least 350 of the high school students would travel for at least 20 miles to the 

receiving school facility, 
 

   Or 
 

The district that is expected to receive the majority of the projected resident high 

school students is projected to need additional high school space within seven years. 

For purposes of this analysis, the projected ADM of the receiving district should 

include the high school students of both the receiving and sending districts. 

 

J. New Construction Award Cancellations (Adopted February 2005, Modified 

August 14, 2008, Modified March 7, 2012) 

 

This policy allows districts the opportunity to cancel a project if a district becomes aware that an 

approved new construction project will not be constructed for some time. The recommended 

cancellation process is as follows: 

 

 The district may request the cancellation of that project in their annual capital plan.  

Staff will review the request and make a recommendation to the Board. 

  

 The square footage associated with the project that the district is requesting to be 

cancelled will be included in the review of the capital plan that includes the cancellation 

request.   

 

 If the cancellation of the project will leave the district below the minimum square 

footage Minimum School Facility Adequacy gGuidelines within the statutory 2- or 3-

year windowin the current year, the project will not be eligible for cancellation. 

 

 The district can request the re-establishment of the project in any capital plan subsequent 

to the cancellation.  Districts may not seek to cancel and re-establish the same project in 

the same capital plan. 

 

 If the project is re-established, it will be awarded at the current cost per square foot. 

 

 Any funds distributed for a project that is ultimately cancelled will be deducted from the 

award of the next project of the same configuration. 



 

K. Conceptual Approval of New Construction Projects (Modified August 

14, 2008) 

 

Staff’s new construction analysis covers an eight-year window.  If the analysis indicates that the 

district will need additional square footage within the eight-year window, but beyond the current 

funding windowfiscal year, staff recommends conceptual approval for additional square footage.  

There is no commitment of funding for a conceptually approved project.  Conceptual approval is 

simply an acknowledgement by the Board of anticipated new construction needs based on 

current assumptions regarding future enrollment in each district, and gives districts a basis for 

beginning the land acquisition process. 

 

Each year the prior year’s conceptual approvals become the basis for updating new construction 

requests from the district as part of the new capital plan cycle.  The forms are made available to 

districts in late summer, with instructions to update new construction requests based on the latest 

enrollment information, and other pertinent data (See SFB website, 

www.azsfb.govhttps://sfb.az.gov, District InformationAccess, Annual ReportsReporting). 

 

L. Accommodation Districts (Adopted November 9, 2005, Modified August 14, 

2008) 

 

In approving new construction projects for Accommodation Districts, the Board requires a 

detailed needs assessment based on available data prior to award. 

Effective September 12, 2013 (2013 Ariz. Sess. Laws, 1st Spec. Sess., Ch. 3, § 42 (House 

Engrossed HB 2003), Accommodation Districts are not eligible for monies from the New School 

Facilities fund. 

 

M. Dissolution or Consolidation of a District with a SFB Project 
(Adopted September 4, 2008) 
 

If a district that either dissolves or consolidates with another district has a SFB project that has 

not started construction, that project terminates on the date of dissolution or consolidation.  Staff 

will provide a report to the Board of any expenditures made on the project prior to termination.  

If the succeeding district that governs the geographical space previously governed by the 

dissolved or consolidated district is awarded a project of the same grade configuration within 24 

months of project cancellation, any expenditures on the cancelled project shall may be deducted 

from the dollars awarded for the new project. 

 



                                        

 
 

S T A T E  O F  A R I Z O N A  
S C H O O L  F A C I L I T I E S  B O A R D  

 
 
Meeting Date: March 4, 2015      Agenda Item IV.c. 
 
 

  Subject: IV.  Director’s Report (action of the Board may be requested) 
c.  Legislative/Budget Update 

 
The first regular session of the 52nd Legislature opened on January 12, 2015.  Staff is 
tracking a number of bills and will provide information to the Board throughout the session. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Board Action Requested: [ X ] information  [ ] action / described below 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments: Yes [ X ] No [ ] 
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1st TIER PRIORITIES 4 Bills 

 

1065 School Facilities: Guidelines; Projects 
 Provisions: 

The School Facilities Board is required to review and update the minimum school facility adequacy guidelines at least one every 

three years and must consider any recommendations submitted by a group of at least ten school districts that may be organized 

to advise the Board on these guidelines. Project submitted by school districts that do not meet the requirements of a primary 

building renewal project must be placed on a Board meeting agenda with a recommendation to deny the project and the reasons 

for the recommendation. The Board is required to include denial information in its annual report to the Governor and the 

Legislature and to post the information on its website. 

