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Telephone (301)

June 16, 2006

Dear Citizen:

The FY 2007 Educational Facilities Master Plan reviews the issues that influenced the
formulation and adoption of the FY 2007 Capital Budget and the FY 2007-2012 Capital
Improvements Program (CIP). The Master Plan also sets forth the agenda for future facilities
planning and provides information that the community and the Board of Education need as they
work toward resolving issues and setting school system priorities. The Montgomery County
Board of Education’s Long-range Educational Facilities Planning Policy and the State of
Maryland require that the Educational Facilities Master Plan be updated annually.

A two-year capital programming cycle was approved in a referendum of Montgomery County
citizens in November 1996. The biennial process for the six-year CIP mandates that the entire
program will be reviewed and approved for each odd-numbered fiscal year. Accordingly, the
FY 2007-2012 CIP was comprehensively reviewed and approved in May 2006. In addition, the
County Council must approve an annual capital budget outlining appropriations for projects
approved in the CIP each year. Therefore, this Master Plan reflects the funding implications of
the FY 2007 Capital Budget and the FY 2007-2012 CIP, as adopted by the County Council in
May 2006.

The Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS) continues to face significant shortages in
school capacity. Enrollment increased by 42,620 students, an average of more than 2,800
students per year over a 15-year period from 1987-2002. For the 2005-2006 school year,
approximately 17,000 students attended classes in 719 relocatable classrooms. Although MCPS
has built 14 schools during the past decade and constructed additions to other schools, the
construction of additional space has not kept pace with enrollment growth and, more recently,
with class-size reduction initiatives. Even the most ambitious CIP could not have kept pace with
such vigorous growth.

In May 2006, the County Council adopted the FY 2007 Capital Budget and FY 2007-2012 CIP
and approved $254.8 million in expenditures for FY 2007 and $1.173 billion in expenditures for
the six-year period. The approved six-year total provides an increase of approximately $240
million from the previously approved CIP. This approved CIP will enable MCPS to continue the
programs included in the previously approved CIP and provide permanent capacity at various
schools to address long-term space issues.

Due to a leveling off of enrollment growth over the past few years, MCPS has an opportunity to
reduce the number of relocatable classrooms in use. The plateau in enrollment in MCPS is not
unique. While individual school district trends vary, the districts closest to Washington, D.C.,
that serve suburban counties and cities inside the Washington Beltway, have seen a similar
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leveling off of enrollment in recent years. In some cases, there have been declines in enrollment.
This trend is a result of lower birth rates in the 1990s and higher housing costs forcing many
young families to seek housing in more affordable areas. Since this trend is projected to
continue for several more years, MCPS has the opportunity to use the capital resources that were
approved for the six-year CIP to eliminate the gap between enrollment levels at schools and
available capacity.

The benefits of the plateau in enrollment are offset by increased construction costs. Construction
prices have increased steadily over the past year primarily due to global demand for metal
products, concrete, and other construction materials, as well as significant price increases for oil
and petroleum-based products that are widely used in construction or impact the manufacture of
construction materials. In order to keep pace with rising construction prices, the approved six-
year CIP reflects a 20 percent increase for all construction-related projects.

To accomplish the goals of addressing our capacity needs and reducing the number of relocatable
classrooms in use, the approved FY 2007 Capital Budget and the FY 2007-2012 CIP will
provide for—
. the construction of 14 addition projects to elementary and high schools;

the planning and construction for six new elementary school addition projects;
the construction of one high school to open August 2006;
the construction of six elementary schools, four of which will open in August 2006;
the modernizations of four high schools, three middle schools, and nine elementary
schools;
° the construction of five elementary school gymnasiums to be completed by August

2006 and the remaining 25 to be completed in the six-year CIP;
. core improvements at one high school and two middle schools; and

funding for various countywide systemic projects.

With respect to countywide projects, the approved six-year CIP increases funding for systemic
projects to replace roofs, upgrade heating and air conditioning systems, improve indoor air
quality, and address safety and security needs. These projects are necessary to keep our aging
facilities operational. One new countywide project was approved. It consists of a modest budget
that will fund building modifications for program improvements in schools not scheduled for
modernization or a capacity project for the foreseeable future.

Overall, total expenditures in the approved FY 2007 Capital Budget and FY 2007-2012 CIP are
approximately 26 percent higher than the previously approved CIP. A majority of the increase in
the approved six-year CIP is due to the rise in construction costs. Other increases are due to the
new countywide building modifications for program improvements project and the six
elementary school projects that have completed facility planning.

State funding of school construction has been, and continues to be, a critical element of MCPS
CIP funding. The total state aid request for FY 2007 was $117.9 million; however, the state only
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approved $40.047 million. The funds approved by the state were for the balance of construction
funding for two projects, construction funding for one new project, partial construction funding
for two projects, and funding for eight systemic projects. The state approved planning for only
three out of 30 MCPS projects that were requested. If the state continues its current practice of
granting a few planning approvals annually for each school system, it is likely that MCPS will
receive funding in FY 2008 only for projects that currently have state planning approval. If the
current project planning approval climate in the state remains, and future state aid continues to be
constrained, additional county funds will be needed to supplement state aid or project schedules
will need to be delayed.

We appreciate the continued support of Montgomery County for our efforts to increase the
capacity of public school facilities and maintain and improve older school facilities. The
public’s involvement remains an important part of the planning process and we encourage school
and community organizations to evaluate the information in this document and communicate
their ideas or concerns. We continue to face the challenge of providing quality educational
facilities for all students and staff, and we look to the community, including county and state
officials, to help us meet this challenge in order to provide state-of-the-art facilities in the
Montgomery County Public Schools.

Sincerely,

ool

%arles HZ SW]/ J err)y;T Weast, Ed.D.
Superintendent of Schools

Board of Educat®n




Maryland Department of Planning

Robert L. Bblich, Jr Audrey . Scott
Governor Secretary
Michael S. Steele Florence E. Burian
o March 6, 2006 ol

Mr. Bruce H. Crispell

Director

Division of Long-Range Planning
Montgomery County Public Schools
Metro Park North

7361 Calhoun Place

Suite 400

Rockville, Maryland 20855

Dear Mr. Crispell:

We have received your letter dated March 1, 2006 and the enclosed Montgomery
County 2006-2015 enrollment projections.

We compared Montgomery County’s projections to those generated by our Department.
There is a difference of less than 5 percent for years 2006-2015. However we noted
that you did not include the actual enrollment figure for 2005. The Maryland
Department of Planning recognizes the K-12 enroliment figure listed by the Maryland
State Department of Education as the official actual enroliment for 2005.

You may use the local projections (2006-2015) for updating your 2006 Educational
Facilities Master Plan. A copy of this letter and its attachment should be included in the
Plan.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me at 410.767.4570.

Sincerely, lf\ /
r *'/ - A‘i"’@

James T. Noonan
Director, Infrastructure Planning

cc: Dr. David Lever

Mark Goldstein See Appendix A - 5 for
Aziz Mammad comparison of State and

MCPS forecasts.
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND PLANNING

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL
PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION

8787 Georgia Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760
301-495-4500, www.mncppe.org

M-NCPPC

June 14, 2006

Mr. Bruce H. Crispell, Director
Division of Long Range Planning
Montgomery County Public Schools
7361 Calhoun Place, Suite 400
Rockville, Maryland 20855-2765

SUBJECT: FY 2007 Capital Budget, and the FY 07-12 Capital Improvements
Program for Educational Facilities

Dear Mr. Crispell:

In response to your request, the M-NCPPC reviewed the FY 2007 Capital Budget, and
the FY07-12 Capital Improvements Program for Educational Facilities.

The M-NCPPC finds that the FY 2007 Capital Budget, and the FYQ07-12 Capital
Improvements Program for Educational Facilities are consistent with the approved and
adopted master plans. We appreciate the opportunity to work closely with the MCPS on
the regulatory planning and master planning efforts. We look forward to the revisions to
the master plans for the Twinbrook, White Flint, Gaithersburg, and Germantown areas
so that land use recommendations and educational facility needs are developed

concurrently.

We continue to value the working relationship between our agencies, and we welcome
the opportunity to provide assistance.

Sincerely,

Gt Heamen_

Faroll Hamer
Acting Director

FH:JAC:ha:
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Sequoyah ES—Col. Zadok Magruder Cluster ............ccccccecveunes 4-58
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Seven Locks ES—Winston Churchill Cluster..........c...ccocoooeevnen. 4-12
Shady Grove MS—Col. Zadok Magruder Cluster..................... 4-58
Sherwood ES—Northeast Consortium and
Sherwood CIUSTET .....ooviiiiiiie i 4-70, 4-108
Sherwood HS—Sherwood CIUSter .......c.cccoovvieceoiinn, 4-108
Sargent Shriver ES—Downcounty Consortium..............c..ccc..... 4-30
Silver Spring International MS—Downcounty Consortium ......4-30
Sligo MS—Downcounty Consortium ............cccoeeveveveriinirrrirnns 4-30
Sligo Creek ES—Downcounty Consortium.............ccocovoeovreennes 4-30
Somerset ES—Bethesda-Chevy Chase Cluster.......c.c.cccccoceevenenn. 4-6
South Lake ES—Watkins Mill Cluster.............ccoooiiin. 4-112
Springbrook HS—Northeast Consortitm.............c.cccccccoreveeunn. 4-70
Stedwick ES—Watkins Mill Cluster ...........cccccooiviiiiiiin. 4-112
Stephen Knolls—Other Educational Facilities...............c.c......... 4-128
Stone Mill ES—Thomas S. Wootton Cluster ..........c.ccocceevnnee 4-122
Stonegate ES—Northeast Consortium ............ccccoeoveverinrrieeinn. 4-70
Strathmore ES—Downcounty Consortium............cocooeeeeorcne. 4-30
Strawberry Knoll ES—Gaithersburg Cluster............c.ccoooeene. 4-46
Summit Hall ES—Gaithersburg Cluster..............cccoooinnnnne, 4-46
Takoma Park ES—Downcounty Consortium .............c.ccccovevevees 4-30
Takoma Park MS—Downcounty COnsortiim .............ccccovevevees 4-30
Tilden MS—Walter Johnson CIUSter.........cccoovvviiiiiiieiieieee 4-52
Travilah ES—Thomas S. Wootton Cluster..............ccocovvioinn. 4-122
Mark Twain—Other Educational Facilities ...........cccccccevennnn 4-128
Twinbrook ES—Richard Montgomery Cluster...........c..ccoeeue.. 4-64
Viers Mill ES—Downcounty Consortium .........c.c.cccoceeveverennne. 4-30
Washington Grove ES—Gaithersburg Cluster...........cccocceeeee. 4-46
Waters Landing ES—Seneca Valley Cluster ..o 4-102
Watkins Mill ES—Watkins Mill Cluster..........c.ccoooevviiiininn. 4-112
Watkins Mill HS—Watkins Mill Cluster..........c.cccccocovvvriornnnnn. 4-112
Wayside ES—Winston Churchill Cluster.........c.cccocoveviinnan, 4-12
Weller Road ES—Downcounty Consortium ............cccocevevene. 4-30
Julius West MS—Richard Montgomery Cluster......................... 4-64
Westbrook ES—Bethesda-Chevy Chase Cluster ...........ccccooe.e. 4-6
Westland MS—Bethesda-Chevy Chase Cluster .........c.ccccccoeee. 4-6
Westover ES—Northeast COnsortiume............cccoceeeeeienenenennnn. 4-70
Wheaton HS—Downcounty Consortium .............ccccceeveverennn. 4-30
Wheaton Woods ES—Downcounty Consortium....................... 4-30
Whetstone ES—Watkins Mill Cluster ..........c.cccoovviivinnnnn. 4-112
White Oak MS—Northeast Consortium .............cccccoeerueererennn. 4-70
Walt Whitman HS—Walt Whitman Cluster...........cccccceeieae. 4-118
Earle B. Wood MS—Rockville Cluster ...........ccccoevoioiniininnnne, 4-98
Wood Acres ES—Walt Whitman Cluster............cccccccevnennnn. 4-118
Woodfield ES—Damascus ClUSter...........cccocovviiiiiirninieen 4-24
Woodlin ES—Downcounty Consortium.........c.cccoceeererererennnn. 4-30
Thomas W. Wootton HS—Thomas S. Wootton Cluster.......... 4-122
Wyngate ES—Walter Johnson Cluster .........c.cccoceevencneennnnnn, 4-52
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Introduction

The FY 2007 Educational Facilities Master Plan (Master Plan)
and FY 2007-2012 Capital Improvements Program (CIP) reflect
the adopted actions of the Montgomery County Council and
integrate the facilities planning process with the annual capital
budgetand the six-year CIP. The CIP is developed in accordance
with the Board of Education Long-range Educational Facilities
Planning Policy (FAA) and Regulation (FAA-RA). The Master
Plan summarizes relevant capital and non-capital actions ap-
proved for the six-year CIP period.

During the coming months, cluster PTAs will be asked to
provide issues they feel need to be addressed in the next CIP
cycle. These requests will be shared with the superintendent
and the Board of Education and will be considered during the

development of the superintendent’s recommendation for the
Amendments to the FY 2007-2012 CIP in November 2000.

The Master Plan contains the following sections:

Chapter 1, ‘The Approved Capital Improvements,” is a re-
view of the major events and factors that have influenced the
approval of the FY 2007 Capital Budget and FY 2007-2012
CIP. This chapter includes a table summarizing the FY
2007-2012 CIP, as adopted by the County Council.

Chapter 2, ‘The Planning Environment,” describes the
demographic, economic, and enrollment trends in Mont-
gomery County that form the context for reviewing facility
plans and addressing long-range system needs.

Chapter 3, ‘Facility Planning Obijectives,” outlines seven
facility planning objectives that guide the school system as
itmoves to accommodate enrollment growth and program
changes. The objectives are discussed and placed in the
context of the approved CIP actions.

Chapter 4, ‘Approved Actions and Planning Issues,’ is ar-
ranged by high school cluster. This chapter provides maps
depicting school boundaries and school locations, a bar
graph that indicates school utilization within each cluster,
tables with enrollment projections, school demographic
profiles, building room use, capacity data, and other facility
information. Planning issues are identified, and adopted CIP
actions for schools are discussed.

Chapter 5, ‘Countywide Projects,” provides a brief sum-
mary description of the CIP projects that are programmed
to meet the needs of many schools across the county. These
projects involve multi-year plans with different schools
scheduled each year. (Referred to as countywide projects)

Chapter 6, ‘Project Description Forms,” contain the indi-
vidual MCPS Project Description Forms (PDFs) adopted by
the County Council for the FY 2007-2012 CIP. Montgomery
County uses the PDFs as the official capital budget docu-
mentation for all county agencies.

Several appendices, at the end of the document, contain infor-
mation on a variety of topics including enrollment information,
State-rated Capacities, Board of Education policies, modern-
ization schedules, closed schools and their current uses, and
relocatable classroom placements. Also included are maps for
identifying Board of Education, council manic, and legislative
election districts. It is important to note that this is a planning
document for the school system as a whole and that while
cluster organization is used for presentation of information,
planning decisions often cross cluster boundaries to meet
program and facility needs for students.
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Chapter 1

The County Council Adopted FY 2007
Capital Budget and the FY 2007-2012
Capital Improvements Program

The County Council Adopted

Capital Improvements Program
This document contains the adopted FY 2007 Capital Budget
appropriation amountand the FY 2007-2012 Capital Improve-
ments Program (CIP) expenditure schedules approved by the
County Council in May 2006.

The County Council Adopted FY 2007 Capital Budget and FY
2007-2012 CIP totals $1.173 billion for the six-year period. This
is an increase of $240 million over the previously approved CIP.
The adopted CIP includes an FY 2007 expenditure of $254.8
million, an increase of $69.8 million over the previously ap-
proved FY 2007 expenditure.

The adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP includes an increase of 20
percent across-the-board due to construction cost escalation
for capacity and modernization projects in order to maintain
the completion dates as indicated in the previously approved
CIP. The six-year plan also includes funding for six new el-
ementary school capacity projects that completed the facility
planning process in FY 2006. The adopted CIP will keep the
schedule for modernizations on track and provide completion
dates for some schools that had funding outside the previous
six-year period. The adopted CIP will increase expenditures
for many systemic projects to replace roofs, upgrade heating
and air conditioning systems, improve indoor air quality, and
address safety and security needs. The six-year plan includes
only one new countywide project, consisting of a modest
budget, that will provide building modification and program
improvements for schools not scheduled for a modernization
or capacity project for the foreseeable future.

The Adopted FY 2007 Capital Budget and FY 2007-2012 CIP
will provide for—
e the construction of 14 addition projects to elementary
and high schools;
e the planning and construction for six new elementary
school addition projects;
e the construction of one high school to open in August
2006;
e the construction of six elementary schools, four of
which will open in August 2006;
e the modernization of four high schools, three middle
schools, and nine elementary schools;
e the construction of five elementary school gymnasiums

to be completed by August 2006 and the remaining 25
to be completed in the six-year CIP;

e core improvements at one high school and two middle
schools; and

e funding for various countywide projects.

The summary table at the end of this chapter, titled “County
Council Adopted FY 2007 Capital Budget and the FY 2007-
2012 Capital Improvements Program,” (page 1-5), summarizes
the County Council’s action on all projects. The first column
in the table shows the projects grouped by high school cluster.
The second column shows the Board of Education’s request.
The third column shows the County Council’s action for the
FY 2007-2012 CIP. Many previously approved projects do not
have any comments since they can proceed on their currently
approved schedules. The last column shows the anticipated
completion date for each project.

The nextsummary table includes all of the countywide projects
approved by the County Council for the FY 2007-2012 CIP. The
final two tables contain summary information regarding the
adopted FY 2007 appropriation and the approved expenditures
for the out-years of the CIP (page 1-10) and the approved FY
2007 State CIP for MCPS (page 1-11).

[t is important to note that an appropriation differs from an
expenditure. Once approved by the County Council, an ap-
propriation gives MCPS the authority to encumber and spend
money within a specified dollar limit for a project. If a project
extends beyond one fiscal year, a majority of the cost of the
project would need to be appropriated in order to award the
construction contract. An expenditure, on the other hand, is
a multi-year spending plan in the CIP that shows when the
County’s resources are expected to be spent over the six-year
period.

The Impact of the
Biennial CIP Process

In November 1996, the Montgomery County charter was
amended by referendum to require a biennial, rather than an-
nual, Capital Improvements Program (CIP) review and approval
process. The total six-year CIP is now reviewed and approved
for each odd-numbered fiscal year. For even-numbered fiscal
years only amendments are considered where changes are
needed in the second year of the six-year CIP. Fiscal Year 2007
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is an odd-numbered fiscal year and, therefore, all CIP projects
were considered with a full review by the county executive
and the County Council.

Funding the Capital

Improvements Program

In the past, the CIP was funded mainly from three types of
revenue sources—county General Obligation (GO) bonds, state
aid, and current revenue. To supplement county GO bonds
and current revenue, the County Council approved legislation
that dedicated a portion of the county Recordation Tax to help
fund MCPS school construction and Montgomery College’s
technology needs, and created a School Impact Tax on new
development that will help fund MCPS school construction.
The Recordation and School Impact Tax revenues are now the
fourth main source of funding (in addition to GO Bonds, state
aid, and general current revenue) for the MCPS CIP.

The amount of GO bond funding available for all county CIP
projects is governed by Spending Affordability Guidelines
(SAG) limits set by the County Council before CIP submissions
are prepared. The amount of state aid available is governed by
the rules, regulations, and procedures established by the state
of Maryland Interagency Committee on School Construction
(IAC) and by the amount of state revenues available to support
the state school construction program. The amount of current
revenue available to fund CIP projects is governed by county tax
revenues and the need to balance capital and operating budget
requests. All four revenue sources are discussed below.

General Obligation (GO) Bonds and
Spending Affordability Guidelines (SAG)

In each fiscal year, the County Council must set Spending
Affordability Guidelines (SAG) for the level of bonded debt it
believes the county can afford. The guidelines are set follow-
ing an analysis of fiscal considerations that shape the county’s
economic health. It is not intended for the County Council
to consider the extent of the capital needs of the different
county agencies at the time it adopts the SAG limits. From FY
1993 to FY 1996, MCPS received approximately one-half of
the county GO bond proceeds. Since FY 1997, that share has
been reduced to approximately 40 percent, and a substantial
amount of state school construction aid has been factored into
CIP revenue estimates.

As the table below indicates, since FY 1994, the County
Council has steadily increased the SAG limits. For FY 2003,
the County Council seta six-year SAG total of $880.4 million.
During the FY 2004 biennial amendment process, the six-year
total increased to $895.2 million. The adopted SAG limit for
the Amended FY 2003-2008 CIP increased the amount of GO
bond funding available in the six-year CIP by $69.2 million
over the previous six-year period.

For FY 2005, the County Council set the capital budget SAG
limits at $190 million for both FY 2005 and FY 2006, with a
six-year total of $1.14 billion. During the County Council’s
reconciliation process for the six-year CIP in early May 2004,

the SAG limit for FY 2005 was increased to $199 million, and
the FY 2010 limit was reduced to $181 million. The SAG limit
for FY 2006 remained at $190 million, with a six-year total
remaining at $1.14 billion.

During the FY 2006 biennial amendment process in February
2005, the FY 2005 and FY 2006 capital budget SAG limits were
increased to $209 million, while the six-year total increased to
$1.22 billion. At the County Council’s reconciliation process
for the amended six-year CIP in May 2005, the SAG limit for
FY 2006 was increased to $213 million, both FY 2007 and FY
2008 were increased to $210 million, FY 2009 was reduced
by $10 million to $190 million, and FY 2010 was reduced by
$14 million to $186 million, with the six-year total remaining
at $1.22 billion.

For FY 2007, the County Council, in October 2005, set the
capital budget SAG limits at $240 million for both FY 2007
and FY 2008, with a six-year total of $1.44 billion. In February
2006, the County Council increased the SAG limit for both FY
2007 and FY 2008 by $24 million for a total of $264 million for
each fiscal year and increased the six-year total to $1.46 billion.
During the County Council’s reconciliation process in May
2006, the SAG limit for FY 2009 was increased by $29 million
to $264 million, for FY 2010 it was decreased by $9 million to
$226 million, and for FY 2011 and FY 2012, it was decreased by
$10 million respectively to $220 million each year. The six-year
total remained at $1.46 billion. This SAG limit is an increase of
$240 million over the previous six-year period. This increase in
GO bond capacity will continue to allow the county to provide
additional funding to MCPS thatis necessary to meet the needs
of our schools including new capacity projects, modernizations,
and elementary school gymnasiums.

Spending
Fiscal Years Affordability

Guidelines
FY 1990-1995 $815 million
FY 1991-1996 $815 million
FY 1992-1997 $815 million
FY 1993-1998 $810 million
FY 1994-1999 $600 million
FY 1995-2000 $637 million
FY 1996-2001 $675 million
FY 1997-2002 $695 million
FY 1997-2003 Amended $700 million*
FY 1999-2004 $714 million
FY 1999-2004 Amended $743 million*
FY 2001-2006 $798 million
FY 2001-2006 Amended $826 million*
FY 2003-2008 $880 million
FY 2003-2008 Amended $895 million*
FY 2005-2010 $1.14 billion
FY 2005-2010 Amended $1.22 billion*
FY 2007-2012 $1.46 billion

*Limits set during biennial process
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Recordation Tax and School Impact Tax

The two bills approved by the County Council in the spring
of 2004, Bill 24-03, Recordation Tax—Use of Funds, and Bill
9-03, Development Impact Tax—School Facilities, dedicated
and created significant current revenue sources to supplement
the GO bond funding of the CIP. Bill 24-03, Recordation
Tax—Use of Funds, dedicated the increase in the Recordation
Tax adopted in 2002 for use in funding both GO bond eligible
and current revenue funded projects in the CIP. Bill 9-03,
Development Impact Tax—School Facilities, generates funds
used for bond eligible projects that increase school capacity
through new schools, additions to schools, or the portion of
modernizations to schools thatadd capacity. Both of these bills
are important because they will continue to provide significant

current revenues in addition to GO bonds that will support
the MCPS CIP.

State Funding

In the first twenty-two years of the State Public School Con-
struction Program, from FY 1973 to FY 1994, the amount of
state funding received by MCPS averaged $13.7 million per
year. In FY 1995 and FY 1996, the state funded approximately
$20 million per year, and in FY 1997, the state allocated $36
million for Montgomery County. Using the $36 million level
of state funding as a benchmark, the County Council increased
the levels of state aid assumed in the CIP. County efforts were
again successful in FY 1998, and MCPS was allocated $38 mil-
lion in state aid for school construction projects. The county
was even more successful in FY 1999, FY 2000, and FY 2001
with $50 million, $50.2 million, and $51.2 million being al-
located respectively.

In FY 2002, the county received $45 million, $5 million less
than assumed by the county executive and the County Council

in the adopted CIP. For FY 2003, approved state aid funding
was $18.0 million, $27 million less than the state aid received
in FY 2002. And, for FY 2004, the total state aid received was
$10.58 million, $19.4 million less than the amount assumed
for FY 2004 in the adopted CIP.

The total state aid request for FY 2005 was $59.9 million. Un-
fortunately, in FY 2005, the total State aid approved for MCPS
was only $9.04 million, approximately $50.8 million less than
the amount requested, and approximately $24.9 million less
than the amount assumed for FY 2005 in the Amended FY
2003-2008 CIP. For FY 2006, the state aid request was $126.2
million. In FY 2006, the total State aid approved for MCPS
was $30.4 million. This state aid allocation was approximately
$95.8 million less than the amount requested by the Board of
Education, but was approximately $10 million more than the
amount assumed for FY 2006 in the FY 2005-2010 CIP.

For FY 2007, the state aid request was $117.9 million. This
figure was based on current eligibility of projects approved
by the County Council in May 2005. Of the $117.9 million
request, $31.2 million was for projects that have received partial
state funding in a prior year, and $2.0 million was for systemic
roofing and HVAC projects. The funding for the above projects
totals $33.2 million. These projects were clearly eligible for
funding and, therefore, should have been funded by the state.
The remaining $84.7 million, the balance of the $117.9 million
request, was for projects that will require state planning ap-
proval in addition to construction funding. These projects have
already been approved for funding by the County Council and
would be eligible for state funding, if state planning approval
were granted.

In the past, the state has granted planning approval and con-
struction funding in the same year for some projects, if the local

Capital Budget Expenditures and Funding Sources (FY 1990-2007)
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government previously approved those projects. However, the
state is no longer routinely granting planning approval, but
instead is prioritizing projects for planning approval based on a
state-developed process. As a result, only $40.047 million was
approved for state funding. The funds approved by the state
were for the balance of construction funding for two projects,
partial construction funding for two projects, and funding for
eight systemic projects. The state approved planning approval
for only three out of 30 projects that were requested for plan-
ning approval. If the state continues its current practice of
granting a few planning approvals for each school system, it
is likely that MCPS will receive funding only for projects that
currently have state planning approval. At this time, MCPS has
only two projects that have been approved by the state for plan-
ning approval. If the current planning approval climate in the
state remains, and future state aid continues to be constrained,
additional county funds will have to supplement state aid or
project schedules will need to be delayed.

Current Revenues

There are some projects that are not bond eligible because
the service or improvement covered by the project does not
have a life expectancy that would be equal to or exceed the
typical, 20-year life of the bond funding the project. These
projects must be funded with current revenue. There are three
such projects in the MCPS CIP—Relocatable Classrooms,
Technology Modernization, and Facility Planning. Current
revenue-funded projects make up approximately 10 percent of
the recommended CIF, and must be funded with the general
current receipts the county receives from its share of all state
and local taxes and fees. The same general current receipts are
used to fund the county operating budget.

The Relationship Between
State and Local Funding

On average, MCPS receives 25 to 30 percent of the cost of
eligible project expenditures from state funds. There are,
however, many countywide projects in the CIP that are not
eligible for state funding. Federal mandates such as projects to
comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act, the Clean
Air Act, the Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act, and
EPA regulations on fuel tank management are not eligible for
state funding. Neither are expenditures for land acquisition,

energy conservation, fire safety code upgrades, improved
access to schools, indoor air quality improvements, school
security systems, and technology modernization. These
ineligible projects add approximately $25 million in budget
requirements annually.

The amount of state funding received for a new school or ad-
dition is approximately 30 percent of the cost of the project,
whereas, for a modernization the amount is approximately 25
percent. The amount varies due to the state formulas used to
calculate “eligible” expenditures. The use of the word “eligible”
here refers to expenditures the state will reimburse based on
State capacity and square foot formulas. The State does not
consider what is required to completely fund a construction
project. For example, design fees, land acquisition, furniture
and equipment, and classroom and support space needs be-
yond the state square foot formula are not considered eligible
for state funding. All of these costs must be borne locally. In
addition, the state discounts its contributions to local school
systems based on the wealth of each jurisdiction. In the case
of Montgomery County, the state will pay only 50 percent of
eligible state expenses for MCPS projects.

Capital Budget and Operating
Budget Relationship

The relationship between the capital and the operating budgets
is a critical consideration in the overall fiscal picture for MCPS.
The capital budget affects the operating budget in three ways.
First, GO bond debt, required for capital projects, creates the
need to fund debt service payments in the Montgomery County
Government operating budget. The County Council considers
this operating budget impact when it approves Spending Af-
fordability Guidelines. Second, a portion of the capital budget
request is funded through general current revenue receipts,
drawing money from the same sources that fund the operating
budget. Finally, decisions in the capital budget to build a new
school or add to an existing school create operating budget
impacts through additional costs for staff, utilities, and other
services. Although the budget process separates the capital and
operating budgets by creating different time lines for decision
making, checks and balances have been incorporated into the
review process to ensure compliance with Spending Afford-
ability Guidelines.
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Bethesda-Chevy Chase Cluster

County Council Adopted FY 2007 Capital Budget
and the FY 2007-2012 Capital Improvements Program

Summary Table'

Gymnasium

Bethesda-Chevy Chase HS Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/09
Westland MS Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/08
North Chevy Chase ES Gymnasium 8/10
Rock Creek Forest ES Modernization Request FY 2011 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2011 expenditures for planning. 115
Westbrook ES Gymnasium Request FY 2009 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2009 expenditures for planning. 8/10
Winston Churchill Cluster
Cabin John MS Modernization Request FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. 8/11
Herbert Hoover MS Modernization Request FY 2012 expenditures for construction. Approved FY 2012 expenditures for construction. 8/13
Bells Mill ES Modernization Approved acoelefat!on of the mgdernlzatlon one year and an| 8/09
FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds.
Bells Mill ES Gymnasium Approved acceleration of the gymnasium one year. 8/09
Beverly Farms ES Modernization Request FY 2012 expenditures for construction. Approved FY 2012 expenditures for construction. 8/13
Seven Locks ES Replacement E;zl;est FY 2007 appropriation for the balance of construction Denied. 8107
Seven Locks ES Addition/Modernization Approved FY 2008 expenditures for planning and design for 1112
on-site modernization.
Seven Locks ES Gymnasium Approved d_eferral of funding for gymnasium to coincide with 1112
the modernization.
Wayside ES Addition Reques.t FY 2007 approprla_tlon for planning funds and Approv?d FY 2007 appropr_latlon for planning funds and 8/08
expenditures for construction. expenditures for construction.
Wayside ES Modernization Request FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. 8/16
Clarksburg Cluster
Clarksburg Area HS (Conversion of Rocky Hill MS) 8/06
Clarksburg ES #8 Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/09
Clarksburg ES #8 Gymnasium Request FY 2008 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2008 expenditures for planning. 8/09
Fox Chapel ES Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. TBD
Little Bennett ES (Clarksburg #7) 8/06
Little Bennett ES (Clarksburg #7) Gymnasium 8/06
Damascus Cluster
Lois P. Rockwell ES Gymnasium 8/06
Downcounty Consortium
Albert Einstein HS Signature Program Request FY 2007 appropriation for additional construction Approved FY 2007 appropriation for additional construction 8107
Improvements funds. funds.
Northwood HS Reopening and Facility 8/04 open
Modifications (Phase 1) 8/06 const.
Northwood HS Reopening and Facility Request FY 2007 appropriation for the balance of construction |Approved FY 2007 appropriation for the balance of 8/08
Modifications (Phase Il) funds. construction funds.
Wheaton HS Modernization Request FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning. 8/14
Parkland MS Modernization Request FY 2007 appropriation for the balance of construction Approveq FY 2007 appropriation for the balance of 8107
funds. construction funds.
Bel Pre ES Gymnasium Request FY 2007 appropriation for the balance of construction Approved_ FY 2007 appropriation for the balance of 8/07
funds. construction funds.
Bel Pre ES Modernization Request FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning. 8/14
Brookhaven ES Addition Request FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning. TBD
Brookhaven ES Gymnasium Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/08
Downcounty Consortium ES #28 (Arcola) 8/07
Downcounty Consortium ES #28 (Arcola) 8107

'Blank indicates no change to the approved project and no FY 2007 appropriation. Bold indicates new project to the FY 2007-2012 CIP.
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Downcounty Consortium ES #29 (McKenney Hills

expenditures for construction.

expenditures for construction.

reopening) Request FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. TBD
East Silver Spring ES Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. TBD
Georgian Forest ES Addition Request FY 2012 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2012 expenditures for facility planning. TBD
Glenallan ES Modernization Request FY 2010 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2010 expenditures for planning. 8/13
Harmony Hills ES Addition Request FY 2008 expenditures for facility planning Approved FY 2008 expenditures for facility planning TBD
Highland View ES Addition Request FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. TBD
Montgomery Knolls ES Gymnasium Request FY 2008 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2008 expenditures for planning. 8/09
Montgomery Knolls ES Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. TBD
Oakland Terrace ES Addition (DCC #29 ES— . - . . - h
Reopening of McKenney Hills ES) Request FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. TBD
Rock View ES Addition Request FY 2012 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2012 expenditures for facility planning. TBD
Rolling Terrace ES Addition Request FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning Approved FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning TBD
Sargent Shriver ES (Downcounty Consortium #27) 8/06
Sargent Shriver ES (Downcounty Consortium #27) 8/06
Gymnasium
Sligo Creek ES/Silver Spring Int'l MS L . . .
Modifications/Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. 8/07
Strathmore ES Gymnasium Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/08
Takoma Park ES Addition TBD
Viers Mill ES Addition Request FY 2008 expenditures for facility planning Approved FY 2008 expenditures for facility planning TBD
Weller Road ES Addition SY07-08
Weller Road ES Modernization Request FY 2012 expenditures for construction. Approved FY 2012 expenditures for construction. 8/13
Wheaton Woods ES Modernization Request FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. 8/16
Woodlin ES Addition (DCC #29 ES—Reopening of . - . . - .
McKenney Hills ES) Request FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. TBD

Gaithersburg Cluster
Gaithersburg HS Addition 8/06
Gaithersburg HS Modernization Request FY 2011 expenditures for construction. Approved FY 2011 expenditures for construction. 8/12
Washington Grove ES Addition Reques_t FY 2007 approprla_ﬂon for planning funds and Approvfed FY 2007 appropr.|at|on for planning funds and 8/08

expenditures for construction. expenditures for construction.

Walter Johnson Cluster
Walter Johnson HS Modernization (Auditorium) SY06-07
Walter Johnson HS Modernization (Gymnasium) SY07-08
Walter Johnson HS Modernization (Final Phase) |Request FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. 8/09
Ashburton ES Addition Reques_t FY 2007 approprla_tlon for planning funds and Approv?d FY 2007 appropr.latlon for planning funds and 8108

expenditures for construction. expenditures for construction.

Farmland ES Addition SY06-07
Farmland ES Gymnasium SY06-07
Farmland ES Modernization Request FY 2009 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2009 expenditures for planning. 8/11
Garrett Park ES Addition SY06-07
Garrett Park ES Modernization Request FY 2009 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2009 expenditures for planning. 1712
Garrett Park ES Gymnasium Request FY 2009 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2009 expenditures for planning. 112
Kensington-Parkwood ES Modernization 1/06
Kensington-Parkwood ES Gymnasium 1/06
Luxmanor ES Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds and Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds and 8108

"Blank indicates no change to the approved project and no FY 2007 appropriation. Bold indicates new project to the FY 2007-2012 CIP.
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Col. Zadok Magruder Cluster

Redland MS Improvements Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/10
Candlewood ES Modernization Request FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning. 115
Cashell ES Modernization Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/09
Cashell ES Gymnasium Request FY 2008 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2008 expenditures for planning. 8/09
Flower Hill ES Addition Request FY 2012 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2012 expenditures for facility planning. TBD
Richard Montgomery Cluster
. Build. 8/07
Richard Montgomery HS Mod. (Repl) Site 8/08
Beall ES Addition Request FY 2008 expenditures for facility planning Approved FY 2008 expenditures for facility planning TBD
College Gardens ES Modernization Request FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. 1/08
College Gardens ES Gymnasium Request FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. 1/08
Twinbrook ES Addition Request FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning Approved FY 2010 expenditures for facility planning TBD
Northeast Consortium
Paint Branch HS Modernization Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/10
Francis Scott Key MS Modernization Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/09
William Farquhar MS Modernization Request FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. 8/15
Broad Acres ES Addition & Entrance
h 8/06
Reconfiguration
Cannon Road ES Modernization Request FY 2009 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2009 expenditures for planning. 112
Cannon Road ES Gymnasium Request FY 2009 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2009 expenditures for planning. 112
Cloverly ES Gymnasium Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/08
Cresthaven ES Modernization Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/10
Cresthaven ES Gymnasium Request FY 2008 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2008 expenditures for planning. 8/10
Fairland ES Addition Request FY 2009 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2009 expenditures for facility planning. TBD
Fairland ES Gymnasium Request FY 2007 appropriation for balance of construction Approved FY 2007 appropriation for balance of construction 8/07
funds. funds.
Galway ES Modernization Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 1/09
Jackson Road ES Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. TBD
Roscoe Nix ES (Northeast Consortium #16) 8/06
Roscoe Nix ES (Northeast Consortium #16) 8/06
Sherwood ES Addition TBD
Stonegate ES Gymnasium Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/08
Northwest Cluster
Northwest HS Addition 8/06
Darnestown ES Addition Request FY 2009 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2009 expenditures for facility planning. TBD
Great Seneca Creek ES (Northwest #7) 8/06
Great Seneca Creek (Northwest #7 Gymnasium) 8/06
Poolesville Cluster
Poolesville HS Minor Improvements (included in i . i N
Building Modifications and Program Request F_Y 2007 appropriation for planning and Approved_ FY 2007 appropriation for planning and TBD
. construction. construction.
Improvements Project)
Quince Orchard Cluster
Ridgeview MS Improvements Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/10
Brown Station ES Modernization Request FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. 8/16
Rachel Carson ES Addition Request FY 2009 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2009 expenditures for facility planning. TBD
Fields Road ES Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. 8/08
Thurgood Marshall ES Gymnasium Request FY 2007 appropriation for balance of construction Approved FY 2007 appropriation for balance of construction 8/07

funds.

funds.

"Blank indicates no change to the approved project and no FY 2007 appropriation. Bold indicates new project to the FY 2007-2012 CIP.
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Rockyville Cluster

Maryvale ES Addition Request FY 2012 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2012 expenditures for facility planning. TBD

Meadow Hall ES Gymnasium Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/08
Seneca Valley Cluster

aesr;eca Valley HS (Opening of Clarksburg Area 8/06
Sherwood Cluster

Sherwood HS Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for construction funds. 8/07

William Farquhar MS Modernization Request FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. Approved FY 2011 expenditures for facility planning. 8/15

Sherwood ES Addition TBD
Watkins Mill Cluster

Watkins Mill HS (Opening of Clarksburg Area HS) 8/06

e e

Watkins Mill ES Addition SY06-07

Watkins Mill ES Gymnasium SY06-07

Whetstone ES Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. TBD
Walt Whitman Cluster

Thomas W. Pyle MS Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/08

Burning Tree ES Gymnasium fFl{;c:’L;.est FY 2007 appropriation for balance of construction Q[:][ér:.ved FY 2007 appropriation for balance of construction 8/07

Carderock Springs ES Modernization Request FY 2008 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2008 expenditures for planning. 8/10

Carderock Springs ES Gymnasium Request FY 2008 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2008 expenditures for planning. 8/10
Thomas S. Wootton Cluster

Cabin John MS Modernization Request FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning. 8/11

Cold Spring ES Gymnasium Request FY 2009 expenditures for planning. Approved FY 2009 expenditures for planning. 8/10

Travilah ES Addition Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. 8/08
Special Education and Alternative Schools

Carl Sandburg Modernization |Request expenditures for construction. |Approved expenditures for construction. 113

"Blank indicates no change to the approved project and no FY 2007 appropriation. Bold indicates new project to the FY 2007-2012 CIP.
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County Council Adopted FY 2007 Capital Budget
and FY 2007-2012 Capital Improvements Program
Summary Table for Countywide Projects1

Request FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for this

Approved FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for

level of effort project.

this level of effort project.

ADA Compliance level of effort project. this level of effort project. Ongoing
Asbestos Abatement Request FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for this Approved FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for Ongoing
level of effort project. this level of effort project.
(Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning and
Building Modifications and Program Request FY 2007 appropriation for planning and construction funds for modifications to two middie
9 9 d . pprop P 9 schools, one high school and various high school Ongoing
Improvements construction funds. y N PR
lab modifi Also, app g for
minor modificati at P El y School.
Current Replacements/Modernizations Request F\_( 2007 app_ropr_lallon f_or planning and construction Approved_ FY 2007 appropriation _for _plannln_g and Ongoing
funds for nine modernization projects. construction funds for 10 modernization projects.
Design, Engineering, & Construction Request FY 2007_ appropriation and future expenditures for this Approved FY 2007 approprlatlon and future expenditures for Ongoing
level of effort project. this level of effort project.
Energy Conservation Request FY 200? appropriation and future expenditures for this Approved FY 2007 approprlatlon and future expenditures for Ongoing
level of effort project. this level of effort project.
Approved FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for
Facility Plannin Request FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for this |this level of effort project. Also approved an expenditure to Ongoin
Y 9 level of effort project. conduct a feasibility study for the modernization of Seven going
Locks Elementary School.
Fire Safety Code Upgrades Request FY 200? appropriation and future expenditures for this APproved FY 2007 appropnatlon and future expenditures for Ongoing
level of effort project. this level of effort project.
N Request shift of seven modernization from this project to the Approved shift of seven modernization from this project to .
Future Replacements/Modernization Current Replacements/Modernization project. the Current Replacements/Modernization project. Ongoing
HVAC Replacement Request FY 2007_ appropriation and future expenditures for this Approved FY 2007 approprlatlon and future expenditures for Ongoing
level of effort project. this level of effort project.
Improved (SAFE) Access to Schools Request FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for this Approved FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for Ongoing
level of effort project. this level of effort project.
Land Acquisition Request FY 2007 appropriation for land purchase. Approved FY 2007 appropriation for land purchase. Ongoing
Planned Life Cycle Asset Replacement Request FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for this Approved FY 2007 appropnatlon and future expendltgrgs for .
. this level of effort project. Also, approved an appropriation to| Ongoing
(PLAR) level of effort project. N . N " . -
provide minor modifications to the Grosvenor holding facility.
Request expenditure shift for A. Mario Loiederman Middle Approved expenditure shift for A. Mario Loiederman Middle
Rehab./Reno. of Closed Schools (RROCS) School to reflect actual implementation schedule and eligibility |School to reflect actual implementation schedule and Ongoing
for state funds in FY 2007. eligibility for state funds in FY 2007.
Approved FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for
- . . [this level of effort project. Also, approved an appropriation to|
Relocatable Classrooms lR; 32:12?;;: n20r(3)7_ei;t)proprlatlon and future expenditures for this provide replacement relocatables at Potomac ES and Ongoing
project. relocatables at the Grosvenor holding facility for Bells Mill ES|
during its modernization.
- . " Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning and
Restroom Renovations E;%zeﬁ FY 2007 appropriation for planning and construction construction funds. Also, approved an appropriation to Ongoing
: accelerate the restroom renovations for Potomac ES.
Roof Replacement Request FY 200? appropriation and future expenditures for this Approved FY 2007 approprlatlon and future expenditures for Ongoing
level of effort project. this level of effort project.
Approved FY 2007 appropriation for planning and
- . " construction funds for 10 gym projects. Also, approved an
School Gymnasiums Zi?jl;ef?ri; 20?n7 arg_per;r;natlon for planning and construction appropriation to accelerate the gymnasium for Bells Mill ES 8/11
gym projects. one year, and deferred the construction of the gymnasium fo
Seven Locks ES to coincide with the modernization.
School Security Systems Request FY 2007_ appropriation and future expenditures for this A[_)proved FY 2007 appropnatlon and future expenditures for Ongoing
level of effort project. this level of effort project.

