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SACRAMENTO COUNTY COMMITTEE ON
SCHOOL DISTRICT ORGANIZATION
10474 Mather Boulevard, P.O. Box 269003
Sacramento, CA 95826-8003 (916) 228-2410

TO: Members, Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization
FROM: David W. Gordon, Secretary
SUBJECT: Agenda — Wednesday, August 30, 2006, 6:30 p.m.

Location: Rio Linda Union School District
Vineland Elementary School
Staff Development Center
6450 20'™ Street
Rio Linda, CA 95673

NOTE: The Sacramento County Office of Education encourages those with disabilities
to participate fully in the public meeting process. If you need a disability-related
modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or services, to participate in the
public meeting, please contact the Superintendent’s Office at (916) 228-2410 at least
48 hours before the scheduled County Committee meeting so that we may make every
reasonable effort to accommodate you. [Government Code § 54853.2; Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990, § 202 (42 U.S.C. §12132)]

I Cali to Order and Roll Call
il. Pledge of Allegiance

L Approval of Minutes of the County Committee Meeting of August 9, 2006, and
the Minutes of the County Committee Meeting of August 16, 2006

V. Report of the July 25, 2006 County Committee Meeting
V, Visitor Presentations
A, General Public

NOTE: Anyone may address the County Committee on any item that is in the County
Committee’s subject matter jurisdiction. However, the County Committee may nof take
action on any item which is not on this agenda except as authorized by Government
Code section 54854.2.

Anyone may appear at the County Committee meeting to testify in support of or in
oppaosifion to any item being presented to the County Committee for consideration.
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VI.

V.

cC.

New Business

A. Third Public Hearing on a Joint Governing Board Petition for the Unification of
the Del Paso Heights Elementary School District, the Grant Joint Union High
School District, the North Sacramento Elementary School District, and the Rio
Linda Union Elementary School District

Background Information
Preparation for Public Hearing
Open Public Hearing

Close Public Hearing

Poh=

Adjournment

Larry M. Buchanan, Superintendent, Del Paso Heights Elementary School District and Grant Joint
Union High School District

Ralph Friend, Superintendent, Robla Elementary School District

Dr. Dianna Mangerich, Superintendent, Elverta Joint Elementary School District

Frank S. Porter, Superintendent, Rio Linda Union Elementary School District

Dennis C. Tillet, Superintendent, North Sacramento Elementary Schoot District

Linda M. Fowler, President, North Sacramento Elementary Schoot District Board of Trustees

Rhonda Klarcyk, President, Eiverta Joint Elementary School District Board of Trustees

Gary Miller, President, Robla Elementary School District Board of Trustees

Elizabeth Mitchell, President, Rio Linda Union Elementary School District Board of Trustees

Nettie Scoggins, President, Del Paso Heights Elementary School District Board of Trustees

Linda Thompson, President, Grant Joint Union High School District Board of Trustees

Jacques S. Whitfield, General Counsel, Grant Joint Union High School District

Peter Brundage, Executive Officer, Sacramento Local Agency Formation Commission

Larry Shirey, California Department of Education

Rae Belisle, General Counsel, Sacramente County Office of Education

Bob Carlson, Staff to the Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization



Unapproved

SACRAMENTO COUNTY COMMITTEE ON
SCHOOL DISTRICT ORGANIZATION

Minutes of the Meeting of August 9, 2006

l. Cali to Order and Roll Call
Il. Pledge of Allegiance
M. Approval of Minutes of the County Committee Meeting of July 18, 2006,
and the Minutes of the County Committee Meeting of July 25, 2006
V. Visitor Presentations
V. New Business
A. First Public Hearing on a Joint Governing Board Petition for the
Unification of the Del Paso Heights Elementary School District, the
Grant Joint Union High School District, the North Sacramento
Elementary School District, and the Rio Linda Union Elementary
School District
1. Background information
2. Preparation for Public Hearing
3. Open Public Hearing
4. Close Public Hearing
VI.  Adjournment

. Chairperson Cooley called the meeting to order at 6:40 p.m. at the Del
Paso Heights Elementary School District Board Room, 1281 North Avenue,
Sacramento, CA. Committee Members present were Gretchen Bender, Vzcky
Deane, Brian Cooley, Elinor Hickey, and Harold Fong. Also present were David
Gordon, Secretary to the County Committee; General Counsel, Rae Belisle; Bob
Carlson, Staff to the County Committee; interested citizens; and Carla Miller,
Recording Secretary. Mr. Fong arrived at 6:55 p.m. Mr. Woods arrived at 7:25
p.m. Mr. Scribner was not present.

il Chair Cooley led the Pledge of Allegiance.

Il. A quorum was not present at the time this item was before the
committee. See page 12-CC, ltem lll. for action taken.

V. There were no requests for visitor presentations from the general
public.
V.A. Chairperson Cooley stated that the County Committee is conducting a

public hearing on a joint governing board Petition for the Unification of the Del
Paso Heights Elementary School District, the Grant Joint Union High School
District, the North Sacramento Elementary School District, and the Rio Linda
Union Elementary School District. Prior to opening the public hearing, he asked
Dr. Bob Carlson, Staff to the County Committee, to provide background
information and review the process and guidelines for the public hearing.
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VA1 Dr. Carlson presented background information. He told the County
Committee that on June 19, 2008, the Sacramento County Office of Education
received the last of a series of four joint board resolutions (hereafter referred to as
“the petition”) for the creation of a new K-12 school district through the unification
of the Grant Joint Union High School District with three of its five feeder
elementary districts: the Del Paso Heights Elementary School District, the North
Sacramento Elementary School District, and the Rio Linda Union Elementary
School District. The four board resclutions are attached as Enclosure A. It is
anticipated that Grant's two other feeder districts, the Elverta Joint Elementary
School District and the Robla Elementary School District, would be excluded from
the new single district, pending State Board of Education (SBE) approval. They
would continue to operate as independent feeder districts to the new unified
district.

He stated that a description of the petition that addresses nine required topics is
provided as Enclosure B in the agenda.

According to the petitioners, this petition is to be submitted to the State Board of
Education if the State Board disapproves the petition to create two unified K-12
districts that was submitted on January 20, 2004, by the Sacramento County
Committee on School District Organization. The State Board is expected to act on
the 2004 petition in November of this year.

He further stated that the public hearing is the first of three opportunities to hear
from the petitioners (or their representatives) and to receive other public input
about the petition to unify these districts. On August 16, the Committee will hold
a public hearing in the North Sacramento Elementary School District and on
August 30 in the Rio Linda Union Elementary School District.

Subsequent steps depend on the State Board’s action on the 2004 proposal. If
the State Board of Education approves the 2004 proposai in November, then the
current petition would not go forward. |If the State Board of Education
disapproves the 2004 proposal in November, the County Committee will meet to
recommend approval or disapproval of the current petition on December 6. At
that time, the Committee will also need to determine if the proposed unification
would adversely affect the school district organization of the county and if several
conditions, listed in the agenda item, would be substantially met by the
unification. Prior to the December 6 meeting, staff will prepare an analysis of
each of these conditions, which differ from the nine topics discussed in Enclosure
B.

