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Ordinance 18619

Proposed No. 2017-0421 .3 Sponsors Upthegrove

1 AN ORDINANCE relating to school impact fees; adopting

2 the capital facilities plans of the Tahoma, Federal Way,

3 Riverview, Issaquah, Snoqualmie Valley, Highline, Lake

4 V/ashington, Kent, Northshore, Enumclaw, Fife, Auburn

5 and Renton school districts as subelements of the capital

6 facilities element,of the King County Comprehensive Plan

7 for purposes of implementing the school impact fee

8 program; establishing school impact fees to be collected by

I King County on behalf of the districts; amending

10 Ordinance 10122, Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C.

1.1. 27.44.010, adding a new section to K.C.C. chapter 20.12

1.2 and repealing Ordinance 10122, Section 3, as amended,

13 Ordinance 10470, Section 2, as amended, Ordinance

1"4 10472, Section 2, as amended, Ordinance 10633, Section 2,

15 as amended, Ordinance 10722, Section 2, as amended,

L6 Ordinance 10722, Section 3, as amended, Ordinance

17 10790, Section 2, as amended, Ordinance 109g2, Section 2,

18 as amended, Ordinance l l14g, Section 2, as amended,

19 Ordinance 12063, Section 11, as amended, Ordinance

T
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12532, Section 12,as amended, Ordinance 13338, Section

13, as amended, Ordinance 17220, Section 13, as amended.

STATEMENT OF FACTS:

1. chapter 36.70A RCw and chapter 82.02 RCw authorize the collection

of impact fees for new development to provide public school facilities to

serve the new development.

2. chaptt 82.02 RCw requires that impact fees may only be collected for

public facilities that are addressed in a capital facilities element of a

comprehensive land use plan.

3. King county adopted ordinances 9785 and 10162 for the purposes of

implementing chapter 82.02 RCW.

4. The Tahoma School District, Federal way School District, Riverview

school District, Issaquah school District, snoqualmie valley school

District, Highline School District, Lake v/ashington School District, Kent

school District, Northshore School District, Enumclaw school District,

Fife School District, Auburn school District and Renton school District

have previously entered into interlocal agreements with King county for

the collection and distribution of school impact fees. Each of these school

districts, through this ordinance, seeks to renew its capital facilities plan

for adoption as a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King

County Comprehensive Plan.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COTINTY:

SECTION 1. This ordinance is adopted to implement King County
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43 Comprehensive Plan policies, Washington State Growth Management Act and King

44 County Ordinance 10162, with respect to the Tahoma School District, Federal Way

45 School District, Riverview School District, Issaquah School District, Snoqualmie Valley

46 School District, Highline School District, Lake Washington School District, Kent School

47 District, Northshore School District, Enumclaw School District, Fife School District,

48 Auburn School District and Renton School District. This ordinance is necessary to

49 address identified impacts of development on the districts to protect the public health,

50 safety and welfare, and to implement King County's authority to impose school impact

s1 fees under RCW 82.02.050 through 82.02.080.

s2 NEW SECTION. SECTION 2. There is hereby added to K.C.C. chapter 20.12 a

53 new section to read as follows:

54 The following school district capital facilities plans are adopted as subelements of

55 the capital facilities element of the King County Comprehensive Plan and are

56 incorporated in this section by reference:

57 A. The Tahoma School District No. 409 Capital Facilities Plan 201 7 to 2022,

58 adopted June27,2017,which is included in Attachment A to this ordinance;

s9 B. The Federal Way Public Schools Capital Facilities Plan 2018, adopted July 25,

60 2017, which is included in Attachment B to this ordinance;

61 C. The Riverview School District No. 407 2017 Capital Facilities Plan, adopted

62 June 13, 2017, which is included in Attachment C to this ordinance;

63 D. The Issaquah School District No. 4112017 Capital Facilities Plan, adopted

64 May 24,2017 and reaffirmed June 16,2017, which is included in Attachment D to this

65 ordinance;
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66 E. The Snoqualmie Valley School District No. 410 Capital Facilities Plan20l7,

67 adopted June 8, 2017, which is included in Attachment E to this ordinance;

68 F. The Highline School District No. 401 Capital Facilities Plan2017-2022,

69 adopted July 26,2017, which is included in Attachment F to this ordinance;

70 G. The Lake Washington School District No. 414 Six-Year Capital Facilities

7r Plan2017-2022, adopted June 5, 2017, which is included in Attachment G to this

72 ordinance;

73 H. The Kent School District No. 415 Capital Facilities Plan20l7-2018 - 2022-

74 2023,adopted April26,2017,which is included in Attachment H to this ordinance;

75 I. The Northshore School District No. 417 Capital Facilities Plan20l7, adopted

76 June 27 ,2017 , which is included in Attachment'I to this ordinance;

77 J. Thc Enumclaw School District No. 216 Capital Facilities Plan20l7-2022,

78 adopted July 24,2017, which is included in Attachment J to this ordinance;

79 K. The Fife School District No. 417 Capital Facilities Plan20l7-2023, adopted

80 July 31,2017, which is included in Attachment K to this ordinance;

81 L. The Auburn School District No. 408 Capital Facilities Plan20l7 through

82 2023, adopted June 26, 2017, which is included in Attachment L to this ordinance; and

83 M. The Renton School District No. 403 2017 Capital Facilities Plan, adopted

84 June 28, 2017, which is included in Attachment M to this ordinance.

8s SECTION 3. The following are each hereby repealed:

86 A. Ordinance 10122, Section 3, as amended;

87 B. Ordinance 10470, Section 2, as amended;

88 C. Ordinance 10472, Section 2, as amended;
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D. Ordinance 10633, Section 2, as amended;

E. Ordinance 10722, Section 2, as amended;

F. Ordinance 10722, Section 3, as amended;

G. Ordinance 10790, Section 2, as amended;

H. Ordinance 10982, Section 2, as amended;

I. Ordinance 11148, Section 2, as amended;

J. Ordinance 12063, Section l l, as amended;

K. Ordinance 12532,Section 12, asamended;

L. Ordinance 13338, Section 13, as amended; and

M. Ordinance l722Ì,Section 13, as amended.

SECTION 4. Ordinance 10122, Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 27.44.010 are

each hereby amended to read as follows:

A' The following school impact fees shall be assessed for the indicated types of

development:

SCHOOL DISTRICT SINGLE FAMILY MULTIFAMILY

per dwelling unit

$((+É40)) 2"081

(+fes)) 1.307

((æ8.6)) 20.086

(@))2e0

(tre+)) 3.162

((2386)) 3^461

((2#Je) 2.267

Auburn, No. 408

Enumclaw, No. 216

Federal Way, No. 210

Fife, No. 417

Highline, No. 401

Issaquah, No. 4l l

Kent, No. 415

per dwelling unit

$(#6e) 3.322

((w7)) s^e43

((#e8) 6.842

(@)) 1"s27

(7#)) 2.2e0

((1p+)) 8.762

((#oe) s"23s
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1,72 Lake Washington, No. 414

113 Northshore, No. 417

L1.4 Renton, No. 403

L15 Riverview, No. 407

L1.6 Snoqualmie Valley, No. 410

L17 Tahoma, No. 409

(+0¡$22)) tt.es4

(+eÉ€)) t0.s73

((æ)) 7.772

(æs)) 6.282

(+0ss)) 10"0e6

(GpqÐ) 6.es4

((e56)) 733

0

(H48) 1"s70

((1483)) r.2s2

((Her) 2.227

((wD7t2
118 B' The county's administrative costs of administering the school impact fee

t19 program shall be thirteen-dollars per dwelling unit and shall be paid by the applicant to

I2o the county as part of the development application fee.

L2L C' The school impact fees established in subsection A. of this section take effect

t22 January 1, ((æ1J)) 2018.

123 SECTION 5, Severability. If any provision of this ordinance or its application to

L24 any person or circumstance is held invalid, the remainder of the ordinance or the
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L25 application of the provision to other persons or circumstances is not affected.

126

No:0
Excused: 0

KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

J.J Chair
ATTEST:

Melani Pedroza, Clerk of the

ordinance 18619 was introduced on 1012312017 and passed as amended by the
Metropolitan King county council on l2l4l20l7,by the following vote:

Yes: 9 - Mr. von Reichbauer, Mr. Gossett, Ms. Lambert, Mr. Dunn,
Mr. McDermott, Mr. Dembowski, Mr. upthegrove, Ms. Kohl-welles
and Ms. Balducci

APPRovED tr'irfflou y orWÉIú#- .2s17

æ-
Dow Constantine, Executive

Attachments: A. Tahoma sD 409 CFP2017-2022June27 2017,8. Federal Way20lg CFp July252017,c. Riverview SD 407 2017 CFP June l3 ?0l7,D.Issaquai sD 4l I 2017 iFp:vrayzÃio7,n.
Snoqualmie Valley sD 410 2ol7 CFP June 8 2017, F. Highline sD 401 2017-2022 clp'J;tya6 2017,
G.. Lake Washington sD 4 14 2017 -2022 Six Year cFP Ju-ne 5 20t7 , H. Kent sD 2017 -2018 - 2022-2023six Year cFP' I. Northshore sD 417 2017 cFP,J. Enumclaw sD 2i6 2017-2022 cFp luly 24 2017, K.Fife SD 417 2017-2023 CFP July 3l 2017,L. Auburn SD 408 2017-2023 CFp June 262(;n,M. Renton
SD 403 2107 CFP lune282017
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CAPITAL FACILITIES
PLAN

2017 to 2022

Tahoma School D¡strict
No.409

Adopted: June 27,2017
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Student Generation Data

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page

Fee Calculations ....12

Six-Year Enrollment Projection

Standard of Service and Availability of Space

lnventory of Permanent Facilities 5

Projected Enrollment and Capacity 6

Facility Needs and Financial Plan ............9

l3

Past and Future Enrollment Data A-1

B-1lmpact Fee Calculation

(i)





I 86'19

TAHOMA SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 409
2017

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN - UPDATE

Summary:

ln accordance with King County Code 21A.43, this update has been prepared to reflect
current conditions in fâcility usage and needs. District Board Policy 9100 requires that
"changing demographic factors shall be monitored in order that students' needs are met when
the future becomes the present." An ongoing Facilities Planning Committee reviews facility
availability and demographics to place students in an environment that meets the educational
needs of the students and that is consistent with the educational philosophy and the
instructional goals of the District.

Following a period of modest growth, the District has recently experienced healthy enrollment
gains in each of the last six years. ln 2010, the total student headcount was 7,298 and in
October 2016 the count is 8,083 (7,693.71 FTE) an increase of 10.7 percent. Current
enrollment, along with projections presented herein, indicates that the enrollment growth will
continue over the next six years.

Much of the District's growth is occurring within the City of Maple Valley. There is also
ongoing, though limited, development in other areas of unincorporated area of King County
that are localed within the District. At this time, development plans are unknown for the
Summit Pit area of the District which has been annexed into the City of Maple Valley. At one
time, a large residential development of 1,500 units was planned. lt has been the District's
recent experience that new houses being built in the District tend to yield the largest number
of students five or six years after the initial occupancy.

The District's voters approved a construction bond in 2013. The bond measure will pay for
the following projects and enable the District to implement the following programmatic
changes:

. Build a new Tahoma High School for grades 9-12, the alignment used by most area
high schools.

. Build a new Lake Wilderness Elementary School to achieve enrollment of 750
students.

. Realign grade levels at four of the district's eight schools to create two middle schools
for grades 6-8 and six elementary schools, K-5, resulting in net new capacity.