. P Request FY 2007 appropriation for the installation of stadium Approved FY 2007 appropriation for the installation of .
Stadium Lighting lighting for the last high school. stadium lighting for the last high school. Ongoing
Technology Modernization Request FY 2007_ appropriation and future expenditures for this Approved FY 2007 approprlatlon and future expenditures for Ongoing

level of effort project. this level of effort project.
" . . . Approved an FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds in the .
Transportation Maintenance Depot Requests an FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds. Fadility Planning PDF. Ongoing
Water and Indoor Air Quality Request FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for this [Approved FY 2007 appropriation and future expenditures for Ongoing

"Blank indicates no change to the approved project and no FY 2007 appropriation. Bold indicates new project to the FY 2007-2012 CIP.
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County Council Adopted FY 2007 Capital Budget
and FY 2007-2012 Capital Improvements Program

(figures in thousands)

FY 2007-2012 CIP

Project FY 2007 Thru Remaining Total
Approp. Total FY 2005 FY 2006 Six Yrs. FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012
School Projects
Ashburton ES Addition 620 7,404 7,404 434 4,363 2,607
Bethesda-Chevy Chase HS Addition 418 1,797 1,797 150 268 739 640
Broad Acres ES Add. + Entrance Reconfiguration 8,326 626 4,658 3,042 3,042
Clarksburg ES #8 1,496 22,151 22,151 748 6,126 10,306 4,971
Clarksburg HS (Rocky Hill Conversion) 51,667 15,667 18,282 17,718 17,718
Albert Einstein HS Signature Improvements 3,543 6,777 188 6,589 4,099 2,490
Fallsmead ES Addition 882 10,864 10,864 617 6,551 3,696
Farmland ES Addition 6,244 699 3,742 1,803 1,803
Fields Road ES Addition 10,691 11,368 509 10,859 3,217 4,667 2,975
Gaithersburg ES Addition 9,395 3,722 3,309 2,364 2,364
Gaithersburg HS Addition 10,272 1,313 5,408 3,551 3,551
Garrett Park ES Addition 4,496 309 2,976 1211 1,211
Great Seneca Creek ES (Northwest #7) 19,256 5,393 8,425 5,438 5,438
Little Bennett ES (Clarksburg ES #7) 17,812 4,573 8,439 4,800 4,800
Luxmanor ES Addition 987 11,597 11,597 691 6,647 4,259
Roscoe Nix ES (Northeast Consortium #16) 20,303 6,366 8,179 5,758 5,758
Northwest HS Addition 15,716 1,450 8,178 6,088 6,088
Northwood HS Reopening 9,674 32,870 10,959 7,653 14,258 14,258
Thomas W. Pyle MS Addition 539 7,811 130 7,681 323 4,635 2,723
Redland MS Improvements 1,733 21,956 21,956 520 693 6,276 9,897 4,570
Ridgeview MS Improvements 1,716 21,355 21,355 515 686 6,499 9,654 4,001
Rosemont ES Addition 7,487 4,935 1,802 750 750
Seven Locks ES Addition/Modernization 14,744 746 283 13,715 350 250 100 5815 7,200
Seven Locks ES Replacement -12,295 0
Sherwood HS Addition 14,012 14,680 468 14,212 8,933 5,279
SS Int'l MS Modifications/Sligo Creek ES Addition 1,768 2,000 114 1,886 1,212 674
South Lake ES Addition 6,802 1,535 3,388 1,879 1,879
Stedwick ES Addition 861 10,525 10,525 603 6,124 3,798
Travilah ES Addition 652 7,717 7,717 456 4,517 2,744
Grove ES Addition 1,121 13,937 13,937 785 7,851 5,301
Watkins Mill ES Addition 9,451 916 5,090 3,445 3,445
Wayside ES Addition 649 7,746 7,746 454 4,600 2,692
Weller Road ES Addition 3,608 8,801 205 204 8,392 5,407 2,985
Westland MS Addition 389 5,223 85 5,138 332 3,296 1,510
Countywide Projects
ADA Compliance: MCPS 1,750 8,367 387 890 7,090 1,750 1,068 1,068 1,068 1,068 1,068
Asbestos Abatement: MCPS 981 6,857 40 931 5,886 981 981 981 981 981 981
Building Modifications and Program Improvements 2,300 2,300 2,300 1,550 750
Current Replacements/Modernizations 74,297 559,913 127,003 24,699 408,211 75,469 99,507 114,035 83,284 29,657 6,259
Design, Engineering & Construction 3,941 27,647 351 3,650 23,646 3,941 3,941 3,941 3,941 3,941 3,941
Energy Conservation: MCPS 1,700 10,848 148 500 10,200 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700
Facility Planning: MCPS 885 3,117 172 210 2,735 885 540 240 520 100 450
Fire Safety Upgrades 1,100 5,127 527 125 4,475 1,100 675 675 675 675 675
Future Replacements/Modernizations 145,005 145,005 4217 8,718 55,092 76,978
HVAC Replacement 4,000 30,356 3,181 3,175 24,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000
Improved (Safe) Access to Schools 1,200 8,051 51 1,600 6,400 1,200 1,200 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000
Land Acquisition 1,550 4,274 2,524 200 1,550 1,550
Planned Life Cycle Asset Replacement: MCPS 5,129 29,472 1,549 2,164 25,759 4,929 4,574 4,064 4,064 4,064 4,064
Rehab./Reno. Of Closed Schools—-RROCS 47,926 15,704 14,515 17,707 12,930 4777
Relocatable Classrooms 478 24,951 326 9,575 15,050 3,450 3,600 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000
Restroom Renovations 1,776 5,556 120 5,436 1,776 1,875 945 840
Roof Replacement: MCPS 5,600 38,099 1,499 3,000 33,600 5,600 5,600 5,600 5,600 5,600 5,600
School Gymnasiums 2,520 41,812 4,317 5,675 31,820 8,020 9,100 6,390 5,880 2,210 220
School Security Systems 500 3,962 212 750 3,000 500 500 500 500 500 500!
Stadium Lighting 192 351 159 192 192
Technology Modernization 18,660 131,017 9,254 9,473 112,290 18,660 18,840 18,361 18,567 18,820 19,042
Water and Indoor Air Quality 3,000 15,492 4,392 1,600 9,500 3,000 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300
Total R cIP 174,623 1,579,050 231,425 174,147 1,173,478 254,784 237,330 227,392 169,900 147,094 136,978
Bold indicates new project to the FY2007-2012 CIP.
Thru Remaining Total

Funding Source Total FY 2005 FY 2006 Six Yrs. FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012
Bonds

General Obligation Bonds 943,103 150,488 77,451 715,164 138,663 165,984 163,931 102,388 77,246 66,952

Paygo 1,106 1,106

Revolving Fund—GO Bonds 648 448 200
State Aid 121,934 51,456 30,431 40,047 40,047

Qualified Zone Academy Funds (QZAB) 782 607 175
Current Revenue

General 93,745 9,752 19,258 64,735 3,000 22,946 11,261 10,512 8,948 8,068

Recordation Tax 269,825 9,648 34,741 225,436 57,978 30,400 32,200 34,000 35,900 34,958

School Impact Tax 147,535 7,644 11,891 128,000 15,000 18,000 20,000 23,000 25,000 27,000

Contributions 372 276 0 96 96
Total 1,579,050 231,425 174,147 1,173,478 254,784 237,330 227,392 169,900 147,094 136,978
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Approved FY 2007 State Capital Improvements Program for
Montgomery County Public Schools

(figures in thousands)

Local State Total Prior IAC Board of
Prior- PFA* Project Estimated Funding Education State
ity Yes/No Cost Thru FY 06 | Request Approved
Construction Funding Balance
1 Y Richard Montgomery HS—Modernization 57,192 12,690 15,599 15,599
2 Y Northwood HS—Reopening 27,136 6,800 9,967 9,967
3 Y Downcounty Consortium ES#27 (Conn. Pk.)—Reopening 16,937 1,481 3,909 3,909
Subtotal 101,265 20,971 29,475 29,475
Systemic Projects
4 Y John T. Baker MS—Roof 559 280 280
5 Y Tilden MS—HVAC 800 400 400
6 Y Gaithersburg ES—Roof 207 104 104
7 Y Woodlin ES—HVAC 450 225 225
8 Y Flower Hill ES—Roof 552 276 276
9 Y Strawberry Knoll ES—HVAC 450 225 225
10 Y Woodlin ES—Roof 511 256 256
11 Y Strawberry Knoll ES—Roof 262 131 131
Subtotal 3,791 1,897 1,897
Planning and Construction Request
12/13 Y A. Mario Loiederman MS (DCC MS #9, Belt)—Reopening 12,414 7,765 4,674
14/15 Y Rosemont ES—Addition 7,487 1,739 1,739
16/17 Y Clarksburg Area HS (Rocky Hill MS Conversion/Add.) 51,667 12,232 2,262
18/19 Y Clarksburg/Damascus ES # 7—New 17,812 6,524 -
20/21 Y Northwest Area ES #7—New 19,256 6,524 -
22/23 Y Northeast Consortium ES #16 (Brookview Site)—New 20,303 6,495 -
24/25 Y Northwest HS—Addition 15,716 3,021 -
26/27 Y Gaithersburg HS—Addition 9,652 2,619 -
28/29 Y Farmland ES—Addition 6,244 2,220 -
30/31 Y Watkins Mill ES—Addition 8,954 2,179 -
32/33 Y South Lake ES—Addition 6,802 2,179 -
34/35 Y Garrett Park ES—Addition 4,496 1,138 -
36/37 Y Parkland MS—Modernization 26,596 9,608 -
38/39 Y Downcounty Consortium ES #28 (Arcola)—Replacement 15,166 7,618 -
40/41 Y Seven Locks ES—Replacement 14,024 5,668 -
42/43 N Sherwood HS—Addition 7,690 1,230 -
44/45 Y Weller Road ES—Addition 5,193 1,925 -
46/47 Y Silver Spring International MS/Sligo Creek ES—Add./Renov. 2,000 1,016 -
48/49 Y Einstein HS Signature Program—Addition 3,174 703 -
50/51 Y College Gardens ES—Replacement 14,317 8,764 -
52/53 Y Fields Road ES—Addition 8,042 1,190 -
54/55 Y Walter Johnson HS—Modernization 39,638 1,504 -
Subtotal 316,643 93,861 8,675
Planning Approval Request
56 Y Francis Scott Key MS—Modernization LP LP -
57 Y Clarksburg/Damascus ES #8—New LP LP -
58 Y Galway ES—Modernization LP LP -
59 Y Cashell ES—Modernization LP LP -
60 Y Bethesda Chevy Chase—Addition LP LP -
61 Y T. W. Pyle MS—Addition LP LP -
62 Y Westland MS—Addition LP LP -
63 N Travilah ES—Addition LP LP -
Total 421,699 20,971 125,233 40,047

* PFA—Priority Funding Area
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Chapter 2

The Planning Environment

Facility plans and the Capital Improvements Program (CIP)
for Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS) respond to
a very dynamic planning environment. MCPS enrollment is
shaped by the interaction of demographic trends and economic
conditions. MCPS is now experiencing a slowing in enrollment
growth and a leveling off of the student population. We now
have an opportunity to catch up to past enrollment increases,
address longstanding space deficits at schools, and reduce the
number of relocatable classrooms in use. Another important
component of the planning environment is the continuing
increase in student diversity at MCPS. Providing for the wide
range of cultures, language groups, and race/ethnic populations
that make up our cosmopolitan county is an ongoing challenge
to our planning efforts.

County Demographic Trends

Demographic changes in Montgomery County are part of
a national trend in large metropolitan areas where African
Americans, Asian Americans, and especially Hispanics, account
for most, if not all, of the suburban population growth in the
1990s. In Montgomery County total population increased by
116,314 in the 1990s to reach 873,341 by 2000. The number
of African Americans increased by 40,000, Asian Americans by
37,000, and Hispanics of any race by 45,000. In contrast, white,
non-Hispanic population decreased by 15,000 in the 1990s. For-
eign immigration to the county is a major factor in population
growth. In 2000, Montgomery County’s percent foreign-born
population, at26.7 percent, led Maryland and was second only

to Arlington County, Virginia, in the Washington metropolitan
area. In 2000, 31.6 percent of county households did not speak
English at home. Since 2000, county population has continued
to increase. The U.S. Census Bureau estimates total county
population was 921,690 in 2004—up by 48,000 since 2000.
The county population is projected to reach 1,000,000 by 2010.
Diversity continues to characterize population change.

For MCPS, migration and immigration trends are important
components of enrollment change. Domestic migration and
foreign immigration are driven by the regional economy and by
international events that can trigger population movement from
different areas of the country and the world. The turnover that
migration and immigration create in schools is seen in MCPS
records of student entries and withdrawals from the system.
These records show that typically 13,000 to 14,000 students
enter the system each year with a similar number exiting the
system each year. (These figures do notinclude students enter-
ing kindergarten or students exiting the system at graduation.)
Entries and withdrawals from most locations in the United
States and from private schools tend to balance one another
out, while entries to MCPS from outside the United States have
consistently outnumbered withdrawals from MCPS (to leave
the United States) by over two to one.

Trends in county resident births are another important com-
ponent of enrollment change. In the 1980s, county births
increased dramatically. In 1980, total resident births numbered
7,394; by 1990 that number increased by 73 percent, reach-

14,000

ing a high point of 12,773. After
declining from 1991 to 1997,

Montgomery County Resident Births county births began increasing

again in 1998. In 2004, births

13,500

topped 13,000 for the fifth year
13,52913,546 in arow, reaching an all-time high

13,000

12,733

12,5001 1-1246613,432

12,19412,203 12,185 1;,_251

11'84711,812 i

nsooty 14+ V1 PL P

11,000

13,055

12369 |

12,00077:--—::5—"-—:”—553—5;' —H o *** * 2005 will reach elementary school

77 of 13,546. This number of births
Bs131sa U U in one year equates to an average

7 A | ‘ of 37 children born per day to
Montgomery County mothers,
’ or one every 40 minutes. These
7 local birth trends mirror national
n . trends. Birth trends have long-
ranging impact; children born in

in 2010, middle school in 2016,
and high school in 2020.

Trends in births, domestic migra-
tion, and immigration become

Source: Maryland Center for Health Statistics, October 2005.
Note: Birth count for 2005 not available at time of publication.

1990 1 19911992 19937 1994 1995 1996 ' 1997 ' 1998 ' 1999 " 2000 ' 2001 " 2002 " 2003 ' 2004 intertwined as a large foreign-

born population establishes itself
in the county. Records of county
resident births show increasing
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MCPS Enrollment by Racial/Ethnic Group

Student

140,000 Diversity
MCPS enrollment in the 2005-06
120,000 school year was 139,387. Disag-
gregation of enrollment change
100,000 bly racial/ethnic group r(.eveal.s the
' singular importance of diversity to
growth. Since the 1983-84 school
80,000 year, when the Baby Bust era of
enrollment declines bottomed
60,000 out, MCPS enrollment has grown
W Hispanic by over 48,000 students, a 53
percentincrease over the 1983-84
40,0001 [l Asian American Americaiolgji;?f 0.3% enrollment of 91,030. Over this
[ African American African American 22.8% period, white enrollment (not
20,0001 ‘ foian American  18.7% including Hispanic students) has
[ white Whﬁe 42.2% declined by over 7,000 students.
o All of the increase in enrollment

Source: Montgomery County Public Schools Office of Shared Accountability, November 2005.

T T T T T T T T T T T T
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T T T T T
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since 1983 is attributed to Afri-
can American, American Indian,
Asian American, and Hispanic

numbers of Asian American and Hispanic births, while the
share of births to white, non-Hispanic mothers dropped be-
low 50 percent in recent years. Demographic momentum for
further gains in diversity is building as the median age for the
Hispanic, Asian American, and African American population
is lower than for the white population, and household size for
these groups exceeds that of white households. The growth
rate for the Hispanic population is expected to exceed all other
groups.

race and ethnic groups. Between
1983 and 2005, African American enrollment increased by
19,102, American Indian enrollment increased by 236, Asian
American enrollmentincreased by 13,192, Hispanic enrollment
increased by 23,543, and white enrollment declined by 7,716.
MCPS enrollment is now 22.8 percent African American, 0.3
percent American Indian, 14.7 percent Asian American, 20.0
percent Hispanic, and 42.2 percent white.

As with racial and ethnic diversity, socioeconomic levels in
the student population also have been changing. Although
economic opportunities draw people to the county, for
economically impacted households, the cost of living here can

place severe strains on house-
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MCPS FARMS Program

Percent of Total Enrollment Participating

hold finances. One consequence
has been more shared housing,
especially in areas of the county
where Hispanic communities
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have formed. Evidence of the

25.8% economic strain is seen in in-
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creased levels of participation in
the federal Free and Reduced-price
Meals System (FARMS). FARMS
participation levels are the school
system’s best measure of relative
socioeconomic levels at schools.
In the 2005-2006 school year, 25.8
percent of all MCPS students par-
ticipated in the FARMS program.
In the 2005-2006 school year, the
percentage of elementary students
participating was 31.5 percent, (a
figure considered more represen-
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Source: Montgomery County Public Schools, June 2006.
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*Beginning in 2005, FARMS reported as of December 15. Previously, FARMS reported as of October 31.

02 03 04 05

tative of the socioeconomic level
in the system).
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MCPS Focus and Non-focus Elementary Schools

~

Non-focus

English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL) pro-
grams is found in the core of the county where two
conditions exist—major transportation corridors are
present and affordable housing is available. In Silver
Spring and Wheaton, these conditions are found in
some of the communities bordering New Hampshire
Avenue, Georgia Avenue, and Columbia Pike. In Rock-
ville, Gaithersburg, and Germantown, these conditions
are found in some of the communities bordering I-270
and Route 355. Affordable communities along these
transportation corridors are characterized by apartment
developments dating from the 1980s and earlier and
neighborhoods with relatively modest townhouses
and single-family detached homes. Some of these
homes are rented and may be occupied by two or
more families who share housing costs.

Communities that attend focus elementary schools
were once “typical” suburban communities, in the

Although quite dramatic, system-level data on racial/ethnic
and socioeconomic diversity masks the wide range of diversity
and economic need that exists in county schools. Montgom-
ery County is a large county (the most populous jurisdiction
in Maryland), and MCPS is a large school system (the 17th
largest in the nation and the largest in the state). The many
communities that fall within this 497 square mile county con-
stitute a cultural mosaic. Shaping the distribution of student
racial, ethnic, and socioeconomic diversity are county land use
patterns and housing characteristics. Areas of the county with
the most affordable housing have been attractive to groups im-
migrating here from outside of the United States and to others
who qualify for the FARMS program. These same areas also
tend to be the most racially and

sense that they had little racial or socioeconomic

diversity. The wave of immigration over the past two
decades has transformed these communities. The diversity
and density of population in these areas lends them an urban
character. In these focus school communities, enrollment
growth has been driven by turnover of existing units and the
changing demographic characteristics of new residents. In
contrast, growth in other areas of the county has been driven
by new home construction. Between 1990 and 2005, enroll-
ment increased by 2,603 students in the 60 focus elementary
schools and by 3,018 students in the 65 non-focus elementary
schools. Enrollment growth in the focus schools highlights the
degree of impact demographic change in older communities
has on the need for more school capacity.

A roughly equal share of elementary enrollment is in focus

ethnically diverse.

Beginning in the 2000-2001 school
year, elementary schools with high

90

Distribution of Elementary Demographic Characteristics
Focus and Non-Focus Elementary Schools, 2005-06

numbers of students qualifying for
the FARMS program have been

the focus of class size reduction 79.4

78.7

initiatives in kindergarten and 70
Grades 1 and 2. Sixty elementary

60
schools make up the focus area

and 65 elementary schools make
up the non-focus area. Following
is a description of the demographic
composition of these two sets of
schools.

PERCENT

Focus and Non-
focus Elementary

HFE%

Schools

The greatest concentration of
student racial/ethnic diversity and
participation in the FARMS and

Enroliment FARMs

Source: Montgomery County Public Schools, Division of Long-range Planning, June 2006.

ESOL African American Asian American Hispanic White

Focus Schools ] Non-Focus Schools
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schools (30,211) as in non-focus schools (32,138). However,
focus elementary schools serve the majority of the county’s
elementary FARMS and ESOL enrollment; 79 percent of el-
ementary school students participating in the FARMS program
and 79 percent of elementary school students receiving ESOL
services, attend focus schools.

Dramatic shifts in racial/ethnic composition have occurred in
focus elementary schools over the past 15 years. From 1990 to
2005, African American and Hispanic enrollmentincreased the
most in focus schools. African American enrollment increased
by 2,916 and Hispanic enrollment increased by 6,939. Asian
American enrollment increased more modestly, by 611, while
white enrollment decreased by 7,880. In contrast, in non-fo-
cus elementary schools, white enrollment declined less, by
2,834, while smaller increases in African American (+1,644)
and Hispanic (+1,892) enrollment occurred, and greater in-
creases in Asian American (+2,778) enrollment occurred. As a
consequence of these trends African American and Hispanic
elementary school students have higher representation in the
focus schools. Sixty-nine percent of all MCPS African Ameri-
can elementary school students attend focus schools, and 77
percent of all Hispanic elementary school students attend
focus schools. In contrast, non-focus schools enroll a higher
representation of Asian American and white elementary school
students; 60 percent of Asian American elementary school
students attend non-focus schools, and 75 percent of white
elementary school students attend non-focus schools.

Economic and Housing Trends

After experiencing a significant improvement in 2005, com-
pared to 2004, the county experienced mixed economic
activity in the first quarter of 2006. This mixed performance
is attributed to contraction in the growth of residential con-
struction, a decline in housing sales, and rising energy costs.
On the other hand, the county’s

In the residential market a growing supply of condominiums
has come on the market in recent years. This appears to be a
response to the high prices of single-family units, beyond the
reach of many new households, a reduction in land available
for more traditional suburban housing, and the advent of
more households without children as baby boomers reach
retirement age. Resales of existing homes has been strong as
the supply of new homes has tightened. From 2003 through
2005, over 20,000 existing housing units were sold each year,
greatly surpassing prior year trends. In 2006 home sales have
slowed, but costs remain high. Residential construction costs
per square foot have grown because of the same factors affect-
ing non-residential construction—dramatically higher costs
of construction materials. In the first six months of 2000, the
average cost per square foot of residential construction was
$65.96. The average increased to $103.17 per square foot by
the first half of 2005—with most of that increase occurring in
the past three years.

High construction costs and a decreasing supply of residentially
zoned land, has led to housing value appreciation. Upward
trends in employment and household formation threaten to
exacerbate the housing shortage and contribute to further in-
creases in the cost of housing in the future. The median selling
price of all single-family housing (old and new, detached and at-
tached units) reached $455,000 in 2005, compared to $395,000
in 2004. The pressure for housing has led to more activity in the
multifamily market. The largest share of the 3,700 residential
completions in 2005 were multifamily units, representing 48
percent of the total. Many of these projects conserve on land
by utilizing structured parking garages, a trend that increases
cost. The number of students residing in these high cost, high-
density multifamily communities is small.

The county’s tight housing market means that existing units
can absorb little growth in demand. Consequently, household

labor market and amount of non-
residential construction improved

in early 2006 over 2005. The

Montgomery County Jobs Trends, 1990-2005

Annual Job Growth/Decline
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2005. These increases are impact-
ing school construction costs and
have resulted in the need to update
capital improvement project costs
in the CIP.
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Source: Montgomery County Department of Park and Planning, May 2006.
Total jobs in Montgomery County in 2005 were 460,681.
Comparisons based on second quarter job counts each year.
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growth is closely related to completion of new homes, while
household size will continue to grow in areas where more af-
fordable housing is available. The final large community that
will be built, according to the county’s longstanding general
plan, “On Wedges and Corridors,” is Clarksburg. The Clarks-
burg Master Plan allows for the development of a community
of up to 15,000 housing units. A number of large subdivisions
in Clarksburg are well underway. A new school cluster will
be formed when Clarksburg High School opens in August
2006.

Areas of the county that already have substantial amounts
of residential development are being revisited in county and
city master plans. A desire to increase housing in these areas
is driven by a jobs-to-housing imbalance that exacerbates
traffic congestion. Planning for high-density residential proj-
ects in the Gaithersburg vicinity, and at the Shady Grove
and Twinbrook METRO stations is underway. In an effort to
bring more housing to these high employment areas, several
thousand additional residential units, mostly multifamily, are
being planned. Redevelopment of the Rockville Town Center
will result in high-density multifamily communities near the
Rockville METRO station. Several projects are now under
construction in the Town Center.

As the availability of land for residential development decreases,
infill and redevelopment will characterize new growth. Higher
densities than seen in the past will be needed to supply more
housing in this urbanizing county. This type of development
and densification may create a problem for identifying adequate
school sites to support new communities. Many of the new
sites that will be needed may not be eligible for dedication.
Site dedications are associated with “green fields” develop-
ments where very large subdivisions are in single ownership
and there is sufficient school impact (in terms of the number
of students generated), so that the county can require dedica-
tion of the land. In contrast, in the newer land use plans that
are focused on intensifying housing in established areas of the
county (especially near access to transit) the same conditions
of subdivision scale and single ownership are seldom present.

In some cases the county may face the added expense of pur-
chasing school sites, as well as constructing schools.

Growth Policy

In the fall of 2003, the County Council concluded a yearlong
review of the county’s Growth Policy (formerly known as
the “Annual Growth Policy”, or “AGP”). The Growth Policy
is the tool the county uses to regulate subdivision approvals
commensurate with the availability of adequate transportation
and school facilities. The Growth Policy review addressed
widespread dissatisfaction with the policy and its failure to
regulate the pace of development in areas of the county with
overutilized roads and schools. Both the transportation test and
schools test provisions of the Growth Policy were substantially
modified. On the transportation side, the most significant
change was the elimination of “policy area transportation
review” (PATR). On the school side, a new, tighter approach
to testing school capacity was adopted.

The new Growth Policy test of school adequacy assesses school
capacity 5 years in the future in 25 cluster areas. Elementary,
middle, and high school capacities are tested separately. For each
school level, the total projected enrollment of all schools in the
cluster is compared to total school capacity five years in the
future (factoring in additional capacity that will be built as part
of the County Council adopted Capital Improvements Program.)
If a cluster exceeds Growth Policy capacity guidelines at any
school level, the cluster area is shut down to residential subdivi-
sion approvals for atleast one year, until the next Growth Policy
results are evaluated. A cluster may come out of the “closed”
status in future growth policy tests if capacity is added in the
CIPE, a boundary change resolves the space deficit, or enrollment
trends result in lower utilization levels.

The Growth Policy schools test uses what is called “Growth
Policy capacity” for schools. This is a fixed, “structural” capacity
for schools, unlike MCPS program capacity that is adjusted for
the type of programs offered in schools. For the elementary and
middle school tests, 105 percent of Growth Policy capacity is

used; at the high school level, 100

Montgomery County Housing Trends,1990-2005

New Unit Completions and Estimated Resales of Existing Units

percent of Growth Policy capacity
is used. At the high school level if
a cluster fails the test, then capacity

Source: Montgomery County Department of Park and Planning, May 2006.

in resale figures for existing housing.
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these cases, a developer has the option of paying a fee
of $12,500 for each student the subdivision is estimated

65,000
to generate. If the developer agrees to pay this charge,
the subdivision may proceed. 60,000 m‘./.sz 262
55,000 7,112
Enrollment Forecast .
The school enrollment forecast presented in this docu- | & 50000
ment is based on county births, aging of the current | 3
student population, student migration patterns, and the | Z 45000
latest projections of economic growth in terms of jobs
40,000

and the housing market. As the number of students in
each grade has become more equal, enrollment growth
has slowed. Enrollment change in the next six years
will be driven by highly variable migration patterns and
projected increases in resident births.

Official September 30, 2005, enrollment is 139,387, an
increase of 50 from the previous school year. The new

35,000

30,000
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Source: Montgomery County Public Schools, Division of Long-range Planning, June 2006.

enrollment forecast indicates that enrollment dips that
have occurred in the past few years at the elementary
and middle school levels will reach the high school level in
the next few years. However, because of increased births after
2000, elementary enrollment will pull up from its’ dip and
begin increasing again after 2007. Prekindergarten and Head
Start enrollmentare projected to remain stable, while increases
in special education enrollment are projected. The interaction
of the ups and downs in the grade levels, and special program
enrollment trends, results in a slow-growth projection for
MCPS wherein enrollmentincreases by just over 1,000 students
in the next six years.

The six-year forecast for Grades K-5 enrollment shows an
increase of 2,150 from the 2005 enrollment of 57,112, to the
projected 2011 enrollment of 59,262. The six-year forecast
for Grades 68 enrollment shows a decline of 827 from the
2005 enrollment of 29,080 to the projected 2011 enrollment
of 28,253. The six-year forecast for Grades 9-12 enrollment

shows a decrease of 1,144 from the 2005 enrollment of 41,338
to the projected 2011 enrollment of 40,694. Factoring in the
forecast for prekindergarten, alternative, Gateway to College,
and special education programs, the six-year forecast for total
enrollment shows an increase of 1,492 from the 2005 enroll-
mentof 139,387, to the projected 2011 enrollment of 140,879.
(See Appendices A and B for further details on enrollments by
grade level and program. See Appendix G for a description of
the MCPS enrollment forecasting methodology:.)

Summary
The era of enrollment increase described in this chapter will
have spanned more than 25 years by the end of this six-year
forecast period. Enrollment will have increased by nearly
50,000 students over this period and the race/ethnic compo-
sition of the system will have been transformed. Keeping up
with this growth already has required a major investment in
school facilities. Since 1985, 25 elementary schools,

12,000

MCPS Enrollment by Grade, 2005-06

17 middle schools, and 5 high schools have opened
(including 8 reopenings of closed schools). In the com-
ing year five more schools will open; one high school

11,500

and four elementary schools. Even with all of these

school openings, and numerous additions to existing
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schools, the school system is still substantially behind
in meeting its space needs. In the 2005-06 school year
719 relocatable classrooms were in use, housing ap-
proximately 17,000 students. A key objective of this
CIP is closing the gap between enrollment levels and
school space. Our success in this effort will be measured
by the number of relocatable classrooms we remove in
the coming years.

Competing with the need for school capacity is the need
to preserve our investment in school facilities through a
systematic schedule of school modernizations. Over the

K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
GRADE

Source: Montgomery County Public Schools Dlvision of Long-range Planning, June 2006.

- past 20 years, 48 elementary schools, 9 middle schools,
and 8 high schools have been modernized. Moderniza-
tions will continue to be a priority as schools on the list
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for modernization continue to age. Overall, the facility
plans and capital projects described in this document
will enable the county to add school capacity, reduce
the use of relocatable classrooms, and systematically
renew our older schools.
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Chapter 3

Facility Planning Objectives

The FY 2007 Educational Facilities Master Plan (Master Plan)
and FY 2007-2012 Capital Improvements Program (CIP) is
closely aligned with school system goals and priorities. The
goals and priorities are expressed in Montgomery County Pub-
lic Schools (MCPS) strategic plan, “Our Call to Action: Pursuit
of Excellence,” Board of Education “Academic Priorities,” and
the Board of Education Capital Improvement Priorities. In ad-
dition to the goals and priorities, the Long-range Educational
Facilities Planning Policy (FAA) and Regulation (FAA—RA)
guide the development of the CIP. The guiding elements of
these documents are listed below.

System Goals from Our Call to Action:

Pursuit of Excellence
e Ensure Success for Every Student
e Provide an Effective Instructional Program
e Strengthen Productive Partnerships for Education
e Create a Positive Work Environment in a Self-renewing
Organization

Board of Education Academic Priorities:

e Organize and optimize resources for improved aca-
demic results

e Align rigorous curriculum, delivery of instruction, and
assessment for continuous improvement of student
achievement

e Develop, expand, and deliver a literacy-based prekin-
dergarten to Grade 2 initiative

e Use student, staff, school, and system performance
data to monitor and improve student achievement

e Foster and sustain systems that support and improve
employee effectiveness, in partnership with Montgom-
ery County Public Schools (MCPS) employee organi-
zations

e Strengthen family-school relationships and continue to
expand civic, business, and community partnerships
that support improved student achievement

Board of Education Capital Improvement
Priorities:

1. Critical health and safety projects

2. Capacity projects

3. Capital maintenance projects

4. Modernizations

5. Gymnasium projects

Long-range Educational Facilities

Planning Policy Guidance
On May 23, 2005, the Board of Education adopted a revision
to the Long-range Educational Facilities Planning Policy (FAA).

This policy was revised in order for Policy FAA to conform to
other Board of Education policies that separate policy require-
ments from regulations. Subsequently, on March 21, 2006, the
superintendent issued Regulation (FAA—RA). The regulation
was created from language previously contained in Policy FAA
that was regulatory in nature. The regulation enables MCPS to
conform to the Public School Construction Act of 2004 that
changed student-to-classroom ratios used to calculate elemen-
tary school capacities by the state. In addition, the regulation
reflects student-to-classroom ratios that incorporate the MCPS
elementary school class-size reduction initiative. The class-
size reduction initiative affects 56 of the school systems’ 125
elementary schools. Policy FAA and Regulation (FAA—RA)
can be found in Appendix P.

Policy FAA now requires that the superintendentinclude in his
CIP recommendations each fall a review of certain guidelines
involved in facility planning activities. The four guidelines are
preferred range of enrollment, school capacity calculations,
facility utilization, and school site size. Having the guidelines
included as part of the superintendent’s CIP recommendations
affords the community an opportunity to provide testimony
to the Board of Education on the guidelines and any proposed
changes to the guidelines prior to the Board of Education acting
on the superintendent’s CIP recommendations. The guidelines
are outlined below.

Preferred Range of Enrollment: Preferred ranges of enroll-
ment for schools, provided they have program capacity, are:
e 300 to 750 total student enrollment in elementary
schools
e 600 to 1,200 total student enrollment in middle
schools
e 1,000 to 2,000 total student enrollment in high schools
e Special and alternative program centers will differ from
the above ranges and generally have lower enrollment

School Capacity Calculations: Program capacity is based
on ratios shown below:

Head Start and prekindergarten—2 sessions 40:1
Head Start and prekindergarten—1 session 20:1
Kindergarten—1/2 day—2 sessions 44:1
Kindergarten—full-day—1 session 22:1
Kindergarten—Reduced class size full-day 15:1
Grades 1-2—Reduced class size 17:1
Grades 1-5/6 Elementary 23:1
Grades 6-12 Secondary 25:1%
ESOL (secondary) 15:1

*Program capacity differs at the secondary level in that the
regular classroom capacity of 25 is multiplied by .9 to reflect
the optimal utilization of a secondary facility (equivalent to
22.5 students per classroom.)
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School Facility Utilization: Elementary, middle, and high
schools should operate in an efficient utilization range of 80
to 100 percent of program capacity.

School Site Size: Preferred school site sizes are:
e 12 usable acres for elementary schools
e 20 usable acres for middle schools
e 30 usable acres for high schools

Adequate and up-to-date school facilities form the physical
infrastructure needed to pursue MCPS goals and priorities.
Long-range facility plans, as outlined in the FY 2007-2012
Educational Facilities Master Plan, provide justification for the
programming and construction of new school facilities and
modernizations. Facility planning and capital programming
activities are closely coordinated with educational program
delivery approaches. In addition, an emphasis is placed on the
inclusion of stakeholders in facility planning processes.

Seven objectives guide the facilities planning process and de-
velopment of each CIP and Master Plan. These objectives are
outlined below, with the remainder of this chapter dedicated
to providing information on activities within each objective.
The Master Plan also incorporates plans to implement the State
of Maryland Bridge to Excellence Master Plan requirement for
providing full-day kindergarten to all students by September
2007 and identifying programs to allow all eligible children
admittance, free of charge, to publicly-funded prekindergarten
programs by September 2007.

Facility Planning Objectives
OBJECTIVE 1: Implement facility plans that support the con-

tinuous improvement of educational programs
in the school system

OBJECTIVE 2: Meet long-term and interim space needs

OBJECTIVE 3: Modernize schools through a systematic mod-
ernization schedule

OBJECTIVE 4: Provide schools that are environmentally safe,
secure, functionally efficient, and comfort-

able
OBJECTIVE 5: Provide access to information technologies
OBJECTIVE 6: Support multipurpose use of schools

OBJECTIVE 7: Meet space needs of special education pro-
grams

OBJECTIVE 1:

Implement Facility Plans

that Support the Continuous
Improvement of Educational
Programs in the School System

As the school system continues to focus program initiatives
to improve student performance, plans have been developed
to address the space needs and facility requirements. Imple-

menting school system educational priorities that require more
classroom and support space has been a challenge during the
past 20 years of steady enrollment growth. With enrollment
reaching a plateau, the school system has an opportunity to
address the overdue facility needs of schools.

In recent years several educational program initiatives in par-
ticular have required more classroom and support space. These
initiatives include: the reduction in class sizes for all MCPS
schools to levels that existed prior to FY 1995; the reduction
in class sizes in Grades K-2 for the 56 schools most heavily
affected by poverty and English language deficiency (called
“focus schools”); and the expansion of full-day kindergarten
to all schools in MCPS. Creative uses of existing space in
schools, modifications to existing classrooms, and placement
of relocatable classrooms have all been used to accommodate
the additional staff needed to implement these initiatives. At
schools with capital improvements in the facility planning or
architectural planning phase, additions to accommodate these
initiatives have been designed. These initiatives are described
in further detail in the following paragraphs.

Class Size Reductions

Average class size in schools increased in the mid-1990s as
a consequence of increasing enrollment and limitations on
funding. Per-pupil spending, adjusted for inflation, dropped
significantly. Beginning in FY 1998, the Board of Education
began a multiyear effort to return class sizes to levels that
had existed prior to FY 1995. This initiative was completed in
FY 2000. More favorable staffing ratios have impacted space
availability at all schools as student to teacher ratios have
fallen below the figure used in the past to rate classrooms and
school capacities. For example, in the 2005-2006 school year,
a staffing ratio of 22 to 1 was used to staff elementary schools
in Grades 1-5. Currently, capacity ratings for elementary
schools are calculated at 23 to 1. Therefore, in a number of
cases, schools that appear to be within their capacity actually
require relocatable classrooms to accommodate the teaching
staff that has been allocated.

MCEPS has made other improvements in class size that have had
less dramatic impact on facilities. In FY 1999, the Board of Edu-
cation launched an initiative to reduce class size in secondary
school mathematics classes to ensure that students complete
Algebra I no later than Grade 9. This initiative limited the size
of Grade 9 Algebra classes to no more than 20 students per
teacher and had a minor impact on facilities at the high school
level. Another initiative, to reduce class size in special educa-
tion classes for students with learning and academic disabilities
(LAD) began in the 2001-2002 school year with a three-year
roll-out period. The goal of this initiative was to reduce LAD
class sizes to the levels of FY 1995. These improvements in
special education class size have had an increasing impact on
facilities.

Since FY 2001, staffing has been increased at middle and high
schools to reduce the number of oversized classes. This initia-
tive also permits high schools to offer more Advanced Place-
ment and Honors classes without creating a greater number
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of oversized classes in other subject areas. Furthermore, the
Board of Education approved additional positions for the high
schools in the Downcounty Consortium to support smaller
learning communities in the ninth grade. These initiatives are
having relatively minor impacts on space utilization in the
secondary schools and are being addressed through the use
of relocatable classrooms.

In May 20095, the County Council approved a funding initiative
in the FY 2006 Operating Budget to reduce class sizes by add-
ing 170 classroom teaching positions. This initiative reduced
elementary school maximum class size by two in all elemen-
tary schools and is providing staffing to minimize the number
of combination classes. The initiative also reduced oversized
classes at the secondary school level. Once again, in a number
of cases, schools that appear to be within their capacity will
require relocatable classrooms to accommodate the additional
classroom teaching positions that have been allocated through
this budget initiative.

Early Success Performance Plan

In the 2000-2001 school year, the Board of Education began a
three-year initiative to reduce class size in the primary grades
as a key component of the Early Success Performance Plan.
Over a three-year period, class size in Grades K-2, in the 56
focus schools most heavily impacted by poverty and language
deficiency, have been reduced for the full instructional day to
an average of 17 students per teacher in Grades 1-2 and 15
students per teacher in full-day kindergarten. (See chart on
page 3-3.)

The Board of Education Long-range Educational Facilities
Planning Regulation (FAA—RA) (See Appendix P) sets capacity
calculations to reflect the 17 to 1 staffing ratio for Grades 1 and
2 and the 15 to 1 staffing ratio for kindergarten at focus schools.
The capacities that are published in the “Projected Enrollment
and Space Availability” tables in Chapter 4 of the Master Plan
reflect the space deficits for these schools. The “Facility Char-
acteristics of Schools 2005-2006" tables in Chapter 4 state the
total number of relocatable classrooms at each school, while
Appendix D shows the break out of the number of relocatable
classrooms needed for class-size reduction, enrollment, and
day care or other use at each school.

Providing a full-day kindergarten program and reducing class
sizes in Grades K-2 has had a dramatic impact on building uti-
lization in elementary schools, creating the need for additional
classrooms to accommodate the increased number of teach-
ing positions. For the 20052006 school year, 210 relocatable
classrooms, out of a total of 719 relocatable classrooms, were
used to support the class-size reductions for Grade K-2 and
full-day kindergarten initiatives.

Beginning with FY 2005, appropriations for construction were
approved in the FY 20052010 CIP to construct classrooms for
the class size reduction initiative at Downcounty Consortium
#27 (Connecticut Park), Forest Knolls, Gaithersburg, Rosemont,
South Lake, Glen Haven, and William T. Page elementary
schools. As part of the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP, FY 2006

appropriations were approved for construction of classrooms
for the class size reduction initiatives at Broad Acres, Northeast
Consortium #16, Watkins Mill, and Weller Road elementary
schools. FY 2007 appropriations are approved to plan for class-
rooms for class size reductions at Stedwick and Washington
Grove elementary schools.

Full-day Kindergarten

As part of the Senate Bill 856 (Bridge to Excellence in Public
Schools Act of 2002) signed into law on May 6, 2002, all
schools in the state of Maryland will be required to provide a
full-day kindergarten program by September 2007. In Mont-
gomery County, there were 63 existing and six new or reopened
elementary schools planned over the next six years that needed
to offer a full-day kindergarten program when the legislation
was signed into law.

Following input from a representative task force, on November
20, 2003, the Board of Education adopted an implementation
plan to provide a full-day kindergarten program for all students

Class Size Reduction Initiative

Schools*
Beall Meadow Hall
Bel Pre Mill Creek Towne
Broad Acres Montgomery Knolls
Brookhaven New Hampshire Estates
Brown Station Oakland Terrace
Burnt Mills William T. Page
Cannon Road Judith A. Resnik
Clopper Mill Sally K. Ride
Cresthaven Rock Creek Forest

Capt. James E. Daly

Rock Creek Valley

Dr. Charles R. Drew Rock View

East Silver Spring Rolling Terrace
Fairland Rosemont
Flower Hill Sequoyah

Fox Chapel Sligo Creek
Forest Knolls South Lake
Gaithersburg Stedwick
Galway Strawberry Knoll
Georgian Forest Summit Hall
Glen Haven Takoma Park ES
Glenallan Twinbrook
Greencastle Viers Mill
Harmony Hills Washington Grove
Highland Watkins Mill
Highland View Weller Road
Jackson Road Wheaton Woods
Kemp Mill Whetstone
Maryvale Woodlin

*Schools that receive staffing to reduce class sizes in
kindergarten at a ratio of 15 to 1 and in Grades 1-2
ataratioof 17 to 1.
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in MCPS by August 2007. The program implementation began
in the 2004-2005 school year and included 17 elementary
schools in the first year. As part of the FY 2006 Operating Bud-
get, the County Council approved funding to provide full-day
kindergarten at 20 additional schools. As part of the FY 2007
Operating Budget, the County Council has approved funding
to provide full-day kindergarten at all remaining elementary
schools beginning in the 20062007 school year.

Lastyear an assessment of kindergarten space availability at all
elementary schools was conducted. The assessment provided
detailed information for every classroom and support space
ateach school. An FY 2007 appropriation for facility planning
is approved in the FY 2007-2012 CIP for developing a plan
to provide permanent facilities for the full-day kindergarten
program at schools that do not have a sufficient number of
kindergarten-sized classrooms to accommodate the kinder-
garten program and do not have a capital project planned for

the school.

Head Start and

Prekindergarten Programs

The Bridge to Excellence in Public Schools Act of 2002 requires
that by the 2007-2008 school year, all eligible children “shall
be admitted free of charge to publicly funded prekindergarten
programs” established by the Board of Education. These pro-
grams will be located based on the need of the community and
transportation travel times on a yearly basis and are identified
in Appendix V.

Signature and Academy Programs

All high schools have developed and implemented signature
and/or academy programs. Some of these programs are whole-
school programs, while others are structured as a school within
a school. Signature and academy programs have been devel-
oped to raise student achievement by matching programs with
student interests. While many of the signature programs do
not require special classrooms and facilities, some do require
specialized classrooms or laboratories to support the delivery
of the educational program. As high schools are modernized,
specialized spaces for the signature programs are designed as
partof the modernization project. However, some high schools
do not have modernizations scheduled in the next six years
and will require facility modifications to accommodate signa-
ture or academy programs. For example, Albert Einstein High
School has an approved project to add space to accommodate
its Performing Arts signature program. At other schools, minor
modifications that are needed to individual classrooms are
completed through existing countywide capital projects.

School Gymnasiums

Elementary gymnasiums are essential for the delivery of the
physical education program and well-being of students and
provide a school with flexibility in utilizing space, particularly
when a school reaches or exceeds it capacity. There are cur-
rently 25 elementary schools that do not have gymnasiums,
with an additional 6 new elementary schools opening in the

next 6 years. Schools needing gymnasiums are ranked based
on enrollment size, capital project status, and percent of
gymnasiums in a cluster to determine the order of schools to
receive gymnasiums. Planning and/or construction funds were
approved in the FY 2005-2010 CIP to add gymnasiums to all
elementary schools in the county. The adopted FY 20072012
CIP continues with this schedule. Appendix U displays the
approved schedule for gymnasiums.