Following the County Committee’s recommended approval or disapproval, the
petition and the County Committee’s recommendation and determinations will be
forwarded to the State Board of Education for its review and action.

V.A.2.  Dr. Carlson then reviewed the steps taken by staff to inform the public
about the public hearing and reviewed the guidelines for the meeting.
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V.AS. Chairperson Cooley thanked Dr. Carlson for his presentation and
stated that in accordance with California Education Code section 35705, the
Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization will now hold a
public hearing on a Joint Governing Board Petition for the Unification of the Del
Paso Heights Eiementary School District, the Grant Joint Union High School
District, the North Sacramento Elementary School District, and the Ric Linda
Union Elementary School District. We will begin the public hearing by giving the
petitioners, or their representatives, 15 minutes to present the petition. Because
we are not aware of any organized opposition to the petition, we will then allow
members of the public to address the County Committee about the petition,
whether pro or con.

Chairperson Cooley opened the public hearing at 6:48 p.m.
Opening remarks for the petitioners were given by:

Linda Fowler, President of North Sacramento Board of Education, expressed her
appreciation to the County Committee for their attention to the matters presented
to the County Committee. The original proposal on January 20, 2004, was to
create two separate K-12 school districts. That proposal, however, may have
technical issues and may not meet the criteria. Because of the need to
understand and to make certain that the children are provided with the best
education possible, we have held numerous meetings to find some common
ground. Consensus was reached. [t was not unanimous among all the board
members but we need to put children first. This alternate proposal is less
desirable but it is viable and still an improvement. We believe that we can now
focus on the children. This proposal does not include Elverta Joint School
District and Robla Schoo! District. She asked the Board to take a favorable
position on this issue.

Dr. Joel Kirschenstein stated that the nine state criteria were more cohesively
met in the alternate petition. This will be a trailing petition to the January 2004
petition, which is currently before the State Board of Education. This petition
seems to have less of the segregation issue than the 2004 proposal and would
have a greater likelihood of success. He thanked everyone for taking the time to
look at this alternate petition.

Jacques Whitfield represented Grant Joint Union High School District and Del
Paso Heights Elementary School District. Both boards have voted to support this
alternate petition. He raised a couple of issues: feasibility studies — updated
feasibility studies will be available by the August 30 public hearing. The next
issue is of outreach to stakeholders. All the districts have reached out to their
core constituencies. Representatives of the four districts met with regional CTA
leadership. The districts have met with representatives of the other two
elementary school districts who have decided to remain independent. They have
also reached out to CSEA. The districts have conducted a community survey
and the resuits will be available by August 30. It is great to work with sister
districts.
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Chairman Cooley stated that the County Committee would like to hear from
anyone else who would like to address the Committee about the petition. If you
would like to address the Committee, please submit a completed Speaker Card
and wait until you are called. As you begin your presentation, please state your
name and address. You will be given two minutes to speak. Please follow the
guidelines read earlier by Dr. Carlson that are available on the table at the back
of the room. Please focus your comments on the proposed territory transfer.

John Ennis, President of the Grant Teachers Association, expressed his support
of this petition. The new school district would provide many exciting
opportunities for all our children. The certificated staff is ready to accept this
challenge. The affected teachers’ associations need to be paid fairly.

Larry Buchanan, Superintendent of Del Paso Heights Elementary School District
and Grant Joint Union High School District, pointed out that by combining
expertise in two districts, we have been able to improve the financial condition,
education, technology, etc. He supports the plan because it is the best thing for
kids.

David Gonsalves, Assembly Member Dave Jones’ office, expressed his support
and offered any assistance that may be required.

James Shelby, Grant Joint Union High School! District Board Member, thanked
the Grant Joint Union High School District, Del Paso Heights Elementary School
District, Rio Linda Union Elementary School District and North Sacramento
Elementary School District school boards for doing the right thing for children.
We set aside personal biases and put the children first. This alternate proposal
best represents everyone. It will have less opposition than the 2004 proposal
because it solves the racial issues. The entire community will benefit from this.
He looks forward to deliberations from the Board.

Grantland Johnson expressed his support for the new proposal. This proposal
will facilitate the consistency of curriculum from one grade level to the next.
Additional funding, access to better technology, more resources for maintenance
of facilities are some of the benefits from this proposal. This proposal is much
sounder than the current proposal pending before the State Board of Education.
He also acknowledged a special nod of appreciation to the leadership of each
district.

Doris Hamilton, Del Paso Heights Elementary School District Board Member
welcomed the County Committee. This community is concerned about the
academics and accountability and would like the Board to note that the voters
wish to vote on a petition that is sound and valid. This proposal is one that, once
and for all, the community wili get an opportunity to vote on.

Erwin Hayer, Rio Linda resident, has a problem with the Rio Linda Junior High
School playground which is across the street from his residence. The problems
with the playground are dust and trash that is created by the after hours school
activities. Trash has not been removed for months at a time. Other problems
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with the school are the sprinkilers. The sprinklers were rejuvenated in 2002 and it
has not been completed. He submitted evidence of the problems to the Board
and stated that nothing has been done to improve or fix the problems. He is
disappointed in the Grant Joint Union High School District maintenance
department. He is not particularly for or against the unification at this point.

Elizabeth Mitchell, President of Rio Linda Union Elementary School District
Board of Education, stated that in the petition which was submitted, they did not
address the number of trustees and trustee areas for the new district. We will
submit information/recommendation on these issues in a few weeks. She hopes
the Board will not take action until they have submitted the information. She
requests the Board’s support on this petition, stating that it's time for the public to
vote.

Carlo Tarantalo, CSEA staff person, stated that they are exclusive
representatives of all the classified employees of each district. Today is the
beginning of the national state conference and therefore chapter leaders were
not able to attend the public hearing. CSEA has not taken a position on this
unification. There is a coalition of chapter leaders from each chapter involved
and they are keeping abreast of this issue. We are concerned about a
microcosm of the proposed unification with Grant Joint Union High School
District's administration of Del Paso Heights Elementary School District.
Administrator's costs are too high. Grant Joint Union High School District is
unsatisfied with some of the Del Paso Heights Elementary School District
employees. If we are doing this to further the education of the children and
opportunities for the children, this may not be the best way to do it.

Linda Thompson, President of Grant Joint Union High School District Board of
Education expressed that she wholeheartedly supports the petition. The major
benefits of creating a single K-12 school district include curriculum' consistency,
more funding through consolidation of resources and by streamiining
administration. It will provide a single point of entry that improves communication
with students, teachers, etc. and smoother transitions between grades. Joint use
of facilities will better serve the entire community. Out of 20 trustees, 17 voted
yes on this proposal. Let’s let the voters decide once and for all.

Frederick Gayle, Jr. stated he has never seen a politician say they do not like
mothers and apple pie. When politicians say that they love the children and will
put forward their best effort to do everything for our children the action quite often
is not there. School boards are elected by the people. We don’t have areas.
We represent the entire district. We have a lot of people that are speaking at the
hearing who are not citizens of this district. The reports state that they are doing
fine and they have safe schools. He has heard that there is racial isolation,
which is against the law in California. He has no trust in this board to do what is
necessary. He came before this board during a period of seven months looking
at some inadequacies of the districts especially the areas that Sacramento
County Office of Education is in charge of like African-American teacher's
certification. He often wonders if the Board ever visits the districts.