. Greatly reduce the use of portable (temporary) classrooms at all sites.

. Safety and security improvements to all schools.

. Create a regional learning center at the new Tahoma High School that would offer
more education choices to high school students during the day and evening classes to
the community through partnerships with Green River Community College and Renton
Technical College.

(1)
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SIX-YEAR ENROLLMENT PROJECTION

The District uses the enrollment projections provided by the Washington State Office of
Superintendent of Public lnstruction (OSPI). The projections are based on the "Cohort

Survival Method" which computes progressive ratios for each grade level and averages those
ratios over the past five years. The average ratio is then multiplied by the actual current year's
enrollment using October headcount for each grade to project the enrollment in the next grade
for the next year. The Cohort Survival Mbthod uses past enrollment indicators to predict
future growth, however, and does not account for anticipated growth due to new residential
development. Therefore, the Cohort Survival Method projections are to be considered highly
conservative. ln addition, while long-range projections are less reliable than short range, the
District will continue to adjust for changes from year to year.

Calculations based on the 2016 enrollment data indicate that growth will consistently increase
over the nèxt six years. Current enrollment of 8,083 (October 2016) is projected to increase
to 9,285 in 2022 - an increase of 14.9 percent. All three grade levels will experience
enrollment growth.

The District anticipates that, in addition to the enrollment increases predicted by the Cohort
Survival Method, enrollment increases will occur due to residential development in the District.
ln particular, large resldentlal development in the Summit Pit area developrnenl. will only add
to the enrollment projections contained in this Plan. The District intends to monitor the future
activities related to this land and will include updated information in future updates to this Plan.

Appendix A includes the District's enrollment history and six-year enrollment projections.

(2)
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STANDARD OF SERVICE AND AVAILABILITY OF SPACE

The Standard of Service identified by the Tahoma School District in keeping with Board Policy
9100 is to "...accommodate the educational needs of students and be consistent with the
educational philosophy and instructional goals of the District." State legislation and contract
agreement with the Tahoma Education Association identify the Certificated staff mandate for
maximum classroom size.

The District's standard of service is based on current standards. Future updates to the
Capital Facilities Plan will incorporate any funded implementation of K-3 class size reduction
and lnitiative 1351 (which requires reduced class sizes across all grades (K-12)). The
District currently provides for optional full-day Kindergarten. Full implementation of full-day
Kindergarten will be Fall 2017.

Standards of Service for Elementary School Students:

1. Class size for grades K-5 averages 23.
2. Special Education is delivered through both pull-out services and self-contained

classrooms at all elementary sites.
3. All students are provided Art and STEM, music and physical education in separate

classrooms.
5. Gifted education is offered as either pullout or self-contained classes (average class size

is 22) at every elementary school.
6. Remedial services are offered as pull-out models and utilize space available in each

school.
7 . The District has/will relocate students of one grade level to facilities of another grade level

to take advantage of available excess capacity. The District will continue such actions as
necessary.

Standards of Service for Senior and Middle School Students:

1. Class sizes for both the middle average 30 and class sizes for the senior high average 30.
2. Self-contained special education classes are offered in all buildings.
3. Computer labs are offered in all buildings.
4. Advanced vocational classes have less than average number of enrollees.
5. Clasàes are utilized during the day for planning and student consultation.
6. Certain specialty classes, such as visual and performing arts, health and fitness, drama,

band, and all vocational courses are not conducive for scheduling general classes.
7. The District has/will relocate students of one grade level to facilities of another grade level

to take advantage of available excess capacity. The District will continue such actions as
necessary.
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At this time, enrollment figures show the District has facility capacity for the following schools

Lake Wilderness K-5 ls over capacity by 238 students in permanent
facilities and 82 students over capacity when
considering relocatable facilities.

Shadow Lake K-5 ls over capacity by 191 students in permanent
facilities and 1 19 students over capacity when
considering relocatable faci lities.

Rock Greek K-5 ls over capacity by 29l students in permanent
facilities and 75 over capacity when considering
relocatable facil ities

Glacier Park K-5 ls over capacity by 299 students in permanent
facilities and 107 students over capacity when
considering relocatable facilities.

Cedar River 6-7 ls over capacity by 145 students in permanent
facilities and is 10 students under capacity when
considering relocatable faci lities.

Tahoma 6-7 ls under capacity by 33 students in permanent
facilities and is 91 students under capacity when
considering relocatable facilities.

Tahoma Jr High ls over capacity by 362 students in permanent
facilities and under capacity by 55 students when
considering relocatable facilities.

Tahoma High 10-12 ls over capacity by 436 students in permanent
facilities and under capacity by 157 students when
considering relocatable faci lities.

8-9
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Lake Wilderness Elementary

Shadow Lake Elementary

Rock Creek Elementary

Glacier Park Elementary

Cedar River Middle

Tahoma Middle

Tahoma Jr High

Tahoma High

INVENTORY OF PERMANENT FAC¡LITIES

lnstructional Facilities

K-5

K-5

K-5

K-5

6-7

6-7

B-9

24216 Witte Road SE
Maple Valley, 98038

22620 Sweeney Road SE
Maple Valley, 98038

25700 Maple Vly-Black Dmd Rd SE
Maple Valley, 98038

23700 SE 280th
Maple Valley, 98038

22516 Sweeney Road SE
Maple Valley, 98038

24425 S.E.216th
Maple Valley, 98038

25600 SE Summit-Landsburg Rd
Ravensdale, 98051

Permanent
Capacity

852

504

708

708

525

629

981

1,247

Temporary
Capacity

156

October 15
FTE

Enrollment
1 090

999216

72 695

192 1007

155 670

58 596

307 1,343

593 1,68310-12 18200 SE 240th
Kent,98042

Central Services Center

Transportation

Central Kitchen

Support Facilities

25720 SR 169
Maple Valley, 98038

22050 SE Petrovitsky Road
Maple Valley, 98038

25638 SR 169
Maple Valley, 98038

23015 SE 216th Way
Maple Valley, 98038

Technology and Maintenance
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PROJECTED ENROLLMENT AND CAPACITY

ln 2005, the District completed its construction and remodeling program that began with
passage of the 1997 construction bond measure. The $45.5 million bond measure, combined
with state matching funds and local construction impact fees, paid for: Tahoma Senior High
School remodeling and expansion; Tahoma Junior High construction; Shadow Lake
Elementary School remodeling and expansion; Cedar River Middle School expansion; and
Tahoma Middle School renovation.

The District began a transition during the 2001-2002 school year to a District-wide grade
reconfiguration of K-5, 6-7, 8-9 and 10-12. When the completion of the modernization of the
old Tahoma Junior High School in 2004, that school re-opened as a middle school and all of
the District's elementary schools now serve grades K-5. This configuration helped to create
additional capacity at the elementary (K-5) level.

On November 5, 2013, the District passed a $195 million bond measure to fund new capacity
and noncapacity projects, including the rebuild and expansion of Lake Wilderness Elementary
and a new comprehensive high school.

The following charts on projected enrollment and capacity detail the available space and the
projected enrollment for the next six years. The District is in need of capacity at all grade
levels. Continued building of single family residences in the District has caused a need to
build a new high school, named Tahoma High School and Regional Learning Center to
accommodate a new 9-12 grade configuration. ln addition, to provide for elementary capacity,
the District must build a new Lake Wilderness Elementary School. The new construction
projects will also facilitate reconfiguration of existing school facilities resulting in net new
capacity at the elementary and middle school grade levels. Relocatable capacity may also
be added at all grade levels. The District purchased land for Tahoma High School and
Regional Learning Center that is located at 23499 SE Tahoma Way, Maple Valley, WA
98038. Note that these improvements are needed to address immediate growth needs and
may not include additional capacity that may be necessary to serve development in the
Summit Pit area.

The District will continue to use relocatable facilities to address interim growth needs. ln
particular, the District plans to closely monitor capacity needs and add relocatable capacity
as necessary depending on actual enrollment growth. Note that the District uses relocatable
capacity as a temporary remedy only.
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*New Lake Wilderness

*New grade configuration 6-8

opens,

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT AND CAPACITY

Elementary and Tahoma Elementary open a

Middle School and Maple View Middle open

Elementary

(K-5) 2017 2018 2015 2020 2021 2022

Permanent Program Capacity
3,680* 3,680 3,680 3,680 3,680 3,680

Total Relocatable Capacity 528 528 528 528 528 528

TotalCapacity 4,208 4,208 4,208 4,208 4,208 4,208

Projected Enrollment 3,888 3,934 4,000 4,056 4,157 4,252

Available Capacity
(Temp. & Perm. Facilities)

320 274 208 152 51 (44)

M iddle/Junior High School

(6-ey(6/8)
20'|'7 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Permanent Program Capacity
2,228* 2,228 2,228 2,228 2 228 2,228

Total Relocatable Capacity 240 240 240 240 240 240

TotalCapacity

Projected Enrollment

2,468

1,961*

2,468 2,468 2,468 2,468 2,468

2,083 2,171 2,256 2,245 2,260

Available Capacity
(Temp. & Perm. Facilities)

507 385 297 212 223 208

High School

('t0-12)l(9-121 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Permanent Program Capacity 2,400* 2,400 2,400 2,400 2,400 2,400

Total Relocatable Capacity 120 120 120 120 120 120

TotalCapacity 2,520 2,520 2,520 2,520 2,520 2,s20

Projected Enrollment 2,460 2,477 2,522 2,579 2,660 2,773

Available Capacity
(Temp. & Perm. Facilities)

60 43 (2) (5e) (140) (253)

*New grade configuration new High School opens
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FACILITY NEEDS AND FINANCIAL PLAN

Needs Forecast:

The following charts summarize the District's proposed remodeling, expansion and new
construction projects. ln order to meet expected enrollment increases and to address other
facility needs, the District is planning the following capacity projects and capacity adjustments:
a new high school, Tahoma Senior High School and Regional Learning Center with a grade
9-12 configuration, conversion of the existing Tahoma High School to Maple Valley Middle
School (grades 6-8), renaming of and grade reconfiguration at the existing Tahoma Junior
High School to Summit Trail Middle School (grades 6-8), construction of a new Lake
Wilderness Elementary School, and conversion of and grade reconfiguration at the existing
Tahoma Middle School (to Tahoma Elementary School) and existing Cedar River Middle
School (to Cedar River Elementary School). ln addition, the District plans to reconfigure
portables across District schools to relieve interim growth needs. Additional portables may
be added in the District during the six years of this Plan. Finally, the District has purchased
land for a new school site.

The District also plans non-capacity improvements at various schools throughout the District,
as identified on the Finance Plan and described below:

r Lake Wilderness Elementary - new building (750 capacity) - K-5 configuration
. Glacier Park Elementary: miscellaneous building upgrades. K-5 configuration
. Rock Creek Elementary: miscellaneous building upgrades. K-5 configuration
. Shadow Lake Elementary: miscellaneous building upgrades. K-5 configuration
. Cedar River Middle School: miscellaneous building upgrades. To be renamed Cedar

River Elementary school with a K-5 reconfiguration
. Tahoma Middle School: miscellaneous building upgrades. To be renamed Tahoma

Elementary School with a K-5 reconfiguration
. Tahoma Junior High School: miscellaneous building upgrades. To be renamed Summit

Trail Middle Schoolwith a 6-8 reconfiguration
r Tahoma High School: miscellaneous building upgrades. To be renamed Maple Valley

Middle School with a 6-8 reconfiguration
. Tahoma Senior High School and Regional Learning Center: 9-12 configuration

These projects would be completed over the course of the six years of this Plan. The Financial
Plan reflects costs based on current architectural projections and revenue based on the
present District match ratio and impact fees projections.