OBJECTIVE 2:
Meet Long-term and
Interim Space Needs

Montgomery County has demonstrated a strong commit-
ment to providing adequate school facilities. Funding capital
improvements has been a challenge since 1983 when enroll-
ment began to rise sharply. Enrollment in MCPS is now almost
49,000 students greater than itwas in 1983, and 25 elementary
schools, 17 middle schools, and 5 high schools have been added
to the school system. Numerous additions to existing schools
also have been constructed since 1983.

Long-term Space Needs

Although enrollment growth has slowed considerably, a con-
tinued commitment to capital projects for the next six years is
necessary to address overdue space needs in MCPS schools.
During the six-year CIP planning period, enrollment is pro-
jected to increase from 139,387 students this year to 140,879
students by 2011. This year, approximately 17,000 students
attend classes in 719 relocatable classrooms. A key objective
of this Master Plan is closing the gap between enrollment lev-
els and school space. The Master Plan identifies where these
space deficits are projected to occur and how the school system
proposes to address the identified space deficits. Due to the
high level of school utilization throughout the school system,
there are few opportunities to address school space shortages
through boundary changes. As a consequence, additions to
existing schools, the opening of new schools, the reopening
of closed schools, and the expansion of some schools during
modernization are all important strategies to address space
needs. For a summary of approved capital projects please see
the table in Chapter 1 labeled “FY 2007-2012 Capital Improve-
ments Program Summary Table." (Page 1-5)

This year MCPS is operating a total of 194 school facilities
including 125 elementary schools, 38 middle schools, 24 high
schools, 1 career and technology center, and 6 special educa-
tion program centers. In FY 2007 five new schools will open,
including Clarksburg High School and Great Seneca Creek,
Little Bennett, Roscoe Nix, and Sargent Shriver elementary
schools. As part of the FY 2007-2012 CIP, funding is approved
for two new schools—Clarksburg Elementary School #8 and
Downcounty Consortium Elementary School #28—and facility
planning funds are approved to determine the scope and work
for two new schools—Downcounty Consortium Elementary
School #29 and Watkins Mill Middle School #2. If funding is
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approved for these schools, the number of operating schools
would increase to 203.

In addition to school openings, a total of 20 schools have ad-
ditions programmed in the next 6 years, including 14 elemen-
tary schools, 2 middle schools, and 4 high schools projects.
Addition projects that are approved in this Master Plan will
add the instructional and support spaces needed to support
the academic program at the schools. However, major core
improvements and/or modifications to the existing facility will
not be included in the scope of work. These types of changes
to a facility trigger significant code improvements thatincrease
the cost of the project significantly and could lead to relocating
students to another facility. A number of schools scheduled
for modernization also will see increases in capacity as part
of their modernization projects.

As a result of enrollment growth in the county, many high
schools are stretched beyond their capacities and have enroll-
ments that exceed 2,000 students. High schools in the central
part of the county do not have adequate site sizes or core fa-
cilities to accommodate further additions. A new high school
will be needed in the next ten years to relieve overcrowding
in these high schools and to bring the student enrollment at
these schools below school capacity. A site selection committee
convened in spring 2006 to explore possible sites for the New
Central Area High School.

Interim Space Needs

The use of relocatable classrooms on a short-term basis has
proven to be successful in providing schools the space nec-
essary to deliver educational programs. In recent years, the
number of relocatable classrooms in use has grown dramati-
cally as program initiatives described under Objective 1 have
been implemented and as enrollment grew. This school year
approximately 17,000 students attend class in 719 relocat-
able classrooms. Relocatable classrooms provide an interim
learning environment for students until permanent capacity
can be constructed or until enrollment subsides from peak
levels. Relocatable classrooms enable the school system to
target limited financial resources to areas of greatest need by
avoiding significantinvestment where the needs are only short-
term. Relocatable classrooms are not considered long-term or
permanent solutions to addressing capacity needs.

MCEPS staff works in consultation with principals and the Office
of School Performance to place relocatable classrooms. The
number of relocatable classrooms in place for the 2005-2006
school year did notincrease over the previous year. Of the 719
relocatable units in use countywide in the 2005-2006 school
year, 119 were at the high school level with 4 of these at the
Kingsley Wilderness Program; 51 were at the middle school
level; and 549 units were at the elementary school level, with
12 units at the Fairland Holding Center, 11 units at the Grosve-
nor Holding Center, and 1 unit at the Carl Sandburg Learning
Center. (See Appendix D.) Approximately 120 relocatables
will be removed from schools where permanent capacity is
being added for the 2006-07 school year. The approved CIP
will enable MCPS to reduce the number of relocatables by

approximately 50 percent by the end of the six-year period.
Measures to reduce the number further will be evaluated as
part of the superintendent's Recommended Amendments to
the FY 2007-2012 CIP.

Non-Capital Actions

On November 17, 2005, the Board of Education acted on
boundary recommendation to create the service areas for
Clarksburg High School, Roscoe Nix Elementary School and
Great Seneca Creek Elementary School. The boundaries will
become effective when the schools open in August 2006.

One boundary study was conducted in spring 2006 to obtain
community input on staff developed boundary options to es-
tablish the boundaries for the new Downcounty Consortium
Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening). Representatives
from Glen Haven, Highland, and Kemp Mill elementary
schools, E. Brooke Lee, Newport Mill, and Sligo middle schools,
and Albert Einstein and Northwood high schools participated
on the boundary advisory committee. The boundary study
was forwarded to the superintendent and Board of Education
in late June 2006. The superintendent will release his recom-
mendation in mid-October 2006, with Board of Education
action scheduled for November 2006. The school is scheduled
to open in August 2007.

In addition, a roundtable discussion group was convened in
winter 2006 to explore options to relieve overutilization at Sligo
Creek and Takoma Park elementary schools. Representatives
from East Silver Spring, Piney Branch, Sligo Creek, and Takoma
Park elementary schools participated in the roundtable discus-
sion group. As a result of the work of the group, the Board of
Education adopted a plan on March 27, 2006, to reorganize
East Silver Spring Elementary School to Grades pre-K-5. The
superintendent will make a recommendation on the timing of
the reorganization as part of the Recommended Amendments
to the FY 2007-2012 CIP in October 2006 following comple-
tion of the feasibility study for the school’s addition. The plan
also includes an addition to Takoma Park Elementary School to
relieve overutilization at the school and to provide capacity to
accommodate students from Sligo Creek Elementary School.
One year prior to the completion of the East Silver Spring and
Takoma Park elementary schools addition projects, a bound-
ary review to reassign students from Sligo Creek Elementary
School to Takoma Park/Piney Branch elementary schools will
be conducted.

OBJECTIVE 3:
Modernize Schools
Through a Systematic
Modernization Schedule

The Board of Education, superintendent, and school com-
munity recognize the necessity of modernizing older schools.
Modernizations preserve investment in schools while updat-
ing them so that they can provide the variety of instructional
spaces necessary to effectively deliver the current curriculum.
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School Openings 1985-2005

to establish and maintain a 30-year schedule would
require the modernization of approximately 1 middle

7
6 [7

school, and 4 elementary schools each year and 1

high school every two years. Because of funding
limitations and a lack of secondary holding facilities,

MCPS has been unable to achieve this schedule.

Currently, MCPS has been modernizing one or two

elementary schools per year, and one middle school

2 H | [

NUMBER OF SCHOOLS OPENED

D Elementary Schools . Middle Schools

. High Schools

1993 — Thurgood Marshall ES, Argyle MS
1994 — Roberto Clemente MS

1995 — Forest Oak MS, Rocky Hill MS
1996 — Neelesville MS

1997 — Kingsview MS, John Poole MS

1985 — Flower Hill ES, Lake Seneca ES
1986 — Clopper Mill ES
1987 — Jones Lane ES, S. Christa McAuliffe ES
1988 — Goshen ES, Greencastle ES, Clearspring ES,
Stone Mill ES, Strawberry Knoll ES,
Waters Landing ES, Quince Orchard HS
1989 — Cloverly ES, Daly ES, Cabin John MS,
Watkins Mill HS
1990 — Brooke Grove ES, Burnt Mills ES,
Rachel Carson ES, Ronald McNair ES,
Sequoyah ES, Briggs Chaney MS,
Francis Scott Key MS
1991 — Dr. Charles R. Drew ES, Judith A. Resnik ES
1992 — Dr. Sally K. Ride ES, Lois P. Rockwell ES,
Rosa M. Parks MS

Shady Grove MS,
Silver Spring International MS
2000 — None
2001 — Spark M. Matsunaga ES
2002 — Newport Mill MS
2003 — None
2004 — Northwood HS

Source: Montgomery County Public Schools, Division of Long-range Planning.
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1998 — James Hubert Blake HS, Northwest HS
1999 — Sligo Creek ES, North Bethesda MS,

2005 — Lakelands Park MS, A. Mario Loiderman MS

and one high school every two years.

B0 | oBjECTIVE 4:

Provide Schools that Are
Environmentally Safe,
Secure, Functionally Efficient,
and Comfortable

To maintain and extend the useful life of school fa-
cilities, MCPS follows a continuum of activities that
begins the first day a new school is opened and ends
when a school is closed for modernization. Funding
for maintenance activities is found in both the capital

Maodernizing a school also provides access to up-to-date infor-
mation technology for students, staff, and the community. The
cost to modernize an older school so that it is educationally,
technologically, and physically up-to-date is usually similar to
the cost of constructing a new school. In addition, moderniza-
tions are critical components in revitalizing older, established
neighborhoods and providing equity with newer schools.
Modernized schools also have become important, barrier-free
community resources after school hours.

The school modernization schedule is based on a standardized
assessment tool called FACT—Facilities Assessment with Cri-
teria and Testing. Schools beyond a certain age are assessed and
scored on a standard set of facility and educational program
space criteria. Schools are scheduled for moderniza-

and operating budgets. The trend for the past five

years has been a level funding effort in both budgets
for building maintenance and systemic renovations. Until the
modernization program reaches an acceptable cycle, additional
funding needs to be dedicated to regular, preventive, and capital
maintenance activities. Understanding the full cost of build-
ing maintenance is critical to developing a balance between
the comprehensive maintenance plan and a modernization
schedule that reflects the school system’s priorities.

MCPS has many projects designed to meet the capital mainte-
nance needs of schools across the county. These countywide
projects are described in Chapter 5. Countywide projects deal
with environmental issues, safety and security, and major
building system maintenance in schools. These projects require

tion based on their ranking after the assessment (see
Appendix F). The order of modernization for assessed
schools is found in Appendix E. Though efforts have
been made to assess all schools built or renovated

Number of Relocatable
Classrooms in Use: 1995-2005

719 719

691 | |

63

before 1984, there remain 37 schools in this category 500
that have not been assessed (26 elementary schools, 700
7 middle schools, and 4 special education program
centers). 600
The Board of Education policy on modernizations, 500
adopted in FY 1991, identified the goal of assess-
ing schools for modernization when a facility is at 400
least 30 years old. Since 1985, 66 schools have been 300
modernized, including 48 elementary schools, 9
middle schools, and 9 high schools. Although this
is a large number of facilities, the current pace of
modernization does not allow MCPS to modernize
schools on the desired 30-year schedule. At the cur-

237
210 =

rentrate, some schools will be required to operate 60
or more years before being modernized. For MCPS

1995-96 1996-97 1997-98 1998-99 1999-00 2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04

Source: Montgomery County Public Schools, Department of Facilities Management.
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School Modernizations 1985-2005*

NUMBER OF SCHOOLS MODERNIZED

85 86 87 88 89

90 91 92 93 94 95 96 97 98 99 OO O1 02 O3 04 O5

Elementary Schools - Middle Schools - High Schools |

1986 — Twinbrook ES

1985 — Oak View ES, Woodfield ES

1987 — Cedar Grove ES

1988 — Bannockburn ES, Rosemary Hills ES,
Gaithersburg MS

1989 — Cloverly ES, Highland ES, Laytonsville ES,
Monocacy ES, Montgomery Knolls ES

1990 — Olney ES, Westbrook ES

1991 — Beall ES, Burning Tree ES, Viers Mill ES,
Sligo MS, Sherwood HS

1992 — Pine Crest ES, Travilah ES, Walt Whitman HS

1995 — Brookhaven ES, Georgian Forest ES,
Jackson Road ES, North Chevy Chase ES,
Rosemont ES, Julius West MS

1996 — Flower Valley ES, Kemp Mill ES

1997 — Ritchie Park ES, Wyngate ES, Westland MS,
Albert Einstein HS

1998 — Lucy Barnsley ES, Westover ES, Montgomery Blair HS

1999 — Bethesda ES, Harmony Hills ES, Rock View ES,
Takoma Park MS, John F. Kennedy HS

2000 — Mill Creek Towne ES, Chevy Chase ES

2001 — Rock Creek Valley ES, Earle B. Wood MS,

The Water and Indoor Air Quality (WIAQ) Project
funds mechanical retrofits and building modifications
to address water and indoor air quality projects in
MCEPS schools. An Amendment to the FY 2000 Capital
Budget created this project that funds improvements
such as major mechanical corrections, carpet removal,
floor tile replacement, and minor mechanical retrofits.
MCEPS staff is required to report periodically to the
County Council’'s Education Committee on the status
of this project. This project was amended in FY 2005
to include lead remediation efforts for potable water
in all schools.

OBJECTIVE 5:
Provide Access to
Information Technologies

1993 — Ashburton ES, Burtonsville ES, Clarksburg ES,
Forest Knolls ES, Oakland Terrace ES,

Bethesda-Chevy Chase HS
2002 — Wood Acres ES
2003 — Lakewood ES, William Tyler Page ES
2004 — Glen Haven ES, Rockville HS

Pyle MS, White Oak MS
1994 — Highland View ES, Meadow Hall ES,
Springbrook HS

*School Year Completed
Source: Montgomery County Public Schools, Division of Long-range Planning

2005 — Somerset ES, Kensington-Parkwood ES

MCPS strives to provide a quality education that
prepares students to access, analyze, apply, and com-
municate information effectively so that they will
become contributing members of a changing infor-

an assessment of each school relative to the needs of other
schools and include scheduled major repairs and replacement
activities.

The assessment process for most of the countywide projects
is carried out through an annual review that involves a team of
maintenance professionals, school principals, and consultants.
On some projects, local, state, and federal mandates affect the
scope and cost of the effort required.

Planned Life-cycle Asset Replacement (PLAR) and the other
countywide projects that focus on roof and mechanical system
rehabilitation are essential to the long-term protection of the
county’s capital investment in schools. Because the projects
for modernizing older schools must compete for funding with
projects for building new schools, maintenance and rehabilita-
tion projects for schools and relocatable classrooms take on
even greater importance.

mation-based society. In recognition of a disparity in
the technology available between new or modernized
schools, and older schools built during the 1960s, 1970s, and
the early 1980s, the Board of Education adopted a compre-
hensive educational technology policy in December 1993.
The policy seeks to ensure that students have the information
technology skills required for the 21st century workplace and
the means available for students to access information around
the world. The policy also seeks to ensure that educational
technology, ranging from the use of computers to interactive
TV, is appropriately integrated into the instructional program
and management of the school system.

A strategic implementation plan (The Global Access Project and
Beyond) was approved in May 1997, with specific guides and
assessments to provide staff support, hardware and software,
and the capabilities for access to information within, between,
and beyond the confines of MCPS facilities. The Global Access
Project served to equip schools with hardware, software, and

Approved Holding Facility Schedule

SY 06-07 SY 07-08

Holding Facility

SY 08-09

SY 09-10 SY 10-11 sY 11-12

Parkland

Tilden Center

Francis Scott Key

North Lake College Gardens Cashell Farmland Sandburg
Radnor Carderock Springs Seven Locks Beverly
Farms
Grosvenor Bells Mill Garrett Park Weller
Road
Fairland Galway Cresthaven Canon Road Glenallan

Cabin John Herbert Hoover
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Schools that Received Technology Modernization for 2005-2006 School Year

High Schools Middle Schools

Elementary Schools

Thomas Edison HS of Technology
John F. Kennedy HS Earl B. Wood MS

North Bethesda MS

Redland MS
Ridgeview MS
Rosa Park MS

Shady Grove MS

Sligo MS
Takoma Park MS
Thomas Pyle MS

Tilden MS

White Oak MS

Downcounty Consortium MS #9

Quince Orchard MS #2

Silver Spring International MS

Brown Station ES Maryvale ES
Cashell ES Meadow Hall ES
Chevy Chase ES Mill Creek Towne ES
Clopper Mill ES Montgomery Knolls ES
Daly ES Piney Branch ES
East Silver Spring ES Judith Resnik ES
Flower Hill ES Sally Ride ES
Fox Chapel ES Rolling Terrace ES
Galway ES Strathmore ES
Garrett Park ES Strawberry Knoll ES
Glenallan ES Takoma Park ES
Greencastle ES Washington Grove ES
Highland View ES Watkins Mill ES
Kensington-Parkwood ES Weller Road ES
Whetstone ES

staff training to realize the strategic implementation plan. The
Global Access Technology project enabled all MCPS schools
to be wired for global access by September 2002.

The Amended FY 2003-2008 CIP included a new project, Tech-
nology Modernization that provides needed technology updates
for the original Global Access program schools and increases the
number of computers in every school. The Amended FY 2005—
2010 CIP provides funding for the Technology Modernization
Project to continue a four-year refresh cycle for computers with
a five-to-one ratio of students-to-computer as recommended by
the state. An FY 2007 appropriation is approved in the technol-
ogy modernization project to maintain the desired refresh cycle
and student-to-computer ratio in FY 2007.

OBJECTIVE 6:
Support Multipurpose
Use of Schools

Montgomery County Public Schools recognizes the role
schools play as centers of community activity and affiliation.
The school system supports multipurpose use of its schools,
especially in regard to uses that complement the educational
program. Multipurpose uses of schools that promote family
and community partnerships also are of great importance.
Compatible uses of schools are factored into the facility plan-
ning process whenever possible.

A prime example of compatible uses in schools is the leasing
of available space in elementary schools to child-care provid-
ers. Virtually all elementary schools in the system provide
space for child-care providers, through a mixture of full-day
centers, kindergarten complement classes, and before and after
school services. Over 7,000 slots for child-care were provided
at schools last year.

Montgomery County is becoming increasingly committed to
developing integrated school- and community-based services
for children and families. The County Executive, the County
Council, and the Board of Education have asked the Collabo-
ration Council for Children, Youth, and Families to find ways

to integrate data systems between MCPS and the Department
of Health and Human Services (HHS), and to provide a plan
for improved integration of community and school-based ser-
vices such as Linkages to Learning and School-Based Health
Centers (SBHC). Further, the County Council has requested a
long-term plan for increasing Linkages to Learning and SBHC
sites to more schools. Work is currently being conducted to
develop these plans for additional schools.

Linkages to Learning, a collaborative program between the
school system, the county Department of Health and Human
Services, and private community providers, plays a role of
growing importance in our schools. The Linkages to Learning
program seeks to address the complex social and mental health
needs of an increasingly diverse and economically impacted
population in Montgomery County. In order to address pos-
sible barriers to learning, a variety of mental health, health,
social, and educational support services are brought together at
Linkages to Learning sites. For a list of schools with a Linkages
to Learning program, please refer to the table on page 3-9. In
addition, services are provided at the School Health Services
Center at Rocking Horse Road. The long-range plan is to ex-
pand the Linkages to Learning programs to additional schools
over the next six years. In FY 2006, the Linkages to Learning
programs was added at Weller Road, Wheaton Woods, and
Rosemont elementary schools. In FY 2007, the program will
be added to A. Mario Loiederman Middle School and Sargent
Shriver Elementary School.

Since the fall of 1997, Linkages to Learning/School-based
Health Centers (SBHC) at Broad Acres and Harmony Hills
elementary schools have been providing enhanced health re-
sources to students and their family. As part of the Harmony
Hills Elementary School modernization in 1999, space was
designed to accommodate the Linkages to Learning and the
School-based Health Center. An additional school-based health
center opened at Gaithersburg Elementary School during the
2005-2006 school year.

In response to the County Council, Health and Human Services
(HHS) Committee request for a plan to expand SBHCs to addi-
tional school sites, the School Based Health Centers Interagency
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Planning Group was convened by HHS. The planning group
was an interagency group that developed selection criteria to
rank schools and a timeline for constructing new SBHCs at
school sites. As part of the FY 2006 HHS Capital Budget, the
County Council approved facility planning funds to conduct
four feasibility studies to determine the feasibility, scope, and
cost for constructing new SBHCs. In order to request funds
as part of the FY 2007-2012 HHS CIP, feasibility studies were
conducted in summer 2005 for Summit Hall and New Hamp-
shire Estates elementary schools. Two additional feasibility
studies were completed during the 20052006 school year for
Highland and Rolling Terrace elementary schools.

Kingsview Middle School in Germantown adjoins a county-
operated community center. The community center is a 23,000
square foot building that contains a gymnasium, social hall, arts
room, game room, and exercise room, as well as administra-
tive offices, common areas, and conference spaces. The center
is structurally integrated with the middle school building but
has a separate and distinct main entry. An outdoor pool and
bathhouse are located on the site as a separate facility consist-
ing of the following: 50-meter lap pool, leisure pool, wading
pool for toddlers, and common lounging areas. The maximum
capacity of the combined recreation and aquatic facilities is
1,500 occupants.

Community use of school facilities is another important way
in which schools serve their communities. Outside of the
instructional day, schools are used for a wide range of com-
munity activities. The Interagency Coordinating Board (ICB)
manages school use, collects fees for most community uses of
schools, and maintains an Enterprise Fund to pay for the cost
of utilizing schools after school hours. Among the largest users
of schools are child-care providers, county recreation groups,
sports groups, and religious groups.

OBJECTIVE 7:
Meet Special Education

Program Space Needs

The Maryland State Department of Education has established
a target for local school systems to address special education
student needs (Part B Annual Performance Report, Revised Feb-
ruary 5, 2004). This target requires 80 percent of students with
disabilities to receive special education and related services in
aregular education setting or in a combined regular education
and resource room setting. Participation in the least restrictive
environment requires access to the general education setting.
The Department of Special Education, in collaboration with
the Department of Facilities Management and the Office of
School Performance, plans and coordinates the identification
of program sites and locations to address the diverse needs of
students with disabilities. This process is designed to ensure
the delivery of special education services with an emphasis
on providing services to the maximum extent possible in the
school the student would attend if non-disabled.

Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS) locates special
education programs by focusing upon the delivery of ser-

Linkages to Learning Program Sites

School
Broad Acres ES**
Fox Chapel ES
Harmony Hills ES**
Highland ES
Gaithersburg ES**
Greencastle ES
Maryvale ES
Montgomery Knolls/Pine Crest ES
New Hampshire Estates/Oak View ES
Sally K. Ride ES
Rolling Terrace ES
Rosemont ES
Sargent Shriver ES*
Summit Hall ES
Viers Mill ES
Washington Grove ES
Weller Road ES
Wheaton Woods ES
Argyle MS
Benjamin Banneker MS
Eastern MS
Gaithersburg MS
Col. E. Brooke Lee MS
A. Mario Loiederman MS*
Parkland MS
Silver Spring International MS
White Oak MS
*The program will begin during the 2006-2007 school year.
**These schools also have a school-based health center.

vices in the student’s home school or in the school as close
as possible to the student’s home. Based on the incidence of
disabilities, the location of programs enables students with
disabilities to receive special education services within the
school, cluster, quad-cluster, or region of the county where
the student resides.

The percentage of students receiving services in their home
school, cluster, or quad-cluster has increased since 1998. The
following model guides facility planning:

e Special education resource services are offered in
all schools Grades K-12. Elementary schools in the
Bethesda-Chevy Chase, Gaithersburg, Northwest, and
Sherwood clusters, and the Downcounty Consortium,
provide home school services. The Learning and Aca-
demic Disabilities Program is offered in each middle
and high school.

e Special education services are cluster-based for elemen-
tary students in need of the Learning and Academic
Disabilities Program.

e Special education services are quad-cluster based for
students in need of an Elementary Learning Center, K/1
Language class, Learning for Independence, or School
Community-Based class.

e Special education services are available regionally for
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students in need of the Preschool Education Pro-
gram, Preschool Language Program, Autism/Asperger
Syndrome Program, Augmentative Communication
Program, Emotional Disabilities Program, Gifted and
Talented/Learning Disabled Program, elementary
Physical Disabilities Program, and the Longview and
Stephen Knolls special education programs.

e Special education services are county-based for stu-
dents in need of the preschool Vision Program, Deaf
and Hard of Hearing Program, Elementary/Secondary
Extensions Program, Carl Sandburg Learning Cen-
ter, Regional Institute for Children and Adolescence
(RICA), Rock Terrace Program, Mark Twain Program,
and the secondary Physical Disabilities Program.

Preschool Special Education Growth

The Montgomery County Infants and Toddlers program (MC-
[TP) provides services to children with developmental delays
from birth through two years of age in natural environments
such as home, childcare, or other community settings. Rapid
growth in the Infants and Toddlers program has resulted in
four centers being located in regional school-based locations
throughout the county. The number of staff at these centers
is increasing annually, commensurate with the growth in the
student population. As the number of young children identified
with developmental delays continues to grow, each site will
need to expand or additional sites will need to be added.

MCEPS provides special education services for children three to
five years of age through a number of programs, with the largest
being the Preschool Education Program (PEP) and speech and
language services. Services provided include itinerant instruc-
tion at home for medically fragile children, itinerant related
services provided in MCPS schools or community-based day
care and preschool settings, and special classes for children
who need a comprehensive approach to their learning needs.
Enrollment in the PEP and preschool language classes grew
from 528 in FY 2003 to 695 for FY 2005.

Providing preschool special education services in the least re-
strictive environment (LRE) has been very challenging because
of the limited number of general education preschool programs
and services available in MCPS. The Department of Special
Education and the Division of Early Childhood Education
are collaborating to collocate general and special education
preschool classes to facilitate LRE for preschool students. The
Department of Facilities Management and the Office of School
Performance will be closely involved in this process, as it will
have an impact on elementary facilities and staff.
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SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAM DELIVERY MODEL

Level Home School Cluster Based Quad Cluster Regional Countywide
Preschool Preschool Education | Vision
Program (PEP) Autism
Language
Elementary | Home School Model | Learning and Elementary Learning | Asperger Syndrome | Deaf and Hard of
Academic Disabilities | Center (ELC) Augmentative Hearing (DHOH)
(LAD) Language and Alternative Extensions
Learning for Communication Carl Sandburg
Independence (LFI) (ACC) Autism
School/Community- | Emotional Disabilities
Based (SCB) (ED)
Learning Disabled/
Gifted and Talented
(LD/GT)
Physical Disabilities
(PD)
Longview
Stephen Knolls
Middle Learning Academic Secondary Learning | Asperger Syndrome | Deaf and Hard of
Disabilities (LAD) Center (SLC)* Autism Hearing (DHOH)
Learning for Bridge Extensions
Independence (LFI) Emotional Disabilities | Physical Disabilities
School/Community (ED) (PD)
Based (SCB) Learning Disabled/ RICA
Gifted and Talented | Rock Terrace
(LD/GT) Mark Twain
Longview
Stephen Knolls
High Learning Academic Learning for Asperger Syndrome | Deaf and Hard of
Disabilities (LAD) Independence (LFI) Autism Hearing (DHOH)
School/Community | grigge Extensions

Based (SCB)

Emotional Disabilities
(ED)

Learning Disabled/
Gifted and Talented
(LD/GT)

Longview

Secondary Learning
Center (SLC)

Stephen Knolls

Physical Disabilities
(PD)

RICA

Rock Terrace

Mark Twain

Vision

*All Quad Clusters except for Rockville/Richard Montgomery/Winston Churchill/Thomas S. Wootton
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Chapter 4

Adopted Actions
and Planning Issues

Chapter 4 is organized alphabetically by high school cluster
and consortia. Each section includes a map of the cluster service
areas and tables containing enrollment, demographic, room
use, and facilities information for individual schools. Approved
capital projects for the FY 2007-2012 Capital Improvements
Program (CIP) are included. Itis important to note that although
cluster/consortia organization is used for the presentation of
information, planning decisions often cross cluster/consortia
boundaries in order to meet program and facility needs for
all students.

All schools are evaluated based on existing and planned
program capacity. While total system enrollment growth has
slowed substantially, changes in enrollment by grade level will
occur. Elementary and middle school enrollment has dipped
in recent years, but high school enrollment has grown. Over
the next six years, elementary enrollment will pick up gradu-
ally while secondary enrollment will remain flat or decline
slightly. The enrollment patterns described for each grade level
will provide a welcome respite from past vigorous enrollment
growth. Although temporary overutilization of facilities can be
accommodated with relocatable classrooms, long-term over-
utilization will require additions and new or reopened facilities
for both elementary and secondary schools. This year, MCPS
houses almost 17,000 students in 719 relocatable classrooms.
Reducing the use of these “temporary” classrooms is a key
objective of this CIP.

For each cluster and the Downcounty and Northeast consortia,
information is presented within a common framework. Plan-
ning issues of a clusterwide nature are followed by a discussion

of individual secondary and elementary schools with approved
and/or proposed capital projects or non-capital actions. All
clusters may not have clusterwide planning issues, and notall
schools are discussed in each cluster if no plans affect them.

Following the narrative discussion of planning activities is
a table labeled “Capital Projects” that summarizes all capital
projects for that cluster or consortium. Two types of projects
are identified under the “Type of Project” column. The types
of projects are as follows:

e “Approved’—Project has an FY 2007 appropriation
approved or expenditures programmed in a future year
of the CIP for planning and/or construction funds.

e “Proposed”—Project has facility planning approved in
the FY 2007-2012 CIP for a feasibility study.

For each cluster and the two consortia, four summary tables
and a bar graph are presented. The bar graph shows the effects
of approved additions to capacity in the calculation of future
utilization levels. The “Projected Enrollment and Available
Capacity” table reflects the projected enrollment six years into
the future for elementary and secondary schools and to the
years 2015 and 2020 at the secondary level. Utilization rates
are shown with approved CIP actions. This table also has a
“comments” section that contains a brief explanation of program
or facility changes that will impact capacity within any given
year. To assist readers, a glossary of abbreviations and terms
used in the tables and notes is included below. A second table,
titled “Demographic Characteristics of Schools, 2005-2006,”
shows the following percentages for each school: race and
ethnic group composition; student participation in the Free

+ # Rooms—Number of rooms added
@Radnor—Students at holding school (Radnor)
AAC—Augmentative and Alternative Communication
AD—Learning and Academic Disabilities
AUT—Autism

BRIDGE—Bridge class (for some ED students)
Cap. TBD—Capacity to be determined
DHOH—Deaf and Hard of Hearing
ED—Emotional Disability Program
ELC—Elementary Learning Center
ESOL—English for Speakers of Other Languages
HS—Head Start

FDK—Full-day Kindergarten program
LAD—Learning and Academic Disabilities
LANG—Speech/Language Disabilities
LD/GT—Learning Disabled/Gifted and Talented

LFI—Learning for Independence

METS—Multidisciplinary Educational Training and Support class (for
nonEnglish-speaking students with limited educational experience)

MSMC—Middle School Magnet Consortium

PD—Physical Disabilities class

PEP—Preschool Education Program

Pre-K—i of sessions of prekindergarten

Pre-K Lang—Preschool speech/language disabilities class
Reg. Sec.—Regular secondary classroom

Reg. Elem.—Regular elementary classroom

Rm CSR—# of classrooms for class-size reduction initiative

SCB—School/Community-Based Programs for Students with Mental
Retardation

SLC—Secondary Learning Center

Sup. Rms.—Support rooms, such as art, music, and resource rooms
TBD—To be determined

VIS—Preschool or secondary Vision Impairment
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and Reduced-price Meals (FARMS) program for the 2005-2006
school year; student participation in the English for Speakers
of Other Languages (ESOL) program for the 2005-2006 school
year; and Mobility Rate (the number of entries and withdraw-
als during the 2004-2005 school year as compared to total
enrollment). The “Room Use Table (School Year 2005-2006)”
reflects detailed room use information for each school along
with special education program information.

The final table, titled “Facilities Characteristics of Schools 2005—
2006,” shows facility information and the combined Facilities
Assessment with Criteria and Testing (FACT) and Educational
Specification assessments scores (the combined score is used to
determine modernization priorities). The lower the combined
score the greater the need for modernization.
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Clusters for 2006-2007 School Year

BETHESDA-CHEVY CHASE CLUSTER
Bethesda-Chevy Chase HS (9-12)
Westland MS (6-8)
Bethesda ES (K-5)*
Chevy Chase ES (3-0)
North Chevy Chase ES (3-6)
Rock Creek Forest ES (K-5)
Rosemary Hills ES (pre-K-2)*
Somerset ES (K-5)
Westbrook ES (K-5)

WINSTON CHURCHILL CLUSTER
Winston Churchill HS (9-12)
Cabin John MS (6-8) (shared with Wootton Cluster)*
Bells Mill ES (pre-K-5)
Seven Locks ES (K-5)
Herbert Hoover MS (6-8)
Beverly Farms ES (K-5)
Potomac ES (K-5)
Wayside ES (K-5)

CLARKSBURG CLUSTER
Clarksburg HS (9-12)
Neelsville MS (6-8) (shared with Watkins Mill Cluster)*
Fox Chapel ES (pre-K-5)
Capt. James E. Daly ES (pre-K-5)
Rocky Hill MS (6-8) (shared with Damascus Cluster)*
Cedar Grove ES (K-5)*
Clarksburg ES (K-5)
Little Bennett ES (K-5)

DAMASCUS CLUSTER
Damascus HS (9-12)
John T. Baker MS (6-8)
Clearspring ES (pre-K-5)
Damascus ES (K-9)
Laytonsville ES (K-5)*
Woodfield ES (K-5)
Rocky Hill MS (6-8) (shared with Clarksburg Cluster)*
Cedar Grove ES (K-5)*
Lois P. Rockwell ES (K-5)

DOWNCOUNTY CONSORTIUM
Montgomery Blair HS (9-12)
Albert Einstein HS (9-12)
John E Kennedy HS (9-12)
Northwood HS (9)
Wheaton HS (9-12)
Argyle MS (6-8)
A. Mario Loiederman MS (6-8)
Parkland MS (6-8)
Bel Pre ES (pre-K-2)
Brookhaven ES (pre-K-5)
Georgian Forest ES (pre-K-5)
Harmony Hills ES (pre-K-5)
Sargent Shriver ES (pre-K-5)
Strathmore ES (3-5)
Viers Mill ES (pre-K-5)
Weller Road ES (pre-K-5)
Wheaton Woods ES (pre-K-5)
Eastern MS (6-8)
Montgomery Knolls ES (pre-K-2)
New Hampshire Estates ES (pre-K-2)
Oak View ES (3-5)
Pine Crest ES (3-95)

Col. E. Brooke Lee MS (6-8)
Glenallan ES (pre-K-5)
Kemp Mill ES (pre-K-5)

Newport Mill MS (6-8)
Highland ES (pre-K-5)*
Oakland Terrace ES (K-5)*
Rock View ES (pre-K-5)

Silver Spring International MS (6-8)
Forest Knolls ES (K-5)
Highland View ES (pre-K-5)
Sligo Creek ES (K-5)
Rolling Terrace ES (pre-K-5)

Sligo MS (6-8)

Glen Haven ES (pre-K-5)
Highland ES (pre-K-5) *
Oakland Terrace ES (K-5)*
Woodlin ES (K-5)

Takoma Park MS (6-8)

East Silver Spring ES (pre-K-2)
Piney Branch ES (3-5)
Takoma Park ES (K-2)

GAITHERSBURG CLUSTER
Gaithersburg HS (9-12)
Forest Oak MS (6-8)
Goshen ES (K-5)
Rosemont ES (pre-K-5)
Summit Hall ES (pre-K-5)
Washington Grove ES (pre-K-5)
Gaithersburg MS (6-8)
Gaithersburg ES (pre-K-5)
Laytonsville ES (K-5)*
Strawberry Knoll ES (pre-K-5)

WALTER JOHNSON CLUSTER
Walter Johnson HS (9-12)

North Bethesda MS (6-8)
Ashburton ES (K-5)
Kensington Parkwood ES (K-5)
Wyngate ES (K-5)

Tilden MS (6-8)

Farmland ES (K-5)
Garrett Park ES (K-5)
Luxmanor ES (K-5)

COL. ZADOK MAGRUDER CLUSTER
Col. Zadok Magruder HS (9-12)
Redland MS (6-8)
Cashell ES (pre-K-5)
Judith A. Resnik ES (pre-K-5)
Sequoyah ES (K-5)
Shady Grove MS (6-8)
Candlewood ES (K-5)
Flower Hill ES (pre-K-5)
Mill Creek Towne ES (pre-K-5)

RICHARD MONTGOMERY CLUSTER
Richard Montgomery HS (9-12)
Julius West MS (6-8)
Beall ES (pre-K-5)
College Gardens ES (pre-K-5)
Ritchie Park ES (K-5)
Twinbrook ES (pre-K-5)

*Denotes schools with split articulation, i.e., some students feed into one school, while other students feed into another school in the same or

different cluster.
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Clusters for 2006-2007 School Year

NORTHEAST CONSORTIUM
James H. Blake HS (9-12)

Paint Branch HS (9-12)
Springbrook HS (9-12)

Benjamin Banneker MS (6-8)
Burtonsville ES (K-5)
Fairland ES (pre-K-5)
Greencastle ES (pre-K-5)

Briggs Chaney MS (6-8)
Cloverly ES (K-5)*

Galway ES (pre-K-5)
William T. Page ES (pre-K-5)

William H. Farquhar MS (6-8) (shared with Sherwood Cluster)*
Cloverly ES (K-5)*
Sherwood (K-5)*

Stonegate ES (pre-K-5)*

Francis Scott Key MS (6-8)
Burnt Mills ES (pre-K-5)
Cannon Road ES (K-5)
Cresthaven ES (3-5)

Dr. Charles R. Drew ES (pre-K-5)
Roscoe R. Nix ES (pre-K-2)

White Oak MS (6-8)

Broad Acres ES (pre-K-5)
Jackson Road ES (pre-K-5)
Stonegate ES (pre-K-5)*
Westover ES (K-5)

NORTHWEST CLUSTER
Northwest HS (9-12)
Kingsview MS (6-8)
Great Seneca Creek ES (K-5)*
Ronald McNair ES (pre-K-5)
Spark M. Matsunaga ES (K-5)
Lakelands Park MS (6-8) (shared with Quince Orchard Cluster)*
Darnestown ES (K-5)
Diamond ES (K-5)*

Roberto Clemente MS (6-8) (shared with Seneca Valley Cluster)*

Clopper Mill ES (pre-K-5)
Great Seneca Creek ES (K-5)*
Germantown ES (K-5)

POOLESVILLE CLUSTER
Poolesville HS (9-12)
John Poole MS (6-8)
Monocacy ES (K-5)
Poolesville ES (K=-5)

QUINCE ORCHARD CLUSTER
Quince Orchard HS (9-12)
Lakelands Park MS (6-8) (shared with Northwest Cluster)*
Brown Station ES (pre-K-5)
Rachel Carson ES (pre-K-5)
Ridgeview MS (6-8)
Diamond ES (K-5)*
Fields Road ES (pre-K-5)
Jones Lane ES (K-5)
Thurgood Marshall ES (K-5)

ROCKVILLE CLUSTER
Rockville HS (9-12)

Earle B. Wood MS (6-8)
Lucy V. Barnsley ES (K-5)
Flower Valley ES (K-5)
Maryvale ES (pre-K-5)

Meadow Hall ES (K-5)
Rock Creek Valley ES (pre -K-5)

SENECA VALLEY CLUSTER
Seneca Valley HS (9-12)
Roberto W. Clemente MS (6-8) (shared with Northwest Cluster)*
S. Christa McAuliffe ES (pre-K-5)
Dr. Sally K. Ride (pre-K-5)*
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. MS (6-8)
Lake Seneca ES (K-5)
Dr. Sally K. Ride ES (pre-K-5)*
Waters Landing ES (K-5)

SHERWOOD CLUSTER
Sherwood HS (9-12)
Rosa M. Parks MS (6-8)
Belmont ES (K-5)
Greenwood ES (K-5)
Olney ES (K-5)
William H. Farquhar MS (6-8) (shared with Northeast Consortium)*
Brooke Grove ES (pre-K-5)
Sherwood ES (K-5)

WATKINS MILL CLUSTER
Watkins Mill HS (9-12)
Montgomery Village MS (6-8)
Stedwick ES (pre-K-5)*
Watkins Mill ES (pre-K-5)
Whetstone ES (pre-K-5)
Neelsville MS (6-8) (shared with Clarksburg Cluster)*
South Lake ES (pre-K-5)
Stedwick ES (pre-K-5)*

WALT WHITMAN CLUSTER
Walt Whitman HS (9-12)

Thomas W. Pyle MS (6-8)
Bannockburn ES (K-5)
Bethesda ES (K-5)*

Bradley Hills ES (K-5)
Burning Tree ES (K-5)
Carderock Springs ES (K-5)
Wood Acres ES (K-5)

THOMAS S. WOOTTON CLUSTER
Thomas S. Wootton HS (9-12)
Cabin John MS (6-8) (shared with Churchill Cluster)*
Cold Spring ES (K-5)
Stone Mill ES (K-5)
Robert Frost MS (6-8)
DuFief ES (K-5)
Fallsmead ES (K-5)
Lakewood ES (K-5)
Travilah ES (K-5)

Other Schools and Centers
Additionally, Montgomery County Public Schools operates the
following facilities:
Thomas Edison High School of Technology
Stephen Knolls School
Longview School
Rock Terrace School
RICA—Regional Institute for Children and Adolescents
Mark Twain School
Carl Sandburg School

*Denotes schools with split articulation, i.e., some students feed into one school, while other students feed into another school in the same or

different cluster.
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BETHESDA-CHEVY CHASE CLUSTER

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

Planning Issue: A program initiative to provide full-day
kindergarten and reduced class sizes in Grades K-2 was in-
troduced in the 2000-2001 school year in schools with the
largest number of students affected by poverty and language
deficiency. Rock Creek Forest Elementary School receives
staffing to reduce class sizes in Grades K-2. Relocatable
classrooms are being used to accommodate these initiatives
where necessary.

Special and Alternative Programs: Students who re-
side in the Bethesda-Chevy Chase Cluster, who previously
would have attended a Learning and Academic Disabilities or
Language program, are now served in an elementary “Home
School Model” program. These students receive instruction in
the general education curriculum in classrooms with non-spe-
cial education students and receive differentiated instruction
to accommodate their specific learning needs. Some of the
students may receive instruction in the Fundamental Life Skills
curriculum, as appropriate. Related services are integrated into
regular classroom settings and other school environments.

SCHOOLS
Bethesda-Chevy Chase High School

Utilization: Projections indicate that enrollmentat Bethesda-
Chevy Chase High School will exceed capacity throughout
the six-year CIP period. The build-out of five master-planned
classrooms is needed to accommodate enroll-

the enrollment. Relocatable classrooms will continue to be
utilized until an addition is constructed.

Capital Project: Planning funds were first approved in the
FY 2001-2006 CIP for an addition, but the project was deferred
due to spending affordability. An FY 2007 appropriation for
the planning funds is approved. The addition is scheduled to
be completed by August 2008. In order for this addition to
be completed on schedule, county and state funding must be
provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Chevy Chase Elementary School
Non-Capital Action: A Center for the Highly Gifted opened
at Chevy Chase Elementary School in August 2005 with Grade
4. A total of 100 students will be served in Grades 4-5. Ap-
pendix N identifies the catchment area for the new center.

North Chevy Chase Elementary School
Capital Project: FY 2009 expenditures are programmed for
planning for a gymnasium. The scheduled completion date for
the gymnasium is August 2010. In order for this gymnasium to
be completed on schedule, county funding must be provided
at the levels approved in this CIP.

Rock Creek Forest Elementary School
Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Rock Creek
Forest Elementary School will exceed capacity by atleast four
classrooms by the end of the six-year period. Relocatable
classrooms will be utilized until additional capacity can be
added as part of the modernization.