 

Legislative Staff Fact Sheet Excerpts: 
 Purpose   

 Modifies the timeline and review of School Facilities Board (SFB) rules regarding minimum school facility adequacy 

guidelines. Establishes new requirements for prioritizing and denying Building Renewal Grant Fund (Fund) project requests….  

There is no anticipated fiscal impact to the state General Fund associated with this legislation.  

Provisions  

1.      Requires the SFB to review and update minimum school facility adequacy guidelines at least once every three years.   

2.      Requires the SFB to consider any recommendations on minimum school facility adequacy guidelines that are submitted by 

a group of at least 10 school districts that may be organized to advise the SFB.  

3.      Eliminates the requirement that a school district provide matching funds in order for a building renewal grant project 

request to be prioritized.   

4.      Requires the SFB to place project requests submitted by school districts that do not meet the requirements of a primary 

building renewal grant on a meeting agenda with a recommendation to deny the project and reasons for the 

recommendation.   

5.      Requires the SFB to annually post, no later than October 15, a list of proposed project requests that were denied because 

the projects did not meet the requirements of a primary building renewal project.   

6.      Requires the SFB to include a summary of primary building renewal project request denials in its annual report.  

7.      Makes technical and conforming changes.  

8.      Becomes effective on the general effective date.  

Prepared by Senate Research / January 20, 2015 / MS/ls 

 

Introducing Sponsor: Senator Dial 

 

Staff Comments: See attachment A.)  Briefing Paper on SB1065. 

 

Progress:   1/15  assigned to Senate Education Committee 

  1/22  Senate Education Committee recommended Do Pass (7-0-0-0) 

  2/23  Senate Rules recommended Proper for Consideration 

   @ 1:30pm an objection was filed rel. Consent Agenda 

  



School Facilities Board 
2015 Arizona Legislative Regular Session 

 

Bill Tracking List 
This update / printing: 2/27/2015 

Page 2 of 10 

 

 

1074 Unused School Facilities: Sale: Lease 
Provisions: 
If a school district decides to sell or lease a vacant and unused building or portion of a building, the district cannot prohibit a 

charter school from negotiating to buy or lease the property in the same manner as other potential buyers or lessees. School 

districts are required to attempt to obtain the highest possible value under current market conditions for the sale or lease of the 

building or portion of the building. 

 

Legislative Staff Fact Sheet Excerpt(s): 
Purpose 

Prohibits school districts from restricting a charter school from negotiating to buy or lease vacant and unused buildings 

or portions of buildings in the same manner as other potential buyers. 

 Provisions 

1.      Prohibits a school district, if that district decides to sell or lease a vacant and unused building or portion of a building, from 

restricting a charter school from negotiating to buy or lease the unused property in the same manner as other potential buyers 

or lessees.  

2.      Requires school districts to attempt to obtain the highest possible value under current market conditions for the sale or lease 

of the vacant and unused building or portion of a building. 

3.      Becomes effective on the general effective date. 

Prepared by Senate Research  /  January 26, 2015  /  MS/BP/ls 

 

Introducing Sponsor: Senator Ward 

 

Staff Comments: SFB will be following the legislative progress of this Bill because it could have 

implications on a school district’s ability to absorb projected student growth.  A school district is 

required to notify the SFB that it intends to permanently dispose of district academic space and must 

receive SFB approval prior to that disposition.  

 

Progress:   1/20  assigned to Senate Education Committee 

  1/29   Senate Education recommended DO PASS (7-0-0-0) 

  2/16 Passed The Senate (18-11-1-0) transmitted to The House 

  



School Facilities Board 
2015 Arizona Legislative Regular Session 

 

Bill Tracking List 
This update / printing: 2/27/2015 

Page 3 of 10 

 

 

1077 Child Care Facilities: SFB Guidelines 
Provisions: 
Child care facilities that provide services utilizing the practice of a documented educational philosophy including least 

restrictive environment are no longer permitted to incorporate the minimum school facility adequacy guidelines when selecting 

a facility. 

