
ATTACHMENT B 
 

Proposed Uses of State General Obligation Bonds 

Fiscal Year 2009-10 
 

 

 

Traditional Phasing, Proposition 55/2004 Bond Projects  

DISTRICT, COLLEGE/CENTER PROJECT NAME 
CATEGORY 

TYPE 
PHASES 

2009-10 

AMOUNT  

Coast, Orange Coast College Music Building Modernization C PW
1
 $343,000 

Los Rios, American River College Life Science and Fine Arts Modernization C PW $128,000 

Santa Clarita, College of the Canyons Administration/Student Services E PW $236,000 

State Center, Fresno City College Old Administration Building North and East Wings, 

Phase III 

C PW $153,000  

Ventura County, Ventura College Buildings APP, S, and DP Modernization C CE $5,294,000 

Yuba, Yuba College Building 1100 Learning Resource Center 

Renovation 

C PW $877,000 

 TOTAL   $7,031,000 

 

 

Traditional Phasing, Proposition 1D/2006 Bond Projects 

DISTRICT, COLLEGE/CENTER PROJECT NAME 
CATEGORY 

TYPE 
PHASE 

2009-10  

AMOUNT 
 

Antelope Valley, Antelope Valley College Health and Science Building B E $1,716,000 

Chabot-Las Positas, Chabot College Math-Science Modernization C PW $163,000 

El Camino , El Camino College Compton Center Infrastructure Replacement, Phase 1(H & S) A4 C $29,480,000 

 



2 Item 3.3—Attachment B 

Fiscal Year 2009-10  

 2010-11 Capital Outlay Projects 

Traditional Phasing, Proposition 1D/2006 Bond Projects - Continued 

DISTRICT, COLLEGE/CENTER PROJECT NAME 
CATEGORY 

TYPE 
PHASE 

2009-10  

AMOUNT 
 

El Camino, El Camino College Compton Center Infrastructure Replacement, Phase 2(H & S) A4 PW $1,040,000 

Imperial, Imperial Valley College Building 400 Modernization C PW $209,000 

Kern, Bakersfield College Performance Arts Modernization C PW $1,637,000 

Long Beach, Long Beach City College, Pacific Coast Campus Multi-Disciplinary Academic Building C CE $15,793,000 

Los Angeles, East Los Angeles College Fine and Performing Arts Center D1 E $2,824,000 

Los Rios, Cosumnes River College North East Building Modernization F PW $178,000 

Monterey Peninsula, Monterey Peninsula College Modernize Humanitites, Business, and Student 

Services Buildings 

C PW $403,000 

Redwoods, College of the Redwoods New Science/Humanities Building Seismic 

Replacement 

A3 C $27,304,000 

Riverside, Moreno Valley Center Phase III Student Academic Services Building E PW $437,000 

South Orange County, Irvine Valley College Life Science Building B CE $16,111,000 

Sequoias, College of the Sequoias Administration Building Remodel for Efficiency F PW $603,000 

Sequoias, Tulare Center Phase I Site Development and Facilities B CE $55,414,000 

Siskiyou Joint, College of the Siskiyous Science Complex Modernization A4 CE $13,215,000  

Sonoma County, Santa Rosa Junior College Health, Physical Education and Wellness Complex D1 PW $2,317,000 

Ventura County, Ventura College Studio Arts Building Modernization C PW $180,000 

West Valley-Mission, Districtwide Fire Alarm Replacement A4 C $11,793,000  

 TOTAL   $180,817,000 

 



  Item 3.3 – Attachment B 3  

  Fiscal Year 2009-10  

  2010-11 Capital Outlay Projects 

Ready Access Phasing, Proposition 1D/2006 Bond Projects 

DISTRICT, COLLEGE/CENTER PROJECT NAME 
CATEGORY 

TYPE 
PHASE 

2009-10 

AMOUNT 
 

San Mateo County , Canada College Electrical Infrastructure Replacement A4 PWC
2
 $3,838,000 

San Mateo County, Skyline College Electrical Infrastructure Replacement A4 PWC
1
 $1,353,000 

 TOTAL   $5,056,000  

 
 TOTAL – ALL BONDS   $192,904,000 

 

                                                           
1
  The State funds shown in the attachment are used to finance specific phases of each project.  These phases are designated by the following letters; Preliminary Plans (P), 

Working Drawings (W) Construction (C), and Equipment (E). 
2
  Ready Access Program Projects–Projects that participate in the program receive lump-sum state funding for all project phases in one Budget Act appropriation.  The goal of 

Ready Access Program is to save state bond dollars with no cost to the General Fund while allowing local community college districts the ability to complete their projects 

faster in order to address growth and modernization facility needs.  The program saves the state money because a local contribution to offset state supportable costs is required 

in order for districts to participate in the program and shortens the period to complete projects by at least one budget cycle. 
 