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of January 2015. FY 2011
expenditures are programmed for planning to design the
modernization. In order for this project to be completed on
schedule, county and state funding must be provided at the
levels approved in this CIP.

ment.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation

Bethesda-Chevy Chase Cluster

School Utilizations with Approved CIP

for planning funds is approved to complete the 1409
architectural design for the build-out of Bethes- 120%

da-Chevy Chase High School. The scheduled
completion date for the additional classrooms Egg:ﬁ“
is August 2009. In order for these classrooms RANCE 1
to be completed on schedule, county and state

funding must be provided as approved in this %1

CIP. 40% 11
Westland Middle School ]
Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment 0%

at Westland Middle School will exceed capac- ACTUAL

ity throughout the six-year CIP period. A six-
classroom addition is needed to accommodate

2

2005

Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enrollment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2015 2020
PROJECTED

| @ Elementary Schools - Middle School . High School
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BETHESDA-CHEVY CHASE CLUSTER

Westbrook Elementary School

Capital Project: FY 2009 expenditures are programmed for
planning for a gymnasium. The scheduled completion date for
the gymnasium is August 2010. In order for this gymnasium to
be completed on schedule, county funding must be provided
at the levels approved in this CIP.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
B-CC HS 5-classroom Approved Aug. 2009
build-out
Westland MS  6-classroom Approved Aug. 2008
addition
North Chevy
Chase ES Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2010
Rock Creek
Forest ES Modernization ~ Approved Jan. 2015
Westbrook ES ~ Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2010
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BETHESDA-CHEVY CHASE CLUSTER

Projected Enrollment and Space Availability

Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06—07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Bethesda-Chevy Chase HS |Program Capacity 1552 1552 1552 1552 1665 1665 1665 1665 1665
Enrollment 1691 1704 1627 1628 1656 1650 1649 1650 1700
Available Space (138) (152) (74) (76) 9 15 16 15 (35)
Comments Planning +5 Rooms
[for Addition
[Westland MS Program Capacity 963 963 963 1098 1098 1098 1098 1098 1098
Enroliment 973 972 948 929 931 935 1018 1000 1050
Available Space (10) (9) 15 169 167 163 80 98 48
Comments Planning +6 Rooms
For Addition
[Bethesda ES Program Capacity 429 384 384 384 384 384 384
Grades (K-5) Enroliment 424 426 441 441 443 452 436
Grades (3-5) Available Space 5 (42) (57) (57) (59) (68) (52)
Paired With Comments +FDK
Rosemary Hills ES
Chevy Chase ES Program Capacity 421 421 421 421 421 421 421
Grades (3-6) Enrollment 432 474 450 442 436 431 426
Paired With Available Space (11) (53) (29) (21) (15) (10) 5)
Rosemary Hills ES Comments +Center for
Highly
Gifted
North Chevy Chase ES Program Capacity 276 276 276 276 276 276 276
Grades (3-6) Enrollment 315 298 301 321 330 325 320
Paired With Available Space (39) (22) (25) (45) (54) (49) (44)
Rosemary Hills ES Comments + Gym
Rock Creek Forest ES  |CSR|Program Capacity 404 404 404 404 404 404 404
Enrollment 494 479 499 501 503 506 500
Available Space (90) (75) (95) (97) (99) (102) (96)
Comments Facility
Planning
For Mod.
Rosemary Hills ES Program Capacity 517 517 517 517 517 517 517
Grades (K-2) Enrollment 573 595 594 592 591 593 595
Paired With Available Space (56) (78) (77) (75) (74) (76) (78)
Bethesda ES Comments +FDK
Chevy Chase ES
North Chevy Chase ES
Somerset ES Program Capacity 502 457 457 457 457 457 457
Enroliment 389 388 410 420 435 441 446
Available Space 113 69 47 37 22 16 11
Comments Mod. Comp| +FDK
Aug. 05
+ Gym
Westbrook ES Program Capacity 338 293 293 293 293 293 293
Enroliment 309 300 311 311 314 317 313
Available Space 29 (7) (18) (18) (21) (24) (20)
Comments +FDK + Gym
[Cluster Information HS Ufilization 109% | 110% | 105% | 105% 99% 99% 99% 99% 102% |
HS Enroliment 1691 1704 1627 1628 1656 1650 1649 1650 1700
MS Utilization 101% 101% 98% 85% 85% 85% 93% 91% 96%
MS Enrollment 973 972 948 929 931 935 1018 1000 1050
ES Utilization 102% 108% 109% 110% 111% 111% 110% 113% 113%
ES Enroliment 2936 2960 3006 3028 3052 3065 3036 3100 3100

Adopted Actions and Planning Issues
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BETHESDA-CHEVY CHASE CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004—2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % | FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Bethesda—Chevy Chase HS 1691 15.6% 0.4% 6.4% 14.4% 63.3% 8.7% 5.6% 10.3%
Westland MS 973 14.8% 0.4% 7.5% 13.1% 64.2% 13.6% 4.1% 6.5%
Bethesda ES 424 7.5% 0.0% 11.1% 10.4% 71.0% 13.9% 5.7% 17.3%
Chevy Chase ES 432 11.3% 0.2% 7.2% 10.0% 71.3% 19.7% 9.5% 12.0%
North Chevy Chase ES 315 14.3% 1.0% 6.3% 9.8% 68.6% 13.0% 3.8% 5.5%
Rock Creek Forest ES 494 19.8% 0.4% 5.3% 24.9% 49.6% 27.9% 9.5% 6.3%
Rosemary Hills ES 573 13.4% 0.3% 5.2% 10.8% 70.2% 14.0% 11.2% 11.5%
omerse 1% .0/ 0% AT A 0% .07 7
S t ES 389 3.1% 0.5% 10.0% 7.7% 78.7% 8.0% 13.6% 11.1%
Westbrook ES 309 3.9% 0.0% 6.1% 7.1% 82.8% 9.7% 6.8% 6.6%
Elementary Cluster Total 2936 11.1% 0.3% 7.2% 12.1% 69.3% 15.8% 8.9% 10.0%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%
*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
**Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enroliment.
SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS
Program Capacity and Room Use Table -
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Bethesda—Chevy Chase HS 9-12 | 1552| 71 66 3 2
Westland MS 6-8 963 | 44 41 1 2
Bethesda ES K-5 429 | 21 | 3 14 2 1 1
Chevy Chase ES 3-6 421 | 24 | 5 17 2
North Chevy Chase ES 3-6 276 | 15 | 3 12
Rock Creek Forest ES pre-K-5| 404 | 23 | 3 12| 4 4
Rosemary Hills ES pre-K-2 | 517 | 27 | 3 12 1 8 2
Somerset ES K-5 502 | 23 | 3 18 2
Westbrook ES K-5 338 | 17 | 3 10 2 2
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BETHESDA-CHEVY CHASE CLUSTER

Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent| Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened| Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Bethesda—Chevy Chase HS 1934 2001 | 289,611 16.4
Westland MS 1951 1997 139661 25.1 Yes 6
Bethesda ES 1952 1999 62,557 7.5 Yes Yes 2 Yes
Chevy Chase ES 1936 2000 70,976 3.8 Yes Yes Yes
North Chevy Chase ES 1953 1995 | 42,035 7.9 Yes 3
Rock Creek Forest ES 1950 1971 54,522 8 1492 Yes Yes 5 Yes
Rosemary Hills ES 1956 1988 70,541 6.1 Yes 5 Yes
Somerset ES 1949 2005 80,122 3.7 1422 Yes Yes
Westbrook ES 1939 1990 46,822 12.5 Yes Yes Yes
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WINSTON CHURCHILL CLUSTER

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Planning Issue: With enrollment trends changing, revised
enrollment projections indicate Winston Churchill High School
will be able to accommodate its enrollment within its program
capacity by the end of the six-year planning period. Previously,
Winston Churchill High School was one of six high schools
identified as potentially needing relief from overutilization by
the opening of a new high school in the central part of the
county. Enrollment trends at Winston Churchill High School
will continue to be monitored closely. If enrollment projections
change, Winston Churchill High School may need to be in-
cluded in the formation of a New Central Area High School.

Planning Issue: Funding for previously adopted plans to
build a replacement school for Seven Locks Elementary School
on the Kendale Road site, and to provide additional capacity
to relieve Potomac Elementary School’s overutlization through
boundary changes, were denied by the County Council as part
of the adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP. In lieu of the replacement
facility for Seven Locks Elementary School, the Board of Educa-
tion submitted and the County Council adopted a new plan
to relieve Potomac Elementary School by adding additional
capacity to the upcoming modernization of Bells Mill Elemen-
tary School. The originally scheduled completion date for the
Bells Mill Elementary School modernization was August 2010.
However, since the modernization will now provide relief for
Potomac Elementary School, the completion date was acceler-
ated to August 2009. Because the change in facility plans results
in a two-year delay in addressing overutilization at Potomac
Elementary School, a feasibility study will be completed in
summer 2000 to identify potential core or other capital main-
tenance needs for the school. The planned restroom renovation
project scheduled for FY 2009 will be moved up by one year,
from summer 2008 to the summer 2007.

Under the new adopted plan, the modernization of Seven
Locks Elementary School moves back to its originally scheduled
completion date of January 2012. The modern-

constructed or modernized before 1985 and did not have
planning or construction funds approved in the Amended FY
2005-2010 CIP. Schools that will receive an addition project
will have the improvements completed at the same time. Please
see Appendix W for the list of schools not scheduled for an
addition or modernization project that are recommended to
receive restroom renovations.

SCHOOLS
Cabin John Middle School

Capital Project: A modernization project for this school is
scheduled for completion in August 2011. An FY 2007 appro-
priation for facility planning is approved to determine the scope
and cost of the modernization. In order for this modernization
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Herbert Hoover Middle School

Capital Project: A modernization project for this school is
scheduled for completion in August 2013. FY 2009 expen-
ditures for facility planning are programmed for a feasibility
study to determine the scope and cost of the modernization.
In order for this modernization to be completed on schedule,

county and state funding must be provided at the levels ap-
proved in this CIP.

Bells Mill Elementary School

Utilization: Bells Mill Elementary School is the most overuti-
lized school in the Churchill cluster. The school is projected to
be overutilized throughout the six-year CIP period. Relocatable
classrooms will be used until additional capacity is constructed
as part of the modernization project.

Capital Project: A modernization project was previously
scheduled for this school with a completion date of August
2010. Due to County Council adopted changes in plans for

ization will be completed at the currentlocation,
with a four to eight classroom addition included

in the plans.
1409

Winston Churchill Cluster
School Utilizations with Approved CIP

Planning Issue: Potomac Elementary School 1200

currently houses a Chinese Immersion Program.

This program primarily serves students from ~100% -1
the Potomac Elementary School service area. In EN:;%E%--
order to serve a greater number of students in

the county, a second location was created at Col- 60% 1

lege Gardens Elementary School in the Richard
Montgomery cluster. This new program began
in August 2005 with Grades K-1 and will serve 20% [
students from the entire county. The program

40% |

0Y

at Potomac Elementary School will continue to e

serve the Potomac Elementary school service
area.

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are
planned for schools in this cluster that were

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2015 2020
PROJECTED

| @ Elementary Schools - Middle Schools - High School

Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enroliment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.
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WINSTON CHURCHILL CLUSTER

elementary school space in the Winston Churchill cluster, the
modernization completion date was accelerated to August
2009 to provide additional capacity to address space deficits
at Potomac Elementary School. An FY 2007 appropriation is
approved for planning to begin the architectural design of the
modernization. In order for this modernization to be completed
on schedule, county and state funding must be provided at the
levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
planning for a gymnasium. The scheduled completion date for
this gymnasium is August 2009. In order for this gymnasium to
be completed on schedule, county funding must be provided
at the levels approved in this CIP.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study will be conducted in
Spring 2008 to review options for reassigning students between
Bells Mill, Potomac, and Seven Locks elementary schools.

Beverly Farms Elementary School

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of August 2013. FY 2009
expenditures for facility planning are programmed for a feasibil-
ity study to determine the scope and cost of the modernization.
In order for this modernization to be completed on schedule,
county and state funding must be provided at the levels ap-
proved in this CIP.

Potomac Elementary School

Utilization: Enrollment at Potomac Elementary School cur-
rently exceeds capacity and is projected to exceed capacity
throughout the six-year CIP period. Capacity will be added at
Bells Mill Elementary School when it is modernized in August
2009, and at Seven Locks Elementary School in January 2012,
to accommodate student reassignments from Potomac Elemen-
tary School. Relocatable classrooms will be utilized until the
modernization of Bells Mill Elementary School is completed.

Capital Project: Due to the delay in providing relief to Po-
tomac Elementary School, a number of short-term plans were
adopted by the County Council. A feasibility study will be
conducted during in summer 2006 to identify potential core or
other capital maintenance needs and the restroom renovation
project that was originally scheduled for summer 2008 was
accelerated to summer 2007.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study will be conducted in
Spring 2008 to review options for reassigning students between
Bells Mill, Potomac, and Seven Locks elementary schools.

Seven Locks Elementary School

Planning Issue: Funding for previously adopted plans to
build a replacement school for Seven Locks Elementary School
on the Kendale Road site to provide additional capacity to re-
lieve Potomac Elementary School was denied by the County
Council as part of the adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP. As a result
the Seven Locks Elementary School modernization has been

moved back to its original schedule, for completion in January
2012. This modernization will include a four to eight classroom
addition and will be constructed at the current Seven Locks
Elementary School site.

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of January 2012. An FY
2007 appropriation is approved for feasibility planning to
determine the scope and cost of the proposed modernization.
FY 2008 expenditures for planning are programmed in the FY
2007-2012 CIP for planning to begin the architectural design
of the modernization. In order for this modernization to be
completed on schedule, county and state funding must be
provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: FY 2008 expenditures are programmed in
the FY 2007-2012 CIP for planning to begin the architectural
design for a gymnasium that will be constructed as part of the
modernization project. The scheduled completion date for this
gymnasium is January 2012. In order for this gymnasium to
be completed on schedule, county funding must be provided
at the levels approved in this CIP.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study will be conducted in
Spring 2008 to review options for reassigning students between
Bells Mill, Potomac, and Seven Locks elementary schools.

Wayside Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate that enrollment at Wayside
Elementary School will exceed capacity throughout the six-year
CIP period. Relocatable classrooms will continue to be utilized
until additional capacity is available.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
planning funds to begin the architectural design for a classroom
addition to be completed in August 2008. In order for this ad-
dition to be completed on schedule, county and state funding
must be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: A modernization projectis scheduled for this
school with a completion date of August2016. FY 2011 expen-
ditures are programmed for facility planning to determine the
scope and cost for the modernization. In order for this project
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must

be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.
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WINSTON CHURCHILL CLUSTER

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of

School Project Project Status Completion
Cabin John MS  Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2011
Hoover MS Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2013
Bells Mill ES Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2009

Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2009
Beverly Farms ES Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2013
Seven Locks ES  Modernization ~ Approved Jan. 2012

Gymnasium Approved Jan. 2012
Wayside ES Addition Approved Aug. 2008

Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2016
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WINSTON CHURCHILL CLUSTER

Projected Enroliment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Winston Churchill HS Program Capacity 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008 2008
Enrollment 2146 2154 2105 2099 2045 1967 1909 1900 1950
Available Space (138) (146) (97) (91) (37) 41 99 108 58
Comments
[Cabin Johnn MS | |Program Capacity 894 885 885 885 885 885 885 885 885
Enrollment 994 946 904 875 893 844 833 850 900
Available Space (100) (61) (19) 10 (8) 41 52 35 (15)
Comments Facility PIng @ Tilden Facility |Mod. Complete
For Mod. Aug. 2011
+1 LAD
Herbert Hoover MS Program Capacity 972 972 972 972 972 972 972 972 972
Enroliment 1085 1010 971 916 890 868 882 900 950
Available Space (113) (38) 1 56 82 104 90 72 22
Comments Facility @ Tilden
Planning
| for Mod.
ells Mi [ [Program Capacity 311 311 311 31 609 609 609
Enrollment 464 464 453 457 457 471 474
Available Space (153) (153) (142) (146) 152 138 135
Comments Planning @ Grosvenor Mod. Complete
For Mod. | Jan. 08 Aug. 2009
+ Gym
Beverly Farms ES Program Capacity 587 542 542 542 542 542 542
Enroliment 563 550 580 586 598 601 605
Available Space 24 (8) (38) (44) (56) (59) (63)
Comments + FDK Facility @ Radnor
Planning Jan. 2012
For Mod.
Potomac ES Program Capacity 456 411 411 411 411 411 411
Enrollment 527 500 497 514 521 529 545
Available Space (71) (89) (86) (103) (110) (118) (134)
Comments + FDK
Seven Locks ES Program Capacity 274 252 252 252 252 252 410
Enrollment 251 247 244 247 243 249 260
Available Space 23 5 8 5 9 3 150
Comments + FDK @ Radnor|Mod. Complete
Fac. PIng. Aug. 10 | Jan. 2012
For Mod. + Gym
Wayside ES Program Capacity 491 491 491 675 675 675 675
Enrollment 628 604 583 594 588 602 602
Available Space (137) (113) (92) 81 87 73 73
Comments +FDK | Planning +8 Rooms Facility
+1 SCB | For Add. Planning
For Mod.
[Cluster Information HS Utilization 107% | 107% | 105% | 105% | 102% | 98% | 95% 95% 97% |
HS Enrollment 2146 2154 2105 2099 2045 1967 1909 1900 1950
MS Utilization 111% 105% 101% 96% 96% 92% 92% 94% 100%
MS Enroliment 2079 1956 1875 1791 1783 1712 1715 1750 1850
ES Utilization 115% 118% 117% 109% 97% 99% 94% 94% 94%
ES Enroliment 2433 2365 2357 2398 2407 2452 2486 2500 2500
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WINSTON CHURCHILL CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Winston Churchill HS 2146 6.6% 0.1% 20.8% 5.8% 66.7% 3.1% 0.2% 3.9%
Cabin John MS 994 8.7% 0.2% 29.0% 4.7% 57.4% 9.3% 2.2% 5.8%
Herbert Hoover MS 1085 6.3% 0.2% 25.2% 4.6% 63.8% 7.3% 2.0% 4.7%
Bells Mill ES 464 11.4% 0.9% 18.5% 7.3% 61.9% 15.5% 9.1% 9.0%
Beverly Farms ES 563 6.9% 0.0% 22.2% 7.8% 63.1% 8.7% 6.7% 7.6%
Potomac ES 527 5.5% 0.4% 23.1% 3.2% 67.7% 6.1% 3.6% 6.3%
Seven Locks ES 251 3.6% 0.8% 16.3% 5.2% 74.1% 6.4% 6.4% 7.6%
Wayside ES 628 6.5% 0.6% 30.9% 2.1% 59.9% 5.4% 5.1% 4.5%
Elementary Cluster Total 2433 7.0% 0.5% 23.3% 5.0% 64.2% 8.3% 6.0% 7.0%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
**Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enroliment.
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Winston Churchill HS 9-12 | 2008| 94 85 4 114
Cabin John MS 6-8 894 | 45 36 1 2 3|2 1
Herbert Hoover MS 6-8 972 | 47 39 1 3 3
Bells Mill ES pre-K-5| 311 | 20 | 4 9 1 3 3
Beverly Farms ES K-5 587 | 29 | 4 20 2 3
Potomac ES K-5 456 | 22 | 4 16 2
Seven Locks ES K-5 274 | 15 | 4 10 1
Wayside ES K-5 491 | 27 | 4 17 4 2
Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006
Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. |Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent| Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.
Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Winston Churchill HS 1964 2001 | 322,078 | 30.3
Cabin John MS 1967 120,788 | 18.2 1422 4
Herbert Hoover MS 1966 135342 | 191 1427 6
Bells Mill ES 1968 37,871 9.6 1319 Yes 8
Beverly Farms ES 1965 58,397 5 Yes 1427 Yes Yes
Potomac ES 1949 1976 57,713 9.6 1550 Yes Yes 8 Yes
Seven Locks ES 1964 29,190 10 1344 Yes 1
Wayside ES 1969 57,749 9.3 1502 Yes 4 Yes
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CLARKSBURG CLUSTER

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Planning Issue: The Clarksburg Master Plan provides for
the development of a community of up to 15,000 housing
units. A large number of housing units are now in develop-
ment. A new cluster of schools is formed in 2006-2007 with
the opening of Clarksburg High School. A new elementary
school is needed during the six-year CIP planning period. Staff
will continue to monitor the growth in this area to determine
future facility needs.

SCHOOLS

Clarksburg High School

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved in
the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for construction of the new
Clarksburg High School. Construction to convert the former
Rocky Hill Middle School facility into the new Clarksburg High
School is underway. The opening of this school is scheduled
for August 2006.

Non-Capital Action: As part of the boundary study process
for Clarksburg High School, a boundary advisory committee
was convened during spring 2005 to evaluate boundary options
for Clarksburg High School. The committee was composed of
representatives from all of the elementary, middle, and high
schools in the Damascus, Seneca Valley, and Watkins Mill
clusters. The boundary advisory committee also evaluated
middle school boundary options that addressed articulation
patterns for Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. and Neelsville middle
schools. The Board of Education took action on the boundaries
for the new school on November 17, 2005. The boundaries
will become effective for Grades 9-11 when the school opens
in August 2006.

Watkins Mill Middle School #2

(Replacement for Neelsville MS)
Capital Project: With the opening of Clarksburg High
School, Neelsville Middle School will be shared between
Clarksburg and Watkins Mill clusters. The

Cedar Grove Elementary School

Utilization: Enrollment at Cedar Grove Elementary School
currently exceeds capacity. Enrollmentat the school is projected
to grow throughout the six-year planning period. Relocatable
classrooms will continue to be utilized until Clarksburg El-
ementary School #8 opens in September 2009.

Clarksburg Elementary School

Utilization: Enrollment growth at Clarksburg Elementary
School reflects the first phases of the Clarksburg master plan
development. Additional capacity is needed to accommodate
the growing enrollment in this area. Little Bennett Elementary
School will accommodate some of the growth from the Clarks-
burg development. However, Clarksburg Elementary School
#8 is needed to provide additional space to relieve Clarksburg
Elementary School.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted
in winter 2004 to establish the boundaries for Little Bennett
Elementary School. The Board of Education took action in
March 2005. The new boundaries will go into effectin August
2006 when the new school opens.

Clarksburg Elementary School #8
Utilization: Projections indicate that enrollment at the el-
ementary school level will continue to increase dramatically
throughout the six-year period requiring another elementary
school in the Clarksburg area.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation for planning is
approved to begin the architectural design for the new school.
This school will be a repeat design of Little Bennett Elementary
School. The school is scheduled to open in August 2009. In
order for this school to be completed on schedule, county
and state funding must be provided at the levels approved in

this CIP.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation for planning is
approved to begin the architectural design for the gymnasium.

Neelsville Middle School facility is now within
the boundary of the Clarksburg Cluster. Long-
term projections for middle schools in the
Clarksburg Cluster indicate that additional
middle school capacity will be needed. When a
new facility is built to replace Neelsville Middle
School, the current Neelsville facility will com-
pletely serve students from the Clarksburg
Cluster. An FY 2007 appropriation is approved
for facility planning for a feasibility study to
determine the feasibility, scope, and cost for
a replacement facility for Neelsville Middle
School in the Watkins Mill Cluster.

School.

Clarksburg Cluster Articulation®

Clarksburg High School
I

I ]

Neelsville MS | | Rocky Hill MS |

Capt. James Daly ES

* “Cluster” is defined as the collection of elementary schools that articulate to the
same high school.

* South Lake Elementary School and a portion of Stedwick Elementary School also
articulate to Neelsville Middle School but thereafter to Watkins Mill High School.

* Rockwell Elementary School also articulates to Rocky Hill Middle School, but
thereafter to Damascus High School.

** A portion of Cedar Grove Elementary School also articulates to Damascus High

[
Cedar Grove ES**
Clarksburg ES
Little Bennett ES

I
Fox Chapel ES
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CLARKSBURG CLUSTER

The scheduled completion date for this gymnasium is August
2009. In order for this gymnasium to be completed on sched-
ule, county funding must be provided at the levels approved
in this CIP.

Fox Chapel Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Fox Chapel
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be con-
sidered in a future CIP.

Little Bennett Elementary School
Capital Project: Construction for the new school is under-
way and is scheduled to be completed in August 2006.

Capital Project: Construction for the gymnasium is under-
way and is scheduled to be completed in August 2006.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted
in winter 2004 to establish the boundaries for Little Bennett
Elementary School. The Board of Education took action in
March 2005. The new boundaries will go into effectin August
2006 when the new school opens.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Watkins Mill Replacement  Proposed TBD
MS #2
Clarksburg ES #8 New school Approved Aug. 2009
Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2009
Fox Chapel ES  Classroom Proposed TBD
addition
Little Bennett ES New school Approved Aug. 2006
Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2006
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CLARKSBURG CLUSTER

Projected Enroliment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non-CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Clarksburg HS Program Capacity 0 1616 1616 1616 1616 1616 1616 1616 1616
Enroliment 0 968 1274 1294 1314 1334 1354 1600 1800
Available Space 0 648 342 322 302 282 262 16 (184)
Comments Opens
Neelsville MS Program Capacity 918 918 918 918 918 918 918 918 918
Enrollment 727 809 883 928 913 910 907 900 950
Available Space 191 109 35 (10) 5 8 11 18 (32)
Comments Boundary
Change
Rocky Hill MS Program Capacity 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012
Enroliment 878 920 952 1013 1075 1146 1231 1400 1600
Available Space 134 92 60 0 (62) (134) (218) (388) (588)
Comments Facility
Planning
| (see text)
edar Grove [~ [Program Capacity 499 453 453 453 453 453 453
Enroliment 540 529 566 584 613 636 669
Available Space (41) (76) (113) (131) (160) (183) (216)
Comments +FDK
Clarksburg ES Program Capacity 401 335 335 335 335 335 335
Enroliment 663 403 312 359 400 437 472
Available Space (262) (68) 23 (24) (65) (102) (137)
Comments +FDK
Boundary
Change
Clarksburg ES #8 Program Capacity 0 0 0 0 737 737 737
Enroliment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Available Space 0 0 0 0 737 737 737
Comments Planning Opens +1 PEP
For New +Gym
School +2 PEP
Daly ES Program Capacity 496 496 496 496 496 496 496
Enroliment 519 520 542 548 561 561 575
Available Space (23) (24) (46) (52) (65) (65) (79)
Comments
Fox Chapel ES Program Capacity 404 415 415 415 415 415 415
Enrollment 563 564 577 599 609 627 629
Available Space (159) (149) (162) (184) (194) (212) (214)
Comments -1 LANG
Fac. Ping.
For Add.
Little Bennett ES Program Capacity 0 676 676 676 676 676 676
Enrollment 0 455 671 826 959 1072 1172
Available Space 0 221 5 (150) (283) (396) (496)
Comments Opens, +Gym
+FDK
+1 LAD
[Cluster Information HS Utilization 0% 60% 79% | 80% 81% 83% | 84% | 99% | 111% |
HS Enrollment 0 968 1274 1294 1314 1334 1354 1600 1800
MS Utilization 83% 90% 95% 101% 103% 107% 111% 119% 132%
MS Enroliment 1605 1729 1835 1941 1988 2056 2138 2300 2550
ES Utilization 127% 104% 112% 123% 101% 107% 113% 101% 109%
ES Enroliment 2285 2471 2668 2916 3142 3333 3517 3139 3396
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CLARKSBURG CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005—-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Clarksburg HS n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Neelsville MS 727 32.6% 0.4% 15.4% 27.5% 24.1% 42.8% 11.3% 19.6%
Rocky Hill MS 878 15.4% 0.2% 11.0% 10.8% 62.5% 15.8% 0.7% 10.9%
Cedar Grove ES 540 18.3% 0.0% 25.7% 8.3% 47.6% 15.0% 6.1% 17.4%
Clarksburg ES 663 14.3% 0.2% 24.1% 10.9% 50.5% 14.6% 6.5% 17.2%
Captain James Daly ES 519 38.2% 0.4% 10.4% 30.8% 20.2% 48.2% 20.8% 17.1%
Fox Chapel ES 563 26.8% 0.4% 20.1% 29.5% 23.3% 37.8% 18.8% 21.2%
Little Bennett ES n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Elementary Cluster Total 2285 23.7% 0.2% 20.4% 19.4% 36.2% 28.0% 12.7% 18.2%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%
Clarksburg High and Little Bennett Elementary will be opening in 2006.
*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
***Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004—2005 school year compared to total enrollment.
SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS
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Neelsville MS 6-8 918 | 42 39 1 2
Rocky Hill MS 6-8 [1012]| 47 43 2 2
Cedar Grove ES K-5 499 | 24 | 3 17 2 2
Clarksburg ES K-5 401 | 19 | 3 10 3 3
Captain James Daly ES pre-K-5| 496 | 32 | 5 6|12 1 5 3
Fox Chapel ES pre-K-5| 404 | 26 | 4 5|8 1 5 2 1
Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006
Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.
Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Clarksburg HS 2006 309,216 | 62.73
Neelsville MS 1981 124,337 | 29.2 TBD
Rocky Hill MS 2004 148,065 232
Cedar Grove ES 1960 1987 | 57,037 10.1 Yes 6 Yes
Clarksburg ES 1952 1993 54,037 10 Yes 10 Yes
Captain James Daly ES 1989 78,210 10 Yes Yes 7 Yes
Fox Chapel ES 1974 56,518 10.3 Yes TBD Yes Yes 9 Yes Yes
Little Bennett ES 2006 82,511 Yes
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DAMASCUS CLUSTER

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

SCHOOLS

Clarksburg High School

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved
in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for construction of the
new Clarksburg High School. Construction to convert the
former Rocky Hill Middle School facility into

Lois P. Rockwell Elementary School

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation for construction
funds was approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for
a gymnasium. The gymnasium will be completed during the
2005-2006 school year.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Clarksburg HS ~ Conversion of ~ Approved Aug. 2006
Rocky Hill facility
Rockwell ES Gymnasium Approved SY 2005-2006

the new Clarksburg High School is underway.
The opening of this school is scheduled for
August 2006.

Non-Capital Action: As part of the bound-
ary study process for Clarksburg High School,
a boundary advisory committee was convened
during spring 2005 to evaluate boundary options
for Clarksburg High School. The committee
was composed of representatives from all of
the elementary, middle, and high schools in
the Damascus, Seneca Valley, and Watkins Mill
clusters. The boundary advisory committee also

addressed articulation patterns for Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr. and Neelsville middle schools.
The Board of Education took action on the
boundaries for the new school on November
17, 2005. The boundaries will become effec-

School.

Damascus Cluster Articulation*

Damascus High School

I
I ]

| John T. Baker MS |

| Rocky Hill MS |

Laytonsville ES***

* "Cluster” is defined as the collection of elementary schools that articulate to the
same high school.

evaluated middle school boundary options that * Clarksburg Elementary School and Little Bennett Elementary School also
articulate to Rocky Hill Middle School but thereafter to Clarksburg High School.

** A portion of Cedar Grove Elementary School also articulates to Clarksburg High

***Most of Laytonsville Elementary School articulates to Gaithersburg Middle School
and Gaithersburg High School.

[
Cedar Grove ES**
Lois P. Rockwell ES

I
Clearspring ES
Damascus ES

Woodfield ES

tive for Grades 9-11 when the school opens in
August 2006.

Damascus Cluster
School Utilizations with Approved CIP

Damascus High School 1607
Utilization: Enrollment at Damascus High 1400

School currently exceeds capacity. The new
120v

Clarksburg High School will provide relief for

overutilization at Damascus, Seneca Valley and 100%
. . . DESIRED
Watkins Mill high schools. E‘Q‘&»ﬁ,--

60%

Cedar Grove Elementary School
Utilization: Enrollment at Cedar Grove El- a0%H
ementary School currently exceeds capacity.
Enrollment at the school is projected to grow

20% 4

throughout the six-year planning period. Relo- O 0
catable classrooms will continue to be utilized ACTUAL

until Clarksburg Elementary School #38 opens
in August 2009.

-
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2015 2020

Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enrollment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.

OO

PROJECTED

@ Elementary Schools - Middle Schools - High School
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DAMASCUS CLUSTER

Projected Enroliment and Space Availability

Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06—-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Damascus HS Program Capacity 1589 1625 1625 1625 1625 1625 1625 1625 1625
Enroliment 1985 1558 1374 1390 1419 1404 1480 1500 1550
Available Space (396) 67 251 235 206 221 145 125 75
Comments Boundary
Change
-1 LAD, -2 ED
John T Baker MS Program Capacity 739 739 739 739 739 739 739 739 739
Enrollment 730 708 681 681 686 681 679 700 750
Available Space 9 31 58 58 52 58 60 39 (11)
Comments +6 rooms
Rocky Hill MS Program Capacity 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012
Enroliment 878 920 952 1013 1075 1146 1231 1400 1600
Available Space 134 92 60 0 (62) (134) (218) (388) (588)
Comments Facility
Planning
| (see text)
edar Grove [ | Program Capacity 499 453 453 453 453 453 453
Enroliment 540 529 566 584 613 636 669
Available Space (41) (76) (113) (131) (160) (183) (216)
Comments +FDK
Clearspring ES Program Capacity 622 622 632 632 632 632 632
Enroliment 630 629 644 624 633 643 636
Available Space (8) (7) (12) 8 (1) (11) (4)
Comments +1 LAD -1 LAD
Damascus ES Program Capacity 337 337 337 337 337 337 337
Enrollment 335 296 292 287 289 293 295
Available Space 2 41 45 50 48 44 42
Comments +FDK
Lois P. Rockwell ES Program Capacity 534 539 539 534 539 539 539
Enroliment 455 440 432 423 417 426 428
Available Space 79 99 107 111 122 113 111
Comments +1 PEP +Gym +1 PEP | -1PEP
+FDK -1 PEP
Woodfield ES Program Capacity 502 457 457 457 457 457 457
Enrollment 429 415 405 403 398 396 395
Available Space 73 42 52 54 59 61 62
Comments +FDK
[Cluster Information HS Utilization 125% | 96% | ©5% | 86% | 8/% | 86% 91% 92% | 95% |
HS Enrollment 1985 1558 1374 1390 1419 1404 1480 1500 1550
MS Utilization 92% 93% 93% 97% 101% 104% 109% 120% 134%
MS Enroliment 1608 1628 1633 1694 1761 1827 1910 2100 2350
ES Utilization 96% 96% 97% 96% 97% 99% 100% 133% 151%
ES Enroliment 2389 2309 2339 2321 2350 2394 2423 3214 3643

4-26 » Adopted Actions and Planning Issues



DAMASCUS CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Damascus HS 1985 9.6% 0.4% 7.5% 8.2% 74.4% 7.9% 0.2% 9.8%
John T Baker MS 730 9.5% 0.3% 4.9% 9.7% 75.6% 15.2% 0.1% 6.6%
Rocky Hill MS 878 15.4% 0.2% 11.0% 10.8% 62.5% 15.8% 0.7% 10.9%
Cedar Grove ES 540 18.3% 0.0% 25.7% 8.3% 47.6% 15.0% 6.1% 17.4%
Clearspring ES 630 17.3% 0.5% 9.0% 8.9% 64.3% 24.4% 4.1% 11.1%
Damascus ES 335 5.4% 0.0% 1.2% 11.0% 82.4% 20.1% 6.0% 6.0%
Lois P. Rockwell ES 455 10.5% 0.0% 6.8% 11.9% 70.8% 20.9% 9.5% 21.1%
Woodfield ES 429 6.5% 0.5% 4.2% 5.8% 83.0% 12.1% 1.2% 5.5%
Elementary Cluster Total 2389 12.1% 0.2% 10.4% 9.1% 67.6% 18.8% 5.3% 12.7%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
**Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enrollment.
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Damascus HS 9-12 | 1589| 75 67 3 21 2
John T Baker MS 6-8 739 | 36 30 3 21
Rocky Hill MS 6-8 1012 47 43 2 2
Cedar Grove ES K-5 499 | 24 | 3 17 2 2
Clearspring ES pre-K-5| 622 | 33 | 3 21 1 3 114
Damascus ES K-5 337 | 21 | 4 11 3 3
Lois P. Rockwell ES Pre-K-5| 534 | 28 | 4 18 3 3
Woodfield ES K-5 502 | 23 | 3 18 2
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DAMASCUS CLUSTER

Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent| Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened| Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Damascus HS 1950 1978 | 235,986 | 32.7 1496 13
John T Baker MS 1971 2005 | 120,532 22 Yes TBD Yes 3
Rocky Hill MS 2004 148065 23.2
Cedar Grove ES 1960 1987 57,037 101 Yes 6 Yes
Clearspring ES 1988 77,535 10 Yes Yes Yes
Damascus ES 1934 1980 53,239 9.4 TBD Yes Yes
Lois P. Rockwell ES 1992 70,412 10.6 Yes
Woodfield ES 1962 1985 | 53,212 10 Yes Yes
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DOWNCOUNTY CONSORTIUM

CONSORTIUM PLANNING ISSUES

The Downcounty Consortium provides an innovative program
delivery model for the five high schools in the Silver Spring
and Wheaton area. Students living in this area of the county
are able to choose which of five high schools they wish to
attend based on different academy programs offered at the
high schools. The Downcounty Consortium’s choice program
includes Montgomery Blair, Albert Einstein, John F. Kennedy,
Northwood, and Wheaton high schools. Choice patterns will
continue to be monitored for their impact on projected enroll-
ment and facility utilization.

A high school base area map and middle school articulation dia-
gram are included for the five consortium high schools. Students
residing in a base area are guaranteed they may attend the high
school served by that base area, if it is their first choice.

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

Non-Capital Action: MCPS received a federal Magnet
Schools Assistance Program (MSAP) grant to create the
Middle Schools Magnet Consortium (MSMC) that includes
three middle schools—Argyle, A. Mario Loiederman, and
Parkland middle schools. The grant funds will transform these
schools—currently the lowest performing middle schools in the
district-into whole school magnets that will offer outstanding
programs that draw a representative cross section of students
and reduce the concentration of students at the greatest risk
of academic failure.

The MSMC consortium magnet programs began in the
2005-2006 school year. In the 2005-2006

the 2000-2001 school year in schools with the largest number
of students affected by poverty and language deficiency. All
of the elementary schools in the Downcounty Consortium
receive staffing to reduce class sizes in Grades K-2. Relocat-
able classrooms are being used to accommodate these initia-
tives where necessary. At schools with construction projects,
classroom additions are being designed to accommodate the
additional staffing.

Special and Alternative Programs: Students who reside
in the Downcounty Consortium, who previously would have
attended a Learning and Academic Disabilities or Language
program, are now served in an elementary “Home School
Model” program. These students receive instruction in the
general education curriculum in classrooms with non-special
education students and receive differentiated instruction to
accommodate their specific learning needs. Some of the stu-
dents may receive instruction in the Fundamental Life Skills
curriculum, as appropriate. Related services are integrated into
regular classroom settings and other school environments.

SCHOOLS
Montgomery Blair High School

Utilization: Capacity to accommodate overutilization at
Montgomery Blair High School became available at North-
wood High School beginning in August 2004. Each year addi-
tional capacity will be made available as grade levels are phased
in at Northwood High School. Enrollment projections show
Montgomery Blair High School within capacity beginning in
the 2008-2009 school year.

Albert Einstein High School

Utilization: Capacity to accommodate over enrollment at
Albert Einstein High School became available at Northwood
High School beginning in August 2004. Each year additional

school year, sixth grade students chose
which middle school they wished to attend,

while students in the seventh and eighth 1400

Downcounty Consortium
School Utilizations with Approved CIP

grades were assigned to their middle school

based on temporary boundaries adopted by 12091 7]
the Board of Education in March 2005. The

100%
magnet programs are open to all middle |EESIRED
school students in the county. In addition, el 5 MR
students residing in the Bethesda-Chevy

Chase, Walter Johnson, and Rockville clus-
ters are provided transportation to MSMC 40% |
schools if they choose to attend. Students
living in other areas of the county are per-
mitted to attend these schools, but must 09
provide their own transportation.

60% -

20% -

2005
ACTUAL

Planning Issue: A program initiative to
provide full-day kindergarten and reduced
class sizes in Grades K-2 was introduced in

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2015 2020
PROJECTED

| Elementary Schools

- Middle School

- High School

Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enrollment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.
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DOWNCOUNTY CONSORTIUM

capacity will be made available as grade levels are phased in
at Northwood High School.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
additional construction funds for signature improvements at
the school. The signature improvements are scheduled for
completion in August 2007. In order for these improvements
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted to
evaluate boundary options for the reopening of Downcounty
Consortium Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in
spring 2006 with Board of Education action scheduled for
November 2006. The scope of the boundary study included
Glen Haven, Highland, and Kemp Mill elementary schools,
E. Brooke Lee, Newport Mill, and Sligo middle schools, and
Albert Einstein and Northwood high schools.

Northwood High School

Capital Project: Northwood High School reopened in August
2004 with Grade 9. This school year the school serves Grades
9-10. An FY 2007 appropriation is approved to complete all
the facility improvements that were programmed in the FY
2005-2010 CIE, as well as the upgrades needed for the audito-
rium including new sound and lighting systems and new seats.
Construction for the new administrative and support spaces,
the new Instructional Media Center, improvements to the upper
level science laboratories, and improvements to the technology
education laboratory have been completed. The following im-
provements are underway: a new greenhouse; an expanded and
renovated cafeteria for a 2000 student master-planned capacity;
central air conditioning for the entire facility; improvements
to the lower level science laboratories; and new furniture and
equipment. The FY 2007 appropriation will be used to complete
the following work: new ceiling tiles and lighting throughout

the entire facility; painting the entire facility; bathroom im-
provements including new partitions and replacement of worn
fixtures; window replacements throughout the facility; updated
telecommunications wiring; new door hardware throughout the
building; and painting existing lockers.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted to
evaluate boundary options for the reopening of Downcounty
Consortium Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in
spring 2006 with Board of Education action scheduled for
November 2006. The scope of the boundary study included
Glen Haven, Highland, and Kemp Mill elementary schools,
E. Brooke Lee, Newport Mill, and Sligo middle schools, and
Albert Einstein and Northwood high schools.

Wheaton High School

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of August 2014. FY 2010
expenditures are programmed for facility planning to determine
the scope and cost of the modernization. In order for this project
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

E. Brooke Lee Middle School

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted to
evaluate boundary options for the reopening of Downcounty
Consortium Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in
spring 2006 with Board of Education action scheduled for
November 2006. The scope of the boundary study included
Glen Haven, Highland, and Kemp Mill elementary schools,
E. Brooke Lee, Newport Mill, and Sligo middle schools, and
Albert Einstein and Northwood high schools.

Newport Mill Middle School
Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted to
evaluate boundary options for the reopening of Downcounty

Elementar

Downcounty Consortium Articulation

schools articulatin
within a consortium of high schools

to middle schools

Downcounty Consortium High Schools

Montgomery Blair HS
Albert Einstein HS
John F. Kennedy HS
Northwood HS

Pine Crest ES

Wheaton HS

I I I I 1 I I I 1

Argyle MS** A. Mario Eastern MS Lee MS Newport Mill Parkland MS** Silver Spring Sligo MS Takoma Park
Loiederman MS** MS Int’l MS MS
T T I | I I T I T
MSMC MSMC Montgomery Knolls ES Glenallan ES Highland ES* MSMC Forest Knolls ES Glen Haven ES East Silver Spring ES
New Hampshire Kemp Mill ES Oakland Terrace ES* Highland View ES Highland ES* Piney Branch ES
Estates ES Rock View ES Sligo Creek ES Oakland Terrace ES* Takoma Park ES
Oak View ES Rolling Terrace ES Woodlin ES

* Denotes schools with split articulation, i.e., some students feed into one middle school, while other students feed into another middle school.

**Students living in the following elementary school service areas will be given the choice of one of these three middle schools in the Middle School Magnet Consortium (MSMC)—Bel Pre, Brookhaven,

Georgian Forest, Harmony Hills, Sargent Shriver, Strathmore, Viers Mill, Weller Road, and Wheaton Woods elementary schools.
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Consortium Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in
spring 2006 with Board of Education action scheduled for
November 2006. The scope of the boundary study included
Glen Haven, Highland, and Kemp Mill elementary schools,
E. Brooke Lee, Newport Mill, and Sligo middle schools, and
Albert Einstein and Northwood high schools.

Parkland Middle School

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
the balance of construction of the modernization project that
is scheduled for completion in August 2007. In order for this
project to be completed on schedule, county and state funding
must be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Silver Spring International Middle School/

Sligo Creek Elementary School

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation for planning and
construction are approved to make facility improvements to
Silver Spring International Middle School and to provide an
additional four classrooms at Sligo Creek Elementary School
by August 2007. In order for this project to be completed on
schedule, county funding must be provided at the levels ap-
proved in this CIP.

Sligo Middle School

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted to
evaluate boundary options for the reopening of Downcounty
Consortium Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in
spring 2006 with Board of Education action scheduled for
November 2006. The scope of the boundary study included
Glen Haven, Highland, and Kemp Mill elementary schools,
E. Brooke Lee, Newport Mill, and Sligo middle schools, and
Albert Einstein and Northwood high schools.

Bel Pre Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate that enrollment at Bel Pre
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until an additional capacity can be added as
part of the modernization.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation for construction
of a gymnasium is approved. The scheduled completion date
for this gymnasium is August 2007. In order for this gymnasium
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of August 2014. FY 2010
expenditures are programmed for facility planning to determine
the scope and cost for modernization. In order for this project
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Brookhaven Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Brookhaven
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment
will be monitored annually to determine the timing for request-
ing funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds
is approved for a gymnasium. The scheduled completion date
for this gymnasium is August 2008. In order for this gymnasium
to be completed on schedule, county funding must be provided
at the levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: FY 2010 expenditures are programmed for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be con-
sidered in a future CIP.

Downcounty Consortium Elementary
School #28 (Arcola reopening)

Capital Project: A new elementary school is needed in the
Downcounty Consortium to relieve overutilization of Glen
Haven, Highland, and Kemp Mill elementary schools. The
reopening of the former Arcola Elementary School will provide
the needed capacity. An FY 2006 appropriation for planning
and construction funds was approved in the Amended FY
2005-2010 CIP to complete the architectural design and begin
the construction for the reopening of Downcounty Consortium
Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening). The completion
date is scheduled for August 2007.