Legislative Staff Fact Sheet Excerpt(s): 
Purpose 

Removes language from statute added last year to build a bridge between two bills. 
Provisions 

1.   Eliminates the ability of certain child care facilities to incorporate SFB guidelines when selecting facilities.   

2.   Makes technical and conforming changes. 

3.   Becomes effective on the general effective date. 

Prepared by Senate Research  /  January 23, 2015  /  AW/ls 

 

Introducing Sponsor: Senator Yee 

 

Staff Comments: SFB approached Senator Yee to run this Bill, after discussing its need with 

former Senator John McComish, the sponsor of the McComish Amendment to Senator Yee’s SB1102 

during last year’s Session.  See the attached Background Paper for details, prepared in advance of the 

Senate Staff’s Fact Sheet. 

 

Progress:   1/20  assigned to Senate Health & Human Services Committee 

  1/28  received “Do Pass” recommendation (7-0-0-0) 

  2/09 passed The Senate (29-0-1-0) transmitted to The House 

  2/18 referred to House Children and Family Affairs Committee  

  2/19 House 2nd Read 
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2181 Schools: Omnibus Statutory Repeals 
Provisions: 
Repeals numerous statutes relating to schools, including repealing statutes requiring school district governing boards to adopt 

policies to promote parental involvement in schools, policies governing requirements for student participation in extracurricular 

activities, policies to provide notice to students and employees before pesticides are applied on school property, and to develop 

a vehicle fleet plan.  UPDATE:  the introduced version of this Bill contained the repeal of ARS §15-342.01: School Districts; 

roof inspection protocol.  That statute was left intact by the Boyer Amendment #4065.  Therefore, the SFB concerns with this 

Bill were largely ameliorated.  The SFB staff has since registered a “Neutral” position on the Bill as amended. 

 

Introducing sponsor: Rep. Boyer 

 

 

Staff Comments: SFB primary concern is with provision to repeal §15-342.01 School Districts: roof 

inspection protocol.  This provision was passed into Law in the aftermath of two catastrophic roof collapses at 

schools caused by over-loading by replacement air conditioning units that did not have clearance from a 

registered structural engineer that the additional loading could be supported by the existing roof structure.  The 

school districts involved, and the State of Arizona, were lucky that these collapses did not occur while the spaces 

under those roofs were occupied by students and teachers.   

This is a grave safety issue.  Repealing this provision does admittedly add some cost to the equipment 

replacement project, but it is money well spent, if it prevents future catastrophic structural collapse. Staff also is 

concerned with the potential health liability risk to the districts and the State of not providing existing notification 

of pesticide applications at or near schools.  The existing Statutes affected are: §15-152. Pest management at 

schools; notice; §32-2307. Pesticide applications at schools and child care facilities; notifications; exemptions; 

and Environmental Protection Agency standards for health and safety related to pesticide applications. 

Progress:   2/05 Passed House Education Cmte as amended by #4065  

  2/16 Passed The House with amend. #4065 & floor amend. #4177 (53-4-3-0) 

   Transmitted to The Senate 

  2/17 Assigned to Senate Education Cmte. 

  2/18 Senate 2nd Read 

 

 

 

 

 

2nd TIER PRIORITIES 5 Bills 

 

2077 Study Committee: School District Funding 
Introducing sponsor: Rep. Petersen 

The SFB will monitor the progress of this Bill for any indication that it might have implications for 

facility expansion and / or maintenance. 

Progress:   1/21  HELD in House Education – no further action  
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2199 Schools; Class Size Reduction Grants   
Introducing sponsor: Rep. Sherwood 

The SFB will monitor the development of this Bill for any indication that additional classroom space 

might be required in some instances. 

 Progress:   1/29 referred to House Education Cmte. & Approps. Cmte. 

   2/02 House 2nd Read – no further action 

 

2297 State Agency Rulemaking: Restrictions 
Introducing sponsor: Rep. Farnsworth  

On the SFB Watch List because of possible effect on our 5 Year Rule Review requirements 

Progress: 1/27 assigned to Government & Higher Education  |  House 1st Read 

  2/12 passed House Govt. & Higher Edu. Cmte. Do Pass recommendation (7-2-0-0-0) 

   no further action to date 

 

2390  Schools: Expenses: Classroom Funding 
Introducing sponsor: Rep. Lawrence 

 

NOTE:  “Nonclassroom expenses” are not defined at the ARS citation quoted §41-1279.03.  A clear definition is 

necessary in statute.  The only definition is found in the Rules, Policies, or Procedures promulgated by the 

Office of the Auditor General, and are for auditing category purposes.  They do not seem appropriate when 

applied to the intent of this legislation. These categories may be appropriate for auditing purposes, but we do 

not feel they reflect that, in order to expend classroom expenses, there must be a classroom in which to expend 

them. 

