
 
 
 
  

Accessible Public Meetings 
 
The City of Pleasanton will provide special assistance for citizens with disabilities to participate in public meetings upon advance notice. If 
you need an auxiliary hearing aid or sign language assistance at least two working days advanced notice is necessary.  Please contact the 
City Clerk’s Office, PO Box 520, Pleasanton, CA 94566 or (925) 931-5027. 
 

NOTICE AND AGENDA FOR A  
JOINT SPECIAL MEETING OF THE 

 
PLEASANTON CITY COUNCIL  

AND 
 PLEASANTON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 

 BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
 

April 27, 2015 at 7:00 P.M. 
 

PUSD Board Room – School District Office 
4665 Bernal Avenue 

Pleasanton, CA 94566 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Notice is hereby given, pursuant to section 54954 of the California Government Code, that a 
special meeting is called. 

 
 
1. Call to Order 

a. Pledge of Allegiance 
b. Roll Call 

 
2. Public Comment regarding items not listed on the agenda - Speakers are encouraged to limit 

comments to 3 minutes 
 

3. Youth in Government Day Presentation 
 

4. Pharmaceutical Drug Drop Update 
 

5. Review and discuss PUSD Demographic Analysis and East Pleasanton Specific Plan 
 

a. PUSD Demographic Study 
b. East Pleasanton Specific Plan 

 
6. Joint City/District Initiatives 

 
a. Traffic Circulation at Amador Valley High School 
b. Amador Valley High School Tennis Courts 
c. Tri-Valley Health Fair in Pleasanton 

 
7. Adjournment 

 



THE CITY OF

AGENDA REPORT i
CITY COUNCIL AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES At !

pLEASANTON.  JOINT MEETING 1
MA-W.7ON UNIFIED SCHOOL 131511UCT

April 27, 2015

TITLE: YOUTH IN GOVERNMENT DAY 2015

RECOMMENDATION

Receive information and presentation on Youth in Government Day 2015

SUMMARY

The City of Pleasanton,  in partnership with Pleasanton Unified School District ( PUSD),
presented Youth in Government Day on February 19, 2015 at the Firehouse Arts Center.
There were 58 students registered and 47 students in attendance; 22 City and PUSD staff
participated in the morning job shadow experience.

BACKGROUND

Youth in Government Day is presented by the City of Pleasanton and Pleasanton Unified
School District to stimulate interest among students in community governance and assist in
the understanding of the democratic process.  Students spend a day job shadowing,
participating in staff meetings, and learning about City and School District leadership.

DISCUSSION

The day began with a continental breakfast provided by Amador Valley High School Catering
program. The students were welcomed by City Manager Nelson Fialho, PUSD Superintendent
Parvin Ahmadi and Mayor Jerry Thorne.  Students then shadowed City and PUSD staff
throughout the morning after which Village High Catering provided a brown bag lunch for
students followed by a keynote speech by Congressman Eric Swalwell.  The day's event
concluded with a workshop given by Laurie Bodine of START Leadership on " WIN: Map Your
Path to College and Career".

Students provided feedback and commented that they enjoyed learning about the various
projects taking place in Pleasanton, understanding the process of becoming a police officer,
the importance of the human resource officer job and how rewarding it is to work in your
community. One student decided that they want to be in congress after hearing Congressman
Eric Swalwell' s speech.   Additionally, students remarked that they would " apply skills they
learned to my own life", " continue to challenge myself", "apply the WIN charts to my daily life"
and " Sign up again next year!"

Submitted by,    Approve by,

6‘ a144P7

Susan Andrade-Wax Nelson Fialho

Director of Community Services City Manager
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STAFF REPORT

April 27, 2015

TITLE:  PHARMACEUTICAL DISPOSAL SITE    -    UPDATE    -    POLICE

DEPARTMENT

RECOMMENDATION

This report serves as an update to the pharmaceutical collection program and no
recommendation is suggested.

SUMMARY

In October of 2014, the Pleasanton Police Department in partnership with the Dublin
San Ramon Services District  ( DSRSD),   proudly announced the opening of a
pharmaceutical disposal site in Pleasanton. The Pleasanton Police Department serves

as host to the pharmaceutical collection receptacle in its lobby and is accessible to the
public 24- hours a day, 7 days a week.  Both controlled and non-controlled prescription
medications as well as over-the- counter medications are accepted.