Capital Project: An FY 2000 appropriation for planning and
construction of the gymnasium was approved in the Amended

FY 2005-2010 CIP. The scheduled completion date for this
gymnasium is August 2007.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted to
evaluate boundary options for the reopening of Downcounty
Consortium Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in
spring 2006 with Board of Education action scheduled for
November 2006. The scope of the boundary study included
Glen Haven, Highland, and Kemp Mill elementary schools,
E. Brooke Lee, Newport Mill, and Sligo middle schools, and
Albert Einstein and Northwood high schools.

Downcounty Consortium Elementary

School #29 (McKenney Hills)

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
to open McKenney Hills as an elementary school. This school
will relieve overutilization at Oakland Terrace and Woodlin
elementary schools. The alternative high school program that
is currently housed in the McKenney Hills facility will need to
be relocated. The facility planning will include an evaluation
of relocating the alternative high school program to another
facility, including consideration of the Mark Twain facility.
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Downcounty Consortium Elementary

School #30 (Indian Spring)

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation for facility plan-
ning was approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP to
determine the feasibility, scope, and cost for a new school.
This school would relieve overutilization at Bel Pre/Strath-
more, Georgian Forest, and Glenallan elementary schools and
would provide capacity to accommodate the redevelopment
of the Indian Spring Country Club property. A plan to secure
an elementary school site adjacent to Layhill Village Park was
unsuccessful due to environmental constraints. MCPS is now
negotiating with the developer of Indian Springs to place
an elementary school site in reservation within the planned
subdivision.

East Silver Spring Elementary School
Non-Capital Action: A roundtable discussion group was
convened in winter 2006 to explore options to relieve overuti-
lization at Sligo Creek and Takoma Park elementary schools.
Representatives from East Silver Spring, Piney Branch, Sligo
Creek, and Takoma Park elementary schools participated in
the roundtable discussion group. As a result of the work of
the group, the Board of Education adopted a plan on March
27, 2006, to reorganize East Silver Spring Elementary School
to Grades pre-K-5. The superintendent will make a recom-
mendation on the timing of the reorganization as part of the
Recommended Amendments to the FY 2007-2012 CIP in Oc-
tober 2006 following completion of the feasibility study for the
school’s addition. The plan also includes an addition to Takoma
Park Elementary School to relieve overutilization at the school
and to provide capacity to accommodate students from Sligo
Creek Elementary School. One year prior to the completion
of the East Silver Spring and Takoma Park elementary schools
addition projects, a boundary review to reassign students from
Sligo Creek Elementary School to Takoma Park/Piney Branch
elementary schools will be conducted.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for an addition to the school. A date for the addition will be
considered as part of the Recommended Amendments to the
FY 2007-2012 CIP in fall 2006.

Forest Knolls Elementary School
Capital Project: Construction of a classroom addition is
underway and will be completed by August 2000.

Georgian Forest Elementary School
Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Georgian Forest
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment
will be monitored annually to determine the timing for request-
ing funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: FY 2012 expenditures are programmed

for facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and
cost for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be
considered in a future CIP.

Glenallan Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Glenallan
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added as part
of the modernization project.

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of August 2013. FY 2009
expenditures are programmed for facility planning for a feasibil-
ity study to determine the scope and cost of the modernization.
In order for this modernization to be completed on schedule,
county and state funding must be provided at the levels ap-
proved in this CIP.

Glen Haven Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Glen Haven
Elementary School will exceed capacity throughout the six-year
CIP period. Additional capacity to relieve overutilization will
be provided with the opening of Downcounty Consortium
Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in August 2007.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted to
evaluate boundary options for the opening of Downcounty
Consortium Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in
spring 2006 with Board of Education action scheduled for
November 2006. The scope of the boundary study included
Glen Haven, Highland, and Kemp Mill elementary schools,
E. Brooke Lee, Newport Mill, and Sligo middle schools, and
Albert Einstein and Northwood high schools.

Harmony Hills Elementary School
Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Harmony Hills
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment
will be monitored annually to determine the timing for request-
ing funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: Y 2008 expenditures are programmed for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be con-
sidered in a future CIP.

Highland Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Highland El-
ementary School will exceed capacity throughout the six-year
CIP period. Additional capacity to relieve overutilization will
be provided with the opening of Downcounty Consortium
Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in August 2007.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted to
evaluate boundary options for the opening of Downcounty
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Consortium Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in
spring 2006 with Board of Education action scheduled for
November 2006. The scope of the boundary study included
Glen Haven, Highland, and Kemp Mill elementary schools,
E. Brooke Lee, Newport Mill, and Sligo middle schools, and
Albert Einstein and Northwood high schools.

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved in
the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) Capital
Budget to conduct a feasibility study for a School-based Health
Center at this school to determine the scope and cost for the
project. Funding for the planning and construction will be
considered as part of the HHS FY 2009-2014 CIP.

Highland View Elementary School
Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Highland View
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment
will be monitored annually to determine the timing for request-
ing funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: FY 2011 expenditures are programmed
for facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and
cost for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be
considered in a future CIP.

Kemp Mill Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Kemp Mill
Elementary School will exceed capacity throughout the six-year
CIP period. Additional capacity to relieve overutilization will
be provided with the opening of Downcounty Consortium
Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in August 2007.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted to
evaluate boundary options for the reopening of Downcounty
Consortium Elementary School #28 (Arcola reopening) in
spring 2006 with Board of Education action scheduled for
November 2006. The scope of the boundary study included
Glen Haven, Highland, and Kemp Mill elementary schools,
E. Brooke Lee, Newport Mill, and Sligo middle schools, and
Albert Einstein and Northwood high schools.

Montgomery Knolls Elementary School
Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Montgomery
Knolls Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least
four classrooms by the end of the six-year period. Relocatable
classrooms will be utilized until an additional capacity can be
added as part of the approved gymnasium project.

Capital Project: FY 2007 appropriations are approved for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for a classroom addition. The addition would be constructed

at the same time as the gymnasium and would be completed
by August 2009.

Capital Project: FY 2008 expenditures are programmed to
begin the architectural design of the gymnasium. The scheduled

completion date for this gymnasium is August 2009. In order for
this gymnasium to be completed on schedule, county funding
must be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

New Hampshire Estates Elementary School
Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved in
the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) Capital
Budget to conducta feasibility study for a School-based Health
Center (SBHC) at this school to determine the scope and cost
for the project. FY 2008 expenditures for planning funds are
programmed in the HHS budget to begin the architectural de-
sign for the SBHC. The SBHC is scheduled to open in August
2009.

Oakland Terrace Elementary School
Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Oakland
Terrace and Woodlin elementary schools will exceed their
combined capacities by over 400 students by the end of the six-
year period. Additional space cannot be added to the Oakland
Terrace Elementary School facility. Adding capacity at Woodlin
Elementary School to accommodate the overutilization at both
of the schools would create too large an elementary school,
resulting in a capacity of 800 students. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until a facility plan can be developed to address
the overcrowding at both schools.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
to open McKenney Hills as an elementary school. McKenney
Hills is located within the Oakland Terrace Elementary School
service area. This school would relieve overutilization at Oakland
Terrace and Woodlin elementary schools. The alternative high
school program that is currently housed in the McKenney Hills
facility would need to be relocated. The facility planning will
include an evaluation of relocating the alternative high school
program to another facility, including consideration of the Mark
Twain facility.

Piney Branch Elementary School

Non-Capital Action: A roundtable discussion group was
convened in winter 2000 to explore options to relieve overuti-
lization at Sligo Creek and Takoma Park elementary schools.
Representatives from East Silver Spring, Piney Branch, Sligo
Creek, and Takoma Park elementary schools participated in
the roundtable discussion group. As a result of the work of
the group, the Board of Education adopted a plan on March
27, 2006, to reorganize East Silver Spring Elementary School
to Grades pre-K-5. The superintendent will make a recom-
mendation on the timing of the reorganization as part of the
Recommended Amendments to the FY 2007-2012 CIP in Oc-
tober 2006 following completion of the feasibility study for the
school’s addition. The plan also includes an addition to Takoma
Park Elementary School to relieve overutilization at the school
and to provide capacity to accommodate students from Sligo
Creek Elementary School. One year prior to the completion
of the East Silver Spring and Takoma Park elementary schools
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addition projects, a boundary review to reassign students from
Sligo Creek Elementary School to Takoma Park/Piney Branch
elementary schools will be conducted.

Rock View Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Rock View Ele-
mentary School will exceed capacity by atleast four classrooms
by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment will
be monitored annually to determine the timing for requesting
funding for a permanentaddition. Relocatable classrooms will
be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: FY 2012 expenditures are programmed for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be con-
sidered in a future CIP.

Rolling Terrace Elementary School
Utilization: Projections indicate enrollmentat Rolling Terrace
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment
will be monitored annually to determine the timing for request-
ing funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: FY 2010 expenditures are programmed for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be con-
sidered in a future CIP.

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved in
the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) Capital
Budget to conduct a feasibility study for a School-based Health
Center at this school to determine the scope and cost for the

project. Funding for the planning and construction will be
considered as part of the HHS FY 2009-2014 CIP.

Sargent Shriver Elementary School

Capital Project: Sargent Shriver Elementary School is needed
in the Downcounty Consortium to relieve the overutilization
of Viers Mill, Weller Road, and Wheaton Woods elementary
schools. The opening of this school (at the former Connecticut
Park Elementary School) will provide the needed capacity. An
FY 2006 appropriation for construction was approved in the
Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP to complete the construction for
the opening of Sargent Shriver Elementary School in August
2006.

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved in
the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for construction of the gym-
nasium. The scheduled completion date for this gymnasium
is August 2006.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted
in spring 2004 to establish the new boundaries for Sargent
Shriver Elementary School. The following elementary schools
participated in the boundary advisory committee: Viers Mill,
Weller Road, and Wheaton Woods elementary schools. The

Board of Education took action in November 2004. The
boundary change will take effect in August 2006 when the
school opens.

Sligo Creek Elementary School

Utilization: Even with the four-classroom addition scheduled
to open in August 2007, enrollment projections for Sligo Creek
Elementary School indicate that the school will be overutilized
by the end of the six-year CIP. Relocatable classrooms will be
used until capacity is added at East Silver Spring and Takoma
Park elementary schools.

Non-Capital Action: A roundtable discussion group was
convened in winter 20006 to explore options to relieve overuti-
lization at Sligo Creek and Takoma Park elementary schools.
Representatives from East Silver Spring, Piney Branch, Sligo
Creek, and Takoma Park elementary schools participated in
the roundtable discussion group. As a result of the work of
the group, the Board of Education adopted a plan on March
27,2006, to reorganize East Silver Spring Elementary School
to Grades pre-K-5. The superintendent will make a recom-
mendation on the timing of the reorganization as part of the
Recommended Amendments to the FY 2007-2012 CIP in Oc-
tober 2006 following completion of the feasibility study for the
school’s addition. The plan also includes an addition to Takoma
Park Elementary School to relieve overutilization at the school
and to provide capacity to accommodate students from Sligo
Creek Elementary School. One year prior to the completion
of the East Silver Spring and Takoma Park elementary schools
addition projects, a boundary review to reassign students from
Sligo Creek Elementary School to Takoma Park/Piney Branch
elementary schools will be conducted.

Strathmore Elementary School

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds
is approved for a gymnasium. The scheduled completion date
for this gymnasium is August 2008. In order for this gymnasium
to be completed on schedule, county funding must be provided
at the levels approved in this CIP.

Takoma Park Elementary School
Utilization: Enrollment projections for Sligo Creek and
Takoma Park elementary schools indicate that both of these
facilities will be overutilized by the end of the six-year CIP.
Relocatable classrooms will be used until facility plans can be
developed to address the overcrowding for these schools.

Non-Capital Action: A roundtable discussion group was
convened in winter 2006 to explore options to relieve overuti-
lization at Sligo Creek and Takoma Park elementary schools.
Representatives from East Silver Spring, Piney Branch, Sligo
Creek, and Takoma Park elementary schools participated in
the roundtable discussion group. As a result of the work of
the group, the Board of Education adopted a plan on March
27, 2006, to reorganize East Silver Spring Elementary School
to Grades pre-K-5. The superintendent will make a recom-
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mendation on the timing of the reorganization as part of the
Recommended Amendments to the FY 2007-2012 CIP in Oc-
tober 2006 following completion of the feasibility study for the
school’s addition. The plan also includes an addition to Takoma
Park Elementary School to relieve overutilization at the school
and to provide capacity to accommodate students from Sligo
Creek Elementary School. One year prior to the completion
of the East Silver Spring and Takoma Park elementary schools
addition projects, a boundary review to reassign students from
Sligo Creek Elementary School to Takoma Park/Piney Branch
elementary schools will be conducted.

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation for facility plan-
ning was approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP to
conduct a feasibility study to determine the feasibility, scope,
and cost of a classroom addition. A date for the addition will
be considered as part of the Recommended Amendments to
the FY 2007-2012 CIP.

Viers Mill Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Viers Mill Ele-
mentary School will exceed capacity by atleast four classrooms
by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment will
be monitored annually to determine the timing for requesting
funding for a permanentaddition. Relocatable classrooms will
be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: FY 2008 expenditures are programmed
for facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and
cost for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be
considered in a future CIP.

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted in
spring 2004 to evaluate boundary options for Sargent Shriver
Elementary School. The following elementary schools partici-
pated on the boundary advisory committee: Viers Mill, Weller
Road, and Wheaton Woods elementary schools. The Board
of Education took action in November 2004 to establish the
boundaries for the reopened school. The boundary changes will
take effect in August 2006 when the new school opens.

Weller Road Elementary School

Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted in
spring 2004 to evaluate boundary options for Sargent Shriver
Elementary School. The following elementary schools partici-
pated on the boundary advisory committee: Viers Mill, Weller
Road, and Wheaton Woods elementary schools. The Board
of Education took action in November 2004 to establish the
boundaries for the reopened school. The boundary change will
take effect in August 2006 when the new school opens.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation for construction
is approved to construct an eleven-classroom addition with a
scheduled completion date of August 2007. In order for the
addition to be completed on schedule, county and state funding
must be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of August 2013. FY 2009
expenditures, programmed for facility planning funds, were
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for a feasibility
study to determine the scope and cost of the modernization.
In order for this modernization to be completed on schedule,
county and state funding must be provided at the levels ap-
proved in this CIP.

Wheaton Woods Elementary School
Non-Capital Action: A boundary study was conducted in
spring 2004 to evaluate boundary options for Sargent Shriver
Elementary School. The following elementary schools partici-
pated on the boundary advisory committee: Viers Mill, Weller
Road, and Wheaton Woods elementary schools. The Board
of Education took action in November 2004 to establish the
boundaries for the reopened school. The boundary change will
take effect in August 2006 when the new school reopens.

Capital Project: A modernization projectis scheduled for this
school with a completion date of August 2016. FY 2011 expen-
ditures are programmed for facility planning to determine the
scope and cost for the modernization. In order for this project
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Woodlin Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Oakland
Terrace and Woodlin elementary schools will exceed their
combined capacities by over 400 students by the end of the six-
year period. Additional space cannot be added to the Oakland
Terrace Elementary School facility. Adding capacity at Woodlin
Elementary School to accommodate the overutilization at both
of the schools would create too large an elementary school,
resulting in a capacity of 800 students. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until a facility plan can be developed to address
the overcrowding at both schools.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
to open McKenney Hills as an elementary school. McKenney
Hills is located in the Oakland Terrace Elementary School ser-
vice area. This school would relieve overutilization at Oakland
Terrace and Woodlin elementary schools. The alternative high
school program thatis currently housed in the McKenney Hills
facility would need to be relocated to another facility. The
facility planning will include an evaluation of relocating the
alternative high school program to another facility, including
consideration of the Mark Twain facility.
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CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Einstein HS Signature Approved Aug. 2007
Program
improvements
Northwood HS  Facility Approved Aug. 2008
modifications
Wheaton HS Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2014
Parkland MS Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2007
Silver Spring  Facility Approved Aug. 2007
Int'1 MS improvements
Bel Pre ES Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2007
Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2014
Brookhaven ES  Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2008
Addition Proposed TBD
Downcounty ~ Reopen Arcola  Approved Aug. 2007
Consortium Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2007
ES #28
Downcounty  Reopen School  Proposed TBD
Consortium ES
#29 (McKenney Hills)
Downcounty ~ New School Proposed TBD
Consortium ES
#30 (Indian Spring)
East Silver Addition Proposed TBD
Spring ES
Forest Knolls ES 12-classroom Approved SY 2005-2006
addition
Georgian Addition Proposed TBD
Forest ES
Glenallan ES Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2013
Harmony Addition Proposed TBD
Hills ES
Highland Addition Proposed TBD
View ES
Montgomery ~ Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2009
Knolls ES Addition Approved Aug. 2009
Rock View ES  Addition Proposed TBD
Rolling Addition Proposed TBD
Terrace ES
Sargent Reopen Approved Aug. 2006
Shriver ES Connecticut
Park Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2006
Sligo Creek ES  4-classroom Approved Aug. 2007
addition
Strathmore ES  Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2008
Takoma Park ES  Addition Proposed TBD
Viers Mill ES Addition Proposed TBD
Weller Road ES ~ 11-classroom Approved Aug. 2007
addition
Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2013
Wheaton Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2016
Woods ES
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Projected Enroliment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—-CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Montgomery Blair HS Program Capacity 2830 2830 2830 2830 2830 2830 2830 2830 2830
Enroliment 3058 2909 2843 2717 2709 2672 2662 2700 2800
Available Space (228) (78) (12) 114 122 158 168 130 30
Comments
Albert Einstein HS Program Capacity 1430 1430 1592 1592 1592 1592 1592 1592 1592
Enrollment 1742 1656 1628 1606 1589 1603 1607 1600 1650
Available Space (312 (226) (36) (14) 3 (11) (15) (8 (58)
Comments Planning For Signature
Signature | Improvements
Improvements Complete, -2 ED
John F. Kennedy HS Program Capacity 1727 1727 1727 1727 1727 1727 1727 1727 1727
Enroliment 1472 1385 1394 1367 1381 1424 1441 1450 1500
Available Space 255 342 333 360 346 303 286 277 227
Comments
Northwood HS Program Capacity 1657 1648 1621 1621 1621 1621 1621 1621 1621
Enroliment 722 1069 1397 1402 1371 1386 1382 1400 1450
Available Space 935 579 224 219 250 235 239 221 171
Comments Phase | +2 ED Phase Il
Complete Complete
+1 LAD
Wheaton HS Program Capacity 1490 1490 1490 1490 1490 1490 1490 1490 1490
Enroliment 1438 1421 1407 1398 1397 1416 1411 1400 1450
Available Space 52 69 83 92 93 74 79 90 40
Comments Facility
Planning
For Mod.
[Argyle MS Program Capacity 842 842 842 842 842 842 842 842 842
Enrollment 648 724 846 825 822 813 806 800 850
Available Space 194 118 (4) 16 20 28 36 42 (8)
Comments MSMC
Begins
Eastern MS Program Capacity 1044 1044 1044 1044 1044 1044 1044 1044 1044
Enroliment 843 831 820 835 784 802 791 800 850
Available Space 201 213 224 209 260 242 253 244 194
Comments
Col. E. Brooke Lee MS Program Capacity 726 726 726 726 726 726 726 726 726
Enroliment 583 548 536 534 524 481 461 450 500
Available Space 143 178 190 192 202 245 265 276 226
Comments
A. Mario Loiederman MS  |Program Capacity 1008 999 999 999 999 999 999 999 999
Enroliment 791 833 937 932 929 920 913 900 950
Available Space 217 166 62 67 70 79 86 99 49
Comments +1 LAD
Newport Mill MS Program Capacity 801 801 801 801 801 801 801 801 801
Enroliment 647 609 606 608 613 588 580 600 650
Available Space 154 192 195 193 188 213 221 201 151
Comments
Parkland MS Program Capacity 1054 1054 829 829 829 829 829 829 829
Enroliment 560 655 754 792 789 780 773 800 850
Available Space 494 399 75 37 40 49 56 29 (21)
Comments @Tilden Ctr. Modern.
-2 LAD | Complete
MSMC Begins Aug. 07
Sligo MS Program Capacity 1091 1091 1091 1091 1091 1091 1091 1091 1091
Enroliment 588 593 578 613 629 613 610 600 650
Available Space 503 498 513 478 462 478 481 491 441
Comments +1 SCB
Silver Spring International NProgram Capacity 1179 1179 1089 1089 1089 1089 1089 1089 1089
Enroliment 788 777 784 753 736 718 747 750 800
Available Space 391 402 305 336 353 371 342 339 289
Comments Planning For Facility
Improvements Improvements
Complete
Takoma Park MS Program Capacity 922 922 922 922 922 922 922 922 922
Enroliment 959 898 877 842 854 879 886 900 950
Available Space (36) 24 46 80 68 44 36 22 (28)
Comments
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Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Bel Pre ES CSR|Program Capacity 381 381 381 381 381 381 381
Grades (K-2) Enroliment 488 494 497 504 506 508 509
Paired With Available Space (107) (113) (116) (123) (125) (127) (128)
Strathmore ES Comments -1 HS, +Gym Facility
+2 pre-K Planning
For Mod.
Brookhaven ES CSR|Program Capacity 278 278 278 278 278 278 278
Enroliment 392 41 407 394 392 395 392
Available Space (114) (133) (129) (116) (114) (117) (114)
Comments +1 PEP + Gym Facility
Planning
For Add.
Downcounty Consortium  |Program Capacity 0 0 533 533 533 533 533
ES #28 Enroliment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(Arcola) Available Space 0 0 533 533 533 533 533
Comments Opens
+Gym
+2 SCB
Downcounty Consortium  [Program Capacity 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ES #29 Enroliment 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0
(McKenney Hills) Available Space 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Comments Fac. PIng.
(see text)
East Silver Springs E|[CSR|Program Capacity 352 352 352 352 352 352 352
Grades (K-3) Enroliment 251 270 279 286 287 290 291
Paired With Available Space 101 82 73 66 65 62 61
Piney Branch ES Comments Facility
Planning
For Addition
Forest Knolls ES CSR|Program Capacity 429 590 590 590 590 590 590
Enroliment 513 494 494 501 510 514 517
Available Space (84) 96 96 89 80 76 73
Comments +4 Rooms| +8 Rooms
final phase;
Georgian Forest ES |CSR|Program Capacity 319 319 319 319 319 319 319
Enroliment 431 435 436 425 421 41 421
Available Space (112) (116) (117) (106) (102) (92) (102)
Comments Facility
Planning
For Add.
Glen Haven ES CSR|Program Capacity 503 503 503 503 503 503 503
Enroliment 566 559 569 566 582 590 589
Available Space (63) (56) (66) (63) (79) (87) (86)
Comments Boundary
Study
Glenallan ES CSR|Program Capacity 288 288 288 288 288 288 288
Enroliment 413 412 395 395 397 401 406
Available Space (125) (124) (107) (107) (109) (113) (118)
Comments Facility @ Fairland
Planning Jan. 2012
For Mod.
Harmony Hills ES  [CSR|Program Capacity 353 353 353 353 353 353 353
Enroliment 512 535 529 534 522 514 517
Available Space (159) (182) (176) (181) (169) (161) (164)
Comments Facility
Planning
For Add.
Highland ES CSR|Program Capacity 507 507 507 507 507 507 507
Enroliment 644 637 639 639 636 637 642
Available Space (137) (130) (132) (132) (129) (130) (135)
Comments Bound.Study
Fac. PIng.
for SBHC
Highland View ES  [CSR|Program Capacity 278 278 278 278 278 278 278
Enroliment 337 342 350 369 380 382 386
Available Space (59) (64) (72) (91) (102) (104) (108)
Comments Facility
Planning
For Add.
Kemp Mill ES CSR|Program Capacity 415 415 415 415 415 415 415
Enroliment 611 626 614 599 602 617 615
Available Space (196) (211) (199) (184) (187) (202) (200)
Comments Boundary| +HSM
Study
Montgomery Knolls CSR|Program Capacity 270 270 270 270 270 270 270
Grades (K-2) Enroliment 376 402 404 405 406 41 412
Paired With Available Space (106) (132) (134) (135) (136) (141) (142)
Pine Crest ES Comments Facility +Gym
Planning
For Add.
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Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
New Hampshire Esta| CSR [Program Capacity 464 469 469 469 469 469 469
Grades (K-2) Enroliment 409 442 437 441 439 440 436
Paired With Available Space 55 27 32 28 30 29 33
Oak View ES Comments -1 pre-K | -1 LANG
Fac. Ping.
for SBHC
Oak View ES Program Capacity 358 358 358 358 358 358 358
Grades (3-5) Enroliment 267 236 256 257 270 260 263
Paired With Available Space 91 122 102 101 88 98 95
New Hampshire ES Comments Core
Improvements
Complete
Oakland Terrace ES |CSR [Program Capacity 469 469 469 469 469 469 469
Enroliment 724 720 726 713 713 736 731
Available Space (255) (251) (257) (244) (244) (267) (262)
Comments Facility
Planning
(see text)
Pine Crest ES Program Capacity 358 358 358 358 358 358 358
Grades (3-5) Enroliment 399 365 384 375 397 394 391
Paired With Available Space (41) (7) (26) (17) (39) (36) (33
ontgomery Knolls ES Comments
Piney Branch ES Program Capacity 565 565 565 565 565 565 565
Grades (3-5) Enroliment 496 510 547 558 572 562 574
Paired With Available Space 69 55 18 7 (7) 3 9)
East Silver Spring ES Comments
Takoma Park ES
Rock View ES CSR|Program Capacity 382 382 382 382 382 382 382
Enroliment 470 467 467 472 468 47 480
Available Space (88) (85) (85) (90) (86) (89) (98)
Comments Facility
Planning
For Add.
Rolling Terrace ES [CSR|Program Capacity 637 637 637 637 637 637 637
Enroliment 691 702 705 " 732 756 755
Available Space (54) (65) (68) (74) (95) (119) (118)
Comments Fac. Ping. Facility
for SBHC Planning
For Add.
Sargent Shriver ES  |CSR [Program Capacity 0 701 701 701 701 701 701
Enroliment 0 476 643 614 596 608 615
Available Space 0 225 58 87 105 93 86
Comments Opens
+HSM
+Gym
Sligo Creek ES CSR|Program Capacity 444 444 536 536 536 536 536
Enroliment 633 637 635 642 640 648 651
Available Space (189) (193) (99) (106) (104) (112) (115)
Comments +4 Rooms
Strathmore ES Program Capacity 434 434 434 434 434 434 434
Grades (3-5) Enroliment 433 419 419 421 425 431 438
Paired With Available Space 1 15 15 13 9 3 (4)
Bel Pre ES Comments +Gym
Takoma Park ES CSR|Program Capacity 270 270 292 292 292 292 292
Grades (K-2) Enroliment 402 392 392 398 399 402 403
Paired With Available Space (132) (122) (100) (106) (107) (110) (111)
Piney Branch ES Comments Fac. Plng. -2 SCB
For Add.
Viers Mill ES CSR |Program Capacity 369 371 371 371 371 371 371
Enroliment 641 529 542 513 513 511 512
Available Space (272) (158) (171) (142) (142) (140) (141)
Comments -2LAD | +2 PEP | Facility
+HSM | Boundary | Planning
Change | For Add.
Weller Road ES CSR|Program Capacity 303 303 565 565 565 565 565
Enrollment 563 515 460 462 462 473 481
Available Space (260) (212) 105 103 103 92 84
Comments Boundary +11 Facility @ Grosvenor
Change | Rooms | Planning Jan. 2012
For Mod.
Wheaton Woods ES |CSR [Program Capacity 318 318 318 318 318 318 318
Enroliment 670 495 375 387 400 412 422
Available Space (352) (177) (57) (69) (82) (94) (104)
Comments Boundary Facility
Change Planning
For Mod.
Woodlin ES CSR|Program Capacity 386 386 386 386 386 386 386
Enroliment 470 495 516 522 516 530 527
Available Space (84) (109) (130) (136) (130) (144) (141)
Comments Facility
Planning
(see text)
[Cluster Tnformation HS Utilization 92% 92% 94% 92% 91% 92% 92% 92% 96%
HS Enroliment 8432 8440 8669 8490 8447 8501 8503 8550 8850
MS Utilization 74% 75% 81% 81% 80% 79% 79% 79% 85%
MS Enrollment 6407 6468 6738 6734 6680 6594 6567 6600 7050
ES Utilization 126% 118% 110% 110% 111% 112% 112% 113% 113%
ES Enroliment 12802 13017 13117 13103 13183 13304 13376 13500 13500
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Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005

Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Montgomery Blair HS 3058 31.2% 0.4% 15.9% 25.5% 27.0% 25.7% 9.3% 14.5%
Albert Einstein HS 1742 24.2% 0.3% 13.1% 38.5% 23.9% 32.0% 12.1% 15.6%
John F. Kennedy HS 1472 41.5% 0.1% 11.5% 31.1% 15.8% 29.9% 9.1% 19.8%
Northwood HS 722 34.2% 0.1% 4.7% 32.8% 28.1% 25.5% 6.2% 18.6%
Wheaton HS 1438 26.3% 0.2% 10.2% 50.6% 12.7% 40.4% 12.2% 21.7%
Argyle MS 648 46.5% 0.3% 13.4% 27.6% 12.2% 42.9% 7.9% 25.7%
Eastern MS 843 25.4% 0.1% 15.8% 28.9% 29.8% 42.9% 71% 13.2%
Col. E. Brooke Lee MS 583 34.1% 0.3% 10.8% 34.5% 20.2% 51.5% 11.2% 24.6%
A. Mario Loiederman MS 791 24.9% 0.3% 11.1% 45.9% 17.8% 52.3% 5.9%
Newport Mill MS 647 24.1% 0.2% 10.8% 44.2% 20.7% 42.8% 71% 16.4%
Parkland MS 560 32.0% 0.0% 13.9% 41.3% 12.9% 48.4% 12.5% 21.4%
Sligo MS 588 27.2% 0.2% 9.4% 38.6% 24.7% 44.2% 6.8% 20.4%
Silver Spring International MS 788 30.2% 0.0% 8.0% 38.7% 23.1% 47.8% 7.6% 20.8%
Takoma Park MS 959 30.7% 0.3% 17.9% 15.3% 35.8% 21.8% 6.6% 11.5%
Bel Pre ES 488 44.1% 0.4% 12.7% 30.5% 12.3% 52.7% 17.6% 30.5%
Brookhaven ES 392 40.6% 0.0% 8.7% 38.0% 12.8% 53.7% 28.5% 29.5%
East Silver Spring ES 251 56.2% 0.4% 7.6% 23.5% 12.4% 61.0% 27.1% 32.2%
Forest Knolls ES 513 21.8% 0.0% 14.2% 31.4% 32.6% 35.5% 15.2% 15.7%
Georgian Forest ES 431 37.8% 1.6% 9.0% 38.3% 13.2% 53.6% 21.1% 27.8%
Glen Haven ES 566 34.3% 0.4% 10.1% 43.5% 11.8% 48.9% 25.4% 29.2%
Glenallan ES 413 34.1% 1.0% 13.3% 36.3% 15.3% 54.5% 27.4% 34.4%
Harmony Hills ES 512 31.6% 0.0% 7.8% 52.3% 8.2% 77.1% 31.6% 26.7%
Highland ES 644 14.6% 0.2% 5.9% 73.8% 5.6% 72.5% 49.0% 16.2%
Highland View ES 337 27.9% 0.3% 5.9% 37.7% 28.2% 54.3% 24.2% 25.7%
Kemp Mill ES 611 30.6% 0.2% 11.0% 46.0% 12.3% 67.4% 35.9% 26.6%
Montgomery Knolls ES 376 35.9% 0.0% 15.2% 34.8% 14.1% 56.1% 36.4% 23.3%
New Hampshire Estates ES 409 22.7% 0.2% 11.0% 61.9% 4.2% 78.7% 59.2% 29.0%
Oak View ES 267 23.2% 0.0% 10.1% 61.4% 5.2% 76.4% 29.2% 27.5%
Oakland Terrace ES 724 20.9% 0.6% 11.6% 31.4% 35.6% 36.0% 13.1% 13.7%
Pine Crest ES 399 34.8% 0.3% 10.0% 27.3% 27.6% 49.2% 10.6% 18.1%
Piney Branch ES 496 42.3% 0.2% 5.0% 24.2% 28.2% 40.5% 13.7% 13.8%
Rock View ES 470 19.1% 0.2% 16.6% 40.6% 23.4% 41.9% 20.6% 23.5%
Rolling Terrace ES 691 20.5% 0.6% 7.2% 50.7% 21.0% 54.4% 26.6% 20.7%
Sargent Shriver ES n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Sligo Creek ES 633 31.0% 0.2% 6.5% 14.5% 47.9% 23.5% 6.6% 11.6%
Strathmore ES 433 46.2% 0.2% 13.2% 29.1% 11.3% 46.8% 8.6% 27.2%
Takoma Park ES 402 33.1% 0.0% 6.5% 18.2% 42.3% 27.1% 12.7% 13.6%
Viers Mill ES 641 25.0% 0.2% 9.2% 53.5% 12.2% 67.6% 31.4% 20.4%
Weller Road ES 563 16.9% 0.0% 10.8% 62.0% 10.3% 60.9% 38.2% 21.5%
Wheaton Woods ES 670 12.2% 0.3% 12.5% 64.0% 10.9% 64.5% 37.5% 22.7%
Woodlin ES 470 29.6% 0.4% 11.5% 15.1% 43.4% 26.6% 14.3% 22.4%
Elementary Cluster Total 12802 28.8% 0.3% 10.1% 41.1% 19.7% 52.7% 25.6% 23.2%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

Sargent Shriver Elementary School will be opening in 2006.

*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).

**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
**Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enrollment.
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Program Capacity and Room Use Table

SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS

23
(School Year 2005-2006) gle
HE
5| 4 [Quad Cluster|
7N |0 Based County & Regional Based
% @ ® E‘e) ® 3 E E §
3T s, Eg 3 ® 0|3 5 HHE
e 8 2180 %8s |283exl®a] |« - Zo HEIE
2 1z1815 ¢ 8588522950832 0 sleu®elez®, 22223
R I EHRE  HEE R B HEEHEE R R EEHERHEEE
Schools & |8 Rj3g & 8EF 282 E0La|ddsEa|2EER 52 E8R¢Ea32 23
Montgomery Blair HS 9-12 | 2830| 133 115 10 8
Albert Einstein HS 9-12 | 1430| 74 56 2 3 5|4 4
John F. Kennedy HS 9-12 | 1727| 86 69 5 3 2 6 1
Northwood HS 9-12 | 1657| 76 7 2 2 1
Wheaton HS 9-12 |1490| 73 58 6|12]4 21
Argyle MS 6-8 842 | 39 35 1 3
Eastern MS 6-8 1044 | 50 42 21113 2
Col. E. Brooke Lee MS 6-8 | 726 | 39 27 2 1 1 8
A. Mario Loiederman MS 6-8 | 1008| 46 43 1 2
Newport Mill MS 6-8 801 | 41 32 1 3 3 2
Parkland MS 6-8 1054 | 50 43 311]2 1
Sligo MS 6-8 |1091| 55 45 3 2 2 3
Silver Spring International MS 6-8 | 1179| 54 50 2 2
Takoma Park MS 6-8 | 922 | 43 38 2112
Bel Pre ES pre-K-2 | 381 | 25 | 4 9 2 9 1
Brookhaven ES K-5 278 | 22 | 5 6|1 3 3 4
East Silver Spring ES pre-K-2 | 352 | 24 | 4 12111 5 1
Forest Knolls ES K-5 429 | 28 | 3 6|11 6 2
Georgian Forest ES pre-K-5| 319 | 22 | 4 2|9 1 4 2
Glen Haven ES pre-K-5| 503 | 33 | 4 7110 1 5 3 3
Glenallan ES pre-K-5| 288 | 22 | 5 2|8 114 2
Harmony Hills ES pre-K-5| 353 | 24 | 4 1110 11115 1 1
Highland ES pre-K-5 | 507 | 37 |10 612 1117
Highland View ES pre-K-56| 278 | 20 | 5 217 4 1
Kemp Mill ES pre-K-5| 415 | 28 | 5 4111 1 6 1
Montgomery Knolls ES pre-K-2 | 270 | 20 | 5 1 7 3
New Hampshire Estates ES pre-K-2 | 464 | 32 | 6 1112 1147 1
Oak View ES 3-5 358 | 19 | 3 15 1
Oakland Terrace ES pre-K-5| 469 | 31 | 4 5|13 8
Pine Crest ES 3-5 358 | 20 | 4 15 1
Piney Branch ES 3-5 565 | 30 | 5 24 1
Rock View ES pre-K-5| 382 | 26 | 4 419 1 4 3 1
Rolling Terrace ES pre-K-5| 637 | 42 | 9 1112 1718
Sligo Creek ES K-5 444 | 30 | 4 12 6 2
Strathmore ES 3-5 434 | 25 | 4 17 113
Takoma Park ES pre-K-2 | 270 | 22 | 4 7 2
Viers Mill ES pre-K-5| 369 | 28 | 7 12 1117
Weller Road ES pre-K-5| 303 | 25 | 7 9 11115 1
Wheaton Woods ES pre-K-5| 318 | 26 | 7 9 11117
Woodlin ES K-5 386 | 26 | 3 5|9 5 3

4-44 o Adopted Actions and Planning Issues




DOWNCOUNTY CONSORTIUM

Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Montgomery Blair HS 1998 386,567 | 30.2 Yes 7
Albert Einstein HS 1962 1997 | 265,552 | 27.2 Yes 11
John F. Kennedy HS 1964 1999 | 280,048 | 29.1
Northwood HS 1956 2004 | 249,515| 29.6
Wheaton HS 1954 1983 | 258,117 | 28.2 1220 3
Argyle MS 1971 120,205 20 TBD Yes Yes
Eastern MS 1951 1976 | 152,030 14.5 1472 Yes
Col. E. Brooke Lee MS 1966 123,199 | 16.5 Yes 1479 Yes
A. Mario Loiederman MS 2005 129,947 | 20.3
Newport Mill MS 1958 2002 | 108,240 8.4 Yes
Parkland MS 1963 141,758 9.2 Yes 1409 Yes
Sligo MS 1959 1991 | 149,527 | 21.7 Yes Yes
Silver Spring International My 1934 1999 | 158,545| 15.6 Yes Yes
Takoma Park MS 1939 1999 | 137,348 | 23.5 Yes 2
Bel Pre ES 1968 52,163 8.9 Yes 1476 8 Yes
Brookhaven ES 1961 1995 53,261 8.6 Yes Yes 8 Yes
East Silver Spring ES 1929 1975 57,684 8.4 TBD Yes Yes
Forest Knolls ES 1960 2005 89,564 7.8 Yes 6 Yes
Georgian Forest ES 1961 1995 58,197 1 Yes Yes 1 Yes Yes
Glen Haven ES 1950 2004 85,845 10 1409 Yes Yes Yes
Glenallan ES 1966 47,614 121 1418 Yes 8 Yes
Harmony Hills ES 1957 1999 | 63,107 10.2 9 Yes Yes
Highland ES 1950 1989 84,138 1 Yes Yes Yes 10 Yes Yes
Highland View ES 1953 1994 59,213 6.6 Yes 6 Yes
Kemp Mill ES 1960 1996 | 68,222 10 Yes 8 Yes
Montgomery Knolls ES 1952 1989 57,231 10.3 Yes Yes 7 Yes
New Hampshire Estates ES 1988 70,540 5.4 Yes Yes Yes Yes
Oak View ES 1949 2005 57,560 11.3 Yes Yes Yes Yes
Oakland Terrace ES 1950 1993 79,145 9.5 Yes Yes 7 Yes
Pine Crest ES 1992 53,778 5.6 Yes Yes Yes 2 Yes Yes
Piney Branch ES 1971 99,706 2 Yes TBD Yes Yes
Rock View ES 1955 1999 | 69,589 7.4 Yes 6 Yes
Rolling Terrace ES 1988 88,835 4.3 Yes 3 Yes Yes
Sargent Shriver ES 2006 86,020 9.17 Yes
Sligo Creek ES 1934 1999 92,985 15.6 Yes Yes Yes 8 Yes
Strathmore ES 1970 52,451 10.8 Yes TBD Yes
Takoma Park ES 1979 50,933 4.7 TBD Yes Yes 8 Yes
Viers Mill ES 1950 1991 86,978 10.4 Yes Yes 13 Yes Yes
Weller Road ES 1953 1975 55,191 11.1 1461 14 Yes Yes
Wheaton Woods ES 1952 1976 66,763 8 1525 Yes 1 Yes Yes
Woodlin ES 1944 1974 | 60,725 11 TBD Yes 4 Yes
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CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

Planning Issue: Although enrollment growth is slowing
across the county, revised enrollment projections continue to
indicate that four high schools in the central part of the county
will not have adequate site sizes or core facilities to accommo-
date projected enrollment at those schools. The four schools
in need of facility relief are Gaithersburg, Northwest, Quince
Orchard, and Thomas S. Wootton high schools. A New Cen-
tral Area High School is being considered to provide relief to
these four facilities. Enrollment trends at all central area high
schools will continue to be monitored closely. Other schools
in the central part of the county may need to be included in the
formation of a New Central Area High School. A site selection
committee will convene in spring 2006 to develop a recom-
mendation for a site for a New Central Area High School.

Planning Issue: A program initiative to provide full-day
kindergarten and reduced class-sizes in Grades K-2 was in-
troduced in the 2000-2001 school year in schools with the
largest number of students affected by poverty and language
deficiency. Gaithersburg, Rosemont, Strawberry Knoll, Sum-
mit Hall, and Washington Grove elementary schools receive
staffing to reduce class sizes in Grades K-2. Relocatable class-
rooms are being used to accommodate these initiatives where
necessary. At schools with construction projects, classroom
additions are being designed as add-alternates to accommodate
the additional staffing.

Planning Issue: The Shady Grove Sector Plan in the Gaith-
ersburg Cluster will increase the housing density

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved
in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for construction of the
addition. The completion date for this addition is scheduled
for August 2006.

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of August 2012 for the
facility and August 2013 for the site work. In order for the lat-
est code information, program requirements, and enrollment
projections to be included in feasibility studies and architectural
designs for future modernization projects, planning expendi-
tures are programmed in close proximity to the recommended
construction schedule for those projects. FY 2009 expenditures
for planning were approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010
CIP to begin the architectural design of the modernization. In
order for this modernization to be completed on schedule,
county and state funding must be provided at the levels ap-
proved in this CIP.

Gaithersburg Elementary School

Capital Project: A 15-classroom addition was recently
completed at Gaithersburg Elementary School. As part of the
classroom addition project, a School-based Health Center was
constructed at Gaithersburg Elementary School and opened
in August 2005.

Rosemont Elementary School
Capital Project: A 16-classroom addition and gymnasium

was completed at Rosemont Elementary School during the
2005-2006 school year.

Summit Hall Elementary School

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved in
the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) Capital
Budget to conducta feasibility study for a School-based Health
Center at this school to determine the scope and cost for the

around the Shady Grove METRO station. The
number of units approved will generate enough
students to support a new elementary school.

Gaithersburg Cluster
School Utilizations with Approved CIP

. . 1409
An elementary school site needs to be acquired

either by dedication or purchase. Depending on
the outcome of dedication discussions, funds

120%

may need to be requested in the Land Acqui-
sition Project to purchase a site in the Shady
Grove area.

SCHOOLS
Gaithersburg High School

Utilization: Projected enrollment at Gaith- 07
ersburg High School will exceed capacity
throughout the six-year period. A 16-classroom
addition is needed to accommodate the enroll-
ment increases. Relocatable classrooms will be
utilized until an addition is constructed.

1009
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RANGE

80% 1
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Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enrollment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.
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project. FY 2007 appropriation for planning funds was ap-
proved in the HHS budget to begin the architectural design for
the SBHC. The SBHC is scheduled to open in August 2008.