 

 A definition ought to be clarified for this purpose in statute and readily retrieved.  

  §41-1279.03. Powers and duties 

A. The auditor general shall: 
9. Beginning on July 1, 2001, establish a school-wide audit team in the office of the auditor general to 

conduct performance audits and monitor school districts to determine the percentage of every dollar 

spent in the classroom by a school district. The performance audits shall determine whether school 

districts that receive monies from the Arizona structured English immersion fund established by 

section 15-756.04 and the statewide compensatory instruction fund established by section 15-756.11 

are in compliance with title 15, chapter 7, article 3.1. The auditor general shall determine, through 

random selection, the school districts to be audited each year, subject to review by the joint legislative 

audit committee. A school district that is subject to an audit pursuant to this paragraph shall notify the 

auditor general in writing as to whether the school district agrees or disagrees with the findings and 

recommendations of the audit and whether the school district will implement the findings and 

recommendations, implement modifications to the findings and recommendations or refuse to 

implement the findings and recommendations. The school district shall submit to the auditor general a 

written status report on the implementation of the audit findings and recommendations every six 

months for two years after an audit conducted pursuant to this paragraph. The auditor general shall 

review the school district's progress toward implementing the findings and recommendations of the 

audit every six months after receipt of the district's status report for two years. The auditor general 

may review a school district's progress beyond this two-year period for recommendations that have not 

yet been implemented by the school district. The auditor general shall provide a status report of these 

reviews to the joint legislative audit committee. The school district shall participate in any hearing 

scheduled during this review period by the joint legislative audit committee or by any other legislative 

committee designated by the joint legislative audit committee. 
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Progress: 1/28 referred to House Edu. Cmte. & House Approps. Cmte. 

  1/29 House 2nd Read – no further action to date 

 

 

 

2483 School Tax Credit: Classroom Expenses 
Introducing sponsor: Rep. Livingston  

Same note as above 

Progress: 2/04  House Edu. Cmte. Recommended Do Pass (5-2-0-0-0) 

  2/10 Held in Majority Caucus  -- no further action to date 

 

 

3rd TIER PRIORITIES 2 Bills 

 

2353  School Districts: Unification 
Introducing sponsor: Rep. Lawrence 

The SFB will monitor the progress of this Bill and analyze possible implications for facilities 

management  

Progress: 1/26 assigned to Education   

  1/27 House 2nd Read 

  1/28 on House Education Agenda, but no action was posted 

 

2424 Schools: Regional Service Centers 
Introducing sponsor: Rep. Coleman 

The SFB will monitor the progress of this Bill and analyze possible application for facilities 

management and maintenance benefits to smaller school districts, especially in rural counties. 

 Progress: 2/12 Passed The House (58-0-2-0) 

   2/13 Transmitted to The Senate 

   2/17 Assigned to Senate Edu. Cmte. 

  

javascript:openNewWindow('members.cfm?id=24775',550,750);
javascript:openNewWindow('members.cfm?id=24775',550,750);
javascript:openNewWindow('members.cfm?id=24775',550,750);


School Facilities Board 
2015 Arizona Legislative Regular Session 

 

Bill Tracking List 
This update / printing: 2/27/2015 

Page 7 of 10 

 

Watch List of Possible Strike Everything Vehicles 12 Bills 

 

1043 Tech Correction: State Lands – Pierce – no action 

2017 Tech Correction: State Land – Mitchell – no action 

2018 Tech Correction: State Facilities – Mitchell – no action 

2055 Tech Correction: School Bonds – Thorpe –  
2/18    Fed. & States Rights Cmte. recommended Do Pass as Amended / Strike Everything  

NOW: Sovereign Authority re Waters by Thorpe (4-2-0-2-0) 

   no further action to date 

2191 Tech Correction: Private Schools – Boyer – NOW: graduation; passing score; moratorium 

  2/11    House Education Cmte. recommended Do Pass as amended (Strike Everything) 

   By Boyer – (7-0-0-0-0) 

  2/19     House C.O.W. recommended do Pass -- no further action to date 

2192 Tech Correction: Student Status Guidelines -- Boyer -- no further action to date 

2193 Tech Correction: Common School Districts – Boyer –  
  2/23   Assigned to House Approps. Committee   no further action to date 

2194 Tech Correction: School District Boards  Boyer –  
2/23   Assigned to House Approps. Committee   2/23   Assigned to House Approps. 

