June 10, 2015 Agenda Item K Attachment K-1

TO: Chairman and Members , DATE: January 16, 2014
SUBJECT: Executive Steering Committee Proposed AGENDA ITEM: H
Senate Bill 1022 Construction Financing
Program Conditional Awards Recommendations. : o

Requesting Approval.

ACTION:Y X

INFORMJ{%TION:
RESOURCE PERSON: Robert Oates 2

Background: At its January 7l 2014 meeting, the BSCE d, the postmg of emergency

regulations for SB 1022 and, on January 9, 2014, the Off}»ce Q -dmllg‘;és,tratlve Law approved those
emergency regulations. The emergency regulations a1;;;prov1ded it Attachment A.

&
Following the release in July 2013 of the SB. 1022)%%equest
Expansion of County Jails, 36 counties formally ?submltted an &

deadline.

‘The applications were provided to the
components of the Request ford] I{g)poga ST
response to the RFP. Follo fﬁng thegfé%phcatlon due date, the ESC met for application evaluation
tramlng with BSCC’s rqsearch and"“l ) -aluatlon staff and to discuss the remammg steps in the

The fundinefereﬁceg;‘es blished in law for SB 1022 (Chapter 42, Statutes of 2012), in summary,
state thatdlie, BSCC shall give funding preference to counties that are most prepared to proceed
SUCCCSSfIﬁ ﬁ%ﬂh this ﬁnancmg in a timely manner. The determination of preparedness to proceed
shallymclude %ot be limited to, counties providing documentation of adequate, available
(matéhgng funds authorized by the county board of supervisors from a source or sources compatlble
%thvﬁ?%éinancmg authority as determined by the State Public Works Board (SPWB) with review
and approval by the State’s Department of Finance (DOF).

w‘h%

v he d8termination of preparedness to proceed also included submission of the following with the
";;;county s project proposal submission:

1 All documents required in the initial county real estate due diligence submission package.

2. Documentation evidencing California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA.) compliance has been
completed.
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3. A resolution adopted by the county’s Board of Supervisors certifying the county has read the
forms of the project documents for this financing program, and authorizing the appropriate county
representative(s) to execute each, in substantially the form presented, at the appropriate times within
the financing program, if funding is conditionally awarded.

The three set aside categories as determined by the ESC are correlated to the population of ooum%e
small county set asides are defined as having populations of 200,000 and less; medium size county b

set asides are defined as having populations between 200,001 and 700,000 and; large gounty set
asides are defined as having populations greater than 700,001. &

receive conditional funding awards (Attachment B).

Recommendation/Action Needed:

2.

3.

asides (Attachment A).

Provide a conditional award to Tehamawm ﬂ'{
partial amount of the $20,000,000 reque,’s“'t*“‘
county set-aside. LN
Provide a conditional award to Saﬁ Joaquin “m the; amount of $33,352,000, which represents
a partial amount of the $40, OO@‘?G)OO "eguest‘egédue to the remaining funds within the medium
county set-aside.

Provide a conditional awéxd to Sacr rent®in the amount of $56,432,000, which represents
a partial amount of the $80’§’ '0 "000 réguested due to the remaining funds within the large
county set-aside. & T N
Determine award‘ protocol for countles receiving partial awards, in particular, whether
mamtammg orlglnalprOJect scope with the acceptance of partial funding awards is required.

B

~ @fgé) thg:‘remammg funds within the small

diount %g$6 526,000, which represents a

Q
A. S 13022 Emer\gg\ncy Regulanons
B %Llst oﬁi e ESC @%SB 1022 Recommendations
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BOARD OF STATE & COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS

SB 1022 ADULT LOCAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE FACILITIES CONSTRUCTION FUNDING

RECOMMENDATION
PROPOSAL SUBMITTAL EVALUATION RESULTS * RECOMMENDED AWARD
Status
' PFI;OJ'GCt County Requested Pref.ere.nce ES_C T ’ Recommended *k
ank Amount Criteria Rating ype Amount
Small County ($100,000,000 Set-Aside)
1 Tuolumne $20,000,000 4 803.0 Full $20,000,000 ;
2 Napa $13,474,000 3 793.4 Full $13,474,000
3 Kings $20,000,000 3 735.3 Full $20,000,000
4 Shasta $20,000,000 3 690.2 Full $20 @OO OOO.
5 Lake $20,000,000 3
6 Tehama $20,000,000 2
7 Madera $19,000,000 2
8 Humboldt $17,855,500 0
9 Trinity $15,606,000 0
10 Mendocino $10,259,000 0
11 Modoc $7,514,000 0
12 Colusa $15,252,000 0
13 Imperial $17,643,000 0
14 Glenn $13,759,000 0
15 Del Norte $9,193,000 0
Medium County ($160,000,000 Set-Aside)
1 Santa Cruz $24,635,000 Full $24,635,000
2 Santa Barbara $38,976,000 Full $38,976,000
3 Solane $23,037,000 Full $23,037,000
4 Tulare $40,000,000 Full $40,000,000
5 San Joaquin $40,000, Partial $33,352,000
6 Butte
7 Stanislaus
8 Yolo
9 Sonoma -
10 Merced
11 Monterey ¢
Large County
1 San M 4 792.8 Full $24,374,000
2 $80,000,000 3 704.3 Full $80,000,000
3 $79,194,000 2 728.3 Full $79,194,000
4 $80,000,000 2 687.2 Partial $56,432,000
5 $80,000,000 0 812.3
6 $80,000,000 0 748.9
7 rancisco $80,000,000 0 702.3
8 Contra Costa $80,000,000 0 687.9
9 Ventura $41,115,000 0 B677.6
10 Los Angeles $80,000,000 0 584.8




