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PRELIMINARY PHASING

Key Principles
- Limit disruption
- Minimize number of moves

- Maximize funding opportunities

Phase 1A
Phase 1B
Phase 2
Phase 3
Phase 4
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DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | PHASE 1A

PHASE 1A PROJECTS

Swing Space
Campus Security

Tennis Courts




PHASE 1B

Relocate Functions to Swing Space

Vacate and Remove
Lecture Hall (LH)
Office 1 (OF1)
Liberal Studies (LS1, LS2)
Office 3 (OF3)
T503 and T504

Security (T800)
A
AN Tennis Courts
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DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | PHASE 1B

PHASE 1B PROJECTS

CTE Instructional Building

Student Services

Academic Commons

Community Center

Adaptive PE Pool + Sand Volleyball

Field House (partial)

SWING SPACE
LH

Ls1

LS2

OF1,3




PHASE 2 PROJECTS

f Relocate Functions
1
: Vacate and Remove
: TE1 and TE2
: Math/Engineering (ME)
1 Office 2 (OF2)
: Learning Center (LC)
: P Student Services (SSV)
CSuB
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LH
Ls1
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DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | PHASE 2

PHASE 2 PROJECTS

Gym Renovation

Instructional Building 1

Student Center

Instructional Building 2 / Admin
Field House (finish)

SOAR High School

CSUB & University Center

SWING SPACE
LH

Ls1

LS2

OF1,3




PHASE 2

Relocate Functions

Remove all Swing Space
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DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | PHASE 3
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PHASE 3

Relocate Functions

Remove

Student Center
SOAR High School




PHASE 3 PROJECTS

Arts Complex

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS




PHASE 4

Relocate Functions

Remove
Fine Arts

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS




PHASE 4 PROJECTS

Instructional Building 3

Building Renovations

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | PHASE 4




UPDATES FROM LAST MEETING

* CSUB & University Center

*  Community Bldg, Adaptive PE Pool
and 3 Sand Volleyball courts

* Soar High School moved to the south,
its form more responsive to the

climate

* Academic Commons (formerly LRC)
moved to the north

* Arts Complex

* PE Village in lieu of a Field House

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS
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DESIGN GUIDELINES




WHAT ARE DESIGN
GUIDELINES?
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TOOL TO HELP ESTABLISH
LOOK & FEEL
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DESIGN GUIDELINES

= New ldentity
= Campus Pride

» Authentic Design

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | DESIGN GUIDELINES



DESIGN GUIDELINES

= New ldentity
= Campus Pride

» Authentic Design
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DESIGN GUIDELINES

» Place Making

* Form

= Massing

» Hierarchy

» Facade Articulation
» Materiality

= Color Palette

= Sustainability

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | DESIGN GUIDELINES




PLACE MAKING

» Placement / Configuration
» Variety of Scales

= |ndoor / Outdoor

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | DESIGN GUIDELINES
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PLACE MAKING

» Placement / Configuration
» Variety of Scales

= |ndoor / Outdoor
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PLACE MAKING

= Placement / Configuration
= Variety of Scales

= |ndoor / Outdoor
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PLACE MAKING

= Placement / Configuration
= Variety of Scales

= |ndoor / Outdoor

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | DESIGN GUIDELINES



PLACE MAKING

= Placement / Configuration
= Variety of Scales

= |ndoor / Outdoor
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FORM

= Orthogonal vs. Curvilinear

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | DESIGN GUIDELINES



FORM
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FORM

= Orthogonal vs. Curvilinear
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FORM

= Orthogonal vs. Curvilinear
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MASSING

» Height

= Multiple Volumes

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | DESIGN GUIDELINES



MASSING

» Height

= Multiple Volumes

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | DESIGN GUIDELINES



WAYFINDING

» |ntentional wayfinding
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WAYFINDING

» |ntentional wayfinding
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WAYFINDING

» |ntentional wayfinding
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FACADE ARTICULATION

» Expression of Program or structure

= Applied Decoration Discouraged
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FACADE ARTICULATION

» Expression of Program or structure

= Applied Decoration Discouraged
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MATERIALITY

= Campus Consistency

» Build on Existing
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MATERIALITY

= Campus Consistency

» Build on Existing
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COLOR PALETTE

Local Inspiration

Campus Consistency

School Colors

Establish standards
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COLOR PALETTE

Local Inspiration

Campus Consistency

School Colors

Establish standards
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COLOR PALETTE

Local Inspiration

Campus Consistency

School Colors

Establish standards
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MATERIALITY / COLOR

= Campus Consistency

» Build on Existing
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MATERIALITY / COLOR