(8)
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FINANCE PLAN

Capacity Projects^

^See additional note on following page regarding net new capacity in existing facilities

Construction
Cost**

$42,000,000

$146,000,000

$188,000,000

Site Cost*

Previously
purchased

$9,000,000

$9,000,000

Anticipated Source
of Funds*"

State Match,
Bonds, lmpact

Fees

State Match,
Bonds, lmpact

Fees

% of Facilities
to Serve New

Growth

100To

100o/o

Capacity
Change

750

2400

Location

24216\tVitíe
Road SE

Summit Pit

Proposed
End Date

2017

2017

Proposed
Start
Date

2016

2015

Facility

New Lake Wilderness
Elementary

New High School

TOTAL

(e)
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Noncapacity Projects^

Construction
Cost**

$2,000,000

$1,000,000

$6,000,000

$7,000,000

$8,000,000

$2,000,000

$3,000,000

$29,000,000

Site Cost*

Previously purchased

Previously purchased

Previously purchased

Previously Purchased

Previously Purchased

Previously purchased

Previously purchased

Anticipated Source
of Funds

Bonds

Bonds

Bonds

Bonds

Bonds

Bonds

Bonds

Location

25700 MV-Btk
Diamond Rd SE

23700 SE 280th

22620 Sweeny
Road SE

22516 Sweeney
Road SE

24425 SE 216th

25600 SE Summit-
Landsburg Rd

18200 SE 240th

Proposed
End Date

2018

2018

2018

2017

2017

2017

2017

Proposed
Start
Date

2014

2014

2014

2015

2015

2014

2015

Facility

Rock Creek Elementary lmprovements

Glacier Park Elementary I mprovements

Shadow Lake Elementary
lmprovements

Cedar River Elementary I mprovements

Tahoma Elementary lmprovements

Summit Train Middle School
lmprovements

Maple View Middle School
lmprovements

TOTAL

* Previously purchased property paid from earlier bond issues unless otherwise noted.
^ While labeled "noncapacity projects," the District's construction of new capacity projects facilitates the reconfiguration of existing school facilities to result
in a net add of new capacity at the elementary and middle school levels.
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FEE CALCULATIONS

School lmpact Fees Under the Washington State Growth Management Act

The Growth Management Act (GMA) authorizes jurisdictions to collect impact fees to
supplement funding of additional public facilities needed to accommodate new development.
lmpact fees cannot be used for the operation, maintenance, repair, alteration, or replacement
of existing capital facilities used to meet existing service demands.

Methodology and Variables Used to Galculate School lmpact Fees

The Tahoma School District calculates school impact fees pursuant to the formula adopted
by King County Ordinance No. 101 62 and under the authority of Chapter 21A.43 of the King
County Code and the Washington State Growth Management Act. The formula calculates
fees for single family dwelling units and multi-family dwelling units,

lmpact fees are calculated based on the District's cost per dwelling unit for capacity projecls
that will serve the student from new development (including, as applicable, the purchase of
land for school sites, making site improvements, constructing schools and
purchasing/installing portable facilities). As required under GMA, credits have also been
applied for State Match Funds to be reimbursed to the District and property taxes to fund the
projects that will be proposed for future bond measures. Assessed values for single and multi-
family housing in the Tahoma School District were provided by the King County Assessor in

February 2017.

The King County Ordinance includes a fifty (50) percent "discount rate," which operates to set
the final fee at 50o/o of the calculated unfunded need.

Appendix B includes the District's fee calculation. Single Family Housing will yield a fee of
$6,954 and multi-family housing will yield a fee of $712.

(12)
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STUDENT FACTORS

The student factor (or student generation rate), a significant factor in determining impact fees,
is the average number of students generated by each housing type-single-family and
multiple-family housing. The student factors are indicated below.

The District was unable to obtain sufficient permit data to calculate its own student generation
factors. ln accordance with K.C.C. 21A.06.1260, the District has chosen to use the average
student generation rate of neighboring school districts.

STUDENT FACTOR RATES

2017 Composite Student Generation Rates

Single Family Dwelling Units:

0.520

Multi-Family Dwelling Units

Federal
Way*

lssaquah Kent Lake
Washington

Northshore Average

Elementarv 0.597 0.119 0.117 0.058 0.036 0.083

Middle 0.237 0.063 0.028 0.019 0.013 0.031

Hiqh 0,323 0.075 0.029 0.019 0.009 0.033

Total 1.157 0.257 0.174 0.096 0.058 0.147

*For purposes of the MF student generation rates, the FWSD figures are for information only and not used to calculate the
average.

Federal
Wav

lssaquah Kent Lake
Washinqton

Northshore Average

Elementary 0.220 0.354 0.398 0.424 0.331 0.345

Middle 0.120 0.153 0.096 0.171 0.108 0.130

H¡Sh 0.1 43 0.148 0.1 85 0.1 19 0.081 0.135

Total 0.483 0.655 0.679 0.714 0.610

( 13 )
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APPENDIX B - SCHOOL IMPACT FEE CALCULATION
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 20 I8 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

INTRODUCTION

In response to the requirements of the State of Washington Growth Management Act
(SHB) 2929 (1990) and ESHB 1025 (1991)), and under the School Impact Fee
ordinances of King county code 214, city of Federal way ordinance No. 95-249
effective December 2I,1995 as amended, City of Kent Ordinance No.3260 effective
March 1,996, and the City of Auburn Ordinance No. 5078 effective 1998, Federal Way
Public Schools has updated its 2018 Capital Facilities plan as ofMay 2017.

This Plan is scheduled for adoption by King County, the City of Kent, City of Federal Way
and the City of Aubum and is incorporated in the Comprehensive Plans of each jurisdiction
by reference. This plan is also included in the Facilities Plan element of the Comprehensive
Plans of each jurisdiction. To date, the City of Des Moines has not adopted a school impact
fee ordinance. The City of Des Moines collects school impact fees as part of the SEPA
pfocess.

The Growth Management Act requires the County to designate Urban Growth areas within
which urban growth can be encouraged. The Growth Management Plaruring Council
adopted and recommended to the King County Council four Urban Growth Area Line
Maps with designations for urban centers. A designation \Ã/as made within the Federal Way
planning area, which encompasses Federal V/ay Public Schools boundaries. King County
will encourage and actively support the development of Urban Centers to meet the region's
need for housing, jobs, services, culture, and recreation. This Plan's estimated population
growth is prepared with this underlying assumption.

This Capital Facilities Plan will be used as documentation for any jurisdiction, which
requires its use to meet the needs of the Growth Management Act. This plan is not
intended to be the sole planning tool for all of the District needs. The District may
prepare interim plans consistent with Board policies or management need.

construction to replace Federal way High school and to increase capacity by
approximately 200 students has been in progress since 2014. We are currently nearing
the completion of this $106 million project. Thc District bcgan Phase I in Summer 2014.
The newly constructed building, including the majority of the classrooms (Phase II), was
ready for use beginning in the 2016-17 school year. The existing cafeteria, gymnasium,
and kitchen will continue to be in use during construction. Phase III, demolition of the
cafeteria, gymnasium, and kitchen, and construction of athletic fields, will begin this
summer and is expected to be completed by Winter 2018.

The District continues to monitor factors that may have an impact on enrollment and
capacity at our schools. In accordance with the McCleary decision, the State continues to
phase in funding based on a reduction of K-3 class size to 17 and 4- 12 class size to 25 .

Initiative Measure No. 1351 would further reduce these class sizes in schools where more
than 50o/o of students were eligible for free and reduced-price meals in the prior year.
Under this measure, class sizes in those schools would be reduced to l5 in grades K-3,22
in grade 4, and 23 in grades 5-12. The additional class size reductions required by
Initiative 1351 would increase our classroom need from 60 to 120 at our Elementary &
K-8 schools and add a need for an additional 26 classrooms at our Secondary schools.

2
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 20 18 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
During the 2016-17 school year the District formed a Facilities Planning Committee
consisting of District staff, parents, and community members. The Committee was

tasked with developing a recommendation to the Superintendent regarding Phase 2 of the

District's plan for school construction, remodeling, andlor modemization for voter
consideration in November 2017 . Through the committee's work a determination was

made to recommend the rebuilding of Thomas Jefferson High School, Illahee Middle
School, Totem Middle School, Lake Grove Elementary, Mirror Lake Elementary,
Olympic View Elementary, Star Lake Elementary, and Wildwood Elementary. In
addition to the school projects, the committee is also recommending the modemization of
Memorial Stadium, which currently supports athletic activities for all schools. The
rebuild of the aforementioned schools will create additional capacity for 960 students at

the elementaries and 200 students at the high school. The expanded capacity supplants

the need for additional elementary schools.

We will also continue to study school boundaries as new housing and fluctuating
populations impact specific schools. Some shifts in boundaries may be required in the

coming years. At this time with more than 1,000 unhoused elementary students,

boundary adjustments cannot resolve the need for additional capacity. The maps

included in this Plan reflect the boundaries for the 2017-18 school year.

3
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2018 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

SECTION 1 . THE CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

The State Growth Management Act requires that several pieces of information be
gathered to determine the facilities available and needed to meet the needs of a growing
community.

This section provides information about current facilities, existing facility needs, and
expected future facility requirements for Federal Way Public Schools. A Financial Plan
that shows expected funding for any new construction, portables and modernization listed
follows this.

4



18619

FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2018 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

INVENTORY OF EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS (K-5)
Adelaide
Brigadoon
Camelot
Enterprise
Green Gables
Lake Dolloff
Lake Grove
Lakeland
Mark Twain
Meredith Hill
Mirror T,ake

Nautilus (K-8)
Olympic View
Panthcr Lakc
Rainier View
Sherwood Forest
Silver Lake
Star Lake
Sunnycrest
Twin Lakes
Valhalla
Wildwood
Woodmont (K-8)
MIDDLE SCHOOLS (6-8)
Federal Way Public Academy (6-10)
Illahee
Kilo
Lakota
Sacajawea
Sequoyah
Totem
TAFA @ Saghalie (6-t2)
HIGH SCHOOLS (9-12)
Decatur
Federal Way
Thomas Jefferson
Todd Beamer
Career Academy at Truman
ADDITIONAL SCHOOLS
Intemet Academy (K-12)
Employment Transition Program ( I 2+)
Federal Way Open Doors

1635 SW 304tr'Sr
3601 sw 336tr'St
4041 s 2ggtr'st
35101 5th Ave SW
3260'7 47th Ave SW
4200 s 308tr'st
303 SW 308tr'St
3582'7 32"d Ave S

2450 S Star Lake Rd
5g30 s 300tr'st
625 s 3l4tr' st
looo S 289th St
26265W 327t1'St
34424 I't Ave S

3015 S 368th St
34600lzth Ave SV/
1310 sw 325th Pl
4014 s 270tr'sr
24629 42nd Ave S

4400 sw 320'r'st
27847 42"d AveS
2405 S 300th St
2645416tr'Ave S

Federal Way
Federal Way
Aubum
Federal Way
Federal Way
Aubum
Federal Way
Auburn
Federal Way
Aubum
Federal Way
Federal Way
Federal Way
Federal Way
Federal Way
Federal Way
Federal Way
Kent
Kent
Federal Way
Auburn
Federal Way
Des Moines