BACKGROUND

There is continuing concern about unused pharmaceuticals in homes which are known
to be highly susceptible to accidental ingestion, theft, misuse, and abuse.  According to
national survey data on Drug Use and Health, almost twice as many Americans ( 6. 8
million)  currently abuse pharmaceutical controlled substances than those abusing
cocaine,  hallucinogens,  heroin,  and inhalants combined.     Moreover,  nearly 110
Americans die every day from drug- related overdoses,  and about half of those
overdoses are related to opioids, a class of drug that includes prescription painkillers.
More than two-thirds of people, including juveniles, who misuse prescription painkillers
for the first time, report obtaining the drugs from friends, relatives, or from their home
medicine cabinet.     In addition to these significant issues,  there can be severe
environmental consequences to the improper disposal of pharmaceuticals when people

flush them down the toilet or sink.  Traces will end up in the San Francisco Bay where
they could harm fish and other aquatic life.

Over the past several years the Pleasanton Police Department has collaborated with

the DEA while hosting National Prescription Drug Take-Back events.  Significant public
participation in these events resulted in the collection of more than 2, 700 pounds of
unwanted pharmaceuticals in Pleasanton alone.  These events along with the efforts of

local advocacy groups offered very clear perspective that this type of public resource
was much needed in our community.



Since the launch of this pharmaceutical collection program,  the Pleasanton Police
Department has logged the disposal and destruction of well over 1, 100 pounds of
unwanted pharmaceuticals from the collection receptacle.     Department personnel

continue to collect expired, unused or otherwise unwanted pharmaceuticals.

The Police Department strongly encourages and openly welcomes community members
to take advantage of this ability to safely dispose of their unused pharmaceuticals in the
overall effort to prevent misuse,  accidental ingestion and flushing of pharmaceutical
substances to the waste water system.

Submitted by:  Approved y:

David   . S iller    •  Nelson Fialho

Police Chief City Manager
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April 27, 2015 

 
 

TITLE: Review and Discussion Regarding PUSD Demographic Analysis and  
  East Pleasanton Planning 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Davis Demographics & Planning, Inc. (DDP) was contracted to prepare an update to 
student population projections by residence for Fall 2014 through Fall 2024 using the 
Ten-Year Projection Methodology and a “build-out” study using the Maturation 
Methodology. 
  
DDP worked under the guidance of the Pleasanton Planning Division who collaborated 
with the City Planning Manager to draft a schedule for future development. Davis 
Demographics & Planning, Inc. reviewed the current status of housing development, 
student generation rates from new and existing housing and actual student enrollment 
data. This data enabled them to determine in detail the location of our current student 
population by type of housing in specific areas of the City, to project the number of 
students from future new housing, and the potential effect of turnover of existing 
housing on future enrollments.  
  
The Maturation Methodology process combines current housing, projected 
development, and an estimate of additional potential housing using aerial photos, area 
zoning maps, and discussions with City staff. This study provides the District the ability 
to plan for long-term possibilities based on vacant land being developed under current 
zoning policies. 
  
The demographer’s report is an integral element of District planning. Budget 
development (e.g., staff needs and revenue generation), potential growth needs based 
on future housing, and resulting developer fees are significantly influenced by these 
projects. Please be reminded that the projections are based on where the students 
reside and where they should be attending school. DDP uses the school of residence, 
as opposed to the school of enrollment, in order to provide the most accurate estimate 
of where future school facilities should be located. 
  
On April 14, 2015, the PUSD Board of Trustees conducted a study session on the Fall 
2014 Demographic Report. The link to the report is included below and a slide 
presentation is attached (attachment A). A representative from Davis Demographics & 
Planning, Inc. will be present at the meeting to make a presentation and answer any 
questions regarding this report. 
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The demographic report is available at the link below: 
  
https://www.dropbox.com/s/lsg84qwfexkizpv/Pleasanton%20Fall%202014%20Report%
20with%20Maturity%20IV.pdf?dl=0 
 
A. Slide Presentation 
 
Submitted by: 
 
Luz Cázares,  
Deputy Superintendent 
 
Parvin Ahmadi,  
Superintendent 
 
 
 
 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/lsg84qwfexkizpv/Pleasanton%20Fall%202014%20Report%20with%20Maturity%20IV.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/lsg84qwfexkizpv/Pleasanton%20Fall%202014%20Report%20with%20Maturity%20IV.pdf?dl=0


FALL 2014/2015 
DEMOGRAPHIC STUDY 
Pleasanton Unified School District 

April 27, 2015 

  Prepared by: Page 1 of 23



Scope of Work 

• Drafted a 10 year projection 
• Updating the maturation / build out projections 
• Adjustments for Transitional Kindergarten (TK) 
• Updated projections factors 
• Considered changes to the East Pleasanton Specific Plan 

(EPSP) 
 

Page 2 of 23



Background 
• Projections are based upon residence 

• Projections predict where future students will be living 
• Best way to accurately determine the location of new facilities  or 

consolidation of surplus facilities 
• Helps to identify population trends, that may not be present or 

easily identifiable when basing projections on enrollment due to 
special programs, curriculum, and open enrollment  
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Student Data 

Page 4 of 23



Student Progression and Kindergarten 
Graduate 12th grade; Move all other grades forward and introduce a 
new incoming kindergarten class 
Incoming Kindergarten classes for existing homes are estimated by 
comparing changes in past birth rates.  
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Birth Data 
San Ramon USD 
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Mobility 
• A mobility/cohort factor is applied to the projections 

• Tracks the percentage gain or loss for each grade level as students 
progress from through the grades. 