06-11-CC



Carolyn Moore, Del Paso Heights Elementary School District Board Member
expressed her concerns about the total reorganization. There is nothing wrong
with a K-12 school. We have other districts that have opted not to be part of this
plan. She doesn’'t understand why they don’t have one whole district. However,
Robla School District and Elverta School District were able to remain under the
Thompson Bill. She stated that they are in a partnership with Grant Joint Union
High School District and she doesn’t know why Del Paso Heights Elementary
School District is involved. When this information was going on, she couldn’t get
her president to come but our dictatorship person, Dr. Larry Buchanan, told the
president to sign the papers, so he did. She is not sure what type of
communication, cooperation, and collaboration will be given to the Del Paso
Heights Elementary School District kids. If Grant Joint Union High School District
is going to hold onto Del Paso Heights Eiementary School District, the feadership
will not be good. Grant Joint Union High School District has our money, they hire
our top position, our kids are suffering, and our parents are not informed. Some
people don't understand what is going on. If there are two separate districts, she
hopes it will not be with Grant Joint Union High School District. She said that the
partnership with Grant Joint Union Staff is not working now. The staff, parents
and students are unhappy with it.

M. On a motion by Mr. Fong, seconded by Mrs. Hickey and carried, the
minutes of the County Commitiee Meeting of July 18, 2006 were approved.

The minutes of the County Committee Meeting of July 25, 2006 could not be
approved because a quorum was not present at the public hearing.

V.A4.  Chairman Cooley closed the public hearing at 7:28 p.m. He thanked
everyone for attending and participating in the public hearing. He reminded
everyone that a second public hearing i1s scheduled for August 16 at North
Sacramento Elementary School District Board Room in Sacramento and a third
is scheduled for August 30 at Vineland Elementary School in the Rio Linda Union
Elementary School District. If the State Board disapproves the 2004 proposal,
the County Committee will meet on December 6 to take action on this current
petition.

VI. Mr. Fong moved to adjourn, seconded by Mr. Woods. Motion to
adjourn carried. Meeting adjourned at 7:32 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

David W. Gordon
Secretary to the County Committee

Date approved:
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Unapproved

SACRAMENTO COUNTY COMMITTEE ON
SCHOOL DISTRICT ORGANIZATION

Minutes of the Meeting of August 16, 2006

L. Call to Order and Roll Call

il. Pledge of Allegiance

IIl.  Visitor Presentations

V. New Business

A. Second Public Hearing on a Joint Governing Board Petition for the

Unification of the Del Paso Heights Elementary School District, the
Grant Joint Union High School District, the North Sacramento
Elementary School District and the Rio Linda Union Elementary School
District
1. Background information
2. Preparation for Public Hearing
3. Open Public Hearing
4. Close Public Hearing

V. Adjournment

l. Chairperson Cooley called the meeting to order at 6:35 p.m. at the
North Sacramento Elementary School District Board Room, 670 Dixieanne
Avenue, Sacramento, CA. Committee Members present were John Scribner,
Brian Cooley, Elinor Hickey, and Harold Fong. Also present were David Gordon,
Secretary to the County Committee; Associate General Counsel, Karen
Steentofte; Bob Carlson, Staff to the County Committee; interested citizens; and
Carla Miller, Recording Secretary. Ms. Deane, Mr. Woods and Ms. Bender were
not present.

If. Chair Cooley led the Pledge of Allegiance.

I, There were no requests for visitor presentations from the generai
public.

VA Chairperson Cooley stated that the County Committee is conducting a
public hearing on a joint governing board Petition for the Unification of the Del
Paso Heights Elementary School District, the Grant Joint Union High Schooi
District, the North Sacramento Elementary School District, and the Rio Linda
Union Elementary School District. Prior to opening the public hearing, he asked
Dr. Bob Carlson, Staff to the County Committee, to provide background
information and review the process and guidelines for the public hearing.

(V.A.1. Dr. Carlson presented background information. He told the County
Committee that on June 19, 2008, the Sacramento County Office of Education
received the last of a series of four joint board resolutions (hereafter referred to as
“the petition”) for the creation of a new K-12 school district through the unification
of the Grant Joint Union High School District with three of its five feeder
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elementary districts: the Del Paso Heights Elementary School District, the North
Sacramento Elementary Schooi District, and the Rio Linda Union Elementary
School District. The four board resolutions are attached as Enclosure A. It is
anticipated that Grant's two other feeder districts, the Elverta Joint Elementary
School District and the Robla Elementary School District, would be excluded from
the new single district, pending State Board of Education (SBE) approval. They
would continue to operate as independent feeder districts to the new unified
district.

He stated that a description of the petition that addresses nine required topics is
provided as Enclosure B in the agenda.

According to the petitioners, this petition is to be submitted to the State Board of
Education if the State Board disapproves the petition to create two unified K-12
districts that was submitted on January 20, 2004, by the Sacramento County
Committee on School District Organization. The State Board is expected to act on
the 2004 petition in November of this year.

He further stated that the public hearing is the second of three opportunities to
hear from the petitioners (or their representatives) and to receive other public
input about the petition to unify these districts. On August 9, the Committee held
a public hearing in the Del Paso Heights Elementary School District, and the third
public hearing is scheduled for August 30 in the Rio Linda Union Elementary
School District.

Subsequent steps depend on the State Board's action on the 2004 proposal.
The State Board is expected to either disapprove the 2004 proposal, or send it
back to CDE for an environmental study, which is expected to take at least a
year. If, in November, the State Board of Education sends the 2004 proposal to
CDE for the environmental study, then the current petition would not go forward.
If the State Board of Education disapproves the 2004 proposal in November, the
County Committee will meet to recommend approval or disapproval of the current
petition on December 6. At that time, the Committee will also need to determine
if the proposed unification would adversely affect the school district organization
of the county and if several conditions, listed in the agenda item, would be
substantially met by the unification. Prior to the December 6 meeting, staff will
prepare an analysis of each of these conditions, which differ from the nine topics
discussed in Enclosure B.

Following the County Committee's recommended approval or disapproval, the
petition and the County Committee’s recommendation and determinations will be
forwarded to the State Board of Education for its review and action.

[V.A.2. Dr. Carlson then reviewed the steps taken by staff to inform the public
about the public hearing and reviewed the guidelines for the meeting.

Superintendent Gordon thanked Superintendent Tillett and his staff for their
assistance in hosting the public hearing.
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IV.A.3. Chairperson Cooley thanked Dr. Carlson for his presentation and
stated that in accordance with California Education Code section 35705, the
Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization will now hold a
public hearing on a joint governing board petition for the unification of the Del
Paso Heights Elementary School District, the Grant Joint Union High School
District, the North Sacramento Elementary School District, and the Rio Linda
Union Elementary School District. We will begin the public hearing by giving the
petitioners, or their representatives, 15 minutes to present the petition. Because
we are not aware of any organized opposition to the petition, we will then aliow
members of the public to address the County Committee about the petition,
whether pro or con.

