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FORWARD

The Atlanta Public Schools have undergone significant changes in the past decade.
Decline in enrollment has been the overriding factor. Additionally, population shifts,
change in social composition of enrollment, central city decline, urban renewal, and other

factors have combined to have significant effect on the Atlanta Public Schools.

In order to determine the most effective and efficient utilization of existing school
facilities, a Superintendent's Educational Facilities Commission was established. This
Commission was a broadly based representative committee, composed of approximately
300 members, drawing from every segment of the community — interested individuals and
organized groups, students, parents, teachers, school administrators, business, labor,
industry, city administrative agencies, civic, religious, and service organizations. We felt
that the critical issues facing the school system should be examined thoroughly by a
committee that reflected the broad spectrum of views and interests on one of the tough

Juestions of educational priorities for the Atlana Public Schools.

Since  June, 1975, this group diligently worked to review the report and
recommendations of the State Comprehensive Study team in order to make its own

recommendations to the Superintendent.

This group was charged with the responsibilty of involving parents and citizens in the
development of recommendations with regard to changes and conversions necessary for
the efficient organization of the Atlanta Public Schools facilities in the best interest of

the students being served.

Throughout this undertaking, the focus was on communication and the solicitation of
concerns and ideas relative to the accomplishment of the goals of this endeavor. The
report herewith submitted is the result of the deliberations and recommendations of this

broad-based group.
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CHAPTER I

BACKGROUND OF FACILITIES

Introduction

The dynamic nature of curriculum coupled with an altered pattern of pupil population
change has mandated shifts in the use of the facilities of the Atlanta Public Schools. The
period of rapid growth and the accompanying problems of overcrowding, temporary
facilties, and personnel and facility acquisition have come to a halt. The time has arrived
when the number of students, both present and projected, does not appear to justify the
maintenance of the Atlanta School System at its existent level. However, decisions with
respect to shrinkage in size go far beyond the act of opening or closing a school building.
These decisions affect and, indeed, may dramatically alter the well-being of pupils,
parents, teachers, administrators — the whole school-community fabric. With this
foremost in mind, the Atlanta Public School community has come together to attempt to
resolve in a fair and selfless manner the problems incumbent on a shrinking and changing
school system. »

As an initial step to cope with the recent patterns of change in the Atlanta Public
School System, the Atlanta Board of Education passed a resolution on September 9, 1974,
requesting that the Georgia State Department of Education conduct a comprehensive
study of the Atlanta Public Schools in accordance with Georgia Code 31-624 (1964). That
State Study was completed in February, 1975, and was submitted to the Atlanta Board of
Education to form a basis for improvement of the program of education. With the State
Report as a foundation, Dr. Alonzo A. Crim, Superintendent of the Atlanta Public Schools,
invited commmunity and school leaders to serve on a Commission on Facilities in order to
provide a forum to gather and synthesize the broad spectrum of community concern with
respect to the u: » of facilities. Dr. Crim invited a Steering Committee of 30 community
leaders to serve as the focus of the process of synthesis. Along with the Steering
Committes:, a Y3:'2 Force from each of the four administrative areas of the School System
was forme:. Zach of these four task forces consisted of 75 school/community leaders.
.The Task Forc:s each elected two members and one student to represent them, as full
voting members, on the S:eerir,g Committee. The major job of each Task Force was to
engage the cominunitv-st-larze in a study of the relevant issues, to gather data and

recommendations, anc *» torin and document the logic of plans of action with respect to

)
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facility use in each area. This process, which began in June, 1975, was perhaps the most
complete and most active instance of community involvement ever witnessed regarding
the schools in the City of Atlanta. (Certainly, it brought more people into the decision~

making process of the Atlanta Public Schools than ever before.)

The Steering Committee established procedures for its {own) functioning and created
guidelines for the operation of the entire process of study. To more completely examine
data from the task forces, recommendations from the Georgia State Department of
Education's Comprehensive Study and professional advice provided by the staff of the
Atlanta Public Schools, the Steering Committee divided into three subcommittees:
(a) high school subcommittee, (b) middie schoo! subcommittee, and (c) elementary school
subcommittee. These three subcommittees provided a vehicle for the Steering Committee
to study, in depth, the data flowing to it. With the conclusions of these subcommittees
regarded as strictly advisory and in no way binding, the Steering Committee, as a whole,

voted on all final recommendations.

The basis for many of the recommendations of the Steering Committee were
projections of trends in population, housing, and curriculum. Such projections are
inherently approximate. For example, the United States Census Bureau, using three
different sets of assumptions, has forecast United States elementary and secondary school
enroliment. This forecast allows for 12 million in error and is given as either 47,54.1, or
59 million in the year 2000 — depending on the assumptions. With only slight variation
from these assumptions, actual enrollment could easily turn out to be anywhere from 42
million to 64 million — a 22 million error. Trying to forecast a local situation is even
more difficult. Such events as a change in local or national policy regarding public
housing, a change in zoning ordinances, displacement of housing by industry at an unusual
rate, inflation, family lifestyle, medical knowledge, among a myriad of others can act to
nullify any local forecast overnight. Thus, any Steering Committee recommendation must
be, and is, tempered with the knowledge that the data on which it is based may prove to
be significantly in error. This is just as true for recommendations for immediate actions
as for actions to be concluded in (20 or 25) years hence.

This process has been one of honest explorztion, community participation, and
cooperation. The Steering Committee and the task forces have explored in detail and with
great care almost every conceivable fact and issue which would bear on the future use of
Atlan'ta Public Schools facilities. This report is submitted in order to make known the

best recommendations and the best evidence the Committee could produce.
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Purpose of the Study

In order for the Superintendent of the Atlanta Public Schools to be more fully aware
of the facilities needs of the School System as they relate to community trends and
priorities, this study was designed to gather community input, analyze population trends,
examine schoo! plants, examine educational needs, and reach conclusions with respect to
the use of Atlanta Public School facilities. Particular, but by no means exclusive,
attention was paid to (State) Category iV elementary schools, middle, and high schools
marked by the State Report to be closed. Every element of the community was given fuil

opportunity to participate in the recommendations.

State Committee Proposal

The present trend in the Atlanta Public Schools is towards establishing a K-5, 6-8,
and 9-12 grade organization. This requires suitable elemertary, middle, and high school
facilities. At present, approximately one-third of all grade 6-3 students are attending
middle schools; the middle school potential has not yet been fully realized. Thus, the
thrust of the future use of facilities is: (a) to establish (senior) high schools with adequate
pupil population and space to afford a complete opportunity for education to those in
grades 9 through !2; (b) to provide middle schools for students in grades 6 through 8 in
order to make this program fully available; and {c) to establish elementary schools which

can adequately serve grades K through 5, and day care in some cases.

In response to this thrust, the State Department of Education's Comprehensive Study

Placed each elementary school in one of four categories, as follows:

Category I - Schools which possess qualities which allow their continued efficient
and effective operation indefinitely with only relatively minor

improvements, if any. (Thirty-one schools.)

Category II Schools which possess qualities which make them eligible for
Category I classification through additions to the present plant.

{Eighteen schools.)

Category lII Schools whose qualities permit a continued operation with relatively

l

minor improvements during the years immediately ahead to be
followed by reclassification into Category I or Category 1V as

conditions dictate. (Thirty-three schools.)

'

Category IV Schools whose qualities indicate eventual phase-out of the regular

program (Thirty-one schools.)

8



The particular elementary schools in each category are given in Table l.l.

TABLE 1.1

STATE DEPARTMENT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CLASSIFICATION

Adamnsville
Beecher Hills
Blair Village
Blalock

Royd

Brandon
Campbell
Clement
Collier Heights
Connally

Anderson

Ben Hill Annex
Fickett

Finch

Guice
Hardrett

Arkwright
Ben Hill
Benteen
Bethune
Brewer
Burgess
Butler
Center Hill
Cleveland
Cook

East Lake
English Avenue

Bolton

Capitol View
Carey

Carter
Cascade
Chattahoochee
Connally
Craddock
Crogman
Dobbs

English Primary

Category |

Continental Colony
Drew

Dunbar

Gideons

Gordon

Grove Park

Harper

Herndon

Hill

Jones, M. A.

Categc v I

Harwell
Kimberly
Miles

Mitchell
Peyton Forest
Pryor

Category IlI

Fowler
Ga.den Hills
Gilbert
Grant Park
Harris
Home Park
Hubert
Humphries
Hutchinson
Inman, S. M.
Jackson

Category IV

Fain

Forrest

Fountain

Grant Park Primary
Hope, John

Howell, E. P.
Howell, M.

Jones, Jerome
Jones, J. M.
Mayson

McGill
Morningside
Oglethorpe
Rivers
Scott

Slater
Stanton, D.
Thomasville
Waters
Williams
Woodson

Rusk
Toomer

‘Towns

Venetian Hills
West Manor
White

Kirkwood
Lakewood
Lin
Moreland
Peterson
Ragsdale
Smith, S. R.
Sylvan Hills
Wesley Avenue
West, A. E.
Whitefoord

Peeples
Perkerson
Reynolds
Robinson
Slaton

Spring
Stanton, F.
Ware

West Atlanta
Wright



In presenting analysis of middle and high school facilities, the State Department
Study presented firm recommendations for twenty middie schools and twelve high schools
for housing of grades six through eight. The following facilities were recommended as
middle schools: Bass, Coan (or Murphy), East Atlanta, Fulton, Kennedy, King (or
Roosevelt), Long, North Fulton, Parks, Pitts, Price, Sylvan, Southwest, Sutton, Turner,
Walden, West Fulton, and three new facilities. The projection of average daily attendance
(ADA) was approximately 1,000 per school. Enrollment substantially above or below 1,000
in any middle schoo! was considered undesirable.

For housing of grades 9 through 12, the following facilities were recommended:
Archer, Car-er, Douglass, George, Grady, Harper, Murphy (or Coan), Northside, Roosevelt
(or King), Therrell, Washington, and (new) Southwest. The ideal high schooi ADA was
considered to be 1,500, although allowances for ADA up to 2,000 were made. However,
enrollment substantially less than 1,500 was considered undesirable. It is important to
note that the high school facility projections were as much a product of the need to
provide adequate facilities for the comprehensive hign school curriculum as of the need to
properly house the students. The comprehensive high school model stresses career-
oriented education with specific occupational and post-secondary'preparation and is a
State priority,

These State Department Siudy recommendations were seen as a beginning step along
the road of planning and implementing facility changes for the future. Follow-up analysis,
in-depth study, and community involvement provide further steps down the road. The
assessment process is served only By the synthesis of all these steps.

Projection of Pupil Population

The Atlanta Regional Commission has provided projecticns of pupil population in
" seven At!anta City superdistricts. These projects were based on census data available in
1970. Factors such as birth or fertility rate, immigration, migration, availability of
housing, and availability of transportation were used in a formaula to make predictions of
pupil populztion for grades one through eight and grades nine through twelve. The:
projections for each superdistrict, central business district, Northeast, Northwest,
Southeast, Southwest, Buckhead, and Atlanta in DeKalb are given in Table 1.2. Note first
that pupil population is not equivalent to active enrollment. That is, pupil population is
always greater than pupils actually in attendance and carried on the School System's roll

books. An example of why this is true is that pupils in the population sometimes will

10
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6
attend special schools or private schools or will be unable to attend school for health
reasons. Despite the fact that pupil population and active =nrollment are not equivalent,
it is true that as pupil population increzses, so does active enrollment. Tonversely, as
pupil population decreases, so does active enroliment. Thus, the trends shown in Table 1.2
may be taken as indicators of trends for active enrollment, and hence, as indicators of
trends for school facility needs.

TABLE !.2

ATLANTA REGICNAL COMMISSION
PUPIL POPULATION FORECASTS

Pupil Population

Grades | - & Grades 9 - 12

Central Business District

1970 526 272

1980 366 208

2900 358 208
Northeast

1970 6,131 3,722

1980 4,618 2,891

2000 4,641 3,035
Northwest

1970 17,890 8,706

1980 14,771 7,563

z2"N0 12,129 6,135
Southeast

1>70 15,905 7,933

1980 11,827 6,384

2000 10,512 5,244
Southwest

1970 13,660 . 6,386

1980 14,129 7,175

2000 18,486 9,763
Buckhead

1970 4,855 2,987

1980 4,073 2,639

2000 5,402 3,687
Atlanta in DeKalb

1970 7,038 3,380

1980 5,739 2,978

2000 4,840 2,452
Totals

1970 66,005 33,384

1980 55,214 29,887

2000 56,366 30,923

ERIC 11




The Atlanta Regional Comm ssion forecasts: show a trend of decline in pupil
population to 1980 and a leveling effect from 1980 to 2,000. With respect to elementary
znd middle school pupil population, an overall decline of 16 per cent from 1970 to 1980
and 15 per cent from 1970 to 2000 i:; shown. Only the Southwest and Buckhead run
counter to these trends. The Southwest is forecast to grow three per cent in elementary
and middle pupil population from 1970 to 1980 and 35 per cent from 1970 to 2000. While
showing a decline from 1970 to 1980, Buck:.ead is predicted to gain 11 per cent from 1970
to 2000. In actual ccunt, the Southwest probubly will grow by about 5,600, and Buckhead
probably will grow by about 600 elementary and middle school pupils from 1970 to 2000.
Thus, for facility planning, it was critical to note a strong elementary and middle school
need in the Southwest and a weak need in Buckhead.

The forecasts for high school pupil population evidenced a 10 per cent decline from
1970 to 1980 and a 7 per cent decline from 1970 to 2000. As with the elementary and
middle population, the projected high school population grew only in the Southwest and in
Buckhead. The growth in the Southwest is forecast as 12 per cent from 1970 to 1980 and
53 per cent from 1970 to 2000. In Buckhead, despite a decline from 1970 o 1980, growth
of 23 per cent is forecast from 1970_to 2000. Actual growth by the year 2000 should be
about 3,500 in the southwes area and 700 in Buckhead. Thus, it is likely that the
Southwest will require additi .l high school space.