= Campus Consistency

» Build on Existing
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MATERIALITY / COLOR

= Campus Consistency

» Build on Existing
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SUSTAINABILITY

= With-in Budget
» Focus on Energy & Water
» Educational

» Certification not Priority
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SUSTAINABILITY

= With-in Budget
» Focus on Energy & Water
» Educational

» Certification not Priority
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LANDSCAPE GUIDELINES
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LANDSCAPE GOALS

» Reduce water consumption

» Reduce maintenance needs

= Use “climate appropriate” plants

= Create visible identity

» Create outdoor learning environments
= Encourage outdoor gathering

» Redefine “park-like” image

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS
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HISTORIC COMMONS

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS




HISTORIC COMMONS

Aleppo Pine
Pinus halepensis

= Honey Locust = California Live Oak = Eldarica Pine

Gleditsia tricanthos Quercus agrifolia Pinus eldarica
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LANDSCAPE FIELD
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Design Guidelines — Landscape Field

Deer Grass California Juniper
Muhlenbergia rigens Juniperus californica
Miscanthus Pink Muhly
Miscanthus sinensis Muhlenbergia Capillaris

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | LANDSCAPE GUIDELINES

Desert Willow
Chilopsis Linearis

Pinon Pine
Pinus edulis




GARDEN RIBBON
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Design Guidelines — Garden Ribbon

Red Yucca Encelia Palo Verde

Hesperaloe parivflora Encelia farinosa Cercidium ‘Desert Museum’
Beargrass Cleveland Chilean Mesquite
dasylirion bigelovi Salvia clevelandii Prosopis chilensis
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HEALTH WALK

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS | LANDSCAPE GUIDELINES




GARDEN WALKS
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PEDESTRIAN SPINES
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COMMUNITY CORNER
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ACADEMIC CORE
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CAPITAL OUTLAY PLANNING




Capital Outlay Planning

FIVE YEAR CONSTRUCTION PLAN

* Report to the State Chancellor’s Office due on July 1

« Serves as the basis for consideration of state funding
for projects

* CMP provides the foundation
* Updated annually to include:
o Enroliment Data (Fall)
0 Project List
o Initial Project Proposal (IPPs)

* All information is reported through FUSION (state
wide data base)



Capital Outlay Planning

FUNDING CYCLES

July July July
INITIAL FINAL
PROJECT PROJECT
PROPOSAL PROPOSAL : _
Chancellor's CO reviews Budget is
PP Office (CO) FPP and scores Signed Prelim Design
reviews and FPPs & and Funds
selects highest pFTje‘tJtSd are ?]:e R?|Ie§|sid
' i selecte if available)*
PP scoring projects for funding

to proceed to
FPP phase

Projects not
selected return
to IPP phase

Prelims

* If waiting for
state-wide bond

IPP

IPP

FPP

IPP




Capital Outlay Planning

PROJECT CATEGORIES

There are six categories of capital outlay projects:

Category A Safety related projects

Category B Instructional growth projects

Category C Instructional modernization projects

Category D Campus completion projects (i.e. Child Development Centers)
Category E Non-instructional growth projects

Category F Non-instructional modernization projects



Capital Outlay Planning

PROJECT SCORING

Projects compete for funding within each category; projects are scored based on
rubrics:

Category A Safety related projects

» Not scored
« All justified projects are approved

Category B Instructional growth projects
Category E Non- instructional growth projects
_ Score Actual Data Links
32 Click for popup  eManual
$7,806,200*



Capital Outlay Planning

PROJECT SCORING

Projects compete for funding within each category and scored based on rubrics:

Category C Instructional modernization projects

Category F Non- instructional modernization projects

Category Cor F

Score Actual Data Links

0o
N

Age of Building or FCI 46 years old eManual
Click for popup eManual

$0/$20,926,459* eManual

Activates Unused Space

o

Local Contribution

82

—
o
-
Q
o
*
*

Category D Campus completion projects

Category D
Score Actual Data Links
Age of Site 39 49 years old eManual
Program/ Services Click for popup  eManual
30 Click for popup  eManual

0 $0/$22,279,294* eManual

Project Design

Local Contribution

vl
o



Capital Outlay Planning

INITIAL PROJECT PROPOSAL (IPP)

EXAMPLE

DESCRIPTION

- Project name

- Project Category
- Occupancy Date
- Brief description

Calfarala Community Collagos Froject Seenatio Sumemary 2016 201206 4:21:57 B4
mstrugyional Bullding 1 {Q#ictal Versien) Page 1
Dintrlck Projuul Tatagory -] Ocuupanicy Date e Bt o
CantpLsa: . Last Ravlsad Date O TLCh I
Project Nama: fnalrucsiprai filding 1 District Priority 3