• Based on the 4 years of student data 
• Factors are applied at the elementary attendance area level 
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Mobility 
 
 
 
 
 

• The above figures show what trends are occurring within the District’s 
current attendance  areas.   

• Significant gains in students as they progress through the grades 
each year. 

• Lower in comparison to prior years but still very healthy in comparison 
to other District’s 
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Development Data 
• DDP worked with data provided by the Pleasanton Planning 

Division 
 
• Estimates the number of units to be completed within 3 time 

frames, 2015-2019, 2020-2024 and 2025-2031. 
 
• DDP then adjusted the summary to produce annual unit 

totals that could be applied to the projections 
 

• Generated summaries 
 

• Based on Data provided to DDP in March 2015 
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Development Data 

City Provided Development Data (Appendix B in Report) 
Page 10 of 23



Development Data 

Page 18 in 
Report 

Page 11 of 23



East Pleasanton Specific Plan (EPSP) 

Projections are based on Single Family Alternative 4 (Base Plan) 
Projections assume a 10 year build out 

Page 12 of 23



Student Yield Factors 
HOUSING DATA 

STUDENT DATA 

Page 13 of 23



Student Yield Factors 
• Yield Factors were 

calculated for Single Family, 
Apartments and Transit 
Orient Development (TOD) 

• TOD calculations were 
based on data provided by 
Dublin Unified 
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The 10 Year Projections 

Projections are generated for each of the District’s 212 Study areas 
The attendance projections are the sum of the individual projections 

Page 15 of 23



Maturation Projections 
• Point to a time at which all 

developable land has been 
built 

• Have a life of 10-15 years  
• Changes to the EPSP 

required an update to the 
Maturation Projections 
 

Page 16 of 23



District-wide 
Summary  
Projection 
Pleasanton Unified 

School District 

Over the Next Ten Years 
(% Growth/Decline)  

TK-5 -487  (-7.77%) 
6-8  -123 (-3.42%) 
9-12  +201 (4.10%) 
TK-12 -397 (2.69%) 

________________                      ______________________________ 

At Maturity 
(% Growth/Decline) 

TK-5     1,862 (29.70%) 
6-8          465 (12.93%) 
9-12        699 (14.26%) 
TK-12    3,208 (21.7%) 

 
Pages 23 in Report 

Page 17 of 23
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EPSP District-Wide Impact 

Page 19 of 23



Attendance Area Projections 

Page 20 of 23



Pages 29 in Report 
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EPSP Elementary Impact 
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Summary 
• Based on current data DDP no longer sees the need for a 

new elementary facility within the next 10 years 
• The maturation projections show the need for 12 total  

elementary facilities once the District reaches maturity 
• A facility in East Pleasanton may be needed shortly after 

2024 as the EPSP nears completion 
• No need for any additional Middle School or High Schools  
• Recommendations are based on the District’s desire to 

maintain an average elementary enrollment between 600 
and 700 students 

• It will be important for the District to continue to monitor 
future development plans and demographic trends 
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TITLE:  REVIEW AND DISCUSSION OF PLEASANTON UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT ( PUSD) STUDENT POPULATION PROJECTIONS RELATIVE

TO THE EAST PLEASANTON SPECIFIC PLAN ( EPSP)

RECOMMENDATION

1.  Review and provide comments on the PUSD Student Population Projections.
2.  Discuss the EPSP as it relates to school impacts.
3.  Discuss questions related to the Student Population Projections and EPSP.

SUMMARY

This report summarizes the key conclusions of the PUSD Student Population
Projections ( covering the period from Fall 2014 to Fall 2024),  discusses the current
status of the EPSP planning process, and identifies questions for discussion by the City
Council and Board of Trustees regarding schools, the EPSP,  and school funding.  It
should be noted that the City Council has asked that a discussion of whether to proceed
with the East Pleasanton Specific Plan be agendized at an upcoming Council meeting.

BACKGROUND

On March 31, 2015, Davis Demographics & Planning, on behalf of PUSD, published the
Student Population Projections  ( Fall 2014- Fall 2024).   These projections identify
expected student enrollment changes over the next decade, and the impact of these

changes on the need for new school facilities. These projections were developed using
current demographic data, along with information on expected residential development
in the City, including potential plans for development of East Pleasanton pursuant to the
EPSP. The future projected school enrollment data in the report provide information on
the impacts of the EPSP on school enrollment, including whether additional schools are
needed to accommodate projected changes in student enrollment.