Committee   no further action to date 

2195 Tech Correction: County School Superintendent -- Boyer -- no action at all 

2196 Tech Correction: Environmental Education – Boyer -- no action at all 

2226 Tech Correction: Budget Estimates – Weninger -- no action at all 

2447 Tech Correction: Bond Election – Olson –  
  2/16 Assigned to House Approps. Cmte. 

2/17 House 2nd Read – no further action to date 

 

 

 

Digest of Bills on SFB Watch List 
1st Tier Priorities     4 Bills 

2nd Tier Priorities     5 Bills 

3rd Tier Priorities     2 Bills 

Possible Striker Vehicles   12 Bills 

Other Bills relating to “schools”  26 Bills 

 

TOTAL COUNT OF BILLS  

on SFB Watch List    49 

 

Count of Bills Introduced 

as of  Feb. 24, 2015   1,138 
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ATTACHMENTS 

 

A.) Briefing Points  --  SB1065  --  Introducing Sponsors:  Senators Dial & Ward 

B.) Background Paper  --  SB1077  --  Introducing Sponsor: Senator Yee 

 

 

ATTACHMENT  A.) 

Briefing Points  --  SB1065  --  prime sponsors: Senators Dial & Ward 

Reference Title:  school facilities: guidelines : projects 

 

Amending ARS §15-2011.I and ARS §15-2032. relating to The School Facilities Board 

 

This Bill:  

 makes minor technical corrections to conform to Legislative Council style;  
o SFB has no objection to these technical corrections. 

 

 implies that the Minimum School Facilities Adequacy Guidelines could be subject to change as 

often as every three years;   
o The SFB is currently required to file a 5 Year Rule Review with the Governor’s Regulatory Review 

Council (GRRC) that includes specific requirements for posting of proposed rulemaking, including 

repeals, allowing for public comment and recommendations.  This existing process does not preclude 

individual school districts, or any number of districts in collective league, to comment on existing SFB 

Statutes, Rule, Substantive Policy Statements, or procedures at any time. 
 

o Moreover, the SFB has always made itself available for direct one-on-one meetings with individual 

districts or groups of districts about concerns or suggestions.  The SFB has always honored invitations to 

speak at gatherings of the various Arizona school district associations with formats allowing for 

questions and answers and substantive discussion. 

 

 does not appear to take Governor Ducey’s Executive Order 2015-01 into account.  It related to 

A Moratorium on Administrative Rulemaking by state agencies; 

 

 does not appear to be aware of the provision in the Arizona Administrative Code at R7-6-285. 

Guideline Exception.  {See following excerpt from AFB Rules.} ; 

R7-6-285. Guidelines Exception 

The Board may grant an exception from any of the guidelines requirements, upon agreement between the Board and 

the school district. The Board shall grant an exception if it determines that the intent of the guideline is capable of being 

met by the school district in an alternate manner. If the Board grants the exception, the school district shall be deemed 

to meet the guideline and is not eligible for state funding to meet the guideline. 

Historical Note 

New Section made by exempt rulemaking at 8 A.A.R. 287, effective June 7, 2001 (Supp. 01-4). 
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Page 2:  ATTACHMENT A.)   continued 

 

 strikes language giving priority to building renewal grant fund awards “to school districts that 

can provide a match of monies provided by the fund.”; 
o SFB would support, this provision because this language presumed state support for facility preventative 

maintenance and capital replacement through the Building Renewal Formula Fund that was repealed by 

the Legislature in 2013 in Special Session. 
 

 sets out administrative requirements for documenting a.) recommendations for denial of 

requests for building renewal grant awards for primary projects and b.) reasons for the 

recommendation of denial; 
o SFB currently reports these facts monthly in the Minutes of each Board Meeting and posts them to its 

website www.azsfb.gov . 

 

 requires the SFB to post on its website by September 15 of each year the list of proposed 

building renewal grant projects that were submitted during the prior fiscal year but denied; 
o SFB does currently list all the Building Renewal Grant Applications awarded and those denied on its 

website www.azsfb.gov at the District Access tab. {????} 
 

 requires the SFB to include a summary of these denials in its Annual Report per ARS§15-

2002.A.9.; 
o SFB does currently provides a summary report on the Building Renewal Grants awarded each fiscal year 

in its Annual Report, which is posted on its website www.azsfb.gov  {albeit by individual district}.  The SFB 

could augment that summary with a complete list of the Building Renewal Grant Applications awarded 

and those denied in future Annual Reports, if the Board deems it appropriate.   
   