Profect Descrlyption:

SCORE

- Rubric based on project
category
- Maximum score of 200

> Fhin propect propases do consnel 65 msbuoniorat betding e ssosmensfale e 000 cus amourt of s o .
The campus camenliy has 2 iaciure capackedead rato o1 G835 waick means it is 427 shorl o loces space Thiz Sildng vl adoress he
rneds far addicena! grresal slassraoms and nffize space by soesimickicg GACD asfin Leciea, 4,300 asTin Ofica. G500 asTin ShedyTuseai
spaeg, B0 a5 n AT jnd 1,200 asf gn O5fer spaci.

ASF Clurege Score Caluwlations for lostructionat Budlding 1
foom tygn  MetCrangoinAsF IS ynuiaicap  applind har
i Projact Bako Lazd Yaar ALF
SRS | vEraony 24 ECRELTN P, 5.E0 £, oa &.E0C
ASF Charga af  Chch for poaun | o0 [ 29E%, poTE ] [
i SEROATOEN | oy 4 2101 S o A4
M 16,914,165 L . a5 'J1' o
. - sy : . g S B
> Tatal 156 i . e .
e ATy EEwil] -3 208 .00
Ches 1,240 i A i
Ferat 2t.10d
LontriGution
Perpentayge 5%
Edigalbalzby =
P
Bpaee Arkalyois (ASF]
Typr teciure Lob  OFice Lisrary AWTY Qther Todal
Frmary LR O 4HGD GEG BGD0 120G 223
Gargueralziry a a a o 4 G 1]
ol LX= ] dOA300 GRS LGD 1200 233
| 2.7 84,34
»

SPACE ANALYSIS

- Space added

- Space removed

- Capacity loads — start
and end of project

Cawt

State Fonds
. . M -
Project Phagn  Funding Daks T_n State Prajact Cowsl
unds
Rorquosted

Lead Asiisiion

Peglimmiary Flany 25,2019 SETEQOL REVAGO0 558000
Working Sravengs calE2diy E2VT.0BL R2¢7.G00 BEL] OG0
Conaloction e LR I o (TS N T Yo T ey | A R ]
Fepenimanl YA TR EAFY G0N ST05 G
Tolals 56,006,000 $a004,000 Tt6.016040




Capital Outlay Planning

FINAL PROJECT PROPOSAL (FPP)
EXAMPLE



PRELIMINARY PHASING

Key Principles
- Limit disruption

- Minimize number of moves

Phase 1A
Phase 1B
Phase 2
Phase 3
Phase 4

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS




Capital Outlay Planning
PROJECT LIST

Calif. Comm. Colleges

PHASE 1A —

PHASE 1B —

PHASE 2 —

DRAFT

Five Year Construction Plan
bistrict Projects Priority Order
Antetope Valley CCB

5/20{2016

Pape &

No. § Project Occupancy Schedule of Funds
ASE Totat Costi Source | 2016/2017 | 2017/2018 § 2018/2010 § 2018/2020 ] 2020/2031 I 202172022 I 2022/2023 §
1 ONEW PALMDALE CENTER Palmdiie Center
— 30,805 2016/2017 (CHE)
£15,000,000 NonState  §$13,466,000
|2 CAMPUS INFRASTRUCTURE - PHASE 1 Antelope Valley College
21942320 : PHW) (CHED
$15,000,000 HNonState $1,500,000 $13,500,000
13 SWING SPACE Antelope Valley College
Co=3,832 201942020 (W) (e
6,574,000 NonState $805,000 $? 374,000
o4 CAMPUS SECURITY Antefope Valley College .
2,8 20192020 (FHwW) (CHED
43,177,000  HNonState $326,000 _._$_2_,_851,000
B ACADEMIC COMMONS Avtelope Valley College
©OBvED 222 : I35 ) (s} {E)
$18,556,000  NonState $679,000 . $626,000 - $15,746000  $1,50%,000
§ CTE INSTRUCTION Antalope Valley College ' _ .
5,958 202172022 {P) W ) - B
$15,538,000  NonState $A74,000 - $634,000 §12,B67.000  $1,563,000
"7 STUDENT SERVICES Antelope Valley College ' : '
1,356 202172022 P o () (5]
$21,691,000  NonState $BG7,000. $762,000  -$19,262,000  §800,000
-8 COMMUNITY CENTER Antetope Valley College . BEEEEEEE ‘
T 13,300 202172022 - (P)(W) (CHE)
$8,753,000 NenState . oo $792,000  $8,959,000
9 ADAPTIVE PE POOL Antetope Valley College
= 2021/2022 : (PYW} {K)
— $3,178,000  NonState 5353,000 52,825,000
1 GYMNASIUM SENOVATION Antelope Valley College
58 2022/2023 (PYW) {CHE)
$7.091,000  Stale $562,000 36,528,000
$6,779,004  MNonState 5862,000 46,217,000