The potential effects of the EPSP on school enrollment and the need for new school
facilities has been a consideration since the initiation of the Specific Plan planning
process. Because the EPSP was expected to result in the need for a new elementary
school to relieve anticipated capacity constraints at existing schools in the northeast
corner of the City, PUSD expressed the need for a new elementary school in the EPSP
area. The current Draft EPSP ( November 2014) thus includes a potential school site as

part of a 13- acre park south of Lake I ( see Attachment 1, Land Use Plan). If that site is

ultimately not desired by PUSD for a new school, it would be developed as additional
park space.



DISCUSSION

The following discussion summarizes the key conclusions of the Student Population
Projections,  the status of the EPSP,  issues surrounding Senate Bill  ( SB)  50,  and
questions for consideration by the City Council and Board of Trustees. These topics are
linked by the potential contribution of the EPSP to population growth and school
enrollment, the ability of existing PUSD facilities to accommodate EPSP- related growth,
and the desire by the community for development activities to fund needed public service
facilities ( including schools).

a.  Conclusions of Student Population Projections. As noted above, the Student

Population Projections ( Fall 2014- Fall 2024) identify expected student enrollment
changes over the next decade, and the impact of these changes on the need for

new school facilities. Tables 1 and 2, below, summarize these changes. It should
be emphasized that these figures do not include students generated from

development expected to occur beyond 2024,  including the second half of the
homes that could be built in the EPSP area. Table 3 summarizes the increase in
student enrollment that would result from buildout of the EPSP.  The Student

Population Projections report takes into account expected residential growth in

PUSD over the next decade, including growth associated with development of the
Base Plan" evaluated in the Draft EPSP that would result in the development of

1, 300 new residential units, along with commercial, industrial, public/ institutional,
and open space uses.  Taking into account EPSP- related and other planned
residential growth, the report concluded that— due primarily to declining birth rates

PUSD would experience a decline of 467 elementary school students by 2024,
and that this decline would occur over eight of PUSD' s nine elementary
attendance areas.  Alisal Elementary School,  the only school expected to
experience an increase in enrollment, would gain 284 students. Because PUSD's

Facilities Master Plan establishes a desired elementary school capacity of 600-
700 students, 1 no new elementary school would need to be added to the EPSP
Area or anywhere else in the City before 2024.  However,  after 2024,  with
continued development of the EPSP, the report "recommends that the District still

continue to plan to open a site at [ the EPSP]  location as it will eventually be
needed."  The report also identifies relatively flat growth for the middle and
comprehensive high schools over the next decade.  Enrollment in the middle

schools is expected to decline by 123 students and high school enrollment is
expected to increase by 212 students. No new middle or high schools would be
required anywhere in PUSD by 2024,  based on the report,  assuming average
enrollment numbers are acceptable.   Overall, enrollment in PUSD would decline

from 14,766 students to 14, 388 students.

This desired elementary school capacity is generally consistent with Program 7. 2 of the Pleasanton
General Plan 2005-2025, which states: Encourage school enrollment sizes that maintain neighborhood

character, provide facilities for specialized programs, and promote more personalized education. The

current target is 600 students per elementary school, 1, 000 students at each middle school, and 2, 000
students at each comprehensive high school, with a 10 percent contingency planned for each site,
subject to board discretion and financial considerations.

Page 2 of 4



Table 1: Existing and Projected Student Enrollment (Total)
Schools Existing (2014)   Projected (2024)  Net Change
Elementary (Grades TK-5)    6,269 5,802 467

Middle (6-8)      3, 594 3,471 123

High ( 9- 12)       4, 903 5, 115 212

Total 14, 766 14,388 132

Source: Davis Demographics& Planning, 2015.

Table 2: Existing and Projected Student Enrollment (Average Per School*)
Schools Existing (2014)   Projected (2024)  Net Change
Elementary (Grades TK-5)    697 645 52

Middle (6- 8)      1, 198 1, 157 41

High ( 9- 12)       2, 452 2, 556 104

Rounded to nearest whole number.

Source: Davis Demographics& Planning, 2015.

Table 3: Students Generated by EPSP Buildout*
Schools Students

Elementary (Grades TK-5)    746

Middle (6-8)      360

High ( 9- 12)       194

Total 1, 300

Rounded to nearest whole number.

