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The total cost of all projects shown on the “Spend-out Plan” released by the 
Facilities Department last month is approximately $126 million, which equals the amount 
of remaining Proposition TT bond proceeds.  Those projects include $2.3 million for the 
rehabilitation or upgrade of three running tracks.  However, not included in the Spend-out 
Plan are the associated architectural fees.  The Spend-out Plan also makes no provision 
for the roughly $4 million total cost of the compensation of Facilities Department 
personnel that is being charged to Proposition TT.  Discrepancies like this call into 
question the validity of the other numbers on the Plan and make it difficult for the 
Committee to monitor effectively the expenditure of Proposition TT funds. 

2.  Pending Requests for Information or Assistance 

The Committee is still awaiting the ten key pieces of information described in my 
letter of March 23 to the Chief of Facilities and in my letter of May 11 to you.  Having all 
of this information is essential in order for the Committee to be able to produce the 
budget and project status report for the District, the Board, and the public.  I think that we 
may be making some progress on this score, but the progress is glacial, and we still have 
no firm commitment when all the information requested will be provided—or even that it 
will be provided. 

The Committee is still awaiting a substantive response to its request that that the 
Committee be listed on the main directory of the PUSD’s website (the red task bar at the 
top) rather than under “About PUSD.”  It should be as easy as possible for anyone 
searching for information about the Committee to find that information.  At present the 
Citizens’ Oversight Committee is one of the many entries under the heading “About 
PUSD,” which is not an accurate description of who we are and is certainly not an 
obvious place to search.1  Surely, adding another heading to the main task bar cannot be a 
major operation. 

Finally, the Committee is still awaiting an answer to the fundamental question 
about the April Spend-out Plan: how were all these numbers derived?  Many differ 
significantly from the last approved budget.2  However, the Committee realizes that this 
critical issue is currently being addressed by the Facilities Committee and will shortly be 
addressed by the entire Board.  The Committee will therefore take and analyze the 

                                                            
1   In their letter to me of May 17, three members of the Board of Education acknowledged that issue: “We have 
requested your requests for changes in the PUSD website but are still looking for the best ways to address those 
concerns.”   
2   Example: The Spend-out Plan proposes spending approximately $6.9 million on Norma Coombs.  The existing 
budget provides only $4.6 million.  What explains the difference? 



information that emerges from the Board’s investigations and will ask for additional 
information only as necessary to explain any remaining significant discrepancies. 

On behalf of the Committee, I thank you in advance for your cooperation. 

      Sincerely, 

 

      /s/ Clifton B. Cates 
      Chair, Citizens’ Oversight Committee 
        

 

 

 