The Senate Staff Fact Sheet states: 

“There is no anticipated fiscal impact to the state General Fund associated with this 

legislation.” 
o The SFB takes exception with that analysis because, should any suggestion to increase the unit square 

footage allocations for the various grade levels set out in §15-2011.B. be adopted, the cost of the 

resulting increased floor area per pupil would most certainly have a fiscal impact on the budget for 

future projects. 
 

o Moreover, the SFB is concerned that such a change to the guidelines might create a new minimum 

adequacy threshold that all existing school facilities would have to be brought up to those minimum 

guideline thresholds, compounding the potential fiscal impact of such changes.   
 

 

Background / History:   

The SFB attempts to process web based Building Renewal Grant Applications received from school districts 

within the month before each School Facilities Board Meeting, as long as the application is administratively 

complete and within the statutory requirements for eligibility.  The SFB staff makes every effort to work with 

the school district applicant to produce the necessary backup documentation to support the validity of the 

request with respect to these requirements.   

 

 

 

http://www.azsfb.gov/
http://www.azsfb.gov/
http://www.azsfb.gov/
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Page 3:  ATTACHMENT A.)  continued 

 

Occasionally a district is frustrated by these requirements and insists the application be placed on the Board’s 

Agenda, in spite of the Staff’s recommendation to correct any non-compliant or non-existent documentation.  

Other times, the SFB staff will recommend that the district voluntarily withdraw the application, and work with 

the SFB staff to bring the application into proper form and completeness, at which time the district can submit a 

new application.   

 

If it is a matter of critical emergency, and if the project as described by the district meets the requirements of, 

and if there is sufficient balance in, the SFB Emergency Deficiencies Correction Fund, the SFB works with the 

applying district to change their application to one seeking Emergency Project Funding, which is from a 

different funding source than are Building Renewal Grants.  The SFB responds immediately to any life/safety 

issue. Period. 

 

 

ATTACHMENT  B.) 

 

Background Paper  --  SB1077  --  prime sponsor: Senator Yee 

Reference Title:  child care facilities; SFB guidelines 

Amending ARS §15-2011.I & ARS §36-883.05.G. relating to Child Care Facilities 

This Bill repeals §15-2011. I. {as published}  and §36-883.05.G.  These sub-sections were passed as the 

McComish amendment to SB1102 during the 2014 Session.  

 

Background/History:  §15-2011 was used by Senator McComish as a legislative “bridge” to attach language in 

support of a Montessori School in his district that had been introduced by Senator Pancrazi in SB1321.  

However, that Bill was retained on the Committee Of the Whole Calendar and it moved no further during that 

Session.   

These two sub-sections were necessary in order to achieve germane standing, relative to Senator Yee’s 

SB1102 last year. 

Statutes Affected:  §15-2011. Minimum school facility adequacy requirements: definition 

And §36-883.05. Child care facilities: infants: floor bedding: requirements: emergency evacuation: notice: 

definitions. 

Fiscal Impact:  There is no fiscal impact to the State by this repeal. 

Policy Impact on Agencies:  The School Facilities Board has requested this specific repeal.  

The SFB has no statutory obligation to, or authority over, child care facilities.  This reference in its statutes 

could be misconstrued to mean that it does. 

The Department of Health Services, through its Legislative Liaison, Colby Bower 

(Colby.Bower@azdhs.gov), indicated that it has no objection to the repeal of sub-section §36-883.05.G. of its 

statute. These repeals do not adversely affect the balance of the language in §36-883.05.   

Former Senator McComish was approached last fall about the proposed repeal of these specific sub-

sections of his amendment.  He informed Senator Yee and Senate Staff that he had no objection to these specific 

repeals.   

mailto:Colby.Bower@azdhs.gov


                                        

 
 

S T A T E  O F  A R I Z O N A  
S C H O O L  F A C I L I T I E S  B O A R D  

 
 
Meeting Date: March 4, 2015      Agenda Item IV.d. 
 
 

  Subject: IV.  Director’s Report (action of the Board may be requested) 
d.  Conflict of Interest 

 
Debra Sterling will provide information on conflict of interest. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Board Action Requested: [ X ] information  [ ] action / described below 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments: Yes [ X ] No [ ] 
 



1

Arizona’s 
Conflict of Interest Laws

Debra Sterling        
Arizona Attorney General’s Office 

CIV/ Education and Health
03/2015

Purpose of 
Conflict of Interest Laws

To prevent self dealing by 
public officials

Application of 
Conflict of Interest Laws

 A.R.S. § 38-501(A):
 Applies to all public officers and 

employees of the state and any of 
its departments, commissions, 
agencies, bodies or boards.
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Public Officers

 A.R.S. § 38-502(8):
 “Public Officer” means all elected and 

appointed officers of a public agency 
established by charter, ordinance, 
resolution, state constitution or statute.