Chairperson Cooley opened the public hearing at 6:45 p.m.
Opening remarks for the petitioners were given by:

Linda Fowler, North Sacramento Board President, provided opening remarks for
the proponents. She stated the petition was brought forward by all the respective
districts. She stated that they also have a Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) and they wish to bring it to the attention of the public. She stated that the
MOU clearly states that the new district would have a neutral new name, She
stated that if the reorganization election does not pass, the districts then have the
freedom to exercise any and all options avaitable to them under the relevant
provisions of the Education Code including but not limited to petitioning the State
Board of Education to reconsider the prior reorganization petitions to the State
Board of Education to retain their respective 7th and 8th grade students. All the
districts involved have a common interest and that is to make sure that we are
here for the children. There is an item in the MOU that none of the districts wil}
initiate litigation to challenge the legality of the MOU, nor seek legislation to
contradict this MOU. Each Superintendent of the affected districts signed the
MOU. The four boards believe the voters should have an opportunity to vote on
this issue. We want everyone to know that this petition is not driven by any one
particular board. All four boards came together for the betterment of the
students. It will be a brand new district. We want to make sure that the classified
staffs know that they are protected by Education Codes and we do not want them
to believe that this is a way that their jobs may be eliminated.

Jacques Whitfield, General Counsel, Grant Joint Union High School District and
Del Paso School district agreed with what Linda Fowler and stated that this is a
historic moment for the north area districts. The districts involved believe it is
important that we come together for the interest of all the children. He noted that
the fiscal information and demographics feasibility study will be brought forward
at the next meeting in Rio Linda.

Chairman Cooley stated that the County Committee would like to hear from
anyone else who would like to address the Committee about the petition. If you
would like to address the Committee, please submit a completed Speaker Card
and wait until you are called. As you begin your presentation, please state your
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name and address. You will be given two minutes to speak. Please follow the
guidelines read earlier by Dr. Carlson that are available on the table at the back
of the room. Please focus your comments on the proposed territory transfer.

Roger Dickinson, member of the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors,
thanked the Board and Superintendent for the opportunity to comment on this
issue. He stated that committee members know that he has had a considerable
degree of involvement in this area. His deepest concern was the quality of
education we are providing to children in the north part of Sacramento County.
After considerable effort and with the help of former city counciiman Rob Kirth we
emerged with the mantra of “education first.” He is pleased to see that the
districts have united in presenting this petition to the committee. He believes that
it will accomplish the goals of putting education first for our children. He asked if
this action is going to advance the education for our kids, and stated that if it will,
he hopes the Committee will advance the petition to the state and ultimately to
reality.

Elizabeth Mitchell, Rio Linda Board President, reminded the board that additional
information will be brought forward from School Services at the next meeting.
She distributed written remarks provided at the previous meeting by Joel
Kirschenstein.

Heidi DelNero, Rio Linda resident, stated she is concerned because no where in
the documentation does it say how this unification is going to change things for
the kids. She had questions about several of the nine conditions specified in
Education Code 35753. Chairman Cooley requested that district and county staff
respond to her inquiries.

IV.A4.  Chairman Cooley closed the public hearing at 6:55 p.m.

Mr. Fong asked Dr. Carlson if there were other local papers where we advertised
the public hearings. Dr. Carlson responded that his efforts to notify the public
were addressed earlier. Rio Linda Superintendent Frank Porter reported that his
district sent out notices to all parents two weeks before school started. Jacques
Whitfield, General Counsel for Grant and Del Paso School District, reported that
both of the district offices also sent out parent notifications. North Sacramento
Superintendent Dennis Tillett reported that his district sent phone messages to
over 5000 parents.

Mrs. Hickey stated that it is possible that we do not have huge crowds because
no one feels threatened.

Chairman Cooley thanked everyone for attending and participating in the public
hearing. He reminded everyone that a third public hearing on this matter is
scheduled for August 30 at Vineland Elementary School Staff Development
Center in the Rio Linda Union Elementary School District. If the State Board
disapproves the 2004 proposal, the County Committee will meet on December 6
to take action on this current petition.
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V. Mr. Fong moved to adjourn, seconded by Mr. Scribner. Motion to
adjourn carried. Meeting adjourned at 7:01 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

David W. Gordon
Secretary to the County Committee

Date approved:
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SACRAMENTO COUNTY COMMITTEE ON
SCHOOL DISTRICT ORGANIZATION

Report of the Meeting of July 25, 2006

I Call to Order and Roll Call
i, Pledge of Allegiance
Hl. Visitor Presentations
IV.  New Business
A. Second Public Hearing on a Joint Governing Board Petition to Transfer
Territory Between (a) the Grant Joint Union High School District and
the Rio Linda Union Elementary School District and (b) the Natomas
Unified School District
1. Background Information
2. Preparation for Public Hearing
3. Open Public Hearing
4. Close Public Hearing
V. Adjournment

I Vice President Deane called the meeting to order at 6:35 p.m. at the
Vineland Elementary School Staff Development Center, 6450 20" Street,
Sacramento, CA. Committee Members present were Harold Fong, Christopher
Woods, and Victoria Deane. Also present were David Gordon, Secretary to the
County Committee; Associate General Counsel, Karen Steentofte; Bob Carlson,
Staff to the County Committee; interested citizens; and Carla Miller, Recording
Secretary. Trustees Hickey, Cooley, Bender, and Scribner were not present.

Il. Vice President Deane led the Pledge of Allegiance.

IH. There were no requests for visitor presentations from the general
public or employee organizations.

WA, Vice President Deane stated that the County Committee is conducting
the second public hearing on a Joint Governing Board Petition to Transfer
Territory Between {a) the Grant Joint Union High School District and the Rio
Linda Union Elementary School District and (b) the Natomas Unified School
District. Prior to opening the public hearing, she asked Dr. Bob Carlson, Staff to
the County Committee, to provide background information and review the
process and guidelines for the public hearing.

IV.A1. Dr. Carlson presented background information and reminded the
County Committee that on April 26 and 27, 2006, the Sacramento County Office
of Education received a joint governing board petition for a territory transfer
between the Grant and Rio Linda school districts and the Natomas school
district. These materials, including a map showing the areas that would be
transferred, are provided as Enclosure A in your agenda. In addition, a larger
version of the map is displayed on the easel at the front of the room. The
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territory to be transferred is within the North Natomas area and the Greenbriar
area of Sacramento. New sub-divisions have resulted in or will result in lots
being split by the current district boundaries. The proposed territory transfer
would eliminate split parcels by placing the district boundaries on streets.

He stated that a description of the petition that addresses nine required topics is
provided as Enclosure B in the agenda. He further stated that the public hearing
is the second opportunity for the County Committee to hear from the petitioners
(or their representatives) and to receive other public input about the proposed
territory transfer. The first public hearing was held last Tuesday evening at the
Natomas Unified School District Office. On September 27 the County Committee
is scheduled to approve or disapprove the petition. The Committee may approve
the petition if the Committee finds that the nine conditions listed in the agenda
item would be substantially met by the territory transfer. Prior to the September
27 County Committee meeting, staff will prepare an analysis of each of these
conditions. At that meeting, the County Committee will also hold a public hearing
and determine the impact, if any, that the territory transfer may have on the
environment.