Source: Davis Demographics& Planning, 2015.

b.  Status of EPSP.  Preparation of the EPSP began in earnest after establishment

of the Task Force in July 2012. The Task Force originally agreed on a set of six
working draft plan alternatives that included a mix of open space, park, industrial,
campus office, school, retail, and high- and low-density residential land uses. The
residential components of the six alternatives ranged from 1, 000 to 2,279

residential units.  In August 2014, after City Council directed staff and the Task
Force to explore plan alternatives that did not include zoning for high-density
housing,  the Task Force voted to change the Base Plan to include 1, 300
residential units with no high-density housing,  1, 636,000 square feet of non-
residential development, 759 acres of open space, and an elementary school site.
City Council confirmed this Base Plan in December 2014 and directed that nine
Plan alternatives be evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact Report ( EIR) on

the Draft Plan, ranging from an alternative allowing for no new development to an
alternative containing 1, 430 single-family and multi- family residential units. The
Draft EIR was published in April 2015 and the associated public/agency comment
period will end on June 8, 2015. City staff also held well-attended neighborhood
meetings on the Draft Plan on April 12 and April 23. An additional neighborhood

meeting is scheduled for April 29. The City had planned to hold a community-wide
meeting on the Draft Plan after the conclusion of these neighborhood meetings.
This would only occur if the Council decides to continue with the EPSP process. If
the Council decides to continue with the process, the Plan would return to the

Page 3 of 4



Task Force, which would make its final recommendation and staff would forward

the Plan to the various City commissions and committees,  and ultimately City
Council. The final decision on adopting the EPSP could also involve a public vote.

c.  SB 50. At the City/PUSD Liaison Meeting on April 14, a member of the public
expressed a desire that the City advocate for reform of SB 50. SB 50 ( also known
as the Leroy F.   Green School Facilities Act of 1998)   made significant
amendments to existing State law governing school fees.  In particular,  SB 50
prohibited State or local agencies from imposing school impact mitigation fees,
dedications, or other requirements in excess of those provided in the statute. The

legislation also prohibited local agencies from using the inadequacy of school
facilities as a basis for denying or conditioning approvals of projects.  Concern
about SB 50 from school advocacy groups often focuses on the insufficiency of
fees generated by SB 50 to cover the costs of new school facilities necessitated
by development. Some school districts, including PUSD, have imposed additional
gift"  fee requirements on development projects to assist in bridging the gap

between the fees generated by the lowest fee statutorily allowed by SB 50 and the
actual costs of developing new school facilities.

d.  Questions for Discussion.  The following questions may be considered by City
Council and the Board of Trustees in regard to the previous discussion:

1.  Should the goal of maintaining a target elementary school average enrollment
of 600-700 students be revisited?

2.  Will the long- term stream of school funding be adequate to operate a new
elementary school built in the EPSP area sometime after 2024?

3.  Based on the data in the Student Population Projections, is there a desire to

reduce the number of residential units that would be developed as part of the

EPSP Base Plan by potentially reducing the amount of school funding paid by
EPSP property owners?

4.  Does the Board of Trustees have any thoughts or suggestions related to the
City Council' s upcoming discussion on whether to continue with the EPSP?

Submitted by,    Approved by,

Brian Dolan Nelson Fialho

Assistant City Manager City Manager

Attachments:

1  - Figure 5. 1, Land Use Plan, from Draft Plan,  including potential public school and
park site

2 - Executive Summary, Student Population Projections
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT EAST PLEASANTON SPECIFIC PLAN REVISION -  1
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Pleasanton Unified School District  SY 2014/2015 Report 
 
 

  
March 31, 2015 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

The City’s pending approval of one of several alternatives for the East Pleasanton Specific Plan has prompted the 
Pleasanton Unified School District (PUSD) to revisit the demographic study conducted by Davis Demographics & 
Planning in Fall 2012.  These projections are based solely upon school of residence and are designed to alert the 
District as to when and where the student population shifts will occur. Currently, the PUSD has a total of 9 
elementary (TK-5) schools, three middle (6-8) schools and two comprehensive (9-12) high schools.  At Fall 2014 
CBEDS, the District reported a total of 6,269 TK-5, 3,594 6-8 students and 4,903 9-12 students for a total of 
14,766 TK-12 students enrolled in the District.  Over the next ten years, decline is expected for the District. This 
decline is expected to occur in part due to changes in development schedules but primarily due to falling birth 
rates observed in the region in recent years.  
 

A net decline of 467 TK-5 students is forecasted for the end of the projection period in 2024. In analyzing the 
individual elementary (TK-5) attendance area projections it becomes clear that the District’s elementary 
attendance area projection that the decline will be felt across the district with 8 of the District’s 9 elementary 
attendance areas expected to see declines in their resident student populations over the next 10 years. The 
following schools are listed in order of greatest increase to greatest decline over the next ten years:   Alisal ES (net 
growth of +284 TK-5 students), Hearst ES (-39 TK-5 students), Fairlands ES (-55 TK-5 students), Vintage Hills ES     
(-84 TK-5 students), Walnut Grove ES (-90 TK-5 students), Lydiksen ES (-96 TK students), Valley View (-113 TK-5 
students), Donlon ES (-126 TK-5 students) and Mohr (-163 TK-5 students). The District is currently near its desired 
maximum average elementary enrollment of 700 students. With birth rates expected to introduce smaller 
incoming kindergarten classes and plans to construct units in East Pleasanton delayed until 2018 the District can 
expect to remain under this threshold through at least 2024. Previous recommendations suggested the District 
would need to consider at least one facility in the northwestern portion of the District and another site possibly as 
soon as 2020 in East Pleasanton. Since this time, birth rates have fallen considerably causing the size of projected 
incoming Kindergarten classes to fall as well. The Fall 2014 kindergarten class was the result of 677 births 
reported for the two zip codes making up the District in 2009. Skip ahead to 2012 and we see that the total 
number of births has fallen all the way to 590 representing a decline of nearly 13%. Such a decline will inevitably 
lead to smaller incoming kindergarten classes providing relief to the impacted northwest region of the District. 
DDP no longer sees enough growth occurring in the northwest region to justify the opening of a new school but 
the Donlon attendance area could be redrawn to more evenly distribute the resident population amongst other 
attendance areas with room to add. Whether or not a facility is needed in East Pleasanton becomes a bit more 
complicated. Based upon the District’s desire to keep an average minimum enrollment above 600 students, DDP 
does not see the need for a facility to be added to East Pleasanton before 2024 as doing so would drop the 
District average enrollment to 580 students per campus. However it is likely that the facility will be needed 
shortly after 2024 as only 50% of the EPSP is expected to be completed at this time. Adding 198 students to the 
District’s resident TK-5 student population would bring the average enrollment above the District’s desired 
minimum of 600 students with 10 facilities. With 50% (650 units) of the EPSP still scheduled to be constructed 
beyond 2024 it becomes easier to assume that the need for a facility at this location is likely to rise rather quickly. 
While DDP no longer recommends opening the EPSP facility before 2024 based upon the latest demographic 
and residential construction trends, DDP recommends that the District still continue to plan to open a site at this 
location as it will eventually be needed if EPSP Single Family Alternative 4 is approved and constructed as 
currently planned. No additional middle school or high school facilities will be need over the next 10 years based 
upon the most recent projections.  
 

The District needs to closely monitor the growth of the residential development, reported births and update 
student projections annually to make sure to track any new trends that could impact future student population 
trends. Doing so would give a better idea of exactly when any plans to adjust potential capacity issues would 
need to be implemented as the time nears.   
 

 

DDP was provided with the best available information at the time of this report (grade configurations, current attendance boundaries and capacities).  The circumstances regarding 
future facilities are subject to change, especially when dealing with new housing construction.  The suggestions presented in this report are based upon the trends that the District is 
currently experiencing
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TITLE:  TRAFFIC CIRCULATION AT AMADOR VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL

RECOMMENDATION

Receive information about proposed modifications to traffic circulation at Amador Valley
High School.

SUMMARY

The City of Pleasanton and Pleasanton Unified School District( PUSD) have been working
cooperatively to prepare a plan to improve the traffic circulation and safety at Amador
Valley High School. The proposed improvement plan includes new sidewalk along the
north edge of the school property,  and modification of the north and middle student
driveways including the installation of traffic signals at the two driveways.

BACKGROUND

Santa Rita Road experiences reoccurring traffic congestion at both the beginning and end
of the school day at Amador Valley High School. This congestion occurs on Santa Rita
Road, the residential frontage roads and within the small drop off loop on the school
grounds. This type of reoccurring congestion can lead to difficulty for emergency response.

To provide improved safety and emergency services access, the City and PUSD are
working together to develop a comprehensive circulation plan for Amador Valley High
School.



DISCUSSION 
Earlier this year, Amador Valley High School prohibited the use of the staff parking lot for 
purposes of student pick up and drop off. This restriction was a result of increasing 
concerns to provide emergency services access during the daily school drop off and pick 
up times. Amador Valley High School has two alternate pick up and drop off locations: 
the main student parking lot located on Santa Rita Road and a smaller studenUstaff lot 
accessed from Del Valle Parkway on the south side of the school. The closure of the staff 
parking lot has increased the volume of traffic within the student lot, along Del Valle 
Parkway, and along the Santa Rita frontage road. 

A large curb side area exists within the main student lot on Santa Rita Road. However, 
the access into and out of this student lot can be difficult during the school peak hours. 
As part of the Amador Valley High School Traffic Circulation plan, staff is recommending 
several changes to this student lot to improve both the circulation and safety. 