98023
98023
9800r
98023
98023
98001
98023
98001
98003
98001
98003
98003
98023
98003
98003
98023
98023
98032
98032
98023
98001
98003
98198

34620 9th Ave S

36001 I't Ave S

4400 s 308'h st
l4l5 sw 3l4tr'sr
1101 S Dash Point Rd
3450 S 360tr'ST
26630 40tr'Ave S

33914 ßtt' Ave SW

2800 sw 320th st
3061I 16tr'Ave S
4249 S 2ggtr' St
35999 16tr'Ave S
31455 28th Ave S

31455 28th Ave S

33250 2l"r Ave SW
31455 28tr'Ave S

Federal Way
Federal Way
Auburn
Federal Way
Federal Way
Auburn
Kent
Federal Way

Federal Way
Federal Way
Auburn
Federal Way
Federal Way

Federal Way
Federal Way
Federal Way

98003
98003
98001
98023
98003
98001
98032
98023

98023
98003
98001
98003
98003

98003
98023
98003

tr
J
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2018 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

CURRENT INVENTORY NON.INSTRUCTIONAL FACILITIES

Developed Propertv

Central Kitchen
Federal Way Memorial Field
Educational Services Center
Support Services Center

l2r4 s 332"d
1300 s 30gth st
33330 8th Ave S
1211 S 332nd St

Federal Way
Federal Way
Federal Way
Federal V/ay

98003
98003
98003
98003

Leased Propertv

Early Learning Center at Uptown 1066 S 320th St
Square

Federal Way 98003

Undeveloped Propertv

Site
#

Location

75
65
60

73
7l
82
96

SW 360th Street & 3rd Avenue SW - 9.2 Acres
S 35lst Street &.52nd Avenue S - 8.8 Acres
E of 1Oth Avenue SW - SW 334th 8. S'W 335th Streets - 10.04 Acres
N of SW 320th andeast of 45th PL SW -23.45 Acres
S 344th Street &.46thAvenue S - 17.47 Acres
l't Way S and S 342nd St - Minimal acreage
S 308th St and 14th Ave S - .36 Acres

Notes:

Not all undeveloped properties are large enough to meet school construction
requirements. Properties may be traded or sold depending on what locations are needed
to house students in the Dishict.
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2018 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

NEEDS FORECAST - EXISTING FACILITIES

As part of the multi-phase plan, the District intends to increase capacity for elementary
and high school students with expansion at the Thomas Jefferson, Lake Grove, Mirror
Lake, Olympic View, Star Lake, and Wildwood sites. Increased capacity at the five
elementary schools listed and additional elementary schools in later phases, supplant the
need for construction of a fwenty-fourth elementary school. Only projects in Phase II
with plans to increase capacity are included in the impact fee calculation for this plan.

1

PHASE EXISTING FACILITY FUTURE NEEDS
ANTICIPATED SQURCE OF

F'UNDS

On-
qolng

Purchase and Relocate
Portables

Interim Capacity Anticipated source of funds is
Impact Fees.

II Thomas Jefferson High
School

Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capaciff

Capital bond request

II Illahee Middle School Replace Existins Buildine Capital bond request

II Totem Middle School Reolace Existine Buildine Capital bond request

II Lake Grove Elementary Replace Existing Building,
Increase CapaciW

Capital bond request

II Mirror Lake Elementary Replace Existing tsuilding,
Incrcasc Capacity

Capital bond request

II Olympic View K-8 School Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capacitv

Capital bond request

II Star Lake Elementary Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capacity

Capital bond request

II Wildwood Elementary Replace Existing Building,
Increase Caoacitv

Capital bond request

il Memorial Stadium Replace Existins Facilitv Capital bond request

III Decatur High School Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capacitv

TBD

III Kilo Middle School Replace Existing Building TBD
III Sacaiawea Middle School Replace Existing Buildine TBD

III Adelaide Elementary Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capacitv

TBD

III Brigadoon Elementary Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capacily

TBD

III Camelot Elementary Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capacilv

TBD

III Lake Dolloff Elementary Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capacity

TBD

m Mark Twain Elementary Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capacifv

TBD

III Nautilus K-B School Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capacity

TBD

III Twin Lakes Elementary Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capacitv

TBD

m Woodmont K-8 School Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capaciff

TBD
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2018 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

NEEDS FORECA.ST . ADDITIONAL FACILITIES

NEW FACILITY LOCÄTION ATED SOURCE OF FUNDS

No current plans for additional facilities.

B
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2018 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

Six YearFinance Plan
Secured Funding

(:iJû8.-s!¡:ì

r ß,¡ .1¿S ç7R'

s7.599.A47
slo 549 4aa

s13-3'f l -'764

Sourres
Imoact Fees I ll

T¡nd Sale Fr¡nds l2l
Bond or Iævv Funds 13)

School Construction Assistance P:ogram (SCAP) (4)
TC¡TAI,

Projected Revenue
sl t6 000 00c

$20-o00-ooc
$304.OOO,OOC

$t
$ r.zroo.oo(

$44 1,400,OOO

Sources
schÕôl (-ôñstnrctiôn Assistãnce P:oqam ISCAPì 15ì

Iævv Funds 16)

Bond Funds (7)
I:nd Frrnd Sales laI

Imact Fees l9l
TOTAL

Actual and Planned Expenditures

Tôfâl (-ôsf

s106-ooo.ooo
s27 6nO OnO
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s27_60l)-ooo
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s14q-5llll-ooo
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s413.520.OO0

'l-ôf.l
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s336.O95.OOO

2¡2?
2f)23-2.4

$37 rno ooc
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zfJ19
2Jt19:20

sl4 700 0m

$235.OO0

s20() (Xlc

s15-135-OOO

2018
201 ß-t I

sro ooo ôoo
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available for use by the District for system impfovements. ifhis is yea end balmce on l2l3l/16.
2. This is yø end balæce on 'lZ/31/16.
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4. ThisrepresentsthebalæceofSCAPwhichwillbeusedtotosupporttherebuildingofFederalWayHighSchool.
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10. Project budget hæ bæD adjusted to match current project cost estimates.

I l. Project budgets bæed o¡ current cost estimâtes.
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2018 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

SECTION 2. MAPS OF DISTRICT BOUNDARIES

Federal Way Public Schools has twenty-one elementary schools (grades K-5), two schools
with a K-8 grade configuration, six middle school schools (grades 6-8), four high schools
(grades 9-12) and two small secondary schools. The Federal Way Public Academy serves
students in grades 6-10. The programs at Career Academy at Truman High School serves
students in grades 9-I2. In addition to these programs, TAFA @ Saghalie serves students
in grades 6-12 who reside within the service area.

The following maps show the service area boundaries for each school, by school type.
(CareerAcademy at Truman High School and Federal Way Public Academy serve students
from throughout the District). The identified boundaries are reviewed annually. Any
change in grade configuration or adoption of programs that affect school populations may
necessitate a change in school service areas.

The Growth Management Act requires that a jurisdiction evaluate if the public facility
infrastructure is in place to handle new housing developments. In the case of most public
facilities, new development has its major impact on the facilities immediately adjacent to
that development. School Districts are different. If the District does not have permanent
facilities available, interim measures must be taken until new facilities can be built or
until boundaries can be adjusted to match the population changes to the surrounding
facilities.

Adjusting boundaries requires careful consideration by the District and is not taken lightly.
It is recognized that there is a potential impact on students who are required to change
schools. Boundary adjustments impact the whole district, not just one school.

It is important to rcalize that a single housing development does not require the
construction of a complete school facility. School districts are required to project growth
throughout the district and build or adjust boundaries based on growth throughout the
district, not just around a single development.
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SECTION 3 - SUPPORT DOCUMENTATION

Building Capacities - The Education Program

Portable Locations

Student Forecast - 201 8 throagh 2024

Capacity Summaries

King County Impact Fees - Single and Multi-Family Units
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Building Capacities

This Capital Facilities Plan establishes the District's "standard of service" in order to
ascertain the District's current and future capacity. The Superintendent of Public
Instruction establishes square footage guidelines for capacity, but these guidelines do not
take into consideration the education program needs.

In general, the District's cuffent target class size provides that the average class size for a
standard classroom for grades K through 3 should be l7 students to comply with McCleary.
In grades 4-5 the target is 25 students. For grades 6 to 12 the target class size is 26 students.

Classrooms for students with IndividualizedEducation Program (Special Education) needs

are calculated at 12 seats per classroom.

Historically, the District has used the OSPI square footage calculation as a baseline tbr
capacity calculation and made adjustments for specific program needs. The District will
continue to use this calculation for determining capacity at our middle and high schools.

However, with the implementation of McCleary which requires a significant reduction in
K-3 class sizes, elementary capacity, in.this Plan, will be calculated based on the number
ofclassroom spaces, the number ofstudents assigned to each classroom and the extent of
support facilities available for students, staff, parents, and the community.

Class Size
Guidelines

FWPS Historical
"Standard of Service"

H82661/SH82776
Enacted Law

Square Footage
Guideline

Kindergarten 20 t7 25-28
Grades 1-2 20 17 25-28

Grade 3 25 l7 28

Grades 4-5 25 25 28

For the purposes of determining student capacity at individual schools, the following list
clarifies adjustments to classroom spaces and the OSPI calculation.

Special Education Resource Rooms:
Each middle school requires the use of a standard classroom(s) for special education
students requiring instruction to address specific disabilities.

English as a Second Language Programs:
Each middle school and high school requires the use of a standard classroom for students

leaming English as a second language.

Middle School Computer Labs:
Each middle school has computer labs, except Totem Middle School. Wireless access

has been installed at all secondary schools. Ifadditional classroom space is needed, these

computer labs may be converted to mobile carts.
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High School Career Development and Learning Center (Resource) Room:
Each high school provides special education resource room and career development
classrooms for students requiring instruction to address specific disabilities.

PreschooVECEAPÆIeadstart:
Our district currently offers preschool programs for both special needs & typically
developing students at 9 elementary schools. We also have the ECEAP and Headstart
program at 6 schools (4 elementary & 3 high schools). These programs decrease capacity
at those sites. The District has recently leased space to expand or possibly relocate
existing preschool pro grams.

Alternative Learning Experience:
Federal Way offers students the opportunity to participate in an Alternative Leaming
Experience through our Internet Academy. These students have never been included in
the capacity calculation of unhoused students.

L6
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School Name Headcount

Adelaide 3s3

Brisadoon 299

Camelot 277

Enterprise 345

Green Cøbles 401

L¿ke Dolloff 400

l¿ke Grove 3s3

L¿keland 371

Mark Twain 430

Meredith Hill 375

Minor l¿ke 262

Nautilus (K-8) 466

Olvmpic Vew 353

Panther l¿ke 347

Rainier View 405

Sherwood Forest 390

Silver Lake 400

Star L¿ke 337

Sunnycrest 405

Twin l¿kes 341

Valhalla 406

Wildwood 372

Woodnront (K-8) 357

TOTAL 8,445

U,EMINTARYBT]ILDINC
PROGRAMCAPACITY

MIDDLE S CHOOL BTJILDING

PROGRAMCAPACITY

HIGHSCHOOLBTIILDING
PROGRAMCAPACITY

Eementary Average 367 *High School Average I t,tol 1,400

Notes

* Federal Way Public Academy, Career Academy at Truman High School, Employrrent Transition Program

and TAFA @ Saghalie for the high schoolschoolgrade span (9-12) arc non-boundary schools. These schools are not used in the

calculated averages.