He noted that if the County Committee approves the petition, the Committee can
order that it be granted without an election. An election would not be required
because the petition is to transfer inhabited territory of less than 10 percent of the
assessed valuation of the districts from which the territory is being transferred,
and all of the governing boards have consented to the transfer.

IV.A.2. Dr. Carlson then reviewed the steps taken by staff to inform the public
about the public hearing and also reviewed the guidelines for the meeting.

IV.A3. Vice President Deane thanked Dr. Carlson for his presentation and
stated that in accordance with California Education Code section 35705, the
Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization will now hold a
public hearing on a Joint Governing Board Petition to Transfer Territory between
(a) the Grant Joint Union High School District and the Rio Linda Union
Elementary School District and (b) the Natomas Unified School District. We will
begin the public hearing by giving the petitioners, or their representatives, 15
minutes to present the petition. Because we are not aware of any organized
opposition to the petition, we will then allow members of the public to address the
County Committee about the petition, whether pro or con.

Vice President Deane opened the public hearing at 6:43 p.m.

Opening remarks for the proponents were provided by Paul Woods of Economic
and Planning Systems, Inc. He described the territory transfer areas and new
sub-division botindaries.

Rio Linda Superintendent Frank Porter welcomed the County Committee and
thanked them for holding the hearing. He stated this is a very cooperative effort
with consent from all the boards involved.

06-5-CC



Vice President Deane stated that the County Committee would like to hear from
anyone else who would like to address the Committee about the petition. If you
would like to address the Committee, please submit a completed Speaker Card
and wait until you are called. As you begin your presentation, please state your
name and address. You will be given two minutes to speak. Please follow the
guidelines read earlier by Dr. Carlson that are available on the table at the back
of the room. Please focus your comments on the proposed territory transfer.

IV.A4. No one came forward. Vice President Deane closed the public hearing
at 6:45 p.m. She thanked everyone for attending and participating in the public
hearing. She also reminded everyone that on September 27, the County
Committee is scheduled to hold a public hearing and determine the impact, if
any, the territory transfer may have on the environment. On that date, the
Committee is scheduled to approve or disapprove the petition.

V. Mr. Woods moved to adjourn, seconded by Mr. Fong. WMotion to

adjourn carried. Meeting adjourned at 6:46 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
David W. Gordon

Secretary to the County Committee

Submitted: August 30, 2006
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SACRAMENTO COUNTY COMMITTEE
ON SCHOOL DISTRICT ORGANIZATION
10474 Mather Boulevard, P.O. Box 269003
Sacramento, CA 95826-9003

Subject: Third Public Hearing on a Joint Agenda ltem No.:  VIA.
Governing Board Petition for the

Unification of the Del Paso Enclosures: Enclosure A
Heights Elementary School Enclosure B
District, the Grant Joint Union Enclosure C

High School District, the North
Sacramento Elementary School
District, and the Rio Linda Union
Elementary School District

Reason: Obtain Public Input on the From: David W. Gordon
Proposed Unification
Prepared by: Bob Carlson

Board Meeting Date: 8/30/06

BACKGROUND:

On June 19, 2006, the Sacramento County Office of Education received the last of a
series of four joint board resolutions (hereafter referred to as “the petition”) for the creation
of a new K-12 school district through the unification of the Grant Joint Union High School
District with three of its five feeder elementary districts: the Del Paso Heights Elementary
School District, the North Sacramento Elementary School District, and the Rio Linda
Union Elementary School District.” The four board resolutions are attached as Enclosure
A. [t is anticipated that Grant's two other feeder districts, the Elverta Joint Elementary
School District and the Robla Elementary School District, would be excluded from the
new single district, pending State Board of Education (SBE) approval, pursuant to
California Education Code §35542(b). They would continue to operate as independent
feeder districts to the new unified district.

According to the petitioners, this petition is to be submitted to the SBE if the SBE does not
approve the petition to create two unified K-12 districts that was submitted on January 20,
2004, by the Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization. The SBE is
expected to act on the 2004 petition this fall.

As required by Education Code §35704, Superintendent Gordon reviewed the petition
and found it to be sufficient and signed as required by law. On July 17, 2006,
Superintendent Gordon sent the petition to the State Board of Education and to the
members of the Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization.

' Del Paso Heights Board Resolution No. 2005-2006-23; Grant Board Resolution No. 19-06;
North Sacramento Board Resolution No. 2962; Rio Linda Board Resolution No. 1060.
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Education Code §35705.5 requires a description of the petition that addresses nine
topics. The description is provided as Enclosure B.

Education Code §35705 requires that the County Committee hold at least one public
hearing within 60 days of the Committee’'s receipt of the petition in each of the districts
affected by the petition. This evening’'s public hearing is the third of three public
hearings that have been scheduled as shown below.

DATE: TIME: LOCATION:
Wednesday, August 9, 2006 6:30 p.m. Del Paso Heights Elementary School District
(completed) 1281 North Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95838
Board Room

Wednesday, August 16, 2006  6:30 p.m.  North Sacramento Elementary School District
(completed) 670 Dixieanne Avenue

Sacramento, CA 95815

Board Room

Wednesday, August 30, 20068  6:30 p.m. Vineland Elementary School
6450 20th Street
Rio Linda, CA 95673
Staff Development Center

The Notice of Public Hearings that was posted at SCOE and distributed is provided as
Enclosure C.

Education Code §35706 requires that, within 120 days of the first public hearing on the
petition, the County Committee recommend to the SBE approval or disapproval of the
petition. The County Committee will meet on December 6 (or earlier, depending on
when the SBE takes action on the 2004 petition) to take this action. At that time, the
Committee, pursuant to Education Code §35707, will also need to determine (a) if the
proposed unification would adversely affect the school district organization of the county
and (b) if the following nine conditions (specified in Education Code §35753) would be
substantially met by the unification:

1. The reorganized districts will be adequate in terms of number of pupils enrolled.
2. The districts are each organized on the basis of a substantial community identity.

3. The proposal will result in an equitable division of property and facilities of the
original district or districts.
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4. The reorganization of the districts will preserve each affected district’'s ability to
educate students in an integrated environment and will not promote racial or ethnic
discrimination or segregation.

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

6. The proposed reorganization will continue to promote sound education performance
and will not significantly disrupt the educational programs in the districts affected by
the proposed reorganization.

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

8. The proposed reorganization is primarily designed for purposes other than to
significantly increase property values.

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

Prior to the December 6 (or earlier) County Committee meeting, staff will prepare an
analysis of each of these conditions.