12



CHAPTER II

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS: CONSIDERATION OF PR.OBLFMS AND ISSUES

Introduction

- As expected, the schools that received the greatest amount of attention and
generated the most’ problems and issues were those schools that were listed in the State
Report as being "Category IY" schools. Category IV schools, as mentioned in Chapter I,
were the schools that the State Report identified for eventual closing. Many of the
problems and issues revolved around seven 7.ajor areas, which were as follows:
(1) transportation and safe access to schools, {2) the school'as a center of community
activity, (3) community development programs, (4) special programs at specific school
sites, (5) size and space considerations, (6) level of integration, and (7) community

cohesiveness. Each of the above factors was considered in the discussion which follows.

Keeping the above observations in mind, it is the primary purpose of this chapter to’
discuss the problems, issues, and concerns revolving around the elementary schools that
were cited in the State Report for closing. Additionally, the final report on the vote of
the Steering Committee has been included, along with the recommendations from the area
task forces and the Elementary Schools Subcommittee of the Steering Commlttee A
discussion follows each list of area schools and relates specifically to the questions,
concerns, and comments raised by members of the community, area task forces, Steering
Committee Subcommittee, and Steering Committee.

Area I

The Category 1V elementary schools in Area I that were cited in the State Report are

as follows:

E. R. Carter
Craddock
English Avenue Primary

Fain

1

2

3

4

5. Peeples
6. F.L. Stanton
7. E.A. Ware

8. Wright

13




The Areal schools that the community participants, Areal Task Fecrce, and
Elementary Subcommittee agreed to recommend for closing were Carter, Craddock,
Peeples, Stanton, and Wright. In spite of the fact that each of the above groups agreed
that the preceding schools should be closed, there were some specific suggestions as to
how they could best be utilized in the future. In the case of Stanton, it was sugg. ‘ed that
this building be renovated and used by the community in 1 difterent capacity.
Additidnally, minority reports were submitted from the Area I Task Force conéfrning the
need to keep F. L. Stanton, Fain, and Craddock ope'n. (See comments in Minority Reports
in Appendix A and Composite Results Charts in Appendix E.)

English Primary was recommended to remain open by the Areal Task Force. The
Steering Committee Subcommittee recommended th-t they (English Primary and F. L.
Stanton) be closed and used in a different capacity and that Craddock be moved to
Category Ill. The major contention of the Area I Task Force was that if English Primary
were kept open, primary students from Craddock could attend English Primary.
Additionally, English Primary is new, air conditioned, and has exceptional parental
involvement. It was felt that such a set;cing would be an asset fc; the children from
Craddock.

It was recommended by the Area I Task Force that Fain be kept open and used for
community purposes. The Elementary Schools Subcommittee recommended moving Fain
to Category IIl. (See Minority Reports in Appendix A.) E. A. Ware was recommended to
remain open by each group and agreed that the building should be air' conditioned and
retained on the basis of its (Ware's) excellent academic programs in math, reading,

community support, and special programs (Title I, Right-to-Read, and Day Care Center).

Finally, on October 30, 1975, the Steering Committee made the following

recommendations with respect to Area I elementary schools:

Maintain As Is - DPhase Out Hold For Further Study
E. A. Ware Carter (None)

Craddock

English Primary

Fain

Peeples

F. L. Stanton
Wright



Area ll

The Category IV elementary schools in Area Il are as follows:

b
.

Capitol View

2. Cascade

3. Crogman
4. Dobbs

5. M. Howell

6. J. M. Jones
7. Perkerson
8. West Atlanta

Capitol View, J. M. Jones, Perkerson, and West Atlanta were agreed upon on all levels
to be phased out as elementary schools. However, different suggestions were made as to
how they should be utilized. Capitol View was suggested for possible use by Atlanta Area
Technical School as cffice space. J. M. Jones was also recommended by the Area II Task
Force to become a part of Carver High School. Perkerson and West Atlanta were
recommended to be closed, with the exception that the West Atlanta community be
reevaluated in three years, in order to determine school facility needs at that time. (See

comments in Minority Reports in Appendix A and Composite Results Chart in Appendix E.)

Cascade, Dobbs, and M. Howell were suggested for retention in different capacities
by the Area II Task Force. Cascade was recommended to be kept open and converted to a
K-5 school when a middle school becomes available. The Elementary Schools
Subcommittee recommended that Cascade remain open untii a middle school is built, and
then it (Cascade) should be phased out. All levels agreed that Dobbs be retained as a K-5
school with the provision that it be closed if enrollment drops below the point where an
adequate curriculum can be provided. Minnie Howell was recommended to be retained as
a reading center by the Areall Task Force. The Elementary Schools Subcommittee

recommended that Minnie Howell be retained.

Finally, on October 30, 1975, the Steering Committee made the following
recommendations with respect to Area Il elementary schools:

Maintain As Is Phase Qut Hold For Further Study
Cascade Capitol View Crogman

Dobbs J. M. Jones

M. Howell Perkerson

West Atlanta

10
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Area Il

The following elementary schools in Area Il were placed in Category IV:

1. Bolton

2. Carey

3. Chattahoochee

4. Forrest

5.  John Hope i
6. E.U. .well

7. Mayson

8. Robinson

9. Spring Street

10. Pitts

The Arealll Tasx Force and Elementary Schools Subcommittee agreed with the
State's recommendaﬁons to phase out Bolton, Forrest, Mayson, and Robinson elementary
schools. However, ‘Mayson and Robinson were recommended to be phased out after the
iniddle schools are established. Both groups recommended that Carey, Chattahoochee,
Hope, E. P. Howell, and Spring be retained and studied further. Additionally, the Area Il
Task Force and Elementary Schools Subcommittee agreed that Pitts should remain an
elementary school, and Boyd should be converted to a middle school. (See comments

section of the Composite Results Chart in Appendix E.)

Finally, on October 30, 1975, the Steering Committee vote indicated the following

measures for Category IV elementary schools in Area II:

Maintain As Is Phase Out Hold For Further Study
Chattahoochee Bolton Carey
Spring Forrest Hope

. Pitts (do not connect to Mayson E. P. Howell

a middle SChOOl)_ Robinson

Area lV

The State Committee placed the following ArealV elementary schools in
Category IV: ‘

Fountain
Grant Park Primary
Jerome Jones

Reynolds

woFE oW

Slaton 1 G




12

In addition, Milton TMR Center was slated for closing due to the poor state of the
facility.

The Area IV Task Force and Elementary Schools Subcommittee recommended that
Fountain, Grant Park Primary, J. Jones, Reynolds, and Slaton be held for further study.
(See comments in Minority Reports in Appendix A and Composite Results in Appendix E.)

Residents of the Grant Park Primary community expressed the following concerns

about the closing of their school:

I. The level of school integration would be -2 ed.

2. The "Middle School Concept" is unacceptable to the Grant Park £ a Courcil if
it contributes to the closing of elementary schools.

3. Closing the school would necessitate the busing of primary students which is

undesirable.

Residents of the Reynolds community expressed similar concerns as those listed by
citizens of the Grant Park Primary community. Also, the Reynolds community noted that
Reynolds is a neighborhood school and if it were closed, the children would have to cross
Mémorial Drive to attend the nearest school which is Hubert Elementary. It was further
suggested that the boundaries of Reynolds be enlarged. Slaton residents also felt that the

level of integration would be reduced if it were closed.

Finally, the October 30, 1975 vote of the Steering Committee recommended the

following changes for Area 1V elementary schools:

Maintain As Is Phase Out Hold For Further Study

Fountain (None) (None)
Grant Park Primary

Jerome Jones

Reynolds

Slaton

Conclusions and Recommendations

Based on the final vote of the Steering Committee, which considered the
recommendations of the State Report, area task forces, and the Elementary Schools

Subcommittee, the following conclusions and recommendations are appropriate:

17
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Area 1

It was recommended thai seven of the eiéht Area | elementary schools listed in the
State Report be phased out. The seven schools that were identified for eventual closing
are: (1) Carter, (2) Craddock, (3) English Primary, (4) Fzin, (5) Peeples, (6) F. L. Stantén,
and (7) Wright. E. A. Ware was the only elementary school in Area I on which the Steering
Committee disagreed with the State Report; the Steering Committee voted that Ware be
maintained as is. If these recommendations are accepted, Areal would have twenty

rather than the present twenty-seven elementary schools.
Area II

It was recommended that four of the eigit Area II elementary schools listed in the
State ‘. port be phased out. The four schools that were ideatified for eventual closing
are: (1) Capitol View, (2) J. M. Jones, (3) Perkerson, and (4) West Atlanta. Cascade,
Dobbs, and M. Howell were recommend2zd to be maintained as is. Crogman was
recommended to be held for further study. If these recommendations are accepted,
Area II would have twenty-seven elementary schools rather than the thirty-one that it has
presently.

Area III

It was recomménded that four of the nine Area IIl elementary schools listed in the
State Report be phased out. The four schools that were identified for eventual closing are
(1) Bolton, (2) Forrest, (3) Mayson, and (4) Robinson. Chattahoochee, Spring, and Pitts
were recommended to be maintained as is. Carey, Hope, and E. P. Howell were
recommended to be held for further study. If these recommendations- are accepted,
Area Ill would have twenty-four elementary schools rather than the twenty-eight that it
has presently.

Area IV

Although lthev'wState Report identified five Area IV elementary schools for eventual
closing, no schools were identified to be phased out. Fountain, Grant Park Primary,
Jerome Jones, Reynolds, and Slaton were recommended to be maintained as is. Therefore,
for the time being, Area IV would continue to have its present number of elementary
schools. )
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CHAPTER U

MIDDLE SCHOOLS: CONSIDERATION OF PROBLEMS AND ISSUES

Introduction

The purpose of this chapter is to discuss the problems, issues, and concerns with
regard to the schools that were designated in the State Report for conversion to middle
s, s, o mentioned in Chapter II, many of the problems and issues related to seven
major areas, which were as follows: (1) transportation anc safe access to schools, (2) the
school as a center of community activity, (3) community development programs,
(4) special programs at specific school sites, (5) size and space consideration, (6) level of

integration, . nd (7) community cohesiveness.

Organizationally, this chapter follows the sane format used in Chapter II, i.e., the
schools are discussed on an area-by-area basis with the discussion section following each

list of schools that have been designated for conversion to middle schools.

Schools Recommended for Conversion to Middle Schools

Area |

1. Turner High School
2. Southwest High School

The Areal Task Force, Middle Schools Subcémmittee, and Steering Committee
agreed with the State Report which recommended that Turner and Southwest be converted
to middle schools. The only reservations were: (1) Turner should not be converted to a
middle school until the incumbent principal retires and (2) Southwest should not be
converted to a middle school until the new high school planned for that area has been
built.

Finally, on October 30, 1975, the Steering Committee recommended the following

concerning Turner and Southwest high schools:

1. Turner — Convert to middle school.

2. Southwest — Convert to a middle school.

19

14

L
cohak LR



15

Area Il

I.  Fulton High School
2. Price High School
3. Sylvan High School

The Area Il Task Force, Middle Schools Subcommittee, and Steering Committee
recommended that Fulton and Sylvan be converted to middle schools. On the questior. of
Price, the Area I' Task Force recommendec hat Price be converted to a comprehensive
high school. The High Schools Subcommittee recommended that Carver serve as the
comprehensive high school and Price as the middle school. (See comment section of the
Composite Results Chart in Appendix E.)

The recommendations of the Steering Committee were as follows:

1. Fulton — Convert to middle school.
Price — Convert to middle school.
Sylvan — Convert to middle school.

Area [lI

. Pitts Elementary School
2, O'Keefe Middle School

The State Report recommended that Pitts be converted to a middle school. Area Il
Task Force recommended that Pitts remain an elementary school and convert Boyd
Elementary to a middle school for that area. The Middle Schools Subcommittee of the

Steering Committee agreed with this recommendation.

O'Keefe was recommended to be renovated or sold so that if the student population
warranted, another more suitable middle school could be built in that area more distant
from the Georgia Tech campus. The Area Il Task Force and Middle School Subcommittee

agreed on this recommendation.
The recommendations of the Steering Committee were as follows:

1. Pitts Elementary — Maintain present status.
2. O'Keefe Middle — Phase out.

Area IV

I.  Bass High School ‘
2. East Atlanta Elementary School

20



The State Report recommended that Bass and East Atlanta be converted to middle
schools. (See comments in Minority Report in Appendix A.) ArealV Task Force
recommended that Bass be retained as a high school with a reevaluation of its studet
enrollment in five years. The High School Subcommitt~e reconunes.ded that Bass be
~anve. ted to a middle school wit, the qualification that if the population increases
warrant it, additional land would be purchased for the development of a comprehensive

high school for that area.

It was recommended by the Area IV Task Force that East Atlanta be developed into a
comprehensive high school. However, the High Schools Subcommittee concurred with the
State's recommendation and voted to convert East Atlanta to a middle school (See
comments in Minority Reports in Appendix A and the Composite Results Chart in
Appendix E.)

Coan and King were recommended to remain middle schools by the Area IV Task

Force, Middle and High Schools Subcommitfees, and Steering Committee.
The recommendations of the Steering Committee were as follows:

1. Bass — Hold for further stud;.
2. East Atlanta — Hold for further study.

Conclusions and Recommendations

Based on the final vote of the Steering Committee, which considered the
recommendations of the State Report, area task forces, and Middle and High Schools

Subcommittees, the following conclusions and recommendations are appropriate:
Area ]

It was recommended that Turner and Southwest high schools be converted to middle
schools. As stated earlier, the only qualifications were that Turner would not be
converted to a middie school until the principal retires, and Southwest would not be
converted to a middle school until the new high school planned for that area has been
built.

Area Il

It was recommended that Fulton, Price, and Sylvan be converted to middle schools.

21
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CHAPTER IV

HIGH SCHOOLS: PROBLEMS AND ISSUES

Introduction

The purpose of this chapter is to discuss the problems, issues, .d concerns expressed
by community and Facilities Commission members on the high schools that were
suggested for phasing out or conversion in the State Report. Many of the problems and
issues, as stated in Chapters I and Ill, revolved around seven broad areas. These major
areas were listed as follows: (1) transportation and safe access to schools, (2) the school
as a center of community activity, (3) community development programs, (&) special
programs at specific school sites, (5) size and space considerations, (6)level of

integration, and (7) community cohesiveness.

This chapter follows the same format used in Chapters Il and III. The high schools are
discussed on an area-by-area basis with the discussion section following each list of

schools that have been designated for phasing out or conversion.

High Schools

Area |
Brown High School

Due to the strategic location of Brown, its importance to the community, and its
isolation from other high schools in the System, the Area I Task Force recommended that

18

Brown be retained and developed into a comprehensive high school. The High School -

Subcommittee of the Steering Committee concurred with the Area I Task Force, outlining
the following qualification:

Brown should remain a high school for the next three years and reevaluated at

that time to determine whether it is feasible to keep the school open.

Finally, on October 30, 1975, the Steering Committee reconmended that Brown

maintain its present status.
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Area li

No high schools in this area were recommended for closing in the State Report.
Fulton, Price, and Sylvan were identified as high schools that should be converted to
middle schools. {Refer to Chapter Il for a complete discussion on these schools.)

Area Il

I.  Howard High School
2. North Fulton High Schoo!
3. West Fulton High School

The Area ill Tavk Force recommended that Howard be given five years to increase its
enrollment, and if no increase is realized, it would be phased out. The High Schocl
Subcommittee recommended that Howard be phased out) citing the following

qualification:

Howard High School should be phased out with the stipulation that if population
increases warrant it, additionai land should be purchased for the building of a

comprehensive high school for the Howard/Bass area.

The Arealll Task Force recommended that North Fulton be maintained, at least
temporarily, for further study. Members of the High Schools Subcommittee recommended
that North Fulton be converted as suggested in the State Report, to a middle school. The

two qualifications accompanying this recommendation were as follows:

I. If a comprehensive high school is developed in the North Fulton area, maximum

input from the community should be received.

2. If the population growth warrants, another site should be selected for building a

comprehensive high school for the North Fulton area.

It was recommended by the Area Il Task Force that West Fulton remain a high school
and Grove Park be converted to a middle school for that area. The High Schools
Subcommittee recommended that West Fulton be converted to a middle school as the
State Report suggested.

The recommendations of the Steering Committee were as follows:

I.  Howard High School — Phase out
2. North Fulton — Convert to middle school

W
.

West Fulton — Hold for further study

24



Area IV

1. Murphy High School
2. Roosevelt High School
3. Smith High School , ‘ )

Murphy and Roosevelt were recommended by the Area IV Task Force, High Schools
Subcommittee, and Steering Committee to be converted to comprehensive high schools. It
was further recommended by the High Schools Subcommittee that Smith be phased out
with the following qualifications:

1. Recreational facilities at Smith be retained for community use.
2. The high school for this area should be named the Smith/Roosevelt
omprehensive High School.

The ArealV Task Force voted to phase Smith out also. In spite of this
recommendation, many Smith supporters expressed their concern about the feasibility of

such a move. (Refer to Minority Reports in Appendix A.)
The recommendations of the Steering Committee were as follows:

1. Murphy — Maintain present status
2. Roosevelt — Maintain present status
3. Smith — Phase out

Conclusions and Recommendations

Based on the final vote of the Steering Committee, which considered the
recommendations of the State Report, area task forces, and the High Schools

Subcommittee, the following conclusions and recommendations are appropriate:

Area l

It was recommended that Brown be maintained as is. Turner and Southwest were
recommended in the State Report for conversion to middle schools. (Refer to Chapter II

for complete details.)
Area Il

No high schools in this area were recommended for closing in the State Report.
Fulton, Price, and Sylvan were identified as high schools that should be converted to

mic dle schools. (Refer to Chapter II for complete details.)

2.5
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Area IlI

Howerd was recommended to be phased out. West Fulton was recommended to be
held for turther study, and North Fulton was recommended to be converted tn a middie
school.

Area IV

Murphy and Roosevelt were recommended to maintain their present status. Smith
was recommended to be phased out.
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CHAPTER V
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Review of the Process

The Steering Committee of the Superintendent's Facilities Commission carefully
considered all facts and relevant input regarding the closing or change in use cf the
schools of the City of Atlanta. Particular attention was paid to those schools
recommended for closing or change in use by the State Department of Education
Comprehensive Study, submitted to the Atlanta Board of Education in February 1975. An
extensive effort to define and explore issues and gather information at the community,
grass roots level was undertaken. The broad range of community concern was examined
and evaluated in this lengthy process. The recommendations summarized here and
detailed in Chapters II, III, and IV are the results of this careful study.

Elementary School Recommendations

At present there are 112 elementary schools serving the active enrollment of 48,684
elementary school pupils. Of these schools, the State Report proposed that 31 be closed.
The Superintendent's Commission on Faciities was concerred mainly though not
exclusively with these 31 schools among the elementary schools. The recommendations of
the Steering Committee of the Superintendent's Facility Commission were as follows:

Maintain As Is

Cascade M. Howell Reynolds
Chattahoochee Grant Park Primary Slaton

Dobbs Jerome Jones Spring
Fountain Pitts E. A. Ware
Phase Out -

"Bolton Fain Perkerson
Capitol" ' Forrest Robinson .
Carter II M. Jones 'F. L. Stanton
Craddock Mayson West Atlanta
English Primary Peeples Wright

21
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Hold for Further Study

Crogman Hope
Carey E. P. Howell

In addition, Milton Avenue TMR was recommended for closing in favor of a more modern

appropriate facility.

Middle School Recommendations

The active middle school enrollment is presently 6,360. However, this figure excludes
6th, 7th, and 8th grade pupils who now go to either elementary or high schools due to the
lack of middle schools. Eight middle schools now serve Atlanta; the State Report
recommended twenty such schools. The Superintendent's Commission concerned itself

with ten of these schools. The Steering Committee recommendations were as follows:

Convert to Middle Schools

Fulton High Price High - Sylvan High
North Fulton High Southwest High (Old) Turner High

Do Not Convert to Middle School

Pitts Elementary

. Hold for Further Study

Bass High
East Atlanta High

Phase Out

O'Keefe Middle

High School Recommendations

The State Report endorsed the 9 through 12 grade comprehensive high school concept.
The present structure of 23 high schools serving an active enrollment of 28,920 would be
modified, accordmg to the State recommendation, to cut the high schools to 12. The

28
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Steering Committee of the Superintendent's Facility Commission voted to endorse the
comprehensive high school concept serving grades 9 through 12, also. Recommendations

concerning high schools (not given under the previous heading) were as follows:

Maintain As Is

Murphy High
Roosevelt High

Phase Out

Howard High
Smith High

Hold for Further Study

Brown High
West Fulton High

Task Force Participation

The four area task forces encouragéd and solicited input from ali members of the
interested community. No school-community was left out of the process of
communicaiton. Appendix C gives the data summarizing the representation of each schol-
community at the task force meetings. These attendance data document the extent to
which the community took advantage of the opportunity to participate in the task force
proceedings. In general, representation was quite high. Areal had 73 per cent of the
schools represented in at least one meeting, Areall had 93 per cent representation,
Area III had 86 per cent representation, and Area IV had 83 per cent representaiton. Of
the schools directly being considered for changes, that is, phasing out or different uses, 96

per cent were represented. Thus, overwhelming school-community response was
evidenced.
Conclusion

This project exemplified dedicated teamwork on the part of parents, community, and
staff. There could be no better example of true community involvement characterized by

observable, positive commitment. Therefore, the Steering Committee of the

o 29
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Superintendent's Commission for Facilities wishes to submit this report with respect to
facility closings, conversions and changes in the Atlanta Public Schools in the belief that
these recommendations will be productive and positive for the Atlanta Board of Education
and the community of the City of Atlanta.
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MINORITY REPORT SUMMARIES

AREA |

R. L. Craddock Elementary School

Purpose: To oppose the closing of Craddock Elementary

Rationale:

I

Iv.

VL.

VIL

VIIL.

Herndon Homes is served educationally and culturally by Craddock
Elementary. It is a symbol of viable school-community relations. This
low-income area would suffer the loss of this positive influence if
Craddock were closed.

Day care services, through Title XX, are available at Craddock. This
program furnishes child care for welfare parents otherwise unable to
afford such services. Its loss would adversely affect the economic
aspirations of the parents and would deprive the young children of an
early academic start.

If Craddock were closed, the cildren would have to cross Northside
Drive, a very busy thoroughfare, to attend elementary school.

Craddock has a tradition of academic excellence which has made it

among the ten best in Atlanta with respect to pupil achieivement.

Craddock is demanding equal consideration by the Board of Education
with respect to keeping its school open.

In 1959, .a new building was added in which 95 per cent of the school
program is being carried out — the old building was inspected in the
summer of 1975 and judged to be physically sound and tornado proof.

Sending Craddock pupils to Bethune or English Avenue would create an

overcrowded situation.,

Closure of Craddock would impose undue hardship on welfare mothers in

the Herndon Homes project, i.e., bus fare, etc.

31
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Peeples Street Elementary School
Purpose: To oppose the closing of Peeples Street Elementary
Rationale:

L Enrollment of 322 students live within walking distance of the school —
majority of parents work and do not have automobiles — children would
encounter heavy traffic in walking to other schools twice as far away —
Peeples is near Brown and parents depend on older brothers and sisters to
walk younger children to school, safely.

II. Peeples has EMR and LD resource rooms— being near a bus line is
extremely beneficial to out-of-area pupils.

. J. C. Harris to which many of the Peeples' pupils would go is already
overcrowded.

IV. The development and restoration of this area has already begun and will
likely continue due to the construction of a MARTA station at Lee and
Gordon.

English Avenue Primar:' School
Purpose: To oppose the closing of English Avenue Primary School
Rationale:

I.  English Primary is one of the few bright spots in the community — well
cared for building.

Il The instructional program Folow-Through is "going" and "alive." It is
definitely helping boys and girls to progress from ages 4-8 years.

a. Successful in finding techniques to teach children to read.
b. Parent involvement is successful.

C. Multi-age grouping used effectively.

d. Individualized instruction utiliéed.

Ill. Concept of using "program administrators" to direct small elementar
P 4 : y

- Atlanta Public Schools should use this school as a model for others.

32
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VIL
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Carter has Title] Reading/English and Titlel Math programs —
achievement scores have been commendable.

Using Carter as a community center is an unrealistic recommendation,

since there is a YWCA and Kennedy Center in the immediate area.

Amanda Garden Apartments (public housing) is being closed and families
sent to Eagan Homes — these children will be attending Carter.

Busing to Herndon by the Board of Education is too costly, and car fare
paid by parents would provide a hardship.

Carter is providing a valuable service to the community and it is hoped
that it will not be disrupted.

Margaret Fain Elementary School

Purpose: To oppose the closing of Margaret Fain School

Rationale:
L

II.

Il

IV.

Located in densely populated area.
95 per cent attendance of 625 pupils.
Transportation cost prohibitive.

Safety factor with regard to walking distance of other neighborhood

schools.

Fain facilities need upgrading.

F. L. Stanton Elementary School

Purpose: To oppose the closing of F. L. Stanton School ‘

Rationale:

L.

Instruction — 1st and 4th grades have made commendable achievement

on standardized tests.

F. L. Stanton involved in elementary curriculum revision project and

presently piloting the Teacher Assessment and Evaluation Plan.
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II. General Assets

a. Outstanding scouting program.
b. Strong PTA organization.

c. Viable parent volunteer program.
d. Excellent student field trips.

e. Fund raising — monies have been secured by the community to
purchase essential items for the school — not provided by the Board
of Education.

g. Stanton has an adjoining park which offers recreational and
environmental opportunities.

h. Stanton is an architectually sound building and has historic
attributes — Stanton survey shows 600 pupils living in the area.

III. Plan of Action Regarding Increasing Enroliment

a. Expand experimental programs.
b. Perpetuate innovative projects, i.e., homemaking, ecology, etc.

c. Initaite program for the gifted to impede the flow of pupils to
private schools.

d. Extend attendance boundaries which have not changed significantly
in 20 years.

1V. Transportation

a. School buses should be used to transport pupils in the area.

b. Stanton has program to attract students who are currently being
"bused" across the city.

AREA II1

Minnie Howell Elementary School

Purpose: To oppose the ciosing of Minnie Howell and, instead, to recommend

Minnie Howell remain open and Blair Village be converted to other use.
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Rationale:

I. Parental involvement is high at Minnie Howell as compared to Blair
Village.

II. The construction and layout is superior at Minnie Howell as compared to

Blair Village.

. The general environment and safety factors are better at Minnie Howell
as compared to Blair Village.

IV. The level of academic achievement at Minnie Howell is higher than at
Blair Village.

V. The per pupil expenditure is $884. Minnie Howell as compared to $948 at
Blair Village.

Crogman Elementary School

Purpose: To recommend that Crogman be relocated in the Parks Middle School
facility. Parks as a middle school would be phased out.

Rationale:
1. Crogman's physical plant is old and delapidated.

II. The young children need a nearby facility, which would be furnished by

converting Parks.
III. The Parks facility is suitable for modern, open-space curriculum.

IV. Older children would not suffer as would the younger ones if they had to
be transported significant distances. Thus, the closing of Parks as a
middle school would be disruptive with respect to transporation.

AREA 1II

E. P. Howell E'ementary School

Purpose: To oppose the closing of E. P. Howell and recommend that it be held for .
further study.

' Rationale:

Pung
.

Extensive remodeling and renovation has been accomplished since 1972.

This includes partial air conditioning and carpeting.

ERIC | An
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- V.

VI

VIL

VIIL

IX.
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The auditorium serves quite well as a gymnasium providing space for
physical education activities.

There is extensive community involvement at E. P. Howell. This includes
Town Hall Meetings, Rapid Transit Meetings, Civil Defense Study
Groups, and Target Hardening and Opportunity Reduction (THOR) Study
Groups.

An active Parent-Teacher Association supplements the educational
materials and supplies as well as contributes building improvements. -
This includes playground equipment, library purchases, carpeting, and a
piano. The PTA also has participated in a program which has improved
attendance by 5.6 per cent. ’

The school is located in a safe, convenient, pleasant area. It adjoins an
Atlanta Parks and Recreation Deparment Facility. The Fulton County
Health Department also has a facility adjacent to E. P. Howell. Thus, a
complex of services are available in immediate proximity to E. P.
Howell.

The school is located four blocks from a proposed MARTA station. The
Atlanta Regional Commision has projected an increase in population in
the immediate vicinity. The la:id use pattern is expected to be primarily
residential.

Three other schools in a two mile radius of E. P. Howell have been closed
within the past two years. '

The physical plant, although almost 50 years old, has been renovated.
Renovations have also been made to the grounds which have provided
beautification and safety. There is enough acreage to allow enlargement
of the present facility.

With closing other schools as recommended in the State Report, E. P.
Howell would gain at least 182 in Average Daily Attendance (ADA).

AREA I

J. L. Mayson Elementary Sctrdxﬂ

Purpose:

To oppose the closing of Mayson Elementary School. .

30



Rationale:
I. School easily accessible as regards walking distance.

[I. Smaller pupil population allows teachers to give more individual
attention to the students.

III. Mayson is well equipped to serve its students.

Iv. Closing Mayson will not solve the financial problems of the Board of
Education — they should look elsewhere.

V. Older schools should be upgraded to give pupils quality education.
Robinson Elementary School
Purpose: To oppose the closing of Robinson Elementary School
Rationale:
I. Robinson building is of sound construction and very clean.

I. There should be a place in the Atlanta Public Schools for small, operative
schools.

[ll. If Boyd is changed to a middle school, there would be even greater need

for Robinson to remain open.

IV. A small school is advantageous to children from the standpoint of

development self-concept in a small, home-like situation.
V. Atmosphere of a small school lends itself to better discipline.

VI. Robinson pupils are receiving a quality education.

AREA IV

East Atlanta High

Purpose: To oppose the conversion of East Atlanta to a middle school and to retain

it as a high school and convert to a comprehensive high school.
Rationale:

I. Adjacent property should be purchased to bring size and acreage of
existing facility up to state regulations.

Q 37
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_ATLANTA PUBLIC SCHOOLS

2380 PEACHTREE RD.. N.W. ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30308
OFFICE O AREA 111
TRLEPHONK 3513164 November 20, 1975
MEMORANDUM

To: Mr. Kemp

From: The Executive Committee of the Area III Task Force

Having received the balloting results of the Steering Committee, the
Executive Committee of the Area III Task Force is pleased to note that
the Steering Committee agreed with 80% of our specific recommendations.
The Executive Committee has prepared comments on certain schools as
attached,

In addition, the Task Force wishes to express concern regarding the
consideration of other recommendations made in the Area III final report.
Specifically, general recommendations were made regarding certain
schools designated in categories I, II and III. It is not evident in
the steering Committee's report that these additional comments will be
brought to the attention of the Board in their final deliberations.

We respectfully request that this additional information be transmitted
to the Board in your final report.
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Responses from Area 1XI_Task Force

Q'KEEFE
Since the sub-committee agreed with the recommendations of the Ares III

Task Force on this school, the Task Froce requests that comments
number 2, 3, 4, and 5 be underlined.

HOWARD

Since the sub~committee in essence agreed with the recommendations of
the Area IIT Task Force on this school the Task Force requests that
comments number 4, 5, and 8 be underlined.

NORTH FULTON

Since the sub-committee in essence agreed with the recommendations of
the Area III Task Force on this school, the Task Force requests a
review of the balloting results in regard to this school. Seven
yotes to maintain plus 8 votes to hold for study as opposed to 10
comments concerning conversion to a middle schaol would indicate a
"hold for study” category (inconsistant with vote tally and category
of Bass High School and others).
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II. Geographic location, nature of younger and older constituents, and
newness of school plant would warrant renovation of East Atlanta and
change to comprehensive high school.

. Numbers of students couid be changed from potential dropouts to
technically trained, productive members of our society with additional
educational opportunity provided by a comprehensive high school in the
community — the present school has no provision for technical ang
vocational education.

IV. A middle school program in the East Atlanta faciiity would send
graduates to high schocls miles away from the community.

Grant Park Primary School
Purpose: To oppose the closing of Grant Park Primary School
Rationale:
I. School boundaries should be changed.

II. Grarn® Park is very imf rtant to the total neighborhood planning and
deve.opment.

Reynolds Elementary School
Purpose:  To oppose the closing of Reynolds Elementary School
Rationale: .
I.  School boundaries should be changed.

II. Reynolds School is very important to the total neighborhood planning and
development.

AREA 1V

Smith High School

Purpose: To oppose the closing of Smith High School and to recommend the
retaining of the comprehensive high school concept in a new Smith High
building or in a renovated Smith High.

40



Iv.

has and is taking place and its central location in Atlanta. It serves
Capitol Homes, Cabbage Town, etc.

Atlanta Public Schools has a commitrnent to the Smith Hgh coinmunity
which the citizens are still hoping will be fulfilled. The residents of this
area have maintained a continued, staunch interest in this school
community.
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TAME AL
SCHOOL PLANT DATA

1975
Recommended Active
Date of . Acreage State Acreage Permanent  Enrollment Excess
Construction  Site  Park  Total - Acreage Need Capacity 975 Capacity E
1957 19.5 -- 19.5 31.6 12.1 2,162 1,231 931
1924 12.2 -~ 12.2 20.3 8.1 1,029 940 89
1924 - 15.6 --  15.6 23.7 8.1 1,369 1,630 --
1876 34,0 - 34.0 25.2 -- 1,523 964 559
1968 © 32.0 -- 32.0 33.7 1.7 2,370 2,214 156
1958 13.6 --  13.6 17.3 3.7 734 1,129 --
1951 19.6 -~ 19.6 25.2 5.6 1,521 1,363 158
1973 50.0 --  50.0 27.0 .- 1,951 1,014 937
1924 19.5 --  19.5 25.7 6.2 1,567 800 767
1963 19.1 --  19.1 28.1 9.0 1,813 1,719 94
1924 7.0 -- 7.0 21.9 14.9 1,185 660 525
1949 17.9 -- 17.9 21.6 3.7 1,156 1,335 .-
1930 10.0 -- 10.0 21.1 1.1 1,106 - 908 198
1951 15.0 -- 15.0 25.5 10.5 1,554 1,517 37
1954 19.0 -~ 19.0 26.8 7.8 1,683 906 777
1924 1.4 -- 1.4 21.5 - lo.1 1,146 1,094 52
1912 5.3 -- 5.3 19.9 14.6 985 945 40
1951 15.0 -- 15.0 18.8 3.8 879 1,257 --
1949 13.0 --  13.0 20.6 7.6 1,063 1,226 --
1960 17.3 -- 17.3 26.3 9.0 1,634 1,805 --
1950 3.2 60.0 63.2 20.4 -- 1,036 995 41
1924 21.1 -- 2.1 33.5 12 2,352 2,066 286
1939 17.0 -- 17.0 18.2 817 1,202 --
1967 l6.1 -~ l6.1 27.0 10.9 1,695 1,304 391
1970 5.0 2.4 7.4 13.0 5.6 1,042 809 233
1973 3.0 --  .3.0 2].6 18.6 1,160 923 237
1958 15.6 -- 15.6 17.8 2.2 782 - 866 --
1924 7.2 -- 7.2 21.6 14.4 1,161 848 313
1966 2.0 13.7 15.7 17.6 1.9 52 503 252
1959 12.5 --  12.5 19.2 6.7 92p 1,083 --
1970 7.0 -- 7.0 18.5 11.5 852 524 328

ERIC
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TABLE A.1 (Cont'd,

i o Recommended Active
: 4 Date of  __ Acreage State  Acreage  Permanent Enollment  Excess  Excess
Schools Construction  Site  Park  Total __ Acreage Need Capacity 9175 Capacity - Enroliment
Elementary
Adarnsville 1971 5.9 250 30.0 3.3 “ §77 959 - 82
Anderson 1936 0.9 - 0.5 [1.4 0.9 b4k 669 -- 25
Arkwright 1954 bt b1 8.2 §.3 0.3 350 469 . 19
Beecher Hills 195) 9.1 S NN I 2.0 £08 500 108 -
Ben Ml 9 w019y 8 - 518 70l 13
Benteen 1956 hO o 9.6 136 7.2 C e 2 W - 45
Bethune 198 . 45 - b 126 -4l 760 w5, -
Blair Village 1956 .00 70 13,1 6l 803 ] g --
Blalock 1971 8.0 - - 16,0 145 .- 948 % 18 --
Bolton 1932 4,0 4.0 7.2 3.2 22 75/ 10
+ Boyd 1971 9.7 - 197 13.4 .- 3% 497 3%
-~ Brandon 1947 100 - 10,0 11.0 1.0 600 370 30

Brewer 1958 62 - 62 86 24 364 259 105 .-
Burgess 1954 83 - 8.3 8.3 - 33 bl - 128
Butler 1912 L Wb 48 1.1 6.3 609 a5 34 -
Campbell 1915 .7 - 17 12,1 -- 714 576 138 --
Capitol View 1929 60 6.0 10,0 8.9 .- .l - 19
Carey 1949 38 - 38 9.3 5.5 Ao 46 - 165
Carter 1928 L8 - L8 05 1 448 455 - 7
Cascade 1928 (2.0 157.0 169.0 8.4 . 3l 435 .- 6
Center Hill 1927 63 - 6.3 1.7 5.4 672 510 162
Chattahoochee 1925 0.8 45 153 9.1 - 410 320 90
Clement 1954 15 B ) 1.1 5.6 609 3] 268 -
Cleveland 1934 0.8 60 168 9.2 .- 420 34 - /i
Collier Heights 1958 8.1 A 2.3 b2 n 636 9 --
Connally 1937 8.1 - 4 8.9 0.3 L 918 -- 529
Continental Colony 1963 §7 - &7 1.7 3.0 672 695 - /4]
Cook | 1911 26 Wb 7.0 13.7 6.7 866 4l 45
Craddock 8% 0.9 39 48 17 6.9 669 368 301 -
Crogman 1923 §9 1.7 2.6 1.4 -- 82 3 549 T e
Dobbs ;, 9 713 - 73 9.7 ry’ 49 432 y -
Drew : 97t 50 250 30,0 3. . -819 8§74 -- 55
Dunbar 1969 20 - 120 143 2.3 1930 517 413 -
East Lake 1910 7 - A7 0.0 7.3 Al 495 6 -
English 1910 3.4 - 13.9 10,5 - 889 565 324 -
English Primary 1968 21 - 2l 8.0 5.9 270 160 10 - .

: Fain 1927 80 - 8 8.6 0.6 364 616 .- 252 .-

Fickett 1972 2.0 - 120 9.2 N Vi 469 - Y

Finch 1966 35 - 135 9.4 -- 435 20 25 .-
Forres B 2l -2l 26 103 138 % Wl . 46
Q

LE



TABLE A.l (Cont'd)

Recommended Active
Date of " Acreage State Acreage  Permanent  Enrollment  Excess Excess
Schools Construction ~ Site  Park ~ Total  Acreage Need - Capacity 9/75 Capacity  Enrollment
Fountain 1953 4.0 4.0 12,3 8.3 7 405 vyl
Fowler 1951 2.9 -9 9.4 6.5 by "3 61
Garden Hills {938 8.0 65 145 10,2 - 519 304 A5 .-
Gideons 1958 4.5 - bS5 10,7 6.2 784 571 3 !
Gordon 1910 2.9 2.9 1.1 8.2 607 548 59 .
Grant Park 1930 5.7 3.7 8.9 3.2 386 (80 206
Grant Park Primary 1963 3.0 - 30 7.4 b A4 (07 |37
Grove Park 1967 1.0 - 7.0 14,4 7.4 944 505 439
Guice ‘ 1954 10,6 - 10,6 9.1 -- 412 186 2 .
Hartnett 1942 1.2 - 12 6.7 3.5 169 397 .- 228
Harper 1936 5 157 L2 13.6 -- - B8 459 399 -
Harris 1915 40 - WO 11,0 7.0 602 U8 364 -
Harwell 1954 14,5 14,5 8.6 - 364 428 -- 1
Herndon 1952 6.9 - 6.5 14,7 8.2 967 36 45 --
Hill 1967 7.6 5.0 126 13,9 1.3 894 93 601
Home Park 1910 1.6 1.6 9.5 7.9 448 25 203
Hope, John 1949 24 2.4 9.2 6.8 420 39 101
Howell, E, P. 1927 8.0 8.0 8.8 0.8 375 262 13
~ Howell, Minnie 1958 9.5 9.3 8.9 - 392 L 18
" Hubert 1924 7.6 7.6 10,5 2.9 548 35 192
Humpheies 1916 L LE 89 9.6 0.7 46l 381 80
Hutchinson 1956 §.J - 1) 9.2 0.7 420 35 75
Inman 1923 4,2 4,2 1.5 7.3 649 340 309
Jackson 1967 12.5 12,5 9.5 -- 448 el 157
Jones, Jerome 1930 1 2.1 8.6 6.5 364 356 §
Jones, Jessie 1958 5.6 5.6 .1 5.5 612 189 423 -
Jones, M. Agnes 1963 7.5 - 1.5 13.0 5.5 799 614 185 .-
Kimberly 1958 7.2 - 1.2 1.2 4.0 622 660 -- 38
Kirkwood 1907 8 65 93 10,8 1.5 576 423 153 .-
Lakewood 1932 3.0 - 30 9.3 6.3 433 392 4l
Lin 1930 5.2 3.2 9.7 4,5 466 419 4
Mayson © 199 7.0 7.0 §.1 L 308 186 122 -
McGill 1973 3.0 - 30 1.9 8.9 694 476 218 -
Miles 1966 15.0 - 15,0 L1 3.9 612 517 95 .-
Mitchell 1954 8.6 - 86 9.5 0.9 443 200 243
Moreland 1918 2.3 - 23 10.5 8.2 546 410 13 .- S
Morningside 1930 5.2 - 52 12,0 6.8 700 162 3} .-
Oglethorpe 198 3.8 - 38 9.6 5.8 463 550 -- §7 4
Peeples 1903 83 21 10 9.2 -- 420 305 113 .-
17 Perkerson 1916 9.0 - 90 8.6 - 362 330 - 18
Peterson 1959 6.6 -~ bb 9.2 2.6 420 1] -- 71
Peyton Forest 1968 25.0 - B0 9.4 15.6 437 44k .
R 1956 - 9.0 - 90 1.7 8.7 1,271 850 1 °
[K 1968 5.7 - 5 9.9 4.2 439 7 A7

e 1918 26 - L6 8.7 6.l 3 54 - E:




TABLE A.! (Cont'd.)

Recommended Active
Date of Acreage State Acreage  Permanent Enrollment  Excess  Excess
Schools Construction ~ Site Park Total _ Acreage Need Capacity 9175 Capacity ~ Enrollment

Reynolds 1960 3.3 3.3 12,8 9.5 20 m 78
Rivers 1950 8.0 8.0 §.7 0.7 8] 351 380
Robinson 1933 20 - 00 8.6 6.6 364 88 176
Rusk 1968 83 7.0 153 [1.2 .- 621 305 [16
Scott 1951 8.0 - 40 [2.4 b4 T44 41 m
Slater 1952 13.0 13.0 13,7 0.7 . §72 615 257
Slaton 1997 3l - 3l 10,5 1.4 532 38 Ip
Smith, S, R. 1954 10.3 10,3 9,2 . 420 37 3)
Spring 1918 1.9 - 19 8.7 6.3 366 197 16)
Stanton, Daniel 1959 6.0 - - 6.0 13.1 7.1 §13 608 205
Stanton, Frank 1928 5.2 W0 49,2 9.4 . 440 84 156
Sylvan Hills 1934 2.) - L5 9. 7.0 445 438 7 .-
Thomasville 1971 50 187 237 13.3 - 8§28 87 . 4
Toomer 1958 10.6 - 10,6 9.8 .- 476 n- 99 .-
Towns . 1963 8.9 - 89 9,6 0.7 459 663 -- 200
Venetian Hills 1954 9,3 - 93 12,3 3.0 128 943 .- 20
Ware 192 3.4 -3 10.0 6.6 496 447 49 -
Waters 1959 0 &l 19,1 14.1 - 906 782 12
Wesley 1949 4.3 - 43 7.0 2.7 69) 'y) [
West . 1928 2.0 2.0 8.9 6.9 92 375 17
West Atlanta -- 7.0 - 10 10,0 3.0 0 A3 Portables
West Manor 1956 10,8 - 108 9.2 .- 416 B .- 9
White 1966 8.0 - 80 1.3 3.8 633 7 176 --
Whitefoord 1929 2.3 - 2.} 10,0 7.7 499 N6 193
Williams 1967 50 1L0 16,0 13,3 -- 834 619 5
Woodson 1971 3.0 15,0 18,0 13,2 . 824 669 155
- Wright 1958 LY - 13 g1 6.2 308 7 6l

v 50




Elementary 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 1913 i9m

e TABLE 4.2 Adair B M 0¥ vy WA .
YERAGE Adamsville - - - - 561 68l 314
Akwight  ©3 W% %9 86 51 %6 5D
e
, . S ——— Beecher Hills #9525 W0 % %2 %5 s
High 96 190 1900 1971 192 1973 197 Bn Ml 70 K5 M5 89 8 S 5
- Beteen N6 A3 2 ¥ I D6 2%
Arcer LWLTS LT LI L1 Ll %0 Betwe 9V 83 6 ¥ w3 Al 5
g?ss 0 s Lm w T m Birey ®oom U M A6 9 .
o L0 L0 W sy 1% 12 1,168 e
Cvr 9% W W W) LM W8 A+ S
Coval utigh 03 1% @6 - - .- Bolton 20 w1 W8 Bl W
Dogls -~ L7 200 2,30 2,00 198 Lgs Dol o B B2
Dkes L0 119 L s g0 @5 . Bandn 60l 67 62 X6 B W w5
Bast Mlanta 646 612 1D Wl 7 8 49 Brewer % R Om W M W8
Fatn 1060 LU LIT 102 106 %9 @l Bryant oW ¥ W % M .
Corge  LIB 127 LI La9 Lig 10 T Burgess BlOW o % M %6
Butler M oele 83 W3 W5 W6 I
sty 13 1,%; i Loy g s T Campbel 82 %1 M M5 @l W e
arper l, 034
towrd e 1 oy L L Captol Ave. 1,016 90 88 @0 56 50 -
owar L6z 1B L0 923 651 53 s ey
Mgy L0 LB LI 103 103 LIS 109 Capitol View 32 33 %9 ;1 ;w3
1 1 1 ) ) ) )
Norh Fultn 195 1177 LI 1065 o0 w5 s Carey DLW om0 o W
’ Carter /A5 T " R SR (R 71 |
Northsie L2l 1,25 L0 L3 LIS 1,060 1,0 Cosade 42 W1 W W5 W@ o
OKeefe 1l LUS L0 % g0 190 - Ceter Bl 63 62 8 6% &6 5
Price 9% L0 L Ll 9B 8 s Cattahoochee 9% 432 403 W4 WS W8 18
Roosevelt 1,04l 921 8 9B @1 9m 78 Cemet 718 6% 62 Wl 5 B
Smith - 0 S W W 6 Cleveland 65 6% @1 62 5 5 50
o o L 7 Collir Hgts. €7 62 61 S0 5% 655 6
outhwest 09 W5 L6l 1,082 1,009 1,00
s il WW W o L W) olly 0 K5 LT L L g
e U L m w e w S m %0 m ow o om o w
, Bl Cook 09 83 66 60 M N0
Wash 9 1597 1919 1,90 3 1,66 -
as u;:gton 2,09 1, ) ' a1, d Coaper 78693 10 18 19 - -
WestFuwn 1496 110 %8 9% %6 %0 % e w1 B
Total 0,07 30,205 B,422 277,85 27,310 25,629 22,767 Craddock 65 64l B4 N8 3 W9 %
Cognan 82 658 % W8 W8 15 I3
Dobbs WS W T K %) X0
Hidde Drew B T
Dunbir - e W R B 50
Coan 85 %5 1,06 27 1,265 1,87 1,266 Fast Lake 6 2L M M 67 T 5k
el oo T W ;53 Englsh Ave. 1,360 1060 1,010 1,095 72 Tl6 %
o - English Ave. With
b o Primary ~ leh W B 198 118
Fain Bl W %9 S0 60 s
e e e O Fdet -~ - - . s 5 59
51 Parks B2 w2 6 9 %1 2 %l
Sutton AT Finch MW s W W W K
Walden e IR M6 S Forrest 1T I 7 B VA T
Fomain 78 M g3 % 69 W0
Tota AT LS L8 2,60 3406 3,655 6,65 Fowler B W W W W M B

oh

o . Garden Hills 470 W2 488 45 385 Bl 31H
ERIC




TABLE A.2 (Cont'd)

Elementary Elementary
(Continved) 1968 199 1970 IS7i 1972 1973 1974 (Contineed) 1968 1969 1970 _lo7 o2 L3 o
Gideons 7 8% W1 W2 ¥ %5 4 MountVernon 215 1% 23 I 169 10 -
‘ Glibert WM w0 s WS 3D NorthAvene 369 20 B -~ ~ o~ -
Gelgun 6 e ow om a2 - Oglethorpe 53 480 %0 4l W0 W1 W8
Gordon 7V "L S YN £ B S N 1t Oliver - e e e e e -
Geant Park 542 W8 2 608 W0 W M Pecples wsoow o owm o» o o ®m Al
Grant Park Vith Perkerson RIOX ¥ B B0 N B0
Primary - 1% 18 G 219 1% Peterson S0 kD w2 X7 06 W5 W6
Grove Park 1,743 1,662 1,630 1,652 1,265 619 b6 Peyton Forest - 275 W7 W2 w1 4} W2
Guice B9 WS W3 6% B9 n0 W Pitts LSS LMl 128 1190 1128 768 6%0
Harper I 7R YRS TS 1/ S Y R 1/ Pryor U5 W72 W8 3 3 81 M8
Harrs w6 ¥ k0 Rapale SIS Sl N6 @l 0 BITTWW
Hartnett 78 160 Aw WS W6 e 3lp Reynolds 405 2 39 255 28 M 2
Harwell 59 W2 W % W8 M Rivers B LT85 0 W
Haygood M 6 163 0 1% . - Robinson BLCO¥ W0 W W W0
Herndon L, dué 1,009 938 788 735 6% i RockSprings 506 47 1 My % W -
Highland 7 W w6 % B W - Rusk P TR S PR R
Hill 66 7% e S W8 N8 28 Scott B3 W6 ST W6 S SI8 4R
Home Pk 309 29 312 20 9 w2l Slater B9 B0 M M e M 5
Hope, John 540 568 50 495 47 33 3D Slaton 53 6 60 o s ol W
Hope, R.L. 47 451 48 393 1 m - Smith LR, 45 W W2 W % Bl W
Howel, ELP. 399 31 %9 81 25 22 8 GingStet O W B W N5 E u
Howell, M. 516 48 503 w7 B} %6 302 Stanton, DV H. 812 717 64 611 653 610 5%
Hubert 5% W8 N0 W w5 W 30 Stanton, F. L 44 %66 W6 % W0 R 35
Humphies 450 41 w8 0L W W3 NI Sylvan Hills W76 458 W6 393 W8 Wl U35
Hutchinson LTV 174 SR S 7 T V1" IO 7 £ B Thomasville - - - -~ 83 7% 60
nman, S, M. 765 DUz 69 S0 M6 3 Toomer MW W M5 % W 8
hmanPak Bl B B A - . - Towns 092 681 65 % %6 N3 6
Jackson % W) M M B W W Tuxedo 39 W W W W o~ -
Johnson 7 67 S0 3 B W Venetian 0 1 0 M1 M 7%
Tones, Jerome 461 W78 40 W Wl W W Walker BB N W W . -
Jones, Jessie 627 36l w2 93 NI WM Ve Ware 60 6 %0 W9 WL s ule
Toes, A 797 80 703 63 %9 W M Waters 60 604 S0 S8 607 ely 5%
Kimberly 67 TR 655 S 00 39 419 Wesley 876 892 T 693 els 513 4R
Kirkwood 87 TR TS 6% 65 T 43 West 97 W02 W w8 97 9 3
Lakewood 0 80 W0 W6 W0 3% WestAtlita = @~ = o~ = o~ 1
Lee wes - - - - -~ Vesthaven 319 MW m - -
Lin 67 609 585 6% 6I8 ST 4% ‘WestManor 460 516 47 593 w02 460 430
Luckie 36 B /W W B - “White 60 600 SR8 6B 69 6% 565
Mayson M W7 %8 LISl 20 W %S Whitefoord 835 7B 657 % W 48 M
McClatchey 472 W3 404 39 %5 07 - Williams L0 L0} L026 LO)7 887 805 702
MeGill - s s s Wom - o~ -~ U5 G55
Milton e Wright ¥ NS N0 W u W
Miles W79 W0 755 % 63 Sl Central Jr. '
Mitchell W6 W1 12 W’ Mm% 8 High 7th - m| - - - .- -
Moreland 63 560 630 W8 S W1 Wy
Momingside 588 S0 s o1 @1 Bl W0 Total 6803 66,771 65,572 61,330 5897 54143 48,10

L
)




School Supplemental Active Roll Regular Load Exempt

Capacity Classrooms (9/29/75) Grades Teachers Teachers

AREA 1V

Elementary
Grant Park Primary 244 2 107 K-3 4.0 A 2.0
Reynoids 280 2 202%* K-7 6.0 3.5
Slaton 552 6 32 %x K-7 10.7 7.2
Jerome Jones 364 4 349 K-7 15.0 7.0
Fountain 727 0 404 K-5 15.4 2.2

Middle
King 1,160 0 913 6-8 37.5 50.0
Coan 1,695 1 1,300 6-8 55.0 18.0

High
Roosevelt 1,146 0 1,096* 8-12 40.0 16.0
Murphy 1,156 23 1,337 9-12 57.7 15.8

*This high school will lose 8th grade (25% of student population).
**These elementary schools will lose 6th and 7th grades £25% of student population).




TABLE A5 (Cont'd)

SPECIAL PROJECTS
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Middle Schools

Coan

Kennedy

King

Long

OKeefe

Parks

Sutton

Walden

32




TAZLE A5 (Cont'd)

SPECTAL PROJECTS

High Schools

Title 1
Follow
Through
Title IV-A

COP

ESA A
Rasic
ESAA
Camp

Archer

Bass

Brown

Carver

Douglass

Fast Atlanta

Fulton

George

Grady

__Harper

Howard

Murphy

North Fulton

Northside

Price

Roosevelt

'

Compensatory

Education

Counseling
Program

ESAA
Cultural
Adjustment
EOA
Reading
EOA
DICEP

€9
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SPECTAL PROJECTS
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High Schools
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Southwest

Sylvan Hills
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS AND COMMISION MEMBERSHIP LIST

Many persons participated significantly in the fulfillment of the challenge given this

commission. However, it is incumbent upon us to acknowledge, specifically, the dedicated

contribution of the following groups:

The Steering Committee

Mr. William Allison
Mr. Willie Boldan

Mr. John Busby

Mr. Leon S. Eplan
Mr. Davey Gibson
Mrs. Virginina Tate
Mr. Tom Grant

"Mr. Richard Hodges
Mr. Dwight Jackson
Mr. Dick Layton

Mr. Theodore Mastron‘anni
Dr. Carroll McGuffey
Mr. Ryburn Stephens
Mr. Dan Sweat

Mr. Lyndon Wade

Technical Assistants

Dr. Hillard A. Bowen
Dr. Sidney Estes

Dr. E. Curtis Henson
Ms. Barbara I. Whitaker
Dr. Darwin W. Womack
Dr. Walter D. Mayfield

Area |

Mrs. Mattie Harris

Rev. Rokert L. Johnsen. Sr.

Mr. Eugene McFarlin
Mrs. Frances Saddler
Mrs. Mary Scott
Mrs. Ruby Houston
Mrs. Veirna Harris
Mrs. Texann Ingram
Mr. Samu=l Fullwood
Mr. Ray Kennix

Mr. Grady C. Gray
Mr. Robert Chatman

Commission Chairperson

Mr. Edmond T. Kemp

Area Task Force Convenors

Mr. Ernest Pharr
Dr. Evelyn Turner
Mrs. Lucia L. Smith
Dr. Alvin Dawson
Mrs. Joan Zion

Ballot Validating Committee

Rev. Richard Fuller
Mrs. Beatrice Garland
Mr. Theodore Jones
Mrs. Ina Evans

Chairpersons

Mrs. Elmer Gould
Mrs. Ineata Lyman

Mrs. Edith Hammond
Mr. Fred Clark
Mrs. Goldie Johnson

AREA TASK FORCE MEMBERS

89

Mrs. Mary Copeland
Mrs. Diana Durrett
Mrs. Barbara Daniely
Mr. Joseph Atkins
Mrs. Annie Boyd

Mr. W. L. Pritchet
Mrs. Geraldine Hartnett
Mrs. Virginia Lewis
Mrs. Paul Grier

Mr. Al Tow.isend

Ms. Betty Young
Mrs. Mary Vowels



Area I (Cont'd.)

Mr. Benji .n 3rown
Mrs. Betty Travis
Miss Patrice Perkins
Miss Caria Wilkins
Mrs. Lizzie Terry
Mr. Joseph W. Robinson
Mr. Al Dodson
Miss Emily Olshine
Mr. Arthur Griggs
Dr. Anne Fannin
Mrs. Elena Harrison
Rev. William Tinsley
Rep. Ben Brown

« Mrs. Mae Quarterman
Mr. Bruce Wigham
Mr. Henry Harris
Mr. Charles Brannon
Mr. W. R. Jackson
Mr. Harold Dawson
Mrs. Juniata Walker

Area Il

Mrs. Thelma Stroud
Mrs. Barbara King
Mrs. Thelma J. Malone
Mrs. Connie Hunt

Mrs. Leila Clark

Mrs. Carolyn B. Shiretzki
Mrs. Oneavieous Lester
Mrs. J. L. Anderson
Mr. Wehman Newsome
Mrs. Louise Whatley
Mr. Richard Epps

Mr. Raymonde Odom
Miss Grace Ferrell
Mrs. Sandra Waner
Mrs. Beatrice Garland
Mrs. Myra Cain

Mrs. R. A. Currin

Mrs. George Beard
Mrs. Joyce Bales

Mrs. Carolyn Moore
Miss Lonese Rochmore
Rev. O. L. Blackshear
Mrs. Pearlie Robinson
Mrs. Gayle McLaoghlin
Mr. Donald Rawlins
Mrs. Roberta ileid

Mr. Elmer Gould

Mrs. Ruby Philpot

Mr. Faul E. Hindman
Mr. William W. Smith
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Mrs. Goldie Johnson
Mr. Bii! Smith

M:. Yancey Powell
Mr. Theodore Jones
LTC. Marvin Jackson
Mrs. Pauline Newman
Dr. Warner Meadows
Mr. Darnell Bateman
Mr. Jimmy Johnson
Mrs. Birdie Tyler

Mrs. Thelma McKelpin
Rev. John Sharpe

Dr. Alfred Spriggs

Mr. Ivan D. Mullins
Mrs. Ernestine Weems
Miss Deborah Dorsey
Mr. William Cleveland
Mrs. Gloria Borders
Mr. Thomas Rudolph

Mrs. Shirley Murphy
Mrs. Lillie Walker

Mrs. Ivera Strozier

Mrs. Alma Moore

Mr. E. D. Hill

Mrs. Mary Jo White

Mr. Jason Bennings

Mr. Calvin Graves

Miss Alice Jackson

Mrs. Lillian Ducharme
Mr. Robert Sellers

Mrs. Jacquelyn Young
Mrs. Elizabeth Young
Mrs. Adolphis Beal

Mr. Thomas Grant

Mrs. James Keys

Mrs. Betty Upshaw

Mrs. Veronica Means
Mrs. Caroline Marshbourne
Mrs. Carrie Lacey

Miss Cathy Bolton

Dr. Evelyn Turner

Mrs. Agnes Batey

Mr. William C. Campbeli
Mr. Loretta Kimpson
Mr. & Mrs. Danny Murphy
Ms. Juniata Davis

Mrs. Rosel Fann

Mrs. Carlene Wright
Mrs. Betty Rozier



Area I {Cont'd)

Mrs. Jeanette Daniels
Mrs. Ann Popwell

Mrs. Deborah Strickland
Miss Katie Chambers
Mrs. Clishie Eagleson
Miss Friedia Dinkins
Mr. Murris Jones

Area Il

Mrs. Lucy Smith

Mrs. Miriam Thurston .
Mrs. Mary K. Rowe
Mrs. Patricia Mallory
Mrs. Val Bligh

Mr. Douglas Rumble
Mrs. Diane Scott

Mr. Todd Dugdale
Rev. Richard Fuller
Dr. John Williams
Mrs. Rebecca English
Mr. Virgil Scott

Mrs. Pat Billings

Mrs. Sarah Scruggs
Mrs. Jean Stearling
Mrs. Ruby Hawk

Mrs. Carolyn Barnes
Mr. Jamie J. Goode
Mr. Ralph Johnson
Miss Azira Hill

Ms. Arzell Lester
Rev. Joshua Carter
Mrs. Earline George
Mr. Ernest Bush

Mrs. Barbara Crahe
Mrs. Ineata Lyman
Miss Kim Davis

Mr. Jackson Letts

Ms. Margaret Millec
Dr. Randolph J. Taylor
Mrs. Don E. Tennant
Mrs. Christine Abron
Mr. Tracy Wilkinson
Mrs. Marvous Mosteller
Mr. Paul Shearer

Ms. D othy Kirkpatrick
Mrs. Mary Sanford

Area 1V
Mrs. Jarice O'Neal

Mrs. Clore Jean Dyson
Mrs. Maudie Cobb

91

Mrs. Etheline Redwine
Mr. Charles Bell

Mr. Kenneth Deatles
Mrs. Juanita Daughtry
Mr. John McBride
Mrs. Cecil Edwards
Dr. Evelyr Turner

Mrs. Ellen Aute.

Mrs. Mae Frances Hendricks
Mrs. Louise Eagle

Mr. Howard Calhoun
Mrs. Peggy Wilson

Mrs. Ocenia Stinson

Mr. R. D. Cook

Mrs. Mary Johnston

Mrs. June Evans

Mr. & Mrs. Donald Graves
Mr. & Mrs. Douglas Lybrook
Mr. W. 3. Rudolph

Mrs. James Dean

Miss Helen Sullivan

Mrs. Charlotte Harreil
Mr. Raymond J. Harris
Mrs. Nancy Love

Mr. Norris Bowman

Mrs. Mary Vowels

Mr. Hurshel Ricks

Ms. James P. Lyman

Mr. Jackson P. Letts
Mrs. Susan Haverstick
Mrs. Ercell Mclver

Mrs. Cleo Stanley

Mr. T. Herman Graves
Mrs. Annette Teasley
Ms. Betty Whittier

Mrs. Edith Hammond
Mrs. Sylvia Berry

Mr. Felton A. Smith

Mrs. Forest Baisen

Miss Dorothea Henderson

- Mr. Car!l Harris

Dr. Cecil W. Cone
Rev. Frank Hatchett

Mrs. Patricia Leatherwood
Mrs. Pamela Woods
Mr. & Mrs. Leslie Holland

58



Area IV (Cont'd)

Mrs. Ina Evans

Mrs. Carrie S. Morris
Rev. F. W. Lightfoot
Mrs. Rachel Marks

Mr. Michael Cooper
Mr. Wilbur T. Leaphart
Mr. Lynn Nations

Mr. & Mrs. Guy Sharpe
Mrs. Geraldine Thomas
Mr. Nathaniel Mosby
Mrs. Betty Lawson
Mrs. Johnnie Robkinson
Mrs. Clement Gormony
Mrs. Reola Murphy
Mrs. Mary Kilpatrick
Mrs. LaVonia Conners
Mrs. Doris Anderson
Mr. William A. Russell
Miss Diane Brown

Mr. John Sweet

Mrs. C. B. Wright

Mrs. Georgia Mae Terry
Mrs. Louise Smith

Mrs. Teddy Mallard
Mrs. Maggie Trimble
Mr. James Wallace
Mrs. Grace Pledger
Mrs. Lena Smith

Mr. W. I. Sheffield

Mr. Gregory Adams
Mrs. Joyce Goodman
Mr. Rufus O'Kelley

te
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Mr. June Barnet*
Mrs. Marie Martin
Mrs. Judy Gienow
Mrs. Ann Scantland
Mrs. Frankie S. Boyd
Mr. Michael Key

Mr. Michael Schaffer
Mrs. Esther Lefever
Mrs. Mattie Jackson
Mrs. Gussie Character
Mrs. Betty Taylor
Mrs. Jacquelyn Pope
Dr. Marshall Cohen -
Mrs. Aurealia Green
Mr. Willie L. Jackson
Miss Carol Stewart
Mr. Robert Warren
Mr. Jerome Hutchinson
Mr. Young T. Hughley
Mr. Dewey Merritt, Jr.
Mrs. Dorothy Wiison
Mrs. Marie Jones

Mr. Jimmy McLain
Mrs. Odessa Hill

Mrs. Vivian Wynn
Mrs. E. L. Barron

Mr. Fred Clark

Mrs. Doris He v
Mr. William - ey
Mr. Robert Davis

Mr. Charles Hamlin
Mrs. Ruby Johnson
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Noverker 5, 1775

TCOOWHCM O IT MAY CONCERN:

T iz is i~ Tormative in the area of conversisns (i.e., elementary

-:no21 to middie, middle school o high, high school to middle school};
the results »f the comment column of the balleot should be carefully
scrutinized. This nee. to be done as it was sbserved, by the committee,
in tabulating the wotin, results, that the four category columns of the
nallst were used by many of the voting members interchangeably. For
example, a ballot would be mei«ed "Maintain As Is", "Phase Out", or

w-14 Tor Further Study”™, and in the comment columr the voting member
£atec, "convert, change, combine, use in different menner than as a

SiUy

at~." This proklem in interpreting the total rosponse

thz% a specific result could be had, is being brought
=f the Superintendeni's Cormission for Facilities.
+h2 voting results will te acc-mpanied by a summarization
comnents appesvring on the 27 wvallots for documentation
cses ¢y thnose receiving the tabulated results.

Repectfully,

THZ BALLOT VALIDATING CCMMITTEE
Thendore R. Jones, Area I
Féat;icc Garlandg, Arez II
Zichari Puller, Area III

Ina 2. Evurs, Area TV

72



Aeo g -
DS

I T ANTLT LY
N SEE I S RO AN R R

WOULTS O DT DG COMISCIal PO bl
TATE WIIG tA
TeCET 1750075 TALE FURCES
Mzintain Held for Abstain
ac Ie Fur. Study 1. E. #. Carter Ccleol
representativer reccu-
N U 1 mended that Curter
. renain open wid 1ot te
. h-ree Sat-Committee - phase sut : .
L. Azee Sd-oun P “ phased out, tut irproved
to meet State -tawdards.
<+ 3pace and enrclluent needs to be : H Supt,
o Sre
doul shecred - .
doucle chuck o, Parents felt fnat tie final
. schocl weould uetter repert
3. School Board should provide trans- : : .
- _SL}LOD%. " ‘ P serve the community Appendix
Tisk ferce & PoIatlo than using it ac 2 I
hase ' Fhase Bub-Comme re- commurdty center.
ut Lut Phase ovut port in agree
nent hase out
MAI PO HFS ASS
1 UI/ b i The parents recommerded that] See Supt
sarious consideraticn be final
1. Pronrn con given to their concrns wd | report
that their school reauin Appendix
2. MNove Category IIT L P
v Chel I
3. Move Cateqory III
Phase same as Area See winoriiz] *Move to .
. : 1d;- v e 3 i
ot Tasx Feree repert Caterory II1 | be J:»“Tm bldie-may have historic.l value
fer reuse
5¢ pve Catepory IIL
Lo Obrong arpumenys Keep vpen-ice re-
quires cloesing
~
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lfl/ , | serdog coneidertio: b
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. 1, Close « use soard Bd « Ruveau of Parss |rerd Spenwbiato report
{ and Recreat ion pliased cub TRICIY
I
l <o Close « use toard Ed « bureau uf Parss
’ LoseUse 1. [lask Force  fub~Cornittce aug Recreabion
st Bu:(""“ ol [dsegreed ma‘m@ulled b6 1. Close & uce lioard Ed & tureau of Paris
o | s b Heeres- mq Talli- - WP and Reereation
o & Lo (Hase [Feer Rionand Berd |labied its position
Primer, qeub e |l Bucetien  am oripinat o Glose & use Boerd b & P of Par
i porition and Recreabion
! i
i . heep upen
I vy h good dden concervin b 1ish Primary
i nd By o Avenwe (01 needs inter-
vrebat fon)
tAT [0 HES AL
l lll/ T p ,
, t ee Supt
Lo L comment, final
B . lio cment venort
" o ‘ rppendiy
u ‘0 Move te Catepory 111 |
1<t
\arp. - . D
. Plase |5 i Hove 4 Catepory TI1
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ATE ORI IVS STUDY
1005 7O FACLID GANGES

FOStLES PHOM

i rh Toiiilie Cite | A2PORT PR T STEREDNS Culds]  KESULDS OF STErNG GHMISSICN
UNTE | 10 |SUR-CRRITIEE | SEPY TASK SUE~JG€':I"1“EE VTG A LA
AL apgR | ks | Ao ke orel /45 | FORCE MEET | 10/22-10/23 /75 TASK FORCES FLPCET
em, Schecls ;
. Phase Out AL R HES AS§ The conrurity strengly
{ recowerds that tle school (See
REA I Cont'd { 31/ 0 ] cortine to serve Lie Supt's
, cormrity {inal
. report,
1o o comment appedix
I
'Prase | Phase | Same as Arex  Task Force  |*Phase out
« Peeplec !out out | Tasx Force and Sub-
| Gomittee res
| port in
sireement
HAI 30 HFS ABS
0 lb/ k J
1, Use for comurdty purpose (2 vetes)  The parents recomended  fSee
- that Stanton remain open,  tSupt's
&0 lio conment even if it meant redraviny |final
Phage 3, Ho comment boundary lines report
, Phase {out Appendix
, Staton foub |Use fof Sare as Avea b Sub~Comittee | 4o Hove Cateyory III I
Commi~ | Task Force See Minurity paintained its 5, etain and air condition
nity repert ericingl / '
ur- hosition ba 01d school - other places could be
Pese used for community purposes
N
w
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Fhd STATE COMPRLIEISIVE SIUSY
RECONZZIDATICNS POR FACTLITY GHANGES

aeh | STEZRLW COL | REPQRT FROK | STEERTNG COM¥.|  RESULTS OF STEERTHG COMMISSION ROPCISES PHCK —
SIATE | TASK [ SUS-COMITTZE | SEPY. TASK | SUB~COMMITTEX VOTZIG LPEA EIORITY
L ERROR| FORCE | Rptabeforeld)i5 | RORCE YERT | 10/22-00/5 10/3/75 SASK PR PR
ler, Schools Bl
to Phase Ont HAL . ASS
AREA I Cont'd, 1z / 3 b U
1o Adr condition and watch enrollment
Zo Retain and air condition
J» Board Education provide transportation
, he Contingent on stationary population
Retain|Same as Area Tas 5 If ADA warrants
Phase |& Adr |Force-Exception {Task Force b Hinta
T Wre |t |Gonde |cortingent on  [and Sup-  [Sub-Committee | O Fednteln
! statioary  (Comittee fand Task Force
! enroLiment report in  [in agreement
agreement
A ) HrS ARS
3 21LV/ 0 0
1, Board Education provide transporta:’an
2y Agree Sub~Committee ~ phase out
Task Porce
Phase | Prase 1Sar as Area  Jand Sup- Phase out
8, Wright fout Jowt [Tas Force Committee
report in
agreenent
N
)
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MhJUR STATE CCHPRERENSIVE STUDY
RECORRDATIONS FOR FACTLITY CHAMCES

195

oL |STET COsh. VRCPCRT FROY | STERRLG CGRL|  RESULDS OF STRERTNG COMMISSIOH HESPOIGES FHOM i
AT | TASF |SUB-CONMITTEE | SEFT. TASK | SUB-COMMITTED VOIING AT [ TORITY
3L 552077 | FORCE | Rt eeforel0/15 | FORCE KEET |10/22-10/23 10/%/75 TASK FURCES SEPORT
High Scheols . :
=0 Prase Qut 1, Brom-Cont'd MAL 10 HES AS :
for 3 years and g
AREA I Cort'd ther reeviluated 1 / | 10 1 ;
)l (Board has taseq |
action on this 1, Ho comment |
“I:ﬁgv::?z;d bo Z. Unless after 3 yrs there is evidence of
L ] s - ,t
Sub-Committee | Task Force |io further populztion groits
Gid ot feel | naintained |action-See |3+ Continue & reevaluate after 3 yrs - coy
Phase the necessity | its originall response of tingent on population growth (2 votes)
1, o lost  |Retain |to act on this) | position - | Sub-Comm, ull! 4 Develop Comprebensive High School
5, Rurther study needed regarding Brown
community with improvenents recomnended
6, Convert to middle school
7o Okay
High Schools I ) AT PO HFS 1BS
to convert 1o
Hode 3 N 1
1. Convert to middle school (18 couments)
U o 2. Board of Education should provide
on= .
transportation
1o Tumer |vert |to Same as Area | Task Force |Task Force and Sporiatio
to  {Middle | Task Force and Sub- | Sub~Committee
Hiddle|when Comittee | report in
Prin. in agreenent| agreenent
retireg
N
N
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RECOEIIATICNS FOR FACTLITY CHANGE
AEn VSTERREG (O, REPCRT FROM | STRRDig (v, RESULTS OF SYT:ERTHG COMMISSTON HECPULSES FHOM [
PIAIE | TSE | SUBCORMTITEE | SEPT. TMSK | SUB~COMMITTER YeITiG AREA I!CL‘.'ORI'IY
SEERL __UEFORD| RORCH | Bor.before10/15 | FORCE MERY | 10/2210/23 10/%/15 SH FUACES £2P0P]
AREA T Comt'd HAT 4] HFS ABS
High Sehools ; 127 ’ :
;2 dz;:vert te Le Convert o niddle school (19 coments) .
2. sased on oard of Education to build 2
Same as Task new: Southwest
Forces lNote:
(Board has tazen
action to build
a new Southwest.|
lConveI‘hGonvert Sub-lomittee |Task Force [Task Force and
2% Southiest, co ko did not feel  jand Sub-  |Sub-Cormittee
iddle Middle necessity to  |Gommittee report in
: act on this,) report in  |agreenent
agreement
i
{
~
[+]
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HAJOR STATE COMPREARISVE SUDY i
RECOHMENDATIONS FOR SACILITY CHANGES ;
THEA | STRERING CCtM, | REPORT FRCM STRERING COMM.|  RESULTS OF STEERTNG COMMISSTON RUSPONSES XA ~
: STATE | TASK |SUB-COMMITTEE | SEPT. TWSK SUB-COUMITTEE YoTING AREA AR
SCHo(L, __[REPORT | FORCE Aot beforel0/15 | FORGE MEET | 10/22-10/23 10 TASK FORCES g
Elen. Schools ‘ N ™
“to Phase Out #al —PO/ HES A
AR I1 e ! |
. thool Board should provide brans-
Artation
2, Use area as Atlanta Avea Tech offic
space -
Phase
gut— Fecutive
. 5 a5 - -
1, Capitol [Phase art, of Sae as Area  Pomittee | Fhase ot
View out };re Task Force hereed with
1 ub~Conmittee \
el Feport
0ffice v
space
S ‘ N
Wi m_ 5 M
AT
1» Retain when middle school 1s built
. 2, School Board should provide trans-
Retain | Retain as Area Executive nortabion
then |Task Foru: Executive | Committee : .
Prase |comvertl recomends- | Comittee | agreed with b Zi;aﬁ r{°:ein%2°32‘{zr§ to niddle
2, Cascade |out fto K5 Exception-shen | agreed with Sub~Committee 0% & 5
when [middle school | Sub- report-See [l Phase oub when middle school available
niddle |5 available, | Comittee | Sub-Comnittee (5 votes)
i:hOO].- phase out report report 10/15 5, llo comert
avail- 6o Pogsible population groith nay varra
able kegping opening indefinitely 3




HiJOR STATE COMPREHENSIVE STUDY
RECOMENDATIONS FOR PACTLITY CHAMGES

«EA | STRERING COty | REPORT FHCH | STEERDNC COW.]  RESULTS OF STEARTIG COMMISSION RESPQEJSES FROM | -
STATE | 74K [SUB-COMMITTEE | SKPT, TASK | SUB-COMMITTER VOTING AREA "M THORTE
SCHOCL -ERORT| FURCE | At voesorel0/15 | FORCE MRRD | 10/22.10/23 10/30/75 TASK FORCES FEPGRT
&lem, Schools . ;
tg Phase Oy MAT 0 HES ABS |
AREA IT Cont’d 9 10 7 / 9 i
See
[Supt
Lo Hove Category I1I (2 vote oS
ove Category 111 (2 votes) T
2, School Board should provide trans- reporg.
portation e
I
3 Relocate in Parks Middle Schocl (2voteq) ‘
Phase | Ri-
3v Crogan  |out | Locate L No comment ‘
in Executive  [*Sub~Committee i)
Parks |Phase out as  [Committee  [rescinded A
Middle|State Report disagreed & [1st recommen-
School |recomends maintained [dation voted
facil, its omn to retain this
original  |school
position
MAT PO HFS ARS
11 0/ 2 11'/ 1
1o Retain K-5
Retain [Sane as Area TasKirecutive [Executive o pongin gail on enrollnent - restudy
Phase (a5 [Force-Exception-|Committee  |Comittee and 1o years
' [} U - i = i ' .
o Uobbs ot lgrggrm:ﬁgzllﬁzg:-x- gﬁg -Comitteej‘?ﬁb Cornittee 3+ Betain K~5 vhen middle school avail-
study in 3 yrs. in agreement agreement atle
he No comment
' oo
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MAJUR STATR COMPREFKHSIVE STUDY
RECOVHENDATIONS FOR FACILITY CHANGES

— VUA VSTEERTIG COafs [ REPORT FROH | STEARIRG CQtis RESULTS OF STRERTNG COMMISSION RESPONSES FHOM "
STATE | TASK | SUB-COMMITTIE | SEPT. TASK SUZ~COUMITTEE VOTING AREA WIIORITY
50HCoL -3EBORT | FOOCE | ot voeforel0/15 | FORCE MERT 10/22-10/23 10/%/15 TASK FORCES REPORT -
Elen, Scheels Me 2 RS AES o
to Phase Out
AREA 1T Cont'd ll'/ 8 5 2
j ' |
1, lio coment (2 votes) See
‘; Supt's
! 2. Retain as reading center final
. report,
ecutive  [MSub-Committee | 3+ More info nexded on ninority report Appendix
Phase |Retain |Phase out as  [Committee rescinded I
5, M, Houell fout [as  [State Report disagreed & |lst recomenda-f ko Hore info needed on moniboring report
Readingrecommends maintained  [tion voted to
(enter " retain this
origral  fschool
position
MAT PO HFS ABS -
2 2 O/ 0 g
1. Use as part -ol"féarver, replacing part
of old building
Pliase Task Force & 2, No comment
Phase put-Use {Sane as Area Sub-Comnitted Pnase out
6y JJM. Jones |out  ps part |Task Force report in
pf . agreement
Carver
« :
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¥AJGR STATE CGPREITLISIVE STUD
FERCHHIATLCHS HOR FACTLITY CHANGES

4

AL | SIEERDG S | REPCRT FHCM | STEERTNG COMM.|  RESULTS OF STZERTNG COMMISSION RESPOISES FRQI Lo | e
STAIE | TASK | SUB-COMMITTSE | SEPT, TASK | SUB~COMMITTEE VOTDIQ AREA ‘ MTNORITY
8L REPCRT| TORCE | Riph before 10/15 | FORCE MEET | 10/22-10/23 10/%0/75 TASK FORCES PEPORD__
Eler, Sehocls :
’ MAL HFS )
to Rhase Out , i / d .
AREA I1 Contd L 07 0 L
' ) Lo Provids, transportation
' Y ‘
' 2 fio coment, '
: Task Force :
Phase [Phase |ww As wea  [agreed with | Phase out
Tv turserson tout  |out | Task Force Sub-Committe
report
MAT PO iFs ABS
West : 0 19 i/ 6 )
Atlant4
pupils 1. School Board should review problen of
be transportation and provide transporta-
trans- Task Force tion
ported pnd Sub~ -
Phase to near Same as Area Cormnlttge Phase ot Pe feevaluate in 3 years
8 W Mtlantalowt |¥ | Task Foree  [EPORP I
schools .pgreement Je Ho comment
He-evall ,
uate in ' ie Further evaluation warranted
3 y7se
]
N
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L STATS CC-DRDEIGTVE ST
FLCURARDATIONS FOR PACILITE CIASGES

) | T TGTERIG GO, | GGPT Fi | STEERDIG COiM.| — AESULES OF STARRING CORAISSION TESPOoES FIGH : -f;
TS | Task | SUS-COMMITTEE | SEPT. TASK SUB~COMMITTER VITAG fREA NHOATL
wicr eoran] B |Rmateforel0/15 | FORCE MEST | 10/22-10/2 il - " FOBCES ISR
High Schools ‘ ‘?
tog}éonvert to Al P . M : l{;
Middle N ! '
ﬁm L - ¥ .
- 1, Convert bo niddle (23 coments) !
Con- Ponvert Task Force |Task Force and
vert Fo . : and Sub~  |Sub~Conmittee
HESEIN il Coittec  freport in
Middle Agree report in  [agreenent
agreenent
MAI P0 HFS MBS
i Price|ls Carver remain 1 9|/ 6 2
(on- |as comprehensive| Executive
| ’:zm high school Sgg“itzee 1. Coavert to middle (11coments)
— no o
ﬁﬁe‘iériﬁczocﬁédle ‘;?;tleta - 2, Convert middle & Carver Comprehensive
ion 0 ;
o [ [ ! e High School. (3 votes)
2, Price vert ichool with ?egard | 3¢ Convert to Comprehensive High School
o Carver to Price | See Sub-Commity () votes)
LI' ton- tee report
iddle
]c";rt 015 |k Yo coment
middle
]
W
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MAJCR STATE CCPREHEHSTVE SIUDY
PECOMMRIDATIONS FOR FACILITY CHANGES

Tor T L (e | RGPORT FOW | STERRLIG COd.|  RBAILTS - STEERTIG CONMLESIOH Pl FROM _
STE | TeE | SUBSCURTIEE | SEPT TiSK | SUB-CORAITTEE YOTING AREA - TNORTTY
Sur.cL STPORT| 50.GE | Rib oueforel0y L5 | FORCE MEAT 10/20-10/23 10/30/75 TSk FCALES FEPOAT
Flem, Schecls | ,
I‘ q
¢ Phase Out 1] ) HFS ABS
AREA TUI 0 18‘/ 0 L
“ 1+ School Board should provide trans-
portation
, 2. Lot enough evidence to vote yes or no
lio re~
Phase | port
1o Bolton {out [sub- |lo report sub~ [Agree with
mitted | mitted yet State Report | Phase out
yet . to phase out
|
Wl S ABS
N 9‘/ 2
1. ove Catepory 11T (5 votes)
2, Retain & nove to Category 111 (2 votes
, | Phase il report sup~ |RetainHove [Agree with
2. ‘Carey  fout nitted yet  [to Category |Task Force
I

<8
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FAJCR SIATE COMPREHEASIVE STUDY

HECOMEIDAL

ICIS FOR PACTLITY CHAGES

S |Toiio bulie | ERPGHD P | STEENDIS CGA.|  RESULTS OF SCHERING CUMXLSSION iUty FHOH
STAIE | Taif |SUR-CHWITIE | SEPT. TASK | SUB-COMAITIEE VOITHG A CIOFTTE
RN SCPORT | IMRCE {Rptabe rorel /14 | FORCE MEET | 10/20-10/23 10/30/75 ok S L T
Elea, Schecls , i
to Phase Ot kL 1) HES ARS
AREA 111 Z E 4 :
Ly How. o Category 111 (7 voles)
|
|
E
3¢ Chattahoo-{Phase lic report sub- | RetainMove |Agree with :
chee out mitted yet to Category | Task Force ,
111
/
HAL PO HFS ABS
§ 23/ 1 2
L fio conment
llo re- Agree with - cehool. Board should rovide &
. ~v achool Board should provide trans-
Phase port lo report sub- state Heport Phase out portation
b Forvest ot Sub- ”.tm " Zong pupils
v forees witted [T 0 Co Wy
yet i1l
]
)
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VAJOR STATE COMPREHE/SIVE STUDY
PECGHRNDATIONS FOR FACTLITY CHANGES
! ek |SiLRDIG (G | HEPCRT FRUK: STRRRING COv.|  RESULTS OF STEERTHG COMMISSION REGPONSES MHUH :
' YIATS | TASK | SUS-CQMITTEE | SEPT, TASK SUB~COUMITTEE VOTING AREA I\THORITY
SCHOCL pepcRT| FORCE | Rov beZorel0/15 | FOACE MEST 10/22-10/23 10/3/75 TASK PORCES REPCGHT
" Elens Schools A I
{2 Phase Qut i AL R0 HFS ARS
|
N AT A
| 1. Mowe o Category 11T (7 votes)
l
' T
lo re=~
|Phase {port No report sub~ |Retain-ove |Agree with
5, Hope ot fsub- nitted yet to Category |Task Force
mitted III
yet
NAL 0 HFS ABS
g 5 o
1o Guarantee transportation - slow phase See
out 3 years. (2 wotes) Supt's
final
No re~  {Retainlowe [¥uarartee 2 Move to Category I11 report
Phase | port {Ho report sub- to Categroy transportation | 3, Move o Category IIT and reevaluste in Appendix
6, EPHovell | out | sub- |nitbed yet 111 2 yrsy then succeeding years | I
mitted phase out _
get L Move to Category IIT and retain (2 votes)
5, Minority report gives strong case
retain-needs study
o0
~N

1&2 i
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YAJCH STRLE CCMPREREISTVE STUDY
RECOH-ENDATICHS FOR FACTLITY CHANCES

rin |STELG OBZ, | BZPCRD FHGH | STEERTLG OOKE.] RESULTS OF STEERLVG UARSINT FSTUNSES THOR
ST | T [SUB-COAIITTEE | SIPT, TASK | SUB-COMITTER VOIING AT “IIORITY
AL LPUT] RN | Bt beforelo/16 | FORCE KEET | 10/22-10/m3 10/%/75 TAK FORCES PEPORT
et Seheols o
10 Phase Qut ' HAL %0 HFS A
3 R 2
AREA 111
dorse it Lo Conbire vith Blalock we: niddle St
po;et(f' sthool is available Supt's
phase out 2 Board of Educati rovid 1;131
4 conbize » beard of Education should provide report
ﬁalock e transportation Appendix
o re- when Middle :
. Fhase jport,  {No report sub~ |School is Agree with
To Magsou fout  Jsub-  |mitted yet established-{ Task Force
mitted both schools
yet lose (th &
Tth prades
|
|
t
Al £0 HES AS
1 21/ 2 2.
Agree with i .
State Report 1s School Board should provide trans- See
te phase out portation Supt's
and zone to final
o re~ |No report sub~ | Finch when |Agree with report
brase [PF [Pitted yet Middle SchoolTask Force Appendix
8 Hobinson bogt [P is establish I
' ritted i
vet
]
[}
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FAJCR STATE COAPREFENSIVE STUDY
FECOEIDATIONS FOR FACILITY CHANGES
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T TSTZA00 OOt | REPORT FACH | STEEALG CO|  RESULTS OF STEERTHG COMMISSIN HESPOLSES FROM i
: STATE | 7o |SUB-COMMITTEE | SEPT. TASK | SUB-CORAITTER V0TING AREY L DICRITY
S8 SERT | FORCE | Rpt vefore10/L5 | PORCE VERT |10/22-10/23 10/30/75 TASK PORCES FZBORY
* tlems Schools K .
+o Bnase Out mi/ R__ LS !
AREA 11T 9 b 1 3
1, Move to Category IIT (10 votes) |
2+ Watch closely
o e~ 3+ School Board should provide trans-
Phase [port |No report sub- |Retainove portation
9, Spring jout [sub~ |mitted yet to Category
itted 11
et
to convert o 19 ‘/ 1 3 3
Middle (ate- [Pitts
- Jeory Ijrenain | o o omittee | Task Force 1. Change Boyd to a middle school
lgse gksme;lemg has not acted onf still main- | Agree with (4 votes)
ogxer By dg:o this recomenda tain: this |Task Force ;» Convert to middle school (1 vote)
- ion yet osition
pur- {liddle bon ye posiL 3 Convert Grove Pk to a middle school
5
it pose Lo k=5 and Boyd becone 2 middle school
L Hi 5, Hlo comment, (3 votes)
00
']
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FAJOR STRIE CO:PREHEISIVE STUDY
PECZEIDATIONS FOR FACILITY CHANGES

q b |SEELG G, | RIPCRT FRGY | STRERL: Ca. | AESULTS OF STRSRDIG COMMISCING SLGPCISES FHOM :
DATL | TAOE |SUSUGTTIEE | SEPT, TSR | SUB-OQMMITTCE YOTTiG SAEL LORTTY
b T =T wafape 101 8 [nnal .
Gl MR RCECE | Roteatorel/15 | ROBCE KERD | 10/22-10/23 10/%/75 ‘5K FCRCES JLEGRT
¥iddleSeheels ) ‘
o Prase (ot “AI R HFS AS ares 111 Tast Terow regaes q
, ’/ Lod tiese co:r.ut\ fror thd
. 17 6 3 enYieta i PR '
AREA 11 rallels be urderreored;
L e ] - ~ N ..
Lo Sell to Georgia Tech doid=renovate, cell o4
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(see infos
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original
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Place hold 5 yrs then convert o Comp

! AUA | SIERTNG COR. | REPORT FAR | STEERLG O] RBSULTS OF STALRTIG COMMISSTON TS PORSES Tn ~ ~—
SIATE | TASK [SUS-COMMITIEE | SEPD, TASK | SUB-COMMITTE VOTING Rk M LiORTTY
SCHCCL, ZEPORT | SURGE |Rob.beforel (/15 | FORCE MERT 10/22-10/23 10/30/75 TASK FORCES REPCR?
Elems Schools : I ~ o
to Phase Out ‘ IM’/ P A5 ABS
1
wmy | LA N
v 7 1, Hetain
Area |, Task
: Force
I accepted
E Eleme Sub-
: iPhase Comittee T
S Slaion loub  (Retain [Hetain heport for |Retain
| b schools
affected at
elems level

See
Supt's
final
report
Appendix
I

%6




chatt GiATE o PRUABISTVE I

e TS PR FACTLILY CHAGES

5 I"\
I J,y.{

J
i Sl Coe | sPial by | Skt Cola] LTS OF STabING CO4ISSTON CSluadd HOd ,
| im | Tk |SUBCOMITIE | SEPT. T4SK | SUB-COXITTEE VoTING geh hepiceryr
sy gl RO | efore10/15 | FORCE R, | 10/22-10/23 o Cist 1R CEPT
- High Schools AL ¥ WS AR
o Convert to _ g &"/ )
g!‘.?.ﬂd_le___ Area 4 Task |¥Sub-Conmitbee -~
Force naintained 151, Convert to niddle (11 votes) See
continues tof original o . _ Sypt's
support its |positions 2, Contingent on population grovth-revied o)
' Retain original re-{Qualification: 3 yrs and convert : report
Phase |- comendationt 1f popabion |3, fetain as High School-nedhborhood Appendix
L high and 15 con- |increases end | revising because of high school I
1o Bass out Convert to .
school- Widdle Sehool cerned that |varrants it,
reevalu the High |edditional lang '
ate School Sub~ | should be pur-
popula- Comittee |chased for
tion did not e~ |development of
growth port this | Comps Heo
in 5 yrp
Hgh. Schools T | g
4y Convert £0 HAL P HES ABS
Hiddle
R A
LR 1, Comerb to niddle (9 votes)
2, vevelop comrehensive high school (3)
3, Comert middle - 5 yrs hold-then con-
Pe‘{el"l’ vert, conprehensive high school
into
Phase [Comps  {Convert, to Sub-Comaittee | be Review minority report & convert £0
2 Butlantajout [gh |Middle iinteined it | middle or conprehensive high ook
chol. |Schocl E?iﬁi“al posi-| 5, Place hotd 5 yrs-then convert
ion
6, Phase oub convert to middle after
7, Make additions-phase out convert v
niddle ‘
W
¥}

141



WUt SIATS GONPRLIRSTY. SuLt
RECG-HFIDATICNS FOR PACTLITY CHANGES

AlLA [ STERING OCtits | HEPORT FRGH | STEERTNG GOl RESULTS OF STEMRING COMMISSION RIESPONS -
. i ISPONSES FRCH
STATE | TASK | SUB-COMMITTEE | SEPT, Task SUB~COMHIITEE AREA wH WINORTTY
SCHCL FSPORT | FORGE | Rpt before10/15 | PORCE MERT | 10/27-10/23 __10/30/75 TASK. FORCES REPORT
Study MAT R '
Feasibility of p b 45
Reversing 14
grades levels Area | Task - : 4
ats Force ; :
rre———— 1+ Rem:
accepts the |Sub-Committer fin &5 middle school
Hiddle Schooland Area Tass | o, Retain
Benain |Remain a5 Sub-Conm, retForce in
s Wddde School port for  jagrecuent
Phase Wi ddte these 4
1, Coan out ool schools
g M1 R0 I %
easibin.ty of
Rovorsing | 2 / 0 ¢ 1
‘rades level.si
it} : 1, detain
R ; Area & Tash
AT ! Force Sub~Conmittee
’ aceepts the |end Area Task
! Hiddle Force in
| demain (Zevain as Middle| School agreenent
2 gy | s |School Sub-Gommittet
o MR | e report, for
School these 4
| schools
|
|
|
|
N

I P -G NI R

TP UL P

e



WAJOR STATE CHPREHLISIVE WIUUY
PECORHENDATIONS FOR FACTLTTY CHANGES

WA |STEERDIG G, | HEPOR: FAOK | STEERTNG CQMM,|  RESULTS OF STEERING COMMISSION RECPONSES TR T
STATE | TASK [SUB-CQMMITTEE | SRPT, TASK | SUB-COMMTITER WIme AREA HINORITY
SCHL REPORT | FORCE [R ‘.beforel(}/lj FQRCE MEET 1‘0.422-10?3 : 10/30/75 TASK FORCES : RpRT
WL R0 M ARS | ‘f
13 1 1 b
1, Make comprehensive high school
Ara ) Tast
Conpy |Develop into ;222;5 e
High [comprehensive g dlé Reneat
3v Murphy Sehool{nigh school Szhocl b p
Corrittee
report for
these 4
sthocle
/
Pt———— - / — re— - o~
T . . ABS
10‘/ 31 A
| 1, Make comprehensive high school
e 1 | 2, Transportation prinar to facility
: issue
I Area IV Taslj .
| Conpre< Develop into | Force 3, Poggibly phase out as solution to
" 1t! hensive| Conprehensive | accepts the . Snith High
ho RoostVelid gy |digh School [Middle | poesy
School School L Smith-Roosevelt Comprehensive HeSe
Sub~Committep
report for
these 4 o
schools UN

. p—

145



MAJOR STATE COMPREHENSIVE STUDY
RECOUMENDATIONS FOR FACILITY CHANGES

Altemative Concepts
of Atlanta Public
School Organization

Pgttern

JES] N0

HoLD
MR-
THER
STUDY

AB
STATN

COMRITS

L E%em) (K-5); Middle
. -8) Secondary
-12)

1, Upgrade

2+ Comprehensive High
School Concept (9-12)
for the Atlanta

Public Schools

3o Comprehensive High -
School Concept as
deternined by the
community to mest
pupil needs

b Acadenic High School
with Vocational
Sid1ls Centers in

2 Community may need further education on this concept

E'&af Eé ghould inform public of advantages and

3» In certain areas Conps H.S not needed-alternative types
of magnet schools could be used.

school area

@

4

1

2, Every student needs vocational skills

Additdonal Schools considered and Recomnendations:

KBEA TV

1o Elenentary school sub~comittee investigation of feasibilit

Progran, if and when it were to become available.

AREA 1

1o Middle school sub-comittee reconmended maintaining Kennedy as a middle schools

AREA 11

1 State Report, recowends Carver be developed into a Conprehensive High School (

Price)

14§

y of Gilbert Elementary School as a facility for the Milton Avenye Special Education

See State Report and Area II Task Force Recommendations regarding

7
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