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SCHOOL MISTRICT/COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION COUNTY
Santa Barbara School Districts / Santa Barbara Santa Barbara
SCHOOL $ITE SCHOOL TYPE {GRADE LEVELS) NUMBER OF CLASSRDOMS ON SITE
Monroe Elementary Scheol K-6 X
INSPECTOR'S NAME INSPECTOR'S TITLE NAME OF DISTRICT REPRESENTATIVE ACCOMPANYING THE INSPECTOR(S) (IF APPLICABLE)
Steve Vizzolini / Jim Griffin EM Foreman / Multiskilled Carpenter

TIME OF INSPECTION WEATHER CONDITION AT TIME GF INSPECTION

5/13/09 Ciear
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Note: An extreme deficlency in any section automatically results In a“poor” ranking for that category and a zerc for“Percent of System in Good Repair”
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*For $chool Rating, apply the Percentage Range below to the average percentage determined above, taking into account the rating Description below.

OVERALL RATING:

i PERCENTA : o :

08%-100% | The school meets most or all standards of good repair. Deficiencies noted, if any, are not significant and/or impact a very smaff area of the school. Exemnplary
$5%-07.99% | The school is malntained in good repair with a number of non-cetical deficiencies noted, These deficiencles are Isolated, and/or resulting from minot wear and tear, and/or In the process of being mitigated. Good
679-84.99% | The school is ot in good repair, Some deficiencies neted are critical and/or widespread. Repairs and/or additional maintenance are necessary in several areas of the school site. Fair
0%-66.99% | The school facilities are in poor condition. Deficiencies of various degrees have been noted throughout the site. Major repalrs and maintenance are necessary threughout campus. Poor

COMMENTS AND RATING EXPLANATION:






