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an Diego City Schools (SDCS) is a unified school district

educating children and adults from grades pre-kindergarten

through 12. SDCS is currently the eighth-largest urban school
district in the United States. There are approximately 141,000
students attending 177 schools in San Diego City Schools today.
There are approximately 84,000 students in elementary school (K-6),
and 57,000 students in secondary (7-12 plus special programs). All
schools are located within the boundaries of 16 high school
attendance areas. The district’s boundary extends from National City
in the south to La Jolla in the north and Point Loma in the west to La
Mesa and Scripps Ranch in the east. (Refer to Chapter Four for a
complete listing of all the schools including their addresses and
telephone numbers.) The district is also divided into five distinct
areas, each represented by a different school board member.

What is the district going to do in the
next 15 years and how will it allocate
its resources? The existing 1987 Long-
Range Plan was not comprehensive
enough to deal with all the changes
that have occurred since its
implementation. Updates were useful
but did not comprehensively address
issues that did not exist at its
implementation like class-size
reduction, deteriorating facilities,

etc. Due to legislative and voter
actions and the recent passage of
Proposition MM in November

1998, a new two-phase plan is

being implemented.

The first phase of the Long-Range
Facilities Master Plan (LRFMP)
addresses the districtwide needs
identified as having the highest
priority. These needs include the
major repair and replacement
backlog, housing students, and
projects to improve teaching and
learning. The LRFMP also serves as a
basis for Proposition MM. The
successful passage of Prop. MM in
November 1998 and the district’s
participation in the State School Facility

Long-Range Facilities Master Plan

¢ There are
approximately
141,000 students
attending 177 schools
‘in San Diego City
Schools today.”
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Introduction

Program provides funding to completely address all the needs
identified in Phase 1.

The plan’s second phase addresses the need for facilities to house all
students through the planning period, and addresses individual site
needs not considered to be districtwide priorities. These needs will
be implemented as additional funds become available.

This Long-Range Facilities Master Plan will help serve as a guide for
assessing the need for facility improvements and capital investments
by identifying the scope of repairs, modernization, upgrades and new
construction required for the near and far future. Groups involved in
accomplishing this task include community members; city and county
planning agencies; district educational, financial and planning staff;
parents and students. This plan is designed to ensure that future
decision-making is developed with community consensus.

The following LRFMP describes the steps taken by the district to
determine existing and future needs, establish guidelines and
standards for the future and develop an implementation plan to
provide the district's students with the best facilities in order to
optimize the learning environment.

District staff should be commended for their tireless efforts in
developing this Long-Range Facilities Master Plan with special

i recognition given to Bruce Husson, Tom Calhoun, Mel Roop, Jan

[ Hintzman, Joe Wolf and Roy MacPhail for their leadership, guidance
and assistance through the entire process. HMC Architects would like
to thank Mike Winters of Caldwell Flores Winters and Joe Wolf of
SDCS for their assistance in the preparation of this document. HMC
Architects would also like to thank the district for allowing us to be a
part of this process. HMC Architects submits this Long-Range
Facifities Master Plan with best wishes to San Diego City Schools for
continued success as they implement this plan for the future.

Respectfully,

Randal L. Peterson, AlA
Principal
HMC Architects

o San Diego City Schools
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Long-Range Facilities Master Plan .

ong-Range facility master planning has been the foundation of

capital improvement implementation in the San Diego City

Schools for over 30 years. The continued evolution of stu-
dent needs and program accommodations, combined with enrollment
growth and the need to invest significant dollars to maintain and
repair facilities causes the district to re-evaluate and update its Long-
Range Facilities Master Plan every 5-10 years.

For the last five years, broad-based community and district
committees have worked with technical and planning staff and
consultants to develop facility standards and policies by which to
evaluate needs. Facility standards include such items as code
compliance, upgrades, technology, adequate classroom and support
areas for current populations, and site improvements for parking,
playfields and hardcourt play areas. Policies for such factors as school
size, single-session kindergarten, replacement of older permanent and
portable classrooms, neighborhood schools, site size, and multi-track
year round education were used to evaluate the adequacy of existing
facilities and forecast the need for new schools.

Using these standards and policies, as well as substantial community
input, teams of architects, engineers, demographers, planners and
construction specialists have evaluated every site to define needed
rehabilitation improvements as well as additions and new schools.

Enrollment forecasts were developed indicating significant growth in
the elementary and high school grade levels for the next 10 years.
Overall projections indicate an increase of over 13,400 students in
the next five years alone.

Overall costs of immediate facility improvements and new schools,
funded by Proposition MM, total $1.51 billion. $550 million is
allocated to new school construction, and the remaining $950 million
is dedicated to renovation work. Another $2.5 billion of needed
additional renovation and new construction, which are unfunded at
the present time, was also identified through the evaluation process.

The district has utilized a variety of funding sources to finance capital
improvement needs, with the premier source being four successful
voter-approved bonds in the last 25 years. The most recent bond of
$1.51 billion (Prop. MM), was passed in November 1998, will be
used to fund the first phase of work. Because of positive changes in
the State School Facility Program, SDCS is also attempting to access
significant funds from a $9.2 billion statewide measure, Prop. 1-A,
that also was passed in November 1998.

EXECUTIVE
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Executive Summary

“Overall costs of
immediate facility
improvements and
new schools total
$1.51 billion. $550
million is allocated
Jor new school
construction and the
remaining $950
million is dedicated
to renovation work.”

- San Diego City Schools

Using available funds, the district will implement the first phase of
renovation and new construction within the next 5-10 years. The
Long-Range Facilities Master Plan will be updated annually and
additional work completed as funds become available.

The complete report identifies the details of the process and findings
and will provide a solid basis for the district to make short- and long-
range decisions in relation to facilities planning.

16
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DISTRICT PLANNING HIiSTORY

district with the development of the 1968 report titled

"Schools for San Diego 1969-1979." This report outlined
the forecast facilities needs of the district over the report's planning
period, based on projected enrollment growth, remodeling or
replacement of pre-Field Act structures, modernization of existing
facilities, and replacement of aging equipment. Needs and proposed
project implementation were presented in a districtwide context, with
no breakdown into smaller geographic regions. The report also
included forecast needs for community colleges and adult education
programs, which at the time were part of the district.

7 Yhe concept of long-range facilities planning began in the

The district's analysis of its facilities situation and future needs was
updated with the development of the "Long-Range Comprehensive
Master Plan" in 1973. This document represented the district’s first
full-fledged facilities planning effort. The development of this plan in
1973 was in response to a rising backlog of deferred maintenance
and new facilities needs generated by continued enrollment growth,
need to remodel or replace all structures which were in non-
compliance with the Field Act by 1975, and the failure of three bond
issues in the late 1960s and early 1970s. The implementation plan
developed through this process was used to schedule the remodel or
replacement of pre-Field Act structures, using state matching funds,
and to develop the project list for Proposition XX, which was
successfully passed in 1974. Updates of the plan's demographic
component, which indicated declining enrollment in some areas with
no indication of future growth, led to the process that closed several
elementary and junior high schools in the early 1980s.

By the mid-1980s, it had become apparent that the 1973 plan was in
need of replacement due to changing demographics, educational
priorities and facilities needs. The new Long-Range Facilities Master
Plan, adopted in January 1987, was intended to serve as a framework
for facilities development and resource allocation through the year
2000. The development of the plan introduced an extensive school-
site and general community-input component. School site and
community representatives were tasked with reviewing school facility
needs and priorities from a regional perspective, and making
recommendations to the Board of Education for inclusion in the plan.

“The ‘Long-Range
Comprehensive
Master Plan’ in

- 1973...represented

. the district's first full-
fledged facilities
planning effort.”

DESCRIPTION OF

PROCESS

rCIG(?S 17
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The 1987 plan was initially used to develop and implement three
extensive initiatives. Two initiatives in 1987 involved the expansion
of elementary schoo! capacities, based on demographic projections of
significant enrollment growth in many areas of the city. These
initiatives were the implementation of double-session kindergarten as
a district standard in all non-magnet elementary schools, and the
introduction of multi-track year-round schedules at several elementary
schools. The third initiative was the development of a project list for
Proposition Y, which was approved by voters in 1988.

A new component of the 1987 plan was the development of an
annual update to reflect new enrollment projections, the completion
of projects, and the revision of new project priorities. The final
update was used to develop a project list for Proposition O, which
was approved by voters in June 1992,

In 1993 the district committed to a comprehensive review of its
facilities, conditions and planning processes. This decision resulted in
the formation of Area Planning Committees (APC) and the Facilities
Steering Committee (FSC) and the institution of their activities. A
detailed description follows this section.

Between November 1995 and March 1996, the district utilized the
services of the Federal
Americorps program to

inventory school facilities /
and validate the conceptual
needs identified by the
APC and FSC.

The ratio of students to
teachers or "class size" is a N
critical factor in the A
planning of schools. Until
1995, the district’s average . e
elementary student to ‘- N
teacher ratio was 30:1. In o
1995, the district used its
own resources to reduce
this ratio to 25:1 in grades k

1 and 2. In 1996 the
governor and the state
legislature approved financial support for class-size reduction for
grades 1 and 2, with Kindergarten and grade 3 to be implemented in
the future. This initiative enhanced the district-funded class-size
reduction program in 1995 for grades 1 and 2. The 1996 legislation
mandated a 20:1 ratio. It was imperative that the long-range facilities
planning process be re-evaluated as the district adopted this policy for
grades K-3. To comply and take advantage of future opportunities for
class-size reduction within the broader context of the long-range
objectives of the district, re-evaluation of existing policies was
required. This activity took priority and placed the long-range
facilities planning program on temporary hold from the summer of
1996 through early 1997.

18

Until 1995, the
district’s average
elementary student to
teacher ratio was
30:1. In 1995, the
district used its own
resources to reduce
this ratio to 25:1 in
grades 1 and 2.
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San Diego City Schools

#

Because of budget priorities that limited funding available for
facilities, time constraints and Office of Public School Construction
(OPSQC) policies, district facilitiy needs other than class-size reduction
could not be met. It became urgent to develop a new Facility Master
Plan and begin preparation for a local bond election. The structure
for developing a new Long-Range Facilities Master Plan (LRFMP) was
put in place, and it became clear that the planning process needed
to include the broadest public participation possible to identify
districtwide facilities needs. This involved several new committees
and community outreach meetings, which were conducted between

May 1997 and March 1998 throughout the district.

18
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AREA PLANNING CommITTEES (APC)
&

FACILITIES STEERING COMMITTEE
(FSQC)

Area Planning Committees (APC)

In 1993, the school board made a decision to undertake a major
revision of its Long-Range Facilities Master Plan. As part of that
decision, a commitment was made to fully involve the general
community in the development of a plan. This commitment led to
the formation of a two-tier community involvement structure. The
first tier comprised five Area Planning Committees (APCs),
representing the five major geographic regions within the district
service area. APC members included parents, school and district

staff, city and community planning committees and interested public

representatives at large.

The five APCs reviewed the physical condition of all the facilities
within their jurisdictions and developed recommendations for
additions, improvements and expansions. They also made
recommendations relative to district facility standards.

The second tier of community involvement consisted of the
Facilities Steering Committee (FSC) which comprised
representatives from each of the five APCs. The FSC was charged
with reviewing the various APC recommendations and developing
districtwide facility recommendations and standards.

Several independent subcommittees were also created as part of the
APC/FSC structure to expand and increase the base information that
was required by the FSC to make final

recommendations. These subcommittees

and their charges are listed below.

Subcommittees
Joint-Use Subcommittee
o To provide optimum use of public
facilities with local, city and county
planning departments.
o To create schools as focal points of
the community.

Legisfative Remedies, Public
Support and Engagement/Funding
Subcomimitiee ‘

o To develop a district program
designed to build public awareness
regarding school facilities and the
need for additional funding.

o To pursue legislation that expands the use of facilities and
increases state and federal funding for district facilities.

20

ange Facilities Master Plan

“The five APCs

... developed
recommendations jor
additions,
improvements and
expansions....The
FSC was charged
with ... developing
districtwide facility
recommendations and
standards.”

San Diego City Schools
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San Diego City Schools

Redevelopment Subcommitiee

o To develop a financial plan for spending redevelopment funds
within the project areas as defined in approved redevelopment
agreements.

Standards Subcommitiee
o To establish standards relative to long-range facilities planning.

o To establish district criteria/matrix relative to adequacy of
facilities, and define the process for the development and
implementation of site modernization plans.

Accomplishments

The APC/FSC structure claimed many accomplishments during the 3 +
years of its existence. A listing of these accomplishments is detailed
below.

o Development of a district vision for all school facilities.

o Revision of district policies relative to current trends in facilities
planning.

o Development of board-adopted district standards relative to
school building area, physical education/playground area, number
of classrooms, library/media center area, student indoor and
outdoor dining area, indoor assembly/performing arts area,
landscaping, on-site parking, and number of students per acre.
(See page 6.8.)

o Development of a Board-adopted overcrowding matrix for ranking
elementary schools relative to new district standards.

o Development of model site master plans for new elementary,
middle and senior high schools, as well as a database detailing
planning data for each school type.

o Development of a comprehensive districtwide Joint-Use
Handbook. This publication provides information on the various
joint-use agreements possible between the district and other
public and private organizations, and guidelines for incorporation
of joint use into the design of new schools and modernization of
existing sites.

o Strengthening lines of communication between school sites and
the community at large regarding district facility issues.

21



Long-Range Facilities Master Plan

Next Phase of Community Involvement
The district maintained a strong interest in effectively engaging the
community in the development of the LRFMP and in addressing the

multitude of issues relating to facilities. The concept of community, or ¢ ;
"stakeholders," was much broader than had been traditionally The COZ"’/I?WZWZZD/
considered, and included the following: review process .
o Those who receive the students in the next phase of their lives, consisted OffWO
including: .
o Post-secondary educational institutions dlSCV@Z@

o Employers and those who aid in self-employment ,
o Community service providers components....

o Those involved in the daily education of students ! y 3 y
o Those affected by the presence of and activities on a school site COWIWIUHU)/ C[MSf@V :
APC/FSC process paralleled other planning processes that involved ‘ M@@flﬂg pmcess. ° :
individual site governance teams and groups of schools by high and the Facilities
school attendance areas. . ..
Review Public
The school board facilities advisory structure was designed to |

establish a new district vision for facility standards and identification WOT"kU’Zg Commlttee. ”
of major community concerns regarding facilities. The district then
examined methods of implementation with the

involvement of the community.

In 1997, the leadership of the FSC and APCs

participated in discussions with staff on how
broader community involvement could be
achieved. The group recognized the urgency of
completing a plan so that funding could be
sought through a bond measure in 1998. There
was consensus that the objectives of the
FSC/APC had been met, and that a different
structure to support facilities planning should
now be developed. The group concurred that
the board would be well served by a
"Facilities Review Public Working
Committee"(FRPWC). This group would
comprise board-appointed, at-large, community
members with varied levels of expertise and
experience. It would monitor facilities
planning activities as well as review staff
recommendations related to master planning,
future class-size reduction and the 1998 bond
issue.

All agreed that the important contributions of
FSC/APC members would be formally
recognized by the school board and their
expertise would be solicited for participation in the new structure and
in support of future bond measures.

San Diego City Schools




Chapter One - ‘Description of Process

Community review process

o The community review process consisted of two discrete components.
- NN . The initial process, the Community Cluster Meeting process, is
described in detail later in this section.

The results of this process were then established and prioritized by
the Facilities Review Public Working Committee, whose charge
. . was to review and give priority to facility needs from a global,
o . : L e s . v districtwide perspective. The FRPWC process is also described in
P . : : N detail later in this section.

o San Diego City Schools
ARG 23
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Long-Range Facilities Master Plan *

ANALYSIS OF SITES “Community

The district contracted with a consultant to perform a facilities analysis meez‘zngs were

for all of its school sites. The purpose of this analysis was to COWleCf@OZfOV each
determine the adequacy of each site’s facilities to accommodate its

current enroliment. The district prepared a baseline standard for all hzgh SC;’ZOOZ

elementary, middle and high schools based on criteria recommended , N

by the Facilities Steering Committee and approved by the Board of - altendance area
Education in 1996. Those standards are shown in the implementation

section of this report in the chart “School Planning Criteria” (page "(CZMSZLQV). . -/ﬂﬁendees
6:9) ' were encouraged to

The lengthy process that the district undertook to identify the facility
needs included the following sources of input:

identify all the needs
at every school.”

o Facilities Steering Committee (FSC) recommendations

o Inventories of school sites conducted by Americorps

o Analysis of each school site relative to key criteria and standards
o Separate studies conducted by community planning groups

o Code / legal requirements

o Five-year Deferred Maintenance plan

o District technology plan

o School / community meetings conducted districtwide

o Analysis of enrollment forecasts and existing school capacities

Using the district's standards, the district's consultant prepared an
analysis that determined if and where each school site had a facilities
need. The analysis documented each site that was below standard in
any area and noted the improvements required to raise each site to
district standards. Costs for these improvements were identified.
These improvements and their associated costs are summarized in the
Implementation Plan section of this report.

San Diego City Schools
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CoMMUNITY CLUSTER MEETINGS

In 1997 the district began the process of educating the public about
the conditions of schools and the future facilities needs of the district.
The district retained the services of a consultant to work with district
staff to develop comprehensive site evaluations. From March through
November of 1997, district staff and the consultant met with school
site administrators, governance teams and interested community
members.

Community meetings were conducted for each high school
attendance area (cluster). Interested community members from each
elementary, middle/junior high and high school in that area were
invited to attend. Attendees were encouraged to identify all the needs
at every school.

These meetings were held for the purposes of validating the facilities
research already completed, obtaining relevant and current factual site
data and documenting site-specific recommendations, including
prioritization of needs.

Site and Cluster Facilities Data Development

Information packets prepared for each school site detailed its current
facilities status as well as the currently identified facilities needs.
These needs were based both on the facilities standards adopted by
the board at the direction of the Facilities Steering Committee (FSC)
and other needs identified by the school and general community.
Additional information that reviewed the overall cluster facilities status
and general needswas also developed.

Site Administrators Orientation Meetings

Approximately one month prior to each community cluster meeting,
Business Services Division staff held a meeting to brief the site
administrators from the cluster on the process for reviewing and
prioritizing their site's facilities needs in preparation for the
community meeting. Each site received its respective facilities data
packets and cluster data packets at this meeting.

School Site and Community Qutreach

Prior to the evening community cluster meeting, the governance team
at each school site was given the opportunity to review its site's
facilities needs data packet, add other identified needs and prioritize
these needs. Business Services Division staff assisted the sites in this
process. Sites were also provided with flyers to advertise the meeting
to their school community; each flyer had a detachable/mailable
section where individuals could identify needs if they could not
attend the community meeting. Concurrently, each individual and
organization on a cluster's community contact list was contacted,
invited to the evening community cluster meeting, and informed of
the availability of the site and cluster facilities information packets.
The meetings were also advertised in the San Diego Union-Tribune
and various community newspapers.




Long-K

The district established a voice mail hotline and e-mail address to
allow the community to provide input regarding school facilities
needs.

Community Cluster Evening Meetings

A community cluster evening meeting was held in each high school
cluster at either the high school or middle level school. Each meeting
was divided into three sessions. The initial session provided
participants with an orientation to the district's facilities needs and the
prioritization process. The second portion of the meeting consisted of
site-specific breakout sessions where governance team representatives
and interested community members, under the guidance of a
facilitator, reviewed, expanded, and prioritized each site's list of
facilities needs. The final session brought the group together again to
discuss clusterwide facilities issues and important issues from each
site.

Approximately 800 community members attended the series of
community cluster meetings. They represented a cross-section of
interests and organizations, including parents, business owners,
community planning group members, and staff from the city, social
service providers and community development corporations.

ange Facilities Master Plan

“Approximately 800
comimunity members
attended the series of
community cluster
meetings.”

Business Services Division staff developed a database of community
participants as a resource for future distribution of data on district
facilities issues.

Final Governance Team Review of Site Facilities Needs
Following the community cluster meeting, each site governance team
had the opportunity to revise its list of prioritized needs, based on the
input from the general community received at the meeting. The final
prioritized lists from each site, along with the site and cluster facilities
packets, were then assembled by Facilities Planning Department staff
for use in developing the Long-Range Facilities Master Plan.
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“The FRPWC then
assigned priorities to
address the district-
wide needs ... subse-
quently placed on the
November 1998 bal-
lot as Proposition
MM, which passed

with 78.5% approval |

of the voters.”

~ San Diego City Schools

FAaCILITIES REVIEW PuBLIC WORKING
ComMITTEE (FRPWQC)

In October 1997, the district retained the services of HMC Architects
to develop a new Long-Range Facilities Master Plan (LRFMP). HMC
then proceeded to work with district staff and the Facilities Review
Public Working Committee (FRPWC) to determine existing needs and
their relative costs. Future needs based on student enrollment were
identified as well. All future needs were evaluated based on district
guidelines with respect to:

o Neighborhood schools

o Class-size reduction

o Multi-track year-round instruction

o Double or single -session Kindergarten
o Overall school size

Forty-eight different options were presented with full cost implications
calculated for each option. The FRPWC then assigned priorities to
address the districtwide needs and established a two-phase board
recommendation. Phase 1 identified approximately $1.6 billion in
highest priority needs for upgrading existing facilities and building
new facilities. This phase was adopted by the Board of Education in
June 1998 and subsequently placed on the November 1998 ballot as
Proposition MM, which passed with 78.5% approval of the voters.

"Phase 2, as identified in this report, will be implemented as funds

become available.

Mission Statement

“The mission of the Facilities Review Public Working Committee is to
assist the San Diego City Schools district staff in the identification and
validation of facility needs and to provide input into the prioritization
of districtwide facilities solutions to be included in a future bond
measure."

Role of Committee Members
To achieve its mission, the district asked participants to:
o Become familiar with educational and policy issues related to the
facilities needs of the San Diego Unified School District.

o Become knowledgeable about prior facility planning efforts and
interim measures.

o Identify issues and concerns likely to be raised by affected
community interests.

o Review and assess the technical data that supports the Long-Range
Facilities Master Planning process.

o Ensure that community values and concerns are reflected in the
LRFMP,

27
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Representation

Participants were sought based upon several qualities. These
included a willingness to work cooperatively with other committee
members, demonstrated ability to present the perspective of an
organization or constituency concerned with issues related to
education (specifically those impacting San Diego City Schools) and a
commitment to attend a concentrated series of weekly meetings.

Broad community representation was achieved by having each of the
five school board members appoint two representatives each. The
board president and vice president jointly appointed the eleventh
member. FSC and APC members provided a list of possible
candidates.

The board president and vice president were assured that appointees
to the FRPWC would constitute a diverse group that reflected a wide
range of district and community stakeholders. The 31-member
committee comprised representatives from the local business
community; the San Diego Parents/Teachers Association; the San
Diego Education Association; the California School Employees
Association; the Administrators Association of San Diego;
architectural, planning and labor organizations; the building industry
and real estate community; higher education, and other leading
public and private agencies and associations.

Observers

Observers were welcome at committee meetings; however, meetings
were intended for the benefit of members to promote their
constructive interaction. Observers did not participate in the FRPWC
dialogue.

Support

An independent, third-party facilitator led and directed all committee
meetings. District staff and consultants provided technical, logistical
and informational support, to help document meeting content.

Meeting Attendance and Agendas

In order for the process to work effectively, consistent and regular
participation of members was essential. If a committee member was
unavailable to attend a meeting, he or she was asked to send a
qualified and informed representative to monitor the deliberations of
that session. Committee participation in the establishment of agendas
and matters of discussion was encouraged. The facilitator was
responsible for preparing the agendas in collaboration with committee
members. All meeting discussions were recorded and distributed to
aid in the affirmation of member agreements.
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Work Product

The committee was asked to review, assess, and provide public input
in response to the LRFMP data presented by district staff and

* AR o consultants. A written report prepared by the consultant outlined the
committee's findings. Its contents cover the following:

o The scope and content of the committee's discussion

o Findings and conclusions on the issues considered

o Explanations of the criteria used to prioritize district facility needs
o Recommendations for current and future infrastructure and

I T T T programs

o Recommendations for further study and analysis

#oow 8 ’ ' o Individual opinions and observations that were not reflected in
the main body of the report

P &

Upon completion, the committee's report and recommendations were
presented to the SDCS Board of Education on May 21, 1998.

o San Diego City Schools
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PLANNING FOR PROPOSITION MM

Preparation for 1998 Bond Measure

The process described with the FRPWC served to define the initial
phase of the LRFMP and to help determine district needs, site by site,
as well as the resources needed from the community for a 1998 bond
passage. Staff identified the need for this focused effort to clarify
issues of closed schools, multi-track year-round scheduling, and
conditions of all district facilities. Strategy issues included timing of
the bond campaign, determining of community interest in such a
measure, possible funding sources, education of the community
regarding facility issues and an appropriate combination of projects
likely to have maximum voter appeal. Based on the outcomes of the
community cluster process and the recommendations of the Facilities
Review Public Working Committee, district staff developed the
following project list for the Proposition MM bond measure.

Priorities
Mitigation of overcrowding in the district's most

severely affected areas. Projects for Phase | include the /V
following new school projects:

o Crawford High School Area
Euclid Area Elementary School
Jackson/Marshall Area Elementary School

o Hoover High School Area
Adams/Franklin Area Elementary School
Central Area Elementary School
Edison/Hamilton/Rosa Parks Area Elementary
School

o Lincoln High School Area
Kennedy/Knox Area Elementary School
Expanded/Rebuilt Lincoln High School (will
also relieve Morse High School and San Diego
High School)

N

o Mira Mesa/Scripps Ranch High School Areas
Dingeman/Jerabek/Miramar Ranch Area
Elementary School
Mason/Hage Area Elementary School

o Morse High School Area
Relief for Morse High School from
expanded/rebuilt Lincoln High School

o San Diego High School Areas
Brooklyn/Kimbrough Area Elementary School
King/Logan/Perkins Area Elementary School
Sherman Area Elementary School
Relief for San Diego High School from expanded/rebuilt
Lincoln High School

San Diego City Schools
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I s Provision of adequate resources to accomplish the
. following projects:
o Reconstruction of Mead and Burbank elementary schools.
R A o Classrooms for single-session kindergarten at all elementary
. .4 schools.

o Technology infrastructure for elementary and high schools.

o Construction and expansion of libraries at many elementary,

* : middle level and high schools.

o The upgrading and construction of new science classrooms at
middle level and high schools to implement the district's new
science graduation requirements.

w o oEF . SR o Replacement of excessive portable classrooms with permanent

. structures at several elementary and high schools.

o Provision of water access (sink/drinking fountain) to every
elementary school classroom.

TR S : o Additional instructional support space at many elementary and
alternative schools.

o Major additions at Dana, Farb and Marshall middle schools
and Edison Elementary School.

o Site discretionary funds ($100/student) to all schools for
construction or repairs.

o San Diego City Schools
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BOARD OF EDUCATION

Chronology of Actions

The process of developing a long-range plan was lengthy and
comprehensive. Important actions by the Board of Education were as
follows:

July 20, 1993: Board work session: “Creating a New Vision and
Process for Facilities Planning."

October 12, 1993: Board approves formation of FSC and APCs,
responsibilities, scope of work.

October 4, 1994: FSC/board work session regarding
recommendations for facilities planning process and specific school
facilities needs/proposed projects.

October 25, 1994: Board adopts superintendent’s
recommendations relative to FSC report of October 4. Included:

o Facilities planning policy and procedural objectives
o Planning guidelines and special projects

{une 6. 1995: Board approves funding for evaluating all schools
relative to new planning criteria and for identifying facility needs.

August 31, 1995: FSC/board work session on growth forecasts,
long-range planning process and solution strategies to resolve
growth/equity issues.

September 19, 1995: Board adopts recommendations from August
31 work session:

o Future role of FSC/APCs
o Schedule of future APC/FSC activities
o Staff involvement with FSC/APCs

November 18, 1995: FSC/Board work session: Growth/Equity
Recommendations. Worked to reach consensus on the following:

o School enroliment size standards

o Growth accommodation strategies

o Priorities for expenditure of available (limited) funding for facilities
improvements :

o Strategies for addressing overcrowding (precursor of "Interim
Planning" process)

December 6, 1995: FSC/board work session: growth/equity
recommendations.
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December 12, 1995: Board retains consultant to:

o Develop criteria

o Evaluate each site

o Develop three pilot master plans
o Prepare base maps of every school

April 18, 1996: FSC/board work session: facilities
standards/modernization master planning.

o Key criteria adopted by board (including guidelines for 500-700
student elementary schools, 900-1,200 student middle schools,
1,600-1,800 student high schools)

o Schedule for development of full master plans for three pilot
schools

o Legislative Remedies Subcommittee: first draft of community
outreach process in preparation for a bond measure

March 4, 1997: Board approves:

o Establishing LRFMP process as top priority for 1997-98

o The development of the LRFMP

o A timeline for adoption of plan by January 1998

o Development of a Facilities Review Committee to succeed the
FSC/APC, and related actions.

November 4, 1997: Board approves:

o Revised timeline for submittal of a draft LRFMP to the board by
May 1998

o Establishment of the FRPWC (Facilities Review Public Working
Committee) in lieu of the FRC approved March 4, 1997

o Establishment of a board policy advisory committee to evaluate
major facility policies that affect district.

o Selection of a consultant to complete the LRFMP.

May 21, 1998: Board approves report from FRPWC.

June 2, 1998: Board/staff workshop on LRFMP, facility
needs/priorities and proposed bond measure.

33
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June 23, 1998: Board takes the following actions: o T

o Directs staff to include on the July 1, 1998 Board of Education .
agenda a resolution placing a $1.51 billion general obligation ' v
bond measure on the November 3, 1998 general election ballot. )

o Authorizes the top priority projects for funding in a general , , _
obligation bond measure totaling $1.51 billion. . ; e e s

o Directs staff to establish an independent bond oversight . L B
committee upon passage of the bond measure. * A S T

o Directs staff to assist the board in preparing arguments supporting ' SR
the bond measure, to be submitted for board approval in July.

T

luly 1, 1998: Board approves a resolution placing a bond measure : s
on the ballot November 3, 1998 for $1.51 billion to repair and ‘ o ’
upgrade existing schools and construct new school facilities.

Q San Diego City Schools
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INSTITUTE FOR LEARNING

create and sustain a culture of learning and a focus on

instruction and achievement throughout the San Diego City
Schools. The San Diego Institute for Learning, an entity within the
San Diego City Schools, is led by the Chancellor for Instruction and is
responsible to the Board of Education through the Superintendent of
Public Education. The San Diego Institute for Learning is modeled
after the Institute for Learning at the University of Pittsburgh, which
provides ongoing consultation services in support of each of the San
Diego Institute's major functions.

F ’ Yhe San Diego Institute for Learning has been established to

Major Functions of the Institute for

Learning

The San Diego Institute for s =g
Learning is responsible s 3'. o Lo
for: . Ea A W,

or: :

o Establishing
policy and
practice in the
areas of
curriculum
and
instruction, as
well as
guidelines for
system and
oversight;

o Designing,
implementing and
maintaining a
permanent, school-based
professional development
system for San Diego City
Schools;

A
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“with literacy, the San. -

b I

“For each subject ' .
matter, beginning "~

- Diego Institute for

establish a@ *

.;.f\
\

./ practices.

N

Learning will
framework,
specifying the major
elements that should
be taught, and will
identify for each a
range of good

\  instructional
?

| options and
I instructional ‘best
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o Establishing a student assessment system that measures the full
range of San Diego's standards for student achievement;

o Shaping implementation of the San Diego City Schools
accountability system that creates coherent curriculum,
instruction, assessment and professional development, as well as
evaluation and certification of staff; and

o Coordinating research on San Diego education reform.

Establishing curriculum and instruction policy and praclice and ;
overseeing implementation. |

San Diego City Schools seeks to ensure powerful curriculum and
instructional practices in all of its schools while encouraging
substantial school-level initiative. For each subject area, beginning
with literacy, the San Diego Institute for Learning will establish a
framework, specifying the major elements that should be taught, and
will identify for each a range of good instructional options and
instructional "best practices." Similarly, the institute will establish
frameworks and identify instructional options and best practices for
other curricula and programs within the San Diego schools.

Designing, implementing and maintaining a permanent, school-based
professional development system for San Diego City Scheols.

San Diego City Schools is establishing a professional development
system aligned with standards, curricula, and implementation
guidelines. It recognizes that effective professional development must
be focused on the schools themselves and based on daily classroom
practice. The institute will work with San Diego's Chancellor of
Instruction to build a "nested" professional development system with
the following components: (a) training and support for instructional
leaders; (b) training and support for school principals; (c) training and
support for school-based peer coach/staff developers; (d) training and
support for teachers in their schools and classrooms, delivered by
principals and staff developers, with coaching from institute staff and
instructional leaders.

The training of instructional leaders will include regular seminars,
accompanied school visits in San Diego, and occasional visits to “best
practice” sites elsewhere in the country. The training and support for
school principals will include regular seminars, school visits by
instructional leaders, and cross-school visitations by principals to each
other's schools. Teacher development will be offered in schools by
principals and peer coach/staff developers, with coaching from
instructional leaders.

The San Diego school system will need powerful tools for use in its
school-based professional development system. These include a
library of videotapes of classroom practice and of student work keyed
to San Diego's achievement standards, along with protocols to guide
instructional leaders, principals and professional developers in their
use.

36
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focused on the
schools themselves
-and based in daily
classroom practice.”

San Diego City Schools




Chapter Two - School Programs

“The Institute for

Working in collaboration with the San Diego Education Association

[;@dﬁ”ﬁiﬂg will conduct and the Administrators Association of San Diego; the San Diego
l. d Institute for Learning has developed a program for systematically
a lg”lm@nf stuaies selecting, training and certifying school-based peer coach/staff
comparing San Diego developers.
stan d&?"dS Wlfh i h ose Establishing a student assessment system that measures the full range
Z d of San Diego's standards for student achievement.
of California an
f . f San Diego City Schools has adopted standards for student
pOSSley Ol‘her achievement. California policy requires the use of a particular set of
. , standardized achievement tests. San Diego City Schools has also
benchmark implemented systemwide use of portfolios for assessing certain
d d 13 aspects of student achievement that are not well measured by
standaras standardized tests. As a new and powerful curriculum and instruction

system comes into place, it is important to examine the district's
assessment system to ensure that these assessments are well aligned
with its standards and curriculum. Furthermore, because California's .
student achievement standards have been modified since the San
Diego standards were adopted, it may be important to examine
alignment of the district and state standards. These examinations may
lead to modification or extension of the current San Diego student
assessment system.

The Institute for Learning will conduct alignment studies comparing
San Diego standards with those of California and possibly other
"benchmark” standards and also comparing current San Diego
assessments with San Diego standards. It will collect options for
additional or replacement assessments. Based on these analyses, the
institute will propose a student assessment system for the district that
optimally assesses its standards while also meeting state requirements
and local practicalities of time, budget, and professional training
needs.

Shaping an implementation of the San Diego City Schools
accountability policy that creates coherence among the elements of
San Diego's learning system, including curriculum, assessment,
professional development, and evaluation and certification of staff.

San Diego City Schools has in place an accountability system
intended to create incentives for schools to deliver high-quality
instruction and improved levels of student achievement. As this new
learning system comes into place, it may be desirable to evaluate the
extent to which this accountability policy is functioning as intended
and, especially, its relationship to curriculum, assessment, and
professional development aspects of the learning system.

San Diego City Schools'is committed to building a new form of

district organization in which primary attention is given to instruction
and learning throughout the "line of accountability." To make this a
reality, new forms of supervision and evaluation of professional staff

o San Diego City Schools
-
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“San Diego City
will be needed. In accordance with principles of nested professional . )
development communities, furthermore, these processes of Schools is commiited

supervision and evaluation should serve as part of a learning support b ld
system. Such forms of supervision and evaluation are new for to out 'lng a new

American school systems. As San Diego City Schools establishes : > et

new systems of professional development and new supervisory and fOi”Wl OdeSﬂ ict

evaluation procedures for professional staff, it will also want to create Organizaﬁom in which
a new system of certification for that staff. Such a system will permit

San Diego City Schools to select teachers and principals who meet its p}'f'iimary attention 1s
stringent standards of practice and to ensure continuing performance . . w

in accordance with these standards. A certification system will also gen fo instruction

provide a foundation on which San Diego City Schools can work
with local schools of education to create a supply of well-trained

and learning

entrants to the profession. ; thOMg]’ZOMf I‘h@ ‘line

133

Working in collaboration with the San Diego Education Association ) { ¥ M
and the Administrators Association of San Diego, the San Diego Of accoun lellfy.
Institute for Learning will create professional evaluation tools and
processes for the district.

Coordinating research on San Diego education reform, j

San Diego's education restructuring efforts will
be closely watched throughout the country.
We can expect many requests to
observe and study what is going on
here. Some distinguished
researchers will want to work
here and will be able to fund
their own research efforts.

We will also want to recruit
researchers who can be
effective partners in the

reform effort via the

information and independent
perspectives they bring to the
table. This will require some
fund-raising, both nationally and
locally. The Institute will
coordinate these multiple efforts.

San Diego City Schools
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“The Class-Size
Reduction Program

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Organization and Program

h&!S b@@ﬁ For the 1999-2000 school year, the district maintains 80 schools with a
. . K-5 configuration, 30 schools with a K-6 program and 13 special grade
zmplemem‘ed n configurations customized for specific area needs. These 13 elementary
g]"&d@S I{ _,3 schqols have gr.ade configurations that are designed to provide specific
services for their students; for example, the Language Academy has a K-

dZSZ}”‘ZCZM/Zde . 8 configuration.

Of the 123 elementary schools described above, 69 maintain traditional
school schedules, 21 operate single-track year-round schedules and two
| operate multi-track year-round schedules.

The Class-Size Reduction Program has been implemented in grades K-3

| districtwide. In addition, full-day kindergarten has been implemented
districtwide beginning with the 1999-2000 school year. Special
pull-out programs include resource specialists, music, math labs
and English as a Second Language.

School Design Criteria

Elementary schools are sized and located so that students
living in a school’s attendance boundary can walk to
school. Classrooms for grades K- 5 are generally self-
contained, with students staying in one classroom the
majority of the school day as well as school year. With
class-size reduction, classrooms for grades K-3 cannot
house more than 20 students, while classrooms for
grades 4-6 can average 32 students per classroom.
Space must be included for other programs such as
Special Education, GATE, etc.

Other spaces required to meet educational specifications
include library/ media centers, administrative office space
and multipurpose rooms. Many schools have to “double
up” on essential programs by planning spaces for shared use.

The physical education program is accommodated outside on
hardcourt play areas and decomposed granite playfields. The
multipurpose room is also designed as a multi-functional space used
for physical education and lunch during inclement weather. If joint-use
park facilities are available as part of the school program, fields and
facilities that are part of the adjacent public park can be used for school
physical education programs. This is a plus for a campus as it expands
school facilities, stretches budgets and minimizes required acreage.

Site Capacity .

Site capacity at the elementary school level is dependent on the
number of permanent and relocatable classrooms located on each
school site. Availability of land for buildings and playfields determines

San Diego City Schools
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future growth and expansion potential. The degree of overcrowding
of school sites is measured by the amount of library space and
support space per student, and the number of pupils per acre.
Currently, enrollment at many schools exceeds recommended district
standards. This situation will be partially addressed by the projects
included in Proposition MM.

Classroom Loading and Staffing ) S re Lo
Class sizes are negotiated with teacher's contracts with an overlap e oo o
dictated by the Department of Education (See Class-Size Reduction).
Kindergarten, 1, 2, and 3 are loaded at 19.5 students per classroom i
and 32 students per classroom is the norm in grades four and above. : ; : ‘
Special Education classes are loaded at fifteen or fewer students per ' - e
classroom. : ‘ '

Class-Size Reduction (CSR)

The district has implemented class-size reduction for grades K-3.
When appropriate facilities and operational funding are secured, the
district will consider the implementation of class size reduction for
additional grades or individual academic subjects.

Unique Requirements

San Diego City Schools has a variety of school facilities designed to

meet the needs of students with unique learning abilities. Many of
these facilities provide services for elementary and secondary

students.

MippLE SCHOOLS/JUNIOR HIGH |
ScHoOLS

Organization and Program

San Diego City Schools maintains 23 middle and junior high schools
in 15 high school attendance areas. Of these 23 schools, 18 serve
grades 6-8 in a middle school configuration, three serve grades 7-9 in
a junior high school setting, and two serve grades 7-8. Six schools
operate on a single-track year-round schedule and 17 operate on a
traditional schedule.

The district delivers a comprehensive middle level school program
served by full science laboratories, music classrooms, industrial
technology labs and student counseling centers. The district supports
a combined program of health education and physical education that
requires a classroom and an enclosed physical education facility at
each school.

School Design Criteria

Middle schools that house sixth graders simulate the elementary
school practice of staying in one classroom for the majority of
academic instruction. This single class is scheduled for two-thirds of
every school day with one or two elective classes for the last third.
Sixth grade students share use of the core facilities and play areas but

San Diego City Schools
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- ; are generally separated from the rest of the student body for classroom
instruction.

The seventh- and eighth-grade programs have both academic and
laboratory classrooms to which the students go on an hourly basis.
Additional program spaces include multipurpose rooms, gymnasiums,
shower and locker facilities, administrative offices, library/media centers,
art and music classrooms and exploratory technology labs. If
gymnasiums are not included in the plans, the
multipurpose room is designed to be
multifunctional with similarities to a
gymnasium rather than a performing arts
center. Middle level school sites may be
adjacent to public parks to facilitate
joint use of fields and community
facilities.

Site Capacity
l District guidelines for maximizing
capacity at middle level schools
depend on the availability of land for
iy buildings and playfields and the
number of permanent and relocatable
classrooms that can be accommodated.
/" The use of classrooms by regular and
special education programs and the appropriate
loading or use standards for these programs
determine middle/junior high school recommended
capacities.

Classroom Loading and Staffing

Class sizes are part of the bargaining unit agreement between teachers
and the district. Currently the district loads 31 students in academic
classrooms for grades 6-12. Laboratory classrooms are loaded at 26
students per lab, typing and physical education are loaded at 40 students
per classroom and band and choral music loading are determined by
each site principal. Special Education classes are loaded at 15 or fewer
students per classroom.

o San Diego City Schools
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Organization and Program

The district maintains a traditional high school program for grades 9-12
in 15 of its 16 comprehensive high schools and one high school with
grades 10-12 (San Diego High School). Two special programs exist on
high school campuses. They are a science/computer literacy program at
Gompers Secondary School and a visual and performing arts program at
the San Diego School of Creative and Performing Arts. All eighteen
schools operate on traditional school year schedules. A new charter
high school, High-Tech High, is scheduled to open soon at the former
Naval Training Center (NTC).

School Design Criteria
High schools contain a mix of academic and laboratory classrooms.
Many laboratory classrooms have specialty functions, such as science,
homemaking, shop, vocal and instrumental music classrooms and
exploratory technology. Support facilities include administrative spaces,
counseling and career centers, student body
meeting rooms, gymnasiums, shower/locker

“Beginning in the
spring of 1999 all ninth
grade English classes
were staffed with a
student-to-teacher
ratio of 20:1.”

rooms and other facilities. High school sites
range in size from 14 to 48 acres and may be

adjacent to municipal parks to facilitate joint
use.

Classroom Loading and Staffing

Each of the 16 comprehensive high schools
serves a group of feeder schools and is the
anchor school for the attendance area. Grade
level configurations of the schools within each
attendance area are designed to appropriately
accommodate the students and communities
they serve. Classrooms are loaded with
criteria similar to that of middle level schools.

Unique Requirements and Special

Programs
Most of the 16 comprehensive high schools
offer similar educational programs. La Jolla,

Point Loma, San Diego, Lincoln, Hoover,

Crawford, and Gompers are built on sites of

less than 30 net usable acres. All of these sites, with the exception of
Gompers and Lincoln, have capacities that permit pupil densities greater
than 75 pupils per acre. These higher pupil-density schools have unique
programs for appropriate physical education programs requiring field
space.

Ninth-Grade Class-Size Reduction

Beginning in the spring of 1999 all ninth grade English classes were
staffed with a student-to-teacher ratio of 20:1. Additional subjects will
be added to this class-size reduction program as additional funding
becomes available.
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SpeclAL DISTRICTWIDE PROGRAMS

School-to-Career Program

The district provides each student with the information,
counseling, and educational opportunity which will lead
toward the career of his or her choice, and will assist each
student to identify and attain a marketable skill upon
graduation from high schoo! regardless of a student's career

goal.

Reading Programs

Each student in the district, regardless of grade level, ability
level, or program, is required and encouraged to read books
regularly and to report such reading on a form developed by

1412,

~ San Diego City Schools

district staff. Each student is required to complete and report
on at least 25 books per year. The majority of this reading
is to be accomplished outside the classroom to
supplement and extend regularly scheduled class
activities. This is a districtwide policy adopted for grades

Physical Education

The California Department of Education
has established guidelines for school
athletic programs on a statewide basis.
The Superintendent of San Diego City
Schools is directly responsible to the
Department of Education for
implementation of an acceptable
program. District policy is as follows:

o The district shall finance a foundation
program in support of interscholastic
athletics to ensure that all interested
students in senior high schools have an
opportunity to participate in district-
approved sports programs. Financial
resources allocated to athletics shall be
evaluated each year to determine the
extent of needs.

o Board-adopted eligibility requirements

for students participating in interscholastic athletic programs are,
in general, more restrictive than those outlined in the CIF
Constitution and Bylaws and the CIFSDS Constitution and
Bylaws. Schools and individuals are bound by CIF regulations
unless the district has established more restrictive regulations.
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ALTERNATIVE EDUCATION

Mt. Everest Academy

o Purpose of the Program: San Diego City Schools Mt. Everest
Academy Program (formerly the Community Home Education o
School) is a voluntary, alternative education program that assists .o B

parents who teach their children at home.

o Services Provided: Each family works with a credentialed
district teacher who uses materials from approved district

Long-Range Facilities Master Pl@n -
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curricula. In-service training, field trips, workshops, and many : o , -

other activities are provided for both parents and students. Mt.
Everest provides all yearly district testing. A computer lab and a
resource library are provided at the Mt. Everest office. The library
includes math manipulatives, videos and science materials that
are available for checkout and home use. Enroliment in Mt.
Everest provides home-school families with legal integrity, as well
as with the certainty that their children are learning the skills that
will prepare them to enter public school at a later time if desired.

Garfield High School

Garfield High School (grades 9-12) is a student-centered
alternative school where individuals are valued and
uniqueness is accepted. Garfield enrolls both full-time
day students and independent study students.

o Purpose of the Program: Students are provided
with an atmosphere that promotes academic success
and social, vocational and personal growth,
enabling them to achieve success in school and in
society.

o Services Provided: The following programs are
offered at Garfield: Alternative Education Work
Center (AEWC); Advancement Via Individual
Determination (AVID); Giving Everyone a New
Educational Start In School (GENESIS); Operation
Restart: A Contract Learning Experience (ORACLE);
Pregnant Minor Program (PMP); Regional
Occupational Program (ROP); School-Age Parenting
and Infant Development (SAPID); Sheltered Classes;
Social Concerns; and Student Opportunity and
Access Program (SOAP). :

High School Diploma Program/Adult
Education (HSDP)

The HSDP is a focused program for students above the age of 16
who are no longer enrolled in a district high school program. It is a
program located on eight high school campuses but is not a "full-

service" high school.

San Diego City Schools
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“Students are
encouraged to
participate in work
experience programs =
and District
occupational classes

in order to prepare
for a smooth and
successful transition
Jfrom school to work.”
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o Purpose of the Program: HSDP enrolls two types of students:
concurrent students who are also enrolled in a district high school
and students who are no longer enrolled in a district high school
program. Concurrent students attend the HSDP to make up credit
deficiencies so they can graduate on time. Non-concurrent
students attend to obtain course credits for obtaining a high
school diploma. All high school graduation requirements, except
those for Physical Education, must be met in order to receive a
diploma.

Services Provided: Six-week sessions are offered during the
school year. (A summer session is sometimes available.) A student
may take one or more courses during a session. Course work is
self-paced. Although attendance is voluntary, credit for course
work requires attending 60 class hours, completing course
requirements, and passing district proficiencies. Unless these
standards are met, a student will not receive credit for the course.
A course that is not completed during a six-week session may be
continued in the next six-week session. Linked GED Test
Preparation Programs are located on six of the HSDP sites.

o

Mark Twain Junior/Senior High School (5 campuses)
o Purpose of the Program: Mark Twain Junior/Senior High

School is a special counseling-oriented school in which all
personal, social, academic and career needs of students are
addressed by staff members within a warm, friendly and helpful
atmosphere.

o Services Provided: All curricula required to receive a high
school diploma are offered at Twain. Each course stresses the
relevance of class work to the immediate and future needs of the
students enrolled. These include future career goals. Students are
encouraged to participate in work experience programs and
district occupational classes in order to prepare for a smooth and
successful transition from school to work. The following services
are also provided: GED Preparation Class, Pregnant Minor
Program, Social Concerns, School-Aged Parenting and Infant
Development and SOAR Independent Study.

Pregnant Minor Program (PMP)

o Purpose of the Program: The program is designed to help
prevent low birth-weight babies while providing a comprehensive
program designed to meet the academic needs of pregnant
students. It is a state-funded alternative educational opportunity
for any pregnant student at the elementary or secondary school
levels. This program is located at Garfield High School and Twain
Junior/Senior High School.

o Services Provided: PMP provides the student with instruction in
prenatal care, child development, family planning, nutrition,
health care skills, self~-awareness, and decision-making. Classes in
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childbirth education and parenting are also provided. An
academic program is designed for each individual student based
on her educational history. The PMP district counselors help the
students make a smooth transition for future school placement
and with personal problem-solving. The PMP nurse assists the
student with proper prenatal care and a health management plan,
as well as constructing a student health history. Transportation to
counseling sites is provided by the district.

San Diego Adolescent Pregnancy and Parenting Program
(SANDAPP)

o Purpose of the Program: The program's goals are to improve
prenatal outcomes, maximize educational pursuits, delay or
postpone subsequent pregnancies, and enhance parenting skills of
pregnant and parenting adolescents. SANDAPP is an adolescent
family-life program funded by the State of California, Department
of Health Services, Maternal and Child Health Branch.

Services Provided: Services are provided through
comprehensive case management services within a network of
community service providers. Contractual arrangements between
the district and the various community agencies are formal.
Caseworkers employ a brokering model of case management for
clients that facilitates clients' access and empowers them to
become knowledgeable in how to use existing community
resources. Caseworkers frequently serve as client advocates in
complex and difficult situations.

[¢]

School-Age Parenting and Infant Development (SAPID)
o Purpose of the Program: SAPID enables male and female teen
parents to complete their high school educations, to
develop parenting skills and to explore vocational
interests and job skills.

Services Provided: The two-semester parenting course
covers subject matter related to living skills. Content
focuses on child growth and development; parenting
skill; safety; family health education; child behavior;
physical, mental and creative activities for the child;
parental roles; family structure and interactions; and
career planning. Health care services are also provided.
A nurse supervises the health and nutritional needs of
the infants/toddlers. Referrals are made to community
resources when applicable. Instruction on
immunizations, childhood illness, and safety is also
provided.

[¢]

Y.O.U. - Alternative Secondary School

“SAPID enables male
and female teen
parenis to complete
their high school
educations to develop
parenting skills and -
to explore vocational
interests and job

skills.”

o Purpose of the Program: The program is designed to
improve services to youth in an area of San Diego which
is characterized by high rates pf dropouts, teen
pregnancy, poverty, and youth crime.
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“The Board of
Education supports
the use of long-term
independent study as
an alternative
instructional strategy
by which all enrolled
pupils (K-12) may
Sfulfill academic
graduation
requirements in a
non-classroom
setting. ”
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o Services Provided: An alternative educational program for small-
group instruction and independent study for grades 7-12. Included
in the program are core curriculum; school-to-work transition;
counseling; recreational, cultural and social activities; Referral
Center; Hire-A-Youth; Mentorship Program; Family Learning
Center; School-to-Apprenticeship; and Twelve Together Program.
The Teen Parenting Child Care Center provides teen parents with
child care and instruction in parenting skills.

Independent Study
Contracts for Independent Study (CIS) are offered as an alternative to
regular classroom program instruction.

The Board of Education supports the use of long-term independent
study as an alternative instructional strategy by which all enrolled
pupils (K-12) may fulfill academic graduation requirements in a non-
classroom setting. Course content used in long-term independent
study programs usually parallels the course content provided in the
regular classrooms. The following principles guide the
implementation of this policy:

o Long-term independent study is a voluntary instructional
option available to all students. Students in long-term
independent study have the option of returning to schools
offering traditional classroom instruction.

o Students with exceptional needs (special education students)
may participate in long-term independent studies if their
individualized education programs specifically provide for
that participation.

o A written independent study master agreement and
assignment contract shall be developed for each participating

pupil.

o To ensure that students in long-term independent study do
not fall behind thus increasing the risk of their dropping out
of school, strict limits are placed on the time within which
assignments must be completed.

School-to-Career
o Purpose of the Program: School-to-Career provides students

with the opportunity to explore career options, see relevant
applications of academic course work in comparison to the "real
world,” and explore a career interest through a sequence of
vocational courses. Students learn to refine work habits and skills
that will enable them to be economically independent and
socially productive. These instructional programs expand
traditional classroom learning into the local community in order
to provide exploratory opportunities to students in addition to
paid and unpaid jobs. Positive career and vocational experiences
help students shape positive images of themselves and provide a
foundation on which future career decisions can be based.
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o Services Provided: Areas of study include business education,
consumer and family studies, health careers, industrial technology
education, urban agriculture, and Regional Occupational Program
(ROP). Work experience education programs are listed under

ge Facilities Master Plan

Career Development. Programs are provided through:

Magnet Center Courses:

The school-to-work transition courses are, for the
most part, offered at all comprehensive middle level
and senior high schools in the district. However,
secondary magnet centers offer specialized courses
in areas of training where it is neither economical
nor practical to duplicate facilities. In addition, some
occupational courses are offered at off-campus
locations such as local business firms, hospitals,
governmental locations or industrial plants.

Transportation is often available for magnet center programs.
Students may attend magnet classes for the two or three hours an
occupational course meets, and spend the remainder of the
school day at their schools of residence. Students are encouraged,
however, to transfer full-time to magnet center schools.

Career Training
District School-To-Work Transition Program: This program

is a variety of vocational sequential courses consisting of
introductory, intermediate, and capstone classes offered at
comprehensive secondary schools. In addition, specialized
program courses are available at magnet and selected high
schools in the areas of business education, consumer and
family studies, health careers, industrial technology
education and urban agriculture.

Regional Occupational Program (ROP): ROP is a state-
funded occupational training program that provides free job
training instruction for San Diego County residents who are 16
years of age or older. San Diego City Schools offers approximately
60 ROP courses. Many courses function as capstone classes for
program course sequences. Students complete these classes with
skills qualifying them for entry level jobs in their fields.

Technical Preparation Programs: "Tech Prep" programs begin
in the 11th grade. They directly link the high school program
course sequence in an occupational area to the matching program
course sequence at a community college, thus forming a
continuous four-year technical training program. Although the
areas of study include specific vocational courses, they also
include academic courses. Completion of specific academic
courses will ensure that students have the communication, math
and science skills necessary to succeed in their chosen fields. Not
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only does the "tech prep" program prepare students for technical

level careers for

students who wish and associate degrees; it also

fulfills the course requirements to continue at a California State
University or the University of California.

Special Education

The Board of Education-approved course of study for special
education students is based on an individualized program that

- provides for educating students in the least restrictive environment
S possible. Course studies, including differential proficiency standards,
shall be developed or revised for each individual with exceptional
needs, as defined by the Board of Education.

It is the policy of the Board of Education to provide a free and
appropriate public education to each disabled student within its
jurisdiction, regardless of the nature or severity of the disability.

Under this policy, a disabled student is one who has a physical or

mental impairment that substantially limits one or
more major life activities, including learning;
has a record of such impairment; or is regarded
as having such impairment.

Gifted and Talented Education (GATE)
The district recognizes that all students should
be given the opportunity to participate in an
educational program that will lead to the
realization of their full potential. The Gifted
and Talented Education Program offers
opportunities to students through enrichment
activities. The participants are identified
through criteria developed in the areas of

intellectual, creative, or leadership ability; high achievement; and

cultural, linguistic, or economic diversity. The learning opportunities *

are supportive of and enhance the core curriculum of the district.

Programs have been established for gifted and talented students who
are identified under three categories:

o Intellectual Ability. Students who demonstrate exceptional or

the potential for

exceptional intellectual development.

o High Achievement. Students who consistently produce
advanced ideas and products and/or score exceptionally high on
achievement tests.

o Specific Academic Ability. Students who function at highly

advanced acade

mic levels in particular academic/ability areas.

Identification processes have been developed by the district in

compliance with California state law. The processes provide students
equal opportunities to be identified under the categories served, and
seek and identify gifted and talented students from varying linguistic,

San Diego City Schools
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| “Secondary GATE
economic and cultural backgrounds. All teachers who teach more than . <
three classes for the gifted must hold a GATE credential or a master's PVOgVGW’Z.’ Five

i TE.
degree In GATE program models have -

o Elementary GATE Program: Gifted and talented students, . L,
grades K-6, are provided with seminar programs at regional been established... s
centers. Board of Education approval is required to establish a . S
seminar center. The program is required to provide a minimum R
of 200 minutes per week of qualitatively different curricula. el

Seminar Program

Enrollment in multi-grade seminar classes for the
highly gifted cannot exceed 20. There are 37
regional seminar centers located within the San
Diego Unified School District. A brochure
explaining all of the programs is available in the
Gifted and Talented Education office.

In classes for the highly gifted, students:

o Participate in an individualized instructional program suited
to their particular needs, strengths and talents.

o Have opportunities to attain maximum competency in skills of
written and oral communication and computation.

16}

o Explore areas of interest that time limits do not permit within the
structure of the regular classroom program.

o Work in a flexible instructional environment, with a range of :
difficulty and interest appeal appropriate to their mental abilities.

o Use processes that further higher-level cognitive growth and ,
promote challenging tasks, complex ideas, and sophisticated
methods for learning.

o Secondary GATE Program: Five program models have been
established: cluster classes and self-initiated studies at both junior
and senior high levels; junior and senior high seminars and
Advanced Placement classes. The program is required to provide
a minimum of 200 minutes per week of qualitatively different
curricula.

Cluster Classes (Middle Level and Senior High School)
Classes in all subject areas may be designated by the principal as
"cluster" classes for the gifted. Classes cannot enroll more than
32 pupils. When conditions necessitate, larger classes may be
established. Half the students in the class should be identified as
gifted. The content of classes focuses on abstractness and
complexity. Teaching is characterized by open-endedness and
flexibility. Independent inquiry and individualized learning are
encouraged. Multiple resources for gifted students are provided.

San Diego City Schools
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Class assignments and student products, different from those in
the regular classes, reflect high-level thinking and problem-
solving appropriate to the course discipline.

Self-Initiated Studies (Middle Level and Senior High
School)

At grades 7-12, a student may be assigned to a learning center
that is directed by a "Self-Initiated" Studies coordinator. The
student and coordinator, cooperatively and with other teachers,
design contractual studies, which may include programmed
learning, learning packets, independent learning projects and
credit by examination. Self-initiated studies may result in credit
for an entire course or enrichment within a course. Activities are
linked to the gifted program's overall goals through objectives
written into the contractual arrangements and are evaluated by
criteria that are also part of the contract.

Seminar Classes (Middle Level School)

Students in these classes are provided with qualitatively different
education through small double-period English/social studies
classes at grades 7 and 8 and a single-period English class at
grade 9. These classes are limited to 20 students.

Because the basic curriculum can be compacted to require less
time than regular classes, much work can be accomplished
within the framework of the study seminar. Classes vary in size
from two to 10 students. Teacher direction lessens as the
students begin to understand how to organize, take responsibility
for and evaluate the seminar curriculum.

Seminar (Senior High School)

Highly gifted students can accomplish much of the work in
senior high school through independent inquiry. Students have
an opportunity to earn course credit in seminar classes in any
subject area. Courses are directed by two tutorial advisors, one
with competence in the math/science field and the other in the
humanities. No more than 50 students are assigned to each
seminar center. There are 10 senior high seminar centers in the
district.

General goals of the high school seminar program are the
establishment of seminar groups of mental peers; in-depth study
in English, social studies, science or math; acceleration to
college level work, allowing for high school completion in a
one- to three-year period; utilization of the entire school staff in
learning experiences; and vocational and avocational

~ exploration.
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Advanced Placement Program (Senior High School) “

The Advanced Placement (AP) Program consists of college-level O‘V@”/’ 90 percenf Of
courses and exams for senior high school students. Over 90 the CO”@g@S AP

percent of the colleges AP candidates attend give credit and/or

advanced placement to students whose AP examination grades Candidafes aﬁemd

are considered acceptable. AP classes, when compared to other . .

high school courses, take more time, require more work, give give Cl”@dlf and/m’

greater opportunity for individual progress and accomplishment,
and explore subjects in greater depth.

advanced
placement to

San Diego City Schools offers AP courses in seven content areas |

(science, mathematics, social studies, English, foreign language, Sl‘lld@f’lfS H’hOSQ AP
fine arts, computer science). AP classes have approximately j - ‘
4,000 students enrolled in all sections at the 18 senior high ! examination gradgg

schools in the district. .
are considered
Disadvantaged Students
The Board of Education policy provides for funding of district i dccepiable, ’
compensatory education programs to augment federal- and state- '
funded programs. 1

2

Married/Pregnant Students

Board of Education policy and district regulations govern the
enrollment and placement of married and/or pregnant students.
Policies are as follows:

o When any member of a school staff, certificated or classified,
including counselors, obtains direct knowledge that a
student in the school is pregnant or is planning to have an
abortion, this information is be reported to the principal.

o Marriage does not end the compulsory attendance
requirement. Married students have a legal right to attend
school; marriage itself is not grounds for exclusion,
exemption, or transfer.

Home/Hospital Instruction

A district teacher is available to all eligible homebound or
hospitalized students unable to attend classes for
extended periods of time.

Racial Integration of Schools
The district’s policy is to racially integrate its schools
through two programs. These programs are:

o Magnet Programs
o Voluntary Ethnic Enrichment Programs

These programs’ descriptions are as follows.

San Diego City Schools
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Magnet Programs

Magnet programs are in place at 31 elementary schools, five middle
level schools, six comprehensive high schools and Gompers
Secondary School (7-12), Muir Alternative School (K-12), and San
Diego School for the Creative and Performing Arts (6-12). The

- programs offer academic emphases in a wide variety of areas, such as
i IR math/science/computers, geography and world cultures,

L communications and English/Spanish biliteracy.

The Board of Education endorses a policy for magnet program
continuity from elementary school to middle school to high school.

It is the policy of the Board of Education that children enrolled in
magnet programs have full access to programs and activities of the
school. Resident and non-resident students will be treated in an
equitable and caring manner.

It is the policy of the Board of Education to endorse a comprehensive
marketing and recruitment program to inform all district parents and

children of the options that exist for school or program choice. Every

student in the district, regardless of race, shall have the option to

apply to any district magnet program. The district is currently

developing a new system of preference for magnet school assignment,
whereby students applying to attend a school in a geographic area

with different demographic and socioeconomic characteristics than \
their resident area will have preference for admission. The
race/ethnicity of an individual student will no longer be a

consideration if the proposal is approved.

It is the policy of the Board of Education to periodically review the
effectiveness of its magnet programs and make adjustments that are
necessary to develop and ensure successful magnet programs.

Voluntary Ethnic Enroliment Programs (VEEP)

Under VEEP, schools with different racial/ethnic makeups are ‘paired,’
and students living in the attendance area of one school (or set of
schools) have the opportunity to attend their ‘paired’ school (or set of
schools) with bus transportation provided.

The district is currently developing a new system of preference for
VEEP enrollment, whereby students will apply to their VEEP paired
school(s) and be chosen for enrollment based on the results of an
annual random lottery. The race/ethnicity of an individual student
will no longer be a consideration for VEEP enrollment if the proposal
is approved. Students must, however, still reside in the geographic
attendance boundary of the VEEP “sending’ school to qualify for
admission to the appropriate ‘paired’ (or ‘receiving’) school(s).

- San Diego City Schools
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INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIALS &
TECHNOLOGY

nder current state law, public school districts are charged

with the responsibility of providing instructional materials that

meet the demands of the pupils in their district. To this end,
the State Department of Education provides an Instructional Materials
Fund credit to each district on an annual basis for each unit of ADA in
kindergarten and grades 1-8. Funds are also provided for instructional
materials for students in grades 9-12. These instructional materials
may include textbooks, films, tapes, kits, recordings, prints, graphs,
charts and multimedia systems.

The state reviews core instructional materials on a six-year cycle.
Every six years new materials are adopted. It is the expectation of the
California Department of Education that each school district will
replace outdated materials with newly adopted materials. Originally,
Instructional Materials Fund monies were intended to be sufficient to
provide instructional materials for students for all subjects, not just
new adoptions. However, sufficient state funds have never been
available to adequately meet the district's needs.

San Diego READS Initiative

Partnered with San Diego City Schools and the San
Diego Union-Tribune, San Diego READS launched
a 30 month, communitywide literacy campaign
in April 1999. The mission of San Diego
READS is to provide more books in
classroom and school libraries and to

recruit and train volunteer reading tutors

to improve student achievement in San
Diego City Schools. San Diego READS
works in the community to raise funds

from private corporate and individual
donors, encourage volunteers in
neighborhood schools to become read-
aloud tutors in classrooms, and to collect
gently used books at school sites for teachers
and librarians to supplement their classroom and
school libraries. The program serves the district’s

141,000 students.

“As the Internet

becomes more acces-
sible to schools, the
district intends to
provide students with
limited, supervised
access.”

SUPPORT SERVICES

o . FIMG
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School Site and District Libraries

The district staff endorses the School Library Bill of Rights as
expressed by the American Library Association and the National
Education Association, which asserts that the responsibility of the
school library is:

o To provide materials that will enrich and support the curriculum,
taking into consideration the varied interests, abilities and maturity
levels of the pupils served;

o To provide materials that will stimulate growth in factual
knowledge, literary appreciation, aesthetic values, and ethical
standards;

o To provide a background of information that will enable students
to make intelligent judgments in their daily lives;

o To provide materials on opposing sides of controversial issues so
that young citizens can develop under guidance the practice of
critical reading and thinking;

o To provide materials representative of the many religious, ethnic,
and cultural groups and their contributions to our American
heritage; and

o To place principle above personal opinion and reason above
prejudice in the selection of materials of the highest quality in
order to assure a comprehensive
collection appropriate for the users of

the library.

The district strives to reach the
standards of the American Library
Association. However, school library
personnel and materials are paid for
out of the district's general funds. These
funds provide insufficient resources to
meet all library needs. The district,
however, strives to meet the priority
framework listed above.

Audiovisual Materials and

Textbooks
Audiovisual materials and textbooks
purchased by the district are approved
by the California State Board of
Education. The disposition of old and obsolete textbooks is
accomplished under the direction of the district Superintendent in
accordance with state and district regulations to make room in
existing facilities for newly adopted materials. Old, out-of-date
materials are discarded when they are no longer needed and as
staff time permits.
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Facilities for Technology-Related Services

Technology-related services are planned in accordance with the
School Facilities Planning Division, California Department of
Education and district technology standards. The district strives to
provide all classrooms and support facilities with appropriate
technology. As the Internet becomes more accessible to schools,
the district intends to provide students with limited, supervised
access.

STUDENT SERVICES

The district provides all of the traditional student services as
described below. Increasingly, school sites
are also being looked to as the most

e G G

appropriate location for a range of
additional services, such as family health
care and social services. Placement of
these new services impacts future planning
for both the modernization of existing
school sites and the construction of new
schools.

Health Services
The district provides a variety of health
services, including educational programs

o San Diego City Schools
ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

for students. School nurses or other

designated school personnel assist in
administering prescribed medication according to detailed
information provided by the physician or upon written request
from parent or guardian. School nurses provide first aid and
emergency planning at school sites as well as CPR and first aid
training to staff and students. School nurses serve as consultants
for physically challenged students and provide transition and
planning assistance for students with chronic health conditions.

The district provides health office facilities at each elementary
school and a variety of healthrelated facilities, including a
comprehensive physical education program, at all schools.
Students are afforded the opportunity to use hardcourt and turfed
playfields at all facilities. When possible, school facilities are
constructed adjacent to public parks to facilitate joint use and
promote community recreation.

Guidance and Counseling

The Board of Education supports a districtwide program of
guidance and counseling. In developing and implementing a
guidance and counseling program, the board places priority in the
order of senior high school level, middle school level and
elementary school level. The board supports the concept that the
educational and career needs of students are best served when, in
the opinion of the professional staff, there is the physical capability
of meeting with every student in at least two scheduled meetings
during the school year.
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Board of Education policy requires the development and 1 * vdgary

submission of a site guidance plan that is consistent with the total AH dlSﬂ et SChOOlS
§ite educa}tional plan. Parents and the community should be %ZCZV@ a Sp@@C!’I

involved in the site needs assessment and in development of the o

site guidance plan. Selected students may be assigned to certain p;‘@giﬂaz}n admmzstered

classes for the purpose of meeting individual needs and interests.

by a licensed,

certificated speech

All district schools have a speech program administered by a ; > 2
licensed, certificated speech pathologist who provides 1 paZhOZOngi‘ L
speech/language therapy to all students identified as requiring
services in order for them to benefit from their educational
program. At the request of parents, outside agencies and school
personnel, assessments are conducted to determine if a student
qualifies to receive speech/language therapy.

Speech

Early Childhood Programs

Early childhood Education Programs (ECEP), a component of the
Institute for Learning, oversees six children’s programs offered at
campuses within the San Diego Unified School District. ECEP isan
authorized agency of the California Department of Education, Child l
Development Division. Descriptions of its six programs follow. :
Child Development Centers assist parents by providing a 12-month
educational enrichment program for their preschool and school-age
children. The centers, which are offered at 26 campuses, are open
from 6:30 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Parents of participating children must
meet income eligibility requirements and must also be employed,
in a training program, or attending college.

The State Preschool Program, in operation at 24 district
elementary schools, provides a half-day enrichment class for
preschool children (ages 3 years through kindergarten). Families
must meet income eligibility requirements and are encouraged to
take an active part in their child’s classroom.

The Adventure Club, offered at four sites, is a 12-month before-and
after-school program designed to be both fun and educational. It
has a set-fee schedule and is available to all families in the school
neighborhood.

The Jackson Academy Family Learning Center (JAXS) provides a
12-month after-school enrichment program for 4th- and 5th-grade
students at Jackson Elementary School. In addition to offering
tutoring and language/literacy enrichment to students, JAXS makes
available to their parents a variety of services, ranging from
education to employment training.

The School-Age Parent and Infant Development Program, offered
at selected traditional and alternative high school campuses, assists
teen parents who wish to continue their education and also work
in the school’s Infant Center, the on-campus facility where their

San Diego City Schools
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i 4 children are cared for during the school day. The teens acquire
BOCZ?’@’ OfEdUCQfZOI‘Z parenting skills while their infants and toddlers receive nurturing,
p@licy p@i”i%ifS stimulating care appropriate for their age. Students who are not
. . parents may also enroll in the family studies class or the Infant
Organlzaiflans, CleS, Center as an elective.
and associations The Pregnant Minor Program is offered at two district campuses -
Garfield High School and Twain Junior-Senior High School. This
fOW’}’iedfOi” program allows pregnant teens to continue their high school
. education while receiving additional instruction in prenatal care
F@CV@CZHOVZCZZ, and nutrition, health management and infant care.

educational, political,

. . . DISTRICT SERVICES
economic, artistic, or |

moral purposes to . Transportation Services
T E Subject to the availability of funds and applicable legal provisions,
use SChOOl buzldzngs the district provides student transportation by means of district-

owned school buses or by school buses under contract to the
district. The Board of Education approves transportation assistance
for qualified students enrolled in integrated special education
programs. The district does not provide home-to-school
transportation for regular education students attending their
neighborhood school.

and grounds.”

The Board of Education recognizes that efficient transportation is
key to the successful implementation of integration programs
and activities. Transportation practices must ensure that
transportation for integration programs and activities is

provided in the most cost-effective manner that supports
voluntary integration.

Food Services
San Diego City Schools participates in the National School Lunch
Program and/or School Breakfast Program and accepts
responsibility for providing free and reduced-price meals to eligible
children in its jurisdiction.

As authorized by the Board of Education, the district maintains a
nonprofit food services program for students, faculty, and school-
sponsored organizations.

Maintenance and Custodial Services
The maintenance and custodial staffs are responsible for the general
maintenance, cleaning and minor repair of facilities. Custodial
services are performed each school day and on non-school days
when facilities are used by staff or community. Facilities for
maintenance activities are provided at each facility. In addition to
storage and office facilities, space is allocated for mechanical
equipment and technology hubs. As the technology program
grows, the need for a high-tech approach to some custodial
activities, such as care for computer network installations and
electrical systems, may increase.

San Diego City Schools
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Buildings, Grounds, and Equipment Management
Board of Education policies and district procedures govern the
service, repair, and/or replacement of all districtowned property and
equipment. These policies and procedures cover emergency and
routine maintenance on buildings, equipment, or grounds necessary
(a) to protect children, staff and the public against injury or loss of
life; (b) to protect the district against severe loss or damage to
property or serious disruption to the school program; and (c) to keep
all district-owned buildings, grounds and equipment in a usable and
safe condition.

Facilities Allocation
This department is responsible for developing next-year and long-
range enrollment forecasts, which are the basis of budget and
facilities planning. Additional responsibilities include
recommendations for annual facilities changes to meet classroom
and support-space demands, and district interface with the State
Schoo! Facility Program.

Facilities Development
The planning, programming, environmental review, site approval,
design and construction of school facilities is managed by the
Facilities Development Department. Community-based design task
forces develop school designs that are unique to the community they
serve while providing consistency in building systems that are
conducive to long-term maintainability in an effort to minimize the
taxpayers’ investment. The department also supports annual
portable moves to house enrollment growth and supports numerous
capital program initiatives by other district departments, school sites
and the community. These include joint use of facilities and turfed
fields with the City of San Diego at over 65 school sites.

Facilities Planning
The Facilities Planning Department is responsible for long-range
facilities planning for the district, including preparation of the lon-
range plan, assisting with long-range enrollment forecasts,
programming facility needs, determining the need to close or reopen
schools and related attendance boundary changes. Other duties
include identifying and evaluating sites for new schools and working
with the community and other agencies of facility-planning issues.

Community Use of District Facilities
o Civic Center Act - The board grants use of school buildings or

grounds for public literary, scientific, recreational or educational
meetings. School buildings can also be used for the discussion of
matters of general public interest based on terms and conditions set
forth by the board and subject to the limitations, requirements and
restrictions set forth in the Education Code of the State of
California.

99

“It is the policy of the
Board of Education to
make available school
grounds in operating
elementary schools to
private nonprofit child
care programs by
permit under provisions

of the Civic Center
Act.”
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o Joint Use - The district works with other public agencies to
provide joint use of facilities. Joint-use agreements benefit both
agencies as well as the community, since they are a means of
providing facilities that the agencies may not be able to provide
by themselves. The district currently has 84 joint use
agreements affecting 68 differenct school sites. Most of the
agreements are for turfed playfield: Forty-eight of the 68 schools
have joint use agreements for turfed fields on district property,
and four are for turfed fields on city property.

Other subjects of joint-use agreements include paved
playgrounds, playfield lighting, tennis courts, swimming pools
and parking.

With the exception of the joint-use agreement with San Diego
Community College District to share a parking structure at
Garfield High School, all of the current agreements are with the
City of San Diego.

The district will continue to work with the city and other
appropriate agencies to develop additional joint use agreements
for new and existing school sites.
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HiGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREAS

Because San Diego City Schools is so large, an easy way of
organizing the district had to be implemented. The most widely
utilized system is to organize the district according to high school
attendance areas. This identifies all elementary and middle
schools that "feed" the high school in that area. There currently
are 125 elementary and 23 middie schools that feed 16 high
schools. Five additional schools are listed as "Atypical" schools.
The foliowing is a listing in alphabetical order of the sixteen high .
school attendance areas with ail schools identified. By

*  Single-track year-round
school

** Multi-track year-round
school

LA JOLLAJUNIVERSITY CITY
LA JOLLA/MISSION BAY
HENRY/KEARNY

SAN DIEGO/HOOVER
SAN DIEGO/HOOVER
HOOVER/CRAWFORD
CRAWFORD/LINCOLN-GOMPERS
SAN DIEGO/LINCOLN-GOMPERS
UINCOLN-GOMPERS/MORSE

EXISTING
» FACILITIES

‘ Architects 8 1

«TXOTMTmMOoOOD>




CLAIREMONT ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Alcott Elementary (K-5)

4680 Hidalgo Ave

San Diego, 92117

{858) 273-3415; FAX (858) 581-6429
Bay Park Elementary (K-5)

2433 Denver Street

San Diego, 92110

276-1471; FAX 276-3243
Cadman Elementary (K-5)

4370 Kamloop Ave.

San Diego, 92117

(858) 273-3003; FAX (858) 273-3907
Toler Elementary (K-5) /\7,

3350 Baker Street
{858) 48(3 3882

San Diego, 92117 /
( 58) 273-0294, FAX (

MIDDLE SCHO /‘
Ma rston M:d Ie\/Sc ool (6-8)

u31799MCIa|re§mont DW
S%n Diego,92117

(8?83 273-2030; FAX (858) 272-34 /o

Lrry

/’«‘

& A‘f«l’ SR \

,/

....-m.-‘sm

aCIalremgnt High=Schgol cm( 9-1 ZIU 2

41 50 Ute Drlve
8

Nay 0
\%ﬁ ASSION \
CHIL \DEVELOPMENT CENTER %
e \;‘ ‘uz n;.\!
Whittier R\ o e
3604 Waco ¢
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Chapter Four - Existing Facilities

CRAWFORD ATTENDANCE AREA MIDDLE SCHOOL

| 2606 54th Street’ '\ W{W
; San Diegg 92105 ) \
: 264-31 7? WFAX 527574152 ;x,gma\»?\

San Diego City Schools

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Carver Elementary (K-5)*
3251 Juanita Street
San Diego, 92105
583-7021; FAX 286-4817
Clay Elementary (K-5)
6506 Solita Avenue
San Diego, 92115
583-0690; FAX 583-9643
Darnall Elementary (K-5) *
6020 Hughes Street
San Diego 92115
582-1822; FAX 287-4732
Euclid Elementary (K-5) *
4166 Euclid Avenue

Mann Middle School (6-8)*
4345 54th Street
San Diego, 92115
582-8990; FAX 583-2637

HIGH SCHOOL

Crawford High School (9-12)
4191 Colts Way
San Diego, 92115
583-2500; FAX 583-9207

CIj,IIEE?{z?DEVE LOPMENT CENTERS

San Dl'égg\ 92105 [ =1,
282-2192 NFAX 283-7351 swmmpofy, i Lt
Hardy Elementary\ K-5)* ®Euglid CDC >

5420 Montezurpa Rogd
San Dlego 9211

582-0136; FAX 21 62W§ ,--; 284 5338; jéxfzsz -687¢

Jackson Elemén ntary (K-5)% ="
5465 E! €ajon Bjvd.
San Diegd, 921715, raemi
582- 3527 FAX}583 90483
Language Ac dem\/}(K-B)*
4961 64th Stieet
San‘Dtego 92115

287-1182; F/séxfssg 1769,1,.05\\\

Marshall Elem (K5)* .
3550°Alf a%7 n'}lAi’/en““'m
San, Dtego,,92105%>
2834 \S92AEFAX, 563“‘4762

Oak Park EIQmentary (RS )

Rolando PargE ementary{(K-5). N
6620 Marlowe Drive ,! A
San Dieg o;J92115,~,.-§J£L.\N /}M//fﬁil‘

582- 5414,wFAX 582-3 72 J

Tubman Vllla’ge'EIementary (K- 8) ;
6880 Mohawk;Street \7 | s

" W T
KHECB \\ i \b// ‘\:;).\ % WL
\ s é\j/r e
>’/wx '*;:y“‘ /1 T ;‘I}

San Diégo, 92 115

'H

668—86;5 FAXr668 24805~
5 (
2

LH-:yw.}

411 Menlo AV
wSan Diego 9216

onté: uma,.CDC —
==4950 )Curry Drive
Saniltego 92115
582 0690 FAX 287:6278

B

WIGEFORIN

...

**\\f’w ) b ™
\ g '\/,v (; )P;\é\'.w'»/{j }
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HENRY ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Benchley/Weinberger Elementary (K-5)
6269 Twin Lake Drive
San Diego, 92119
463-9271; FAX 697-8617
Dailard Elementary (K-5)
6425 Cibola
San Diego, 92120
286-1550; FAX 288-8395
Foster Elementary (K-5)
6550 51st Street
San Diego, 92120
582-2728; FAX 583- 6812 AT

Ga e\EIementary (K-5) M s f /’f \1>

68“1\1 Bisby Lake Dnve

San Blego 921197 V

463-0202; FAX 463-0534 51 ]| sorsrsamen |
Green Element\ary (K-5 |
)

)L
7030 Wandermefe Avenu?‘fr>

SanwlDlegO 92\1 19 i \

46035755 MF,AX\465 -8814 &
Hearst Elgmen'tari/ K=5) ]

§230>l?el Cerro Blyd. K

San @légo 92120
77 583-5704; FAX 28739921
Marvm Elemen ary (K~5)m
gO Bruns ick, Avenue
v "’g‘gn Diego’& 9p 7 20uanisain,
58.31—«" ’

jft.;s
\__\g ey gRNES
3\

MLD ’E’é“é’f’:H }}OLS

Lew:ﬁs Jiddle sch ool (638),5«33.
%0 Greenbél%r"Avenue!

San Diego, 92120, ==

5833933 FAY 229-1338, csmna )

PershiiigiMiddle Schodl\@ 8)'c e ﬁc

S N ; o
)8204 San Chflos® Bmg sm E\\\ 1 =

5 H{)(}V.ﬁ (' CRAWH

4 L EOCUD

San Dlego 92119 WA I N
1465-3234 FAX 4617 VA

47 Df”GQ
PN \ [EEERA) (/"{ .
t 1?? 4 Ht . >,~,‘A BV

HI\EH SCHOOL

A

/
;/
fJ

(S 5 g
Henry, High School (9-12) *”93:3( O
6702 Wandermere Drive L= g

Sah Diego, 92120
28677700; FAX 229-0370

CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER

De Anza
6525 Estrelia Ave.
San Diego, CA 92120
583-0994; FAX 265-4536
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HOOVER ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Adams Elementary (K-5)
4672 35th Street
San Diego, CA 92116
284-1158; FAX 563-7532
Central Elementary (K-4)**
4063 Polk Avenue
San Diego, 92105
281-6644; FAX 281-1732
Edison Elementary (K-4)*
4077 35th Street
San Diego, 92104
283-5961; Fax 282-3179
Franklin Elementary (K-5)
4481 Cdpeland Avenue
San Dleg‘o“\\92116
284-9279; FAX 282-6112
Hamilton Elementary K-5)%,
2807 Fairmount Avende
San Diego} 92105

! Rosa Parks Elem‘“é“ﬁtary;(K 5)
) ; 4510 Landl\s Sireek,msn

| San Dlego; 9210
: 282- 6803},?FAX>28'2 5895

; : Rowan Elemehtary I/<}5)

! ! 1755 Rowan Street
| Sarj Diego, 9219 5\/{9
5 262-75A¥:Eax 26

o

L e
| MIDDLE-SG H@QESj&"”
' PARSION
Clark Middle 5 hooI{(6 8)

4388 Tho\'& MStreet
San Dtego
563-68011
Wilson Mlddle\gSchooL(.‘S 8)
3838 Orange;,/\venue \

San Diegg;'92105 \\:\ e
280- 1661} FAXc280-6437 M

(\ s.orm s,

HIGH SCH(;)OLJ;})

il
Hoover High School (9-12)
4474 E| Cajon.Blvd.
San Diego} 5‘\92\/145
283-6281; RAX 280-5837

CHILD DEVELOPME NT CENTER

Rowan CDC
1757 Rowan Street
San Diego, 92105
262-6525; FAX 527-1694

San Diego City Schools
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KEARNY ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Angier Elementary (K-5)
8450 Hurlbut Street
San Diego, 92123
(858) 496-8296
FAX (858) 277-9279

Carson Elementary (K-5)*
6905 Kramer Street
San Diego, 92111
(858) 496-8060
FAX (858) 496-8358

Chesterton Elementary (K-5)
7335 Wheatley Street

Long-Range

MIDDLE SCHOOLS

Montgomery Middle School (6-8)*
2470 Ulric Street
San Diego, 92111
(858) 496-8330
FAX (858) 292-0125
Taft Middle School (6-8)
9191 Gramercy Drive
San Diego, 92123
(858) 496-8245
FAX (858) 496-8138

ATYPICAL SCHOOL
,«.,/N’?f

Saniid iego, 92111
85 )49 -8070

Cubbenley Eler}xentgry (K-5) rmamanssa
3201Y\Marath6 Y Drive
San Dlego 921
(858) 496 8075
FAX (858) 4 (é
Fletcher Eleq?eﬁ'”t'av?‘)‘}& K\\‘\j)
7666, Bobohplg Way
San// |ego {,92123
/1858 8) 4968100
4 FAX (858 (4966045 womam
Jones E Elementar (Kj)

b 2757 Creyli ng*-Drl\/e uapisoh,
San Diego 21\23 IS_ '
5&) 496-8,140, " Ve

FAX\(858),571-2877
Iuarez\Elementary ?K 5)
2633 MélBourne | Drivel,

San @I\\go 9212 3 ”/}} e R
\O(“’

(858) 496 8145
FAX 85%) 627-74 -
Linda Vts‘fé{lementary (K~5)*/“ 3

2772 fUhZIC Street.
San llego,,921 il \
(858) 496-8196 \
FAX’/ 858)"?92-0326

Ross EI mentary (K-5) x
747( Bagdad Street k
San D|ego; 92111 3
(858),496-8300
FAX (B58).467-9270

Wegeforth §Iementary (K-5)
3443 dlwhar Avenue
San Diégb, 92123
(858)496-8274
FAX (858) 496-8109

\T5) Mu:rYAlternatrveTSchool (K-12)
sexomaryes j /3390 Armstrong Street
FAX= (858 )%571 5766 £ W’ San Diego 94. 1

ftﬁfi—- ) 04
97 3& s Wﬁ%HfSCHOOL i
496-832 o H

) i AR Y

[f \
,mo j?Ax’f@ss

. !J (858)496 8306

(858)"26841954
FAX (858) 627-9289

7651 Wellington Street ;
.San Diego, 921
? (858):496-8370 P
[ pAX A 858 627-7503 ;
EREA

GHILD DEVELOP ENTSCENTERS

- ,

Car&son CBC/m\
170 ,Coolldge Ave!

s%?ng.ego 924 .

f{(ss’szﬁ 8065
e FA>§~(858 Y 4671962
“NFletcher CDC co l”}FLJ
- ) Hco77666 BobhnkoWay
A\ San'D Diego, 92123

(858) 496-8310%"

Kearn?/ High School éQ 12)

) 279-6148
Rt A |
) 77470 Bagdad Street="")
;(_“ N & ey

ﬁan Dlegé 92412

FAX’?858)‘2‘79 6381 \ﬁ
V{Vegeforth coc //(“/

3384 Glen\colun);Drlve

San Dlego,\~92123

(858) 496-8270

FAX (858) 467-0569
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San Diego City Schools

LA JOLLA ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Bird Rock Elementary (K-5)

5371 La Jolla Hermosa Ave.

La Jolla, 92037

(858) 488-0537; FAX (858) 539-0541
La Jolla Elementary (K-5)

1111 Marine Street

La Jolla, 92037

(858) 454-7196; FAX (858) 459-6918
Torrey Pines Elementary (K-5)

8350 Cliffridge Avenue

La Jolla, 92037

(858) 453-2323; FAX (858) 452-6923, ="
s %’/7 ‘“““1
QRIS ]

e

MIDDLE SCHOOL

5 BRA LIESA

Muirlands Mi dle Sch \Q (6-8) N

1056 Naqtllus Street
La Jolia, 92037(5)
(858) 459-42\1 1 EAX(8 58) 4598075

CHY

y;
HIGI;" SCHOOL{ /

La Jollh High School~?9 12) s ”“““"‘\
7?)0 Nautilus §treet o

La Jolla, 92037\ %\

(858) 454-3081”‘FA

J&'SO}«
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LINCOLN ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Chollas Elementary (2-6)*
545 45th Street
San Diego, 92102
264-3113; FAX 266-2217
Horton Elementary (K-6)*
5050 Guymon Street
San Diego, 92102
264-0171; FAX 262-8023
Johnson Elementary (K-6)*
1355 Kelton Road
San Diego, 92114
264-0103; FAX 266-0424
Kennedy Elementary (K-6)* ) ,77{

445 S. 47th Street
San Diego, 92113 . /
Ya\pmm FAX 262?‘3{7‘1'“ f/
§

Kno Elemeritary (KB)*
1098 S thStreet ..
San Dleg%g 9211,3//L~
262 2473 F/\\\Xﬁ63 -6476
Mead E1ementary (K—1 )*
730\ Sth&Street
$an Dikgo, 92?!02
)%237%'26 FAX 262-2352
jbster Elementary (K-6)*

e
San Diegoi 92102,
14 30263- 662% FAX.262-3160 {

% A4 macm %,‘QR
HIGH S@H OL /«w

AN W EORT
BUSSION
LIH\SO@ High Sc&ool (E 12) Kmmv
ﬁ\SO S. 49th; Streetg e v\!\ A
San Diego, 921 13 RN P

N, G LJé

64-3171; F 4264-8494 >
3 AT
- o an

meatns ; cucm

A1}YPICAL SCHOOL\ ”‘*’“ﬁ“\

""" \m—. [ 5AN
PO \ b

f 1005 47thw5treetf\’1
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smiifar™ oo ’-""
{San Blego 92102 T[] ‘/Q ‘ {
‘263-2/171 FAX 264-4342 e nos \3
{f} \/{\\’\J ‘ \snia K /{i{vﬁ\\ . X‘? e ‘%
2: " Ny \tfj‘ e )
CHILD?DEVELOPMENT CENTER*SF(}%/K‘)"'l %/jj (//
v R ¢ P
\ Y 7
Kennedy;CDC 3 y
4175 T Street ;\%///

San Diego, 92113

262-7494; FAX 527-2579
Mead CDC

730 45th Street

San Diego, 92102

263-5800; FAX 527-2313

Facilities Master Plan . .

San Diego City Schools




Chapter Four - Existing Facilities

MADISON ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Field Elementary (K-6)

4375 Bannock Avenue

San Diego, 92117

(858) 273-3323; FAX (858) 581-0873
Hawthorne Elementary (K-6)

4750 Lehrer Drive

San Diego, 92117

(858) 273-3341; FAX (858) 274-6379
Holmes Elementary (K-6) \

4902 Mt. Ararat Drive

San Diego, 92111

(858) 496-8110; FAX (858) 496-8734
Lafayette Elementary (K-6)

{ 5 Printwood Way P

6\\r'o Diego, 92117 // M/?‘/\ \L\
(85&\496 8160; FAX(858) 576- 92&9 /

Lmdbergh/S%hweltzefFlementary_(K 6 /‘1 SCRIBRS RANCH £

4133 Mt. Alb ftine Aven

Sa n Diego\ 2111

(858) 496- 840 ’*FAX (858) 2924)74 _—
Sequorg“EIemgntary K-6)

4690 leeglck,, enue

San Dle 70, 9211 /’
( 58) ﬁ%6“8240 FAX (858) 496- 8329 S
Wh an Elgmentary (K- é) 7

f/

" 4050 /,{\ppleton*Street TRy
San Dlgg@ 921177

12 £858) 2 3-2700 FAX (858) 48348946

\N *’“”W’x%“ N AT
|DEI§E SCH@OL \ {/@35'}1 VRS ORI

rAssON \m MM\\ KM R:W ,
; Kroc Mlddle School (7- 8 eeman  HENRY

i 50 0 Conrad 'Avenu /

San\Diego, 92117_J o=l ™ A — Q
(d58) 496-8150; | AX (858) 292«529 “’*"‘J”“‘L;,
} e o]

HIGH SCHOOL-»:,\ T U
I O S e PN B e
Madison High School (9- 12)§ }D,mo : Y%} Oz
g4833 DélivaDrive’ ’j N \Lﬂ/ﬁ (\\7 f' 7’
% o g =]
(§58)j {496-8410; FAX (85\8% 496&§i%1%, iy ST
CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTERS ~
ph e M /

/

_W;-::::"W"" “”/ N e ,4’1‘»\ \& HOQV&:R CRARFORD {’TI_I'I

San Djego, 92117 [\

o

o

\\;:/’

Field CRG| Kas
43 75£Bannock Avenue » /
San Diego, 92117 ‘*«'~
(858) 273-1820; FAX (858) 272-3070

Hawthorne CDC .
4750 Lehrer Drive
San Diego, 92117
(858) 273-6181; FAX (858) 272-1135

San Diego City Schools  BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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Long-Range |[Facilities Master Plan :

.

MIRA MESA ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Ericson Elementary (K-5)*

11174 Westonhill Drive

San Diego, 92126

(858) 271-0505; FAX (858) 566-6614
Hickman Elementary (K-5)

10850 Montongo Street

San Diego, 92126

(858) 271-5210; FAX (858) 566-9010
Mason Elementary (K-5)*

10340 San Ramon Drive

San Diego, 92126

(858) 271-0410; FAX (858) 578-6822
Sandburg Elementary (K-5)

11230 Avenida del Gato

San}\lf)iego 92126

Walker E{menﬁry (K- 5)*f‘/
9225 HilleryyDrive

SanDiego, 92126 /L g
(858) 271-8050:FAX/(858) 578-836%

W S
@ Q‘;\“ P \
fuiviist 3
MlDDLE};SCH O jg
Challenger Milidle School (E»\§) & ]
10810 Parkdale venue“=¥\/ -
San Dnego\¢921/A o N\ //R 7N ,
(858):586- 7001 FAX:(858) 27 1- szoam\ senn .. |
Wapgenheim Mrddle fchool (6-8) ,\5:‘ A \mm |
230.Gold Coast Dive | s ?
3 N Didgoi92} 26 l\‘ ww \ /;f !
&\K.A K‘V‘{ j

85 5578 14003\ \E'A“X‘(as )‘578 9481
HENRY

—\ Bay (J \ (& [SFEE2N
2 P
% 7 sweve /2 @/\“‘x’k—*ﬁm

HIGH sc ooL orn //ﬁ:ﬂ o
Mira Mesa High School(9:12).=~" X ) B o
10510.Reagan Road () ~~Jéz_l woqueR | enasrcra
San @lego 92126, \ TN L j::},
(858) 566:2262; FAX { 85%\);549 9541FJ > Tiﬁ =
D ' OF
CHILD'DEVEL&)PM “LCENTERsff‘*fW \\\ Cﬁ\?{/ “ii\/} ‘L
w7 .
] (u;;} . =/

.. 1S Y e
Sandburg CDC}/ ‘x\“ \ ;‘% & Hcm}’( comse i\{
11230 A\/emda del Gato Q,\‘t“) EEES e R
San Dlego CA 92126 P S N
(858) 3§93 1631; FAX (858) 5492312005 =

Walker C Dij \// |

9245 Hillery Drive
San Diego, 92126
(858) 566-7370; FAX (858) 549-3245

San Diego City Schools
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Chapter Four - Existing Facilities

San Diego City Schools

MISSION BAY ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Bayview Terrace Elementary (K-5)

2445 Fogg Street

San Diego, 92109

(858) 273-5244; FAX (858) 272-0191
Crown Point Elementary (K-5)

4033 Ingraham Street

San Diego, 92109

(858) 273-9830; FAX (858) 274-5165
Longfellow Elementary (K-8)

5055 July Street

San Diego, 92110

(85@ 276-4206; FAX (858) 276-7008
Pacific Bé ch Elementary (K- 5)

1234 Tourmaline Street canavis '
San bleg&?_mg
(858),488-8316; EAX (858) 488-7862 »{M&BL Ww

Sessions Efementary(( -5)
2150 Beryl Stredt_ ,/ “f_>
San Dlegﬁ) 2109 T
(858) 273.3191; FAX (858) 272- 026
‘\ Uﬂvezasm’_ kzg} «
[ e /

MIDDLE SCI—Li(DOL

N S L s PRl | P
Pagific Beach I\Llflddlgfchoo_lﬁ(&@)v O\/' ﬁ

4§]6jngralﬁ'57n Street, N
San Dlego ~109 " papison
(858) 273 90\70 “FAX (858) 270 8063

\ {"ﬁ( R‘C»n'l \
HIGH CHOOL \gwm g g
\ xfsﬂéwv )

Mission B?y\H:gh School (9 72) ,{ E‘\% ‘(
2475] Grand Avende wn\”"““\ CAE)
San Dieo, 92109) /() - Py E" :m\b

(858))*27)3 -1313; FAx‘(858)270,829113 ~
XQ(J.VF CRAWFORD
CHILD DEVELOPMENT GENTERS‘ o ZW j

1{ i \?‘7 £ SAN v«\/ .
Bayview J errace ngC (, : \j
2485 Felspar.Syreetr—a L peco L\ 7

~~"'”""" st N\ GARERL

San Diegoz927109 }s«‘"‘w i wmm@{, »
(858527323933 FAX (858)1272-0314 N

Los Altos CDO \X S [ 4 (@7“ {\,_ oRSE {
1201 urqu0|se Street S e jr LTLl KLV;"} \
San Diegd;,92109 *\-\~v/f\7>f e ()/
(858) h®01 11; FAX (858) 27209957 onr® &

§
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MORSE ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Audubon Elementary (K-5)*
8111 San Vicente Street
San Diego, 92114
469-6139; FAX 469-7859

Bethune Elementary (K-5)*
6835 Benjamin Holt Rd.
San Diego, 92114
267-2271; FAX 475-5068

Boong, Elementary (K-6)*

Long-Range !

Valencia Park Elementary (K-5)*
5880 Skyline Drive
San Diego, 92114
264-0125; FAX 266-8801
Zamorano Elementary (K-6)*
2655 Casey Street
San Diego, 92139
267-8007; FAX 475-9748

MIDDLE SCHOOLS

7330 Brookhaven Road

Sian\Blego 92114 =

479- 31\1\\ FAX 47676529
EncantQ Elementary/(/( 5) I:{‘?AM!;SA

822 65th Street v

Sah Diego, 921,14/

2643191, )FAX 064-5484
Freese Iement%xﬁ(lsyé)

8140 Gr enlawn\lnve

San Di 792114 \\

479-27277; FAX 475-7305
iiltén Elemke/ntary/ (K=5), e
i 7055 S yl,me DrIVem
wsoan Dle 0, 92\1 14, \
262- o77z\ 527 HY75",

/)%:)&;\

&
Pae Elementary§(l( 6)
96>Chcld§ A'Ven e
n Dl,ggp, 921*39

4‘75 2020; FAX 475‘ 2091 HEAgNy

Nye Ele}nenfary (K- 5) [N

9 {1 \\/alenaa Rarkway e,
Sqn Diego, 92114”“f

AARDBUSE J

P

,/k VH’;//IE] H" SC \' OO0L
s LELD,
Y,www; 2 /\)1

{ sret |
: A" TYP!CAL»-SCHO@L

7 Bell Junior High (7 9)
{ 620 Bnarw‘%@d Road
[~ San Diego, 92139
- 479"”7131’1““FAX 470,
Keiller Middle School (6
72;0 -LisB6n Street

8054
8)

e \ San Diego, 92114
b £:263-9266; FAX|262-2217
ty School (6-8)
rive
14
262-1496

O Fyrrell Communi

76130 Skyline C
7 San Diego, 921
AN 263}3009 FAXI
B

”““’\
orse High School ( 12)\ N
— 6905\Skyl|ne Dr\“ ;
§an/B|ego 92114

(T -0763; FAX: 62 8835§
g}f“? 3; FAX2

)

’“‘*M

J
woNTERA J“:"

//
521-/4901 FAX\\SIQN770472/%/ r\Saﬁ Diego School of Creative
Paradléelells‘Eleme}J ar)///;(K 6)"“ i S a"h”c’l“Perfo "’7h"g“"/\rt§ (6-12)

5816 “Alleghany StreeQ“ S o)
‘?A

VOH\

{ e

San Dlego, 97139 =
479 3145 FAX 472

89%

/

Ot
aloon

2797 Utic Drlve

San Djégo, 92139 e (L

’79-5688 FAX 479-2225 \pra.xx <

Perry Elementary (K-6)* N, /}1 o
6195 Ranger Road ”‘QM{\}{/

San\Dlego 92139
479—4040 FAX 267-6172

2{1_25‘ Dusk Drive
© San D|ego~92 39

.r'—'-»}

ﬂ PA70D555TEAX 470-9430
& :
Sl

/\'\
T

TRVVKAYN

?\v/(
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Chapter Four - Exis

San Diego City Schools

ting Facilities

POINT LOMA ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Barnard Elementary (K-5)
2930 Barnard Street
San Diego, 92110
224-3306; FAX 224-8721
Cabrillo Elementary (K-5)
3120 Talbot Street
San Diego, 92106
223-7154; FAX 221-9051
Dana 6th Grade School (6)
1775 Chatsworth Blvd.
San Dlego, CA 92107
225“3\897 FAX 225-3878
Dewey EIemgntary (K-5)*
3251 Rosegans Street
San glego 92110
223-8131; FA) ,5 -9338
Fremont El %mentar)) (K-5)
2375 Congress treet?
San Dg\ego QZ}HOQ\\
293- 4430 FAX‘, 9357235
Loma Portal Eld mentary (K:5)
3341 ;Brown‘lngr Street
{Dé%g3o,,92106 3 zx
1 FAX 224-4 522
Ocran Beach El‘e\zmerf ary (K“S)‘”‘\\_:
§4ZA1oSanta(Momc Av%mmm
San Diego 92107
23-1634; A “)&2(24 -0141 ,;3
Silver Gat, Elementary*(K ) ﬁw\
1 4995Ven|ce,Street i §

San Diegg, 9210?\ é f(m.‘w G orma HEWRY

222-1139; FAX 226 30 RN { f} ;
Sunset Vlew l;'lementa (K-5)) o, N )/,«_m &

4365 HI“ Street K <

San Diego, 92107\ “////3/

223- 71 SKMFAX 224‘ 6920

‘-‘J?\??fi}gi) §

LHRA[AESA

MIDDLE SCHOOL

Correia Junior High (7-8)
4302 Valeta Street
San Diego, 92107
222-0476; FAX 221-0147

HIGH SCHOOL

Point Loma High School (9-12)
2335 Chatsworth Blvd.
San Diego, 92106
223-3121; FAX 225-1298

/{w .
/CHIED DEVEE®PMENT CENTERS
JDfewg y CDC 9
2 5%¥RG5EE Ehs) Street
gan Diego, 92110
222 6808;7FAX 523-68]13
LM“cean ‘Beach CDC [~
TTT4741 Santa Monica Ave.
Saﬁ’,Dlego 92107

22'4-0040; FAX 224-0141

WO

46& (3]

W’W&L_ \ ﬁOOVERS LRAGORE ﬁ
=\ j

25 F‘S’)

ﬁ\\

S L y a\/;rui
i{ ; L ‘\e,‘ ¢ HORSE ¢
. e ) 4
- e A
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SAN DIEGO ATTENDANCE AREA

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Baker Elementary (K-6)*
4041 T Street
San Diego, 92113
264-3139; FAX 264-2318
Balboa Elementary (K-5)*
1844 S. 40th Street
San Diego, 92113
263-8151; FAX 263-5742
Birney Elementary (K-6)*
4345 Campus Avenue
San Diego, 92103
293-4400; FAX 668-3017
Brooklyn E/ementary (K-5)*
3035 Ash Street
San Diego, 92102

Long-Range

North Park Elementary (K-6)*
4041 Oregon St
San Diego, 92104
225-3896; FAX 293-8118
Perkins Elementary (K-5)*
1110 Beardsley St
San Diego, 92113
525-7482; FAX 234-7418
Sherman E/ementary (K-5)*
450 24th St
San Diego, 92102
525-7425; FAX 231-5833
Washington Elementary (K-6)
1789 State St
San Diego 92101
525-7475; FAX 231-3562

8! //\ri—mm
52537410; 'FAX 234-6326 (’ Ny
Burbank E‘ier{wentary (K-3)* s g MIDDLE SCHO@!
et

214 46 Julian Avenqp\ﬂ
San\ DiegoN92113
52537330; FAX231-4106

Chavez E\Iementaﬁl\(K 6)% e

1404 South; 40th\5treet

San Dre 0l% 92105

527- 4098 EAX 52,7 8944
Emerson/ andml[ i:jlemenéafy (K-6)*

351% Ne/wton,Avenu

Sap’ ‘Diego) 92113

,/~525 7418” FAX 525- 7_35\2

Rlorence E/ementa\{y (K36

3914 Flrszvenue

Sar>Dieg 0 92163 EADISORY,

293 4440 \FAX 293 4440
Garfle/d Elementaryc(K 6)*

448’7r®regon\5treet m ] V_
Sap\ Digg0:s 21\1 67
284-2076 FAX\$28

)

Crant ElémeRtary (K
1425 ‘Washingtgn Plac
San|fD|e g0, 92103 rf
293:4420; FAX 297;,—8404

Iefferson@f/gmentary (K“S)
3770.Utah Street Y,
San’Di€go, 92104 \§
29314406,FAX 297-7053

Klmbrough E/gmentary (K-5) *§\”

32 Holt Sreet:iii“ N

San, DnegoA92102 r]‘"
525-201@,/’FAX 525-2018
King E/ementary (K-5)* N

415,31 st Street

San\Dle 0, 92102

525- 7320 'FAX 696-7459
Logan E/ementary (K-5)*

2875 Ogean View Blvd.

San Diego, 92113

525-7440; FAX 237-1004
MacDowell E/ementary 6)*

" 5095 Arvinels Ave,

San Diego, 92117

278-5917; FAX 278-7462
McKinley Elementary (K-6)

3045 Felton St

San Diego, 92104

282-7694; FAX 281-3478

MIHA BIESA

;(GAEW

1 2850 Logan Ayenue
San Diego,. 92113
4\525 7400 FAX 238:2871
ROOSeve/t Iunlor High (7-9)
3366 Park Blvf
San Diego, 92103
293 4450; FAX 497-0918

EjM”?nonaIv/umor,:ngh (7-9 f

‘&
)

/ el “'--~$,
~HIGHSCHOOL ;

1405 Par ‘Blvd \\
San Dleg {21”01 B
FAX 231‘-09?3

. \Dleéo High School(T672)

525- 4557

7

Brookly HED G C’/

L San Dle o 9210
< )\ o525, 74(1;7 :FAX[239-4635
.Burbank: CDC
\ 2146 )ulian Avenue
f iSan ®1ego¢92ﬂ13
525’7334 FAX.696-9070

f , P/?)rencé CDE/|

‘/}3914>F|rst Avenue.._F

LSan,,lle {92103
29324445 FAX? -297-7595

Garf:e/d6 C%C/;: ,Sp
C?44 0 fdako Street
\?\V{;fﬂSan Diegoz 52116 yd
283- 5133 \{FAX 28444209
Jefferson E/ementary epc
3770 Utah Street
San Diego, 92104
293-4414; FAX 297-7053
Salomon CDC
1789 State Street
San Diego, 92101
696-8716; FAX 696-9070

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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Chapter Four - Existing Facilities

SCRIPPS RANCH ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Dingeman Elementary (K-5)

11840 Scripps Creek Drive

San Diego, 92131

(858) 549-4437; FAX (858) 635-8948
Hage Elementary (K-5)

9750 Galvin Avenue

San Diego, 92126

(858) 566-0273; FAX (858) 693-7942
Jerabek Elementary (K-5)*

10050 Avenida Magnifica

San Diego, 92131

(858) 578-5330; FAX (858) 578- 7367
Miramar Ra\‘n h Elementary (K-5)

10770 'Red\Cedar Drive ””“”""‘

San Didgo, 92 131

(858) 27\1 -0470 FAX/(858) 549"6"817‘

MIDDLE § *HOOLS ' > c;: e
VWWMS"\ e naen ]
Marshall Middle | SchalL6:8 ﬁg
11778 Cyprq sf,Canyon Road
San Dlego 9?213,1, K i
(858) 549- 8840 FAX (858)%49-4910 o
i \° S "f(.‘\¢‘ /’A/
HIGH SCHOO et o, A XL
i SERRA ?

Scrlpp§Ranch ngl% Sc/gog =(9 ?”?')"SW
1041 0 Treena’S reetg
San'DjeB6#92434\ >

(858) 621-9020;,FA X .
\ 5 Yf( HEH RUIA HENRY ——
G

e { ;
BAY | g ’,f ' z}:
(3 wr‘ SLCTORI . \”M‘( . -

[ noNTIAR

Y

A HOGVER 7 C{M(Fr\‘ikl)t
£ KN : 4 ]
Jrce N BRI G nrvrws zeum:‘;
f : . b ﬁ:{ e J—i s
N 3 H .
S, H A
g L0 SRR e { EGD /(}! iz

"“wf’:\i‘ﬂ S,
{(?/f/ | |
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Long-Range

SERRA ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Hancock Elementary (K-5)*

3303 Taussig Street

San Diego, 92124

(858) 496-8310; FAX (858) 278-6549
Kumeyaay Elementary (K-5)

6475 Antigua Blvd.

San Diego, 92124

(858) 279-1022; FAX (858) 569-7418
Miller Elementary (K-5)*

4343 Shields Street

San Diego, 92124

(858) 496-8319; FAX (858) 278-1649
Tierrasanta Elementary (K-5)* o

5450 La Cuenta Drive Jp—

Sy ‘Riego, 52124 yoany

(858)° 4968255, FA AX/(E58) 63729753 / J)
Vista Gran e\EIemen ary (K-5) -

5606 AntiguaBlvd. o' T

Sa}'l Diego; \92124 / N
(818) 496:8290;-FAX (858) 569-7647

t:m__} \;) s ; .

§ \ unavensiv
MIDDLE SCHOOLS D
f 1( i{c:n’ \\X

eE ortola M;ddle School
11010 ClalremonLMe vd.
San Dicg6792124" """ B\ //

PN

14(858) 496-8080;-FAX (avsa) 57644 /44 94 seran &
Karb Midde échoo/% 8)* el N
488074 “ Cuehita I§)r|ve ff 2 i

/m, g

"\San‘BlegO §2T24 % wgporm L
(858) 496~80§0‘”’FA  (858) 6%7 9071} 4 5

Nm J
HIGITI SCHOOL

\

{ e =<\
o8 cu

J

Serra H‘Igh} School-(9:+2)5
5156 5anto Roa(i P oo
S n “Diego, 921243, \ o
<§ 8) 496:8342; FAX\(B\SS) 571“’3

260
R
‘

e

CHILD DEVEL@PMENJT‘CEI}JTE

NTEY BRSU

i (R
Miller CDC ) \\Lﬂ\\\, L
4343 Sh|elds Street Sy {*:m_‘
San Dlego 92124 1%\%

(858) 406-8327; FAX (858) 467- 135,9/

U

e
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Chapter Four - Existing Facilities

San Diego City Schools

UNIVERSITY CITY ATTENDANCE AREA
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Curie Elementary (K-5)

4080 Governor Drive

San Diego, 92122

(858) 453-4184; FAX (858) 546-3972
Doyle Elementary (K-5)

3950 Berino Court

San Diego, 92122

(858) 456-6230; FAX (858) 455-9486
Spreckels Elementary (K-5)

6033 Stadium Street

San Diego, 92122

(85‘8\\) 453-5377; FAX (858) 546-1269

‘f \ /x;cwsc w/ A
b
MlDD IXE SCHO\?LS BHRA [AERA %:A";? SURIFPS RANCH

Standley Middle School (6-8Y” | . j
6298|Radcliffe Brive/ :\\) A

San Diego, 92122 \\ |
(858)%55-0550; EAX (858) 546-7677

j CRedRad
HIGH CH

ﬂiw
oL

m..,—/—««w\

Ur‘f:vers:ty City. (nghE/SEFéolﬂ@—IZ)\,,//
6946,C Gen see Av nue %

san Dlego {92922, aDISORh,

(858) 457301 omFA\x (858) 458-9432 ) -
Y‘ L 3 S‘x}:ﬂ,: \ / Ré\‘;\’{/ QVo R v < 413 \ \/
, SN S AT { \

KgEakny

'1 § & Q{\ L OF AZA
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Long-Range

e

Elementary School Boundary
Attendance Areas |

©
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Chapter Four - EXxisting Facilities

Middle School Boundary
Attendance Areas

San Diego City Schools

79

G719



High School Boundary
Attendance Areas |

“CTIOMmMODO®Y>

- MISSION

\)

Long-Range Facilities Master Plan

MIRA "RANCH - - R

LA JOLLA/UNIVERSITY CITY
LA JOLLA/MISSION BAY
HENRY/KEARNY

SAN DIEGO/HOOVER

SAN DIEGO/HOOVER
HOOVER/CRAWFORD
CRAWFORD/LINCOLN-GOMPERS
SAN DIEGO/LINCOLN-GOMPERS
LINCOLN-GOMPERS/MORSE
SAN DIEGO/POINT LOMA
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Chapter Four - Existing Facilities

San Diego City Schools

ATYPICAL SCHOOLS

ALBA Community Day School
3760 4th Avenue
San Diego, 92103
293-8077; FAX 293-8116 (Storefront sites at several locations)

Connections
150 S. 49th Street (Lincoln High School)
San Diego, 92113
527-6221; FAX 527-6234

Garfield High School (9-12)
1255 16th Street
San Diego, 92101
282-7672; FAX 284-4209

Mount Everest Academy
4350 Mount Everest Boulevard
San Diego, 92117
(858) 496-8778; FAX (858) 496-8798

Student Success/Charter School of San Diego
2245 San Diego Avenue, Suite 127
San Diego, 92110
686-6666; FAX 299-6127 (Storefront sites at several locations)

Twain
Main Campus (Junior/Senior High)
6402 Linda Vista Road
San Diego, 92111
(858) 496-8260; FAX (858) 576-9514
Junior High Campus
4455 Ute Drive
San Diego, 92117
(858) 272-9003; FAX (858) 483-2737
Beach Campus
2475 Grand Avenue
San Diego, 92109
(858) 483-2800; FAX (858) 273-4138
Eastern Campus
5510 Trojan Avenue
San Diego, 92116
287-5723; FAX 229-0286
Mesa Campus
10444 Reagan Road
San Diego, 92126
(858) 566-4008; FAX (858) 530-2871

Y.O.U. (Youth Opportunities Unlimited) Alternative Secondary School
2716 Marcy Avenue
San Diego, 92113
525-7372; FAX 696-5127
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CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTERS

Bayview Terrace CDC

2485 Felspar Street

San Diego, 92109

(858) 273-3933; FAX (858) 272-0314
Brooklyn CDC

3003 A Street

San Diego, 92102

525-7417; FAX 239-4635
Burbank CDC

2146 Julian Avenue

San Diego, 92113

525-7334; FAX 696-9070
Carson CDC

1705 Coolidge Avenue

San Diego, 92111

(858) 496-8065; FAX (858) 467-1962
De Anza CDC

6525 Estrella Avenue

San Diego 92120

583-0994; FAX 265-4536
Dewey CDC

3251 Rosecrans Street

San Diego, 92110

222-6808; FAX 523-6813
Euclid CDC

4141 Menlo Avenue

San Diego, 92105

284-5338; FAX 282-6879
Field CDC

4375 Bannock Avenue

San Diego, 92117

(858) 273-1820; FAX (858) 272-3070
Fletcher CDC

7666 Bobolink Way

San Diego, 92123

(858) 493-8306; FAX (858) 279-6148
Florence CDC

3914 First Avenue

San Diego, 92103

293-4445; FAX 297-7597
Carfield CDC

4460 |daho Street

San Diego, 92116

283-5133; FAX 284-4209
Hawthorne CDC

4750 Lehrer Drive

San Diego, 92117

(858) 273-6181; FAX (858) 272-1135
Jefferson CDC

3770 Utah Street

San Diego, 92104

293-4414; FAX 297-7053

Long-Range Facilities Master Plan:

Kennedy CDC

4174 T Street

San Diego, 92113

262-7494; FAX 527-2579
Los Altos CDC

1201 Turquoise St.

San Diego, 92109

(858) 483-0111; FAX (858) 272-0995
Mead CDC

730 45th Street

San Diego, 92102

263-5800; FAX 527-2313
Miller CDC

4343 Shields Street

San Diego, 92124

(858) 496-8327; FAX (858) 467-1319
Montezuma CDC

4950 Curry Drive

San Diego, 92115

582-0690; FAX 287-6278
Ocean Beach CDC

4741 Santa Monica Avenue

San Diego, 92107

224-0040; FAX 224-0141
Ross CDC

7470 Bagdad Street

San Diego, 92111

(858) 493-8306; FAX (858) 279-6381
Rowan CDC

1757 Rowan Street

San Diego, 92105

262-6525; FAX 527-1694
Salomon CDC

1789 State Street

San Diego, 92101

696-8716 FAX; 696-9070
Sandburg CDC

11230 Avenida del Gato

San Diego, 92126

(858) 693-1631; FAX (858) 549-2312

Walker CDC

9245 Hillery Drive

San Diego, CA 92126

(858) 566-7370; FAX (858) 549-3245
Wegeforth CDC

3384 Glencolum Drive

San Diego, 92123

(858) 496-8270; FAX (858) 467-0569
Whittier CDC

3604 Waco Street

San Diego 92117

(858) 273 2021; FAX (858) 273-0239
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EDUCATIONAL SUPPORT FACILITIES
Cardinal Lane (Instructional Material Services)
2441 Cardinal Lane
San Diego, 92123
(858) 496-8122; FAX (858) 293-8674
Cleveland (Instructional Materials Evaluation Center)
6365 Lake Atlin Drive
San Diego, 92119
293-8022; FAX 668-2488
Dana Center
1775 Chatsworth Boulevard
San Diego, 92107
225-3501
Education Center (Central Office)
4100 Normal Street
San Diego, 92103
293-8414 (Communications Office)
Maintenance & Operations
4860 Ruffner Road
San Diego, 92111
(858) 627-7171; FAX (858) 279-3582
Mission Beach Center-(Administration)
818 Santa Barbara Place
San Diego, 92109
(858) 539-5330; FAX (858) 539-5355
Pacific Beach Center (Administration)
4606 Ingraham Street
San Diego, 92109
(858) 490-8670; FAX (858) 274-6457
Revere Center (Administration)
6735 Gifford Way
San Diego, 92111
(858) 627-7320; FAX (858) 627-7361
Pupil Transportation Services Center
4710 Cardin St.
San Diego, 92111
(858) 496-8475; FAX (858) 496-8705
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Chapter Four - Existing Facilities

CLOSED AND/OR LEASED UNIMPROVED SCHOOL SITES/ACREAGES
SCHOOLS AND SITES

Andersen E.S. Bay Terraces #6 Elementary (8.0 acres)
Benchley E.S. Bay Terraces #11 Elementary (6.9 acres)
Crockett E.S. Camp Elliott #3 Elementary (11.7 acres)
Decatur E.S. Camp Elliott #4 Elementary (12.8 acres)
Forward E.S. Camp Elliott #2 Jr. High (58.6 acres)
Grantville E.S. MacMullen Elementary (13.1 acres)
Hale J.H.S. Maddox Elementary (13.1 acres)

Marcy E.S. Porterfield Jr. High (27.3 acres)

Scripps E.S. Serra Elementary (.1 acre)

Stevenson E.S.

SCRIPPS RANCH

FORWARD

CLEVELAND]
BAY

o Closed &lor Leased Sites
2 Unimproved School Sites

San Diego City Schools
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SCHOOL SITE DATA

Each school was surveyed to determine the actual acreage of useable areas on site.
These data were then compared with district criteria to identify areas where the criteria

were not met. The results are shown on the tables below.

As portable classrooms are added to, or removed from school sites, these numbers will
change. Adjusted net useable acreage does not include public street rights-of-way,
easements, non-buildable areas such as steep slopes or child development centers. it
does include adjacent areas that are owned by other agencies that are the subject of a

joint-use agreement.

CLAIREMONT HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA

Long-Range

* *

Adjusted | Paved Kinder- Percent Total
Net Play Field garten | Portable ota
Useable Area Area Play Area Class- | Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | rooms Spaces
Clairemont 36.31 1.4 12.4 - 7% 231
Marston 20.59 1.8 9.5 - 2% 89
@ Alcott 9.49 1.4 3.6 0.2 13% 23
Bay Park 4.59 0.6 1.8 0.3 30% 0
Cadman 8.24 0.7 5.0 0.2 18% 24
Toler 6.22 09 3.1 0.3 22% 18

* Bold indicates area does not meet district criteria (see Chapter 6).
** Portable classroom buildings are added and removed periodically.
Numbers may vary.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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San Diego City Schools

CRAWFORD HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA

Kinder- *x
Adjusted Paved garten Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable | Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- | Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
Crawford 26.91 1.1 6.2 - 11% 478
Mann 15.24(1) 2.5 3.7 - 10% 172
Carver 8.91 1.1 3.2 0.3 50% 41
Clay 6.9 0.8 3.4 0.4 45% 39
Darnall 7.65 1.3 2.2 0.4 37% 33
Euclid 5.92 1.0 0.4 0.2 52% 58
Hardy 5.4 0.8 2.6 0.2 50% 39
Jackson 6.54 0.9 0.9 0.1 40% 110
Language Acad. 6.43 2.4 2.5 0.2 62% 51
(K-8)
Marshall 6.6 1.0 2.4 0.3 65% 54
Oak Park 7.61 1.4 2.0 0.4 41% 38
Rolando Park 11.2 0.7 7.8 0.3 14% 49
Tubman Village 4.25 0.3 2.1 0.1 63% 0
HENRY HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA
Kinder- *x
Adijusted | Paved garten Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable | Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
Henry 39.72 1.4 12.4 - 14% 461
Lewis 22.92 2.4 11.7 - 18% 122
Pershing 25.89 2.0 10.5 - 8% 130
Benchley/ 9.64 1.0 4.5 0.1 36% 45
Weinberger
Dailard 9.49 1.4 2.9 0.3 0 64
Foster 8.31 1.8 3.2 0.2 24% 34
Cage 11.68 2.1 4.9 0.2 33% 37
Green 8.84 1.2 3.2 0.2 0 48
Hearst 9.18 0.8 5.7 0.2 22% 34
Marvin 8.86 1.8 4.1 0.2 5% 47

* Bold indicates area does not meet district criteria (see Chapter 6).
** Portable classroom buildings are added and removed periodically.

Numbers may vary
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HOOVER HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA

Long-Range

Kinder- **
Adjusted | Paved garten | Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable | Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- | Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
Hoover 24.91 2.1 6.2 - 18% 537
Clark 13.00 2.1 2.1 - 14% 81
Wilson 9.85(1) 2.3 4.0 - 0 18
Adams 5.68 0.9 1.7 0.1 54% 31
Central 4.43 1.2 0.6 0.3 45% 52
Edison 3.32 1.3 0 0.1 59%
Franklin 4.04 0.7 1.4 0.1 43%
Hamilton 6.69 1.5 0.9 0.3 47% 23
Rosa Parks 12.66 1.5 6.1 0.4 47% 49
Rowan 6.56 0.9 2.9 0.2 50% 23
KEARNY HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA
@ Kinder- **
Adjusted | Paved garten Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable | Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Rooms Spaces
Kearny 34.28 1.3 7.4 - 2% 290
Montgomery 12.75 1.8 4.4 - 0 55
Taft 16.32 1.7 6.8 - 0 46
Angier 7.4 0.9 4.2 0.2 17% 13
Carson 6.74 1.5 1.8 0.2 6% 40
Chesterton 8.83 1.4 3.2 0.4 36% 55
Cubberley 9.08 1.4 3.3 0.2 44% 32
Fletcher 7.77 1.2 2.3 0.1 22% 69
Jones 9.25 1.4 4.3 0.2 29% 74
Juarez 8.78 1.5 4.3 0.3 22% 30
Linda Vista 6.77 1.6 2.0 0.04 0 79
Linda Vista 4.26 1.7 0 0.3 0 41
Annex
Muir Alternative 7.74 0.8 4.2 0.2 17% . 15
Ross 8.82 0.8 5.1 0.4 27% 30
Wegeforth 8.03 .85 4.6 0.2 13% 25

* Bold indicates area does not meet district criteria (see Chapter 6).
** Portable classroom buildings are added and removed periodically.
Numbers may vary
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San Diego City Schools
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Chapter Four - Existing Facilities

LA JOLLA HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA

* %
Adijusted | Paved Kinder- Percent
Net Play Field garten Portable Total
Useable Area Area Play Area Class- Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage Acreage rooms Spaces
La Jolla High 14.37 0.9 5.3 - 27% 90
Muirlands 12.26 1.6 3.9 - 0 103
Bird Rock 4.68 0.8 2.0 0.2 45% 4
LaJolla 7.21 1.5 2.3 0.3 28% 21
Torrey Pines 8.06 1.1 3.2 0.2 58% 25
LINCOLN/GOMPERS HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA
Kinder- **
Adijusted | Paved garten Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable | Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
Lincoln (1) 21.92 1.0 7.6 - 10% 349
Gompers 27.97 2.1 9.1 - 25% 151
Chollas 7.3 0.9 2.4 0 61% 37
Horton 7.7 1.8 1.1 0.2 66% 98
Johnson 8.23 1.3 4.2 0.2 46% 53
Kennedy 12.73 1.6 4.6 0.1 52% 50
Knox 7.22 0.7 2.5 0.3 64% 24
Mead (1) 2.44 0.6 0 0.1 65% 28
Webster 7.64 0.9 3.2 0.3 65% 34

*  Bold indicates area does not meet district criteria (see Chapter 6).
** Portable classroom buildings are added and removed periodically.

Numbers may vary.

(1) School to be rebuilt by Proposition MM
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MADISON HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA

Long-Range

Kinder- *x
Adjusted | Paved garten Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable | Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- | Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
Madison 47.38 1.9 18.9 - 24% 258
Kroc 23.96 2.7 11.6 - 0 100
Field 8.22 1.8 3.5 0.2 13% 47
Hawthorne 9.24 1.1 5.1 0.2 39% 31
Holmes 9.06 0.8 4.4 0.2 36% 25
Lafayette 12.35 1.4 6.0 0.4 38% 45
Lindbergh/ 17.15 2.6 4.9 0.7 44% 120
Schweitzer
Sequoia 10.99 1.0 6.8 0.3 33% 24
Whitman 9.51 1.2 6.2 0.3 5% 21
MIRA MESA HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA
Kinder- **
Adjusted Paved garten Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
Mira Mesa 48.57 1.2 13.1 - 38% 482
Challenger 15.74 1.8 4.0 - 19% 94
Wangenheim | 30.53 1.9 9.6 . 26% 206
Ericson 15.49 3.2 5.6 0.4 44% 62
Hickman 9.38 1.7 3.2 0.2 28% 46
Mason 9.74 1.4 3.1 0.3 43% 67
Sandburg 9.37 1.8 3.0 0.3 33% 67
Walker 10.74 1.4 3.5 0.1 299, 74

* Bold indicates area does not meet district criteria (see Chapter 6).
** Portable classroom buildings are added and removed periodically.
Numbers may vary.
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Chapter Four - Existing Facilities

MISSION BAY HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA

Kinder- **
Adjusted | Paved garten Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable | Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- | Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
Mission Bay 35.85 2.9 134 - 23% 497
Pacific Beach Middle 13.48 2.5 5.9 - 0 46
Bayview Terrace 9.5 .8 5.1 0.2 17% 36
Crown Point 6.08 1.6 1.8 0.3 0 15
Longfellow (K-8) 5.32 5 2.0 0.1 38%
Pacific Beach Elem. 6.39 1.9 2.3 0.3 6%
Sessions 9.78 1.0 5.9 0.5 13% 56
MORSE HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA
*x
Adjusted Paved Kinder- Percent
Net Play Field garten Portable Total
Useable Area Area Play Area Class- Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
Morse 40.0 1.3 13.8 - 27% 594
Bell 35.23 1.9 20.1 - 24% 109
. | Keiller 10.10 2.7 3.7 - 70% 90
O’Farrell 27.32 1.9 15.5 - 25% 169
SCPA (Gr. 6-12) 37.19 1.7 10.7 - 35% 77
Audubon 9.15 0.9 4.4 0.3 33% 27
Bethune 9.00 1.6 3.4 0.2 25% 69
Boone 8.88 1.0 4.0 0.3 65% 56
Encanto 7.77 1.3 2.0 0.1 31% 22
Freese 8.72 1.2 2.7 0.2 62% 61
Fulton 7.58 1.2 3.1 0.3 50% 63
Lee 8.26 1.2 3.3 0.2 35% 25
Nye 9.46 2.1 1.8 0.2 42% 54
Paradise Hills 5.88 1.1 1.5 0.1 33% 32
Penn 14.8 1.4 4.0 0.3 47% 75
Perry 6.66 0.8 2.3 0.1 30% 52
Valencia Park 11.42 1.3 6.4 0.2 51% 42
-Zamorano 13.5 2.8 4.0 0.3 '32% 131

* Bold indicates area does not meet district criteria (see Chapter 6).
** Portable classroom buildings are added and removed periodically.
Numbers may vary

San Diego City Schools
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POINT LOMA HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA

Long-Range

Kinder- * %
Adjusted garten Percent
Net Paved Field Play Portable [ Total

Useable | Play Area Area Area Class- | Parking

Acreage | Acreage Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
Point Loma 16.7 1.8 3.9 - 16% 147
Correia 15.7 1.9 5.7 - 19% 170
Dana 10.7 1.5 2.6 - 0 N/A
Barnard 5.8 1.7 1.5 0.2 39% 49
Cabrillo 4.7 .76 1.3 0.2 44% 15
Dewey 5.8 1.0 1.2 0.1 33% 31
Fremont 2.9 0.8 0.8 0.1 62% 0
L.oma Portal 5.5 1.5 0.6 0.1 50% 16
Qcean Beach 3.9 1.1 1.1 0.2 22% 0
Silver Gate 5.4 1.3 0.9 0.2 12% 17
Sunset View 6.0 1.4 1.5 0.1 46% 45

* Bold indicates area does not meet district criteria (see Chapter 6).
** Portable classroom buildings are added and removed periodically.

Numbers may vary.
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Chapter Four - Existing Facilities

SAN DIEGO HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA

Kinder- **
Adjusted Paved garten Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
San Diego 18.7 2.2 5.8 - 9% 204
Memorial 14.04 1.3 4.7 - 18% 75
Roosevelt 15.97 2.1 6.1 - 16% 0
Baker 6.1 1.2 1.1 0.2 59% 50
Balboa 7.37 1.2 1.5 0.2 40% 88
Birney 6.58 9 1.5 0.2 59% 72
Brooklyn 4.02 9 .5 0.2 57% 0
Burbank (1) 3.38 .85 0 0.2 52% 25
Chavez 79 1.8 1.7 0.2 36% 63
. ' Emerson/ 11.39 2.8 2.1 0.3 41% 132
Bandini
Florence 2.93 1.3 0 0.2 20% 36
Grant 5.44 1.0 1.2 0.2 62% 16
Garfield 4.3 1.0 .8 0.2 32% 30
Jefferson 2.6 .5 5 0.1 31% 0
; Kimbrough 6.4 1.8 9 0.3 33% 63
f King 7.17 1.1 2.4 0.3 52% 53
Logan 6.44 1.2 2.0 0.2 38% 74
MacDowell 10.13 1.4 4.6 0.3 39% 41
‘ McKinley 6.30 1.3 2.1 0.4 58% 14
North Park 3.53 .5 2.1 0.1 100% 0
f Perkins 3.36 1.0 56 0.2 39% 43
Sherman 6.17 1.1 1.3 0.2 38% 71
Washington 3.82 .6 7 0.1 25% 57

* Bold indicates area does not meet district criteria (see Chapter 6).
** Portable classroom buildings are added and removed periodically.

Numbers may vary

(1) School to be rebuilt by Proposition MM.

San Diego City Schools
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SCRIPPS RANCH HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA

Long-Range

Kinder- *x
Adijusted Paved garten Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
Scripps Ranch 30.89 2.0 9.4 - 39% 397
Marshall 10.0 1.7 2.4 - 32% 70
Dingeman 9.1 1.8 4.3 0.1 53% 77
Hage 9.31 1.7 2.1 0.2 50% 83
Jerabek 10.88 2.2 4.4 0.2 50% 62
Miramar Ranch 11.18 1.6 2.6 0.1 50% 52
SERRA HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA
Kinder- *x
Adjusted Paved garten Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable | Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
Serra 44.71 3.7 7.9 - 16% 534
DePortola 32.0 2.5 10.9 - 27% 113
@ Farb 9.7 1.3 3.6 - 29% 71
Hancock 14.44 2.9 4.6 0.5 29% 104
Kumeyaay 11.73 1.5 5.7 0.2 58% 80
Miller 15.07 2.5 5.6 0.4 12% 125
Tierrasanta 9.97 1.4 3.4 0.3 12% 63
Vista Grande 9.44 1.8 5.6. 0.1 17% 69

* Bold indicates area does not meet district criteria (see Chapter 6).
** Portable classroom buildings are added and removed periodically.
Numbers may vary.

ERIC
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Chapter Four - Existing Facilities

UNIVERSITY CITY HIGH SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AREA

Kinder- **
Adiusted | Paved garten Percent
Net Play Field Play Portable | Total
Useable Area Area Area Class- | Parking
Acreage | Acreage | Acreage | Acreage rooms Spaces
N University 43.01 2.5 16.4 - 10% 376
City
‘ Standley 24.41 2.1 1.4 - 2% 92
Curie 10.44 1.3 4.5 0.3 44% 50
Doyle 9.7 1.6 3.7 0.4 23% 71
Spreckels 8.82 1.7 4.0 0.2 18% 49

* Bold indicates area does not meet district criteria (see Chapter 6).
** Portable classroom buildings are added and removed periodically.
Numbers may vary.

San Diego City Schools
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ENROLLMENT HISTORY

Enrollment in the district has been on a general upward path
throughout its history, concurrent with residential development and
population growth. Enrollment grew rapidly in the 1950s and 1960s,
as San Diego's population increased and the "Baby Boom" generation
entered school.

Although San Diego's population continued to grow in the 1970s and
1980s, the district's enroliment declined. Enrollment peaked at
approximately 130,000 students in 1970 and then declined every year
for several years, reaching a low of 111,000 students in 1982. This
decline took place throughout the district and in almost every school.
This phenomenon was not unique to San Diego City Schools; districts
throughout California and the U.S. experienced similar demographic
shifts as the overall population aged.

In the 1980s, enrollment began climbing again as a result of several
situations. The "Baby-Boom Echo” generation advanced into its
school-age years. The density in Mid-City neighborhoods changed,
and an increasing number of immigrant and refugee families moved
into San Diego.

In the 1960s and 1970s, many Mid-City neighborhoods experienced
an increase in housing density as single-family homes were
demolished and replaced with small (6-8 unit) apartment buildings.
These complexes were initially largely occupied by single people or
childless couples, who had little impact on school enrollments. In the
early to mid-1980s, however, immigrant and refugee families began
migrating to San Diego in larger numbers, initially settling into Mid-
City and South San Diego. This influx of families with school-age
children led to rapidly rising enrollments. Several Mid-City
elementary schools doubled or tripled in size during the late 1980s
and early 1990s, with increases at the middle and high school level
occurring later. The recession, which struck San Diego at the same
time, compounded the issue because of the high cost of housing. This
resulted in the occupation of single family dwelling units by multiple
and extended families.

DEMOGRAPHICS
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“Several Mid-City
elementary schools
doubled or tripled in

size during the late -
1980s....”"
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Enroliment in the district
in recent years has
continued to grow, but at
a reduced pace. Many
areas are now
experiencing very stable
student populations.
Growth in the Mid-City
area, however, has
continued. Growth has
also occurred in the
northern portion of the
district because of new
residential developments
in Mira Mesa and Scripps
Ranch.

The district’s current
enrollment, projected
enrollment, and district
enrollment trends since
1981 are presented in
the graph to the right.
This enrollment includes
all K-12 students enrolled
in regular schools with
special programs.

Year

1981-82

1982-83

1983-84

1984-85

1985-86

1986-87

1987-88

1988-89

1989-90

1990-91

1991-92

1992-93

1993-94

1994-95

1995-96

1996-97

1997-98

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

2008-09

2013-14

Long-

San Diego City Schools
Historical and Projected Enroliment
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Chapier Five - Demograp

“In geographic
terms, the most
significant
enrollment changes
are expected in
northeastern and
western Mira Mesa
and Miramar Ranch
North, where new
residential
development is
generating
enrollment
increases and will
continue to do so
for at least the next
Jfour to six years.”

hics

ENROLLMENT FORECASTS

Methodology and Data Sources

The district uses a modified cohort/survival methodology to develop
enrollment forecasts. Modifications from various data sources are
necessary due to the large number of students (about 29% of district
enrollment) that attend a school other than their "neighborhood”
school (the school to which their home address is assigned), and new
residential development in certain areas which is not included in the
cohort history. Staff must analyze the interaction between the
following four historic variables for each neighborhood school to
develop the base enrollment forecast:

o Resident population (the total number of students eligible to
attend a school based on grade level and residence)

o Resident attending population (that percentage of the resident
population actually enrolled in their neighborhood school)

o Nonresident population (those students enrolled at a school who
reside in another school's attendance area)

o Birth trends (which are the basis for future kindergarten
enrollment)

The estimated student generation from any forecast new residential
development is then added to the base school site forecast.

Students in special programs (special education, alternative education,
magnet programs, etc.) comprise significant percentages (and
sometimes the entire enrollment) of some schools' enrollments, and
these populations must be addressed and analyzed separately. To
facilitate this analysis, Facilities Planning Department staff meets
annually with special program managers and the district controller to
determine the changes in special programs expected for the upcoming
school year.

In addition to the site-by-site enrollment forecast, a districtwide
forecast by grade is also developed using a similar methodology. As
with the individual school forecast methodology described above, this
forecast also uses the cohort-survival technique. Changes in district-
wide grade cohorts and the total district resident and nonresident
population by grade are examined, and the impact of all known active
residential developments within the district is added. Lagged birth
data for the district is used to estimate kindergarten enrollment. It is
the goal to reconcile the districtwide forecast with the sum of the site-
by-site forecasts, using each as a check on the other.

o ~n Diego City Schools
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Long-Ran

Areas of Future Significant Enrollment Change

In geographic terms, the most significant enrollment changes are
expected in northeastern and western Mira Mesa and Miramar Ranch
North, where new residential development is generating enroliment
increases and will continue to do so for at least the next four to six
years. Residential construction may also occur in the context of
redevelopment of existing neighborhoods throughout the district,
although this activity is much more difficult to predict in terms of
timing and scope. The San Diego Association of Governments
(SANDAGQG) is predicting significant increases in housing units as a
result of redevelopment in Centre City East (East Village), North Bay,
South San Diego, North Park, Golden Hill, and Mid-City. Residential
redevelopment is also predicted in the Carroll Canyon mining area in
south-central Mira Mesa, and additional military family housing is
being tentatively proposed for the old Naval Training Center and the
eastern portion of Marine Corps Air Station Miramar (MCAS).

The district's regular long-range
enrollment forecast incorporates
confirmed future residential
development in the currently
developing portion of the
district, but not forecast
redevelopment activity. The
district has developed an
alternate enrollment forecast that
incorporates the residential
redevelopment activity from
the SANDAG Series 8
land use/population
forecast. District staff
will continue to monitor
development activity
within its service area,
and adjust its enroliment
forecasts accordingly. If the
residential redevelopment
forecasted by SANDAG shows
concrete indications of future
development, staff will further

review its enrollment forecasts o
and make the appropriate
adjustments based on the q

alternate forecast results.
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Regular Enrollment Forecast

The district's enrollment forecast for the next 15 years is detailed
beginning on the next page. For years one through five, forecasts for
each school site are provided. The same level of detail is provided for
year 10. For the 15-year forecast, results are aggregated into school
type due to the greater unreliability of forecasting enrollments for
small geographic areas many years in advance.

Enrollments at many existing schools will be affected by the opening
of new schools included in the plan. This forecast effect and its
approximate magnitude are noted for each affected existing school.

District staff updates the 1-10 year enrollment forecast annually as
part of its responsibility for facilities planning, facilities allocation,
staffing, and budget development. These updates will be
incorporated in this section in future years. The 15-year forecast is
developed solely for long-range planning purposes. It will also be
updated on an annual basis.

This forecast represents the district's current best knowledge of future
residential development, birth trends, and other economic and
demographic factors that affect public school enrollment. District staff
will continually monitor these factors and incorporate the results in
updated forecasts. However, it is important to remember that
enrollment forecasting is an inexact science, particularly over long
spans of time. The 10- and 15-year forecasts should be used for
general planning purposes only.
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Long-Range Facilities Master Plan

School Enrollment Forecasts for 2003-04 and 2008-09,
assuming the opening of 13 new elementary schools by 2008-
09 and the reconstruction of Lincoln High School

Elementary Level 1998-99 | 2003-04 | 2008-09
Adams 757 910 650
Alcott 563 579 620
Angier 439 439 461
Audubon 663 661 764
Baker 643 648 575
Balboa 809 863 799
Barnard 266 274 326
Bay Park 453 453 536
Bayview Terrace 452 358 361
Benchley/Weinberger 484 484 530
Bethune 640 610 606
Bird Rock 445 479 507
Birney 738 633 640
Boone 899 871 838
Brooklyn 857 540 550
Burbank 498 544 568
Cabrillo 304 340 349
Cadman 315 333 348
Carson 635 566 599
Carver 626 287 320
Central 1,149 750 300
Chavez 652 796 724
Chesterton 622 661 670
Chollas 756 762 797
Clay 460 485 496
Crown Point 282 284 294
Cubberley 349 434 444
Curie 556 553 550
Dailard 549 591 643
Darnall 512 407 436
Dewey 391 410 433
Dingeman 914 785 810
Doyle 754 802 824
Edison 826 903 650
Emerson/Bandini 1,309 1,392 1,255
Encanto 1,063 1,122 1,147
Ericson 1,021 973 953
Euclid 991 727 750
Field 391 419 442
Fletcher 307 330 344
Florence 265 289 269
Foster 569 567 541
Franklin 636 643 450
Freese 755 787 714
Fremont 249 266 286
Fulton 465 501 540
Gage 662 661 710
Garfield 521 456
Grant 577 585 509
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It-is assumed the elementary schools'in the.
San Diego and Morse HS attendance areas

2008-09.

It is assumed that junior high schools in the
i San Diego and Morse HS attendance areas
' have been reconfigured from 7-9 to 6-8 by
¢ 2008-09. It is also assumed that Dana and
" Correia will both be functioning as grades
6-8 schools by 2008-09.

! Itis assumed that Morse and San Diego HS
will be operating as full grades 9-12 schools
by 2008-09. ¢

Schools impacted by the opening of the

new schools or grade reconfigurations are
shown in bold type.

San Diego City Schools
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. Chapter Five - Demographics
) ‘ ‘ School Enrollment Forecasts for 2003-04 and 2008-09,

assuming the opening of 13 new elementary schools by 2008-09
and the reconstruction of Lincoln High School
Elementary Level 1998-99 | 2003-04 | 2008-09
Green 418 445 482
Hage 684 941 1,050
Hamilton 1,291 1,283 700
Hancock 911 938 989
Hardy 357 383 406
Hawthorne 482 486 503
Hearst 385 433 480
Hickman 837 858 795
Holmes 493 505 574
Hoover 5th Grade 376 0 0
Horton 800 869 922
Jackson 1,136 722 750
Jefferson 415 443 465
Jerabek 875 808 810
Johnson 528 546 589
Jones 426 420 442
Juarez 333 358 373
Kennedy 1,244 1,309 800
Kimbrough 1,122 841 860
Kindergarten Academy 76 80 100
King 908 854 510
Knox 832 888 550
Kumeyaay 536 572 589
La Jolla 566 585 589
Lafayette 665 672 701
Language Academy 600 848 1,000
Lee 690 729 628
Linda Vista 876 839 885
Lindbergh/Schweitzer 812 890 918
Logan 969 1,033 620
Loma Portal 409 381 412
Longfellow 574 658 800
MacDowell 382 614 0
Marshall 847 675 700
Marvin 431 451 500
Mason 884 1,110 939
McKinley 690 697 622
Mead 307 328 364
Miller 981 1,052 1,086
Miramar Ranch 737 772 810
Museum School 30 45 65
North Park 268 280 231
Nubia 296 471 520
Nye 708 715 757
Oak Park 747 781 819
Ocean Beach 527 532 564
Pacific Beach 367 377 389
Paradise Hills 450 565 505
Penn 907 861 759
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Long-Range Facilities Master Plan
School Enrollment Forecasts for 2003-04 and 2008-09,
assuming the opening of 13 new elementary schools by 2008-09
and the reconstruction of Lincoln High School
Elementary Level 1998-99 | 2003-04 | 2008-09
Perkins 532 565 500
Perry 385 537 483
Rolando Park 386 408 434
Rosa Parks 1,423 1,671 800 A
Ross 422 422 44 It is assumed the elementary schools in the
Rowan 352 348 363 San Diego and Morse HS attendance areas
Sandburg 748 809 836 “have been reconfigured from K-6 to K-5 by
Sequoia 451 498 494 2008-09. )
Sessions 449 512 523
Sherman 974 1,050 570 i Itis assumed that junior high schools in the -
Silver Gate 535 567 568 | San Diego and Morse HS attendance areas
Spreckels 704 738 743 have been reconfigured from 7-9 to 6-8 by
Sunset View 453 454 466 2008-09. It is also assumed that Dana and
Tierrasanta 614 652 663 Correia will both be functioning as grades
Toler 353 386 392 6-8 schools by 2008-09.
13;)?]2:'33?%6 ;22 ggi ;ZZ It 'is assumed t.hat Morse and San Diego HS
- will be operating as full grades 9-12

Valencia Park 710 718 733 schools by 2008-09.
Vista Grande 583 601 603
Walker 919 940 977 | Schools impacted by the opening of the
Washington 388 415 399 . new schools or grade reconfigurations are

Webster 574 631 642 + shown in bold type.
Wegeforth 308 334 348
Whitman 436 429 433
Zamorano 1,424 1,427 1,311
New Elementary Schools
Brooklyn/Kimbrough 670 700
Central Area 650 700
Euclid Area 500 700
Rosa Parks/Edison/Ham. 700
Jackson/Marshall 650 700
Jerabek/MR/Dingeman 615 700
King/Logan/Perkins 700
Sherman Area 700
Adams/Franklin 700
Kennedy/Knox 700
Mira Mesa Area 700
Unsited School 360 450
Unsited School 700
TOTAL ELEMENTARY 75,574 80,508 82,170

San Diego City Schools
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School Enrollment Forecasts for 2003-04 and 2008-09,
assuming the opening of 13 new elementary schools by 2008-09
and the reconstruction of Lincoln High School
JR. HIGH/MIDDLE 1998-99 | 2003-04 | 2008-09
Bell 1,970 1,955 2,250
Challenger 1,272 1,233 1,278
Clark 1,411 1,580 1,608
Correia 1,022 1,146 800
Dana 426 543 800
DePortola 941 1,020 1,048
Farb 960 914 934
Keiller 660 639 730
Kroc 1,059 1,117 1,176
Lewis 907 927 973
Mann 1,326 1,501 1,533
Marshall 863 1,288 1,552
Marston 1,234 1,201 1,350
Memorial 1,258 1,372 1,527
Montgomery 804 860 873

. Muirlands 992 1,039 1,136

5 O'Farrell 1,480 1,436 1,467

f Pacific Beach 860 869 962

Pershing 967 982 1,027

Riley 106 100 100

? Roosevelt 973 1,019 1,324
Standley 1,151 1,172 1,219
Taft 925 926 956
Wangenheim 1,446 1,544 1,665
Wilson 1,069 1,527 1,560
TOTAL JR. HIGH/MIDDLE 26,082 27,910 29,848
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Long-Range Facilities Master Plan

School Enrollment Forecasts for 2003-04 and 2008-09,
assuming the opening of 13 new elementary schools by 2008-09
and the reconstruction of Lincoln High School

SENIOR HIGH 1998-99 | 2003-04 | 2008-09

Clairemont 1,298 1,408 1,391

Crawford 1,650 1,835 1,966

Garfield (continuation) 657 740 850

Gompers (7-12) 1,686 1,799 1,874

Henry 2,139 2,126 2,078

Hoover 1,914 2,118 2,126

Kearny 1,683 1,681 1,674

La Jolla 1,695 1,732 1,789

Lincoln 866 926 2,250

Madison 1,477 1,508 1,516

Mira Mesa 2,139 2,777 2,749

Mission Bay 1,561 1,549 1,555

Morse 2,781 2,916 2,950

Muir (alternative) 309 360 400

Point Loma 1,947 2,101 2,103 i

SCPA (6-12) 1,445 1,467 1,500 5

San Diego 1,829 1,886 2,250 ‘

Scripps Ranch 2,121 2,204 2,727 ;

Serra 1,905 1,905 1,924 !

University City 1,681 1,728 1,789 ;
670 SR. HIGH TOTAL 32,783 34,766 37,461

OTHER PROGRAMS TOTAL 4,061 5,194 6,994

GRAND TOTAL 138,500 | 148,378 | 156,474

Growth 9,878 8,096

It is assumed that elementary schools in the San Diego and Morse HS
attendance areas have been rec{onfigured f}rom K-6 to K-5 by 2008-09.
It is assumed that junior high schools in the San Diego and Morse HS
attendance areas have been reconfigured from 7-9 to 6-8 by 2008-09.
It is also assumed that Dana and Correia will both be functioning as

grades 6-8 schools by 2008-09.

It is assumed that Morse and San Diego HS will be operating
as full grades 9-12 schools by 2008-09.

Schools impacted by the opening of the new schools or grade
reconfigurations are shown in bold type.
NOTE: The forecasts are based on tentative assumptions regarding grade

reconfigurations, location of new school sites and the drawing of hypothetical
attendance areas, and are therefore subject to change.

3
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5

15 Year Projection by High School Attendancef Area
| i

Methodology ‘
1 Start with High School Attendance Area (HSAA) data and forecasts for 1998-99, 2003-04 and 2008-09.
2 Create an averaged rate of growth for each HSAA to project out to 2013-14, adjusted if necessary.

3 Disaggregate each HSAA's 20-13-14 total enrollment into K-5, 6-8 and 9-12 using 1998-99 proportions.

4 For “Other Programs,” it is assumed that current rates of growth will continue over 15 years.
1

NOTE: This is simply a 15-year projection of current enrollment trends

. . 3!

CLAIREMONT 4,216 4,360 4,637 4863 | 19420 1,423 1,497

HENRY. - 7.511 7,667 7,964 8,201 || 3,819 2,046 2,335

HOOVER/CRAWFORD 20,610§ 22,068{ 22,081 24,112 15,375 45671 4,170

KEARNY - © 8,129 8,270 8,510 8,707 5,052 1,852 1,803

LA JOLLA 4,078 4,241 4,450 4,649 . 1,586 1,131 1,932

LINCOLN . ’ 7,593 8,058 9,488 9,868 [l 5,759 1,853 2,256

MADISON 6,266 6,524 6,757 7,017 3,703 1,660 1,654

MIRAMESA/SCRIPPS RANCH . 15,460 17,657 1 9,351 20,319 10,014 4,706 5,599

MISSION BAY 3,971 3,949 4,084 4,142 1,617 897 1,628

MORSE 16,650 17,050 17,182 17,455 9,353 4,615 3,487
PONT LOMA 6,529 7,374 7,557 8,140 3,907 1,805 2,427 -
SAN DIEGO 17,056 18,550} 18,323 19,013 13,113 3,093 2,827

SERRA 7,431 7,654 7,836 8,047 3,925 2,059 2,063

UNIVERSITY CITY 4,846 4,993 5,125 5,270 2,190 1,252 1,828

TOTAL 130,346 | 138,414 144,145 149,803

OTHER PROGRAMS 8.154 9963} 12319 15.079

GRAND TOTAL 138,500 ] 148,378 156,474 164,882

o  San Diego City Schools
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“the district has

Enrollment Forecast Based on SANDAG Data

The regular enrollment forecast includes known future housing in the develaped an
developing portions of the district. It does not, however, include : 4
forecast new housing in redevelopment areas in the older, established o

parts of the city. The San Diego Association of Governments @ZZ@VW@Z@I
(SANDAQ) predicts that this type of development will make up a ei’lf‘allmem‘

significant percentage of new housing built in the city over the next

20 years. At this point, however, there are no firm plans for future . : '

housing in these areas on the scale (or the focus on families with JCO}’“@COJSZ fh@]f _
children) predicted by SANDAG. If and when this development .

occurs, however, it will have a significant effect on enrollment and ; lﬂCOFpUV@X@S. Zhe

school-facilities demand in a section of the district that is already

deficient in school facilities. SANDA G hOMSan

The regular enroliment forecast also does not include future f 4
residential development in vacant areas zoned for that purpose, if OVQCQSZ"
there are no reasonably concrete data available relative to the type of
housing and the timing of its construction. This type of development
is also forecast by SANDAG as part of its population/land use
forecasting process.

As a reference tool to monitor these two types of potential

development activities, the district has developed an alternate ;

enroliment forecast that incorporates the SANDAG housing forecast. “
@ This forecast uses the regular forecast as a baseline, and adds students

to the areas that would be impacted by the new redevelopment

housing and build-out of current vacant areas zoned for residential

development. The amount, location and timing of new housing are

based on the SANDAG Series 8 population/housing forecast, which is

the most recent analysis available. The approximate districtwide

student generation rate was used to forecast the student total, based

on a lack of data regarding the type of housing that may be

constructed.

This alternate forecast is aggregated to the cluster/high school
attendance area level, due to the uncertainty of where, within a
general planning area, the new housing may be built. It is also
aggregated by school type, based on the percentage of total
enrollment in each type as of the 1998-99 school year. The results of
the forecast are detailed on the following page.
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SERIES 8 HOUSING FORECASTS
JERATION OF NEW STUDENTS

CLUSTER | NEW [ESTIMATED | NEW | ESTIMATED NEW = [NEW MIDDLE[NEW HIGH]NEW SPECIAL
‘ UNITS. NEW UNITS NEW  IELEMENTARY] SCHOOL | SCHOOL | EDUCATION
1990't6| STUDENTS } 1990 to] STUDENTS | SCHOOL | STUDENTS j§STUDENTS| STUDENTS
- 2005 J(SGF = 0.33)} 2015 |(SGF = 0.33)] STUDENTS | 1990-2015 | 1990-2015 | 1990-2015
L : - 1990-2015 ° .
Clairemont]” 200 66 300 99| . - 50 22 23 4
Crawford] 4,500 1,485 5,000 1,650 842 363 " 380 66
Lincoln| 4,500 1,485} 5,000 1,650 842 363 380 66
Henry] 117 39 341 113 58 25 26 5
Hoover{* 4,300 1,419 4,700 1,551 791 341 357 62
Kearny| 3,842 1,268] 7,329 2,419 1,234 532 556 97
LaJolla 606 200} 1,363 450 230 99 104 18
Madison 109 36 121 40 .20 9 9 2
Mira Mesa| 2,705 893| 4,663 1,539 785 339 415 62
Mission Bay] 418 138] 258 85 43 19} 20 3
Morse] 1,222 403| 2,352 776 396 171 178 31
Point Lomal 651 215 1,415 467 238 103 107 19
San Diego] 7,615 2,513} 17,664 5,829 2,973 1,282 1,341 233
Scripps Ranch 656 216 823 272 138 60 74 11
Serra 963 318 963 318 162 70 73 13
University City] 4,029 1,330{ 5,930 1,957 998 431 450 78
Total| 36,433 12,024] 58,222 19,215 9,800 4,229 4,493 770
FRPWC RECOMMENDED SCHOOL SIZE 700 1,500 2,000
*NUMBER OF NEW SCHOOLS NEEDED 13.8 2.8 2.1
** NUMBER OF NEW SCHOOLS NEEDED TO RELEIVE
OVERCROWDING AND ACCOMMODATE
REGULAR ENROLLMENT FORECAST 22 2.3 1.4
TOTAL POTENTIAL NEW SCHOOLS NEED 35.8 5.1 3.5

SGF: STUDENT GENERATION FACTOR EQUALS .33 STUDENTS/DWELLING UNIT

* Some attendance areas will need only minor facility additions and are not included in the “new schools” total.
These needs are over and above the district’s projects needs as detailed in this Long-Range Facilities Master Plan

** Refer to Exhibit 6.30 for additional new schoo! need data.

San Diego City Schools
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been analyzed and prepared in order to provide an annual

forecast for the first five years, a forecast at year 10 and a
forecast at year 15. The data have been prepared and are presented
here in the Implementation Plan in two phases. Phase 1 addresses the
Level 1 needs as identified by the Facilities Review Public Working
Committee and the anticipated increase in enrollment for the next five
years. The funds to pay for these capital facilities improvements will
come from Proposition MM, which was approved by 78.5% of voters
in November 1998. Phase 2 addresses the remaining levels of need
and the enrollment growth for the following 10 years. Phase |l capital
improvement projects will be implemented as funds become
available.

r 1 Yhe information in this Long-Range Facilities Master Plan has

This Implementation Plan consists of Facility Policies, District
Standards, Priorities, Existing Facilities, New Facilities to
Accommodate Growth, Statement of Probable Costs, Implementation
Schedule and Funding Sources. It is the goal of the district to
communicate clearly the facilities plan for the next 15 years. To do
this, there must be a clear understanding of the policies and standards
that guide the district in its decision-making process. District staff
follow these policies and standards as they evaluate needs for existing :

facilities and new facilities to accommodate growth and :

overcrowding. After a clear and comprehensive plan has been

established, costs are determined for each component. Due to the

magnitude of the need, a schedule must be established that addresses ,

the logistics of the planning, design and construction of all of the
facilities needs. This schedule must take into consideration the

funding sources, how much funding is attainable and when those

funds will become available. The schedule must also consider how

much work the district and its staff can manage and how much work

the design and construction industry can manage without the district’s

incurring inflated costs due to market saturation and shortages in labor

and materials.

IMPLEMENTATION
PLAN

Q mg San Diego City Schools
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Factury GUIDELINES

District facility guidelines are established through an extensive
planning process involving parents, teachers, principals, school
administrators, community planning groups, local officials and other
members of the general public. District staff assembles these policies
and presents them to the Board of Education for adoption. Five new
guidelines were recommended by the FRPWC in May 1998.

These new guidelines are:
o School enroliment size
o Neighborhood schools
o Class-size reduction (CSR)
o Multi-track year-round education (MTYRE) (voluntary)
o Full-day kindergarten

The following is a more detailed description of these new guidelines.

School Enroliment Size

Limiting school sizes is one of the highest priorities for the district for
the Long-Range Facilities Master Plan. The FRPWC reached
consensus on the importance of limiting elementary schoo! sizes
based on the potential negative impacts on academic achievement
attributable to larger schools. These impacts related primarily to the
tendency of younger children to be overwhelmed by larger schools.
it was determined that elementary schools should not exceed an
optimum enrollment of 700 students. The optimum enrollment of
middle schools is to be 1,500 students and the optimum enrollment
of high schools is to be 2,000 students.

Neighborhood Schools

The district feels that a student should be able to attend a school in
his or her neighborhood. The district assumes that parents and
students will become more invested in a school that is closer to
home, assuming that it is provided with all of the district standard
facilities. The district feels this will have a positive impact on the
students’ educational environment and will help promote student
achievement. Future school needs as outlined in the LRFMP assume
that 50% of the current VEEP student population leaving their home
neighborhoods will return to their neighborhood schools.

Class-Size Reduction (CSR)

In 1995 the district initiated a CSR program. This program provided
for a student/teacher ratio of 25:1 for grades 1-2. In 1996 the State
initiated a state-wide CSR program. This program provided for a
student/teacher ratio of twenty-to-one (20:1) for grades K-3. Since
SDCS had already initiated this program before the state, the district

supported it in 1996 and continues to support lower class sizes today.

The district is also committed to expanding class-size reduction
beyond kindergarten through grade 3 as state funds and facilities

become available.

110
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Multi-Track Year-Round Education (MTYRE)

“The LRFMP
. : Multi-Track Year-Round Education means that schools are open for
piﬂ@VId@S fUV fhe enrollment and education of students for the entire year instead of

. : . nine to 10 months. Summer vacations are eliminated in lieu of four
dlSﬂ”leWld@ Change shorter periodic vacations scheduled throughout the year. The district

; ; _ does not currently impose a districtwide MTYRE calendar. Schools
n pOlle to full day | may voluntarily choose to implement this program if they desire and
kindergarjen : the Board of Education approves. The district may also choose to

. R . ; utilize the MTYRE on a temporary basis to assist in addressing short-
begmmng Wlﬂ’l Zh@ term changes to demographics and student enrollment on a school-by-

g‘ school basis. The implementation of MTYRE allows 33% more

]999’2000 SGhOOl E students to attend a school per year without increasing the daily
year 23 ' attendance at that school.

Full-Day Kindergarten

There are two ways to approach kindergarten instruction:
single-session and double-session. From the late 1980s
through the 1998-1999 school year, most district
kindergarten classes were on double session. This
provides for one group of students in the morning
and a different group of students in the
afternoon, all utilizing the same facilities. The
LRFMP provides for the districtwide change in
policy to full-day kindergarten beginning with
the 1999-2000 school year. This new policy
provides for one session per day. Each session
is longer, thus providing increased instructional
time and greater educational opportunities for the
student. Classroom facilities, equipment, supplies
and the number of teachers have been increased to
accommodate this change.

o m Diego City Schools
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ExtSTING POLICIES “It is the vision of the

In addition to the new guidelines there are existing policies that affect dlSZ?le o pVOVZde
both the housing of students in school facilities and school planning. educal‘ianalfaciliz‘ies

These policies are explained here in more detail.
that are safe, healthy

and aesthetically
It is the vision of the district to provide educational facilities that are : .
safe, healthy and aesthetically pleasing; to support optimal teaching ,‘ pleasmg; fo Sllpp()i"f

and learning for all students; and to welcome parents and community. Optimal l‘eaching amd

Goals/Priorities, Planning, Vision

Standards/Equity | learningfor all

The Board of Education shall strive to provide equitable facilities Sl‘udents . and o
throughout the district in accordance with optimum facilities ’

standards. . welcome parents and
Attendance - community.”

The district shall provide opportunities for students to attend schools
within their residential neighborhoods, as well as to provide choices
in educational settings outside their neighborhoods and support
integration.

Priority

Accommodating un-housed students is a clear priority in
school facilities planning and expenditures, with
attention to issues of student performance, safety and

equity.

Design

Educational facilities shall be provided that
support innovative and unique educational
programs, technological literacy and
flexibility in student groupings.

Community Involvement

Valid opportunities for effective involvement of all
stakeholders (i.e., students, parents, teachers, school
principals, business, city and county governments, and
the surrounding community) will be provided throughout the
facilities planning process and implementation.

g
o

Joint Use

The Board of Education shall establish schools as focal points in the
community and seek active planning, funding, and joint-site use
agreements with city and county governments and other educational
institutions so that schools are a community resource and scarce
revenues are used effectively.

San Diego City Schools
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Maintenance and Modernization

The district shall strive to maintain and modernize its buildings to
emphasize the importance of education, to create an environment for
student success and to protect the district's capital investment. The
planning for and modernization of each school shall include but not
be limited to deferred maintenance needs and the site layout,
structures, playgrounds, utilities, technology, joint-use features,
landscaping and maintainability.

Revenues

The Board of Education and the superintendent shall create greater
community understanding of and support for public education
including the expansion of potential revenues for facilities.

Long-Range Plan

Long-range facilities planning shall address enrollment growth and
decline, maintenance requirements, code compliance, modernization
needs, the use of surplus property, equity issues and facilities funding
strategies.

Annual Short-Range Adjustments

Procedures for determining school capacity shall be established.
Annual reports will be made on the status of schools in relation to
facilities standards. Recommendations for short-term changes to

accommodate enrollment and program needs will be reported

annually. Short-range solutions shall consider long-range strategies.

It is the policy of San Diego City Schools that schoolwide needs for
additional facilities should include integration needs.

Building Accommodations

School sites may pay for the lease of portable classrooms from the
district or a private vendor using program funds as appropriate as long
as the effect is revenue-neutral, does not impact the ability of the
district to house student growth, and enhances the academic

_achievement of students.

_Construction

The Board of Education, with the recommendation of the
superintendent, shall purchase real property for school buildings, shall
approve all building plans, and shall enter into contracts for the
construction of school buildings that adequately meet the physical
and educational needs of students.

It is the policy of the Board of Education to encourage a balance
between initial construction costs of new facilities and long-term
energy costs. To support the district's continued goal to reduce overali
utility consumption and comply with the California Energy
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Commission regulation for all new schools (Title 24, Part 2, Section
53, of the State Building Code), the Board of Education establishes the
following policy:

o All new schools will be built with natural or mechanical
ventilation that provides fresh air circulation only.

o Exceptions will be made for specified areas requiring air-
conditioned space, such as performing arts, auditoriums, and
TV studios at new secondary schools and on a case-by-case
basis for other spaces and/or other kinds of facilities to address
air quality and/or noise pollution.

0 Where appropriate, other public agencies that may contribute
to the need for air conditioning to mitigate reduced air quality
and/or noise pollution will be contacted to assist in the costs
associated with providing an air-conditioning system.

o Planning for new construction, adding permanent or
relocatable facilities, or modifying existing facilities will include
consideration of the building's energy efficiency, as delineated
in Title 24, Part 2, Section 53, of the State Building Code, for
natural, mechanical ventilation or air conditioning as
determined during the planning process.

Naming

The Board of Education shall consider all names recommended by the
Committee on School Names and shall name all schools and facilities.
The following criteria for screening school and facility names have
been adopted by the Board of Education. A facility is defined as a
building, auditorium, athletic field, or other structure or purpose-
designated area at a school or support services location owned and
operated as part of the school district.

0 Schools and facilities may be named for a location or for a
person.

o In naming a school or facility after a person, primary
consideration should be given to those individuals who have
made a significant contribution to education in the community,
state or nation. Documentation must accompany each
suggested name.

O Recognizing that the ethnic and cultural composition of a local
school community will change and that school and facility
names are permanent, the name selected should have broad
acceptance in a multicultural society.

o In the selection of a school or facility name, preference should
be given to the names of persons who are deceased.

o If a school or facility is demolished, the name may be used
again.

Miscellaneous Facility Planning Criteria

In addition to the district policies for facility planning just described,
the district considers other factors when planning its facilities. These
factors include but are not limited to re-opening existing school
facilities that are currently closed or leased and adjusting attendance
boundaries for the schools.

114

San Diego City Schools




@ _
Chapter Six - Implementation Plan

“There are currently
11 closed and/or
leased sites in the
district.”
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Closed and /or Leased Schools and Sites

There are currently 11 closed and/or leased sites in the district. As
Phase 1 of this LRFMP is implemented, and as demographics change,
the district will continue to evaluate these sites as a way to house the
student population. The district policy is to provide for neighborhood
schools and the utilization of existing facilities is a way that this can
possibly be accomplished.

In accordance with the State Education Code, the district has
established a committee to study, obtain community input and advise
the Board of Education on matters relating to surplus school facilities
and real property. This committee is called the Advisory Committee
on Ultilization of Excess School Property (ESP).

Attendance Boundary Adjustments

As San Diego’s demographics shift due to the aging of neighborhoods
or changes in zoning density, the district may be required to make
adjustments to school attendance boundaries. The district’s planning
staff continues to monitor student enrollment data along with data
from SANDAG in order to plan for any required changes.
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DISTRICT STANDARDS

The district utilizes many different standards that affect the education
and housing of its students. The district is currently in the process of
updating its technical specifications for construction of schools and
creating additional standards with respect to building and building
system prototypes and educational specifications that will assist in the
implementation of this LRFMP. District standards also include
existing educational specifications for elementary and middle schools.
High school educational specifications will be created at the time the
next high school is designed. Educational specifications are kept on
file at the facilities development and facilities planning departments.
Other standards that can be obtained from the facilities maintenance
or planning departments are the district’s Deferred Maintenance Plan,
state regulatory codes on building design, the district Technology Plan
and the current construction technical specifications.

The district standards used to plan and design new facilities and the
modernization of existing facilities are the 'School Planning Criteria.’
These district standards for school facilities planning were established
through an extensive planning process that included parents, teachers,
principals, school administrators, community planning groups, local
officials and other members of the general public.

These standards include:
o Building area per student
o Sizes of library/media centers
o Covered student dining
o Indoor assembly/performing arts spaces
o Number of permanent and portable classrooms
o Number of on-site parking spaces
o Number of students per acre

Standards vary by size and type of school. District staff assembled
these standards as a baseline for evaluating each school site for the

adequacy of its existing facilities and for the planning of new facilities.

These standards listed in the following chart, “School Planning
Criteria,” were presented to, evaluated by and adopted by the
Facilities Review Public Working Committee.
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“The district
standards used to
plan and design
new facilities and
the modernization
of existing
Jacilities, are the
'School Planning
Criteria.””
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ScHOOL PLANNING CRITERIA
Elementary Middle High School
700 . 1,500 2,000
Enrollment ‘Enrollment Enrofiment
1. Building Area 75 sq. ft. 87 sq. ft. 100 sq. ft.
' per student per student per student
@
2. Physical Education .
Hardcourt 1.1 acres 1.5 acres 2.9 acres
Field Area 2.3 acres 7.8 acres 16.2 acres
Kindergarten .2 acres
3. Classrooms Number of classrooms based on district loading standards for each grade
Percent of portables same districtwide (30%)
4, Library/Media 3450 sq. ft. 9300 sq. ft. 9300 sq. ft.
Center M 2) (2)
5. Student Dining
Indoor 2625 sq. ft. 4500 sq. ft. 6750 sq. ft.
Outdoor 1750 sq. ft. 3000 sq. ft. 4500 sq. ft.
Covered 3) 3 3)
6. Indoor Assembly/ 4380 sq. ft. 9000 sq. ft. 13,500 sq. ft.
Perf. Arts
7. Landscaping Site-by-Site evaluation
8. Parking - on-site Two spaces per classroom plus visitors, police and handicapped, plus
100% of grade 12 enrollment
9. Students per acre 107 76 50

(1)  DeJong criteria for 1,000 students. Assume 3.45 sq. ft. per student for other enrollments
(2) DeJong criteria for 1,500 students. Assume 6.2 sq. ft. per student for other enrollments

3

@

Assumption for calculation: 15 sq. ft. per student (indoor), 10 sq. ft. per student (outdoor covered), two
lunch periods with 50% of the students eating inside. Sum of the indoor and covered outdoor dining
areas should serve 50% of the enrollment.
In the process of developing educational specifications for the new elementary schools, additional square
feet of building area may be needed to accommodate district programs (e.g. full-day kindergarten).
Approximately 80 sq. ft. may be required.
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PRIORITIES

A high priority for San Diego City Schools is providing its students
with the best education possible and the best facilities possible in
order to provide that education.

IMPACT ON TEACHING AND LEARNING T

Teachers and students are impacted when
schools are crumbling, classrooms do not have
enough outlets to run computers, and there is
limited access to libraries and science labs. The
buildings and the classroom environments must
support the instructional program. The
following actions with potential significant
impacts on teaching and learning have been
identified as priorities:

o Provide class-size reduction for grades K-3
and above.

o Provide single-session kindergarten.

o Implement the district's Technology Plan for
elementary and high schools.

o Provide adequate libraries to all schools.

o Provide science labs/classrooms to support district
educational programs.

o Replace portable classrooms with permanent
construction.

o Provide covered lunch shelters.

o Provide water to all portable and permanent
classrooms at elementary schools.

o Provide adequate educational support
spaces.

o Accommodate Child Development Centers.

o Provide training facilities to support
teacher/staff development.

o Consolidate central educational support
services.

o Provide facilities to accommodate
alternative education programs.

Facilities Review Public Working
Committee (FRPWQ)

San Diego City Schools has two areas of need: the repair and
renovation of existing facilities and the construction of new facilities
to accommodate growth and relieve current overcrowding. A plan for
how the district will address these needs is identified in this report. In
order to establish this implementation plan, the district had to assign
priorities. Part of the responsibility of the Facilities Review Public
Working Committee was to review the facilities priorities for existing
schools.
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“As its first priority.
the FRPWC reviewed
all the facility issues
identified on
existing
L school sites.
‘ This review
included
addressing
the district's
current §150-
million-plus
maintenance
» }f\ backlog as
fi oy well as

%3 instructional

needs and
wants.

| Committee

- members
insisted that this

i backlog be
eliminated
immediately....’
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“FRPWC members
agreed that of the Level
[ needs, the repair,
renovation and
maintenance of existing
school facilities should
be given highest
priority. The second-
highest priority was
identified as a need to
upgrade existing
schools to district
standards, address
overcrowding and
provide for technology
enhancements.”’
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o RECOMMENDATIONS
Needs and Priorities

As its first priority, the FRPWC reviewed all the facility issues
identified on existing school sites. This review included

addressing the district's current $150-million-plus maintenance

backlog as well as instructional needs and wants. Committee
members insisted that this backlog be eliminated immediately
and that necessary resources be allocated to ensure that future
repairs and infrastructure replacements (roofs, paving and
electrical systems) are completed on a regular basis.

Once the maintenance backlog was addressed, the committee
focused on priorities that upgraded existing facilities to newly

established district standards. The committee evaluated priorities

according to four levels of need:

Level 1:

Level 2:

Level 3:

Level 4:

Districtwide needs that conform to district

standards:

o Repair or replace deteriorating existing school
facilities

o Provide technology infrastructure and computers

o Upgrade existing schools to district standards and
address overcrowding

Needs that exceed district standards but have
been identified by at least 40 schools as
priorities:

o Air conditioning

o Grass playfields

Needs that exceed district standards but have
been identified by at least three schools as
priorities:

o Localized copy centers

o Swimming pools at high schools

Needs that exceed district standards and have
been identified by only a single school as a
priority:

o Community theater

o Elementary School Art/Science Building

FRPWC members agreed that of the Level 1 needs, the repair,
renovation and maintenance of existing school facilities should be

given highest priority. The second-highest priority was identified as

a need to upgrade existing schools to district standards, address
overcrowding and provide for technology enhancements. This
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included adding and expanding libraries, replacing excessive
portable classrooms with permanent structures, constructing
outdoor dining areas and renovating play areas.

The committee did not consider Level 3 and Level 4 needs to be
priorities. As a result, it was recommended that these needs be
noted in this LRFMP, but not included as priorities for
implementation. Other criteria used to establish a priority list
were smaller class sizes, multi-track year-round education,
neighborhood schools, single-session kindergarten and school
sizes relative to enrollment.

Using the recommendations of the FRPWC that Level 1 needs be
given top priority, the district then separated these districtwide
Level 1 needs into the following two categories for Phase 1 of this
Long-Range Facilities Master Plan.

CATEGORY 1
Repairing Buildings and Housing Students

o Address major repair and replacement backlog

o Establish code compliance (playground safety, disabled
access, climate control)

o Plan future major repair and replacement for existing schools

o Construct new schools for growth and to reduce
overcrowding

CATEGORY 2
Projects to Improve Teaching and Learning

o Establish single-session kindergarten
o Instalf technology for elementary and high schools
o Build/expand libraries

o Provide new/upgraded science classrooms at middle and high schools

o Provide lunch court structures at all schools

o Replace portable classrooms with permanent buildings

o Provide water to all elementary school portable classrooms
o Provide additional building space to support instruction

ge

Facilities Master Plan

o Complete specific projects at Edison Elementary school and Dana, Farb

and Marshall middle schools.

Priorities for Phase 2 of this LRFMP will focus on growth and on addressing

the Level 2, 3 and 4 needs. Because the backlog of major repairs and
replacement to existing buildings will have already been addressed during
Phase 1, primary focus can be placed on the construction of new facilities
to accommodate growth, continuous maintenance of the district's facilities,
and continuous implementation of educational programs to promote

teaching and learning.

San Diego City Schools
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EXISTING FACILITIES

Phase 1 - Proposition MM

It was noted earlier in this report that the district contracted with a
consultant and conducted community meetings to identify the needs at
each existing school facility. HMC Architects and its consultants
identified costs for each of these needs.

Each need was then identified as either a Level 1, Level 2, Level 3 or
Level 4 need.

The preceding section identified the priorities of these Level 1 needs.
The Level 1 needs at existing facilities are separated into two categories
for Phase 1 of the LRFMP.

Major Repair and Replacement Backlog

The deep recession of the early 1990's took its toll on the district's
schools. Limited available dollars were spent on classroom instruction
and funding for teachers, counselors and nurses, as well as books,
supplies and teaching-related materials. As a result, tens of millions of
dollars in repairs were deferred, and additional millions in needed
renovations were postponed. The maintenance backlog increased from
$49 million in 1988 to $150 million in 1998. In 1996 the Board of
Education adopted a formula that incorporated the building square
footage into the annual maintenance budget in order to increase funding
as the amount of space to be maintained increases. However, no
funding was allocated for the $150 million backlog.

The major repair and replacement backlog consists of such items as
carpet and tile flooring, painting, lighting, plumbing, roofing, paving,
erosion control, and heating and ventilation to name a few.
Implementation of the LRFMP will eliminate the backlog and protect the
district’s assets for the future.

Code Compliance/Upgrades

Codes continue to change. To ensure the health and safety of
schoolchildren, the district must comply with state and federal health
and safety regulations. Many existing facilities are currently in need of
upgrades. These include improved handicapped accessibility to the
sites, the removal or encapsulation of lead paint or asbestos, providing
adequate toilet room fixtures and the upgrade of playground equipment.
In fact, by the year 2000, the new state and federal standards for .
playground equipment will result in nearly all San Diego schools’ being
out of compliance. Phase 1 of the LRFMP provides for timely
replacement of all non-compliant playground equipment.

Full-Day Kindergarten

In order to accommodate the need for increased facilities due to shifting
from double-session to single-session kindergarten instruction,
approximately 220 additional classrooms will be required. These
classrooms will either be permanent or portable construction depending
on the site and its constraints.

oV m Diego City Schools
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Technology

All elementary, secondary and typical schools will receive technology
infrastructure except those middle/junior high schools that received
technology upgrades through Proposition O and recently completed
schools that were constructed originally with the district standard
technology infrastructure.

This same districtwide technology infrastructure standard that will be
implemented includes the following:

o Campuswide fiber optic data distribution system and all active
networking equipment such as stackable hubs and routers

o Campuswide electrical power upgrade to accommodate the new
technology including additional electrical outlets in each classroom

o Electronic security system to protect the new technology

o Six computer network jacks in each classroom, plus media and
administrative data jacks throughout the campus

o Campuswide access to the Internet and districtwide area network

o Campuswide cable television distribution system including central
video broadcasts from media center, educational programming from
the County Office of Education, and remote broadcasting from
anywhere on the school site

o Enough spare conduits and pathways to accommodate growth and
future adaptations to newer technology

Libraries

Elementary Schools - All elementary

Facilities Maste?r Plan

“All elementary,
secondary and typical
schools will receive
technology =
infrastructure....”

schools with less than 3.5 square feet per
student or less that 2,000 square feet of
total library area will receive new or
expanded library facilities. This will affect
79 schools. Exceptions include
MacDowell, which will be closing, and
Mead and Burbank, which are to be
completely rebuilt.

Middle/Junior High Schools - All
middle/junior high schools with less than
6.0 square feet per student or less than
7,000 square feet of total library area will
receive new or expanded library facilities.
This will affect 15 schools.
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High Schools - All high schools with less
than 6.0 square feet per student will
receive new or expanded library facilities. This will affect 10 schools,
including Gompers and Twain.

San Diego City Schools
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“Sinks

Science Classrooms

W’lfh All secondary schools plus Twain, Muir and Y.O.U. will

dmnkzng receive renovated or new science classrooms to
accommodate the increased graduation requirements for

Jfountains science.

will be Lunch Court Structures

i?’lealZEd All elementary and secondary schools that presently do

. ZZ Do not have lunch court structures will receive structures with
ma solid roofs. Substandard structures will be replaced.

elementary portable and
permanent classrooms

Portable Classrooms Replaced with Permanent Buildings

All elementary schools where 55% of more of the classrooms are

{hal‘ do noz‘presenﬂy located in portable buildings will receive sufficient permanent
. v classroom construction to reduce the percentage of classrooms in
have water: portable buildings to 35%. This action affects 13 schools and requires

104 permanent classrooms. Additional schools affected due to
forecast growth or other special circumstances are the Language
Academy, Keiller Middle School and La Jolla, Mira Mesa, Point Loma
and Scripps Ranch High Schools (six schools/58 classrooms).

Water for Elementary School Classrooms

. Sinks with drinking fountains will be installed in all elementary
portable and permanent classrooms that do not presently have water.

Space for Instructional Support

Elementary schools with a deficit of 1000-2000 sq. ft. when measured
against the standard will receive the equivalent of one classroom of
building area for those uses (74 schools). Elementary schools with a
deficit greater than 2000 sq. ft. will receive the equivalent of two
classrooms (10 schools). Twain, Muir and Y.O.U. would also receive
the equivalent of one classroom each.

Major Additions

Marshall Middle - When this school was redesignated from an
elementary to a middle school, the budget was inadequate to build a
complete middle school. The community was advised by the district
that the additional facilities would be provided as funds became
available. This project will provide a multi-purpose gymnasium and
expansion of the library/media center, administration offices and
classrooms for art, music and exploratory programs.

Dana - Dana opened as a sixth-grade school in fall 1998. Expansion
of the school to a full grades 6-8 middle school when it is needed to
serve enrollments in the Point Loma area will include construction of a
new multi-purpose building including a shower/locker facility and a
kitchen. The project will also include interior modifications to the
building areas that are not presently occupied by students.

o Diego City Schools
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Long-Range

Farb - This project will provide for construction of a permanent
shower/locker facility.

Edison - The district has an agreement with the City of San Diego to
jointly acquire and develop properties to expand Edison. The city has
already acquired seven residential parcels. This project will include the
following:

Acquisition of three remaining parcels
Relocation of residents

Demolition of structures

Vacation and demolition of Polk Street

Site improvements for joint-use turfed fields

Site Discretionary Projects

Every school in the district will be allotted a one-time fund of $100 per
student to be used at the discretion of the site and governance team to
accomplish projects on their priority list that are eligible for general
obligation bond funds (i.e., construction and repairs, but not salaries,
furniture, equipment, supplies, or materials). Sites will be responsible for
any related increase in the district operating budget that would result from
the projects they select.

124
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“Every school in the
district will be
allotted a one-time
fund of $100 per
student...”
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Business Services Division
Facilities Planning Department

PROP. MM BOND EXPENDITURES BY SCHOOL
DECEMBER 15, 1998

Site Major | Code | Add’l | Tech | Library | Science | Lunch | Replace |Water in{ Inst. Major
Repairs | Compl | School Clsrms | Cover | Portables| Elem. | Support | Additions
* ** w/Perm. | Clsrms
ELEM
Adams v D| ¥ v v v
Alcott Y - pD! v | v v
Angier - - Y. lpD v v v v
Au&ub;r; v D! v e v v v
|
Baker v D v v v v v
Balboa v YpoDI . v v
Barnard v D v v v v
Bay Park v 5 v v v v
e | 7 Lo A n %
S i ’ ’
Bethune v D v v
BirdRock | ¥ D ; 2 v v
Birney v D v v v v (9 v
Boone v D | v v R v (12) v v
Brooklyn v D | v v v v v
Burbank < Remove & Rebuild Entire School
Cabrillo 4 D v v v v
Cadman f v D - v v v
; | ’ j
Carson v D v v v v v
Carver : v ; D : ; e v R v v
Central v D | v v v v
Chavez « i v
Chesterton v D v v
Chollas ; v o D 4 v v v v (10) v v
| i
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PROP. MM BOND EXPENDITURES BY SCHOOL
DECEMBER 15, 1998

4

26

Site Major | Code | Add’l | Tech | Library | Science | Lunch | Replace |Water in| Inst. Major
Repairs | Compl } School Clsrms | Cover | Portables| Elem. | Support | Additions
* *x w/Perm. | Clsrms
ELEM
Clay v P D v v v v v
Cro;nm Point Y lepp} v v v v
Cubberley- v PD v % v v
Curie v tpp 2 v
Dailard v PD v R;
Darnall s vV o v v
Dewey’ v | P D | v v v v
. ! J
Dingeman v o v v
; i .
Doyle v PD v v
Edison( E v ; PD ! / ,/ v v v
. 2 .
e’ | |eo 2 « 2
Encanto v i PD r v v ’f'/ v
Ericson v | P D v R
Euclid v ‘P D v v v v v
Field v “ P D v v v v
Fletcher : v PD " v v v v
Florence | v PD v v v v
Foster i v PD , v v v v
Franklin | v P D v v v v
Freese } v P D E v v R v (10 v v
Fremont | v P D v v v v @) v
Fulton v PD | } v v R v @ v v
Gage v PD v v v v
Garfield ;
p x !
4




Site Major § Code | Add’l | Tech | Library | Science | Lunch | Replace jWaterin] Inst. Major
Repairs | Compl | School Clsrms | Cover | Portables | Elem. | Support | Additions
* ** w/Perm. | Clsrms
ELEM
‘Grant; ) v PD v v v 7 v
Green 2 !‘ P D » v v
Hage 2 P D v v v
Hamilton Y e ? v v
Hancock "~ " |. / PD| - ' / - v
Hérdy v PD ? v | v : ‘ R ‘ v
Hawthorne v P D v ‘/ v v
EHearst v p D ! v v /t? ) v
?Hi(:kman : v P D | v v
‘Holmes v , PD v ) v ) v v
Hbrtoﬁ S B PD - v T v v (13) v v
Jackson L § PD { v v v R v v
‘ ;
Jefferson v »P D v v v v
ler;bek ) v 'ppl v v ' v
Johnson v P D v T v v v
Jones Y P D ; v v v, ‘ v
Juarez v P D v v v v
;(;nnedy bV ; P D ‘( v v v ' R v v
, : 4
;(_;;brough v
King : Y " pD : v v v R v
Knox v P D v v v v v v
Kumeyaay } v PD ! v v
La Jolla v PD v v R v
Lafayette j v PD ; v v v v

* All schools will be evaluated for compliance with climate control requirements

**This school and its community will benefit from the construction of an additional school
P = Playground equipment D = Disabled access R = Replace existing cover
( ) number of classrooms

O
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Business Services Division
Facilities Planning Department

PROP. MM BOND EXPENDITURES BY SCHOOL
DECEMBER 15, 1998

Site Major | Code §| Add’l | Tech | Library | Science | Lunch | Replace {Water in] Inst. Major
Repairs | Compl | School Clsrms | Cover | Portables | Elem. | Support | Additions
* ** w/Perm. | Clsrms
ELEM
Language v PD e v v v (8 v
Academy
Ly P D! v v v v
Lee ; : T
v v v v v
Linda Vista PD
Lindbergh/ | ¥ | P D vl v v
Schweitzer | :
R v . P
Logan P D v
'Loma Portal v P D, 4 v j‘/ v
. & :
Longfellow v P. D v v v v
o d
) v b v v
MacDowell P D v .
Marshall v pD| ¥ v v v v ® v
' P
Marvin v PD v v Vo v v
Masorn’ 4 P D v v v v v
McKinley | v PD i v v v o v
Mead Remove and Rebuild Entire School
Miller Y oyPp Dy Y R
Miramar D v
Ranch
v ! v
North Park PD
v v
Nye PD
v v v
Oak Park P D v v
Ocean Beach v P D v v v v
: i
Pacific Beach v PD v Y v Y
Paradise Hills v PD v v v v
Penn v PD v | v v
Perkins v PD v v v v
Perry v PD v v v v

RIC
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Site Major | Code | Add’l | Tech | Library | Science | Lunch | Replace |Waterin] Inst. Major
Repairs | Compl | School Clsrms | Cover | Portables | Elem. | Support | Additions
* ** w/Perm. | Clsrms
ELEM
Rolando Park v PD v v v v
Rosa Parks ' E \
Royss v PD v v v
RoWan LY e I v v R v
! i
Sanburg v PD v v
€Sequ0ia v ,: PD i . v v v v
Sessions v PD v v 1~ v
Sherman ] v ‘ p‘ D ’, v | v v v v
Silver Gate v IpD v v v v
Spreckels v o p D ’ v ( 4 N R
Sunset View v PD v v v v
Tierrasanta v P D : / ) ’ v
1:0KIer v PD v v R v
Torrey Pines : v 'pD R ol R v @ v
Tubman v P D [ v v v v
Village
Valencia Park Y , PD :: v R v @ v v
Vista Grande v P D v R
Walker v . pD : v v
Washington v P D v v
Webster Y ' pD ; v i v v v ) v v
Wegeforth v P D v v v v
Whitman v P D ’ v v v
Zamorano v PD | v

* All schools will be evaluated for compliance with climate control requirements

**This school and its community will benefit from the construction of an additional school
P = Playground equipment D = Disabled access R = Replace existing cover
( ) number of classrooms
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Business Services Division
Facilities Planning Department

PROP. MM BOND EXPENDITURES BY SCHOOL
DECEMBER 15, 1998

Site Major | Code | Add’l | Tech | Library | Science | Lunch | Replace |Water in] Inst. Major
Repairs | Compl | School Clsrms | Cover | Portables | Elem. | Support | Additions
* ** w/Perm.v'| Clsrms
MIDDLE/JR HI
Bell v v v R
Challenger v o : v .
Clark ‘ ;‘ . v
Correia ’\ v Iy ;e N ' v v. R
Dané ‘ v v v v v
IDe Portola v ; v “ 1 . ; R
Farb v v ’ v v v v
Keiller R v '; ' . v v v v 10)
_ 9 ; -
Kroc v v ‘ v v v
Lewis LY v i - \/ v |
Mann | v v v v | v
w0 L ‘
Marston v v v v v
Memorial v v ' v R
Montgomery | v v v v v
Muirlands v v ; v v v
O'Farrell v v v v | v
APaciﬁc Beach v v v
Pershing v v v v
;;osevelt j v v v v v
Standiey v v v v
Taft LV v v v
Wangenheim v v v R
Wilson v ! v v

O
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Site Major | Code | Add’l | Tech | Library | Science | Lunch | Replace [Water in] Inst. Major
Repairs | Compl |} School Clsrms | Cover | Portables| Elem. | Support | Additions
* ** w/Perm. | Clsrms
HIGH SCHL
Clairemont v PD v 4 v v v
Henry | v P D ‘ ./ v v /N v
Hbover v 1p b [ . » v v
lﬂ(easrnyv ‘ v P D v v v v
La Jolla s sl v by v oan
[iﬁgoln . ” Will Be Rebuglt.and Expanded
Madison v PDE s ,“A,;:v";,i
A;gﬁra Mesa . v P D v v v v 10
Mission Bay v 1 poD ‘ ’ v v I vl v
Morse o v PD v v v v
Point Loma v P DY v v _ i . ‘/ 1 ‘/ 1Y o
San Diego - v v v v v v v (<30)
Scripps Ranch! v v oY v . v (10)
Serfa | v v v v Y
University | v - v v
City ¢
ATYPICAL
Garfield Alt '
Socondary | 7 | 7 N I A
Muir v v : v v v v
Riley v v v
S.D. SCPA v v ; v v v
Twain v v v v v v v
Y.0.U. ol v v v v
: !

* All schools will be evaluated for compliance with climate control requirements

**This school and its community will benefit from the construction of an additional school
P = Playground equipment D = Disabled access R = Replace existing cover
( ) number of classrooms
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Phase 2

Phase 2 of this Long-Range Facilities Master Plan includes Level 2,
Level 3 and Level 4 needs. Level 2 needs exceed district standards
but have been identified by at least 40 school sites as priorities.
These needs include air conditioning and turf fields. Level 3 needs
exceed district standards but have been identified by at least three
school sites as priorities. These needs include localized copy centers
and swimming pools at high schools. Level 4 needs also exceed
district standards and have been identified by pnly one school as a
priority. These needs are a community theater and an elementary
school art/science building.

These needs will be considered after Phase 1 has been fully
implemented and additional funds become available.
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Chapter Six - Implementatic

n Plan

NEw FACILITIES TO ACCOMMODATE
GROWTH AND RELIEVE QVERCROWDING

Phase 1

The Facilities Review Public Working Committee was presented with
48 Long-Range Facilities Master Plan alternatives composed of various
combinations of the aforementioned policy options. All of the options
were considered to have student achievement-related implications, as
well as significant operating and maintenance costs.

Through a series of meetings that included presentations, discussions
and exercises, the FRPWC was able to narrow the number of planning
options to two. Both options support the following actions:

o Increase funding to improve the standard for the ongoing
maintenance of both existing and new facilities, including
increases to custodial and landscaping services;

o Eliminate the deferral of major repair and replacement projects and
ensure future major repair and replacement projects are funded on
an ongoing and timely basis to preserve
the district's capital assets;

‘ \ o Upgrade existing school buildings and
AR classrooms to district standards and

S e address overcrowding by acquiring
additional land and constructing new
i facilities where needed;

foon o Accommodate projected increases in
. student population and provide the

i additional schools needed for the next
’ 15 years;

o Provide sufficient classroom and
support space to allow for single-session
J kindergarten at all elementary schools;

o m Diego City Schools

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

o Provide in neighborhood school areas
that currently have significant participation
in the VEEP program additional classroom and support facilities
(the Committee considered estimates provided by staff that
approximately 50 percent of VEEP students will return to their
neighborhood school when facilities are upgraded);

o Accommodate class size reduction beyond the K-3 grades;

o Meet existing and future code requirements, e.g., Americans with
Disabilities Act, new playground equipment standards, etc.;

o Accommodate grade reconfiguration to grades K-5, 6-8, 9-12 in the
Morse and San Diego High School attendance areas;
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§
o Use multi-track year-round scheduling only as a temporary “a fOfCIl 0f14 new .
management tool to maintain school-size limits at the choice of . elem‘entw’y SChOOZS, 01‘/16

parents and the community; and )
new middle school and

o Pursue joint-use agreements as appropriate to maximize the use of ) ‘ ) _ ;
and share the cost of facilities (e.g., playgrounds, turf fields, - one new hlgh school :

libraries, nursing/counseling programs, etc.). . . .
will be needed. : .
Additionally, both options support smaller school enrollments. n : ) .

each case the committee recommended maximum elementary school Fundmg has been
enrollments of 700 students (except at schools where permanent . . )
classroom space exists for more than 700 students). Committee ldentﬁedf()r ]3 Ofthé'S@

members, however, were undecided which option to pursue regarding
setting limits on the size of middle and senior high schools. Members,
therefore, asked district staff to develop a draft plan based on both S'ChOOZS ’
options. )

new elementary

)

Option one (subsequently selected for this LRFMP) limits the z
enrollment of new middle schools to 1,500 students and new |
senior high schools to 2,000 students. No concentrated effort will 5
be made to reduce the size of existing schools.

Option two would have set a limit on enrollments at existing and
new middle and senior high schools of 1,200 and 1,800 students
respectively. This would have applied districtwide except where :
permanent facilities already exist that could support a higher

capacity.

We learned in the Enrollment Forecasts section of this Long-Range
Facilities Master Plan that by the year 2004 the number of unhoused
students will increase by 9,749 in elementary schools, 1,041 in
middle schools and 2,680 in high schools. The total districtwide
enrollment is forecast to increase by 13,470. Using the
guidelines for housing students established by the Facilities
Review Public Working Committee of 700 students per
elementary school, 1,500 students per middle school and
2,000 students per high school, a total of 14 new
elementary schools, one new middle school and one

new high school will be needed. Funding has been
identified for 13 of these new elementary schools. The
14th elementary school will be funded and its location
determined as a part of Phase 2.

Eleven of these new elementary schools will be needed in
the overcrowded areas of the district located south of Interstate
8. Others may be needed in areas of the district (such as the
Scripps Ranch/Mira Mesa area) that are or will be experiencing new
residential construction and therefore an increase or growth in student
enrollment.
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“Construction of new
schools in the
overcrowded sections of
the district will permit
students who are
involuntarily bused
away from their
neighborhoods to return
to their own |

neighborhood school.”

O 1 Diego City Schools
ERIC

Construction of new schools in the overcrowded sections of the
district will permit students who are involuntarily bused away
from their neighborhoods to return to their own neighborhood
school.

The following is a list of new schools for Phase 1 and their
possible effect on other existing schools (see Exhibit 6.28):

o A new elementary school for the Brooklyn/Kimbrough area
will reduce Brooklyn Elementary to 550 students and
Kimbrough to approximately 860 students.

o A new elementary school in the Central area will reduce
Central Elementary School to approximately 800 students.

o A new Euclid area elementary school will allow over 400
students to return to their own neighborhood school and still
reduce enrollment at Euclid to approximately 750.

o A new elementary school in the Rosa Parks/Edison/Hamilton
area will reduce Rosa Parks, Edison and Hamilton by over
200 students each.

o A new elementary school in the Jackson/Marshall area will
reduce Jackson Elementary's enrollment to approximately 750
students and Marshall to approximately 700 students.

o A new elementary school in the Jerabek Elementary, Miramar
Ranch Elementary and the Dingeman Elementary areas will
reduce their enrollment by approximately 200 students,
giving all of these schools an enrollment of approximately
810 students.

o A new elementary school in the King/Logan/Perkins area will
reduce Perkins to approximately 500 students, King to about
510 students and Logan to about 620 students.

o A new elementary school built in the Sherman Elementary
area will reduce Sherman's enrollment to approximately 570
students.

o A new elementary school in the Adams/Franklin area will
result in Adams housing 650 students and Franklin housing
450 students.

o A new elementary school will reduce Kennedy Elementary’s
enrollment to approximately 800 and Knox Elementary’s
enrollment to approximately 550.

o A new elementary school in the Mason/Hage area may
actually affect all schools west of I-15 in the Scripps Ranch
and Mira Mesa High School attendance areas with a net
result being an average enrollment of approximately 884
students per school in this area.

o Two elementary schools funded by Phase 1 have not yet
been sited by general area. This action will take place in
several years, based on demographic conditions and
enrollment forecasts at that time.

Many of the existing schools continue to have growth in their
attendance/service area. For schools that are not overcrowded,
the district may choose to construct permanent and/or relocatable
classrooms to accommodate additional students.
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Chapter Six - Implementation Plan

PHASE 2

Phase 1 addressed the district's enroliment projections for the first five
years. Phase 2 addresses the district's enrollment for years 6-15. It is
anticipated that by year 2009 the number of unhoused elementary
students will increase by 3,932. Middle school and high schoo!
enrollments will increase by 1,098 and 964 respectively. The total
districtwide enrollment will increase by 5,994 students.

Using the same guidelines as for Phase 1, we find that the district may
need to construct six additional elementary schools, one middle schoo!
and one high school. It is difficult at this time to determine the exact
location of these new school facilities. The district will continue to
evaluate changes to enrollment and demographics as Phase 1 is
implemented. As we move closer to addressing the need for these
unhoused students in year 2004 =09, the district will be better able to
determine the best location to address these anticipated needs.

If we look ahead another five years to 2014, we find that the anticipated
total districtwide student enrollment will increase by an additional
4,642 students. Elementary student enrollment will now be our smallest
age group to increase with only 529 additional students. The middle
schoo! enrollment increase is anticipated to be 751 students. The high
school enrollment takes its largest increase with a projected enrollment
increase of 3,362 students.

Once again using the same guidelines to determine facilities needs, we

! find that the district may need to construct one additional middle schoo!
and two more high schools. It is anticipated that due to the small

| increase in K-5 students, no new elementary schools are required. The

‘ location of these new facilities will be determined in the future when a
more accurate assessment can be made of the district's needs and then
available facilities.

San Diego City Schools
Q 4 3 7
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Long-Range

Implementation Plans by Attendance Areas

The following table summarizes the districtwide new school needs through 2015, as well
as the number of new schools that are funded at the present time. The need is expressed
as a range, based on the amount of residential redeveleopment, as forecast by SANDAG,
that may come to pass. This information is described in detail in the following
implementation Plans.

Summary of Needed and Funded New School Facilities
by High School Attendance Area

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

New Schools Needed New Schools Funded Through
High School Through 2015 (a) 2015 (a)

Attendance Areall Elem. | Middle !Sr. High{ Elem. Middle [ Sr. High
Clairemont 0 0 0 0 0 0
Crawford/Hoover }| 9-11.3 | 0.9-1.4 | 0.5-0.9 5 0 0
Henry 0 0 0 0 0 0
Kearny 0-1.8 0-0.4 0-0.3 0 0 0
La Jolla 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lincoln/Morse 458 0-0.4 00.3 1 0 0.5-0.8 (b)
Madison 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mira Mesa/
Scripps Ranch 453 | 1-1.3 |0.709 2 0.1 0.3
Mission Bay 0 0 0 0 0 0
Point Loma 0-1 0 0 0 0.6 0
San Diego 59.2 | 0.4-1.3 | 0.2-0.9 3 0 0
Serra 0 0 0 0 0 0
University City 0-1.4 00.3 00.2 0 0 0
Districtwide (c) N/A N/A N/A 2 0 0
Total 22-35.8 | 2.3-5.1 | 1.4-35 13 0.7 0.8-1.1
Notes:

(a) Range based upon district and SANDAG-based enrollment forecasts.

{b) Range based upon potential capacity of rebuilt/expanded Lincoln High School.
(c) Two elementary schools have not been sited by high school attendance areas.
(d) Does not assume reduction in enroliments at existing high schools.
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Clairemont High School Attendance Area
New Facilities

ldentified Needs
Regular Enroliment Forecast

Within the Clairemont High School attendance area, there is an
identified need for facilities to house 110 elementary students
(about five classrooms), 76 middle school students (three
. L classrooms), and 80 high school students (three
AR : e Classrooms). These figures are the enrollment growth
' o \ ) .+ ™ anticipated through 2013 from the district's
‘ regular enrollment forecast.

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable discussion
taking place among local governmental
entities relative to accommodating the
- - ) forecast population increase of 1 million
AN . R e countywide over the next 20 years. The San
o ] : ' - ’ """/ Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)
AN L ) .- Series 8 population/housing forecast is the basis
S ’ for this projected growth. Using the SANDAG data,
R district staff has determined what portion of this growth
T e would occur within various areas of the district. Within the
Clairemont attendance area, the growth resulting from the forecast
300 units of additional residential development/ redevelopment by
2015 would require facilities for 50 elementary school students
(two classrooms), 22 middle school students (one classroom), and
23 high school students (one classroom). Details of both the
regular enrollment forecast and the SANDAG forecast can be found
in Chapter 5.

Total dentified Needs

Facilities for up to 160 elementary school students (eight
classrooms), 98 middle school students (three-four classrooms), and
103 high school students (three-four classrooms) are required.
These needs can be addressed through the district's annual process
of portable classroom moves.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the Clairemont High School Attendance Area binder. In
summary, all schools have extensive needs in the areas of major
repair and replacement, technology infrastructure (elementary and
high school), and science lab facilities (middle and high school). In
addition, all schools have inadequate amounts of library space, and
many schools have inadequate field area, hardcourt area, indoor
dining/assembly space, and parking space, along with outdated
playground equipment and uncovered outdoor dining areas.

o1 Diego City Schools
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Long-Range Facilities Master Plan

Addressing [dentified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary
school level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space at elementary schools

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

Unfunded Needs !

Outside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
needs are also identified at existing sites in the Clairemont High
School attendance area:

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas, hardcourt play
areas, and on-site parking.
o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.
o Development of additional performing arts space (Clairemont
High School)

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of State Proposition 1A and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of
any funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address those
needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.
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“The total potential

| need at the elementary
. level for the combined
Crawford/Hoover area
is 9-11 schools....
Proposition MM will
fund the construction of
five elementary schools
within the combined
Crawford/Hoover High
School attendance
areas.”’

o Diego City Schools
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Crawford High School Attendance Area

New Facilities

Identified Needs
Regular Enrollment Forecast

For the purpose of identifying new facilities needs, the adjacent
Crawford and Hoover High School attendance areas are treated as a
single geographic unit. They face similar planning challenges, and
there is no clear geographic dividing line between the two. Within
the combined Crawford/Hoover High School attendance areas,
there is an identified need for six new elementary schools in the
1999-2003 time frame, and an additional three schools from 2003-
2013. At the secondary level, there is an identified need for
facilities for 1,060 middle school students (0.88 school) and 1,046
high school students (0.52 school) through 2013. These identified
needs address current overcrowding and the accommodation of
enrollment growth anticipated through 2013 from the district's
regular enrollment forecast.

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable discussion taking
place among local governmental entities
relative to accommodating the
forecast population increase of
1 million countywide over
the next 20 years. The
San Diego Association
of Governments

(SANDACQ) Series 8
population/housing
forecast is the basis
for this projected
growth. Using the
SANDAG data,
district staff has
determined what
portion of this growth
would occur within various
areas of the district. Within the
Crawford/Hoover combined

attendance areas, the growth resulting from
the forecast 9,700 units of additional residential
development/redevelopment would require two elementary schools
and facilities for approximately 700 middle school students (0.58
school) and 730 high school students (0.37 school) by 2015. These
facilities are in addition to those needed to relieve overcrowding
and accommodate the regular enrollment forecast. Details of both
the regular enrollment forecast and the SANDAG forecast can be
found in Chapter 5.
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Total ldentified Needs

The total potential need at the elementary level for the combined
Crawford/Hoover area is 9-11 schools. Relative to new middle
level and high school facilities, the maximum identified need
amounts to 1.46 middle schools and 1,800 high school students
(0.87 high school). Secondary facility needs are also projected for
the adjacent Lincoln, Morse, and San Diego High School
attendance areas. The district will thus need to coordinate planning
of new secondary facilities across multiple high school attendance
areas to most efficiently house the forecast growth in enroliment.

Addressing ldentified Needs

Proposition MM

Proposition MM will fund the construction of five elementary
schools within the combined Crawford/Hoover High School
attendance areas. These elementary schools are scheduled for
completion in the 2003-2005 time frame (see Exhibit 6.28). In
addition, two unidentified elementary schools funded through
Proposition MM will be geographically located in several years
based on forecast need at that time. It is possible that one of these
schools could be constructed in the Crawford/Hoover area.

Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, 5-6 new elementary schools,
up to 1.46 middle schools, and facilities for up to 1,800 high
school students (0.87 high school) have been identified. The extent
of additional new facilities will be dependent on the level of future
enrollment growth from existing and new residential development/
redevelopment. In addition, furniture and equipment for all new
school facilities must be funded from a source other than
Proposition MM.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enrollment growth. These funds are being generated by the
passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State Office of
Public School Construction. The initial use of any funds received
by the district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to equip
the new schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional funding
received could be used to leverage district resources for the
construction and equipping of new school facilities not specifically
identified in Proposition MM.

Where possible, the use of vacant property owned by the district
and/or the city will be explored for the development of new school
sites. However, this action is not practical in the Crawford High
School area, due to the lack of vacant land or confirmed
development of new city park facilities. The district will work with
the City Parks and Recreation Department and other entities to
locate new school sites in proximity to existing or new city parks
and other appropriate recreation/social service delivery locations.
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E

The district will continue to review and update its identified need
for new facilities, and develop future funding strategies to address
these needs, including the possible need for additional local
general obligation bond measures.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the Crawford High School Attendance Area binder. In
summary, all schools have extensive needs in the areas of major
repair and replacement, technology infrastructure {elementary and
high school), and science lab facilities (middle and high school). In
addition, many schools have inadequate amounts of library space,
support space, field area, hardcourt area, indoor dining/assembly
space, and parking space,along with outdated playground equipment,
uncovered outdoor dining areas and excessive numbers of portable
classrooms.

Addressing Identified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary
school level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

o Removal of some excessive portable classrooms. This action will
occur at schools losing enrollment to new schools: Carver,
Darnall, Euclid, Jackson, and Marshall elementary schools. In
addition, permanent classroom wings will be constructed at
Marshall Elementary School and the Language Academy.

Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
needs are also identified at existing sites in the Crawford High
School attendance area:

o Expansion of field areas, hardcourt play areas and on-site parking.

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Development of additional performing arts space (Crawford High
School).

o Further replacement of excessive portable classrooms with
permanent facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables on any site.

O i .
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Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A, and alliocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of
any funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM.

The district will also continue to work coliaboratively with the City
of San Diego Parks and Recreation Department to deveiop
additional joint-use projects that can address the shortage of both
school field area and pubiic parks in older neighborhoods.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs, including the possible need for general obligation bond
measures.
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Henry High School Attendance Area

New Facilities

ldentified Needs
Regular Enroflment Forecast

Within the Henry High School attendance area, the district's

regular enrollment forecast projects a slight decline in enroliment

at all grade levels through 2013. This change in enrollment
translates into a need for no new facilities.

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable
discussion taking place among local
governmental entities relative to
accommodating the forecast
population increase of 1 million
countywide over the next 20
years. The San Diego
Association of Governments
(SANDAQG) Series 8 population/
housing forecast is the basis for this
projected growth. Using the
SANDAG data, district staff has
determined what portion of this growth
; v would occur within various areas of the
~. o district. Within the Henry attendance area,
R the growth resulting from the forecast 341 units of
T additional residential development/redevelopment by
' 2015 would require facilities for 58 elementary school students
{two-three classrooms), 25 middle school students (one
classroom), and 26 high school students (one classroom). Details
of both the regular enrollment forecast and the SANDAG forecast
can be found in Chapter 5.

Total Identified Needs

Facilities for up to 58 elementary school students, 25 middle
school students, and 26 high school students are forecast. These
needs can be addressed through the district's annual process of
portable classroom moves.

The district owns three closed elementary school sites in the
Henry area {(Benchley, Grantville and Forward: see Exhibit 4.25)
that are leased to non-district uses. These sites could be
reclaimed for neighborhood elementary schools if warranted by
future enrollment growth.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the Henry High School Attendance Area binder. In
o Diego City Schools

ERIC 145

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Long-Ran

summary, all schools have extensive needs in the areas of major repair
and replacement, technology infrastructure (elementary and high
school), and science lab facilities (middle and high school). In
addition, some schools have inadequate amounts of library space,
support space, field area (Henry High School and Gage Elementary
only), hardcourt area, indoor dining/assembly space, and parking space
(Gage Elementary only), along with outdated playground equipment,
and uncovered outdoor dining areas.

Addressing ldentified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary
school level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space at elementary schools

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms )

Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, the following high-priority
needs/actions have also been identified at existing sites in the Henry
High School attendance area:

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas (Henry High
School and Gage Elementary School), hardcourt play areas (Henry
High School and Hearst Elementary School) and on-site parking
(Gage Elementary School).

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Development of additional performing arts space (Henry High
School).

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of any
funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.
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Hoover High School Attendance Area

New Facilities

Identified Needs
Regular Enrollment Forecast

For the purpose of identifying new facilities needs, the adjacent
Hoover and Crawford High School attendance areas are treated as
a single geographic unit. They face similar planning challenges,
and there is no clear geographic dividing line between the two.
Within the combined Hoover/Crawford High School attendance
areas, there is an identified need for six new elementary schools
in the 1999-2003 time frame, and an additional three schools
from 2003-2013. At the secondary level, there is an identified
need for facilities for 1,060 middle school students (0.88 school)
and 1,046 high school students (0.52 school) through 2013.
These identified needs address current overcrowding and the
accommodation of enrollment growth anticipated through 2013
from the district's regular enrollment forecast.

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable discussion taking
place among local governmental entities
relative to accommodating the forecast
population increase of 1 million
countywide over the next 20 years.
The San Diego Association of
Governments (SANDAG) Series 8
population/housing forecast is the
basis for this projected growth. Using
the SANDAG data, district staff has

7 would occur within various areas of the
district. Within the Hoover/Crawford

combined attendance areas, the growth resulting

- from the additional 9,700 units of forecast residential
development/redevelopment would require two elementary
schools and facilities for approximately 700 middle school
students (0.58 school) and 730 high school students (0.37 school)
by 2015. These facilities are in addition to those needed to
relieve overcrowding and accommodate the regular enroliment
forecast. Details of both the regular enrollment forecast and the
SANDAG forecast can be found in Chapter 5.

Total Identified Needs

The total potential need at the elementary level for the combined
Hoover/Crawford area is 9-11 schools. Relative to new middle
level and high school facilities, the maximum identified need
amounts to 1.46 middle schools and 1,800 high school students
(0.87 high school) for the combined Hoover/Crawford area.

0" Diego City Schools
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Secondary facitity needs are also projected for adjacent Lincoln,
Morse, and San Diego High School attendance areas. The district
will thus need to coordinate planning of new secondary facilities
across multiple high school attendance areas to most efficiently
house the forecast growth in enrollment.

Addressing Identified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will fund the construction of five elementary
schools within the combined Hoover/Crawford High School
attendance areas. These elementary schools are scheduled for
completion in the 2003-2005 time frame (see Exhibit 6.28). In
addition, two unidentified elementary schools funded through
Proposition MM will be geographically located in several years
based on forecast need at that time. |t is possible that one of these |
schools could be constructed in the Hoover/Crawford area.

Unfunded Needs

Qutside of Proposition MM projects, 5-6 new elementary schools,
up to 1.46 middle schools, and facilities for up to 1,800 high
school students (0.87 high school) have been identified. The
extent of additional new facilities will be dependent on the level of
future enrollment growth from existing and new residential

development/redevelopment. In addition, furniture and equipment
for all new school facilities must be funded from a source other
than Proposition MM.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enrollment growth. These funds are being generated by the passage
of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State Office of Public
School Construction. The initial use of any funds received by the
district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to equip the
new schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional funding
received could be used to leverage district resources for the
construction and equipping of new school facilities not specifically
identified in Proposition MM.

Where possible, the use of vacant property owned by the district
and/or the city will be explored for the development of new school
sites. However, this action is not practical in the Hoover High
School area, due to the lack of vacant land appropriate for school
development. The district will work with the City Parks and
Recreation Department and other entities to locate new school sites
in proximity to existing or new city parks and other appropriate
recreation/social service delivery locations. Possibilities relative to
new elementary schools include the following locations:

o 39th Street/Adams Ave./l-15 park. This park is being partially
developed by the California Department of Transportation
(CALTRANS) as mitigation for the construction of the final
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Improved and expanded

Park de la Cruz.... The
City Heights community

has expressed its desire

that one of the four new
elementary schools that
Proposition MM will
Jfund in City Heights be
located adjacent to this
park.”
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segment of I-15 through Mid-City. A joint-use agreement is
possible, as the park will be city property. The Normal Heights
community has expressed its desire that the Adams/Franklin
relief elementary school, funded by Proposition MM, be located
adjacent to this park.

o New Teralta Park, on the I-15 freeway cover between Polk Ave.
and Orange Ave. This park is being partially developed by the
California Department of Transportation (CALTRANS) as
mitigation for the construction of the final segment of I-15
through Mid-City. It is important to note that a joint-use
agreement is not possible for the Teralta Park property, since it
is located on CALTRANS right-of-way.

(<]

Improved and expanded Park de la Cruz. This park is located at
Landis St. and I-15. It is being expanded and improved from
passive to active park use by CALTRANS as mitigation for the
construction of the final segment of I1-15 through Mid-City. A
joint-use agreement is possible, as the park will be city property.
The City Heights community has expressed its desire that one of
the four new elementary schools that Proposition MM will fund
in City Heights be located adjacent to this park.

The district will continue to review and update its identified need
for new facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address
these needs, including the possible need for additional local
general obligation bond measures.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the Hoover Attendance Area binder. In summary, the
schools constructed prior to Monroe Clark Middle School and Rosa
Parks Elementary School, funded by Proposition O, have extensive
needs in the areas of major repair and replacement, technology
infrastructure (elementary and high school) and science lab facilities
(middle and high school). In addition, many schools have inadequate
amounts of library space, support space, field area, hardcourt area,
indoor dining/assembly space, and parking space, along with
outdated playground equipment, uncovered outdoor dining areas and
excessive numbers of portable classrooms.

Addressing ldentified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary
school level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space
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o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

o Removal of some excessive portable classrooms (at schools losing
enrollment to new schools: Adams, Central, Edison, Franklin,
Hamilton, and Rosa Parks elementary schools)

o Turf field development and hardcourt area expansion at Edison
Elementary School (joint-use project with city)

Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
needs/actions are also found at existing sites in the Hoover High
School attendance area:

o Expansion of field areas, hardcourt play areas, and on-site parking.

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Development of additional performing arts space (Hoover High
School).

o Further replacement of excessive portable classrooms with
permanent facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables on any site.

Addressing Unfunded Needs !
|

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of
any funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM,

The district will also continue to work collaboratively with the City
of San Diego Parks and Recreation Department to deveilop
additional joint-use projects that can address the shortage of both
school field area and public parks in older neighborhoods.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.
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Kearny High School Attendance Area
: New Facilities

Identified Needs
Regular Enroliment Forecast

Within the Kearny High School attendance area, there is an
identified need for facilities to house 381 elementary students
{0.54 school or 17 classrooms), 130 middle school students (five

classrooms), and 117 high school students (four classrooms).
These figures are the enrollment growth anticipated
through 2013 from the district's regular
enrollment forecast.

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable
discussion taking place among local
governmental entities relative to
accommodating the forecast
population increase of 1 million
countywide over the next 20 years.
The San Diego Association of
Governments (SANDAQ) Series 8

population/housing forecast is the basis

for this projected growth. Using the

SANDAG data, district staff has determined

what portion of this growth would occur within

various areas of the district. Within the Kearny
attendance area, the growth resulting from the forecast

7,329 units of additional residential development through 2015

would require facilities for 1,234 elementary students (1.76

schools), 532 middle school students (0.44 school), and 556 high

school students (0.28 high school). These facilities are in
addition to those needed to relieve overcrowding and
accommodate the regular enrollment forecast. Details of both the
regular enrollment forecast and the SANDAG forecast can be

found in Chapter 5.

SANDAG is forecasting an additional 7,329 housing units in the
Kearny area from 1990-2015. This total led to the student
generation numbers outlined in the previous paragraph. Most of
these units would be constructed in Mission Valley, on the
southern fringe of the Kearny attendance area. The balance of
the housing (about 1,000 units) will probably be developed on
the former General Dynamics site in Kearny Mesa.

At the present time, the existing housing in Mission Valley
generates very few public school students at any grade level.
This low student generation is a function of three factors. The
primary factor is the type of housing developed (mostly
apartments and condominiums, marketed to upscale singles and
childless couples). The two other major factors are the absence

o m Diego City Schools
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L
of neighborhood schools in Mission Valley and the topography of ]f: hOW@V@V, hOMSlT’Zg n

Mission Valley, which makes it difficult to travel to the assigned s e
schools north of Mission Valley in Linda Vista and Serra Mesa. MZSSIOH Valley b@COiﬂ@S

The same parameters can bg as§umed 'for Fhe housing forecgst. for more attractive to ‘

the former General Dynamics site, which is remote from existing o
residential areas and schools. fayygilies ‘With SChOOZ—Cde
The housing currently under development in Mission Valley chi[d}”en" the district
continues the type of construction and market focus of previous . ;

development. If, however, housing in Mission Valley becomes wzllface the challenge :

more attractive to families with school-age children, the district
will face the challenge of providing neighborhood school
facilities, particularly at the elementary level, in Mission Valley
itself. New elementary school facilities in Kearny Mesa may also

. of providing
" neighborhood school

become an issue. - facilities, particularly at
Total Identified Needs  the elementary level, in
The total potential need at the elementary level is about two - Mission Valley itseM ”

schools. Relative to new middle level and high school facilities,
the maximum identified need amounts to 662 middle school
students (0.55 middle school) and 673 high school students (0.34
high school). The high school attendance areas adjacent to {
Kearny - Clairemont, Henry, Madison, and Serra - are projected to
have relatively stable enrollments through the planning period.

Addressing Identified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will fund no identified new school facilities in
the Kearny High School area. Two unidentified elementary
schools funded through Proposition MM will be geographically
located in several years based on forecast need at that time. It is
possibie that one of these schools could be constructed in the
Kearny area, if warranted by future housing development and
related enrollment growth.

The enrollment growth anticipated through the regular enrollment
forecast can be accommodated through the district's annual
portable classroom move process and, if necessary, attendance
boundary adjustments within the area. The enrollment growth
that would be generated from the SANDAG forecast, however,
would require new elementary schools and substantial facility
additions at Montgomery and Taft Middie Schools and Kearny
High School.

Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, up to two new elementary
schools and facilities for up to 662 middle school students (0.55
middle school) and 673 high school students (0.34 high school)
have been identified. The extent of additional new facilities will
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be dependent on the level of future enrollment growth from
existing and new residential development/redevelopment. In
addition, furniture and equipment for all new school facilities must
be funded from a source other than Proposition MM.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enrollment growth. These funds are being generated by the
passage of state Proposition 1A, and allocated by the State Office
of Public School Construction. The initial use of any funds
received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for the construction and equipping of new school
facilities not specifically identified in Proposition MM.

Where possible, the use of vacant property owned by the district
and/or the city will be explored for the development of new
school sites. In the Mission Valley area, where the vast majority of
new housing is forecast, there is no vacant property owned by the
district and also no vacant city property that is not committed for
other uses.

i The district will continue to review and update its identified need
for new facilities and to develop future funding strategies to
address these needs, including the possible need for additional
local general obligation bond measures.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be found
in the Kearny High School Attendance Area binder. In summary, all
schools have extensive needs in the areas of major repair and
replacement, technology infrastructure (elementary and high school),
and science lab facilities (middle and high school). In addition, many
schools have inadequate amounts of library space, support space, field
area, hardcourt area, indoor dining/assembly space, and parking
space, along with outdated playground equipment and uncovered
outdoor dining areas.

Addressing ldentified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future
o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary

school level
o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion
o Provision of additional support space at elementary schools

o . . ,
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o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

Unfunded Needs

Qutside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority

needs/actions are also found at existing sites in the Kearny High

School attendance area.

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas, hardcourt play
areas, and on-site parking.

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Development of additional performing arts space (Kearny High .
School)

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A, and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of any
funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM.

The district will also continue to work collaboratively with the City
of San Diego Parks and Recreation Department to develop
additional joint-use projects that can address the shortage of both
school field area and public parks in older neighborhoods.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.

ge Facilities Master Plan
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La Jolla High School Attendance Area

New Facilities

Identified Needs
Regular Fnrollment Forecast

Within the La Jolla High School attendance area, there is an
identified need for facilities to house 118 elementary students
(about five classrooms), 91 middle school students (three
classrooms), and 141 high school students (about five classrooms).
. N These figures are the enrollment growth anticipated through 2013
- = ‘ from the district's regular enrollment forecast.

’ SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable discussion
taking place among local governmental
entities relative to accommodating the
forecast population increase of 1 million
countywide over the next 20 years. The
San Diego Association of Governments
(SANDAG) Series 8 population/housing
forecast is the basis for this projected
growth. Using the SANDAG data, district
staff has determined what portion of this
growth would occur within various areas of the
district. Within the La Jolla attendance area, the
growth resulting from the forecast 1,363 units of
additional residential development/redevelopment
through 2015 would require facilities for 230 elementary
students (about 10 classrooms), 99 middle school students (three
classrooms) and 104 high school students (three-four classrooms).
These facilities are in addition to those needed to accommodate
the regular enroliment forecast. Details of both the regular
enroliment forecast and the SANDAG forecast can be found in
Chapter 5.

Total ldentified Needs

Facilities for up to 348 elementary students (about 15 classrooms,
or 0.50 school), 190 middle school students (about seven
classrooms) and 245 high school students (about eight classrooms)
have been identified. The extent of additional new facilities will
be dependent on the level of future enrollment growth from
existing and new residential development/

redevelopment.

The enrollment growth anticipated at the middle school and high
school level can probably be accommodated through restriction of
choice enroliment, which comprises a significant fraction of the
population at Muirlands Middle School and La Jolla High School.
Both schools enroll significant numbers of Choice students from
the Clairemont, Madison, Mission Bay, and University City
attendance areas. At the elementary level, however, the situation

oS Diego City Schools
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is somewhat different. The elementary sites are already impacted
from a facilities standpoint, and have less opportunity to restrict
choice enrollment than the secondary schools. Other actions will
be needed if substantial enrollment growth is realized at the
elementary level.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enrollment growth. These funds are being generated by the
passage of state Proposition 1A, and allocated by the State Office
of Public School Construction. The initial use of any funds
received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for the construction and equipping of new school
facilities not specifically identified in Proposition MM.

Where possible, the use of vacant property owned by the district
and/or the city will be explored for the development of new
school sites. In the La Jolla area, the district owns two elementary
school sites (Decatur and Scripps - see Exhibit 4.27 ) which are
currently leased to private schools. These sites could eventually 1
be reclaimed for use as district neighborhood elementary schools if |
warranted by enroliment growth. During the community-input ’
process for the development of the LRFMP, the community

requested the re-opening of Decatur as a neighborhood elementary
school to relieve enrollment pressures at Bird Rock and La Jolla
rlementary schools.

The district will continue to review and update its identified need
for new facilities and to develop future funding strategies to
address these needs, including the possible need for additional
local general obligation bond measures.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be found
in the La Jolla High School Attendance Area binder. In summary, all
schools have extensive needs in the areas of major repair and
replacement, technology infrastructure (elementary and high school),
and science lab facilities (middle and high school). In addition, many
schools have inadequate amounts of library space, support space, field
area, hardcourt area, indoor dining/assembly space, and parking space,
along with outdated playground equipment, uncovered outdoor dining
areas and excessive numbers of portable classrooms.

Addressing Identified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future
o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary

school level
Q San Diego City Schools
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“Permanent classroom
wings will be
constructed at La Jolla
High School and Torrey
Pines Elementary
School.” -
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o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space at elementary schools

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

o Removal of some excessive portable classrooms. Permanent
classroom wings will be constructed at La Jolla High School and
Torrey Pines Elementary School.

Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
needs/actions are also found at existing sites in the La Jolla High
School attendance area:

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas, hardcourt play
areas, and on-site parking.

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Further replacement of excessive portable classrooms with

permanent facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables on any site.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of
any funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM.

The district will also continue to work collaboratively with the City
of San Diego Parks and Recreation Department, to develop
additional joint-use projects that can address the shortage of both
school field area and public parks in older neighborhoods. During
the community-input process for the development of the LRFMP,
the community requested that the district develop joint-use play
fields and a swimming pool for Muirlands Middle School and La
Jolla High School on nearby vacant city property.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.
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Lincoln High School Attendance Area
New Facilities

Identified Needs
Regular Enrollment Forecast

For the purpose of planning new school facilities, the adjacent
Lincoln and Morse High School attendance areas are treated as a
geographic unit. There are significant optional attendance
boundaries between the two areas, and no definitive geographic
boundary dividing them. Within the combined Lincoln and
Morse High School attendance areas, there is an identified need
for three new elementary schools in the 1999-2003 time

frame, and one additional elementary school from
2003-2013 to address current overcrowding
and accommodate enrollment growth
anticipated through the district's
regular enrollment forecast.

The enrollment growth forecast
through 2013 in the
Lincoln/Morse area for the
secondary grades is
approximately 280 students, or
10 classrooms, at the middle
level (grades 6-8). Growth of

230 students, or eight classrooms,
is forecast at the high school level
(grades 9-12).

SANDAG Popudation/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable discussion taking place among
local governmental entities relative to accommodating the
forecast population increase of 1 million countywide over the
next 20 years. The San Diego Association of Governments
(SANDAG,) Series 8 population/housing forecast is the basis for
this projected growth. Using the SANDAG data, district staff has
determined what portion of this growth would occur within
various areas of the district. Within the combined Lincoln/Morse
High School attendance areas, the growth resulting from the
forecast 7,352 units of additional residential
development/redevelopment through 2015 would require two
elementary schools. In addition, facilities for approximately 500 -
middle school students (17 classrooms, or 0.42 middle school)
and 560 high school students (19 classrooms, or 0.28 high
school) would be required. These facilities are in addition to
those needed to relieve overcrowding and accommodate the
regular enrollment forecast.

Details of both the regular enroliment forecast and the SANDAG
forecast can be found in Chapter 5. The majority of the projected
residential development/redevelopment, about 70%, would occur
in the Lincoln High School area west of Euclid Avenue.

San Diego City Schools
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“Proposition MM will
also fund a major high
school project that will

provide facilities for the

“area. This project
“involves the expansion
and complete
rebuilding of Lincoln
High School....”
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Total Identified Needs

The total potential need at the elementary level for the combined
Lincoln/Morse area is six schools. Relative to new secondary
facilities, the maximum identified need for the area includes
facilities for 780 middle level students (26 classrooms, or 0.65
middle school) and 790 high school students (27 classrooms, or
0.40 high school). Secondary facility needs are also projected for
the adjacent Crawford, Hoover, Morse, and San Diego High
School attendance areas. The district will thus need to coordinate
“planning of new secondary facilities across multiple high school
attendance areas to most effectively house the forecast growth in
enrollment.

Addressing ldentified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM wilil fund the construction of one elementary
school within the combined Lincoln/Morse High School
attendance area, which will relieve overcrowding at Kennedy and
Knox elementary schools in the Lincoln area. This school is
scheduled for completion in the 2003-2006 time frame (see
Exhibit 6.28). In addition, two unidentified elementary schools
funded through Proposition MM will be geographically located in
several years based on forecasted need at that time. It is possible
that one of these schools could be constructed in the
Lincoln/Morse area.

Proposition MM will also fund a major high school project that
will provide facilities for the area. This project involves the
expansion and complete rebuilding of Lincoln High School,
raising its capacity from approximately 1,100 students at present
to 2,000-2,700 students. Attendance boundary changes would
then transfer areas currently assigned to San Diego and Morse
high schools to Lincoln. The primary purpose of this project, and
a complementary project at San Diego High School, is to aliow
Morse High School to reconfigure from partial grades 9-12 to full
grades 9-12 and San Diego High School from grades 10-12 to 9-
12. Concurrently, middle level schools would reconfigure from
grades 7-9 to 6-8, and elementary schools from grades K-6 to K-5.
These actions will further address overcrowding at the elementary
school level, and put in place at all schools in the Morse and San
Diego areas the grade configurations desired for educational
purposes. There will be little surplus capacity resulting from these
projects to accommodate future high school enroliment growth.

Future of Gompers Secondary School

An issue that is not facilities-specific but which must be resolved
within the context of the Lincoln High School expansion project is
the future of Gompers Secondary School. Gompers currently
houses a grade 7-12 program and shares an attendance boundary
with Lincoln, which houses a grade 9-12 program. (Elementary
schools in the Lincoin area are currently K-6.) Gompers and
Lincoln both have magnet programs, but they differ in focus and
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content; the program at Gompers focuses on science and
computer training, while Lincoln's emphasizes training for health
care careers. Given this situation, there is no defined middle
school for the Lincoln area, or clear middle school-to-high school
articulation pattern for Lincoin High School. Within the Lincoln
High School attendance area, 64% of students in grades 7-8
choose to attend middle schools or junior high schools in other
areas. At the high school level (grades 9-12), 25% of Lincoln area
students attend Gompers, 19% attend Lincoln, and 56% choose a
high school in another area.

A decision must be made relative to Gompers. The choices
discussed to this point are:

1. Maintain the current 7-12 grade configuration and program.

2. Reconfigure Gompers into a 6-8 middle school to serve the
Lincoln area, and reconfigure the area elementary schools from
K-6 to K-5. Lincoln High School would then be the sole 9-12
school serving the area.

Unfunded Needs !

Outside of Proposition MM projects, 4-5 new elementary schools ;
and facilities for up to 780 middle school students (0.65 middle |
school) and 790 high school students (0.40 high school) have
been identified for the combined Lincoln/Morse High School
attendance areas. The extent of additional new facilities will be
dependent on the level of future enrollment growth from existing ;
and new residential development/redevelopment. In addition, 1
furniture and equipment for all new school facilities must be
funded from a source other than Proposition MM.

Addressing Unfunded Needs :

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enrollment growth. These funds are being generated by the
passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State Office
of Public School Construction. The initial use of any funds
received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for the construction and equipping of new school
facilities not specifically identified in Proposition MM.

Where possible, the use of vacant property owned by the district
and/or the city will be explored for the development of new
school sites. In the Lincoln High School area, there is no readily
available vacant property suitable for school development.

The district will continue to review and update its identified need
for new facilities and to develop future funding strategies to
address these needs, including the possible need for additional
local general obligation bond measures.
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Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the Lincoln High School Attendance Area binder. In
summary, all schools have extensive needs in the areas of major
repair and replacement, technology infrastructure (elementary and
high school), and science lab facilities {(middie and high school). In
addition, many schools have inadequate amounts of library space,
support space, field area, hardcourt area, indoor dining/assembly
space, and parking space, along with outdated playground
equipment, uncovered outdoor dining areas, and excessive numbers
of portable classrooms.

Addressing ldentified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary
school level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school leve!

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space at elementary schools

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

o Removal of some excessive portable classrooms. This action will
occur at schools losing enrollment to new schools: Kennedy and
Knox elementary schools. In addition, permanent classroom
wings will be constructed at Chollas, Horton, and Webster
elementary schools.

o Rebuilding and expansion of Lincoln High School to a capacity of
2,000 - 2,700 students.

o Demolition of the current Mead Elementary School facility and
construction of a new school, including expansion of the current
site.

Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
needs/actions are also found at existing sites in the Lincoln High
School attendance area.

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas, hardcourt play
areas, and on-site parking.

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Development of additional performing arts space (Gompers
Secondary School, if it retains a high school program).

o Further replacement of excessive portable classrooms with
permanent facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables on any site.
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Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of
any funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM.

The district will also continue to work collaboratively with the City
of San Diego Parks and Recreation Department to develop
additional joint-use projects that can address the shortage of both
school field area and public parks in older neighborhoods.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these |
needs, including the possible need for additional local general i
obligation bond measures.
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Madison High School Attendance Area

New Facilities

Identified Needs
Regular Enrollment Forecast

Within the Madison High School attendance area, the district's
regular enrollment forecast projects relatively stable enroliment
(an increase of about 100 K-12 students total) through 2013. This
small enrollment change translates into a need for few or no new
cr facilities.

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable discussion
taking place among local governmental
entities relative to accommodating the
forecast population increase of 1 million
countywide over the next 20 years. The
San Diego Association of Governments
(SANDAG,) Series 8 population/housing
forecast is the basis for this projected
growth. Using the SANDAG data,
district staff has determined what
portion of this growth would occur
within various areas of the district. Within
the Madison attendance area, the growth
resulting from the forecast 121 units of
additional residential
development/redevelopment through 2015 would
require facilities for 20 elementary school students (one
classroom), nine middle school students (less than one
classroom), and nine high school students (less than one
classroom). Details of both the regular enrollment forecast and
the SANDAG forecast can be found in Chapter Five.

St et S

Elementary and Middle Level Grade Reconfiguration

Aside from enrollment growth, the issue of grade configuration at
the elementary and middle school level needs to be addressed.
At present, the elementary schools in the Madison area are K-6,
and Kroc Middle School is 7-8. The preferred grade configuration
for educational purposes is K-5 elementary schools and 6-8
middle schools.

Total Identified Needs

Relative to enrollment growth, facilities for up to 20 elementary
school students (one classroom), nine middle level students (less
than one classroom) and nine high school students (less than one
classroom) are required. These needs can be addressed through
the district's annual process of portable classroom moves.
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A grade reconfiguration to provide for a 6-8 middle school e

program in the Madison area would require middle school [i’l Summar‘y, (le

facilities for approximately 500 students (17 classrooms). SChOOlS hd\»’@w extensive

The district owns two closed elementary schools and one closed needs in the d}«eas Of

middle level school (Anderson, Stevenson, and Hale - see Exhibit. . . oo

4.25) that are leased to private schools in the Madison area. mdajor repair Cll’ld

These sites could be reclaimed for neighborhood schools if l o o

warranted by future enrollment growth. replacement, l‘@CthOlOg:V
infrastructure

Addressing ldentified Needs

(elementary and high

Funding for the proposed grade reconfiguration at the elementary

and middle level has not been identified. During the community- SC/’IOO[), and sciernce lab
input process for the development of the LRFMP, the Madison vy . :

community requested the reopening of Hale junior High (see faczlzz‘zes (mzddle Clﬁd
Exhibit 4.25) as a district middle school to accomplish this action. . n 2

Hale is currently leased to a private school; the lease runs through ! hlgh SChOOZ)-

the 2004-2005 school year.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be

found in the Madison High School Attendance Area binder. In

summary, all schools have extensive needs in the areas of major .

repair and replacement, technology infrastructure (elementary and '
high school), and science lab facilities (middle and high school). ?

In addition, all schools have inadequate amounts of library space,

and many schools have inadequate field area, hardcourt area,

indoor dining/assembly space, and parking space, along with

outdated playground equipment, uncovered outdoor dining areas

and excessive numbers of portable classrooms.

Addressing Identified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary
school level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space at elementary schools

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms
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Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
need are also identified at existing sites in the Madison High School
attendance area:

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas, hardcourt play
areas and on-site parking.

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Replacement of excessive portable classrooms with permanent
facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables on any site.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A, and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of
any funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs, including the possible need for additional general obligation
bond measures.
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Mira Mesa High School Attendance Area

New Facilities

Identified Needs
Regular Enrollment Forecast

For the purpose of identifying new facilities needs,
the adjacent Mira Mesa and Scripps Ranch
High School attendance areas are treated
as a single geographic unit. Within
the combined Mira Mesa/Scripps
Ranch High School attendance
areas, there is an identified
need for two new elementary
schools in the 1999-2003
time frame and an additional
two schools from 2003-
2013. At the secondary
level, there is an identified
need for facilities for 1,127
middle school students (one
middle school) and 1,356 high
school students (0.68 school)
through 2013. These identified
needs address current overcrowding,
and accommodation of enrollment
growth anticipated through 2013 from the
district's regular enrollment forecast. This forecast
includes the projected new residential development that
has been confirmed by the real estate developers operating in
Miramar Ranch North and eastern Mira Mesa.

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable discussion taking place among
local governmental entities relative to accommodating the
forecasted population increase of 1 million countywide over the
next 20 years. The San Diego Association of Governments
(SANDAG,) Series 8 population/housing forecast is the basis for
this projected growth. Using the SANDAG data, district staff has
determined what portion of this growth would occur within
various areas of the district. Within the Mira Mesa/Scripps Ranch
combined attendance areas, the forecast is for 5,486 units of
additional residential development/redevelopment through 2015
that is not accounted for in the regular enrollment forecast. This
development would require facilities for 921 elementary students
(1.32 schools), and facilities for approximately 400 middle school
students (14 classrooms, or 0.33 school) and 490 high school
students (17 classrooms, or 0.25 school). These facilities are in
addition to those needed to relieve overcrowding and
accommodate the regular enrollment forecast. Details of both the
regular enrollment forecast and the SANDAG forecast can be
found in Chapter Five.
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“Proposition MM will

fund the construction of

two elementary schools
within the combined
Mira Mesa/Scripps
'Ranch High School
attendance areas.”
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Proposed Military Family Housing Complex

A potential generator of students exists which is not accounted for
in either the regular enrollment forecast or the SANDAG findings.
This generator is the family housing complex proposed by the
military. Up to 1,600 units of military housing could be included
in this complex, whose proposed location is just south of
Pomerado Road (see Exhibit 5.4) or one of a number of other sites
in the area. The Scripps Ranch Planning Group and the military
have entered into a continued dialogue to address the multiple
planning issues, including school impacts, related to this proposal.

Total dentified Needs

The maximum identified need, not including the proposed
military housing complex, amounts to 5.32 elementary schools,
1.33 middle schools and 1,846 high school students (0.92 high
school) for the combined Mira Mesa/Scripps Ranch area. This
area is geographically isolated from other residential areas in the
district by Marine Corps Air Station Miramar and the Sorrento
Valley industrial area. The district will thus need to develop
facilities solutions within this area to address the potential
enrollment growth.

At present the timing of development of the proposed military

housing complex, as well as the number of units in the complex,

is very tentative. When and if this proposal becomes concrete,
the district will develop a student generation analysis and

implementation plan for serving the community.

Addressing 1dentified Needs

Proposition MM

Proposition MM will fund the construction of two elementary
schools within the combined Mira Mesa/Scripps Ranch High School
attendance areas. One school site has already been acquired, at the
intersection of Spring Canyon Road and Scripps Poway Parkway in
Miramar Ranch North (see Figure 6.28). This site size is 6.7 acres,
and it is located adjacent to Spring Canyon Park. This school is
scheduled to open for the 2002-2003 school year. The second
school will be built in Mira Mesa and is scheduled for completion
in the 2005-2007 time frame. In addition, two unidentified
elementary schools funded through Proposition MM will be
geographically located in several years based on forecast need at
that time. It is possible that one of these schools could be
constructed in the Mira Mesa/Scripps Ranch area.

At the secondary level, Proposition MM will fund an expansion at
Marshall Middle School in Miramar Ranch North that will include
4-5 general education classrooms (120-150 students). Permanent
classroom wings of 10 classrooms (300 students) each will be
constructed at Mira Mesa High School and Scripps Ranch High
School.
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Unfunded Needs

Qutside of Proposition MM projects, up to three new elementary
schools and facilities for up to 1,200 middle school students (one
middle school) and 1,200 high school students (0.60 high school)
have been identified. The extent of additional new facilities will be
dependent on the level of future enrollment growth from existing
and new residential development/redevelopment. In addition,
furniture and equipment for all new school facilities must be funded
from a source other than Proposition MM.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enrollment growth. These funds are being generated by the passage
of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State Office of Public
School Construction. The initial use of any funds received by the |
district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to equip the ]
new schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional funding !
received could be used to leverage district resources for the !
construction and equipping of new school facilities not specifically ,
identified in Proposition MM.

Where possible, the use of vacant property owned by the district |
and/or the city will be explored for the development of new school

sites. Within the Mira Mesa attendance area, three possibilities exist
for joint-use development between the city and the district, as
outlined below.

1. Breen Site: This 10-acre city property is located at the intersection
of Capricorn Way and Polaris Drive. It was planned as a school
site and subsequently sold to the city for development as a
neighborhood park. The park development is scheduled to begin
in fiscal year 2000 (design) and 2001(construction).

2. Carroll Site: This 11-acre city property is located between
Westmore Road and New Salem Street, east of Camino Ruiz. It
was planned as a school site and subsequently sold to the city for
development as a neighborhood park. The park development is
scheduled to begin in fiscal year 2008 (design) and 2009
(construction).

3. Maddox Site: This 10-acre district property is located adjacent to
the 5-acre Maddox Park, at the intersection of Flanders Drive and
Parkdale Avenue. During the community-input process for the
development of the LRFMP, the community identified this site as
the preferred location for construction of the next neighborhood
elementary school in Mira Mesa.

The future use of the Maddox site may be impacted by an
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) ruling against the district.
The EPA has ruled that the district destroyed vernal pools during
the construction of Challenger Middle School, and must mitigate
this action through the creation or purchase/preservation of
additional vernal pools. In the EPA’'s judgement, the Maddox site is
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a good candidate for a vernal pool creation project. During the site
selection process for the Proposition MM elementary school in
Mira Mesa, the various possible uses of this site will be analyzed in
depth.

The district will continue to review and update its identified need
for new facilities and todevelop future funding strategies to address
these needs, including the possible need for additional local
general obligation bond measures.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the Mira Mesa High School Attendance Area binder. In
summary, all schools have extensive needs in the areas of major
repair and replacement, technology infrastructure (elementary and
high school), and science lab facilities (middle and high school). In
addition, many schools have inadequate amounts of library space,
field area (Mira Mesa High School and Challenger Middle School),
hardcourt area (Mira Mesa High School), indoor dining space, and
parking space, along with outdated playground equipment,
uncovered outdoor dining areas and excessive numbers of portable
classrooms.

Addressing Identified Needs
5 Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary
school level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

o Removal of some excessive portable classrooms. This action will
occur at the schools losing enrollment to the new elementary
school; the schools affected will depend on which site is selected
for the new school. In addition, a permanent classroom wing will -
be constructed at Mira Mesa High School.

Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
needs are also identified at existing sites in the Mira Mesa High
School attendance area:

o Expansion of field areas, hardcourt play areas, and on-site
parking.
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o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Development of additional performing arts space (Mira Mesa High
School).

o Further replacement of excessive portable classrooms with
permanent facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables on any site.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of any
funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM.

The district will also continue to work collaboratively with the City
of San Diego Parks and Recreation Department to develop
additional joint-use projects that can address the shortage of both
school field area and public parks in older neighborhoods.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.
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Mission Bay High School Attendance Area

New Facilities

ldentified Needs
Regular Enrollment Forecast

Within the Mission Bay High School attendance area, the

J‘nn Diego City Schools
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district's regular enrollment forecast projects relatively

stable enrollment at all grade levels through 2013.

This stable enrollment translates into a need for
few or no new facilities.

SANDAG Population/Housing
Forecast

There is currently considerable
discussion taking place among
local governmental entities
relative to accommodating the
forecast population increase of 1
million countywide over the
next 20 years. The San Diego

Association of Governments

(SANDAG,) Series 8
population/housing forecast is the
basis for this projected growth. Using
the SANDAG data, district staff has
determined what portion of this growth
would occur within various areas of the district.
Within the Mission Bay attendance area, the growth
resulting from the forecast 258 units of additional residential
development/ redevelopment would require facilities for 43
elementary school students (approximately two classrooms), 19
middle school students (one classroom), and 20 high school
students (one classroom). Details of both the regular enrollment
forecast and the SANDAG forecast can be found in Chapter Five.

Total tdentified Needs

Facilities for up to 43 elementary school students (two
classrooms), 19 middle school students (one classroom), and 20
high school students (one classroom) are forecast. This need can
be addressed through the district's annual process of portable
classroom moves.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the Mission Bay High School Attendance Area binder.
In summary, all schools have extensive needs in the areas of
major repair and replacement, technology infrastructure
{(elementary and high school), and science lab facilities (middle
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and high school). In addition, some schools have inadequate
amounts of library space, support space, field area, hardcourt
area, indoor dining/assembly space, and parking space, along with
outdated playground equipment and uncovered outdoor dining
areas.

Addressing ldentified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at .
existing schools: . :

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary
school level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space at elementary schools

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers ;

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

Unfunded Needs i

Qutside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
needs are also identified at existing sites in the Mission Bay High
School attendance area.

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas, hardcourt play
areas and on-site parking.
o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of
any funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.
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Morse High School Attendance Area

New Facilities

Identified Needs
Regular Enroliment Forecast

¢ For the purpose of planning new school facilities, the adjacent
Morse and Lincoln High School attendance areas are treated as a
single geographic unit. There are significant optional
attendance boundaries between the two areas, and
no definitive geographic boundary dividing
them. Within the combined Morse and
Lincoln High School attendance areas,
there is an identified need for three
new elementary schools in the
1999-2003 time frame, and one
additional elementary school from
2003-2013 to address current
overcrowding and accommodate
enrollment growth anticipated
through the district's regular
enrollment forecast.

The enrollment growth forecast

through 2013 for the secondary grades in
the Morse/Lincoln area is approximately

* 280 students, or 10 classrooms, at the middle

level (grades 6-8). Growth of 230 students, or eight
classrooms, is forecast at the high school level (grades 9-12).

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable discussion taking place among
local governmental entities relative to accommodating the
forecast population increase of 1 million countywide over the
next 20 years. The San Diego Association of Governments
(SANDAQ) Series 8 population/housing forecast is the basis for
this projected growth. Using the SANDAG data, district staff has
determined what portion of this growth would occur within
various areas of the district. Within the combined Morse/Lincoln
High School attendance areas, the growth resulting from the
forecast 7,352 units of additional residential development/
redevelopment through 2015 would require two elementary
schools. In addition, facilities for approximately 500 middle
school students (17 classrooms, or 0.42 middle school) and 560
high school students (19 classrooms, or 0.28 high school) would
be required. These facilities are in addition to those needed to
relieve overcrowding and accommodate the regular enrollment
forecast.

Details of both the regular enroliment forecast and the SANDAG
forecast can be found in Chapter Five. The majority of the
projected residential development/redevelopment, about 70%,
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would occur in the Lincoln High School area, and the remaining
30% in the Morse area.

Total ldentified Needs

The total potential need at the elementary level for the combined
Morse/Lincoln area is six schools. Relative to new secondary
facilities, the maximum identified need for the area includes
facilities for 780 middle school students (26 classrooms, or 0.65
middle school) and 790 high school students (27 classrooms, or
0.40 high school). Secondary facility needs are also projected for
the adjacent Crawford, Hoover, Lincoln, and San Diego High
School attendance areas. The district will thus need to coordinate
planning of new secondary facilities across multiple high school
attendance areas to most effectively house the forecast growth in
enrollment.

Addressing tdentified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will fund the construction of one elementary
school within the combined Morse/Lincoln High School attendance
area, which will relieve overcrowding at Kennedy and Knox
elementary schools in the Lincoln area. This school is scheduled
for completion in the 2003-2006 time frame (see Exhibit 6.28). In
addition, two unidentified elementary schools funded through
Proposition MM will be geographically located in several years
based on forecast need at that time. It is possible that one of these
schools could be constructed in the Morse/Lincoln area.

Proposition MM will also fund a major high school project that will
provide facilities for the area. This project involves the expansion
and complete rebuilding of Lincoln High School, raising its capacity
from approximately 1,100 students at present to 2,000-2,700
students. Attendance boundary changes would then transfer areas
currently assigned to Morse and San Diego high schools to Lincoln.
The primary purpose of this project, and a complementary project
at San Diego High School, is to allow Morse High School to
reconfigure from partial grades 9-12 to full grades 9-12 and San
Diego High School from grades 10-12 to 9-12. Concurrently,
middle level schools currently housing grades 7-9 would
reconfigure to grades 6-8 (in the Morse area, Bell Junior High), and
elementary schools from grades K-6 to K-5 (in the Morse area,
elementary schools feeding into Bell). These actions will further
address overcrowding at the elementary school level, and put in
place at all schools in the Morse and San Diego areas the grade
configuration desired for educational purposes. There will be little
surplus capacity resulting from these projects to accommodate
future high school enrollment growth.

Unfunded Needs
Outside of Proposition MM projects, 4-5 new elementary schools

and facilities for up to 780 middle school students (0.65 middle
school) and 790 high school students (0.40 high school) have been
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identified for the combined Morse/Lincoln High School attendance
areas. The extent of additional new facilities will be dependent on
the level of future enrollment growth from existing and new
residential development/redevelopment. In addition, furniture and
equipment for all new school facilities must be funded from a
source other than Proposition MM,

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enrollment growth. These funds are being generated by the passage
of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State Office of Public
School Construction. The initial use of any funds received by the

! district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to equip the
new schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional funding
received could be used to leverage district resources for the
construction and equipping of new school facilities not specifically
i identified in Proposition MM.

. Where possible, the use of vacant property owned by the district

i and/or the city will be explored for the development of new school
sites. In the Morse High School area, the district owns two vacant
sites originally slated for elementary schools (see Exhibit 4.25):

1. Bay Terraces Site #6 is located adjacent to the Zamarano
Elementary School campus.

2. Bay Terraces Site #11 is located at the intersection of Landscape
g Drive and Parkside Avenue, between Lee and Penn Elementary
Schools.

The district will continue to review and update its identified need
for new facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address
these needs, including the possible need for additional local
general obligation bond measures.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the Morse High School Attendance Area binder. In
summary, all schools have extensive needs in the areas of major
repair and replacement (except for Nye Elementary, completed in
1992), technology infrastructure {elementary and high school), and
science lab facilities (middle and high school). In addition, many
schools have inadequate amounts of library space, support space,
field area, hardcourt area, indoor dining/assembly space, and
parking space, along with outdated playground equipment,
uncovered outdoor dining areas and excessive numbers of portable
classrooms.
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Addressing 1dentified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at existing
schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary school
level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space at elementary schools

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

o Removal of some excessive portable classrooms. Permanent
classroom wings will be constructed at Keiller Middle School and
Boone, Freese, Fulton, and Valencia Park elementary schools.

Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority needs
are also identified at existing sites in the Morse High School attendance
area:

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas, hardcourt play
areas and on-site parking.

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Development of additional performing arts space (Morse High
School)

o Further replacement of excessive portable classrooms with
permanent facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables on any site.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being generated
by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State
Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of any funds
received by the district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to
equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional funding
received could be used to leverage district resources for further
modernization and equipment replacement at existing facilities spelled
out in the LRFMP, but not specifically included in Proposition MM.

The district will also continue to work collaboratively with the City of
San Diego Parks and Recreation Department to develop additional
joint-use projects that can address the shortage of both school field
area and public parks in older neighborhoods.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.
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“Another issue that will Point Loma High School Attendance Area

impact the need for | New Facilities
new school facilities.... Identified Needs
Th e dl strict h as Regular Enrollment Forecast
engaged in an extensive Within the Point Loma High thool attepdance area, the district's
i regular enrollment forecast projects relatively stable enrollment at

dial()gue with the city all grade levels through 2013. This stable enrollment translates into

, . T little or no need for new facilities. (Note: the regular enrollment
and the mdztary y forecast does not include student generation from the proposed

- . . NTC housing project.)
relative to the proposed

NTC housing and its
There is currently considerable discussion taking place among local

potemlalfor Student governmental entities relative to accommodating the forecast

generaﬁon_ ? ; population increase of 1 million countywide over the next 20 years.
’ ; The San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) Series 8
population/housing forecast is the basis for this projected
growth. Using the SANDAG data, district staff has
- determined what portion of this growth would
occur within various areas of the district.
Within the Point Loma attendance area,
the growth resulting from the forecast
1,415 units of additional residential
development/redevelopment
through 2015 would require
facilities for 238 elementary
school students (11 classrooms,
or 0.34 elementary school), 103
middle school students (four
classrooms), and 107 high school
students (four classrooms). These
facilities are in addition to those
needed to accommodate the regular
- % : enrollment forecast. Details of both the
e ' o regular enrollment forecast and the SANDAG
forecast can be found in Chapter Five. (Note: this
forecast does not include student generation from the proposed
NTC housing project.)

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

Proposed Housing Project at the former Naval Training Center

Another issue that will impact the need for new school facilities in
the Point Loma area is the future use of the former Naval Training
Center (NTC). Current plans for this area include development of
500 units of military family housing and 350 units of market-rate
private housing (see Exhibit 5.4). The district has engaged in an
extensive dialogue with the city and the military relative to the
proposed NTC housing and its potential for student generation.
The district's student generation forecast for the entire project is
approximately 400 elementary students, 60 middle school students
and 70 high school students.
o“m Diego City Schools
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Total Identified Needs

The total potential need at the elementary level is 638 seats
(approximately one school). Relative to new middle level and
high school facilities, the maximum need is 163 middle school
seats (six classrooms) and 177 high school seats (six classrooms).

Addressing Identified Needs

Proposition MM

No new elementary facilities are specifically detailed in Proposition
MM for the area. Proposition MM does include funding for two
unidentified elementary schools which have not been allocated to
any general area at this time. If needed, one of these schools could
be located on the NTC site to accommodate the forecasted student
generation from the military family and private sector housing
proposed for this area. The district judgment is that funding for
school facilities to accommodate student generation from NTC
housing should come from non-district sources.

At the secondary level, Proposition MM will fund improvements at
the Dana site to allow a full middle-school program. This project
will provide ample capacity for the increase in middle schoo!
enrollment forecast from both the SANDAG data and the proposed
NTC project.

NTC Property for School Development

The city and Navy have adopted a Memorandum of Understanding
which will provide the district with a seven-acre site within the new
military family housing area for development of an elementary
school campus. Discussion is continuing relative to the funding
source(s) for the improvement of the site and construction of the
school buildings and play areas.

Unfunded Needs

Qutside of Proposition MM projects, a need for facilities for up to
638 elementary school students, 163 middle school students and
177 high school students is forecast. A combination of new
facilities and restriction of non-resident enrollment (which
constitutes a substantial percentage of enrollment in Point Loma)
would be needed to accommodate this growth. A related issue
could arise relative to available space in the neighborhood schools
of the non-resident students currently attending Point Loma area
schools. These students live primarily in the Memorial Junior High
School attendance area. The elementary schools that are feeders for
Memorial Junior High and San Diego High School, are already
critically short of space.

Relative to the Dana middle-school project, Proposition MM will

not fund development of office space to allow the relocation of the
educational support staff remaining at Dana. Funding for this
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action, which is needed prior to the initiation of the Proposition
MM-funded Dana middle-school project, will need to come from
some other source. Another funding source will also be needed for
equipping and furnishing both the expanded middle-school facility at
Dana and the potential elementary school at NTC.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enroliment growth. These funds are being generated by the passage
of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State Office of Public
School Construction. The initial use of any funds received by the
district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to equip the
new schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional funding
received could be used to leverage district resources for the
construction and equipping of new school facilities not specifically
identified in Proposition MM.

Where possible, the use of vacant property owned by the district
and/or the city will be explored for the development of new school
sites. As previously discussed, the district has been allocated a
seven-acre site within the military family housing area at NTC for the
development of an elementary school to serve the military family
and private-sector housing proposed for the area.

The district will continue to review and update its identified need for
new facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address
these needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the Point Loma High School Attendance Area binder. in
summary, all schools have extensive needs in the areas of major
repair and replacement, technology infrastructure (elementary and
high school), and science lab facilities (middle and high school). in
addition, many schools have inadequate amounts of library space,
support space, field area, hardcourt area, indoor dining/assembly
space, and parking space, along with outdated playground
equipment, uncovered outdoor dining areas and excessive numbers
of portable classrooms.

Addressing Identified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at

existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary school
level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Diego City Schools
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o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space at elementary schools

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

o Removal of some excessive portable classrooms. Permanent
classroom wings will be constructed at Fremont Elementary
School and Point Loma High School.

o Conversion of the Dana site into a full middle-schoo! campus.

Unfunded Needs

Qutside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
needs/actions are also found at existing sites in the Point Loma
High School attendance area:

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas, hardcourt play
areas and on-site parking.

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Further replacement of excessive portable classrooms with
permanent facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables on any site.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

@ The district is applying for matching state funds to address ’
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being ‘
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of
any funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM.

The district will also continue to work collaboratively with the
City of San Diego Parks and Recreation Department to develop
additional joint-use projects that can address the shortage of both
school field areas and public parks in older neighborhoods.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at
existing facilities and to develop future funding strategies to
address these needs, including the possible need for additional
local general obligation bond measures.
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“Aecording to the San Diego High School Attendance Area

SANDAGﬁI’ZdH‘lgS, o New Facilities

ﬂ?e area Ofthe Clzy C Identified Needs
serve d by S an Dl e g 0 ‘ Regular Enrollment Forecast
; » ; Within the San Diego High School attendance area, there is an
ngh SChOO? (Zﬂd is identified need for three new elementary schools in the 1999-
feeder SC]’ZOOZS s 2003 time frame, and an additional two elementary schools from
’ . 2003-2013 to address current overcrowding and accommodate
fOV@CQSt 1o receive : enrollment growth anticipated through the district's regular

enrollment forecast.

27% of the new

[ At the secondary level, the regular enroliment forecast through

]’IOMSZVlg (CZZWlOSf | 2013 projects growth of approximately 430 students (15
]8 000 ZH’lifS) classrooms) at the middle level (grades 6-8), and 370 students (13
! ' classrooms) at the high school level (grades 9-12).

projected for the

portion of the city
There is currently considerable discussion taking place among

Served by ﬂ’l@ ; local governmental entities relative to accommodating the
. s ! forecast population increase of 1 million countywide
dlSZ'i”lCt. over the next 20 years. The San Diego
Association of Governments (SANDAG)
Series 8 population/housing forecast is
the basis for this projected growth.
Using the SANDAG data, district
staff has determined what
portion of this growth would
occur within various areas of
the district. Within the San
Diego attendance area, the
growth resulting from the
forecast 17,664 units of
additional residential
development/ redevelopment
would require four elementary
schools, one middle school, and
facilities for 1,350 high school students
{0.67 high school). These facilities are in
addition to those needed to relieve overcrowding and
accommodate the regular enrollment forecast. Details of both the
regular enrollment forecast and the SANDAG forecast can be
found in Chapter Five.

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

According to the SANDAG findings, the area of the city served by
San Diego High School and its feeder schools is forecast to
receive 27% of the new housing (almost 18,000 units) projected
for the portion of the city served by the district. The beginning of
this trend can be seen in the near-term plans for several thousand
new housing units in the Downtown/Marina area, and later plans
for additional housing in conjunction with the Padres
v ballpark/East Village redevelopment project.
oS Diego City Schools
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Total Identified Needs

The total potential need at the elementary level is nine elementary
schools. Relative to new middle level and high school facilities,
the maximum identified need amounts to 1.36 middle schools
and 1,720 high school students (0.85 high school). Secondary
facility needs are also projected for the adjacent Crawford,
Hoover, Lincoln, and Morse High School attendance areas. The
district will thus need to coordinate planning of new secondary
facilities across multiple high school attendance areas to most
efficiently house the forecast growth in enrollment.

Addressing ldentified Needs

Proposition MM

Proposition MM will fund the construction of three elementary
schools within the San Diego High School attendance area. These
elementary schools are scheduled for completion in the 2003-2005
time frame (see Exhibit 6.28). In addition, two unidentified
elementary schools funded through Proposition MM will be
geographically located in several years based on forecasted need at
that time. It is possible that one of these schools could be
constructed in the San Diego area.

Proposition MM will also fund two high school projects that will
provide facilities for the area. The smaller project, at San Diego
High School, will develop classroom and support facilities for up to
600 additional students. The larger project involves the expansion
and complete rebuilding of Lincoln High School, raising its capacity
from approximately 1,100 students at present to 2,000-2,700
students. Attendance boundary changes would then transfer to
Lincoln areas currently assigned to San Diego and Morse high
schools. The primary purpose of these two projects is to allow San
Diego High School to reconfigure from grades 10-12 to grades 9-
12, and Morse High School from partial grades 9-12 to full 9-12.
Concurrently, middle level schools would reconfigure from grades
7-9 to 6-8, and elementary schools from grades K-6 to K-5. These
actions will further address overcrowding at the elementary school
level and put in place the grade configuration desired for
educational purposes. There will be little surplus capacity resulting
from these projects to accommodate future high school enrollment
growth.

Unfunded Needs

QOutside of Proposition MM projects, up to six new elementary
schools, up to 1.36 middle school, and facilities for up to 1,720
high school students (0.85 high school) have been identified. The
extent of additional new facilities will be dependent on the level of
future enrollment growth from existing and new residential
development/redevelopment. In addition, furniture and equipment
for all new school facilities must be funded from a source other
than Proposition MM.
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Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enrollment growth. These funds are being generated by the passage
of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State Office of Public
School Construction. The initial use of any funds received by the
district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to equip the
new schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional funding
received could be used to leverage district resources for the
construction and equipping of new school facilities not specifically
identified in Proposition MM.

Where possible, the use of vacant property owned by the district
and/or the city will be explored for the development of new school
sites. In the San Diego High School area, the district-owned
Crockett site at 32nd Street and Greeley Avenue (see Exhibit 4.25)
will be explored for use as a portion of the site for the new
King/Logan/Perkins relief elementary school. In addition, the former
site of the district Maintenance Facility at Commercial and Irving
Streets will be explored for use as a portion of the site for the new
Sherman relief school.

The district will continue to review and update its identified need
for new facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address
these needs, including the possible need for additional local
general obligation bond measures.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the San Diego High School Attendance Area binder. In
summary, all schools built prior to Chavez and Kimbrough
Elementary Schools, funded through Proposition O, have extensive
needs in the areas of major repair and replacement, technology
infrastructure (elementary and high school), and science lab
facilities (middle and high school). In addition, many schools have
inadequate amounts of library space, support space, field area,
hardcourt area, indoor dining/assembly space, and parking space,
along with outdated playground equipment, uncovered outdoor
dining areas and excessive numbers of portable classrooms.

Addressing {dentified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary
school level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space at elementary schools

o’ n Diego City Schools
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o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

o Removal of some excessive portable classrooms. This action will
occur at schools losing enrollment to new schools: Birney,
Brooklyn, Kimbrough, King, Logan, Perkins, and Sherman
elementary schools. In addition, permanent classroom wings will
be constructed at Baker, Birney, Grant, and McKinley elementary
schools.

o Demolition of the current Burbank Elementary School facility and
construction of a new school, including expansion of the current
site.

o Construction of a classroom/support space addition at San Diego
High School to facilitate a grades 9-12 configuration.

Unfunded Needs

Qutside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
needs are also identified at existing sites in the San Diego High
School attendance area:

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas, hardcourt play
areas and on-site parking.

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Development of additional performing arts space (San Diego High
School).

o Further replacement of excessive portable classrooms with
permanent facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables on any site.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of
any funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM,
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically
included in Proposition MM.

The district will also continue to work collaboratively with the City
of San Diego Parks and Recreation Department to develop
additional joint-use projects that can address the shortage of both
school field area and public parks in older neighborhoods.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.
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Scripps Ranch High School Attendance Area

New Facilities

Identified Needs
Regular Enrollment Forecast

For the purpose of identifying new facilities needs, the adjacent
Scripps Ranch and Mira Mesa High School attendance areas
are treated as a single geographic unit. Within the
combined Scripps Ranch/Mira Mesa High School
attendance areas, there is an identified need for
two new elementary schools in the 1999-2003
time frame and an additional two schools from
2003-2013. At the secondary level, there is
an identified need for facilities for 1,127
middle school students (one middle school)
and 1,356 high school students (0.68 school)
through 2013. These identified needs address
current overcrowding, and accommodation of
enrollment growth anticipated through the
district's regular enroliment forecast. This
forecast includes the projected new residential
development that has been confirmed by the real
estate developers operating in Miramar Ranch North and
eastern Mira Mesa.

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable discussion taking place among
local governmental entities relative to accommodating the forecast
population increase of 1 million countywide over the next 20
years. The San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)
Series 8 population/housing forecast is the basis for this projected
growth. Using the SANDAG data, district staff has determined
what portion of this growth would occur within various areas of
the district. Within the Scripps Ranch/Mira Mesa combined
attendance areas, the forecast is for 5,486 units of additional
residential development/redevelopment through 2015 that is not
accounted for in the regular enrollment forecast. This
development would require facilities for 921 elementary students
(1.32 schools), and facilities for approximately 400 middle school
students (14 classrooms, or 0.33 school) and 490 high school
students (17 classrooms, or 0.25 school). These facilities are in
addition to those needed to relieve overcrowding and
accommodate the regular enrollment forecast. Details of both the
regular enrollment forecast and the SANDAG forecast can be
found in Chapter Five.

Proposed Military Family Housing Complex

A potential generator of students exists which is not accounted for
in either the regular enroliment forecast or the SANDAG findings.
This generator is the family housing complex proposed by the
_ military. Up to 1,600 units of housing could be included in this
oY Diego City Schools )
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TV W .
complex, whose propsed location is just south of Pomerado Road o '07/18 SChOOl Site h(ZZS
(see Exhibit 5.4) or one of a number of other sites in the area. ; . .
The Scripps Ranch Planning Group and the military have entered already _b@@i’l CZCQZH? Ed’
into a continued dialogue to address the multiple planning issues, at the ii’lf@?‘S@CinYl Of )

including school impacts, related to this proposal.

Spring Canyon Road

and Scripps Poway
The maximum identified need, not including the proposed .

military housing complex, amounts to 5.32 elementary schools, Pa?‘kway n Ml?‘(li’i’ldl" ’

1.33 middle schools and 1,846 high school students (0.92 high ] . 23
school) for the combined Scripps Ranch/Mira Mesa area. This area RQ)”ZC]’Z NOFT y
is geographically isolated from other residential areas in the
district by Marine Corps Air Station Miramar and the Sorrento
Valley industrial area. The district will thus need to develop
facilities solutions within this area to address the potential
enrollment growth,

Total Identified Needs

At present the timing of the development of the proposed military
housing complex, as well as the number of units in the complex,
is very tentative. When and if this proposal becomes concrete,
the district will develop a student generation analysis and
implementation plan for serving the community.

Addressing Identified Needs i
Proposition MM
Proposition MM will fund the construction of two elementary
schools within the combined Scripps Ranch/Mira Mesa High School
attendance areas. One school site has already been acquired, at
the intersection of Spring Canyon Road and Scripps Poway Parkway
in Miramar Ranch North (see Exhibit 6.28). This site is 6.7 acres in
size, and adjacent to Spring Canyon Park. This school is scheduled
to open for the 2002-2003 school year. The second school will be
built in Mira Mesa and is scheduled for completion in the 2005-
2007 time frame. In addition, two unidentified elementary schools
funded through Proposition MM will be geographically located in
several years based on forecast need at that time. It is possible that
one of these schools could be constructed in the Scripps
Ranch/Mira Mesa area.

At the secondary level, Proposition MM will fund an expansion at
Marshall Middle School in Miramar Ranch North that will include
4-5 general education classrooms (120-150 students). Permanent
classroom wings of 10 classrooms (300 students) each will be
constructed at Scripps Ranch High School and Mira Mesa High
School.

Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, up to three new elementary
schools and facilities for up to 1,200 middle school students (one
middle school) and 1,200 high school students (0.60 high school)
have been identified. The extent of additional new facilities will be

1 _ : .
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dependent on the level of future enrollment growth from existing
and new residential development. In addition, furniture and
equipment for all new school facilities must be funded from a
source other than Proposition MM.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enrollment growth. These funds are being generated by the passage
of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State Office of Public
School Construction. The initial use of any funds received by the
district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to equip the
new schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional funding
received could be used to leverage district resources for the
construction and equipping of new school facilities not specifically
identified in Proposition MM,

Where possible, the use of vacant property owned by the district
and/or the city will be explored for the development of new school
sites. Relative to elementary school development, the district owns
one vacant 12-acre site, Fairbrook, at the intersection of Fairbrook
Road and Rue Fontenay. This site is currently the focus of
negotiations between the district, city and McMillan Properties.
The goal of the district is to transfer ownership of the site to the city
and McMillan for development of a neighborhood park and
approximately 17 single-family homes. The district will be credited
the value of the residential parcel towards its purchase from
McMillan of the site for the Proposition MM elementary school in
Miramar Ranch North. The district is currently evaluating the
possible need of this property for school purposes.

The district also owns vacant property west of and adjacent to
Scripps Ranch High School (Treena Mesa/Ahrens Field site). The
district has engaged in a process with the community to develop a
master plan for Scripps Ranch High School which identifies future
joint-use playfield, hardcourt, and parking areas on the Treena Mesa
site. This master plan has been approved by the Board of
Education. The community is planning to fund development of
some of the playfield and parking areas with revenue from the
Scripps Ranch Facilities Benefit Assessment fund. The district may
also fund development of a parking area on this site through
Proposition MM, if the permanent classroom and science lab
project in Proposition MM is constructed on the school's north
parking lot.

The district will continue to review and update its identified need
for new facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address
these needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.

Existing Facilities
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A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the Scripps Ranch High School Attendance Area binder. In
summary, all schools aside from Dingeman Elementary School and
Scripps Ranch High School (constructed through Proposition Y) and
Marshall Middle School (constructed through Proposition O) have
extensive needs in the areas of major repair and replacement,
technology infrastructure (elementary and high school), and science
lab facilities (middle and high school). In addition, many schools
have inadequate amounts of library space, field area, hardcourt area
{Scripps Ranch High School), parking space, outdated playground
equipment, uncovered outdoor dining areas, and excessive numbers
of portable classrooms.

Addressing ldentified Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future ;

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary |
school level ;

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

o Removal of some excessive portable classrooms. This action will
occur at schools losing enroliment to the new elementary school
{Dingeman, Jerabek, and Miramar Ranch Elementary Schools). In
addition, a permanent classroom wing will be constructed at
Scripps Ranch High School.

Unfunded Needs

Outside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
needs/actions are also found at existing sites in the Scripps Ranch
High School attendance area.\:

o Expansion of field areas, hardcourt play areas and on-site parking.
o Further replacement of excessive portable classrooms with

permanent facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables on any site.

Addressing Unfunded Needs
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The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being generated
by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State Office
of Public School Construction. The initial use of any funds received by
the district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to equip the
new schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional funding received
could be used to leverage district resources for further modernization
and equipment replacement at existing facilities spelled out in the
LRFMP, but not specifically included in Proposition MM.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these needs,
including the possible need for additional local general obligation bond
measures.

o' Diego City Schools 189
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Serra High School Attendance Area

New Facilities N

Identified Needs
Regular Enrollment Forecast

Within the Serra High School attendance area, there is an
identified need for facilities to house 118 elementary

students (about five classrooms), 58 middle
school students (two classrooms), and 58
high school students (two classrooms).
These figures are the enrollment
growth anticipated through 2013
from the district's regular
enrollment forecast.

SANDAG
Population/Housing
Forecast

There is currently
considerable discussion
taking place among local
governmental entities
relative to accommodating
6Y82 L
the forecast population increase
of 1 million countywide over the
next 20 years. The San Diego
Association of Governments (SANDAG)
Series 8 population/housing forecast is the
basis for this projected growth. Using the SANDAG
data, district staff has determined what portion of this growth
would occur within various areas of the district. Within the Serra
attendance area, the growth resulting from the forecast 963 units
of additional residential development/redevelopment through
2015 would require facilities for 162 elementary students (7-8
classrooms), 70 middle school students (2-3 classrooms) and 73
high school students (2-3 classrooms). These facilities are in
addition to those needed to accommodate the regular enrollment
forecast. Details of both the regular enrollment forecast and the
SANDAG forecast can be found in Chapter Five.

Proposed Military Family Housing Complex

A potential generator of students exists which is not accounted for
in either the regular enrollment forecast or the SANDAG findings.
This generator is the family housing complex proposed by the
military. Up to 1,600 units of housing could be included in this
complex, whose propsed location is just south of Pomerado Road
(see Exhibit 5.4) or one of a number of other sites in the area.

The Tierrasanta Community Council and the military have entered
into a continued dialogue to address the multiple planning issues,
including school impacts, related to this proposal.

Q “ San Diego City Schools
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Total ldentified Needs

Facilities for up to 280 elementary students (12-13 classrooms, or
0.40 school), 128 middle school students (five classrooms) and

131 high school students (five classrooms) have been identified.
The extent of additional new facilities will be dependent on the
level of future enrollment growth from existing and new residential
development/redevelopment. In addition, furniture and equipment
for all new school facilities must be funded from a source other
than Proposition MM.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enrollment growth. These funds are being generated by the
passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State Office of
Public School Construction. The initial use of any funds received
by the district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to
equip the néw schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional
funding received could be used to leverage district resources for
the construction and equipping of new school facilities not
specifically identified in Proposition MM.

The forecast enrollment growth can probably be accommodated
through the district's annual portable move process. If necessary,
restriction of non-resident enrollment, which constitutes a

; significant fraction of Serra area school enrollment, could also be

! considered. A related issue could arise relative to available space
in the neighborhood schools of the non-resident students currently
attending Serra area schools. These students live primarily in the
Hoover High School attendance area, where schools are already
critically short of space.

The district will continue to review and update its identified need
for new facilities and to develop future funding strategies to
address these needs, including the possible need for additional
local general obligation bond measures.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the Serra High School Attendance Area binder. In
summary, all schools have extensive needs in the areas of major
repair and replacement, technology infrastructure (elementary and
high school), and science lab facilities (middle and high school).
In addition, some schools have inadequate amounts of support
space, field area (Serra High School), hardcourt area, and indoor
dining/assembly space (Serra High School and Farb Middle
School), along with outdated playground equipment, uncovered
outdoor dining areas and excessive numbers of portable
classrooms (Kumeyaay Elementary School).
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Addressing Unfunded Needs
Proposition MM

Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at existing
schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary school
level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion

o Provision of additional support space at elementary schools

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

o Farb Middle School shower/locker building

Others
Outside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority

needs/actions are also found at existing sites in the Serra High School
attendance area:

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas, and hardcourt play
areas.

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Further replacement of excessive portable classrooms with
permanent facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables on any site.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being generated
by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State
Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of any funds
received by the district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to
equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional
funding received could be used to leverage district resources for
further modernization and equipment replacement at existing facilities
spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically included in Proposition
MM.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.
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University City High School Attendance
Area

New Facilities

Identified Needs
. Regular Enroliment Forecast

Within the University City High School attendance area, there is
an identified need for facilities to house 124 elementary students
(about six classrooms), 73 middle school students (two-three
classrooms), and 97 high school students (about three
classrooms). These figures are the enrollment growth
anticipated through 2013 from the district's regular
enrollment forecast.

SANDAG Population/Housing Forecast

There is currently considerable
discussion taking place among local
governmental entities relative to
accommodating the forecast
population increase of 1 million
countywide over the next 20 years.
The San Diego Association of
Governments (SANDAG) Series 8
population/housing forecast is the
basis for this projected growth. Using
the SANDAG data, district staff has
determined what portion of this growth

) L Within the University City attendance area, the
T growth resulting from the additional residential

‘ development of 5,930 housing units through 2015 would
require facilities for 998 elementary students (1.43 school), 431
middle school students (15 classrooms, or 0.36 school), and 450
high school students (15 classrooms, or 0.23 school). These
facilities are in addition to those needed to relieve overcrowding
and accommodate the regular enrollment forecast. Details of both
the regular enrollment forecast and the SANDAG forecast can be
found in Chapter Five.

Total Identified Needs

The total potential need at the elementary level is 1.60 elementary
school. Relative to new middle level and high school facilities,
the maximum identified need totals 504 middle school seats (17
classrooms, or 0.42 school) and 547 high school seats (19
classrooms, or 0.27 school).
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Addressing ldentified Needs
Proposition MM

No new school facilities are specifically identified for the University
City area.

Unfunded Needs

Facilities for up to 1,122 elementary students (1.60 school), 504
middle school students (about 17 classrooms, or 0.42 school) and
547 high school students (18 classrooms, or 0.27 school) have been
identified. The extent of additional new facilities will be dependent
on the level of future enroliment growth from existing and new
residential development/redevelopment. In addition, furniture and
equipment for all new school facilities must be funded from a
source other than Proposition MM.

The scope of residential development forecast in the SANDAG
findings would be realized almost entirely by the construction of
market-rate apartment and condominium complexes. This type of
housing currently existing in University City has relatively low
levels of student generation. If this type of housing becomes more
attractive to families with school-age children, however, the
enrollment gains discussed above could be realized in conjunction
with the forecast residential development.

Addressing Unfunded Needs

The enrollment growth anticipated in the regular enrollment forecast
can be accommodated through the district's annual portable move
process. If the enrollment increases associated with the SANDAG
forecast are realized, however, substantial additional actions will be
needed. At the secondary level, major facilities additions and/or
severe restriction of non-resident enrollment would be required at
both Standley Middle School and University City High School. At
the elementary level, however, the situation is somewhat different.
The elementary sites are already impacted from a facilities
standpoint, and have less opportunity to restrict non-resident
enrollment than the secondary schools.

The district is applying for matching state funds to accommodate
enrollment growth. These funds are being generated by the passage
of state Proposition 1A and allocated by the State Office of Public
School Construction. The initial use of any funds received by the
district will be to purchase furniture and equipment to equip the
new schools funded by Proposition MM. Additional funding
received could be used to leverage district resources for the
construction and equipping of new school facilities not specifically
identified in Proposition MM.

Where possible, the use of vacant property owned by the district
and/or the city will be explored for the development of new school
sites. In the University City area, the district owns an elementary
school site (Marcy - see Exhibit 4.27) which is currently leased to a
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private school but could be reclaimed for district use if warranted
by future enrollment growth.

The district will continue to review and update its identified need
for new facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address
these needs, including the possible need for additional local general
obligation bond measures.

Existing Facilities

A detailed analysis of identified needs at existing schools can be
found in the University City High School Attendance Area binder.
In summary, all schools have extensive needs in the areas of major
repair and replacement, technology infrastructure (elementary and
high school), and science lab facilities (middle and high school). In
addition, there are inadequate amounts of library space and support
space (Curie Elementary only), field area, hardcourt area, indoor
dining/assembly space, and parking space, along with outdated
playground equipment, uncovered outdoor dining areas and
excessive numbers of portable classrooms (Curie Elementary only).

Addressing Identified Needs
Proposition MM

_ Proposition MM will address the following identified needs at
! existing schools:

o Major repair and replacement: backlog and future

o Technology infrastructure at the high school and elementary
school level

o Science lab facilities at the high school and middle school level

o Library facility expansion (Curie Elementary)

o Provision of additional support space (Curie Elementary)

o Provision of space for full-day kindergarten

o Replacement of outdated playground equipment at elementary
schools

o Construction of solid-roof lunch court covers

o Provision of water supply in all elementary classrooms

Unfunded Needs

Qutside of Proposition MM projects, the following high priority
needs/actions are also found at existing sites in the University City
High School attendance area.

o Expansion of kindergarten play areas, field areas, hardcourt play
areas and on-site parking.

o Development of additional indoor dining/assembly space.

o Development of additional performing arts space (University City
High School)

o Further replacement of excessive portable classrooms with
permanent facilities, to a maximum of 30% portables (Curie
Elementary).
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Addressing Unfunded Needs

The district is applying for matching state funds to address
modernization needs at existing sites. These funds are being
generated by the passage of state Proposition 1A and allocated by
the State Office of Public School Construction. The initial use of
any funds received by the district will be to purchase furniture and
equipment to equip the new schools funded by Proposition MM.
Additional funding received could be used to leverage district
resources for further modernization and equipment replacement at : : < s
existing facilities spelled out in the LRFMP, but not specifically R wow
included in Proposition MM.

The district will also continue to work collaboratively with the City
of San Diego Parks and Recreation Department to develop !
additional joint-use projects that can address the shortage of both ;
school field areas and public parks in older neighborhoods.

The district will continue to review and update its needs at existing !
facilities and to develop future funding strategies to address these
needs, including the possible need for additional local general ,
obligation bond measures. |

N
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IMPLEMENTATION COSTS

We have identified and evaluated the existing school facilities and the
extent of new school facilities required to accommodate the district's
growth and overcrowding. To fully understand the economic
implications of this Long—-Range Facilities Master Plan we must
assign costs and project these costs for the life of this master
plan. Costs are in 1998 dollars and escalated as required for
the future. Costs of school facilities were identified for all 48
planning options presented to the Facilities Review Public
Working Committee. Costs were consistent for all 48
options for the existing facilities component. Costs varied,
however, for the new facilities component depending on
the changes to the variables and how they affected student
enrollment. Costs were projected for calendar years
1998/99 through 2003 (Phase 1), calendar year 2004
through 2008 and calendar years 2009 through 2013. Years
2004 through 2013 comprise Phase 2 of this plan. A
summary of these costs are shown in the following chart
“Long-Range Facilities Master Plan Cost Summary.”

The costs in the following chart are identified in three
areas: “Build new Schools”, “Bring Existing Facilities up
to Standards” and “Class-Size Reduction (CSR)”. As new
facilities are added to accommodate growth,
overcrowding or Class-Size Reduction (CSR), annual
operating costs will increase. These increases are noted
on this chart. We find that in year 2013 of this plan, 20
new elementary, two new middle and four new high
schools will be required. The total additional capital
costs to address all identified needs are $3.792 billion.
Total additional operating costs, for reduced class sizes

: , and maintenance of expanded facilities, come to $101
e e e Bt = million/year.
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SAN DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS
FACILITIES REVIEW PUBLIC WORKING COMMITTEF
Cost of Long-Range Facilities Master Plan -

COSTS (in Millions)
# of New Build New Schools Bring Existing Schools up to Standards CSR Total Costs
Schools i
Annual Operating | Annual Capital{ Annl )
EL|MI|Sr Capital Annual Operatin Capital Operating | Capital | (All) |Oprtng
1* 2 3* 4 5 6 7 8* 9* 10 " 12* 13 14
Lgln:gf‘ Ong.oing
(incl. Maint.,
Ongoing] portable Schedul’] Cust.,
Sched’ld Maint., moves & Major | d Major | Lnscp.
Land & } Furn. & | Major  School | Cust., new | Furn. & |Rpr./Rpl.{Rpr./Rpl.| Incre- New
DRAFT Bldgs | Equip. |Rpr./Rpl. Admin. | Lndscp. jportables| Equip. | (Future) | (Future) | ment | Teachers
1998-2003{14] 1} 1 718 11 108 8 24 1,756 146 180 32 15 181 2,7941 2,951 65
2004 - 2008120} 1] 2 1,073 16 161 11 36 1,756 146 180 32 15 18] 3,202§ 3,364 80
2009-2013]20}] 2} 4 1,439 23 216 15 46 1,756 146 180 32 22 18] 3,623} 3,792 101

* Indicates that the category is fundable with local General Obligation Bonds

Assumptions i

i

Kindergarten through Grade 5 class size reduction with full-day Kindergarten classes. Asjsumes grades 4-5 are implemented and state funding
is available for teachers ‘

New elementary schools constructed with permanent capacity to accommodate 500 students with sufficient land and additional portable
classrooms to accommodate a total of 700 students. Core facilities are to be designed for 700 students and the school will operate on a
traditional or single-track year+ound calendar.

Existing elementary school enrollments reduced to 700 or less except for schools where existing permanent classroom capacity exceeds
700 students.

Middle schools built with permanent facilities for population of 1,200, land and core facilities for popuiation of 1,500, and high schools
built with permanent facilities for population of 1,600, land and core facilities for population of 2000.

These cost calculations also include the following assumptions:

1.

2.

6380
3
4

O
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All schools will have Level 1 and 2 needs satisfied.

Schools will be neighborhood schools with 50 percent of the Voluntary Ethnic Enrollment Program (VEEP) students returning to their
resident school.

. Where needed, additional facilities added to schools in the Morse and San Diego clusters to allow grade reconfiguration to K-5 elementary

schools, 6-8 middle schools, and 9-12 high schools.

. Overcrowded elementary schools where students exceed 129 students per acre will be reduced to 129 students per acre except where

the capacity of permanent classrooms permits higher densities.
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PHASE T = PROPOSITION MM

. - As stated earlier in this report, Phase 1 is separated into two
categories. In Category 1: Repairing Buildings and Housing Students,
$387,000,000 has been identified for major repairs to existing schools.
This major repair consists of the Major Repair and Replacement
Backlog ($258m), Code Compliance, (local, state, and federal code
compliance mandates) ($59m), and Future Major Repair and
Replacement for Existing Schools ($70m). A total of $508,000,000 has
been allocated for New Schools. There are 13 new elementary
schools at a cost of 33 million dollars each, one new high school
replacement/expansion at a cost of $92 million dollars, and the
replacement of two temporary schools with permanent construction
that will cost $27 million dollars each. Total costs for Category 1:
Repairing Buildings and Housing Students is $895,000,000.

Category 2: Projects to Improve Teaching and Learning has
been allocated a total of $615,000,000. These projects have
been identified in 10 subcategories: (1) Single-Session
Kindergarten ($49m); (2) Technology infrastructure for
elementary and high schools ($209m); (3) Build/Expand libraries
at 184 schools ($84m); (4) New/upgraded science classrooms at
middle and high schools ($133m); (5) Lunch court structures
{$19m); (6) Replacement of portables with permanent buildings
($47m); (7) Provide water to all elementary classrooms ($6m);
{8) Provide additional educational support spaces at schools
($35m); (9) Major Additions ($18m); and (10) Site discretionary
funds ($15m).

A complete breakdown of Phase 1 as approved by the Facilities
Review Public Working Committee and the Board of Education
follows on the next page.

PHASE 2

As stated earlier, Levels 2, 3 and 4 needs and new facilities to
accommodate growth in years 6-15 are a part of Phase Il. A
comprehensive plan similar to that for Phase 1 will be prepared for
Phase 2 in the future. The districts needs will continue to change with
time and will be greatly affected by the implementation of Phase 1.
The district will continue to evaluate these changes annually and plan
accordingly.

O San Diego City Schools
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CATEGORY 1
REPAIRING BUILDINGS AND HOUSING STUDENTS(™ Estimated Cost
1. Major Repair and Replacement Backlog® $ 258,000,000{ - -
2. Code Compliance (playground compliance, disabled access, climate control) 59,000,000¢" - *
3. Future Major Repair and Replacement for existing schools ) 70,000,000
Major Repair Subtotal $ 387,000,000
4.  New schools for growth and to reduce overcrowding: :

a. 11 designated elementary schools @ $33M each® $ 323,000,000

b. High school replacement/expansion to improve overcrowding and grade reconfiguration 92,000,000
conditions in the Lincoln/Gompers, Morse and San Diego clusters®}

¢. 2 undesignated elementary schools @ $33M (possible locations include Point Loma,

Hoover/Crawford, Morse-2, Scripps Ranch) 66,000,000

d. Replace temporary schools older than 20 vears (Burbank, Mead) 27,000,000

New Schools Subtotal $ 508,000,000
CATEGORY 2
PROJECTS TO IMPROVE TEACHING AND LEARNING(®

1. Single-session kindergarten at all elementary schools $ 49.000.000
2. Technology infrastructure for elementary and high schools 209,000,000
3. Build/expand libraries at 104 schools 84,000,000
4. New/upgraded science classrooms at middle and high schools 133,000,000
Gom]5.  Construct lunch court structures at all elementary and secondary schools without structures 19,000,000
6. Replacement of portables with permanent buildings at 20 schools 47,000,000
7. Water to all elementary classrooms 6,000,000

8. Additional building space to support instruction at 84 elementary schools, Twain, Muir, and
Y.0.U. (e.g., counseling, parenting, conference, and special ed. facilities) 35,000 000
9. Major additions (Marshall Middle, Dana Middle, Farb, Edison) 18,000,000
10. Site discretionary funds to all schools for construction or repairs ($100 per student) 15,000,000
Project Subtotal $ 615,000,000
GRAND TOTAL $1,510,000,000

Notes:

() Priorities recommended by Facilities Review Public Working Committee (FRPWC).

2 Cost includes: construction ($180M); 10% for design, engineering, project management, testing, inspection and
fees ($18M); 20% contingency ($36M); and three years’ inflation at 5% per year for the construction segment of
the economy ($24M). Work to be accomplished by the year 2001.

@) Cost for years 1998/99 through 2003/04 include construction ($108.6M); 10% for design, engineering, project
management, testing, inspection and fees ($10.8M); and six years’ inflation at 4% per year for the construction
segment of the economy ($17.9M) less the estimated six year district contribution ($93.2M). Total: $44.1M.
Additional bond funds are allocated as a set-aside for unforeseen facility and/or economic conditions ($25.9M).

4 Total cost adjusted for cost savings due to the development of two primary schools and use of land already
owned by the district.

) Cost assumes a 30-classroom multi-story building at San Diego High School, plus replacement of the existing
Lincoln campus with a new, state-of-the-art comprehensive Lincoln High School (including land acquisition to
expand the Lincoln site).
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[MPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

It is essential to develop a schedule for the implementation of this
LRFMP. Although it is too early to schedule Phase 2 of this plan
because that work is too far in the future and no funds yet exist, we
have enough detailed information and the funds in place for the
Phase 1 scope of work. Many factors affect the scheduling of work.
The sheer magnitude of the scope of work is overwhelming in itself.
Even though Proposition MM passed for a total amount of $1.51
billion, the amount of bonds that can be sold each year is limited.
The ability of the local design and construction industry is limited to
how much work can actually be performed. As labor resources
diminish, design and construction costs increase. This is further
impacted by the recent passage of a state-wide school bond program
for $9.2 billion. The scope of work must be evaluated and scheduled
in proper sequence so a building does not receive a new roof or paint
one year only to have it damaged or torn out completely by
subsequent modernization work the following year. The district may
participate in the state program and therefore be eligible for state
funding. In order to take advantage of state funds, those projects that
qualify may need to proceed ahead of other projects that don't qualif;.
otherwise, the district may lose out on millions of dollars in state grant
funds. There are many other factors that affect the scheduling of
projects in addition to these listed.

The district is working with its consultants and the Independent
Citizens’ Oversight Committee (ICOC), implemented as a part of
Proposition MM, to determine the quickest and most economical
schedule for implementing Phase 1 of the LRFMP. The following
preliminary draft schedule addresses all of the needs of Phase 1 in one
of the following categories:

o New schools

o Classrooms additions

o Full-day kindergarten

o Technology infrastructure

o Non-classroom additions

o Replacement of facilities

o Upgrade existing facilities

o Major repair and replacement
o Code compliance

Those projects that do not require the generation of design plans and
review by the Division of the State Architect will begin construction
immediately. These projects include some Major Repair and
Replacement, Code Compliance, and Technology Infrastructure.
Projects that require land acquisition, design, and plan review by the
State Architect and the California Dept. of Education will also begin
immediately, but will take a year or more before construction may
begin. All projects are scheduled to be completed within eight years.
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POTENTIAL PHASE T FUNDING SQURCES

San Diego City Schools has been very aggressive at seeking and
attaining facility funding from a variety of sources. Primarily, local
bonds/taxes have funded facility improvements with additional funding
obtained at both the state and federal levels.

A summary of the various funding mechanisms follows.

State School Facility Program

Historically, the district has not participated in former versions of this
program. With the recent changes in the program, the district has
begun participation.

Federal Emergency Management Administration
SDCS has received roughly $1.25 million over the last seven years,
primarily for the purposes of flood repair/control.

Federal Impact Aid

In the early 1970s, SDCS received some funding assistance for
Hancock, Miller and DePortola schools. Recently, no funding has
been available.

Deferred Maintenance

SDCS has received between $1 million - $3 million annually from the
state for deferred maintenance. The district matches the amount
received from the state each year.

Class-Size Reduction

SDCS has participated in every possible opportunity to access facility
funds for additional classrooms needed due to CSR. Approximately
$17 million has been received to date in this category.

Emergency Classrooms Act of 1979
SDCS has not participated due to the requirement to qualify in the
State Lease Purchase Program.

Asbestos Abatement Program
SDCS has not pursued funding due to the participation requirement in
the State Lease Purchase Program (see ltem 3).

Air Conditioning/Insulation Program
SDCS has not pursued funding due to the participation requirement in
the State Lease Purchase Program (see Item 3).

Year-Round School Program

SDCS has participated in this program for the last 8-10 years. The
current funding received by the district is $75,000 for two schools.
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Educational Technology
SDCS has not pursued funding due to the participation requirement in
the State Lease Purchase Program (see Item 3).

General Obligation Bonds

In 1974, SDCS received voter approval (Prop. XX) to issue debt for
approximately $200 million for facility needs. In 1988 and 1992, due
to early payoff of Prop. XX debt, the district extended the debt
issuance by an additional $500 million through Propositions Y and O
respectively. In 1998, voters approved Prop. MM for $1.51 billion.

Developer Fees

From 1971-1986, SDCS received over $200 million from various
; developer fee agreements. From 1986 to present, the district has
5 received roughly $86 million in statutory fees.

Redevelopment Agency Pass-Through

The district and the City of San Diego currently have five project area
agreements in place. Only one, the City Heights Project Area, has
contributed $14,000 of funding. To date, none of the other project
areas has generated funds.

Certificates of Participation
SDCS has used COPs to borrow against the debt capacity of
Propositions Y and O.

Special Taxes for Assessment Districts

SDCS has not pursued any special taxes due to the
negative impact they might have on passing other voter-
approved funding.

Mello Roos Community Facilities Act
SDCS has not enacted this funding due to previous
developer fee agreements and the limited size of properties
being developed.
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