Washington Grove Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Washington
Grove Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four
classrooms by the end of the six-year period. Relocatable class-
rooms will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation for planning is
approved to begin the architectural design for a 12-classroom
addition. The addition project is scheduled to be completed
in August 2008. In order for this project to be completed on
schedule, county and state funding must be provided at the
levels approved in this CIP.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of

School Project Project Status Completion
Gaithersburg HS 16-classroom Approved Aug. 2006

addition

Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2012

Site work Approved Aug. 2013
Gaithersburg ES 15-classroom Approved SY 2005-2006

addition
Rosemont ES  16-classroom Approved SY 2005-2006

addition

Gymnasium Approved SY 2005-2006
Washington 12-classroom Approved Aug. 2008
Grove ES addition
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Projected Enroliment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Gaithersburg HS Program Capacity 1800 2143 2143 2143 2143 2143 2143 2143 2143
Enroliment 2247 2239 2262 2185 2138 2181 2152 2150 2200
Available Space (447) (96) (119) (42) 5 (38) (9) (7) (57)
Comments +1 SCB Planning For Replacement
+16 Rooms Replacement of School
| Addition in Progress
[ForestOak MS | |Program Capacity 959 942 942 942 942 942 942 942 942
Enroliment 871 891 873 909 921 912 885 900 950
Available Space 88 51 69 33 21 30 57 42 (8)
Comments +1 SCB
Gaithersburg MS Program Capacity 941 924 924 924 924 924 924 924 924
Enroliment 776 765 721 719 675 641 632 650 700
Available Space 165 159 203 205 249 283 292 274 224
Comments +1 AUT
[Gaithersburg ES  |CSR|[Program Capacity | 757 | 723 | 723 | 757 | 757 | 757 | 757
Enroliment 463 480 465 458 481 503 530
Available Space 294 243 258 299 276 254 227
Comments +15Rms | +2 AUT -2AUT
+SBHC
Goshen ES Program Capacity 644 644 644 644 644 644 644
Enroliment 646 635 618 597 583 595 602
Available Space (2) 9 26 47 61 49 42
Comments
Laytonsville ES Program Capacity 497 497 497 497 497 497 497
Enroliment 501 512 478 474 493 508 508
Available Space (4) (15) 19 23 4 (11) (11)
Comments + FDK
+ HSM
Rosemont ES CSR |Program Capacity 676 676 676 676 676 676 676
Enroliment 470 485 512 539 539 529 540
Available Space 206 191 164 137 137 147 136
Comments [+16 Rooms
+ Gym
+ HSM
Strawberry Knoll ES |[CSR |Program Capacity 498 498 498 498 498 498 498
Enroliment 547 533 520 534 548 564 585
Available Space (49) (35 (22) (36) (50) (66) (87)
Comments + HSM
Summit Hall ES CSR |Program Capacity 443 443 443 443 443 443 443
Enroliment 521 521 501 499 508 505 510
Available Space (78) (78) (58) (56) (65) (62) (67)
Comments +HSM | Planning
for SBHC
Washington Grove E{CSR |Program Capacity 263 263 263 525 525 525 525
Enroliment 381 405 386 392 386 410 425
Available Space (118) (142) (123) 133 139 115 100
Comments +HSM | Planning +14 Rooms
For Add.
[Cluster Information HS Utilization 125% | 104% | 106% | 102% | 100% | 102% | 100% | 100% | 103% |
HS Enrollment 2247 2239 2262 2185 2138 2181 2152 2150 2200
MS Utilization 87% 89% 85% 87% 86% 83% 81% 83% 88%
MS Enrollment 1647 1656 1594 1628 1596 1553 1517 1550 1650
ES Utilization 93% 95% 93% 87% 88% 90% 92% 95% 95%
ES Enroliment 3529 3571 3480 3493 3538 3614 3700 3800 3800
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Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Gaithersburg HS 2247 27.3% 0.2% 9.8% 26.9% 35.8% 23.1% 9.7% 17.7%
Forest Oak MS 871 26.5% 0.0% 10.1% 36.4% 27.0% 42.4% 8.7% 20.3%
Gaithersburg MS 776 25.5% 0.4% 12.5% 23.8% 37.8% 33.1% 5.5% 17.5%
Gaithersburg ES 463 31.3% 0.2% 4.8% 52.9% 10.8% 64.3% 27.7% 43.6%
Goshen ES 646 22.8% 0.2% 17.0% 19.5% 40.6% 23.4% 15.9% 13.4%
Laytonsville ES 501 14.6% 0.4% 14.0% 6.0% 65.1% 15.2% 4.2% 8.0%
Rosemont ES 470 19.4% 0.6% 11.5% 51.5% 17.0% 58.9% 36.6% 29.0%
Strawberry Knoll ES 547 29.6% 0.0% 13.7% 28.9% 27.8% 36.6% 16.3% 16.2%
Summit Hall ES 521 27.4% 0.2% 5.8% 55.9% 10.7% 66.6% 31.9% 39.0%
Washington Grove ES 381 19.9% 0.3% 12.6% 44.9% 22.3% 55.1% 33.1% 29.9%
Elementary Cluster Total 3529 23.7% 0.3% 11.6% 35.8% 28.6% 44.2% 22.8% 25.6%
Elementary County Total 62652 22.6% 0.3% 14.8% 21.3% 41.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.2%
*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
***Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enrollment.
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Gaithersburg HS 9-12 | 1800| 88 7 6 5 2 4
Forest Oak MS 6-8 959 | 46 39 2 3 111
Gaithersburg MS 6-8 941 | 51 37 1 4 114 4
Gaithersburg ES pre-K-5| 757 | 42 | 4 22| 8 1 5
Goshen ES K-5 644 | 34 | 4 22 4 2 2
Laytonsville ES K-5 497 | 28 | 4 17 4 2 1
Rosemont ES pre-K-5| 676 | 36 | 3 17|10 1 5
Strawberry Knoll ES pre-K-5| 498 | 32 | 4 7191 1] 4 2 4
Summit Hall ES pre-K-5| 443 | 28 | 5 6|10 1115
Washington Grove ES pre-K-5| 263 | 21 | 6 7 1113 3
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Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005—-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent| Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Gaithersburg HS 1951 1978 | 280,688 39 1214 13
Forest Oak MS 1999 132,259 | 41.2 2 Yes
Gaithersburg MS 1960 1988 | 157694 242 Yes Yes
Gaithersburg ES 1947 2005 | 94,468 9.2 TBD Yes Yes 8 Yes Yes
Goshen ES 1988 76,740 10.5 Yes 3 Yes
Laytonsville ES 1951 1989 | 64,160 10.9 Yes 1 Yes
Rosemont ES 1965 2005 88,764 8.9 Yes Yes 1 Yes Yes
Strawberry Knoll ES 1988 78,723 10.8 5 Yes
Summit Hall ES 1971 64,618 10.2 Yes TBD Yes Yes 6 Yes Yes
Washington Grove ES 1956 1984 50,526 10.7 TBD 9 Yes Yes
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CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

SCHOOLS

Walter Johnson High School

Capital Project: A modernization is scheduled for Walter
Johnson High School with a completion date of August 2009
for the facility with the site work scheduled for completion by
August 2010. With the decision to reopen Northwood High
School, MCPS no longer has a high school holding facility, and
all future high school modernizations will be completed on
site. The Walter Johnson High School modernization is being
phased with students and staff on site.

The first two phases of the modernization have been completed
and included a 20-classroom addition and modernization of
the cafeteria and media center. As part of the Amended FY
2005-2010 CIP an FY 2006 appropriation was approved for
planning to design the auditorium and gymnasium as well as
to begin the design for the final phase of the modernization.
An FY 2006 appropriation also was approved for construc-
tion of the auditorium with completion scheduled during the
2006-2007 school year.

An FY 2007 appropriation for planning and construction to
complete the final portions of the modernization are approved.
Construction of the gymnasium will be phased in as part of the
final phase of the modernization. In order for this moderniza-
tion to be completed on schedule, county and state funding
must be provided at the levels recommended

Farmland Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Farmland
Elementary School will exceed capacity throughout the six-year
CIP period. A feasibility study was conducted in FY 2001 for a
classroom addition and modernization. Relocatable classrooms
will continue to be utilized until an eight-classroom addition
is opened.

Capital Project: Construction is underway for a classroom
addition at Farmland Elementary School. The scheduled com-
pletion date for the addition is the 2006-2007 school year.

Capital Project: Construction is underway for a gymnasium
at this school. The scheduled completion date for this gymna-
sium is the 20062007 school year.

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of August 2011. FY 2009
expenditures for planning were approved in the Amended FY
2005-2010 CIP to begin the architectural design of the mod-
ernization. In order for this modernization to be completed on
schedule, county and state funding must be provided at the
levels approved in this CIP.

Garrett Park Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Garrett Park
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four
classrooms throughout the six-year CIP period. Relocatable
classrooms will continue to be utilized until a six-classroom
addition is constructed.

Capital Project: Construction is underway for a classroom
addition at Garrett Park Elementary School. The scheduled com-
pletion date for the addition is the 2006-2007 school year.

Capital Project: A modernization projectis scheduled for this
school with a completion date of January 2012. FY 2009 expen-
ditures are programmed for planning to begin the architectural

in this CIP.

Ashburton Elementary School

Walter Johnson Cluster
School Utilizations with Approved CIP

oge . . . . . 1409
Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment

120%-{-{77]
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at Ashburton Elementary School will exceed
capacity by atleast four classrooms throughout
the six-year CIP period. Relocatable classrooms
will continue to be utilized until an addition is
constructed.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is
approved for planning to begin the architectural

40%H

design for the nine-classroom addition. The addi- 20%
tion projectis scheduled for completion in August 09
2008. In order for this addition to be completed 2005

; ACTUAL
on schedule, county and state funding must be

provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

™ ™
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Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enroliment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.
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design of the modernization. In order for this modernization
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: FY 2009 expenditures are programmed for
planning to begin the architectural design for a gymnasium
that will be constructed as part of the modernization project.
The scheduled completion date for this gymnasium is January
2012. In order for this gymnasium to be completed on sched-
ule, county funding must be provided at the levels approved

in this CIP.

Kensington-Parkwood Elementary School
Capital Project: The modernization project for Kensington-
Parkwood Elementary School was completed in January 2006.
A gymnasium was constructed as part of the modernization
project.

Luxmanor Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Luxmanor
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms throughout the six-year period. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
planning to begin the architectural design for the nine-class-
room addition. The addition project is scheduled for comple-
tion in August 2008.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of

School Project Project Status Completion
Walter Auditorium Approved SY 2006-2007
Johnson HS Final Phase Approved Aug. 2009

modernization

Site work Approved Aug. 2010
Ashburton ES  9-classroom Approved Aug. 2008

addition
Farmland ES  8-classroom Approved SY 2006-2007

addition

Gymnasium Approved SY 2006-2007

Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2011
Garrett Park ES  6-classroom Approved Aug. 2006

addition

Modernization ~ Approved Jan. 2012

Gymnasium Approved Jan. 2012
Kensington- Modernization ~ Approved Jan. 2006
Parkwood ES ~ Gymnasium Approved Jan. 2006
Luxmanor ES  9-classroom Approved Aug. 2008

addition
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Projected Enrollment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06—-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Walter Johnson HS Program Capacity 1878 1861 1861 1861 2131 2131 2131 2131 2131
Enroliment 1983 1966 2050 2060 2098 2097 2095 2100 2150
Available Space (105) (105) (189) (199) 33 34 36 31 (19)
Comments Aud. Modernization Mod. | Site Work
Complete In Progress Complete | Complete
| +1 Aspergers Aug. 2010
orth Bethesda [ [Program Capacity 900 900 900 900 900 900 900 900 900
Enroliment 695 722 781 772 735 729 723 750 800
Available Space 205 178 119 128 165 171 177 150 100
Comments
Tilden MS Program Capacity 966 966 966 966 966 966 966 966 966
Enrollment 826 818 815 830 844 842 843 850 900
Available Space 140 148 151 136 122 124 123 116 66
Comments
[Ashburton ES Program Capacity 458 453 453 660 660 660 660
Enroliment 559 582 582 579 589 603 611
Available Space (101) (129) (129) 81 71 57 49
Comments +1 PEP | +1 PEP +9 Rooms
+FDK | Planning
For Add.
Farmland ES Program Capacity 433 571 571 571 571 571 571
Enrollment 578 592 561 563 561 566 566
Available Space (145) (21) 10 8 10 5 5
Comments +8 Rooms Planning @North Lake Mod.
+Gym For Mod. | Jan. 2010 Complete
+FDK Aug. 2011
Garrett Park ES Program Capacity 318 456 456 456 456 456 456
Enrollment 451 440 466 476 490 507 511
Available Space (133) 16 (10) (20) (34) (51) (55)
Comments +6 Rooms Planning @ Grosvenor
For Mod. Mod. Complete
Jan. 2012
Kensington—-Parkwood E Program Capacity 517 518 518 518 518 518 518
Enrollment 468 473 448 447 456 462 458
Available Space 49 45 70 71 62 56 60
Comments Mod.
Complete
Luxmanor ES Program Capacity 263 223 223 430 430 430 430
Enroliment 334 376 383 401 414 423 430
Available Space (71) (153) (160) 29 16 7 0
Comments Facility |+FDK, +1 SCB +9 Rooms
Planning | Planning
For Add. | For Add.
Wyngate ES Program Capacity 459 414 414 414 414 414 414
Enroliment 526 497 498 501 500 495 497
Available Space (67) (83) (84) (87) (86) (81) (83)
Comments +FDK
[Cluster Information HS Utilization 106% | 106% | 110% 1% 98% 98% 98% | 99% | 101% |
HS Enrollment 1983 1966 2050 2060 2098 2097 2095 2100 2150
MS Utilization 82% 83% 86% 86% 85% 84% 84% 86% 91%
MS Enroliment 1521 1540 1596 1602 1579 1571 1566 1600 1700
ES Utilization 119% 112% 111% 97% 99% 100% 101% 102% 102%
ES Enroliment 2916 2960 2938 2967 3010 3056 3073 3100 3100
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Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Walter Johnson HS 1983 10.6% 0.2% 12.7% 11.1% 65.5% 6.2% 5.1% 12.0%
North Bethesda MS 695 9.5% 0.4% 9.2% 10.6% 70.2% 11.8% 3.0% 9.3%
Tilden MS 826 11.5% 0.6% 17.1% 14.4% 56.4% 20.9% 9.1% 15.6%
Ashburton ES 559 11.1% 0.2% 18.8% 11.4% 58.5% 14.8% 9.3% 14.4%
Farmland ES 578 5.2% 0.0% 32.5% 7.4% 54.8% 6.4% 26.3% 28.5%
Garrett Park ES 451 11.3% 0.2% 21.7% 20.6% 46.1% 19.3% 16.9% 22.5%
Kensington—Parkwood ES 468 9.0% 0.0% 8.1% 9.2% 73.7% 13.9% 4.5% 7.5%
Luxmanor ES 334 9.9% 0.9% 21.6% 8.4% 59.3% 13.2% 12.9% 22.7%
Wyngate ES 526 2.9% 1.1% 10.1% 6.1% 79.8% 6.8% 5.1% 10.5%
Elementary Cluster Total 2916 8.0% 0.4% 19.0% 10.4% 62.2% 12.1% 12.6% 17.7%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%
*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
“*Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enroliment.
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Walter Johnson HS 9-12 | 1878| 93 75 6 2 2|2 6
North Bethesda MS 6-8 900 | 43 37 1 2 3
Tilden MS 6-8 966 | 52 37 2 2 111 2 6 1
Ashburton ES K-5 458 | 25 | 3 13 3 3
Farmland ES K-5 433 | 23 | 6 15 2
Garrett Park ES K-5 318 | 19 | 5 10 4
Kensington—Parkwood ES K-5 517 | 27 | 3 17 4 2 1
Luxmanor ES K-5 263 | 16 | 4 9 1 2
Wyngate ES K-5 459 | 22 | 3 15 2 2
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Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Walter Johnson HS 1956 1977 | 324,927 30.9 1405
North Bethesda MS 1955 1999 | 130,461 19.1 Yes
Tilden MS 1966 117,650 29.8 1455 Yes
Ashburton ES 1957 1993 | 65,363 8.3 Yes 6 Yes
Farmland ES 1963 44,343 4.8 Yes 1417 Yes Yes 10
Garrett Park ES 1948 1973 41,175 4.4 1388 Yes Yes 7
Kensington—Parkwood ES 1952 2005 77,136 9.9 1263 Yes
Luxmanor ES 1966 41,432 6.5 Yes 1578 Yes Yes 3 Yes
Wyngate ES 1952 1997 58,654 9.5 3 Yes
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CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

Planning Issue: With enrollment trends changing, revised
enrollment projections indicate Col. Zadok Magruder High
School will be able to accommodate its projected enrollment
within its program capacity. Previously, Col. Zadok Magruder
High School was one of six high schools identified as poten-
tially needing relief from overutilization by the opening of a
new high school in the central part of the county. Enrollment
trends at Col. Zadok Magruder High School will be monitored
closely. If enrollment projections change, Col. Zadok Magruder
High School may need to be included in the formation of a
New Central Area High School.

Planning Issue: A program initiative to provide full-day
kindergarten and reduced class sizes in Grades K-2 was in-
troduced in the 2000-2001 school year in schools with the
largest number of students affected by poverty and language
deficiency. Flower Hill, Judith Resnik, Mill Creek Towne, and
Sequoyah elementary schools receive staffing to reduce class
sizes in Grades K-2. Relocatable classrooms are being used to
accommodate these initiatives where necessary.

SCHOOLS
Redland Middle School

Capital Project: Improvements to this facility are needed
to enclose classrooms, create appropriate hallways, add ceil-
ings, lighting, and to reconfigure the mechanical system. An
FY 2007 appropriation for planning is approved to begin the

Cashell Elementary School

Capital Project: A modernization projectis scheduled for this
school with a completion date of August2009. An FY 2007 ap-
propriation is approved for planning to begin the architectural
design of the modernization. In order for this modernization
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: FY 2006 expenditures for planning were
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP to begin the
architectural design of the gymnasium. The scheduled comple-
tion date for this gymnasium is August 2009. In order for this
gymnasium to be completed on schedule, the county must
provide funding at the levels recommended in this CIP.

Flower Hill Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Flower Hill
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment
will be monitored annually to determine the timing for request-
ing funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: FY 2012 expenditures are programmed
for facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and
cost for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be
considered in a future CIP.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Redland MS Facility Approved Aug. 2010
improvements
Candlewood ES Modernization ~ Approved Jan. 2015
Cashell ES Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2009
Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2009
Flower HillES  Addition Proposed TBD

architectural design for the modifications. The
scheduled completion date for the project is
August 2010. In order for these modifications

Col. Zadok Magruder Cluster

School Utilizations with Approved CIP

to be completed on schedule, county and state 1409
funding must be provided at the levels approved

in this CIP.

1209

100% 1+
Candlewood Elementary School IE;'.EED
Capital Project: A modernization project is i
scheduled for this school with a completion 60%H
date of January 2015. FY 2010 expenditures are
programmed for facility planning to determine
the scope and cost for the modernization. In 20%{-
order for this modernization to be completed

40%-1

0Y

on schedule, county and state funding must be
provided at the levels recommend in this CIP.

2005
ACTUAL

Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enroliment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.

H
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2015 2020
PROJECTED

% Elementary Schools . Middle Schools - High School
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COL. ZADOK MAGRUDER CLUSTER

Projected Enrollment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06—07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Col. Zadok Magruder HS |Program Capacity 2020 2007 2007 2007 2007 2007 2007 2007 2007
Enrollment 2185 2136 2120 1996 1913 1892 1900 1900 1950
Available Space (164) (129) (113) 11 94 115 107 107 57
Comments +1ED
edlan Program Capacity | 783 | 783 783 783 783 783 | 783 | 783 783
Enrollment 803 707 658 625 641 631 604 600 650
Available Space (20) 76 125 158 142 152 179 183 133
Comments Planning Facility
for Improvements
Improvements Complete
Shady Grove MS Program Capacity 936 936 936 936 936 936 936 936 936
Enrollment 659 628 621 616 617 572 593 600 650
Available Space 277 308 315 320 319 364 343 336 286
Comments
[Candlewood ES |  |Program Capacity 401 401 401 401 401 401 401
Enrollment 339 354 326 322 342 354 348
Available Space 62 47 75 79 59 47 53
Comments +FDK Facility
Planning
For Mod.
Cashell ES Program Capacity 332 292 292 292 403 403 403
Enroliment 338 322 311 304 308 301 310
Available Space (6) (30) (19) (12) 95 102 93
Comments +1 pre-K | +FDK @North Lake Mod.
Planning | Jan. 08 Comp. Aug. 09
For Mod. +Gym
Flower Hill ES CSR|Program Capacity 403 390 390 390 390 390 390
Enrollment 499 496 481 488 479 487 487
Available Space (96) (106) (91) (98) (89) (97) (97)
Comments +1 ED Facility
Planning
For Add.
Mill Creek Towne ES |CSR|Program Capacity 393 393 393 393 393 393 393
Enrollment 482 487 466 473 470 464 470
Available Space (89) (94) (73) (80) (77) (71) (77)
Comments
Judith A. Resnik ES |CSR|Program Capacity 469 469 469 469 469 469 469
Enrollment 566 578 534 518 507 514 515
Available Space (97) (109) (65) (49) (38) (45) (46)
Comments
Sequoyah ES CSR|Program Capacity 453 453 453 453 453 453 453
Enrollment 449 447 445 453 455 457 469
Available Space 4 6 8 0 2 4) (16)
Comments
[Cluster Information HS Utilization 108% 106% 106% 99% 95% 94% 95% | 9% | 97%
HS Enrollment 2185 2136 2120 1996 1913 1892 1900 1900 1950
MS Utilization 85% 78% 74% 72% 73% 70% 70% 70% 76%
MS Enrolliment 1462 1335 1279 1241 1258 1203 1197 1200 1300
ES Utilization 109% 112% 107% 107% 102% 103% 104% 104% 104%
ES Enroliment 2673 2684 2563 2558 2561 2577 2599 2600 2600
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COL. ZADOK MAGRUDER CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Col. Zadok Magruder HS 2185 18.7% 0.2% 16.3% 17.6% 471% 16.8% 4.0% 12.1%
Redland MS 803 20.8% 0.4% 13.6% 20.0% 45.2% 30.4% 3.5% 12.3%
Shady Grove MS 659 21.4% 0.5% 12.9% 25.2% 40.1% 28.4% 3.9% 14.9%
Candlewood ES 339 10.9% 1.5% 21.5% 14.5% 51.6% 13.6% 8.0% 15.5%
Cashell ES 338 12.1% 0.9% 10.9% 12.4% 63.6% 19.2% 7.4% 8.7%
Flower Hill ES 499 33.9% 0.6% 14.6% 31.3% 19.6% 42.7% 18.4% 31.7%
Mill Creek Towne ES 482 17.6% 0.2% 16.8% 32.2% 33.2% 36.2% 10.0% 17.7%
Judith A. Resnik ES 566 29.7% 0.4% 15.2% 30.0% 24.7% 34.3% 12.7% 26.2%
Sequoyah ES 449 20.0% 0.2% 17.6% 28.1% 34.1% 41.4% 22.3% 24.3%
Elementary Cluster Total 2673 22.1% 0.6% 16.0% 26.1% 35.2% 32.8% 13.1% 20.7%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
**Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enroliment.
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Col. Zadok Magruder HS 9-12 | 2020| 94 85 3 3 3
Redland MS 6-8 783 | 36 33 1 2
Shady Grove MS 6-8 | 936 | 44 39 1 2 2
Candlewood ES K-5 401 | 22 | 4 14 3 1
Cashell ES K-5 332 | 20 | 5 12 1 2
Flower Hill ES pre-K-5| 403 | 26 | 4 5|9 1 5 2
Mill Creek Towne ES pre-K-5| 393 | 25 | 3 5|8 1 4 3|1
Judith A. Resnik ES pre-K-5| 469 | 31 | 5 6 11 1 6 2
Sequoyah ES pre-K-5| 453 | 30 | 5 8110 4 3
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COL. ZADOK MAGRUDER CLUSTER

Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Col. Zadok Magruder HS 1970 295,478 30 1471 5
Redland MS 1971 111,697 | 20.5 Yes TBD 5
Shady Grove MS 1995 129,206 20 Yes
Candlewood ES 1968 48,543 11.8 1489 Yes Yes
Cashell ES 1969 42,860 10.2 1292 Yes 5
Flower Hill ES 1985 58,770 10 Yes 6 Yes
Mill Creek Towne ES 1966 2000 67,465 8.4 Yes 3 Yes
Judith A. Resnik ES 1991 78,547 13 Yes 5 Yes
Sequoyah ES 1990 72,582 10 Yes Yes 2 Yes
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RICHARD MONTGOMERY CLUSTER

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Planning Issue: A program initiative to provide full-day
kindergarten and reduced class sizes in Grades K-2 was in-
troduced in the 2000-2001 school year in schools with the
largest number of students affected by poverty and language
deficiency. Beall and Twinbrook elementary schools receive
staffing to reduce class sizes in Grades K-2. Relocatable class-
rooms are being used to accommodate these initiatives where
necessary.

Planning Issue: Potomac Elementary School currently houses
a Chinese Immersion Program. This program primarily serves
students from the Potomac Elementary School service area.
In order to serve a greater number of students in the county,
a second location was created at College Gardens Elementary
School in the Richard Montgomery Cluster. This new program
serves students from the entire county beginning in August
2005 with Grades K-1.

SCHOOLS
Richard Montgomery High School

Utilization: Projections indicate that enrollment at Richard
Montgomery High School will exceed capacity throughout
the six-year CIP period. Relocatable classrooms will be used
as needed until a new replacement facility is built as part of the
Richard Montgomery High School replacement project.

Capital Project: A replacement facility is under construction
for Richard Montgomery High School as part of the Current
Replacements/Modernization Project. The completion date for
the replacement facility is August 2007, with the site work to
be completed by August 2008. An FY 2006 appropriation was
approved in the Amended FY 20052010 CIP for construction
of the replacement facility. In order for this modernization to
be completed on schedule, county and state funding must be
provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

College Gardens Elementary School

Capital Project: A modernization projectis scheduled for this
school with a completion date of January 2008. An FY 2007
appropriation is approved for construction to construct the
modernization. In order for this modernization to be completed
on schedule, county and state funding must be provided at the
levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
construction of a gymnasium as part of the modernization
project. The scheduled completion date for this gymnasium
is January 2008. In order for this gymnasium to be completed
on schedule, county funding must be provided at the levels
approved in this CIP.

Twinbrook Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Twinbrook
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment
will be monitored annually to determine the timing for request-
ing funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: FY 2010 expenditures are programmed
for facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and
cost for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be
considered in a future CIP.

Beall Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at

Richard Montgomery Cluster
School Utilizations with Approved CIP

Beall Elementary School will exceed capacity 1400
by at least four classrooms by the end of the 7
six-year period The actual enrollment will be 120% 7
monitored annually to determine the timing for 1000%H
requesting funding for an addition. Relocatable IE,?;;D

sue is addressed. 60%H

classrooms will be utilized until the capacity is-

Capital Project: FY 2008 expenditures are 0% |
programmed for facility planning to determine
the feasibility, scope, and cost for an elementary
classroom addition. A date for the addition will 09

20% -+

11

. . 2005
be considered in a future CIP. ACTUAL

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2015 2020
PROJECTED

| @ Elementary Schools . Middle School

. High School

Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enroliment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.
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RICHARD MONTGOMERY CLUSTER

CAPITAL PROJECTS
Date of

School Project Project Status Completion
Richard Replacement  Approved Aug. 2007
Montgomery HS facility

Site work Approved Aug. 2008
Beall ES Addition Proposed TBD
College Modernization ~ Approved Jan. 2008
Gardens ES Gymnasium Approved Jan. 2008
Twinbrook ES ~ Addition Proposed TBD
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RICHARD MONTGOMERY CLUSTER

Projected Enrollment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Richard Montgomery HS  |Program Capacity 1562 1562 1966 1966 1966 1966 1966 1966 1966
Enrollment 1945 1928 1917 1932 1870 1895 1863 1900 1950
Available Space (384) (366) 50 34 96 72 104 66 16
Comments Replacement Replace. | Site Work
Of School School | Complete
| In Progress Comp.
ulius West [ [Program Capacity 1044 1044 1044 1044 1044 1044 1044 1044 1044
Enrollment 1021 937 897 845 866 890 926 950 1000
Available Space 23 107 147 199 178 154 118 94 44
Comments
[BealES  |CSR|Program Capacity 520 504 504 504 504 504 504
Enroliment 599 619 642 653 654 663 665
Available Space (79) (115) (138) (149) (150) (159) (161)
Comments +1 AAC Facility
Planning
For Add.
College Gardens ES Program Capacity 453 408 706 672 672 672 672
Enroliment 490 505 526 556 577 574 571
Available Space (37) (97) 180 116 95 98 101
Comments Chinese @North Lake +2 AUT
Immersion| + FDK \Mod. Comp.
Jan. 08 +Gym
Ritchie Park ES Program Capacity 377 377 377 377 377 377 377
Enrollment 367 390 387 415 433 440 457
Available Space 10 (13) (10) (38) (56) (63) (80)
Comments
Twinbrook ES CSR |Program Capacity 497 497 497 497 497 497 497
Enroliment 531 519 553 577 581 600 606
Available Space (34) (22) (56) (80) (84) (103) (109)
Comments Facility
Planning
For Add.
[Cluster Information HS Utilization 125% | 123% | 97/% | 98% | 95% | 96% 95% 97% | 99%
HS Enrollment 1945 1928 1917 1932 1870 1895 1863 1900 1950
MS Utilization 98% 90% 86% 81% 83% 85% 89% 91% 96%
MS Enroliment 1021 937 897 845 866 890 926 950 1000
ES Utilization 108% 114% 101% 107% 110% 111% 112% 117% 117%
ES Enrollment 1987 2033 2108 2201 2245 2277 2299 2400 2400
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RICHARD MONTGOMERY CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility

Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Richard Montgomery HS 1945 16.3% 0.2% 21.8% 15.9% 45.8% 16.3% 71% 11.9%
Julius West MS 1021 19.4% 0.4% 19.9% 17.9% 42.4% 30.7% 14.5% 15.6%
Beall ES 599 18.0% 0.2% 27.5% 16.4% 37.9% 33.7% 18.4% 25.7%
College Gardens ES 490 16.3% 0.0% 25.3% 10.2% 48.2% 17.1% 19.4% 20.6%
Ritchie Park ES 367 15.8% 0.0% 21.8% 10.4% 52.0% 18.8% 13.1% 20.8%
Twinbrook ES 531 16.9% 2.3% 14.5% 45.2% 21.1% 59.3% 32.0% 22.2%
Elementary Cluster Total 1987 16.9% 0.7% 22.4% 21.4% 38.6% 34.6% 21.3% 22.3%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
***Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enrollment.
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Richard Montgomery HS 9-12 |1562| 75 63 4 4 4
Julius West MS 6-8 | 1044| 52 39 5/1]5 2
Beall ES pre-K-5| 520 | 34 | 5 5[13 101]7 1 1
College Gardens ES K-5 453 | 24 | 6 15 2
Ritchie Park ES K-5 | 377|213 13 3 2
Twinbrook ES pre-K-5| 497 | 32 | 5 610 1/1]6 3
Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006
Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent| Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.
Schools Opened| Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Richard Montgomery HS 1942 1976 | 233,318| 26.2 1287 12
Julius West MS 1961 1995 | 147,223 | 21.3 2
Beall ES 1954 1991 79,477 8.4 Yes Yes 6 Yes
College Gardens ES 1967 43,405 7.9 Yes 1282 Yes Yes 2
Ritchie Park ES 1966 1997 | 58,500 9.2 Yes
Twinbrook ES 1952 1986 79,818 10.5 Yes 4 Yes
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CONSORTIUM PLANNING ISSUES

The Northeast Consortium provides an innovative program
delivery model for the three high schools in the Northeast Area
of the county. Students living in this area of the county are able
to choose which of three high schools they wish to attend based
on different signature programs offered at the high schools.
The Northeast Consortium'’s choice program includes James
Hubert Blake, Paint Branch, and Springbrook high schools.
Choice patterns will continue to be monitored for their impact
on projected enrollment and facility utilization.

A high school base area map and middle school articulation
diagram are included for the three consortium high schools.
Students residing in a base area are guaranteed they may at-
tend the high school served by that base area, if it is their first
choice.

Planning Issue: A program initiative to provide full-day
kindergarten and reduced class sizes in Grades K-2 was intro-
duced in the 2000-2001 school year in schools with the largest
number of students affected by poverty and language deficien-
cy. Broad Acres, Burnt Mills, Cannon Road, Cresthaven, Dr.
Charles Drew, Fairland, Galway, Greencastle, Jackson Road,
and William Tyler Page elementary schools receive staffing to
reduce class size in Grades K-2. Relocatable classrooms are
being used to accommodate these initiatives where necessary.
At schools with construction projects, classroom additions
are being designed as add-alternates to accommodate the
additional staffing.

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom

county and state funding must be provided at the levels ap-
proved in this CIP.

Francis Scott Key Middle School

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of August 2009. An FY
2007 appropriation is approved for planning to complete the
architectural design of the modernization. In order for this
modernization to be completed on schedule, county and state
funding must be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

William H. Farquhar Middle School

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of August 2015. FY 2011
expenditures are programmed for facility planning to determine
the scope and cost for the modernization. In order for this
project to be completed on schedule, county and state funding
must be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Broad Acres Elementary School

Utilization: Enrollment at Broad Acres Elementary School
currently exceeds capacity. Relocatable classrooms will be
used until an addition is completed. Broad Acres Elementary
School has received additional staffing to reduce class sizes
in full-day kindergarten and Grades 1 and 2. These class-size
reductions impact the need for additional classrooms in the
facility. An additional four classrooms will be constructed to
accommodate the class-size reduction initiative.

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved
in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP to construct the nine-
classroom addition and to reconfigure the administrative suite
entrance for enhanced visibility. Due to the scope of the project,
the students and staff were moved to the Fairland holding facil-
ity for the 20052006 school year during the construction of the
project. The completion date is scheduled for August 2006.

renovations.

SCHOOLS
Paint Branch High School

Utilization: Projected enrollment at Paint
Branch High School will exceed capacity
throughout the six-year CIP period. An addition
will be planned as part of the future moderniza-
tion of the school.

Northeast Consortium Articulation
Elementa

schools articulating to middle schools
within a consortium of high schools

Northeast Consortium High Schools

James Hubert Blake HS
Paint Branch HS

Capital Project: A modernization project is
scheduled for this school with a completion date MS

of August 2010 for the facility and August 2011
for the site work. An FY 2007 appropriation is
approved for planning to begin the architectural
design of the modernization. In order for this

modernization to be completed on schedule,
School.

Greencastle ES

Springbrook HS
[ | | 1 |
Banneker Briggs Chaney Key White Oak Farquhar
MS MS MS MS
I I T I T
Burtonsville ES Cloverly ES* Burnt Mills ES Broad Acres ES Cloverly ES*
Fairland ES Galway ES Cannon Road ES Jackson Road ES Sherwood ES**

Cresthaven ES

William T. Page ES
Dr. Charles Drew ES

Stonegate ES*
Westover ES

Stonegate ES*

* Denotes schools with split articulation, i.e., some students feed into one middle school, while other students
feed into another middle school.
**Students from Sherwood ES articulate to the Northeast Consortium high schools and Sherwood High
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Burnt Mills Elementary School

Utilization: Enrollment at Burnt Mills Elementary School is
projected to exceed capacity throughout the six-year CIP plan-
ning period. Additional capacity is needed to accommodate the
enrollment. Roscoe R. Nix Elementary School will provide the
additional capacity to relieve Burnt Mills Elementary School
when it opens in August 2006.

Non-Capital Action: As part the boundary study process
for Roscoe R. Nix Elementary School, a boundary advisory
committee was convened during the spring 2005 to evaluate
boundary options for Roscoe R. Nix Elementary School. The
committee was composed of representatives from the Burnt
Mills and Cresthaven elementary school service areas. Roscoe
R. Nix Elementary School will serve Grades pre-K-2 and will
be paired with Cresthaven Elementary School that will serve
Grades 3-5. The Board of Education acted on the boundaries
for the school on November 17, 2005. Boundary changes will
be implemented in August 2006.

Cannon Road Elementary School

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
this school with a completion date of January 2012. FY 2008
expenditures are programmed for facility planning to determine
the scope and cost of the modernization. In order for this
modernization to be completed on schedule, county and state
funding must be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: FY 2009 expenditures are programmed for
planning funds to begin the architectural design of a gymna-
sium to be constructed as a part of the modernization. The
scheduled completion date for this gymnasium is January
2012. In order for this gymnasium to be completed on sched-
ule, the county must provide funding at the levels approved
in this CIP.

Cloverly Elementary School
Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is

boundary options for Roscoe R. Nix Elementary School. The
committee was composed of representatives from the Burnt
Mills and Cresthaven elementary school service areas. Roscoe
R. Nix Elementary School will serve Grades pre-K-2 and will
be paired with Cresthaven Elementary School that will serve
Grades 3-5. The Board of Education acted on the boundaries
for the school on November 17, 2005. Boundary changes, and
the pairing, will be implemented in August 2006.

Capital Project: A modernization projectis scheduled for this
school with a completion date of August 2010. An FY 2007 ap-
propriation is approved for planning to begin the architectural
design for the modernization. In order for this modernization
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
planning for a gymnasium to be constructed as part of the
modernization project. The scheduled completion date for this
gymnasium is August 2010. In order for this gymnasium to
be completed on schedule, the county must provide funding
at the levels approved in this CIP.

Fairland Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Fairland Ele-
mentary School will exceed capacity by atleast four classrooms
by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment will
be monitored annually to determine the timing for requesting
funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable classrooms will
be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
construction to construct a gymnasium at this school. The
scheduled completion date for this gymnasium is August 2007.
In order for this gymnasium to be completed on schedule,
the county must provide funding at the levels approved in

this CIP.

approved for planning funds to begin the archi-
tectural design for a gymnasium. The scheduled

completion date for this gymnasium is August 1400

Northeast Consortium
School Utilizations with Approved CIP

2008. In order for this gymnasium to be com-
120%-77]

pleted on schedule, the county must provide
funding at the levels approved in this CIP.

100%-H
DESIRED
RANGE
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Cresthaven Elementary School

Utilization: Enrollment at Cresthaven El-
ementary School is projected to exceed capacity
throughout the six-year CIP period. Seventeen
relocatable classrooms are in place at the school
and will remain there until Roscoe R. Nix El-
ementary School opens in August 2006. 0

40% -

20%

2005
ACTUAL

Non-Capital Action: As part the boundary
study process for Roscoe R. Nix Elementary
School, a boundary advisory committee was
convened during the spring 2005 to evaluate

Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enrollment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2015 2020
PROJECTED

| @ Elementary Schools . Middle Schools

- High Schools
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Capital Project: FY 2009 expenditures are programmed for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be con-
sidered in a future CIP.

Galway Elementary School

Capital Project: A modernization projectis scheduled for this
school with a completion date of January 2009. An FY 2007
appropriation is approved for planning to begin the architectural
design for the modernization. In order for this modernization
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Jackson Road Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Jackson Road
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment
will be monitored annually to determine the timing for request-
ing funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be con-
sidered in a future CIP.

Roscoe R. Nix Elementary School

Planning Issue: Through community input and Board of
Education action, it was determined that Roscoe R. Nix Elemen-
tary School would be designed as a Grades pre-K-2 school and
would be paired with Cresthaven Elementary School that will
serve Grades 3-5. These schools will begin serving these grade
levels when the new school opens in August 2006.

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved in
the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP to construct the new school
on the former Brookview Elementary School site (located
within the Cresthaven Elementary School service area). The
opening date for the new school is August 2006.

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved in
the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for construction to construct
a gymnasium as part of the new school construction project.

The scheduled completion date for this gymnasium is August
2006.

Non-Capital Action: As part the boundary study process
for Roscoe R. Nix Elementary School, a boundary advisory
committee was convened during the spring 2005 to evaluate
boundary options for Roscoe R. Nix Elementary School. The
committee was composed of representatives from the Burnt
Mills and Cresthaven elementary school service areas. Roscoe
R. Nix Elementary School will serve Grades pre-K-2 and will
be paired with Cresthaven Elementary School that will serve
Grades 3-5. The Board of Education acted on the boundaries
for the school on November 17, 2005.

Sherwood Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate that enrollment at Sherwood
Elementary School will exceed capacity throughout the six-
year CIP period. Relocatable classrooms will continue to be
overutilized until an addition is constructed.

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved
in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for facility planning to
determine the scope, feasibility, and cost of a classroom addi-
tion. A date for the addition will be considered as part of the
Amendments to the FY 2007-2012 CIP.