Following the County Committee’s recommended approval or disapproval, the petition

and the County Committee's recommendation and determinations about the above-
listed conditions will be forwarded to the SBE for its review and action.
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Enclosure A

Resolutions from the governing boards of:
Del Paso Heights Elementary School District (Resolution No. 2005-2006-23)
Grant Joint Union High School District (Resolution No. 19-06)
North Sacramento Elementary School District (Resolution No. 2962)

Rio Linda Union Elementary School District (Resolution No. 1060)



DEL PASO HEIGHTS SCHOOL DISTRICT
GOVERNING BOARD

RESOLUTION NO. 2005-2006-23

APPROVAL OF JOINT PETITION BY
RIO LINDA, NORTH SACRAMENTO, GRANT AND DEL PASO
GOVERNING BOARDS
FOR THE REORGANIZATION OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS

WIEREAS, the Governing Board of Trustees of the Rio Linda Union School District, North
Sacramento School District, Del Paso Heights School District and the Grant Joint Union High
School District (collectively, “the Boards™) are united in their continued cominitment to
improving the quality of education for all the students within their respective Districts; and

WHEREAS, the aforementioned four Boards believe that unified school districts provide for
preater educational opportunities for all of its students through seamless articulation and
consolidation of programs and resources; and

WHERTAS, the aforementioned four Boards and their respective Districts support the concept
of K-12 unification and the establishment of trustee areas; and

WHERLEAS, a previous petition to create two separate K through 12 school districts in the North
Area was approved by the Sacramento County Comimnittee on School District Organization and
submitted to the State Boayd of Education on January 20, 2004; and

WHEREAS, the aforementioned four Boards believe that it’s in the best interests of the
communities of the North Area districts to have the issue of school district reorganization
resolved and for the local voters to have the opportunity to vote on this issue; and

WHEREAS, reorganization and creating a unified district is sound fiscal and educational policy
and specifically addresses conditions set forth in the California Education Code and addresscs

changing local demographics; and

WHEREAS, these four Boards and their respective Districts support a reorganization to address
the community and academic needs of all the students and residents in the North Area; and

WHEREAS, Education Code Section 35700(d) authorizes a majority of the members of each of
the Governing Boards of Trustees of the affected Districts to agree to jointly initiate a petition to
the Sacramento County Superintendent of Schools to reorganize one or more districts through

unification, as described in the accompanying legal maps and description (Attachment YA™Y; and

WHEREAS, these four Districis have found and assert that the conditions enumerated in
paragraphs (1) to (10), inclusive of subdivision (a) of Education Code Section 35753, are
substaniially met; and

DEL PASO HEIGHTS JOINT PETTTION FOR RECRGANIZATION
-1 -
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WHEREAS, pursuant to Education Code Section 35701, the Chief Petitioners for the purpose of
receiving notice of any public hearings to be held on the petition shall be the Presidents of each
of the Governing Boards of Trustees of the affected Districts.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that if in the eventuality that the State Board of
Eduycation does not approve the petition submitted on January 20, 2004 by the Sacramento
County Committee on School District Organization to create two unified, K-12 school districts,
then the undersigned, acting on behalf of and with the approval of the majority of members of
the respective Governing Board of the Rjo Linda Union School District, North Sacramento
School District, Del Paso Heights Schoo! District, and the Grant Joint Union High School
District, both of Sacramento and Placer County, bereby approve the submission of this Joint
Petition to unify the Rio Linda Union School District, North Sacramento School District, Del
Paso Heights School District and the Grant Joint Union High School District, and expressly
exclude, if so desired, the Robla School District and the Elverta Joint School District from said
unification, as set forth under the relevant provisions of the “Thompson Bill” in the California
Education Code. These two elementary school districts shall continue to remain independent
clementary districts. The proposed Unitied School District shall continue to receive middle
school and/or high school students from these two elementary school districts as it has previously
done. This unification shall include all of the property, obligations, and bond indebtedness of
these four districts, and forn1 a new Unified School District, pursuant to the California Education

Code.

FURTHERMORE, BE IT RESOLVED that should the Joint Petition be approved by the State
Board of Education, the affected Districts agree to make the required filings with the Sacramento
and Placer County Assessor and the State Board of Equalization pursuant to Government Code
Sections 54902, el. seq., and the affected Districts agree, to the extent legally required, to pay the
appropriate fees to the State Board of Equalization pursuant to Government Code Section
54902.5.

FURTHERMORE, BE IT RESOLVED that based on the collective existing studies of the
aftected Districts, the Districts find that the conditions enumerated in paragraphs (1) to (10),
inclusive of subdivision (a), of Education Code Section 35753 are substantially met,

FURTHERMORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the affected Districts shall conduct future public
hearings as requested by the Sacramento County Office of Education and the Sacramento County
Comimittee on School District Organization or the California Statc Board of Education. The new
Unified District will be reflective of a new era in education, including a new neutral name for the
proposed Unified School District.

FURTHERMORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the territory of clection in this reorganization be
comprised of the electorate within the boundaries of the proposed Unified School District.

DEL PASO HEIGHTS JOINT PETITION FOR REORGANIZATION
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the following vote of the Governing Board of the Del Paso
Heights School District called on thisE5 thday of May 2006.

GOVERNING BOARD OF THE DEL PASO HEIGHTS SCHOOL DISTRICT

Name Vote Absent Abstain

Carolyn A, Moore, Vice-President  Yes io N B

DEL PASO HEIGHTS JOINT PETITION FOR REORGANTZATION
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I attest under penalty of perjury per the laws of the State of California, that all signatures on this
petition are genuine and was obtained in my presence:

Sony 1) Buchhrace. e

Larry M. Bujﬁnan, Ed.D., Superintendent Date
Grant Joint Union High School District and
the Del Paso Heights School District

Frank Porter, Superintendent Date
Rio Linda Union School District

Dennis Tillett, Superintendent Date
North Sacramento Schooi District

2EL PASO HEIGHTS JOINT PETITION FOR REORGANIZATION
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DEL PASO BEIGHTS SCHOOQL DISTRICT

Deginning at the Southwest corner of the Southeast one-quarter of Section 12,
Township 9 North, Range 4 Hast, MD.B. & M, thence, from said point of
beginning Hasterly along the South line of said Sectlon 12, and the South line of
Section 7, Township 9 North, Range 5 Fast, MD.B. & M, and the Easterly
production thereof, to its intersection with the centerline of Northgate Boulevard;
thence, Southerly along sald centerline to its intersection with the Westerly
prodluction of the centerline of North Avenue; thence, Easterly along said Westerly
production and the centerline of North Avenue (o ils intersection with the center
line of Dry Creek Road; thence, Northerly 540.00 feet along the centerline of Dry
Creek Road, said line being the West line of Lots 16 and 13, Cope Subdivision 11,
per map filed in the Office of the Recorder of Sacramento County, in Book 14 of
Maps, Map No. 30; thence, Easterly 211,50 feet plong a line parallel to the North
line of aaid Tot 18, thence, Northerly 120.00 feet along a line pazallel to the West
line of said Lot 13, to lis intar section with the Nérth line of said Lot 13; thence,
Basterly 449.50 feet along the North line of said Lot 13, to its inter section with the
centerline of Fell Street; thence, Southerly 660,00 feet along the centerline of Fell
Street, said line being the East line of said Lots 13 and 15, to the intersection with
the centerline of North Avente; thence, Easterly along the centerline of North
Avenue to its intersection with the center line of High Streef; thence, Southerly
along the centerline of High Street fo its intersection with the centerline of Harris
Avenue; thence, Westerly along the centerline of Harris Avenue to its intersection
with the centerline of Fell Street; thence, Southerly along the centerline of Fell
Street to its intersection with the centerline of Grand Avenue; thence, Westerly
along the centerline of Grand Avenue to its intersection with the center line of Dry
Creek Road; thence, Southerly along the centerline of Dry Creek Road to its
intersection with the centerline of South Avenue; thence, Westerly along the
ceriterline of South Avenue to its Dutersecticn with the centerline of Clay Street;
thence, Southerly along the Southerly production line of Clay Street to its
intersection with the Hasterly production line of Cammelita Avenue; thence,
Westerly along the Fasterly production line and the centerline of Carmelita
Aventie to its intersecton with the Easterly right of way line of the Seeramento
Northern Railroad; thence, Southerly along the Fasterly right of way Itne of the
Sacramento Northern Railroad to ite intersection with the centerline of Arcade
Creek; thence, Westerly along the centerline of Arcade Creek to its infersecton
with the Westerly right of way line of the Western Pacific Railroad; thence,
Northerly along the Westerly right of way line of the Western Pacific Railroad to its
intersection with the South line of Section 3, "Rancho Del Paso," as shown on the
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map of Survey and Subdivision, flled in the Office of the County Recorder,
Sacramento County, March 4, 1911 in Book A of Surveys, Map No. 94; thence,
Westerly along the South line of said |