The changes include the installation of two new traffic signals on Santa Rita Road . The 
signals will be located at the 
north and middle driveways of 
the student parking lot (circled in 
the image on this page) . These 
new signals will provide a safer 
ingress and egress for the 
student lot. The north driveway 
will be narrowed slightly and a 
new concrete sidewalk will be 
installed along the north side of 
the parking lot to provide a 
pedestrian path of travel that will 
route pedestrians around the 
two new signals. 

The north driveway will continue 
to serve as the primary entrance 
allowing inbound traffic only. 
The left turn pocket on 
northbound Santa Rita Road will 
be extended to allow for greater 
storage of vehicles. Because 
the driveway is inbound only, the 
northbound through traffic will 
always have a green signal 
indication and southbound will 
only have to stop to allow the 
northbound left turn into the 
parking lot. 
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The middle driveway will provide one 
entrance lane for southbound right turn 
traffic only (northbound left turn into the 
middle driveway is prohibited) . The 
middle driveway will be widened to 
allow a second exit left turn lane to 
allow a greater number of vehicles to 
exit the parking lot on each green 
phase of the signal. Eight parking 
spaces will need to be removed to 
accommodate the additional exit lane 
at the middle driveway. The overlay of 
the new driveways is shown on the 
image to the right. 

The southern driveway will remain as it 
is currently designed as a right turn exit 
only. 

The City hired Hexagon Transportation 
Consultants in December 2014 to 
review potential alternate access 
designs. Five separate design 
alternatives were reviewed with various 
changes to the ingress/egress. The 
dual signal design described previously 
provides the most efficient operation. 
Hexagon is now in the process of 
completing the construction 
documents. Given the four to six 
month lead time necessary for the 
delivery of traffic signal poles, the 
construction of the improvements will 
be scheduled for summer 2016. 

Submitted by, Approved by, 

/ {L----'s::;L~ Nelson Fialho 
Acting Director of Community City Manager 

Development 
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TITLE:  AGREEMENT FOR SHARED USE OF THE TENNIS COURTS AT
AMADOR VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL

RECOMMENDATION

Receive information regarding proposed shared use of the tennis courts at Amador
Valley High School.

SUMMARY

The proposed shared use of the tennis courts at Amador Valley High School is a joint
project between the City of Pleasanton and the Pleasanton Unified School District
PUSD).

A few years ago, PUSD revised its process of issuing keys to access the tennis courts
at the high schools. Although residents would submit an application and fees in order to

receive a key to the tennis courts, the keys would often not be returned to the District.
After several years, there were numerous keys that were not returned which prompted
the District to review its process. As a result, the policies and procedures were revised
which required residents to submit rental forms and applicable custodial fees in order to

use the tennis courts. Although this new procedure increased accountability,  it also
made it more difficult and costly for the public to access the tennis courts.

In 2014, the issue was raised at a City and PUSD Liaison Committee meeting. The
committee requested that staff from both agencies review the current system to identify
a better option that would increase the public's access to the tennis courts while

balancing the concerns and needs of PUSD. Both agencies have worked together over
the last several months to find a solution and are proposing a shared use arrangement
on a six month trial basis. At the end of the six month trial, the agencies will evaluate the
program and make further recommendations to the Liaison Committee.



s      "

BACKGROUND

The proposed shared use of the tennis courts at Amador Valley High School is a joint
project between the City and PUSD. According to the " Demand and Needs Analysis"
that was completed as part of the of the City of Pleasanton's 2014 Parks and
Recreation Master Plan, the community has a current demand or need of 28 ( 27. 9)
tennis courts and a future need of a total of 34 ( 33.6) tennis courts.

Currently, the City has 18 tennis courts under its management which include 10 lighted
courts at the Tennis and Community Park, 4 courts at Muirwood Community Park, 2
courts at Fairlands Park and 2 lighted,tennis courts at Stoneridge Creek Neighborhood

Park.  In addition, the City and PUSD have an agreement for shared use of the two
lighted tennis courts at Pleasanton Middle School. However, since the public's access

to these courts is limited due to school hours, they are counted at 50%. Thus, with the

19 tennis courts currently available for community use, and a demonstrated need for 28
courts, there is an overall deficiency of 9 tennis courts

To address the current and future demand for public tennis courts,  the Parks and

Recreation Master Plan recommended that the City and PUSD work collaboratively to
increase the availability of PUSD's tennis courts by pursuing a shared or joint use
agreement. Presently, there are 18 tennis courts at Amador Valley and Foothill High
Schools that have restricted access to the general public.  If the City and PUSD can
define an agreement regarding the shared use of PUSD's tennis courts, the current
deficiency of public tennis courts within the community would be eliminated. The shared
use of these additional tennis courts would also greatly reduce the amount of tennis
courts needed at "build- out", from 34 to 6.