Arizona 
Conflict of Interest Laws

 A.R.S. § 38-503(A):
 “Any public officer or employee of a public 

agency who has, or whose relative has, a 
substantial interest in any contract, sale, 
purchase or service to such public agency 
shall make known that interest in the official 
records of such public agency and shall 
refrain from voting upon or otherwise 
participating in any manner as an officer or 
employee in such contract, sale or purchase.”

Conflict of Interest Laws 
Continued

 A.R.S. § 38-503(B):
 “Any public officer or employee who has, or 

whose relative has, a substantial interest in 
any decision of a public agency shall make 
known such interest in the official records of 
such public agency and shall refrain from 
participating in any manner as an officer or 
employee in such decision.”
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Conflict of Interest Laws 
Continued

 A.R.S. § 38-503(C):
 “Notwithstanding the provisions of 

subsections A and B of this section, no 
public officer or employee of a public 
agency shall supply to such public 
agency any equipment, material, 
supplies or services, unless pursuant to 
an award or contract let after public 
competitive bidding. . .[with some 
exceptions].”

Relatives

 A.R.S. § 38-502(9):
 “Relative” means a spouse, child, grandchild, 

parent, grandparent, brother or sister of 
whole or half blood and their spouses and the 
parent, brother, sister or child of a spouse.

 Public officers have an affirmative obligation 
to become aware of the interests of their 
relatives in matters in which the officer may 
become involved.

Substantial Interest

 A.R.S. § 38-502(11):
 “Substantial Interest” means any 

pecuniary or proprietary interest, either 
direct or indirect, other than a remote 
interest.
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Substantial Interest

 Ask the following questions:
 Will the decision affect, either positively 

or negatively, an interest of the officer 
or employee or the officer’s or 
employee’s relative?

 Is the interest a pecuniary (monetary) 
or proprietary (ownership) interest?

 Is the interest other than one statutorily 
designated as a remote interest?

Remote Interest

 If an interest is a remote interest, the 
public officer need not disclose it and 
may participate in the agency’s action 
or decision.

Remote Interests

 A.R.S. § 38-502(11):
 Non-salaried officer of a nonprofit 

corporation;
 Landlord or tenant of the contracting 

party;
 Attorney of a contracting party;
 Member of a nonprofit cooperative 

marketing association;
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Remote Interest Continued

 Insignificant stock ownership;
 Officer being reimbursed for actual and 

necessary expenses in the performance 
of official duties;

 Recipient of public services generally 
available;

 Relative of a school board member 
other than a spouse or dependent;

Remote Interest Continued

 Officer or employee of another public 
agency unless the contract/decision 
involved confers a direct benefit or 
detriment upon the officer, employee or 
his/her relative;

 Class interest where the officer’s 
interest is no greater than the interests 
of the other members of the class.

Responsibilities

 Who determines if you have a conflict?
 You (the public officer or employee) must 

determine if you have a conflict of interest.
 Even if you believe you can be objective in 

making a decision and that the public 
interest will not be harmed by your 
participation, you do not have discretion to 
ignore the statutory mandates.
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Responsibilities

 What do you do if you have a conflict of 
interest?
 You must disclose your interest in the 

official records of the public agency.
 You must recuse yourself and refrain from 

participating in any manner in the decision 
or contract.  This includes recusing yourself 
from any discussion of the matter.

Responsibilities

 How do you disclose a conflict of 
interest?
 File with the agency a signed, written 

disclosure statement fully disclosing the 
interest; or

 File with the agency a copy of the official 
minutes of the agency, in which you fully 
disclose the interest.

Responsibilities

 The agency must maintain a conflicts of 
interest file with the written disclosures 
of the officers or employees who have 
identified conflicts of interest.
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Sanctions for Violations

 A.R.S. § 38-510:
 If the violation is intentional or 

knowing, it is a class 6 felony.
 If the violation is reckless or negligent, 

it is a class 1 misdemeanor.
 Upon conviction, a public officer or 

employee forfeits the public office or 
employment.