Del Paso Heights School District

Saction 3 to its intersection with the centerline of Northgate Boulevard; thence,
Northetly along the centerline of Northgate Boulevard to its intersection with the
South line of Secton 18, Township 9 North, Range 5 East, M.D B, & M.; thence,
Westetly along the South line of said Section 18 and the South line of Section 13,
Township 9 North, Range 4 East, MD.B. & M, to the Southwest corner of the
Southeast one-quarter of said Section 13; thence, Northerly along the North-South
centerline of said Section 13 to the point of beginning.

1/6/88
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UPDATED LEGAL DESCRIPTION

GRANT JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOQL DISTRICT — January 8, 2003

Beginning at a point of intersection of the centerline of the Sacramento River und the American
River; thenoe, Northeasterly along the centerling of the American River to its intersection with
the southetly production of the East line of Swamp Land Survey 409; fhence, nnrtherly along
sald southerly production to the most Southeast corner of said Bwamp Land Survey; thence,
North 11°00° West 8470 feet; thence, North 39°30° West 238.92 feet; thence, North 68%45° West
77.88 feet; thenee, North 31°17* West 491.70 feet; thence, North 08°31" West 374.22 feel,
theriee, Notth 000551 Bast 21846 feet; thence, North 000321 West 475.49 feet; thence, North
00932 West to the Southeast comer of Lot 126, “Natornas Rest Side Subdivision,” per plat filed
in the County Recorder’s Office, Sacramento County, State of Californfa, January 18, 1924, in
Bool 17 of Maps, Map No. 34; thence, northerly along the Fast line of Lots 126 and 125, said
gubdivision to a point from which the Northeast line of sajd Lot 125, bears North 00°09” West
772.70 feet and North 89°50° Bast 1007.96 [eet; thence, North 00°09* West 772.70 feet to the
North line of snid Lot 125; thonee, casterly along said North line to the Northeast corner thereof,
gald corner also being comumon to the Southeast comer of Lot 120 said subdivision; thence,
northerty along the Bast e of sald Lot 120 to the Northeasst comer thereof, said comer being
situated on the South line of Section 13, Townghip % North, Range 4 Bast, M.D.B, & M., thence,
westerly along the South line of Sectlon 13, to its interseetion with the North-South line of the
Southwest corner of the Southeast one-quarter of Section 13; theace northerly along said North-
South centerline of Section 13 continuing North along said North-South centerling of Section 1
to its interssction with the South line of the Section 36, Township 10 North, Range 4 Hast,
M.D.B.& M,; thenco West along said South line of Sectioh 36 to [t infersection with the West
line of Section 36; thenoe along the South line of Section 35, Township 10 North, Range 4 Bast,
MDM, North 90°00°00” West, 411,38 feef; thence leaving sald South line, and along the
following.courses: !

1) North 00°25°20” West, 400.28 feet:

2) along the arc of an 900,00 feet radius cuyve to the right, through a centrsl angle of
3027718 for 478.39 feel (chord: North 19° 48’04  Bast, 472.77 feet);

3) North 45°00'00" West, 140,00 fest:

4) North 90°00°00" West, 1010.00 feet;

5) Nerth DD"’ZG’DS" West, 1300,00 feet, to the Southenst comer of Parcel A as described in
that Certificate of Complience {or Lot Line Adjustment recorded in Book 20011119 af
Page 995, Sacramento County Records; thence along the southerly line of Parcels A and
B as desoribed in sald Certifivate of Compliance,

6) South 89°12700” West 861.65 feot to the Southwest corner of said Parcol B;

thence along the boundary lines of Parcels 29, 28, 2¥,25,21, 10, 9 and 1, as shown on the
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7)
8)

%)
10)

11)

12)

13)
14)
15)
16)
17)
18)
19)
20)
21)
22)
23)
24)

25)

Master Parcel Map of Hetitage at Natomas Purk, filed in Book 164 of Parcel Maps, at
page 8, Sacramento Couuty Records, the following COUTSES?

South 89°12°00” West, 41.06 feet; |

along the arc of 400,00 feet radius curve to the right, through a central angle of
14949720 for 103.48 feet (chord: North §3°23°20" Wcst? 103,19 feer),

North 75°58°40” West, 99.77 feet;

along the arc of 4 650.00 feet radius curve to the left, through a central angle of
14°17°01" for 162.04 feet (chord: North 83°07'10" West, 161,62 foet);

South §9°44'19” West, 52.52 feet;

along the arc of a 925,00 feet radivs curve to the left, through a ceniral angle of
00°25'43" for 6,92 feet (chord: South 89°31'27” West, 6.92 foet), to the Southoasterly
corner of sald Parcel 28;

North 00°41724 West, 33.00 feet;

North 00°15'41" West, 106.28 feet,

South 89°44'19" West, 18.28 fect;

South 85734°53" West, 54.44 faet;

South 84°07°23" Wast, 52,21 feel

South 77725755 West, 72,49 feet;

South 78°15751” West, 90.86 feot, to the Northwestérly comer of said Parcel 28:

North 33°56'22" Weat, 59,68 feet, alang the easterly line of said Parcel 27;

North 27°22746" West, 1246.47 feet, to the most northerly comner of said Parcel 27;
North 19°46°25" Bast, 124.85 feet;

North 10°48'26” Enst, 165.00 foct;

North 02 dogrees, 19°43” Hast, 57.34 feet;

North 00°40’06" Bast, 121.94 feet;
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26) North 05°25'39” East, 40.54 feet;

27)  North 73°08°07" East, 6.45 feet;

28) Nowh 16751753 West, 139,17 feet, to the Northeast corner of said Parcel 21;
29) Soutl: 73°08°07" West, 233,49 feet,