SchoolName Headcount FTE

Illahee 855 864

Kilo 779 787

l¿kota 786 794

Sacaiawea 694 701

Sequoyah 585 591

Totem 795 803

TAFA lA Saehalie 598 604

Federal Way Public Academy 183 l8s
TOTAL 5.275 5,329

*Middle School Average 727 E

SchoolName Headcount FTE

Decatur 1243 1,329

Federal Way 1684 1.801

Thomas Jefferson 1224 1,309

Todd Beamer 1085 1.160

TAFA @ Saehalie 155 166

Career Academy at Truman 159 17t)

Federal Way Public Academy lt6 124

Employment Trans ition Pro gram 48 51

TOTAL 5,714 6.111
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Portable Locations

The Washington State Constitution requires the State to provide each student a basic
education. It is not an efficient use of District resources to build a school with a capacity
for 500 students due to lack of spac e for 25 students when enrollment fluctuates throughout
the year and from year to year.

Portables are used as interim measures to house students when increasing population
impacts a school attendance area. Portables may also be required to house students when
new or changing programs require additional capacity. They also provide housing for
students until permanent facilities can be financed and constructed. When permanent
facilities become available, the portable(s) is either used for other purposes such as storage
or child care programs, or moved to another school for an interim classroom. Some
portables may not be fit to move due to age or physical condition. In these cases, the
District may choose to buy new portables and surplus these unfit portables.

The following page provides a list of the location of the portable facilities, used for
educational facilities by Federal Way Public Schools.
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INS TRUCTIONAL

NON

INS TRUCTIONAL*

Adelaide 1 2

Brisadoon 1

Camelot I
Entemrise 2 I
Green Cables 1

I-nke Dolloff I 1

I-ake Gove 2

I-akeland
MarkTwain 3
Meredith Hill 1 2

Mirror l-ake 6 4

Nautilus I 2

Olympic View 1 I
Panther l-ake 3 I
RainierView 4 1

Sherwood Forest 3 1

Silver I-ake 1 3

Star l-ake 3 1

Sunnvcrest 6
Twin l-akes 1 2

Valhalla 4
Wildwood 4
Woodmont 3
rO.T'AL 49 26

PORTABLBLOCATIONS

PORTABLES LOCATÐ
AT H-WIE\TARYSCHOOIS

PORTABLES ITOCATÐ
ATHIGHSCHOOIS

INS TRUCTIONAL

NON

INS TRUC'TIONAL

Decatur 8 1

Federal Way
Thomas Jefferson 10
Todd Beamer 8
TOTAL 26 I

PORTABLES LOCATÐ
Är' s uPPoRr' ¡Actl-il'lts

MOT
TDC 9
FormerTAFA 20
TOTAL 29

DISTRICT PORTABT,FS IN USE FOR ECEAP
AND/ORHEADSTART
Sherwood Forest I

'lotâl I

PORTABLES LOCATU)
ATMIDDLESCHOOI,S

INS TRUCTIONAL

NON

INS TRUCTIONAI,

Illahee 3

Kilo 7

I-akota
Sacaiawea 3

Sequovah 2

Totem
TAFA @ Saehalie 4

TOTAL 5 l4

*Non-instructional portables at I-ake Dollofl Mirror l¿ke, and Nautilus will
be in use as Instructional portables in the 2017-18 school year.

T9



18619

FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2018 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

Student Forecast

Student enrollment projections are a basic component of budget development.
Enrollment projections influence many of the financial estimates that go into budget
preparation. The majority of staffing requirements are derived directly from the
forecasted number of students. Allocations for instructional supplies and materials are
also made on the basis of projected enrollment. Other expenditures and certain revenue
projections are directly related to enrollment projections.

Enrollment projections are completed annually in the Business Services Department.
Projections must be detailed at various levels, district total, school-building totals, grade
level and program level to include vocational and special education students.

The basis of projections has been cohort survival analysis. Cohort survival is the analysis
of a group that has a common statistical value (grade level) as it progresses through time.
In a stable population the cohort would be 1.00 for all grades. This analysis uses
historical information to develop averages and project the averages forward. This
method does not trace individual students; it is concerned with aggregate numbers in each
grade level. The district has used this method with varying years of history and weighted
factors to study several projections. Because transfers in and out of the school system are
cotnmon, student migration is factored into the analysis as it increases or decreases
survival rates. Entry grades (kindergarten) are a unique problem in cohort analysis. The
district collects information on birth rates within the district's census tracts, and treats
these statistics as a cohort for kindergarten enrollment in the appropriate years.

The Federal Way School District is using various statistical methods for projecting
student enrollments. The resultant forecasted enrollments are evaluated below.

The first method is a statistical cohort analysis that produces ten distinct forecasts. These
are forecast of enrollment for one year. The projections vary depending on the number of
years of historical information and how they are weighted.

A second method is a projection using an enrollment projection software package that
allows the user to project independently at school or grade level and to aggregate these
projections for the district level. The Enrollment MasterrM software provides statistical
methocls including trend line, standard grade progression (cohort) and combinations of
these methods. This software produces a five-year projection of school enrollment.

In December 2012, the District contracted a demographer to develop projections for the
Federal Way School District. The report was complete in March 2013. The model used
to forecast next year's enrollment uses cohort survival rates to measure grade to grade
growth, assumes market share losses to private schools (consistent with county-wide
average), assumes growth from new housing or losses due to net losses from migration.
This forecast was provided as a range of three projections. The long-range forecast
provided with this report used a model with cohort survival rates and growth rates based
on projected changes in the 5-19 age group for King County. Most of the methods used
for long range enrollment reporting assume that enrollment is a constant percent of
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something else (e.g. population) or that enrollment will mirror some projected trend for
the school-age population over time. The report included 5 different calculations to
provide araîge of possible projections for the District to the year 2023. This model
produces a projection that is between 23,000 and24,000 when applied to the low,
medium and high range modes. This provides a reasonable range for long-range plaruring
and is consistent with estimates from various models. An update to the District
projections was provided in December 2016.

Long-range projections that establish the need for facilities are a modification of the

cohort survival method. The cohort method of analysis becomes less reliable the farther
out the projections are made. The Federal Way School District long-range projec.tions

are studied annually. The study includes information from the jurisdictional

demographers as they project future housing and population in the region. The long-range
projections used by .þederal V/ay Public Schools reflect a similar age trend in student
populations os the projections published by the Office of Financial Management for the

State of Washington.

Near term projections assume some growth from new housing, which is offset by current
local economic conditions. The District tracks new development from five permitting
jurisdictions. Long range plaruring assumes a student yield from proposed new housing
consistent with historical growth patterns.

Growth Management requires jurisdictions to plan for a minimum of twenty years. The
Federal Way School District is a partner in this planning with the various jurisdictions

comprising the school district geography. These projections create a vision of the school
district community in the fliture.
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Full Time Equivalent Enrollment History and Projections
Simplified FTE (K Headcount = .5 FTE; Middle School FTE:.99 Headcount; High School FTE: .93SHeadcount)

Total K -12
FTE

Percenl
Calendar Yr School Year Elemen Middle School Hi S chool ch

2012
2013
2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

2020

2021

2022

2023

2024

20tt-12
2012-13
2013-14

2014-15

2015-16
2016-t7

82017-18

P2018-19
P2019-20
P2020-21

P2021-22
P2022-23

P2023-24

8,800 5,134 6,448
8,914 4,963 6,367
9,230 4,801 6,354
9,177 4,884 6,402
9,397 5,047 6,273

9,589 4,986 6,063
9,748 5,10s 6,063

9,621 5,166 6,179
9,561 5,422 6,149

9,615 5,496 6,209,

9,725 5,421 6,359
9,806 5,294 6,549
9,880 5,270 6,699

Elementary K-5 Mitldle School 6-8 High School 9-12

20,382
20,244
20,384

20,462

20,717

20,638
20,916

20,965
21,1 32
21,320
21,505

21,648

21,839

-0,7%
0.7%

0.4%

1,2%

-0.4%
1.3%

0.2%

0.8%

0.9%

0.9%

0.7%

0.9%

Enrollment and Six Year Forecast
23,000

22,000

21,000

20,000

r 9,000

18,000

17,000

16,000

15,000

%o *'% "\ *.o *% *.q 
%u %u %u %* Bu *\ %*

School Year

r FTE
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Capacitv Summaries

All Grades, Elementary, Middle School, and High Schools

The Capacity Summaries combine Building Capacity information, Portable Capacity
information and the Student Forecast information. The result demonstrates the
requirements for new or remodeled facilities and why there is a need for the District to use

temporary facilities or interim measures.

The District has recently adjusted its capacity calculation method for Elementary schools
to better show capacity needecl to comply with the K-3 Class Size Reduction. This
adjustment is also shown in the portable capacity calculation. In order to allow for
flexibility in portable usage the District will use an average class size calculation of 21 for
each Elementary portable and aîaveÍage class size of 25 for each Middle and High School
portable.

The information is organized in spreadsheet format, with a page summanzing the entire
District, and then evaluating capacity vs. number of students at elementary, middle school,
and high school levels individually.

The notes at the bottom of each spreadsheet provide information about what facilities are

in place each year.
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CAPACITY S T]MMARY - ALL GRADES

CAPACITY

n{ROLLMM{T

Budset Proiected
Calendar Year 201'7 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

School Year 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 202r-22 2022-23 2023-24

Add Capacity

BUILDINGPROGRAM
CAPACITY 19,451

Wffi
19,451

ffi 19,451ffi 19,451

ffi
640 r.60

20,091

ffi 20,251ffi 20,251

ffiffi

Adjusted Program Headcount Capacity 19,451 t9,45t 19,451 20,091 20.2st 20.251 20.251

Basic FTEFnrollnent
Intemet Acadenry Brrollment (AAFTE)

20,9).6

(315)
20,96s

(31s)
27,132
(31s)

21,320

(31s)
21,505

(315)
21,648
(315)

21,839
(31s)

ST]RPLUS OR

RELOCATÄBLECAPACITY

¡\dd New Portoble Capacity

Subtract Portable Capacity

Current Portab le Cap acity

42

2,129 2,17t 2,171 2,17L

(273) Qr)

1,898 1,877 1,877

SIJRPLUS OR(UNHOUSÐ)
PROGRAM AND RU,OCATABLE
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CAPACITY SUMMARY - U.WIE\ITARY S CHOOI^S

CAPACITY

U\ROLLMA\T

-- Proiected--Budeet
2020 2021 2022 2023Calendar Year 2017 2018 2019

2023-24School Year 2017-18 20r8-19 2019-20 2020-2t 2021-22 2022-23

8,462M 8,462W
r60
20r,

t45
130

9,102

@
9,262W 9,262K8,462BN 8462M

Add/Subtract capacity total

,A.dd capacity at:
I-ake Grove
Miror I-ake
Olympic View
Star l-ake
Wildwood

BUILDINGPROGRA.M
HEAD COUNT CAPACITY

9-to2 9-2(t2 9.2()D 9.262E.462 8,462 8'462Adius ted Proaram Headcount Caþacity

9,725

436)

9,806

t36)
9,880

r36)

9,748
(36)

9,621
(36)

9,56r

{3ô
9,615
(36)

Basic FTEBrrollment
Intemet Academy (AAFTE)I

SI.IRPLUS OR

1,o29 I,O7l I,O7t I,O7t

2(1
(2rt

798 777 777Current Portable Capacity
Add/Subtract portable capacity

Add portable capacity ati
Nautilus

Subtract portable capacity at:
Mirror l-ake
Olympic View
Star I¿ke
Wildwood

RH-OCA.TÁ,BLE CÄPACTTf

NOTES:

1 Intemet Acaderry students are included in projections but do not require fuU tirrìe use of school facilities

2 Relocatable Capacity is based on the number ofportables available and other administrative techniques which
can be used to temporarily house students until permanent facilities are available. This is a calculated number only
The actual number of portables that will be used will be based on actual student population needs.
The District rrray begin to pull portables fromthe instructional inventory. Age and condition of the portables
will d etermine feas ib ility for co ntinued ins tru ctio nal us e.

s URPLTJS OR (UrlHOrlS H))
PROGRAM AND RS-OCATA'BLE
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CAPACITY S T]MMARY - MIDDLE S CHOOLS

CAPACITY

E{ROLLMA\T

Budeet -- Proiected--
Calendar Year 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
SchoolYear 2017-t8 2018-19 20t9-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022A3 2023-24

Add/Subtract capacity

BUILDINGPROGRAM
5,275

@
5,275

@
5,275E s27sW 5,275!E 5,275

@
5,275M

Adjusted Program Headeount Capacitv 5275 5,275 5,275 5.275 5.275 5"275 5.275

Basic FTEEnrollment

Intemet Academy (AAFTÐI
5,105

{74}

5,166

{74)

5,422

{74\

5,496

(74\

5,421

{74\

5,294

{74\

5,270

(74\

OR

Current Portable Capacity
Add/Subtract portable capacity

32s 325 32s 325 325 325 325

RS,OCATABLECAPACITT

NOTES:

I Internet Academy students are included in projections but do not require full tinre use of school fäcilities.