Capital Outlay Planning

PROJECT LIST

DRAFT

Calif. Comm. Colleges

Five Year Construction Flan 52042016
District Projects Priority Order
Arlelope Valley CCD Page &
No, | Project & Occupancy Schedute of Funds
ASF]  Totel Cost]| Source | 2016/2017 ] 2017/2018 | 2018/20:6 | 2015/2020 | 2020/202 | 2021/2077 | 2022/2023
11 INSTRUCTIONAL BUILDING 1 Antslope Valley College
-B,579 202472025 (P {W) {CHE)
14,986,000  MonState £591,000 514,000 13,881,000
12 STUBENT CENTER Antetope Valley College
-2,933 2024/2025 (PY W) {CHE)
515,000,000 NonState $697,000 §527,000  $13,776,000
13 INSTRUCTION BUILDING 2 + ADMIN  Antelope Valley College
16,169 2024/2025 " W} (CHE)
P H ASE 2 — §14,576,000  MonState $585,000 529,000 £13,458,000
14 FIELD HOUSE Antelope Valley College
(cont.) 11,710 20242025 (7 w) (€XE)
$2,074,000  NonState §172,000 $136,000 $2,666,000
15 SOAR HIGH SCHOOL Antelope Valtey Catlege
13,000 F4{ IS (P {w} {CHE}
$10,417,000  NonState 3444, 000 $373,000 49,600,000
18 CSHB & UNIWVERSITY CEWNTER Antelope Valiey College
19,000 2024/2025 ’ ™ W {CHE)
— 216,503,000 NonState A0, 05 583,000 15,340,008
PHASE 3 __F 17 ARTS COMPLEX Antelope Valtey College
262027
- $16,290,000 MNonSiate
P H AS E 4 18 INSTRUCTIONAL BUILDING 3 Antelope Valiey College
—L 2028/2029




Capital Outlay Planning

INITIAL PROJECT PROPOSAL (IPP)

GYM RENOVATION

California Community Callegas

Project Scenario Summary 2018 Sf20f2016 9:34:14 PM

GYMNASIUM RENOVATION (Official Version) Page t
District: Antelope Vatley Community Coliege District Project Category o Occupancy Date 20222022
Campus: Anteiope Valley Coftege Last Revised Date 5H15/2018
Project Nama: GYMNASHIM REMNOVATION District Priority i3t

Project Description:

This project proposes to fenovale the exisling Gymnasium in order to provide updaled spaces o suppor the physical edugation programs.
The Gymnasium was constructed in 1961 and has had no major upgrades since it was constructed. The facility currently has a Facilities
Condition tndex {FCI) of 58%. The project will renovate the 43,962 GSF facility mcluding 1,000 asf in Office and 33,400 in Physicai Education

space.

Category: D4 Program Service (fferings Project Design Soclutions
ItemSca!eAclualData i Facility needed o bring initial course fleplaces portablefiemporary facilities
Age of Site S50 80 years oid  offerings on campus {20 pts) {max 50) of

Program) Services 30 Cuck for popup

Project Besgn 30 Click for pooup

-7 Replaces structuratly or functionally
inadequate faciities (max 30 or

M} Facility needea for & degree or
certificate {20 pts)

Local Contribution 45 5‘:53];%460; i ﬂfrasiructura_neaded o meet code, Expansion/addition of {aciities max 20}
enfoliment, or projected enrciiment {10 pts)
Tetal 159
Space Analysis (ASF):
fype Lecture Lab Office Library AVITY Other Total
Primary 0 4 1,0G0 o & 33400 34400
Secondary 0 G -1.014 G 0 -33328 34,342
Mat 0 o -14 iy 1 T2 58
Beg. Cap/Load Ratios {2019)  22.3% 114.7% S0.8% 5B.3% 701% NA 30.9%
Eng. Cap/Load Ratios (2022} 92.8% 105.9% B824% 75.0% 108.2% NfA  92.9%
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Five Year Plan + IPP Approvals (6-13-16)
FMP Refinement
Draft Document + Reviews

FMP Approval (9-12-16)