Both agencies have a long and successful history of having established joint use
agreements for the full utilization of facilities, and currently have joint use agreements
for the Amador Theater,  the tennis courts at Pleasanton Middle School,  and the

gymnasiums at all three middle schools. Such joint use agreements between the City
and PUSD describe general responsibilities and benefits of each party regarding the
use of both City and PUSD facilities. The purpose of these agreements is to cooperate
in coordinating programs and activities between both agencies. These agreements are
authorized pursuant to the State's Education Code ( Section 10905), which is to promote

the health and general welfare of the community and contribute to the attainment of the
general recreational objectives for children and adults within the community.

The City's General Plan and Parks and Recreation Master Plan,  as well PUSD's
Facilities Master Plan support the ongoing cooperation between the agencies as
demonstrated through the implementation of joint use agreements.
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DISCUSSION

The proposed Agreement between the City and the District for the shared use of the
tennis courts at Amador Valley High School is for an initial six (6) month trial period from
May 2015 through October 2015.   During that time period, the tennis courts will be
available for community use as follows:

May 4 —June 12, 2015
Saturdays:      9: 00 a. m. — 12: 00 p. m.
Sundays: 1: 00 p.m. —4:00 p. m.

June 13— August 24, 2015

Mondays — Fridays: 6:00 p. m. — 8: 00 p. m.
Saturdays:       9:00 a. m. — 12: 00 p. m.
Sundays: 9:00 a. m. — 12: 00 p. m.

August 25 — October 31, 2015

Saturdays:      9: 00 a.m. — 12: 00 p. m.
Sundays: 1: 00 p. m. —4:00 p. m.

In addition, the Agreement outlines the rules, rights and responsibilities of each agency,
as well as insurance requirements and the respective indemnification obligations. Once

the Agreement has been finalized,  it will be forwarded to the City Council and the
District's Board of Trustees for their review and consideration.

Submitted by,   Approved by,

0e""'%1# 44tinfit

Susan Andrade-Wax, Nelson Fialho

Director of Community Services City Manager

Page 3 of 3



w^"n' M^'
THE CITY OF

vC
G A

AGENDA REPORT s11
CITY COUNCIL AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES

J:   -
1YpL£ ASANTON.  JOINT MEETING

PLEAS/MON UNIFIED SCHOOL 01611UCT

April 27, 2015

TITLE: PLEASANTON HEALTH INITIATIVE - TRI-VALLEY HEALTH FAIR IN PLEASANTON

RECOMMENDATION

Receive information regarding the Pleasanton Health Initiative and the Tri-Valley Health
Fair in Pleasanton.

SUMMARY

The 2011 Eastern Alameda County Human Services Needs Assessment: Findings Report
indicated the need to ensure access to health related services and to embrace the growing
diversity in the region. The Pleasanton Health Initiative was designed as a joint project
between the City of Pleasanton and the Pleasanton Unified School District ( PUSD) to
address this need. As one approach to meet this need, the Health Fair serves as a gateway
to make contact and engage especially the underserved communities to provide health
screening, linkage, and healthcare enrollment to 200 families in Pleasanton.

BACKGROUND

The City of Pleasanton and Pleasanton Unified School District participate together in the
Alameda County Tri-Valley Youth and Family Opportunity Initiative which is funded
through Measure A. The goal of the initiative is to strengthen the capacity of the Tri-Valley
region to provide a continuum of high quality,  accessible school- linked health and
wellness support to youth and families experiencing poor health and educational
outcomes. The initiative is based on evidence that there is a critical link between children' s

healthy development and educational attainment, ultimately impacting long term health
outcomes. Additionally,  it is recognized that families are the most fundamental factor
influencing the lives and outcomes of children and that supported and supportive families
are critical to reversing health disparities.

The Pleasanton Health Initiative has been granted $ 16,666 from Measure A, a portion of

which will cover the costs of the Health Fair.

DISCUSSION

Planning for the Health Fair is underway. City and PUSD staff convened a focus group of
parents and teens from the community we are seeking to serve; several meetings have
been held to elicit ideas of what the community would like provided at the event.

The focus group has requested that both children and adults be able to participate in the
services to be provided.  Services and information requested by the families include
immunizations,  medical and dental screenings,  mental health screening,  nutrition



education,  immigration law,  low- income housing,  wellness programs and cultural
entertainment.  Staff is working with community partners to provide information and
services at the event, specifically Axis Community Health as a key partner.

Tri-Valley Health Fair in Pleasanton
Date:       Saturday, June 6, 2015
Location:  Firehouse Arts Center—4444 Railroad Avenue, Pleasanton; and

Axis Community Health Clinic- 4361 Railroad Avenue, Pleasanton
Time:       9:00am to 1: 00pm

Submitted by,   Approved y,

S
Susan Andrade-Wax Nelson Fialho

Director of Community Services City Manager
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