2 Relocatable Capacity is based on the number of portables available and other administrative techniques which
can be used to temporariþ housc studcnts until perrnanent facilities are available. This is a calculatecl nurrrber only
The actual number of portables that will be used will be based on actual student population needs.
The District rnay begin to pull portaþles fromthe instructional inventory. Age and condition of the portables
will determine feasibility for continued instructional use.

SURPLUS OR(UTIHOUSU))
PROGRAM AND RU-OCATABLE
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CAPACITY S UMMARY - HIGH S CHOOLS

CAPACITY

ENROLLMENT

Budset -- Proiected--
Calendar Year 2017 201 8 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

School Year 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24

BUILDINGPROGRAM
HEADCOUNT CAPACITY
FTE CAPACITY

5,714

6.1rI
5,714
6.lll

5,714 5,714
6,111,,

5,714
6,111

5,714
6,1 1 1,

5,714
6-t 11

Add/Subtract capacity

Thornas Jefferson High Schoola

Adiusted Program Headcount Capacity 5,714 5,714 5,714 5,714 5,714 s.714 5.714

6,111 6,lll 6,1I l. 6.1I I ... 6.111

6,548

(:05)
6^343 6,4U

6,689

i lt)5)

6.063 | 6,n8
(2r)s) I Q{}<¡
5.858 I s.973

6,149

(20s)
5,944

6,209

la{15 r

6,OM

6,359

lt05)
6,154

I
Intel net AAFTE)
Bas Ed

Basic FTEEnrollment

SURPLUS OR (LINHOUSBD)
PROGRAMCAPACITY 253

RELOCATABLBCAPACITt'

NOTFS:

1. lnternetAcaden-rystudentsareincludedinprojectionsbutdonotrequirelìrlltirneuseofschoolfacilities.

2 Relocatable Capacity is based on the number of portables available and other adrninistrative techniques which
can be used to temporarily house students until permanent facilities are available. This is a calculated number only
The actual nurnber of portables that will be used will be based on actual student population needs.
The District rnay begin to pull porlables fl'omthe instructional inventory. Age and condition of'the portables

will determine feasibility lbr continued instructional use.

3. Capacity for unhoused students will be accomrnodated with traveling teachers and

no planning time in some classroors.

4 Current pro.ject tirnelines estimate the cornpletion of Thornas Jeflèrson HS in 2024.

Current Poft able Capacity
Add/Subtract poftable capacity

77s 775 775 775 775 775 775

775 77s 775 ; 775

913 I 543

SURPLUS OR(UNHOUSED)
PROGRAM AND RELOCATABLE

|,.,
. . CAPACIT}i 8
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Kine County. the City of Federal Way. and the City of Kent Impact Fee Calculations

Single and Multi-Family Residences

Each jurisdiction that imposes school impact fees requires that developers pay these fees
to help cover a share of the impact of new housing developments on school facilities.
To determine an equitable fee throughout unincorporated King County, a formula was
established. This formula can be found in King County Code 214 and was substantially
adopted by the City of Federal Way and Kent. The formula requires the District to establish
a "Student Generation Factor" which estimates how many students will be added to a
school district by each new single or multi-family unit and to gather some standard
construction costs, which are unique to that district.

- STUDENT GENERATION FACTOR ANALYSIS

Federal Way Public Schools student generation factor was determined separately for
single-family units and multi-family units. The factors used in the 2018 Capital Facilities
Plan were derived using actual generation factors from single-family units and multi-family
units that were constructed in the District in the last five (5) years

- IMPACT FEE CALCULATION

On page 30, the 2018 variables for the calculation of the Impact Fee for single family and
multi-family units based on King County Code 214 and the Growth Management Act,
generate the results below:

Plan Year 2017 Plan Year 2018

Single Family Units
Multi-Family Units

Mixed-Use Residentialr

83,198
88,386

193

$6,842
$20,086
$1 043

A year over year comparison of formula variables can be found on page 33.

I In accordance with the City of Federal Way Ordinance No. 95-249
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STLÎDENT GNERATION
NEW CONSTRUCTION IN PRIOR 5 YEARS

Single Family Student Generation

Multi-Family Student Generation - City of Federal Way

Total
Student
Factor
0-8667
0.2381
0.6363
0.4000
0.4138
0.6755
o.3243
0.5910
0.5455
0.5000

0.4830

Hiqh School
Student
Factor
0.0667
0.0667
0.0909
0.1667
0.1034
o.2281
0.1 081
0.1 591
o.2273
o.1176

0.1429

Middle School
Student
Factor
0.1 333
0.0190
0.0909

0.1000 0.1 333
o.2414 o.0690
o.2632 o.1842
0.1081 r 0.1081

0.1364
0.1 81 I
0.2059

o.1202

Elementarv
Student
Factor
0.6667
o.1524
o.4545

0.2955
0.1364
0.1765

o.2200

Number of
Hiqh School

Students
1

7
1

5
3
26
4
7
5
4
63

Number of
Middle School

Students
2
2
1

4
2

21

4
6
4
7

53

Number of
Elementary
Students

10
16
5
3
7
30
4
13
3
6
97

Number of
Sinqle Familv

Dwellings
15
105
11

30
29
114
37
44
22
34
441

DB/ELOPMENT
(17) Hibbford Glen
(17) Vista Pointe
(16) Jefierson Place
(16) Star Lake East
(15) Swan Song
(15) Wvnstone East
(14) North Lake Rim

rWynstone
(13) Lake Point

S Firs
Total

Student Generation*

(14

Total
Student
Factor
1.1111
0.2963
1.2696

1.1567

Hiqh School
Student
Factor
0.2500
o.1111
0.3959

o.3224

Middle School
Student
Factor
o.2222
o.0741
o.26.24

0.2369

Elementary
Student
Factor
0.6389
o.'1111
0.610s

0.5970

Number of
Hiqh School

Students
54
3

116
173

Number of
Middle School

Students
4A
2

77
127

Number of
Elementarv

Students
138
3

179
320

Number of
Multi Familv

Dwellings
216
27
293
536

DEVELOPMENT
(17) Kitt's Corner
(16) Kandila Townhomes
(15) Park 16

Total
Student Generation*

* Student Generation rate is based on totals
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School Site Acquisition Cost:
Facility

Elementary

Middle School

High School

Cost /
Acre

IMPACTFM,

Facility
Student
Factor

SFR

Student
Factor
MFR

School Construction Cost:
YoPernFac./
Total Ft

Elementary
Middle School
High School

Temporary Facili ty Cos t:
o/o Temp Fac.
Total Ft

Elementary
Middle School
High School

State Matching Credit Calculation
Construction Cost
Allo Ft

Elementary
Middle School
High School

Tax Payment Credit Calculation
Average Assessed Value (March 2017)
Capital Bond Interest Rate (March 2017)
Net Present Value of Avcrage Dwelling
Years Amortized
Property Taxlævy Rate

Present Value of Rer¿enue Stream

lWtigation Fee Summary
Site Acquisition Cost
Permanent Facility Cost
Temporary Facility Cost
State Match Credit
TaxPayment Credit
SubTotal

50o% I-ocal Share

Total

SFR

Single Family Multi-Family lWxed.Use
Residences Residences Residentialr

Facility
Cost

Facility
Cost

Sq. Ft.
Student

Facility
Student
Factor

SFR

Student
Factor
MFR

Facility

State
Match

Student
Factor

SFR

Student
Factor

SFR

TOTAL

Student
Factor
MFR

Student
Factor
MFR

TOTAL

Cost/
SFR

Cost/
SFR

Cost/
SFR

Cost/
SFR

Cost/
MFR

Cost/
MFR

Cost/
MFR

Cost/
MFR

MFR

$2,942
$19,190

$54

$ (5,367)

s t3.135)

6,&6 $
47,930 $

14s $
(13,384) $
(l.166) $

6,646
47,930

145
(13,384)

(1.166)

$ 13,683 $

s 6,842 $

40,171 $

20,086 $

40,171

20,086

s0

s0

4.8s s216,718 51 0.1429

02200

0.1202

0.3228

$0

$0

0.5970

0.2369

s6,646
)TALI 52.942 s6,646

94.09y" s27.337
97.26Yr $0
96.98Yr 150

0.1202
0.1429

0.2200

116

0.s970
0.2369
0.3228 $20,593

s 19.190 s47-930

5.91Yo sl72,993 s14s

$02.74Yo

3.02Y" 0.1429

42 0.2200
0.1202 s0

s0

0.5970

0.3228
0.2369

$0

$s4 $145

90 $7.s15
$0

s2r3.23

.23

$213.23
130

65.59Yo

0.142965.59Yo

0.2200
0.1202

769

s0
0.5970

0.3228
0.2369

$5.869
$s367 $r3384

$294.328 $109,489
3.95Yo

s2,393,217
l0

$1.31

3.95Yo

_ _$q29;_6-q"" .

l0
$r.31

$3,135 $1,166

Fee $120 86
'In accordance with the City of Federal Way Ordinance No. 95-249

30



18619

FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2018 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

SECTION 4

SUMMARY OF CHANGES FROM TIJß,2OI7 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

The 2018 Capital Facilities Plan is an updated document, based on the 2017 Capital
Facilities Plan. The changes between the 2017 Plan and the 2018 Plan are listed below

- THE CAPIT

SIX-YEAR FINANCE PLAN
The Six Year Finance Plan has been rolled forward to reflect 2018-2024 and adjusted for
anticipated Federal Way High School construction schedule and anticipated new
construction based on a November 2017 bond vote. The plan is found on page 9.

SECTION III - SUPPORT DOCLTMENTATION

CAPACITY
Changes to the Building Program Capacities calculation are found on page 17

PORTABLES
The list of portables reflects the movement of portables between facilities or new portables

purchased. Portable Locations can be found on page I 9.