Stonegate Elementary School

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
planning to begin the architectural design for a gymnasium.
The scheduled completion date for this gymnasium is August
2008. In order for this gymnasium to be completed on sched-

ule, county funding must be provided at the levels approved
in this CIP.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of

School Project Project Status Completion
Paint Branch HS Modernization  Approved Aug. 2010

Site work Approved Aug. 2011
Key MS Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2009
Farquhar MS Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2015
Broad Acres ES  13-classroom  Approved Aug. 2006

addition &

reconfigure

entrance
Cannon Road ES Modernization  Approved Jan. 2012

Gymnasium Approved Jan. 2012
Cloverly ES Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2008
Cresthaven ES ~ Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2010

Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2010
Fairland ES Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2007

Addition Proposed TBD
Galway ES Modernization ~ Approved Jan. 2009
Jackson Road ES  Addition Proposed TBD
Roscoe R. Nix ES  New school Approved Aug. 2006

Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2006
Sherwood ES ~ Classroom Proposed TBD

addition
Stonegate ES Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2008
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Projected Enrollment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
James Blake HS Program Capacity 1750 1733 1733 1733 1733 1733 1733 1733 1733
Enroliment 1997 1972 1917 1835 1818 1782 1808 1800 1850
Available Space (246) (239) (184) (102) (85) (49) (75) (67) (117)
Comments +1 SCB
Paint Branch HS Program Capacity 1593 1593 1593 1593 1593 1998 1998 1998 1998
Enroliment 1768 1788 1719 1702 1712 1715 1710 1700 1750
Available Space (175) (195) (126) (109) (119) 283 288 298 248
Comments Facility Modernization Mod. Site
Planning In Progress Complete| Work
For Mod. Complete
Springbrook HS Program Capacity 2131 2148 2148 2148 2148 2148 2148 2148 2148
Enrollment 2065 2077 2075 2107 2113 2087 2053 2050 2100
Available Space 66 71 73 41 35 61 95 98 48
Comments -1 SCB
[Benjamin Banneker MG [Program Capacity 927 927 | 927 | 927 927 927 927 927 927
Enroliment 838 794 821 795 765 757 759 750 800
Available Space 89 133 106 132 162 170 168 177 127
Comments
Briggs Chaney MS Program Capacity 981 981 981 981 981 981 981 981 981
Enrollment 952 963 914 906 870 874 845 850 900
Available Space 29 18 67 75 111 107 136 131 81
Comments
William H. Farquhar MS  |Program Capacity 887 887 887 887 887 887 887 887 887
Enrollment 725 735 725 694 638 639 637 650 700
Available Space 162 152 162 193 249 248 250 237 187
Comments Facility
Planning
For Mod.
Francis Scott Key MS Program Capacity 954 954 954 954 930 930 930 930 930
Enrollment 809 805 805 815 802 823 842 850 900
Available Space 145 149 149 139 128 107 88 80 30
Comments Planning @ Tilden Mod.
For Mod. Center Complete
+2 AUT
White Oak MS Program Capacity 897 897 897 897 897 897 897 897 897
Enrollment 874 860 849 825 773 782 800 800 850
Available Space 23 37 48 72 124 115 97 97 47
Comments
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Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06—07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Broad Acres ES CSR |Program Capacity 346 645 645 645 645 645 645
Enrollment 496 497 488 491 507 515 517
Available Space (150) 148 157 154 138 130 128
Comments @Fairland|+13 Rooms
Burnt Mills ES CSR|Program Capacity 364 367 367 367 367 367 367
Enrollment 531 386 366 367 381 398 399
Available Space (167) (19) 1 0 (14) (31) (32)
Comments Boundary
Change
-1 preK
Burtonsville ES Program Capacity 640 584 584 584 584 584 584
Enroliment 601 579 577 559 563 566 571
Available Space 39 5 7 25 21 18 13
Comments +FDK
+1 LAD
Cannon Road ES CSR|Program Capacity 276 276 276 276 276 276 276
Enrollment 367 357 366 370 375 381 384
Available Space (91) (81) (90) (94) (99) (105) (108)
Comments Facility @ Fairland
Planning Mod. Comp.
For Mod. Jan. 2012, +Gym
Cloverly ES Program Capacity 483 517 517 517 517 517 517
Enrollment 489 501 520 522 518 516 525
Available Space (6) 16 (3) (5) (1) 1 (8)
Comments +FDK -2 AUT +Gym
Cresthaven ES CSR|Program Capacity 265 281 270 270 270 503 503
Enroliment 569 355 383 398 404 407 407
Available Space (304) (74) (113) (128) (134) 96 96
Comments -1 LAD +1 SCB @ Fairland Mod. Complete
Reorganize Jan. 09 Aug. 2010
Grades 3-5 + Gym
Dr. Charles R. Drew §CSR |Program Capacity 437 437 437 437 437 437 437
Enrollment 491 475 469 467 468 473 478
Available Space (54) (38) (32) (30) (31) (36) (41)
Comments
Fairland ES CSR |Program Capacity 354 354 354 354 354 354 354
Enrollment 525 506 488 490 478 481 480
Available Space (171) (152) (134) (136) (124) (127) (126)
Comments + Gym Facility
Planning
For Add.
Galway ES CSR|Program Capacity 436 423 423 754 754 754 754
Enroliment 702 679 689 676 686 686 686
Available Space (266) (256) (266) 78 68 68 68
Comments Planning @ Fairland
For Mod. Mod. Comp.
+1 ELC Jan. 09
Greencastle ES CSR|Program Capacity 572 572 572 572 572 572 572
Enrollment 610 593 582 562 553 541 543
Available Space (38) (21) (10) 10 19 31 29
Comments
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Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06—07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Jackson Road ES  |CSR|Program Capacity 380 380 380 380 380 380 380
Enroliment 544 535 570 589 576 575 579
Available Space (164) (155) (190) (209) (196) (195) (199)
Comments +1 PEP | Facility
Planning
For Add.
Roscoe R. Nix ES Program Capacity 0 498 498 498 498 498 498
Enroliment 0 408 424 424 425 425 425
Available Space 0 90 74 74 73 73 73
Comments Opens
+Gym
+1 SCB, +HSM
William T. Page ES |CSR|Program Capacity 348 348 348 348 348 348 348
Enroliment 386 381 368 365 360 357 364
Available Space (38) (33) (20) (17) (12) 9) (16)
Comments -1 session
pre-K
Sherwood ES Program Capacity 377 377 377 377 377 377 377
Enroliment 479 484 499 506 509 526 530
Available Space (102) (107) (122) (129) (132) (149) (153)
Comments Fac. PIng.
For Add.
+ FDK
Stonegate ES Program Capacity 428 428 428 428 428 428 428
Enroliment 448 431 432 431 440 437 422
Available Space (20) (3) (4) (3) (12) (9) 6
Comments +FDK +Gym
+1 HS
Westover ES Program Capacity 306 298 298 298 298 298 298
Enroliment 282 272 268 274 283 288 295
Available Space 24 26 30 24 15 10 3
Comments +FDK +2 AUT
-2 ELC
[Cluster Information HS Utilization 106% | 107% 104% 103% | 103% | 95% | 95% | 94% | 97/%
HS Enrollment 5830 5837 5711 5644 5643 5584 5571 5550 5700
MS Utilization 90% 89% 89% 87% 83% 84% 84% 84% 90%
MS Enrolliment 4198 4157 4114 4035 3848 3875 3883 3900 4150
ES Utilization 125% 110% 111% 105% 106% 103% 104% 97% 97%
ES Enroliment 7520 7439 7489 7491 7526 7572 7605 7093 7093
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Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005

Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
James Blake HS 1997 34.0% 0.5% 9.1% 10.8% 45.7% 10.7% 0.9% 9.9%
Paint Branch HS 1768 45.0% 0.1% 19.9% 9.3% 25.6% 17.9% 1.1% 11.0%
Springbrook HS 2065 44.4% 0.1% 17.6% 21.7% 16.1% 26.9% 5.2% 13.6%
Benjamin Banneker MS 838 55.7% 0.2% 14.9% 9.3% 19.8% 32.5% 3.1% 16.5%
Briggs Chaney MS 952 47.5% 0.2% 17.1% 11.9% 23.3% 25.3% 3.6% 15.8%
William H. Farquhar MS 725 20.0% 0.0% 10.9% 6.8% 62.3% 16.1% 1.1% 5.0%
Francis Scott Key MS 809 44.7% 0.5% 14.7% 27.1% 13.0% 42.8% 5.1% 21.2%
White Oak MS 874 39.4% 0.7% 13.4% 23.9% 22.7% 39.5% 6.3% 16.5%
Broad Acres ES 496 23.4% 0.4% 10.5% 65.3% 0.4% 89.1% 40.7% 30.9%
Burnt Mills ES 531 65.9% 0.4% 5.5% 26.2% 2.1% 56.1% 17.8% 41.5%
Burtonsville ES 601 49.8% 0.2% 21.3% 8.0% 20.8% 26.0% 10.4% 21.0%
Cannon Road ES 367 43.1% 0.0% 15.5% 28.1% 13.4% 39.2% 19.9% 19.1%
Cloverly ES 489 18.6% 0.4% 13.3% 9.0% 58.7% 12.1% 5.5% 11.2%
Cresthaven ES 569 33.4% 0.2% 13.9% 38.8% 13.7% 46.7% 15.1% 22.7%
Dr. Charles R. Drew ES 491 44.4% 0.8% 18.5% 12.6% 23.6% 36.3% 7.7% 12.4%
Fairland ES 525 59.0% 0.2% 14.7% 10.9% 15.2% 40.8% 13.1% 28.8%
Galway ES 702 59.3% 0.3% 17.9% 12.0% 10.5% 38.5% 19.7% 24.2%
Greencastle ES 610 73.1% 0.5% 10.5% 10.8% 5.1% 47.0% 11.2% 34.7%
Jackson Road ES 544 46.0% 0.2% 13.2% 26.8% 13.8% 54.6% 17.1% 21.3%
William T. Page ES 386 51.6% 0.3% 23.6% 15.0% 9.6% 33.7% 13.7% 16.4%
Roscoe Nix ES n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Sherwood ES 479 19.6% 0.0% 14.8% 9.8% 55.7% 17.5% 3.3% 6.9%
Stonegate ES 448 33.0% 0.2% 16.5% 9.2% 41.1% 15.6% 2.7% 6.7%
Westover ES 282 30.5% 0.7% 20.9% 11.3% 36.5% 14.2% 9.6% 13.6%
Elementary Cluster Total 7520 44.8% 0.3% 15.1% 19.6% 20.2% 39.0% 14.1% 20.8%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

Roscoe Nix Elementary School will be opening in 2006.
*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
“*Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004—2005 school year compared to total enroliment.
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SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS
Program Capacity and Room Use Table -
2|3
(7]
(School Year 2005-2006) 3| &
HE
e Quad Cluster
»n|o Based County & Regional Based
N o
2 = % Ol e
[
® 0 o C:) 2 ) ® E E 3
B d 05805 ® 2® 3 2 HE
§ 121529cfss 833=c2|8el 8n| | 1812 | |alola|8|E
P .‘?n:o'r-'g2E@@OE@)@@@EE‘—@‘?@FWW@OO‘D@@ == =2
£ g 2gdEo 8%z 203|z|9e6°008z808586°°53|:
5 S| 8|2 oo $ls x 880 |Floli|o|2|Z|alo|= 8|0 E|Q o ol5lnlE
4 s | 0|3 ¢ |elhl Cluu ZZouwlulald<z|/o|lo2EZ|0oa(X o Xowa s
Schools o O |F |0 K O |T|OX|X|WE|o|Ww|w Jdd n|g| <00 Wuwad=sooonl>>S|<
James Blake HS 9-12 | 1750| 79 76 3
Paint Branch HS 9-12 | 1593| 75 67 3 3 2
Springbrook HS 9-12 | 2131|101 89 4 3 23
Benjamin Banneker MS 6-8 927 | 43 39 2 1
Briggs Chaney MS 6-8 | 981 | 46 41 1 2 2
William H. Farquhar MS 6-8 887 | 42 37 3 171
Francis Scott Key MS 6-8 | 954 | 44 40 1 3
White Oak MS 6-8 897 | 47 34 211]2 2|2 4
Broad Acres ES pre-K-5| 346 | 27 | 7 10 111]5 1 2
Burnt Mills ES pre-K-5| 364 | 24 | 4 210|111 5 1
Burtonsville ES K-5 640 | 30 | 4 24 2
Cannon Road ES K-5 276 | 24 | 6 118 4 2 2 1
Cloverly ES K-5 483 | 27 | 3 15 3 3 3
Cresthaven ES K-5 265 | 22 | 5 8 6 3
Dr. Charles R. Drew ES pre-K-5| 437 | 28 | 3 717 1 4 3 3
Fairland ES pre-K-5| 354 | 25 | 4 310 115 2
Galway ES pre-K-5| 436 | 32 | 6 212 1 6 3
Greencastle ES pre-K-5| 572 | 33 | 4 1112 1 5
Jackson Road ES pre-K-5| 380 | 25 | 4 1]10 1 5 4
William T. Page ES pre-K-5| 348 | 22 | 3 671 3 2
Sherwood ES K-5 377 | 22 | 4 13 3 2
Stonegate ES K-5 428 | 24 | 4 14 1 3 2
Westover ES K-5 306 | 18 | 3 10 2 2|1
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Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
James Blake HS 1998 297,125| 91.3 7
Paint Branch HS 1969 260,680 34 1425 4
Springbrook HS 1960 1994 | 305,006| 27.4
Benjamin Banneker MS 1974 117,035 20 TBD 3 Yes
Briggs Chaney MS 1991 115,000 29.4 Yes
William H. Farquhar MS 1968 116,300 20 1434
Francis Scott Key MS 1966 120,670 20.6 1389 2 Yes
White Oak MS 1962 1993 [ 140990, 17.3 4
Broad Acres ES 1952 1974 64,683 6.2 Yes TBD Yes Yes Yes
Burnt Mills ES 1964 1990 57,318 15.1 TBD Yes 11 Yes Yes
Burtonsville ES 1952 1993 71,349 11.9 Yes Yes 2 Yes
Cannon Road ES 1967 44,839 4.4 1357 Yes 7
Cloverly ES 1961 1989 55,965 10 Yes 1
Cresthaven ES 1962 46,490 9.8 1311 Yes 17 Yes
Dr. Charles R. Drew ES 1991 73,975 12 Yes Yes
Fairland ES 1992 62,078 11.8 Yes 6
Galway ES 1967 67,452 9 1301 11 Yes
Greencastle ES 1988 78,275 18.9 Yes 3 Yes Yes
Jackson Road ES 1959 1995 65,279 8.8 Yes 10 Yes
Roscoe R. Nix ES 2006 88,351 7.8 Yes
William T. Page ES 1965 2003 58,726 9.8 1404 Yes Yes Yes
Sherwood ES 1977 60,064 11.1 TBD Yes 7 Yes
Stonegate ES 1971 44,966 10.3 TBD Yes 3
Westover ES 1964 1998 54,645 7.6 Yes Yes
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CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

Planning Issue: Although enrollment growth is slowing
across the county, revised enrollment projections continue
to indicate that four high schools in the central part of the
county will not have adequate site sizes or core facilities to
accommodate projected enrollment at those schools. The four
schools in need of facility relief are Gaithersburg,

tion in the general education curriculum in classrooms with
non-special education students and receive differentiated in-
struction to accommodate their specific learning needs. Some
of the students may receive instruction in the Fundamental
Life Skills curriculum, as appropriate. Related services are
integrated into regular classroom settings and other school
environments.

SCHOOLS
Northwest High School

Utilization: Projected enrollment continues to increase at
Northwest High School. A ten-classroom addition opened in
August 2001. A 30-classroom addition is scheduled for comple-
tion in August 2006.

Northwest, Quince Orchard, and Thomas S.
Wootton high schools. A New Central Area
High School is being considered to provide re-
lief to these four facilities. Enrollment trends at
all central area high schools will continue to be

Northwest Cluster Articulation*

Northwest High School

monitored closely. Other schools in the central
part of the county may need to be included in the

Roberto Clemente MS

Kingsview MS Lakelands Park MS

formation of a New Central Area High School. A
site selection committee will convene in spring

2006 to develop a recommendation for a site for
a New Central Area High School.

Planning Issue: A program initiative to pro-
vide full-day kindergarten and reduced class
sizes in Grades K-2 was introduced in the
2000-2001 school year in schools with the larg-
estnumber of students affected by poverty and
language deficiency. Clopper Mill Elementary
School receives staffing to reduce class sizes in
Grades K-2. Relocatable classrooms are being
used to accommodate these initiatives, where

|
Clopper Mill ES
Germantown ES
Great Seneca Creek ES** Great Seneca Creek ES** (North of Great Seneca Highway)

|
Darnestown ES

Diamond ES**

|
Ronald McNair ES
Spark M. Matsunaga ES

* “Cluster” is defined as the collection of elementary schools that articulate to the
same high school.

* S. Christa McAuliffe and Sally K. Ride elementary schools (south of Middlebrook
Road) also articulate to Roberto Clemente Middle School, but thereafter
articulate to Seneca Valley High School.

* Brown Station and Rachel Carson elementary schools also articulate to Lakelands
Park Middle School but thereafter articulate to Quince Orchard High School.

** Diamond Elementary School (south of Great Seneca Highway) also articulates to
Ridgeview Middle School and to Quince Orchard High School.

** A portion of Great Seneca Creek Elementary School articulates to Roberto
Clemente Middle School and another portion to Kingsview Middle School.

necessary.

Utilization: The opening of Great Seneca
Creek Elementary School in August 2006 will

Northwest Cluster
School Utilizations with Approved CIP

provide relief for Clopper Mill, Germantown, 1409

and Spark M. Matsunaga elementary schools. o

At the high school level, a 30-classroom addi-
tion scheduled for completion by August 2006 100%H
will provide relief for Northwest High School. IEE;%Z__
Lakelands Park Middle School in the Quince

Orchard cluster opened in August 2005 and 60% |
has relieved the overutilization at Kingsview
Middle School.

40%-H

20%
Special and Alternative Programs: Stu-

0%

dents who reside in the Northwest Cluster, who 2005
historically would have attended a Learning and ACTUAL

Academic Disabilities or Language program, are
now served in an elementary “Home School
Model” program. These students receive instruc-

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2015 2020
PROJECTED

% Elementary Schools . Middle Schools . High School

Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enroliment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.
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Capital Project: An FY 2000 appropriation was approved in
the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for construction to construct
the addition that is scheduled for completion in August 2006.

Clopper Mill Elementary School

Non-Capital Action: As part of the boundary study pro-
cess for Great Seneca Creek Elementary School, a boundary
advisory committee was convened during the spring 2005 to
evaluate boundary options for the new school. The commit-
tee was composed of representatives from the Clopper Mill,
Germantown, Spark M. Matsunaga, and Ronald McNair el-
ementary school service areas. The Board of Education acted
on boundaries on November 17, 2005. Boundary changes will
be implemented in August 2006.

Darnestown Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Darnestown
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment
will be monitored annually to determine the timing for request-
ing funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: FY 2009 expenditures are programmed
for facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and
cost for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be
considered in a future CIP.

Germantown Elementary School
Non-Capital Action: As part of the boundary study pro-
cess for Great Seneca Creek Elementary School, a boundary
advisory committee was convened during the spring 2005 to
evaluate boundary options for the new school. The commit-
tee was composed of representatives from the Clopper Mill,
Germantown, Spark M. Matsunaga, and Ronald McNair el-
ementary school service areas. The Board of Education acted
on boundaries on November 17, 2005. Boundary changes will
be implemented in August 2006.

Great Seneca Creek Elementary School
Capital Project: A new elementary school is needed in the
Northwest Cluster to relieve Clopper Mill, Germantown and
Spark M. Matsunaga elementary schools.

Capital Project: Construction is underway for the new
school and a gymnasium with completion scheduled for
August 2006.

Non-Capital Action: As part of the boundary study pro-
cess for Great Seneca Creek Elementary School, a boundary
advisory committee was convened during the spring 2005 to
evaluate boundary options for the school. The committee was
composed of representatives from the Clopper Mill, German-
town, Spark M. Matsunaga, and Ronald McNair elementary
school service areas. The Board of Education acted on the
boundaries on November 17, 2005. Boundary changes will
be implemented in August 2006.

Spark M. Matsunaga Elementary School
Non-Capital Action: As part of the boundary study pro-
cess for Great Seneca Creek Elementary School, a boundary
advisory committee was convened during the spring 2005 to
evaluate boundary options for the new school. The commit-
tee was composed of representatives from the Clopper Mill,
Germantown, Spark M. Matsunaga, and Ronald McNair el-
ementary school service areas. The Board of Education acted
on boundaries on November 17, 2005. Boundary changes will
be implemented in August 2006.

Ronald McNair Elementary School
Non-Capital Action: As part of the boundary study pro-
cess for Great Seneca Creek Elementary School, a boundary
advisory committee was convened during the spring 2005 to
evaluate boundary options for the new school. The commit-
tee was composed of representatives from the Clopper Mill,
Germantown, Spark M. Matsunaga, and Ronald McNair el-
ementary school service areas. The Board of Education acted
on boundaries on November 17, 2005. Boundary changes will
be implemented in August 2006.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Northwest HS  30-classroom Approved Aug. 2006
addition
Darnestown ES  Addition Proposed TBD
Great Seneca  New school Approved Aug. 2006
Creek ES Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2006
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Projected Enroliment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007—2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Northwest HS Program Capacity 1566 2228 2228 2228 2228 2228 2228 2228 2228
Enrollment 1962 2075 2075 2099 2165 2216 2279 2350 2400
Available Space (396) 152 152 128 62 12 (52) (122) (172)
Comments +30 Rooms
+1 ED
[Roberfo Clemente MS _[Program Capacity | 1230 | 1230 | 1230 | 1230 | 1230 | 1230 | 1230 | 1230 | 1230 |
Enrollment 1132 111 1097 1101 1101 1123 1083 1100 1150
Available Space 98 119 133 129 129 107 147 130 80
Comments
Kingsview MS Program Capacity 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012 1012
Enrollment 938 812 861 894 932 951 965 950 1000
Available Space 74 200 152 118 80 62 48 62 12
Comments Boundary
Change
Lakelands Park MS Program Capacity 1120 1137 1137 1137 1137 1137 1137 1137 1137
Enroliment 541 800 786 800 766 789 833 850 900
Available Space 579 337 351 337 371 348 304 287 237
Comments Opens | -1 Extensions
+2 LAD, +2 SCB
| +2 Extensions
[Clopper MITES _ [CSR|Program Capacity | 449 | 415 415 449 449 449 449
Enroliment 469 454 450 438 459 468 474
Available Space (20) (39) (35) 11 (10) (19) (25)
Comments +1 AUT | +2 AUT -2 AUT
Boundary
Change
Darnestown ES Program Capacity 318 274 274 274 274 274 274
Enroliment 418 396 378 383 386 386 383
Available Space (100) (122) (104) (109) (112) (112) (109)
Comments +FDK Facility
Planning
For Add.
Diamond ES Program Capacity 511 511 511 511 511 511 511
Enrollment 405 413 414 420 419 426 426
Available Space 106 98 97 91 92 85 85
Comments +FDK
Germantown ES Program Capacity 291 291 291 291 291 291 291
Enroliment 472 342 305 301 290 286 295
Available Space (181) (51) (14) (10) 1 5 (4)
Comments Boundary
Change
Great Seneca Creek ES  |Program Capacity 0 660 660 660 660 660 660
Enroliment 0 542 685 690 690 695 695
Available Space 0 118 (25) (30) (30) (35) (35)
Comments Opens, +Gym
+FDK
+2 ED
Spark M. Matsunaga ES  |Program Capacity 686 683 683 683 683 683 683
Enroliment 1152 876 753 776 77 777 776
Available Space (466) (193) (70) (93) (94) (94) (93)
Comments +FDK
Boundary
Change
Ronald McNair ES Program Capacity 646 646 646 646 646 646 646
Enroliment 744 758 741 733 730 730 718
Available Space (98) (112) (95) (87) (84) (84) (72)
Comments
[Cluster formation | [HS Utlization | 125% | 93% | 93% | 94% | O7% | 09% | 102% | 105% | 108% |
HS Enroliment 1962 2075 2075 2099 2165 2216 2279 2350 2400
MS Utilization 78% 81% 81% 83% 83% 85% 85% 86% 90%
MS Enroliment 2611 2723 2744 2795 2799 2863 2881 2900 3050
ES Utilization 126% 109% 107% 106% 107% 107% 107% 108% 108%
ES Enrollment 3660 3781 3726 3741 3751 3768 3767 3800 3800
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Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enroliment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Northwest HS 1962 28.4% 0.3% 17.0% 13.9% 40.5% 14.3% 0.4% 11.0%
Roberto Clemente MS 1132 27.9% 0.3% 20.4% 18.7% 32.7% 25.3% 3.6% 14.9%
Kingsview MS 938 23.9% 0.2% 21.7% 13.8% 40.4% 20.0% 2.2% 12.3%
Lakelands Park MS 541 17.9% 0.6% 10.9% 15.5% 55.1% 20.7% 4.8%
Clopper Mill ES 469 37.3% 0.0% 11.9% 34.3% 16.4% 45.2% 22.4% 23.2%
Darnestown ES 418 3.6% 0.7% 9.8% 5.3% 80.6% 7.9% 3.8% 7.2%
Diamond ES 405 11.6% 0.7% 26.7% 13.6% 47.4% 17.5% 9.6% 20.2%
Germantown ES 472 34.3% 0.2% 16.1% 18.4% 30.9% 32.3% 10.0% 25.5%
Great Seneca Creek ES n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Spark M. Matsunaga ES 1152 15.7% 0.3% 36.7% 7.3% 39.9% 14.9% 5.7% 12.3%
Ronald McNair ES 744 27.8% 0.3% 21.0% 12.5% 38.4% 21.0% 11.4% 11.1%
Elementary Cluster Total 3660 21.5% 0.4% 23.5% 13.7% 40.9% 21.7% 11.0% 16.6%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%
Great Seneca Creek Elementary School will be opening in 2006.
*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
**Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enrollment.
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Northwest HS 9-12 | 1566| 72 67 3 2
Roberto Clemente MS 6-8 1230| 59 51 1 3 212
Kingsview MS 6-8 1012| 47 42 1 4
Lakelands Park MS 6-8 | 1120] 54 47 1 2 2 2
Clopper Mill ES pre-K-5| 449 | 30 | 5 511 11115 2
Darnestown ES K-5 318 | 16 | 4 10 2
Diamond ES K-5 511 | 29 | 4 18 3 3
Germantown ES K-5 291 | 19 | 4 9 3 3
Spark M. Matsunaga ES K-5 686 | 34 | 4 26 4
Ronald McNair ES pre-K-5| 646 | 34 | 5 18 1 7 2 1
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Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent| Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Northwest HS 1998 275,317 | 34.6 10
Roberto Clemente MS 1992 148,246 19.9
Kingsview MS 1997 140,398 18.5
Lakelands Park MS 2005 153,588 | 8.11
Clopper Mill ES 1986 64,851 9 Yes Yes 5 Yes
Darnestown ES 1954 1980 37,685 7.2 TBD Yes 6 Yes
Diamond ES 1975 64,950 10 Yes TBD Yes Yes Yes
Germantown ES 1935 1978 57,668 7.8 TBD Yes 5 Yes
Great Seneca Creek ES 2006 82,511 13.71 Yes
Spark M. Matsunaga ES 2001 90,718 121 17 Yes
Ronald McNair ES 1990 78,275 10 Yes 2 Yes
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CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and that do not have planning or construction
funds recommended in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP.
Schools that are receiving an addition project will have the
improvements completed at the same time. Please see Ap-
pendix W for the list of schools not scheduled for an addition
or modernization project that are recommended to receive
restroom renovations.

SCHOOLS

Poolesville High School

Planning Issue: Beginning in August 2006, Poolesville High
School will become a whole-school magnet school. The whole-
school magnet model will serve the local student population
and students applying from outside the cluster. Students will
have the opportunity to choose among three houses including
the Global Ecology House, the Humanities House, and the Sci-
ence, Mathematics, Computer Science House. The programs
will incorporate elements of the programs at Montgomery Blair
High School and the Global Ecology program that currently

exists at Poolesville High School. The Humanities and Science,
Mathematics and Computer Science programs begin in August
2006 with the incoming Grade 9 class.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
construction funds in the Building Modifications and Program
Improvements project to convert two classrooms into comput-
er laboratories and to convert space in the Instructional Media
Center into editing rooms for television and video production.
The work will be completed during the summer of 2006.

Capital Project: A feasibility study is being conducted dur-
ing the summer of 2006 to determine the facility requirements
to accommodate the additional students projected for the
magnet programs. The timing for these improvements will be
considered as part of the Amendments to the FY 2007-2012
CIP in fall 2006.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Poolesville HS  Modification Approved Aug. 2006

1409
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Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enrollment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.
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POOLESVILLE CLUSTER

Projected Enroliment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections

Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020

Poolesville HS Program Capacity 868 868 868 868 868 868 868 868 868
Enroliment 861 935 988 1010 1085 1087 1079 1100 1150
Available Space 8 (66) (120) (142) (216) (218) (210) (232) (282)
Comments Magnet

Program
| (see text)

[John Poole MS | |Program Capacity 486 486 500 500 500 500 500 500 500
Enrollment 384 365 358 343 331 306 312 300 325
Available Space 102 121 142 156 168 194 188 200 174
Comments -1 SLC

[Monocacy ES | |Program Capacity 205 205 205 205 205 205 205
Enroliment 231 218 222 231 231 241 241
Available Space (26) (13) (17) (26) (26) (36) (36)
Comments +FDK

Poolesville ES Program Capacity 549 549 549 549 549 549 549
Enroliment 441 422 396 400 390 389 394
Available Space 108 127 153 149 159 160 155
Comments -1 pre-K

[Cluster Information HS Utilization 99% | 108% | 114% | 116% | 125% 125% 124% 81% 86% |
HS Enroliment 861 935 988 1010 1085 1087 1079 700 750
MS Utilization 79% 75% 72% 69% 66% 61% 62% 60% 65%
MS Enroliment 384 365 358 343 331 306 312 300 325
ES Utilization 89% 85% 82% 84% 82% 84% 84% 86% 86%
ES Enroliment 672 640 618 631 621 630 635 650 650
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POOLESVILLE CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Poolesville HS 861 5.3% 0.3% 3.7% 2.7% 87.9% 3.1% 0.0% 4.4%
John Poole MS 384 6.8% 0.3% 1.8% 4.2% 87.0% 11.5% 0.8% 5.8%
Monocacy ES 231 5.6% 0.0% 2.6% 5.2% 86.6% 15.6% 2.2% 5.3%
Poolesville ES 441 5.9% 0.5% 1.4% 6.3% 85.9% 15.0% 2.9% 11.3%
Elementary Cluster Total 672 5.8% 0.3% 1.8% 6.0% 86.2% 15.2% 2.7% 8.3%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
“*Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004—2005 school year compared to total enroliment.
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Poolesville HS 9-12 868 | 40 37 2 1
John Poole MS 6-8 486 | 23 20 2 1
Monocacy ES K-5 205 | 12 7
Poolesville ES pre-K-5| 549 | 28 | 4 21 3
Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006
Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.
Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Poolesville HS 1953 1978 | 141,249 37.2 1362
John Poole MS 1997 85,669 20.5
Monocacy ES 1961 1989 42,482 27 3 Yes
Poolesville ES 1960 1978 | 64,803 12.3 TBD Yes Yes
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QUINCE ORCHARD CLUSTER

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

Planning Issue: Although enrollment growth is slowing
across the county, revised enrollment projections continue to
indicate that four high schools in the central part of the county
will not have adequate site sizes or core facilities to accommo-
date projected enrollment at those schools. The four schools
in need of facility relief are Gaithersburg, Northwest, Quince
Orchard, and Thomas S. Wootton high schools. A New Cen-
tral Area High School is being considered to provide relief to
these four facilities. Enrollment trends at all central area high
schools will continue to be monitored closely. Other schools
in the central part of the county may need to

grammed for facility planning to determine the scope and cost
for the modernization. In order for this project to be completed
on schedule, county and state funding must be provided at the
levels approved in this CIP.

Rachel Carson Elementary School
Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Rachel Car-
son Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four
classrooms by the end of the six-year period and is projected
to reach almost 800 students. Additional capacity will need
to be added at another school in the cluster. The actual en-
rollment will be monitored annually to determine the timing
for requesting funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable
classrooms will be utilized until an additional capacity can be
added at another school in the cluster.

Capital Project: FY 2009 expenditures are programmed
for facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and
cost for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be
considered in a future CIP.

be included in the formation of a New Central
Area High School. A site selection committee
will convene in spring 2006 to develop a rec-
ommendation for a site for a New Central Area
High School.

Planning Issue: A program initiative to pro-
vide full-day kindergarten and reduced class
sizes in Grades K-2 was introduced in the
2000-2001 school year in schools with the larg-
estnumber of students affected by poverty and
language deficiency. Brown Station Elementary

Quince Orchard Cluster Articulation*

Quince Orchard High School

Lakelands Park MS Ridgeview MS

|
Diamond ES
(South of Great Seneca Highway)
Fields Road ES
Jones Lane ES
Thurgood Marshall ES

|
Brown Station ES
Rachel Carson ES

School receives staffing to reduce class sizes for
Grades K-2. Relocatable classrooms are being
used to accommodate these initiatives where
necessary.

SCHOOLS
Ridgeview Middle School

Capital Project: Improvements to this facility
are needed to enclose classrooms, create ap-
propriate hallways, add ceilings, lighting, and
to reconfigure the mechanical system. FY 2007
appropriation is approved for planning to begin
the architectural design for the improvements.
The scheduled completion date for the project
is August 2010. In order for this project to be
completed on schedule, county and state fund-

ing must be provided at the levels approved in
this CIP.

Brown Station Elementary School
Capital Project: A modernization project is
scheduled for this school with a completion date
of August 2016. FY 2011 expenditures are pro-

*”Cluster” is defined as the collection of elementary schools that articulate to the same
high school.

*Diamond (north of Great Seneca Highway) and Darnestown elementary schools also
articulate to Lakelands Park Middle School, but thereafter to Northwest High School.

Quince Orchard Cluster

School Utilizations with Approved CIP
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QUINCE ORCHARD CLUSTER

Fields Road Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate Fields Road Elemen-
tary School enrollment will exceed capacity by at least four
classrooms throughout the six-year CIP period. Relocatable
classrooms will continue to be utilized until a nine-classroom
addition is constructed.

Capital Project: A classroom addition is planned for Fields
Road Elementary School to accommodate its projected enroll-
ment. An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for construction
to construct the addition. The scheduled completion date for
the addition is August 2008. In order for this addition to be
completed on schedule, county and state funding must be
provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Thurgood Marshall Elementary School
Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
construction of a gymnasium. The scheduled completion date
for this gymnasium is August 2007. In order for this gymnasium
to be completed on schedule, county funding must be provided
at the levels approved in this CIP.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Ridgeview MS  Facility Approved Aug. 2010
improvements
Brown Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2016
Station ES
Rachel Carson ES Addition Proposed TBD
(capacity study)
Fields Road ES  10-classroom Approved Aug. 2008
addition
Thurgood Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2007
Marshall ES
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QUINCE ORCHARD CLUSTER

Projected Enrollment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Quince Orchard HS Program Capacity 1799 1809 1822 1822 1822 1822 1822 1822 1822
Enrollment 1910 1894 1811 1802 1800 1825 1840 1900 1950
Available Space (111) (85) 12 20 22 (2) (18) (78) (128)
Comments +1 Extensions| -1 LFI
-2 ED
Takelands Park MS | |Program Capacity 1120 1137 | 1137 | 1137 | 1137 | 1137 | 1137 | 1137 | 1137 |
Enrollment 541 800 786 800 766 789 833 850 900
Available Space 579 337 351 337 371 348 304 287 237
Comments Opens | -1 Extensions
+2 LAD, +2 SCB
+2 Extensions
Ridgeview MS Program Capacity 1048 1048 1048 1048 1048 1048 1048 1048 1048
Enrollment 845 766 808 803 763 718 732 750 800
Available Space 204 282 240 246 286 330 316 298 248
Comments SCB, -1 L4 Planning Facility
Boundary For Improvements
| Change |Improvements Complete
Brown Station ES  |COR|Program Capacity | 410 | 410 410 410 410 410 410
Enrollment 414 413 432 439 457 469 475
Available Space (4) (3) (22) (29) (47) (59) (65)
Comments -1 SCB Facility
+1 LFI Planning
For Mod.
Rachel Carson ES Program Capacity 649 649 649 649 649 649 649
Enrollment 726 731 740 765 772 776 779
Available Space (77) (82) (91) (116) (123) (127) (130)
Comments -1 pre-K Capacity
Study
(see text)
Fields Road ES Program Capacity 338 338 338 580 580 580 580
Enroliment 492 493 493 504 509 520 525
Available Space (154) (155) (155) 76 71 60 55
Comments Planning +10 Rooms
For Add. +2 pre-K AUT
Jones Lane ES Program Capacity 541 495 495 495 495 495 495
Enrollment 510 491 471 463 459 461 467
Available Space 31 4 24 32 36 34 28
Comments +FDK
Thurgood Marshall ES Program Capacity 508 508 508 508 508 508 508
Enroliment 572 575 551 570 588 588 582
Available Space (64) (67) (43) (62) (80) (80) (74)
Comments +FDK +Gym
+1 PEP
[Cluster Information HS Utilization T06% | 105% | 99% | 99% | 99% T00% T01% T04% T07% |
HS Enroliment 1910 1894 1811 1802 1800 1825 1840 1900 1950
MS Utilization 64% 72% 73% 73% 70% 69% 72% 73% 78%
MS Enrollment 1386 1566 1594 1603 1529 1507 1565 1600 1700
ES Utilization 111% 113% 112% 104% 105% 107% 107% 110% 110%
ES Enroliment 2714 2703 2687 2741 2785 2814 2828 2900 2900
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QUINCE ORCHARD CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Quince Orchard HS 1910 17.6% 0.3% 15.7% 15.1% 51.3% 14.8% 6.6% 14.2%
Lakelands Park MS 541 17.9% 0.6% 10.9% 15.5% 55.1% 20.7% 4.8%
Ridgeview MS 845 14.7% 0.2% 16.0% 17.4% 51.7% 22.0% 5.2% 15.0%
Brown Station ES 414 44.4% 0.0% 12.3% 25.4% 17.9% 45.9% 21.0% 30.6%
Rachel Carson ES 726 9.0% 0.3% 11.8% 13.2% 65.7% 20.0% 9.8% 11.9%
Fields Road ES 492 21.7% 0.2% 19.9% 19.1% 39.0% 26.8% 8.9% 20.0%
Jones Lane ES 510 12.4% 0.0% 14.7% 17.6% 55.3% 24.1% 7.6% 12.9%
Thurgood Marshall ES 572 18.9% 0.5% 19.6% 12.1% 49.0% 22.0% 6.8% 19.7%
Elementary Cluster Total 2714 19.4% 0.2% 15.5% 16.7% 48.1% 26.4% 10.3% 19.0%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%
*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
**Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004—2005 school year compared to total enrollment.
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QUINCE ORCHARD CLUSTER

Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent| Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Quince Orchard HS 1988 284,912| 30.1 4
Lakelands Park MS 2005 153,588 | 8.11
| Ridgeview MS 1975 136,379 20 TBD Yes Yes
Brown Station ES 1969 58,338 9 1516 Yes Yes
Rachel Carson ES 1990 78,547 12.4 Yes 4 Yes
Fields Road ES 1973 47,140 10 TBD Yes 9 Yes
Jones Lane ES 1987 60,679 121 Yes Yes 1 Yes
Thurgood Marshall ES 1993 73,059 12 Yes 3
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ROCKVILLE CLUSTER

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

Planning Issue: A program initiative to provide full-day kin-
dergarten and reduced class sizes in Grades K-2 was introduced
in the 2000-2001 school year in schools with the largest num-
ber of students affected by poverty and language deficiency.
Maryvale, Meadow Hall, and Rock Creek Valley elementary
schools receive staffing to reduce class sizes in Grades K-2.
Relocatable classrooms are being used to accommodate these
initiatives, where necessary.

Maryvale Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Maryvale Ele-
mentary School will exceed capacity by atleast four classrooms
by the end of the six-year period. The actual enrollment will
be monitored annually to determine the timing for requesting
funding for a permanent addition. Relocatable classrooms will
be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: FY 2012 expenditures are programmed for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be con-
sidered in a future CIP.

Meadow Hall Elementary School

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
planning to begin the architectural design for a gymnasium.
The scheduled completion date for this gymnasium is August
2008. In order for this gymnasium to be completed on sched-

ule, county funding must be provided at the levels approved
in this CIP.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Maryvale ES Addition Proposed TBD
Meadow Hall ES Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2008
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ROCKVILLE CLUSTER

Projected Enroliment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Rockville HS Program Capacity 1633 1607 1607 1607 1607 1607 1607 1607 1607
Enroliment 1253 1236 1240 1172 1183 1179 1159 1150 1200
Available Space 380 371 367 435 424 428 448 457 407
Comments +1 DHOH
+1 LAD
arle B. Woo [ [Program Capacity 1030 1030 1030 1030 1030 1030 1030 1030 1030
Enrollment 918 843 835 866 897 880 958 950 1000
Available Space 112 187 195 164 133 150 72 80 30
Comments
[Cucy V. Barnsley ES| _ [Program Capacity 503 503 523 523 523 523 523
Enroliment 577 614 611 617 623 620 597
Available Space (74) (111) (88) (94) (100) (97) (74)
Comments +FDK -2 LD/GT
Flower Valley ES Program Capacity 429 429 429 429 429 429 429
Enroliment 471 436 441 444 442 462 433
Available Space (42) (7) (12) (15) (13) (33) (4)
Comments +FDK
Maryvale ES CSR |Program Capacity 565 565 565 565 565 565 565
Enrollment 645 650 656 665 666 665 660
Available Space (80) (85) (91) (100) (101) (100) (95)
Comments Facility
Planning
For Add.
Meadow Hall ES CSR |Program Capacity 353 353 353 353 353 353 353
Enrollment 351 356 368 370 375 385 385
Available Space 2 (3) (15) (17) (22) (32) (32)
Comments +Gym
Rock Creek Valley EYCSR |Program Capacity 329 329 329 329 329 329 329
Enroliment 359 372 376 382 383 389 392
Available Space (30) (43) (47) (53) (54) (60) (63)
Comments
[Cluster Information HS Utilization TT% | 77% | 77% | 73% | 74% | 73% | 72% | 72% | 75% |
HS Enrollment 1253 1236 1240 1172 1183 1179 1159 1150 1200
MS Utilization 89% 82% 81% 84% 87% 85% 93% 92% 97%
MS Enroliment 918 843 835 866 897 880 958 950 1000
ES Utilization 110% 111% 112% 113% 113% 115% 112% 114% 114%
ES Enroliment 2403 2428 2452 2478 2489 2521 2467 2500 2500
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ROCKVILLE CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility

Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Rockville HS 1253 17.1% 0.4% 12.1% 25.3% 45.2% 19.3% 5.3% 14.5%
Earle B. Wood MS 918 19.4% 1.0% 12.4% 22.8% 44.4% 27.3% 5.0% 12.7%
Lucy V. Barnsley ES 577 14.9% 0.2% 14.4% 23.7% 46.8% 24.6% 9.5% 14.3%
Flower Valley ES 471 16.3% 0.0% 9.3% 10.6% 63.7% 17.4% 3.4% 10.7%
Maryvale ES 645 27.3% 1.2% 10.2% 25.9% 35.3% 37.8% 15.3% 15.5%
Meadow Hall ES 351 23.6% 0.9% 10.5% 31.1% 33.9% 42.9% 14.1% 16.7%
Rock Creek Valley ES 359 11.1% 0.3% 10.3% 29.2% 49.0% 27.9% 9.5% 16.7%
Elementary Cluster Total 2403 19.2% 0.5% 11.1% 23.6% 45.5% 29.9% 10.5% 14.8%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
**Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enrollment.
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Rockville HS 9-12 | 1633| 79 68 2 3 2 3 1
Earle B. Wood MS 6-8 11030 51 42 1 3 1 4
Lucy V. Barnsley ES K-5 | 503|283 16 4 3 2
Flower Valley ES K-5 | 429| 25 |3 14 3 2
Maryvale ES pre-K-5 | 565 | 35 | 4 9110 1126 3
Meadow Hall ES K-5 353 | 24 | 3 6|7 3 3 2
Rock Creek Valley ES pre-K-5| 329 | 28 | 4 4|6 |1 3 10
Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006
Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. |Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent| Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.
Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Rockville HS 1968 2004 |316,973| 303 1283
Earle B. Wood MS 1965 2001 | 152,558 8.5 Yes
Lucy V. Barnsley ES 1965 1998 72,024 10 Yes 4 Yes
Flower Valley ES 1967 1996 | 61,567 9.3 Yes Yes Yes
Maryvale ES 1969 92,050 17.7 1578 Yes Yes 3 Yes
Meadow Hall ES 1956 1994 | 53,878 8.4 Yes Yes 2
Rock Creek Valley ES 1964 2001 76,692 10.5 Yes Yes
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SENECA VALLEY CLUSTER

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

Planning Issue: A program initiative to provide full-day kin-
dergarten and reduced class sizes in Grades K-2 was introduced
in the 2000-2001 school year in schools with the largest number
of students affected by poverty and language deficiency. Fox
Chapel and Sally K. Ride elementary schools receive staffing
to reduce class sizes in Grades K-2. Relocatable classrooms are
being used to accommodate this initiative.

SCHOOLS

a boundary advisory committee was convened during spring
2005 to evaluate boundary options for Clarksburg High School.
The committee was composed of representatives from all of the
elementary, middle, and high schools in the Damascus, Seneca
Valley, and Watkins Mill clusters. The boundary advisory com-
mittee also evaluated middle school boundary options that
addressed articulation patterns for Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.
and Neelsville middle schools. The Board of Education took
action on the boundaries for the new school on November 17,
2005. The new high school opens in August 2006.

Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Middle School

Utilization: Boundary changes from Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr. Middle School to Neelsville Middle School reduce
the enrollment at Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Middle School
to within its capacity. Therefore, the previously proposed
classroom addition will not be needed at Dr. Martin Luther

King, Jr. Middle School.
Non-Capital Action: As part of the boundary study process

Clarksburg High School

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for
construction of the new Clarksburg High School.
Construction to convert the former Rocky Hill
Middle School facility into the new Clarksburg

Seneca Valley Cluster Articulation®

Seneca Valley High School

High School is underway. The opening of this
school is scheduled for August 2006.

Roberto Clemente MS

Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. MS

Non-Capital Action: As part of the bound-
ary study process for Clarksburg High School,
a boundary advisory committee was convened

|
S. Christa McAuliffe ES

(South of Middlebrook Road)

|
Lake Seneca ES
Dr. Sally K. Ride ES
(North of Middlebrook Road)
Waters Landing ES

Dr. Sally K. Ride ES

during spring 2005 to evaluate boundary options
for Clarksburg High School. The committee
was composed of representatives from all of
the elementary, middle, and high schools in
the Damascus, Seneca Valley, and Watkins Mill
clusters. The boundary advisory committee also
evaluated middle school boundary options that
addressed articulation patterns for Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr. and Neelsville middle schools.
The Board of Education took action on the
boundaries for the new school on November
17, 2005. The boundaries will become effec-
tive for Grades 9-11 when the school opens in
August 2006.

Seneca Valley High School
Utilization: Enrollment at Seneca Valley High
School currently exceeds capacity. The new
Clarksburg High School will provide relief for
Damascus, Seneca Valley and Watkins Mill high
schools when it opens in August 2006.

Non-Capital Action: As part of the bound-
ary study process for Clarksburg High School,

* “Cluster” is defined as the collection of elementary schools that articulate to the
same high school.

* Clopper Mill, Germantown, and a portion of Great Seneca Creek elementary
schools also articulate to Roberto Clemente Middle School, but thereafter
articulate to Northwest High School.

Seneca Valley Cluster

School Utilizations with Approved CIP
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SENECA VALLEY CLUSTER

for Clarksburg High School, a boundary advisory committee
was convened during spring 2005 to evaluate boundary options
for Clarksburg High School. The committee was composed of
representatives from all of the elementary, middle, and high
schools in the Damascus, Seneca Valley, and Watkins Mill clus-
ters. The boundary advisory committee also evaluated middle
school boundary options that addressed articulation patterns
for Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. and Neelsville middle schools.
The Board of Education took action on middle school boundary
changes on November 17, 2005. Adopted reassignments from
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Middle School to Neelsville Middle
School begin in Grades 6 and 7 in August 2006.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Clarksburg HS ~ Conversion of ~ Approved Aug. 2006

Rocky Hill facility
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SENECA VALLEY CLUSTER

Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Projected Enroliment and Space Availability

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Seneca Valley HS Program Capacity 1527 1527 1527 1527 1527 1527 1527 1527 1527
Enroliment 1689 1505 1443 1446 1438 1447 1431 1450 1500
Available Space (162) 22 84 81 89 80 96 77 27
Comments Minor | Boundary
Core Change
Improve.
Roberto Clemente MS Program Capacity 1230 1230 1230 1230 1230 1230 1230 1230 1230
Enroliment 1132 1111 1097 1101 1101 1123 1083 1100 1150
Available Space 98 119 133 129 129 107 147 130 80
Comments
Martin Luther King, Jr MS |Program Capacity 882 868 868 868 868 868 868 868 868
Enroliment 857 735 684 713 709 683 714 700 750
Available Space 25 134 184 156 160 186 154 168 118
Comments +1 SLC
Boundary
|| Change
Cake Seneca ES | |Program Capacity 460 460 460 460 460 460 460
Enroliment 360 352 360 390 398 422 433
Available Space 100 108 100 70 62 38 27
Comments
S. Christa McAuliffe ES Program Capacity 630 630 630 630 630 630 630
Enroliment 626 623 643 641 655 646 656
Available Space 4 7 (13) (11) (25) (16) (26)
Comments
Dr. Sally K. Ride ES |CSR |Program Capacity 465 465 465 465 465 465 465
Enrollment 546 553 529 526 535 537 545
Available Space (81) (88) (64) (61) (70) (72) (80)
Comments -1 session
pre-K
Waters Landing ES Program Capacity 630 630 630 630 630 630 630
Enroliment 639 633 646 658 656 651 657
Available Space 9) (3) (16) (28) (26) (21) (27)
Comments
Cluster Information HS Utilization T11% 99% 94% 95% 94% 95% 94% 95% | 98% |
HS Enroliment 1689 1505 1443 1446 1438 1447 1431 1450 1500
MS Utilization 94% 88% 85% 86% 86% 86% 86% 86% 91%
MS Enrolliment 1989 1846 1781 1814 1810 1806 1797 1800 1900
ES Utilization 99% 99% 100% 101% 103% 103% 105% 108% 108%
ES Enrolliment 2171 2161 2178 2215 2244 2256 2291 2360 2360
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SENECA VALLEY CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- | American Asian- Mobility

Schools Enroliment |American %| Indian % |American %| Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Seneca Valley HS 1689 30.1% 0.2% 12.1% 20.2% 37.4% 21.5% 10.8% 21.1%
Roberto Clemente MS 1132 27.9% 0.3% 20.4% 18.7% 32.7% 25.3% 3.6% 14.9%
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr MS 857 33.3% 0.5% 11.4% 19.1% 35.7% 31.6% 3.5% 19.0%
Lake Seneca ES 360 29.7% 0.8% 11.4% 16.4% 41.7% 30.3% 10.8% 28.0%
S. Christa McAuliffe ES 626 35.6% 0.5% 10.1% 21.7% 32.1% 31.0% 18.9% 21.5%
Dr. Sally K. Ride ES 546 23.4% 0.4% 25.8% 17.6% 32.8% 34.5% 11.9% 15.5%
Waters Landing ES 639 31.1% 0.2% 9.4% 19.6% 39.7% 25.9% 9.7% 19.6%
Elementary Cluster Total 2171 30.3% 0.4% 14.0% 19.2% 36.1% 30.3% 13.1% 20.5%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
“*Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enrollment.
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Seneca Valley HS 9-12 | 1527| 74 62 4 3 3|2
Roberto Clemente MS 6-8 1230| 59 51 1 3 212
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr MS 6-8 | 882 | 42 36 1 3 2
Lake Seneca ES K-5 460 | 25 | 4 14 3 4
S. Christa McAuliffe ES pre-K-5| 630 | 33 | 4 21 1 4 3
Dr. Sally K. Ride ES pre-K-5| 465 | 32 | 4 511 1 6 4
Waters Landing ES K-5 630 | 33 | 4 22 5 1
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SENECA VALLEY CLUSTER

Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent| Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened| Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Seneca Valley HS 1974 251,278 29.4 1254 7
Roberto Clemente MS 1992 148,246 | 19.9
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr MSI 1996 135,867 19 6
Lake Seneca ES 1985 58,770 9.4 Yes Yes
S. Christa McAuliffe ES 1987 77,240 10.6 Yes Yes 1 Yes
Dr. Sally K. Ride ES 1994 78,686 13.5 Yes 4 Yes Yes
Waters Landing ES 1988 77,560 10 Yes Yes
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SHERWOOD CLUSTER

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

Special and Alternative Programs: Students who reside
in the Sherwood Cluster, who historically would have attended
aLearning and Academic Disabilities or Language program, are
now served in an elementary “Home School Model” program.
These students receive instruction in the general education cur-
riculum in classrooms with non-special education students and
receive differentiated instruction to accommodate their specific
learning needs. Some of the students may receive instruction in
the Fundamental Life Skills curriculum, as appropriate. Related
services are integrated into regular classroom settings and other
school environments.