30)  along the arc of an 800.00 foet radius curve to the lefi, {hrough n cenfral angle of
03°52'21" for 54,07 feet (chord: South 75°04719" West, 54,06 feet), to the Northwesterly

vorner of said Parce] 10;
31)  South 12°59'31" Bast, 41,50 feet;
32)  South 04°30°44" Bast, 15773 feet;
33)  South 12°21°26” West, 150.02 fect;
34)  South 29“’.04'37” West, 190.02 feet;
35)  South 33°51°18” West, 63,41 feet,
36)  South 45°40°38" Waest, 63.21 feet;
37 South 51°09°44"” West, 63.21 feel;
38)  South 56°38'50" West, 63.21 feet;
39)  South 62°39'24" West, 63.16 fest;
40)  South 70°34'24" West, 65.32 feel;
41} South 6320713 Weat, 195,09 feet;
42)  South 64°55'58" West, 128,91 foet;
43} South 53°43733" West, 122,08 festi:
44)  South 49°27°18” West, 119,06 fect;
45)  South 37°55°55™ West, 112.83 feet:
46)  South 36°11734” West, 161.81 feet, to the most westerly corner of gaid Parcel 10;

47)  North 55°09'54” West, 162,42 feet:

Page 10 of 45 Pages



48)
49)
50)
51)
52)
53)
54)
55)
56)
57)
58)

39)

60) ‘

61)
62)
63)
64)
65)

66)

Nortls 54°14713" West, 58.77 fest;

North 55759718" West, 66.26 feet;

North 56°55'42" West, 58.07 feet;

North 64917'45" West, 849,30 feet;

North 65°22°09” Wesl, 63.68 foet;

North 69°26°29" West, 63.15 feet;

North 73°40°37" West, 63.15 feet;

North 77°38°42” West, 63.82 ff;Bt;

North 78°30'01" West, 65.00 fect;

North 79°56'24” West, 63.47 feet;

North 86°14712” West, 63.11 feet;

North 87937'34” West, 75.89 feet;

Soutir 84°44°45" West, 35.50 feet;

North 05°15715" West, 15.00 fest;

South 84°44'45" West, 35.50 feet;

North 87°09'19"” West, 176,18 feet;

North 89°02°37” West, 45.01 feet;

South 89°44'01"” West, 401.00 feet, to the Northwest comer of Sai{i Parcel 1;

thence along the westerly line of said Parcel 1 and the westetly Jine of the Master Parce)
Map of Northborough 11, filed in Book 162 of Pareel Maps at Page 8, Sacramento County

Records, South 00°15'SS” Bast, 855,789 feot to a point on the Bast-West centerline of
sections 34 and 35, Township 10 North, Range 4 Bast, MDM;

thence North 89°46°31"West, 7479.75 fect along said Bast-West centerline of Sections 34 and 35
to its intersection with the West line of Section 34; thence South along said West ne of Section
34 to ifs intersection with the Southeast comer of Section 33 and its South line; thence West
along the South line of Section 33 10 iis interscotion with West line of Section 33, Townghip 10
North, Range 4 Zast, M,D.B, & M.; thence northerly alonglthe Wost lines of Sections 33,28, 21,
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16, and 9, said Township and Range, to the Southwest comer of the Neorthwest one-quartter gf
Section 9, which s the northerly boundary of Sacramento County, thence feasterly along said

County Boundary to its intersection with the West Yine qf Section "{, Township lQ North, ange
5 Bast, M.D.B. & M.; thenoe, northerly along the Wast Jine of Sfactmn 7 and fractional Seetion 6
said Township and Range to the Northwest comner of said Section 6, thence, caster'ly along the
North line of fractional Ssction 6 to the Southwest comner of Seetion 31, Township 11 North,

Range 5 Bast, MD.B. & M,; thence, northerly aJong the West line of Scctious 3.1, 30 and .19’
sald Township and Rangs to the Noythwest corner of said Section 19, said West line also being
the westerly line of Placer County; thence, easterly ﬂlong,the North line of Sections 19, 20 and
21, said Township and Range to the Northeast corner of said Section 21; thence, southerly along

the sasterty line of Sections 21 and 28, said Township and Range to the Southeast comner gf said
Qaction 28; thenee, westerly along the South line of SeE:tions 28 and 29 said Townghip and
Range 1o the Northeast corner of Sectlon 31 sajd Township and Range, thence, sogtherly along
the Bast line of said Seetjon 31 to the North line of fractional Section 5, Township 10 North,
Range $ Bast, M\D.B. & M.; thence, easterly atong the North line of fractional Section 3 t'o the
Northeast corner thereof; thence, southerly along the Bast line of said Section 5 and Section &
said Township and Range to its interseetion with the North line of Sacramento County; thence,
ersterly along the northerly boundary of Sacramento Couaty to its Intersection with the Bast line
of Section 9, said Township and Range; thence, southerly along the East ling of Section 9 and 16
said Township and Range to the Southens! cowner of said Section 16; thence, West three-quarter
miles to the Northeast comer of the Northwest one-quarier of the Northwest one-quarter of
Section 21, Township 10 North, Range 5 East; thence, South along the East lines of the
Northwest one-quarter of the Northwest one-quarter of Section 21 and the Southwest one-quarter
of the Northwest one-quarter of said Section 21 to its intersection with the northerly boundary
line of “Rancho Del Paso,” as shown on the official n1aps in a metal tube, labeled with title, in
the Sucramento County Recorder's Office; thence, Bast along the Nortl lino of said “Rancho” o
the Northeast sorner of Section “K”; thenee, South to the Southeast comer of Section 51 of said
“Rancho”; thence, West one mile; thetce, South one mile; thenes, West three miles to the
Southwest comer of Section 33, said “Rancho Del Paso™ thence, South one mile to the
Soytheast corner of Sectlon 25, said “Ranchn”™; thence, West along the southerly line of said
Section 25 fo its intersection with the westerly right of way Hne of the Southern Pacific Railroad;
thenoe, Southwesterly along said right of way tine to ity inlersection wilh the Bast ine of Section
16 of said "Rancho”; thence, South along the easterly line of Sections 16 and 15 fo the Northwest
comer of Lot 40, portion of Section 28, “Rancho Del Pago Subdivision,” per plat filed in the
County Recorder’s Office, Sacramento County, California, in Book 14 of Maps, Map No. 9;
thence, easterly along the North line of Lot 40 and 39, said subdivision to a point from which the
Northeast corner of said Lot 39, bears North 89°02'30" East 31.00 feet; thence, South 01°46730"
Bast 110.00 feet; thence North 85°02°30" East 5.00 feet; thence, South 01°46730” Hast 100.00
foet; thence, Noith 89°02°30" Jast 4,00 feot; thence, South 01°46°30" Rast 300.00 feet; thence,
North 89°02'30" Hast 2.00 feet; thence, South 01 °46°30" Bagt 150.00 foct to g point on the
South line of said Lot 39, from which the Southeast comer thereof bears North 85°02°30" Fast
20.00 feet thence, South 89°02°30™ West along the South ling of said Lotz 39 and 40 1o a point
on the South line of Lot 40, from which the Soutbwest corner thereof bears westerly n distance of
A400.00 feet; thence, northerly along a line parallel to the West line of sajd Lot 40, a distance of
200.00 feet; thence, westerly alang a lne parslle] o the Seuth line of said Lot 40, to a point on

the West line thercof, said point also being situate on the Bast line of Section 135, said Township
!
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