STUDENT FORECAST
The Student Forecast now covcrs 2018 through2024 Enrollment history and projections
are fonnd onpage22.

CAPACITY SUMMARY
The changes in the Capacity Summary are a reflection of the changes in the capacities and

student forecast. New schools and increased capacity at cunent buildings are shown as

increases to capacity. Capacity Summaries are found on pages 24'27.

IMPACT FEE CALCULATION. KING COUNTY CODE 214
The Impact Fees have changed as a result of changes in several factors. The updates made

to the variables in the Impact Fee calculation, generate a change in the Impact Fee between
the 2017 Capital Facilities Plan and the 2018 Capital Facilities Plan. A summary of these

changes can be found on page 32 and33.

3t_
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IMPACT F'EE CALCULATION CHANGES FROM 2OI7'TO 2018

STIIDENT GENERATION FACTORS
Student Generation factors are based on rates for new developments constructed over a
period of not more than five years prior to the date of the fee calculation. The changes in
student Generation factors between the 2017 Capital Facilities Plan and the 2018 Capital
Facilities Plan are due to developments that were deleted or added based upon the age of
the developments and the year placed in the survey. The Student Generation worksheet
is found onpage29.

SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION COSTS

The anticipated cost based on the estimateþr replacing Thomas Jefferson High ß
8149,500,000. For Impact Fee calculation, the District will use the estimated Maximum
Allowable Construction Cost of 889,700,000, which is 60% of the total anticipated cost.
The replacement will add a total of 200 additional seats, with 50 seats dedicatedþr
preschool capacity. Only additional capacity for grade 9- I2 seats will be used in the
impactfee calculation. The current permanent capacity of Thomas Jefferson High ß
1309. The addition of 150 grade 9-12 seats will increase Dernlonent capacity bv 11%.

Totøl Cost $149,500,000 x .6 x,11 = 89,867,000

The anticipated cost based on the estimatefor replacing Lake Grove, Mircor Lake,
Olympic View, Star Lake, and Wildwood elementaries is 8l54,500,000. For Impact Fee
calculation, the District will use the estimated Maximum Allowable Construction Cost of
892,700,000, which is 600/o of the total anticipated cost. The replacement will add a
total of 960 additional seats. The additional seats will include new preschool capacity øt
Lake Grove, Minor Lake, and Star Lake and 6-8 capacity at Olympic View, as well as
adding additional K-5 capacity. Only capacity for grade K-5 seats will be used in the
impactfee calculation. The current permanent capacity of these schools is 1902. The
addition of800 srade K-5 seats will increase Ðermanent caoacitv bv 42%.
Total Cost

SCHOOL ACOUISITION COSTS

8154,500,000 x,6 *.42 = 838,934,000

The district purchased the Norman Center to house the Employment Transition Program
and to allowfor the expansion of the ECEAP program. The purchase and use of this site
increased our high school permanent capacity by 5l students.
Totøl Cost
Cost per Acre

82,1 00,000 / 2 = $1,0 5 0,000
81,0 5 0,000 / 4.8 5 = 82 I 6,7 1 I

The District will use the above formulas created as a base for the 2018 Capital Facilities
Plan. The capacity of these schools may vary from year to year as programs are added or
changed and construction cost may increase over time.

JL
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IMPACT FEE CALCULATION CHANGES FROM 2OI7 TO 2OI8

Itern

Percent of Permanent F acilities

Percent Ternporary Facilities

Average Cost of Portable
Classrooms

C onstructicn C ost Allocation

State Match

Average Assessed Value
SFR-

MFR-

Capital Bond Interest Rate

Propert¡z Tax Levy Rate

Student Generation Factors
Single-Famiþ

Elementary
Middle School

FIigþ School

Muhi-Farnily -
Elementary

Middle School
Fligh School

Impact Fee

Froxr¡,/To

95.3Oo/" to 95-860/o

4.7Oo/o to 4-l4o/n

$178,686 to 5172,993

5213.23 to $213.23

65.590/o to 6.5.59"/o

5274,781 to $.294,328
$106,352 to S1O9,489

3 -27o/o to 3.95o/o

$1.37 to $1.31

Cornment

Report #3 OSPI

IJpdated portable inventory

IJpdated 5-¡rr rolling average of
portablcs pr:rchascd and placcd
by 2016.

Change effective July 201.6

Change efective Jlury'2016

Per Puget Sound Educational
Service District (ESD 121)

Market Rate

I(ing County Treasulr Division

I-Jpdated Flousing Inventory
Note : Stude nt genera t i o n 1Êt c to rs.fo r a re
single.þmily units are basecl on new
develolcments constructed within the Di,strict
over the lastjive (5) years prior to Íhe date of
thefee calculation.
Stud en t genera t io n Jfric to rs.þ r a re mu I t i -
family units are based on new developments
constructed within the Dislrict over the last
Jive (5) years prior to the date olfthe.fee
cct lcu I ation.

SFR based on the updated calculation

MFR based on the updated calculation

2471to .22OO
1408 to .12o2
1379 to .1429

5375 to .5970
2813 to -2369
2594 to .3228

sFR- $3,198 to $6,842

MFR - $8,386 to $2O,O86
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SECTION 1 .. INTRODUCTION

Purpose of the Capital Facilities Plan

Presented herein, in conformance with the Growth Management Act and local county
and municipal codes is the Capital Facilities Plan (CFP) of the Riverview School District.

This Capital Facilities Plan is intended to provide the City of Carnation, the City of
Duvall, King County, other jurisdictions, and our own community with a description of
facilities needed to accommodate projected student enrollment at acceptable levels of
service over thc ncxt six years (2017 - 2023).

The Growth Management Act also requires reassessment of the land use element of
local comprehensive plans if probable funding falls short of meeting existing needs, and
to ensure that the land use element, capital facilities plan element, and financing plan

within the capital facilities plan element are coordinated and consistent. This Capital
Facilities Plan is intended to provide localjurisdictions with information on the school
district's ability to accommodate projected population and enrollment demands
anticipated through implementation of various comprehensive plan land use alternatives
The role of impact fees in funding school construction is addressed in Section I of this
report.

Overview of the Riverview School District

The Riverview School District services three jurisdictions: King County, the City of
Carnation, and the City of Duvall. The district is 250 square miles and is located in
northeast King County serving the Lower Snoqualmie Valley from the King/Snohomish
County line south approximately 16 miles, and from the western ridge of the valley to the
cascade foothills. The district currently serves an enrollment headcount of
approximately 3,268 students, with three elementary schools, one middle school, one
high school, three alternative high school programs, and one alternative elementary
school programs, and a K-12 allernative parent partnership program. The grade
configuratíon is kindergarten through fifth grade for elementary school, sixth through
eighth for middle school, and ninth through twelfth for high school. Four of the
alternative programs are housed at the Riverview Learning Center in Carnation.

3
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SECTION 2 -- STUDENT ENROLLMENT TRENDS AND PROJECTIONS

Projected Student E nrol I ment 2017 -2023

Enrollment projections are most accurate for the initial years of the forecast period. For
later years, the review of enrollment patterns, housing trends, and other demographic
changes are useful yearly indicators in evaluating and adjusting projections. This year's
plan anticipates a 1% growth in student enrollment which is based on recent enrollment
trends. Some of the trends are a result of: 1) transfers from private schools, 2)
increases in kindergarten enrollment, and 3) significant decreases in students attending
school outside the district. Housing starts have increased in recent years and the district
is again experiencing enrollment growth. The City of Carnation estimates approximately
145 homes to be built in the next 2-3 years in addition to issuing recent permits for
further housing developments. Based on preliminary data from the City of Duvall, an
additional 180 housing starts are expecteclto he permitted within the next two years. ln

the event that enrollment growth slows, plans for new facilities can be delayed. lt is
much more difficult, however, to initiate new projects or speed projects up in the event
that enrollment growth exceeds the projections.

The Riverview School District, like most school districts, projects enrollment using a
modified "Cohort Survival" method. This method tracks groups of students through the
K-12 system, and notes and adjusts the projections to account for yearto-year changes,
including local population growth. For example, this year's eight grade student class is

adjusted based on an average of prior year's survival trends in order to estimate next
year's ninth grade enrollment.

Since the yearly figures for each grade are dependent on the previous year's grades,
kindergarten projections are treated differently. Riverview projects its kindergarten
enrollment based on historical kindergarten enrollment patterns and district enrollment
growth patterns.

Table2.1
Riverview School District Headcount Enrollment Projection

5

260
254
241

254
232
264

263
269
259
243
257
234

266
272
274
262
245
260

269
275
277
277
265
247

272
279
281
280
280
268

K
'l
2
3
4
5

228
246
228
258
262
256

245
236
251
230
261
265

236
270
274

263
238
273

249
266
240

6
7
I

295
230
258

259
298
232

268
262
301

267
271

265

284
277
291
218

283
287
256
285

267
269
229
242

267
270
248
224

240
270
249
243

312
242
249
244

274
315
223
244

9
10
11

12

3,286 3,338 3,375 3,415 3,454 3,526Total 3,268
- thru 4-2017 Growth rate of 1 % with for variations at grades K, 1,2, 9, 11 , 12



SECT¡ON 3 -. DISTRICT STANDARD OF SERVIGE

School facility and student capacity needs are dictated by the types and amounts of
space required to accommodate the district's adopted educational program. The
educational program standards which typically drive facility space needs include grade
configuration, optimal facility size, optimal school enrollment size, class size, educational
program offerings, classroom utilization and scheduling requirements, and use of
portable classroom facilities.

ln addition to factors which affect the amount of space required, government mandates,
contractual requirements, and community expectations may affect how classroom space
is used. For example, the state financed All-Day Kindergarten program and lower class
sizes for kindergarten through 3rd grade is creating the need for additional classrooms at
the elementary level. Traditional educational programs offered by school districts are
often supplemented by nontraditional or special programs such as special education,
expanded bilingual education, remediation, migrant education, alcohol and drug
education, preschool and daycare programs, home school, computer labs, music
programs, movement programs, etc. These special or nontraditional educational
programs can have a significant impact on the available student capacity of school
facilities.

Special teaching stations and programs offered by the Riverview School District at
specific school sites include:

Elementarv:
Computer Labs
Classroom Computers
Group Activities Rooms
Prog ram for Academ ical ly Ta lented (G ifted/PAT)
Special Education (The District attempts to integrate special education students
and regular education students to as great an extent as possible. Most special
education students are served both in a regular education classroom and a
special education classroom.)
Learning Assistance Program (LAP)
English Language Learners (EL)
Home School Alternative (PARADE)
Preschool Education Program (ECEAP)
Multi-Age (Eagle Rock /ERMA)

Secondarv:
o Computer Labs
. Alternative (CLIP & CHOICE high school program)
. Special Education
. Learning Assistance Program (LAP)
. English Language Learners (EL)
. Career and Technical Education (CTE)
o School-to-Work
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Variations in student capacity between schools are often a result of what special or
nontraditional programs are offered at specific schools. These special programs require
classroom space which can reduce the permanent capacity of some of the buildings
housing these programs. Some students, for example, leave their regular classrooms
for a short period of time to receive instruction in these special programs. Schools often
require space modifications to accommodate special programs, and in some
circumstances, these modifications may reduce the overall classroom capacities of the
buildings.

The current Standard of Service data for Riverview, in terms of teaching station loading,
is identified on Table 3.1. Class sizes are averages based on actual utilization as
influenced by state funding and collective bargaining restrictions.