SCHOOLS
Sherwood High School

Utilization: Enrollment at Sherwood High School currently
exceeds capacity. Projections indicate that enrollment will ex-
ceed capacity throughout the six-year CIP period. Relocatable
classrooms will be used until a 16-classroom addition can be
constructed.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
construction to complete the architectural design and to con-
struct the addition that is scheduled to open in August 2007.
In order for this addition to be completed on schedule, county
and state funding must be provided at the levels approved in

this CIP.

Sherwood Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Sherwood El-
ementary School will exceed capacity throughout the six-year
CIP period. Relocatable classrooms will continue to be utilized
until an addition is constructed.

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved
in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for facility planning to
determine the scope, feasibility, and cost of a classroom addi-
tion. A date for the addition will be considered as part of the
Amendments to the FY 20072012 CIP.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Sherwood HS  16-classroom Approved Aug. 2007
addition
Farquhar MS ~ Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2015
Sherwood ES  Classroom Proposed TBD
addition

William H. Farquhar
Middle School

140%

Sherwood Cluster
School Utilizations with Approved CIP

Capital Project: A modernization project is

scheduled for this school with a completion date 1200

of August 2015. FY 2011 expenditures are pro-

grammed for facility planning to determine the 100%
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for this project to be completed on schedule,

county and state funding must be provided at

the levels approved in this CIP.
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SHERWOOD CLUSTER

Projected Enrollment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—-CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Sherwood HS Program Capacity 1703 1703 2063 2063 2063 2063 2063 2063 2063
Enrollment 2240 2203 2143 2137 2136 2139 2099 2100 2150
Available Space (537) (500) (80) (74) (73) (76) (36) (37) (87)
Comments Planning +16 Rooms
For Addition
[William H. Farquhar MS__ [Program Capacity | 887 | 887 887 887 | 887 | 887 | 887 | 887 | 887 |
Enrollment 725 735 725 694 638 639 637 650 700
Available Space 162 152 162 193 249 248 250 237 187
Comments Facility
Planning
For Mod.
Rosa Parks MS Program Capacity 940 940 940 940 940 940 940 940 940
Enroliment 928 920 891 875 871 861 838 850 900
Available Space 12 20 50 66 70 80 102 90 40
Comments
[BelmontES | |Program Capacity 459 415 415 415 415 415 415
Enrollment 409 377 364 357 350 342 356
Available Space 50 38 51 58 65 73 59
Comments + FDK
Brooke Grove ES Program Capacity 537 537 537 537 537 537 537
Enrollment 471 447 434 444 462 479 a77
Available Space 66 920 103 93 75 58 60
Comments +FDK
+1 session
pre-K
Greenwood ES Program Capacity 571 571 571 571 571 571 571
Enrollment 580 557 579 579 581 598 598
Available Space 9) 14 (8) (8) (10) (27) (27)
Comments + FDK
Olney ES Program Capacity 584 584 584 584 584 584 584
Enrollment 613 597 600 611 623 636 650
Available Space (29) (13) (16) (27) (39) (52) (66)
Comments -2 sessions
pre-K
Sherwood ES Program Capacity 377 377 377 377 377 377 377
Enrollment 479 484 499 506 509 526 530
Available Space (102) (107) (122) (129) (132) (149) (153)
Comments Fac. PIng.
For Add.
+ FDK ]
Cluster Information HS Utilization 132% 129% 104% 104% 104% 104% 102% | 102% | 104% |
HS Enrollment 2240 2203 2143 2137 2136 2139 2099 2100 2150
MS Utilization 90% 91% 88% 86% 83% 82% 81% 82% 88%
MS Enrollment 1653 1655 1616 1569 1509 1500 1475 1500 1600
ES Utilization 101% 99% 100% 101% 102% 104% 105% 109% 109%
ES Enroliment 2552 2462 2476 2497 2525 2581 2611 2700 2700
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Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Sherwood HS 2240 15.6% 0.4% 11.1% 9.9% 63.0% 10.9% 7.5% 9.5%
William H. Farquhar MS 725 20.0% 0.0% 10.9% 6.8% 62.3% 16.1% 1.1% 5.0%
Rosa Parks MS 928 11.2% 0.2% 9.2% 7.8% 71.7% 10.3% 0.8% 3.8%
Belmont ES 409 7.8% 0.7% 8.1% 5.4% 78.0% 11.2% 2.2% 6.7%
Brooke Grove ES 471 21.9% 0.2% 13.2% 10.4% 54.4% 21.7% 8.9% 8.3%
Greenwood ES 580 8.1% 0.0% 8.3% 5.3% 78.3% 10.9% 1.2% 4.0%
Olney ES 613 16.3% 0.3% 8.8% 9.0% 65.6% 12.3% 2.1% 9.7%
Sherwood ES 479 19.6% 0.0% 14.8% 9.8% 55.7% 17.5% 3.3% 6.9%
Elementary Cluster Total 2552 14.7% 0.2% 10.5% 8.0% 66.5% 14.5% 3.4% 7.1%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
**Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enroliment.

SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS
Program Capacity and Room Use Table -
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Sherwood HS 9-12 | 1703 81 70 5 3 112
William H. Farquhar MS 6-8 887 | 42 37 3 111
Rosa Parks MS 6-8 940 | 43 40 3
Belmont ES K-5 459 | 23 | 4 15 2
Brooke Grove ES K-5 537 | 30 | 4 16 1 3 5
Greenwood ES K-5 571 | 29 | 4 21 4
Olney ES pre-K-5| 584 | 30 | 4 21 4
Sherwood ES K-5 377 | 22 | 4 13 3 2
Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006
Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.
Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Sherwood HS 1950 1991 | 283,726| 49.3 8
William H. Farquhar MS 1968 116,300 20 1434
Rosa Parks MS 1992 130,374 | 241
Belmont ES 1974 49,279 10.5 TBD Yes Yes 1 Yes
Brooke Grove ES 1989 72,582 11 Yes Yes
Greenwood ES 1970 64,609 10 TBD Yes Yes
Olney ES 1954 1990 | 68,755 9.9 Yes
Sherwood ES 1977 60,064 111 TBD Yes 7 Yes

Adopted Actions and Planning Issues ® 4-111



. . Vicinity Map
Watkins Mill Cluster N Closed New Current
. ® O @ GradesK-2
Montgomery County Public Schools g A ® O ® Grades360r3-5
850 Hungerford Drive I Miles ® O @ Gradeskss »
Map Compiled by MCPS Division of Long-range Planning May 16,2006 Bl O W Midde Schools Elsuzter Ser\;;ce Areas
p Compi - y 16, A — = = S Service Are:
Map base provided by Montgomery County DTS Geographic Information System Division & L A HighSchools Maj; R;:ds “
ey HS Daty ES 7 y,
Neelsville MS o “~
Clarksburg HS ~ ~ /
. I J South Lake ES’
Neelsville MS : ) N Watkins
) e Mill HS
Ve Stedwick ES
Capt. g Neelsville MS -
) Watkins Mill HS R4 S ~—m——nd
James y. /
D(lly ES I |
D ]
A_. i
DL TN A . Whetsone ES
el ) . " Mont Village MS /
=1 SouthLake ES "~ Watkins Mill /' ontgomety Village V>4
N . \ . Watkins Mill HS
\ Neelsville MS ‘: HS ,"
Watkins Mill HS 7 J
7 ’ ,I
7 ) sl Stedwick ES ¢ Goshe
- ! . ’
-t ! Stedwick ES P N ot
N / (/'Whetsop ngS Gaithersbur|
N —— N . P !
‘ox Chapel ES / Maatar’ i -
~, Watkins Mill ES ! [ | ! CERES
N . 1 ) o~ -
', S - ! f -
/4 haP g "._._ ’I \\’/’
/ Montgomery Village MS ~"~-{ Whetstone ES Strawberry Knoll ES
Fox Chapel ES 1 / Gaithersburg MS
] 5
(;(eelsil?ﬁe MS o | Montgomery Village MS Gaitherburg HS
Clarksburg HS U™\ wakinsmitns  § Strawberry e
\ Watkins Mill ES N Knoll ES
‘\\
. N
¢ )
I~ \
124 Nl
South Lake E \
Neelsville MS
/ Watkins Mill HS ~ @ Forest
Oak
South Lake ES |
Brown Station ES =3 MS /‘\1
Lakelands Park MS ~ L\ \/
Quince Orchard HS s
e S g A
e ‘ 1) \ Gaithersburg ES _ ol
2 & N~ v, . . -
< Marshall S =~ ¥ Gaithersburg MS Gaithersburg MS < J

4-112 » Adopted Actions and Planning Issues



WATKINS MILL CLUSTER

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

Planning Issue: A program initiative to provide full-day kin-
dergarten and reduced class sizes in Grades K-2 was introduced
in the 2000-2001 school year in schools with the largest number
of students affected by poverty and language deficiency. All the
elementary schools in the Watkins Mill Cluster receive staffing
to reduce class sizes In Grades K-2. Relocatable classrooms are
being used to accommodate these initiatives where necessary.
At schools with construction projects, classroom additions
are being designed as add-alternates to accommodate the ad-
ditional staffing.

and Watkins Mill high schools when it opens. The new school
is scheduled to open in August 2006.

Non-Capital Action: As part of the boundary study process
for Clarksburg High School, a boundary advisory committee
was convened during spring 2005 to evaluate boundary options
for Clarksburg High School. The committee was composed of
representatives from all of the elementary, middle, and high
schools in the Damascus, Seneca Valley, and Watkins Mill
clusters. The boundary advisory committee also evaluated
middle school boundary options that addressed articulation
patterns for Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. and Neelsville middle
schools. The Board of Education took action on the boundar-
ies for the new school on November 17, 2005. The new high
school opens in August 2006.

Neelsville Middle School
Non-Capital Action: As part of the boundary study process
for Clarksburg High School, a boundary advisory committee

SCHOOLS

Clarksburg High School
Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation
was approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010

Watkins Mill Cluster Articulation®

Watkins Mill High School
I

[ |

CIP for construction of the new Clarksburg

| Montgomery Village MS | |

Neelsville MS |

High School. Construction to convert the for-
mer Rocky Hill Middle School facility into the
new Clarksburg High School is underway. The
opening of this school is scheduled for August

[
South Lake ES
Stedwick ES**

|
Stedwick ES**
Watkins MIIl ES
Whetstone ES

2006.

Non-Capital Action: As part of the bound-
ary study process for Clarksburg High School,
a boundary advisory committee was convened
during spring 2005 to evaluate boundary options
for Clarksburg High School. The committee
was composed of representatives from all of
the elementary, middle, and high schools in
the Damascus, Seneca Valley, and Watkins Mill
clusters. The boundary advisory committee also
evaluated middle school boundary options that
addressed articulation patterns for Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr. and Neelsville middle schools. The
Board of Education took action on the boundar-
ies for the new school on November 17, 2005.
The new school opens in August 2006.

Watkins Mill High School

Utilization: Enrollment at Watkins Mill High
School currently exceeds capacity. The new
Clarksburg High School will provide relief for
overutilization at Damascus, Seneca Valley,

* "Cluster” is defined as the collection of elementary schools that articulate to the
same high school.

* Capt. James Daly Elementary School and Fox Chapel Elementary School also
articulate to Neelsville Middle School but thereafter to Clarksburg High School.

** A portion of Stedwick Elementary School articulates to Montgomery Village
Middle School, and another portion articulates to Neelsville Middle School.

Watkins Mill Cluster

School Utilizations with Approved CIP

7l
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Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enroliment of schools divided by total capacity.
Projected capacity factors in approved capital projects.

. Middle Schools

- High School
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WATKINS MILL CLUSTER

was convened during spring 2005 to evaluate boundary options
for Clarksburg High School. The committee was composed of
representatives from all of the elementary, middle, and high
schools in the Damascus, Seneca Valley, and Watkins Mill
clusters. The boundary advisory committee also evaluated
middle school boundary options that addressed articulation
patterns for Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. and Neelsville middle
schools. The Board of Education took action on middle school
boundaries on November 17, 2005. Adopted reassignments
from Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Middle School to Neelsville
Middle School begin with Grades 6 and 7 in August 2006.

Watkins Mill Middle School #2

(Replacement for Neelsville MS)

Capital Project: With the opening of Clarksburg High
School, Neelsville Middle School will be shared between the
Clarksburg and Watkins Mill clusters. The Neelsville Middle
School facility is now within the boundary of the Clarksburg
Cluster. Long-term projections for middle schools in the
Clarksburg Cluster indicate that additional middle school ca-
pacity will be needed. When a new facility is built to replace
Neelsville Middle School, the current Neelsville facility will
completely serve students from the Clarksburg Cluster. An
FY 2007 appropriation is approved for facility planning to for
a feasibility study to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for a replacement facility for Neelsville Middle School within
the Watkins Mill Cluster.

South Lake Elementary School

Utilization: Enrollment at South Lake Elementary School
is projected to exceed capacity throughout the six-year CIP
planning period. A 12-classroom addition is needed to accom-
modate the growing enrollment. Relocatable classrooms will be
used until the addition opens in the 2005-2006 school year.

Capital Project: Construction is underway for the classroom
addition and a gymnasium. The addition project and gymna-
sium are scheduled to be completed during the 2005-2006
school year.

Stedwick Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Stedwick El-
ementary School will exceed capacity throughout the six-year
CIP period. Relocatable classrooms will continue to be utilized
until an addition is constructed.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
planning to begin the architectural design for the classroom
addition. The addition is scheduled to be completed during the
2008-2009 school year. In order for this project to be completed
on schedule, county and state funding need to be provided at
the levels recommended in this CIP.

Watkins Mill Elementary School

Utilization: Enrollment at Watkins Mill Elementary School
is projected to exceed capacity throughout the six-year CIP
period. Relocatable classrooms will continue to be utilized
until an addition is constructed.

Capital Project: An FY 2006 appropriation was approved in
the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for construction to construct
a classroom addition and gymnasium. The addition project
and gymnasium are scheduled to be completed during the
2006-2007 school year.

Whetstone Elementary School

Utilization: Projections indicate enrollment at Whetstone
Elementary School will exceed capacity by at least four class-
rooms by the end of the six-year period. Relocatable classrooms
will be utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
facility planning to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
for a classroom addition. A date for the addition will be con-
sidered in a future CIP.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Clarksburg HS ~ Conversion of ~ Approved Aug. 2006
Rocky Hill facility
Watkins Mill Replacement Proposed TBD
MS #2
South Lake ES  12-classroom Approved SY 2005-2006
addition
Gymnasium Approved SY 2005-2006
Stedwick ES 12-classroom Approved SY 2008-2009
addition
Watkins Mill ES  16-classroom Approved SY 2006-2007
addition
Gymnasium Approved SY 2006-2007
Whetstone ES  Classroom Proposed TBD
addition
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Projected Enroliment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06—07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Watkins Mill HS Program Capacity 1863 1836 1836 1836 1836 1836 1836 1836 1836
Enroliment 2048 1799 1715 1666 1593 1609 1631 1650 1700
Available Space (185) 37 121 170 243 227 205 186 136
Comments +2 SLC
Boundary
Change
Montgomery Village MS Program Capacity 803 803 803 803 803 803 803 803 803
Enroliment 741 751 717 718 725 696 692 700 750
Available Space 62 52 86 85 78 107 111 103 53
Comments
Neelsville MS Program Capacity 918 918 918 918 918 918 918 918 918
Enroliment 727 809 883 928 913 910 907 900 950
Available Space 191 109 35 (10) 5 8 11 18 (32)
Comments Boundary
Change
Watkins Mill MS #2 Program Capacity 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Enroliment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Available Space 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Comments Facility
Planning
1 1 |  l@eetet)| | | | |
outh Lake [CSR[Program Capacity | 737 | 737 | 737 | 737 | 737 | 737 | 737
Enroliment 557 539 581 603 605 613 625
Available Space 180 198 156 134 132 124 112
Comments +12 Rooms
+Gym
Stedwick ES CSR [Program Capacity 423 423 423 694 694 694 694
Enroliment 592 589 569 565 581 596 604
Available Space (169) (166) (146) 129 113 98 90
Comments Planning +12 Rooms
For Add.
Watkins Mill ES CSR |Program Capacity 291 629 629 629 629 629 629
Enrollment 593 605 597 598 596 608 604
Available Space (302) 24 32 31 33 21 25
Comments +16 Rooms
+Gym
Whetstone ES CSR |Program Capacity 449 449 449 449 449 449 449
Enroliment 578 613 619 627 633 639 655
Available Space (129) (164) (170) (178) (184) (190) (206)
Comments +1 PEP | Facility
Planning
For Add.
[Cluster Information HS Ufilization T10% 98% 93% 91% 87% 88% 89% | 90% | 93% |
HS Enrollment 2048 1799 1715 1666 1593 1609 1631 1650 1700
MS Utilization 85% 91% 93% 96% 95% 93% 93% 93% 99%
MS Enrolliment 1468 1560 1600 1646 1638 1606 1599 1600 1700
ES Utilization 122% 105% 106% 95% 96% 98% 99% 99% 99%
ES Enroliment 2320 2346 2366 2393 2415 2456 2488 2480 2480
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Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Watkins Mill HS 2048 34.3% 0.2% 9.8% 27.8% 27.9% 27.4% 9.9% 17.1%
Montgomery Village MS 741 37.7% 0.0% 9.0% 31.6% 21.7% 43.2% 9.0% 21.9%
Neelsville MS 727 32.6% 0.4% 15.4% 27.5% 24.1% 42.8% 11.3% 19.6%
South Lake ES 557 32.1% 0.4% 18.1% 38.8% 10.6% 57.7% 26.3% 31.3%
Stedwick ES 592 37.0% 0.0% 12.0% 22.6% 28.4% 44.9% 15.4% 23.3%
Watkins Mill ES 593 41.0% 0.5% 10.1% 29.5% 18.9% 47.2% 21.2% 30.9%
Whetstone ES 578 32.5% 0.3% 10.7% 36.2% 20.2% 44.1% 19.7% 28.8%
Elementary Cluster Total 2320 35.7% 0.3% 12.7% 31.6% 19.7% 48.4% 20.6% 28.5%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%
*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
***Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004—2005 school year compared to total enrollment.
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Watkins Mill HS 9-12 | 1863| 90 76 3 3 4 4
Montgomery Village MS 6-8 803 | 43 30 21111 2 2 5
Neelsville MS 6-8 918 | 42 39 1 2
South Lake ES pre-K-5| 737 | 40 | 3 16|12 116 1
Stedwick ES pre-K-5| 423 | 28 | 4 3|12 1 6 2
Watkins Mill ES pre-K-5| 291 | 24 | 5 8 117 3
Whetstone ES pre-K-5| 449 | 31 | 6 310 1 6 2 3
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Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Watkins Mill HS 1989 301,579| 50.1 Yes 2
Montgomery Village MS 1968 2004 | 141,615| 15.1 1358
Neelsville MS 1981 124337 29.2 TBD
South Lake ES 1972 2005 | 83,038 10.2 TBD Yes
Stedwick ES 1974 84,335 10 TBD Yes 8 Yes
Watkins Mill ES 1970 44,510 10 Yes TBD Yes 13
Whetstone ES 1968 76,657 8.8 TBD Yes 7 Yes
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CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

SCHOOLS
Thomas W. Pyle Middle School

Utilization: Projections indicate that enrollment at Thomas
W. Pyle Middle School will exceed capacity throughout the
six-year CIP period. A nine-classroom addition is needed to
accommodate the enrollment. Relocatable classrooms will
continue to be utilized until an addition is constructed.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
planning and construction to design the classroom and con-
struct the addition. The scheduled completion date is August
2008. In order for this addition to be completed on schedule,
county and state funding must be provided at the levels ap-
proved in this CIP.

Burning Tree Elementary School

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved
for construction to construct a gymnasium at Burning Tree
Elementary School. The scheduled completion date for this
gymnasium is August 2007. In order for this gymnasium to
be completed on schedule, county funding must be provided
at the levels approved in this CIP.

Carderock Springs Elementary School
Capital Project: A modernization projectis scheduled for this
school with a completion date of August 2010. FY 2008 expen-
ditures are programmed for planning to begin the architectural
design of the modernization. In order for this modernization
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Capital Project: FY 2008 expenditures were approved in the
Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP for planning for a gymnasium to
be constructed as part of the modernization project. The sched-
uled completion date for this gymnasium is August 2010. In
order for this gymnasium to be completed on schedule, county
funding must be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Thomas W. 9-classroom Approved Aug. 2008
Pyle MS addition
Burning Tree ES Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2007
Carderock Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2010
Springs ES Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2010

1209
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Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Projected Enroliment and Space Availability

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Walt Whitman HS Program Capacity 1922 1909 1909 1909 1909 1909 1909 1909 1909
Enrollment 1869 1880 1900 1906 1970 1946 1907 1900 1950
Available Space 53 29 9 3 (61) (37) 2 9 (41)
Comments +1 LFI
[Thomas W. Pyle MS| __ |Program Capacity 1138 1138 1138 1341 1341 1341 1341 1341 1341
Enrollment 1310 1279 1308 1266 1220 1235 1222 1250 1300
Available Space (172) (140) (170) 75 121 106 119 91 41
Comments Planning +9 Rooms
For Add.
[Bannockburn ES | |Program Capacity 365 365 365 365 365 365 365
Enrollment 353 333 314 317 330 336 338
Available Space 12 32 51 48 35 29 27
Comments +FDK
Bradley Hills ES Program Capacity 387 342 342 342 342 342 342
Enroliment 388 370 370 373 368 365 368
Available Space (1) (28) (28) (31) (26) (23) (26)
Comments +FDK
Burning Tree ES Program Capacity 428 428 428 428 428 428 428
Enroliment 525 506 470 454 439 432 438
Available Space (97) (78) (42) (26) (11) 4) (10)
Comments +Gym
Carderock Springs ES Program Capacity 274 251 251 251 366 366 366
Enroliment 319 291 292 307 300 310 315
Available Space (45) (40) (41) (56) 66 56 51
Comments +FDK | Planning @ Radnor Mod.
For Mod. | Jan. 09 Aug. 2010
Complete
Wood Acres ES Program Capacity 597 551 551 551 551 551 551
Enrollment 610 585 585 578 582 573 575
Available Space (13) (34) (34) (27) (31) (22) (24)
Comments +FDK
[Cluster Information HS Utilization 97% | 98% 100% 100% | 103% | 102% 100% 100% 102% |
HS Enroliment 1869 1880 1900 1906 1970 1946 1907 1900 1950
MS Utilization 115% 112% 115% 94% 91% 92% 91% 93% 97%
MS Enrollment 1310 1279 1308 1266 1220 1235 1222 1250 1300
ES Utilization 107% 108% 105% 105% 98% 98% 99% 102% 102%
ES Enroliment 2195 2085 2031 2029 2019 2016 2034 2100 2100
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Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility
Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Walt Whitman HS 1869 3.7% 0.1% 12.8% 6.2% 77.2% 1.4% 5.4% 6.8%
Thomas W. Pyle MS 1310 3.1% 0.1% 12.3% 6.0% 78.5% 5.6% 3.1% 6.1%
Bannockburn ES 353 2.8% 0.0% 11.0% 4.8% 81.3% 24.6% 9.5% 6.2%
Bradley Hills ES 388 3.9% 0.0% 12.4% 4.9% 78.9% 3.4% 4.6% 7.2%
Burning Tree ES 525 4.8% 0.4% 17.7% 7.0% 70.1% 6.9% 6.7% 8.5%
Carderock Springs ES 319 1.3% 0.0% 11.9% 6.0% 80.9% 6.0% 3.1% 4.8%
Wood Acres ES 610 2.0% 0.0% 6.9% 5.9% 85.2% 6.1% 3.8% 6.1%
Elementary Cluster Total 2195 3.0% 0.1% 11.8% 5.8% 79.2% 8.7% 5.5% 6.6%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
***Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004—-2005 school year compared to total enrollment.
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Walt Whitman HS 9-12 | 1922| 90 81 2 3 1 3
Thomas W. Pyle MS 6-8 |1138] 53 48 1 2 2
Bannockburn ES K-5 365 | 20 | 4 13 3
Bradley Hills ES K-5 387 | 18 | 3 13 2
Burning Tree ES K-5 428 | 24 | 3 14 3 4
Carderock Springs ES K-5 274 | 15 | 4 10 1
Wood Acres ES K-5 597 | 28 | 3 21 2 2
Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005—-2006
Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square | Size |Adjacent| Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.
Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Walt Whitman HS 1992 261,295| 30.7 Yes
Thomas W. Pyle MS 1962 1993 | 136,548 | 14.4 Yes 6
Bannockburn ES 1957 1988 54,234 8.3 1 Yes
Bradley Hills ES 1951 1984 | 42,368 6.7 Yes TBD Yes Yes 3 Yes
Burning Tree ES 1958 1991 60,848 6.8 Yes Yes 5
Carderock Springs ES 1966 32,639 9 1316 2
Wood Acres ES 1952 2002 73,138 2.6 Yes 1390 Yes 2 Yes
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N

Closed New Current

Vicinity Map

Matsunaga ES
Kingsview MS Kingsview MS
m Northwest HS Marshall ES Quince Orchard HS HS //
I~ { Ridgeview MS / .:
boSC . Quince Orchard HS Forest Oak M$™" AN s )
~o——— \
" .= \ Gaithersburg HS Y ( J @ )
1 lI Dermestonn B Ridgeview MS “ 4 Washington Grove £S i
P o {Diamond ES Diamond ES
Lakelands Park MS ’
’ ! ,' Aneme T \ Lakelands Park M§™__
\\ o Northwest HS o A Thurgood y Northwest HS,
-
-
!
N~ i Marshall ES A
[, e I o Lakelands Park MS Carson ES
s Quince Orchard HS /

Marshall ES
Ridgeview MS

Dgfnestown ES

Quince Orchard HS

Quince AI ( 4 [ |
Orchard Al o
¢ {
Cardqn ES 7 R
\.
~)
i 4
Marshall ES - ”
Jones Lane ES ‘ Ridgeview MS b+

RieEp e Qu)we Orchard HS §

n

Rachfl ijs/un ES  Lakelands
Quince Orchard #‘/ParkMS

=~

. ® O @ GradesK-2
Montgomery County Public Schools 05 ® O ®  Grades3-60r3-5
850 Hungerford Drive ) Miles ® O @ Gradesks5
[=] O B Middle Schools e Cluster Service Areas
Map Compiled by MCPS Division of Long-range Planning May 09,2006 A A A High Schools = = = ES Service Areas
Map base provided by Montgomery County DTS Geographic Information System Division = Major Roads
1 Diamond ES \ N o~ Gt S Grove Es 2 z
{ R N ’ = f{" ersburg ES o | \| W)
forthwes e Brown Station ES ~. wer Hill ES
} Rormestits “mwn,  Brown Station ES 7Y = T T T T~ J floner JLES
Lakelands Park MS Rosemont ES Forest Oak MS Shady
Grove MS

Carson ES

Fields Road ES
Ridgeview MS.
Quinc®Qrehard HS

Jones Woodl
) Lane ES FrostMS vodley
i [ ) rost MS ’ Gardens
) e Stone Mill ES ~
. : . (e
X DuFief ES #7 Sonemines J Cabin John MS West oS )
- S ‘Wootton HS
Cabin John MS (/ Richard Montgor
Re Wootton HS % Lakewood ES
nes Lane ES 4 Frost MS
Jones Lane ES ’ f P
Ridgeview MS 2~ Ry SN College
« N N , \ Gardens ES =
3 - . \NY
Darnestown ES Trayilsh ES '\ AN Stone MIllES @) ™'/ {
Lakelands Park MS FrostMS N .7 > L ome &
E
S e Wootton HS I I~ ’,
Northwest HS 4 “ % Stone MIllES (N Beall E]
N \ b
i\ - v Cabin John MS ) )
2 \ Wootton HS [4 /I @ -
> . N Lakewood ES - 3
Travilah ES - \ R len y/ N WestMs
: < — \ N Richard
f ) Potomac ES ( N\ Montgomery
] L3kewoodgES, 2 ~ \
f Travilah ES S{ b Z N\ Lakewood ES \ Fallsmead ES "\
4
\ / Wayside ES 4 \ I’\ \ )
/ Travilah ES FrostMS 4 . 4 \\ / ~ [ ] \
4 . loover
Wootton HS % = Rallsmead ES A N
/ Frost MS p Churchill HS i Robert [ N\
agl Wootton HS a8 ' 4 J i Thomas S Fallsmead ES Y
= L ootto
| Rt ooten AN / A 1 Frost MS Wootton HS ~ FrostMs N
L] A o .
' - / A Lakewood | = WoottonHs g
i ¢ Potomac ES =S ) [}
[ 3 ~d ) Fallsmead ES
9 - Voo N Hoover MS Sy S ’I FrostMS o
\ 3 S L,
| g l | S R 4
5 Churchil IH5 j(" / Fallsmead ES P
L uf 3 ’
o L\ Frost MS 4
o S ) . ,
g ) | Wootonts ¢
r
<’ N\
9 4
\ ’ Cold Spring ES
Xy W Cold Cabin John MS Ritchie Park ES
\ N, / Spring ES . Wootton HS WestMS
- Richard Montgomery HS
" o 5 B 7 y
" Potomac ES Wayside ES Ay, g B
y Wayside ES ¢ Ny, A 2
Hoover MS ¢‘ Beverly Farms ES "y
Potomac E Churchill HS Hoover MS —— Beverly
Churchill HS S, ’ Farms ES
Hoover MS \a-\Qurcl..ll HS
Churchill HS Potomac ES C v
i 7,
@2 WaysideBS Wayside ES "", Winston
4 . o / Churchill HS
~
Ny N s- ,’ Herbert
N -~ =
“ ) ! Hoover MS [} A
) \\ h Beverly
Ny h Lake Normandy %= Farms ES i~
Hoover MS ,“ \\ ”‘-_-_'
. I\ Wayside ES /. - P4 -
3 \
N = LooverMS = 'ﬁvﬁ\,l Tuckerman (+)
N N Seven
N [ Locksks  #
N i CabinJohn MS I Bells
N s abin John S
S A MillES Bells
s S Potomac EF Churchill HS | Mill E]
8 % . Hooyer MS , C”bln ’
N John MS
Yy
Ny Cabi
)
X €
2 £
3
% = -~
3 e Bells
A Potormac ES 3 | RAES

~

Forest Oak MS Gaithersburg HS

/

Fallsmead ES
FrostMS

Wootton HS

Rosemont ES
Forest Oak MS

Gaithersburg HS

Rosemont ES
Forest Oak MS

Gaithersburg HS

4-122 » Adopted Actions and Planning Issues



THOMAS S. WOOTTON CLUSTER

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are planned for
schools in this cluster that were constructed or modernized
before 1985 and did not have planning or construction funds
approved in the Amended FY 2005-2010 CIP. Schools that
will receive an addition project will have the improvements
completed at the same time. Please see Appendix W for the
list of schools not scheduled for an addition or modernization
project that are approved to receive restroom renovations.

Planning Issue: Although enrollment growth is slowing
across the county, revised enrollment projections continue to
indicate that four high schools in the central part of the county
will not have adequate site sizes or core facilities to accommo-
date projected enrollment at those schools. The four schools
in need of facility relief are Gaithersburg, Northwest, Quince
Orchard, and Thomas S. Wootton high schools. A New Cen-
tral Area High School is being considered to provide relief to
these four facilities. Enrollment trends at all central area high
schools will continue to be monitored closely. Other schools
in the central part of the county may need to be included in the
formation of a New Central Area High School. A site selection
committee will convene in spring 2006 to develop a recom-
mendation for a site for a New Central Area High School.

SCHOOLS
Cabin John Middle School

Capital Project: A modernization project for this school is
scheduled for completion in August2011. An appropriation for
FY 2007 facility planning is approved to determine the scope
and cost of the modernization. In order for this modernization
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

Cold Spring Elementary School
Capital Project: FY 2009 expenditures are

August 2008. In order for this project to be completed on
schedule, county and state funding must be provided at the
levels approved in this CIP.

Travilah Elementary School

Utilization: Enrollment at Travilah Elementary School is pro-
jected to exceed capacity by atleast four classrooms throughout
the six-year CIP planning period. Relocatable classrooms will
continue to be utilized until an addition is constructed.

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is approved for
planning and construction to complete the architectural design
and to construct the addition. The scheduled completion date
for the addition projectis August 2008. In order for this addition
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels approved in this CIP.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status Completion
Cabin John MS  Modernization ~ Approved Aug. 2011
Cold Spring ES  Gymnasium Approved Aug. 2010
Fallsmead ES  6-classroom Approved Aug. 2008
addition
Travilah ES 8-classroom Approved Aug. 2008
addition

programmed for planning funds to begin the
architectural design of a gymnasium. The sched-
uled completion date for this gymnasium is

Thomas S. Wootton Cluster
School Utilizations with Approved CIP

August 2010. In order for this gymnasium to be 120%

completed on schedule, county funding must be 100%.L
provided at the levels approved in this CIP. Essmeo
RANGE
80% -4
Fallsmead Elementary School
Utilization: Projections indicate that enroll-
ment at Fallsmead Elementary School will exceed

capacity by at least four classrooms throughout

60% -1+

40%-1

the six-year CIP period. Relocatable classrooms 20% |-
will continue to be utilized until an addition is
constructed. 0%

2005
ACTUAL

Capital Project: An FY 2007 appropriation is
approved for planning to begin the architectural
design for a classroom addition. The scheduled

Note: Percent utilization calculated as total enrollment of schools divided by total capacity.

completion date for this addition project is Projected capaciy factorsin approved capital projects

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2015 2020
PROJECTED

| @ Elementary Schools - Middle Schools - High School
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THOMAS S. WOOTTON CLUSTER

Projected Enroliment and Space Availability
Effects of Adopted FY 2007-2012 CIP and Non—CIP Actions on Space Available

Actual Projections
Schools 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 2015 2020
Thomas S. Wootton HS |Program Capacity 2058 2040 2040 2040 2040 2040 2040 2040 2040
Enroliment 2412 2382 2395 2376 2336 2341 2291 2300 2350
Available Space (354) (342) (355) (336) (296) (301) (251) (260) (310)
Comments +2 LAD
[Cabin John MS | |Program Capacity 894 885 885 885 885 885 885 885 885
Enrollment 994 946 904 875 893 844 833 850 900
Available Space (100) (61) (19) 10 (8) 41 52 35 (15)
Comments Facility PIng @ Tilden Facility Mod.
For Mod. Complete
+1 LAD Aug. 2011
Robert Frost MS Program Capacity 1134 1134 1134 1134 1134 1134 1134 1134 1134
Enroliment 1141 1153 1156 1152 1106 1062 1034 1050 1100
Available Space (7) (19) (22) (18) 28 72 100 84 34
Comments
[Cold Spring ES | |Program Capacity 409 386 386 386 386 386 386
Enrollment 429 423 444 434 426 439 441
Available Space (20) (37) (58) (48) (40) (53) (55)
Comments +FDK
Dufief ES Program Capacity 452 407 407 407 407 407 407
Enrollment 476 447 424 419 415 409 407
Available Space (24) (40) (17) (12) (8) (2) 0
Comments +FDK
Fallsmead ES Program Capacity 425 380 380 518 518 518 518
Enroliment 538 495 483 484 475 472 476
Available Space (113) (115) (103) 34 43 46 42
Comments +FDK +6 Rooms
Planning
for Add.
Lakewood ES Program Capacity 630 595 595 595 595 595 595
Enroliment 587 573 553 557 559 555 551
Available Space 43 22 42 38 36 40 44
Comments -1 LAD
+ FDK
Stone Mill ES Program Capacity 666 666 666 666 666 666 666
Enrollment 683 670 648 645 646 654 652
Available Space (17) (4) 18 21 20 12 14
Comments +FDK
Program Capacity 342 342 342 524 524 524 524
Travilah ES Enroliment 459 449 451 445 451 452 466
Available Space (117) (107) (109) 79 73 72 58
Comments Planning +8 Rooms
for Add.
[Cluster Information HS Ufilization 7% | 117% | 117% | 116% 114% 115% 112% T13% T15% |
HS Enrollment 2412 2382 2395 2376 2336 2341 2291 2300 2350
MS Utilization 105% 104% 102% 100% 99% 94% 92% 94% 99%
MS Enrolliment 2135 2099 2060 2027 1999 1906 1867 1900 2000
ES Utilization 108% 110% 108% 96% 96% 96% 97% 100% 100%
ES Enroliment 3172 3057 3003 2984 2972 2981 2993 3100 3100
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THOMAS S. WOOTTON CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

2005-2006 2004-2005
Total African- American Asian- Mobility

Schools Enrollment | American % | Indian % | American % | Hispanic % | White % FARMs%* | ESOL%** Rate%***
Thomas S. Wootton HS 2412 6.0% 0.2% 34.3% 4.2% 55.3% 4.6% 2.2% 6.0%
Cabin John MS 994 8.7% 0.2% 29.0% 4.7% 57.4% 9.3% 2.2% 5.8%
Robert Frost MS 1141 4.2% 0.1% 31.0% 6.1% 58.5% 8.5% 2.5% 5.6%
Cold Spring ES 429 5.8% 0.2% 24.0% 3.7% 66.2% 5.4% 1.9% 7.0%
DuFief ES 476 3.6% 0.2% 34.7% 4.4% 57.1% 7.2% 6.9% 8.9%
Fallsmead ES 538 5.4% 0.0% 30.1% 8.6% 55.9% 11.5% 9.7% 14.4%
Lakewood ES 587 3.9% 0.0% 37.0% 3.6% 55.5% 5.3% 6.6% 7.6%
Stone Mill ES 683 9.5% 0.3% 43.2% 5.1% 41.9% 8.5% 4.0% 6.9%
Travilah ES 459 6.8% 0.2% 37.7% 3.9% 51.4% 9.8% 8.5% 8.3%
Elementary Cluster Total 3172 6.0% 0.2% 35.2% 4.9% 53.8% 8.3% 6.2% 8.9%
Elementary County Total 62310 22.7% 0.3% 15.0% 21.9% 40.0% 31.5% 14.8% 17.9%

*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School ESOL students are served in regional ESOL centers.
**Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2004-2005 school year compared to total enroliment.
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Thomas S. Wootton HS 9-12 |2058| 97 87 2 2 412
Cabin John MS 6-8 894 | 45 36 1 2 3|2 1
Robert Frost MS 6-8 1134| 52 48 1 3
Cold Spring ES K-5 409 | 22 | 4 15 1 2
DuFief ES K-5 452 | 24 | 4 14 2 31
Fallsmead ES K-5 425 | 22 | 4 13 2 2 1
Lakewood ES K-5 630 | 30 | 4 23 2 1
Stone Mill ES K-5 666 | 34 | 4 22 4 4
Travilah ES K-5 342 | 18 | 3 12 3

Adopted Actions and Planning Issues ® 4-125



THOMAS S. WOOTTON CLUSTER

Facility Characteristics of Schools 2005-2006

Year Total Site FACT Child Care Reloc. | Link. To
Year Ren./ | Square Size |Adjacent| Assess.| Joint | Shared | County | Private | Class. | Learn. | Elem.

Schools Opened | Mod. Feet Acres Park Score Use Space | Owned | Mod. |2005-06| Prgm. Gym
Thomas S. Wootton HS 1970 295620 | 27.5 1301 8
Cabin John MS 1967 120,788 | 18.2 1422 4
Robert Frost MS 1971 143,757 | 2438 TBD
Cold Spring ES 1972 46,296 12.4 TBD Yes 1
DuFief ES 1975 59,013 10 TBD Yes 3 Yes
Fallsmead ES 1974 50,850 9 Yes TBD Yes 4 Yes
Lakewood ES 1968 2003 77,526 13.1 1405 Yes Yes
Stone Mill ES 1988 78,617 11.8 Yes Yes Yes
Travilah ES 1960 1992 50,588 9.3 Yes 7 Yes
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OTHER EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES

SPECIAL EDUCATION CENTERS

Longview

The Longview Center provides services to students, ages 5-21,
with severe to profound mental retardation and multiple dis-
abilities. The Longview Center is housed at shared facility with
Spark M. Matsunaga Elementary School. In the 2002-2003
school year, the Extensions Program for elementary and sec-
ondary students was developed at Longview for students with
extremely challenging behaviors. The elementary Extensions
Program was relocated to Cashell Elementary School for the
2004-2005 school year. The secondary Extensions Program will
be housed at Lakelands Park Middle School for the 2005-2006
school year.

Stephen Knolls

The Stephen Knolls Special Education Program provides
services for students, ages 5-21, with severe to profound
mental retardation and multiple disabilities. During summer
2004, Stephen Knolls underwent technology modernization.
A combination of standard school software and special edu-
cation assistive technology (SEAT) software was installed to
meet the unique needs of the students at Stephen Knolls. With
the completion of the Stephen Knolls facility improvements
during the summer 2003, the preschool programs from the
McKenney Hills Center were relocated to the Stephen Knolls
facility in August 2003. Currently, both programs utilize the
Stephen Knolls facility.

Mark Twain

In summer 2000, a program review was conducted of the Mark
Twain Special Education Program, to establish long-term pro-
gram needs. [twas determined at that time that the Mark Twain
Program would remain at its current location. On November
20, 2003, the Board of Education adopted a resolution to form
a Feasibility Study Group to consider cost-efficient options for
improving the Mark Twain Program and optimizing utiliza-
tion of the Mark Twain facility. The Mark Twain Feasibility
Study Group was convened in February 2004 and held five
committee meetings and numerous subcommittee meetings
between February and May 2004. The group studied program
requirements and developed and evaluated program options
and enhancements. In October 2004, the superintendent made
short-term and long-term recommendations to the Board of
Education based on the report of the Mark Twain Feasibility
Study Group. For the 2005-2006 school year, the superinten-
dentrecommended that the Fleet Street Program, which serves
middle school students who have either been expelled or are
receiving only their required special education services in lieu
of expulsion, be moved into the Mark Twain facility with the
existing Mark Twain Middle School Program. All existing Mark
Twain Program components will remain in the building.

Long-range recommendations include consideration of re-
locating alternative program students from McKenney Hills
facility to the Mark Twain facility. This consideration would

be in conjunction with reopening the McKenney Hills facility
as an elementary school. A feasibility study to reopen McK-
enney Hills will include exploration of options to relocate the
alternative program students to another facility, including the
Mark Twain facility.

Rock Terrace

In summer 2000, a program review was conducted of the Rock
Terrace Special Education program, to establish long-term pro-
gram needs. [t was determined that the Rock Terrace Program
would remain atits current location. Rock Terrace underwent
technology modernization in summer 2004. A combination
of standard school software and special education assistive
technology (SEAT) was installed to meet the unique needs of
the students at Rock Terrace.

Carl Sandburg Le