Sanctions for Violations

 Contracts entered into in violation of 
conflicts of interest laws may be 
cancelled or voided.

Advice

 Analyze every matter coming before the 
Board to determine if you have a 
conflict of interest.

 Make your determination prior to the 
Board addressing the matter.

 Follow the statutory mandates for 
disclosing your conflict of interest.
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Additional Information

• The Arizona Agency Handbook 
Chapter 8 (Conflict of Interest)
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Meeting Date:  March 4, 2015       Agenda Item  V. 
 
 
Subject: V.   Reduction of Square Footage Requests 

Consideration and possible vote to accept, reject or modify Requests for 
Reduction of Square Footage 

     
Flagstaff Unified 
Santa Cruz Valley Unified 

 

Per A.R.S. §15-341, subsection G, school districts are required to obtain SFB permission prior to 
taking any action that would reduce pupil square footage.   
 
Background – Flagstaff Unified (7-8 and 9-12) 
The district has requested removal of the following buildings from the district’s inventory: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reducing the district’s 7-8 capacity by 16 would yield a new student capacity of 4,204.  The FY14 
ADM for 7-8 was 1,177.  Based on the 40th day ADM provided by ADE, SFB staff estimates that 
the FY15 ADM is approximately 1,230.  During the past decade, the district experienced ADM 
declines for most years at the 7-8 level.  The five-year annualized ADM growth rate was -4.0%.  
Using 1,230 as a starting point for 7-8, it would require an annual growth rate of 16.6% for the ADM 
to exceed 4,204 by FY23.  At this time, there are no indications that the district’s 7-8 ADM will 
experience that rate of growth.   
 
Reducing the district’s 9-12 capacity by 29 would yield a new student capacity of 4,649.  The FY14 
ADM for 9-12 was 2,989.  Based on the 40th day ADM provided by ADE, SFB staff estimates that 
the FY15 ADM is approximately 2,931.  During the past decade, the district experienced ADM 
declines for most years at the 9-12 level.  The five-year annualized ADM growth rate was -3.1%.  
Using 2,931 as a starting point for 9-12, it would require an annual growth rate of  6.0% for the 
ADM to exceed 4,649 by FY23.   At this time, there are no indications that the district’s 9-12 ADM 
will experience that rate of growth.   
 
Reducing the square footage is not projected to cause the district to fall below minimum square 
footage guidelines within the next eight years. 
 
Staff Recommendation – Flagstaff Unified 
Staff recommends Board approval of Flagstaff Unified’s request to remove Project New Start from 
the district’s inventory. 
 

School Building No. 
Total 

Square 
Footage 

7-8 
Student 
Capacity  

9-12 
Student 
Capacity  

Project New Start 
All buildings 

(1001 – 1005) 
5,375 16 29 



 

 
 
Background – Santa Cruz Valley Unified (K-5) 
The district has requested removal of the following buildings from the district’s inventory: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Reducing the district’s K-5 capacity by 33 would yield a new student capacity of 1,883.  The 
district’s K-5 ADM in FY14 was 1,289.  During FY09 – FY14,  the district went through six years of 
consecutive ADM decline at the K-5 level, resulting in a 5-year annualized ADM growth rate of        
-3.1%. The primary cause for the ADM loss appeared to be out-migration due to limited 
employment opportunities in the area.  According to ADE’s most recent provisional 100-day ADM 
data dated February 9, 2015, the district’s K-5 ADM in FY15 is approximately 1,316, an increase of 
2.3% from last year.  SFB staff projects that the district’s K-5 ADM will experience growth during 
the next eight years as the economy improves and immigration increases.  However, it is not 
expected to reach 1,883 by the end of the analysis timeframe (FY23). 
 
Staff Recommendation 
Staff recommends the Board approve Santa Cruz Valley Unified’s request to remove Mountain 
View Elementary Buildings 1010 and 1011 from the district’s inventory. 
 
 
Board Action Requested:  [   ] information  [ X ] action / described below 
 

1. Board approval of Flagstaff Unified’s request to remove Project New Start from the 
district’s inventory. 

 
2. Board approval of Santa Cruz Valley Unified’s request to remove Mountain View 

Elementary Buildings 1010 and 1011 from the district’s inventory. 
 

Attachments: Yes [    ] No [  X  ] 

School 
Building 

No. 
Square 
Footage 

Student 
Capacity  

Mountain View Elementary 1010 1,379 16.2 

Mountain View Elementary 1011 1,382 16.3 

Total 33 
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