Riverview's Standard of Service also considers the different educational functions when
considering student capacity needs. Those functions are as follows:

Elementary classrooms -. regular, grades K-5
. self-contained learning center (special education)
. learning support classrooms (special education pullout, LAP, Title l, etc.)

Secondary -. regular, grades 6-8
. special education, grades 6-8
. learning support, grades 6-8
. regular, grades 9-12
¡ learning support, grades 9-12 (special education pullout, LAP, Title l, etc.)

lnvoluntarily transferring students to a school with excess capacity is done rarely as a
last resort and with Board of Directors' authorization. lnvoluntarily transferring of
students can result in difficulties in the community, with staffing, and with transportation

7



Table 3.1

Riverview School District Standard of Service

CLASS SIZE

Elementary
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular
Regular (portables)
Self-contained learning classrooms
Learning support classrooms

Middle School
Regular
Regular (portables)
Self-contained learning classrooms
Learning support classrooms

High School
Regular
Regular (portables)
Self-contained learning classrooms
Learning support classrooms
Vocational education

Grade Level

K-5 Weighted

6-8

9-12

Average

17

17

17
17

25
25

19.7
24
12

0

27
24
12

0

K
1

2

3

4
5

27
24
12

0
24

B



SECTION 4 -. CAPITAL FACILITIES INVENTORY

Under the Growth Management Act, public entities are required to inventory existing
capitalfacilities. Capital facilities are defined as any structure, improvement, and piece
of equipment or other major asset, including land, which has a useful life of at least ten
years. The purpose of the facilities inventory is to establish a baseline for determining

, what facilities will be required to accommodate student enrollment in the future at
established levels of service. This section provides an inventory of capital facilities of
the Riverview School District including site-built schools, portable classrooms, developed
school sites, undeveloped land and support facilities. School facility capacity figures are
based on the inventory of current facilities and the district's adopted educational program
standards as presented in the previous section.

Schools

The Riverview School District currently operates 3 elementary schools (grades K-5), one
middle school (grades 6-8), and one high school (grades 9-12). The district also
provides the Eagle Rock Multi-age Program, an elementary alternative program, sited
adjacent to the Cedarcrest High School campus. ln addition, the district supports the
following alternative programs housed in the Riverview Learning Center facility: CLIP
alternative high school; CHOICE alternative high school; and PARADE, a parent
partnership program. ECEAP, a pre-school program, is housed again in yet another
separate facility.

lndividual school capacity has been determined using the number of teaching stations
within each building and the space requirements of the district's adopted educational
program. This capacity calculation is used to establish the district's baseline capacity
and determine future capacity needs when considering projected student enrollment.

Classroom capacities have been determined for each school according to their usage.
For the purpose of this Plan, classroom uses are: regular education, self-contained
special-education, and learning support. The schoolfacility inventory is summarized on
Table 4.1. The current inventory of facilities indicates a permanent capacity of 2,537
students, with an additional 504 student capacity available in interim facilities.

The School Board of the Riverview School District is committed to serving students at
small schools. Evidence suggests that this practice a significantly beneficial effect on
student learning. Further, there are significant benefits to school culture and climate.
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Table 4.1

Riverview School District Faci lnve and Galculations 2017

2011

2011

nla

nla

1 960

1 953

1 988

nla

308

462

315

72

1,157

0

48

0

72

120

2

2

0

1

5

0

0

0

0

0

2

4

0

4

10

308

414

315

0

1,037

11

7

11

0

29

1

0

0

0

1.

26

28

27

0

81

50,567

56,252

49.588

0

156,407

8.81

12

19

@CHS

39.81

K-5

K-5

K-5

K-5

Carnation Elementary

Cherry Valley Elementary

Stillwater Elementary

Multiage Proqram

Subtotal K-5

20091 964750

750

144

144

0

0

0

0

6

6

606

606

15

15

1

1

37

37

85. I 57

85.157

37

37

6-8Tolt Middle School

Subtotal &B

20091 993966

966

240

240

0

0

0

0

10

10

726

726

12

12

2

2

38

3B

108.946

108.946

78

7B

9-12Cedarcrest Hiqh School

Subtotal 9-1 2

nla2011168

168

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

168

168

1

1

0

0

I
B

14.545

14,545

2.08

2.08

K-I2Riverview Learninq Center

Subtotal 9-1 2

3.04150450zÞ2,53757À164365,055159.8STotal K-12

'1.500

7.855

adj. to
Carn. ES

adj. to
Tolt MS

Stepp¡ng
Stones
(portable)

Maintenance
bldq

14,750

20,886

adj. to
Tolt
MS

'1.25

acres

TransÞortation Facilitv

Educational Service
Center

stations that are used for other than as classrooms. computer musrc

1.910
adj. to

CV- ES
Extended
dav7.200

1.421

adj. to
Cam.

ES

inc with
ESC

D¡str¡ct
Off¡ce

portables

lT Center
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SECTION 5 -- PROJECTED FACILITY NEEDS

Near-term Facility Needs

This Capital Facilities Plan has been organized to maintain adequate capacity of the District's
facilities through the construction and/or expansion of permanent facilities. Table 5.1 is a
summary by school level of projected enrollments, current capacities, and projected additional
capacities. Based upon current enrollment projections, the district has permanent capacity needs
at all grade levels. To meet these capacity needs in the near-term, the District is in the
preliminary planning stages of a new K-5 elementary school in the Duvall area where the most
substantial district population growth is occurring (Table 6.1). The district also anticipates that the
site acquisition and construction of this school will be complete within the first six years of this
planning period. New school construction will be contingent on a 1o/o average yearly student
enrollment growth rate and voter approved funding. ln addition, the District is planning on the
acquisition of portables at all grade levels.

11



Table 5.1

School Enrollment and Ga Pro 2017-18 throu h 2022-23

1.488 1.505 1.525 1.579 1,610 1,660Proiected enrollment 1,478

1.037 1.037 1.037 1.037 '1,037 1,037 '1,587Capacitv in permanent facilities
0 0 0 0 0 550 0Added capacitv new permanent

1.587Total oermanent caoacitv 1.037 1,037 1,037 1,037 1,037 1,587

-468 -488 -542 -23 73
Net Surplus or (Deficit) in Perm.
Facilities -441 -451

168 216 264 264 312 312Capacitv in Relocatables 120

10 12 14 16 16 18 18Number of Relocatables

1.157 1.205 1.253 1,301 1,301 1,899 '1,899Capacitv with Relocatables

-283 -2s2 -224 -278 289 239
Net Surplus or (Deficit) in all
Facilities -321

831 803 780 774 755Proiected Enrollment 783 789

606 606 606 606 606 606Caoacitv in permanent facilities 606

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Added capacitv new permanent

606 606 606 606 606 606 606Total permanent capacity

-225 -197 -174 -168 -149
Net Surplus or (Deficit) in Perm.
Facilities -177 -l 83

144 144 144 192 192 192Caoacitv in Relocatables 144

6 6 6 6 8 8 INumber of Relocatables
798 798Caoacitv with Relocatables 750 750 750 750 798

-53 18 24 43
Net Surplus or (Deficit) in all
Facilities -33 -39 -81

1.009 1.002 1.047 1,056 1.070 1.111Proiected Enrollment 1,007

894 894 894 894 894 894 1,094Capacitv in permanent facilities
Added caoacitv new oermanent 0 0 0 0 0 200 0

894 1.094 1.094Total oermanent capacitv 894 894 894 894

-108 -1 53 -162 24 -17
Net Surplus or (Deficit) in Perm.
Facilities -113 -11s

240 240 240 240 240 240240

10 10 10 10 '10 10 10

Capacity in Relocatables

Number of Relocatables

1.134 1.134 1,134 1,134 1,134 1,334 1,334Capacitv with Relocatables

125 132 87 78 264 223
Net Surplus or (Deficit) in all
Facilities 127

3.268 3.286 3,338 3,375 3,415 3.454 3,526Proiected Enrollment
2.537 3.087 3.287Caoacitv in Permanent Facilities 2.537 2,537 2,537 2,537

3.041 3.089 3,',137 3,185 3,233 4,031 4,031
Capacity in Perm. Facil. and
Relocatables

-197 -201 -1 90 -182 577 505
Surplus Capacity with
Relocatables -227

-731 -749 -801 -838 -878 -367 -239
Surplus Capacity without
Relocatables
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Growth related

Location
Capacity
Added Source of Funds*P

100%Duvall 48

lmpact fees and local
approved Capital

Classroom rtables k-12

Duvall 48

lmpact fees and local
approved Capital

1Classroom bles k-12

100Duvall 48

lmpact fees and local
approved Capital

bles k-'12Classroom

1

100o/oDuvall 48 P

lmpact fees and local
approved Capital

Classroom bles k-12

a bond issue

lmpact Fees, State
Match, and local

100%classroom rtables k-12

New K-5 school, high
school addition and

Duvall 798

P

lmpact fees and local
approved Capital

1000ÄN/A N/A 0

SECTION 6. CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN WITH GROWTH RELATED PROJECTS
IDENTIFIED
Planned New lmprovements - Construction to Accommodate Growth and Adequate
Capacity

Table 6.1
Planned New P ects

Planned lmprovements - To Existing Facilities
As summarized in Table 6.2, the district plans technology upgrades which are funded by a capital
projects levy approved by the voters in February of 2014 and 2018.

Planned P

Table 6.2

cts to Existin Facilities

Source of Funds
Growth related project?

Yes or NoPro Location
Capacity
Added

Tech NoradesTechnol U AI -0-

-0- Tech NoTechnol radesU AI

AI Tech NoTechnol rades

TechTechnol rades

TechTech rades All

NoAll -0- TechTech radesU
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SECTION 7. CAPITAL FACILITIES FINANCING PLAN
Funding of school facilities is typically secured from a number of sources including voter-approved
bonds, voter approved levies, state matching funds, impact fees, and mitigation payments. Each
of these funding sources is discussed below.

General Obligation Bonds

Bonds are typically used to fund construction of new schools and other capital improvement
projects. A 60% voter approval is required to pass a bond issue. Bonds are sold as necessary to
generate revenue. They are retired through collection of property taxes. The district anticipates
asking its voters to approve a bond measure to fund a new K-5 elementary, high school
addition/remodel and security updates. Subject to Board approval, this is expected to occur in
2019.

Gapital Projects Levies

Capital Projects Levies are typically used to fund small construction projects and other capital
improvements or acquisitions. A simple majority of voter approval is required to pass a levy.
Money comes to the district through the collection of property taxes. The district passed a four-
year capital improvement levy in February of 2014 for the upgrade of technology assets including
new computers, upgrades to the network infrastructure, and software. ln addition, the levy
supports other capital improvements including the acquisition of sites and portables. The district
is planning to run another levy in February oT 2ü8.

State Financial Assistance

State financial assistance comes from the State's Common School Construction Fund. Bonds are
sold on behalf of the fund then retired from revenues accruing predominantly from the sale of
renewable resources (i.e. timber) from state school lands set aside by the Enabling Act of 1889.
lf these sources are insufficient to meet needs, the Legislature can appropriate funds or the State
Board of Education can establish a moratorium on certain projects.

State matching funds can be applied to school construction projects only. Site acquisition and
improvements are not eligible to receive matching funds from the state. Because availability of
state matching funds has not kept pace with the rapid enrollment growth occurring in many of
Washington's school districts, matching funds from the State may not be received by a school
district until two to three years after a matched project has been completed. ln such cases, the
district must "front fund" a project. That is, the district must finance the complete project with local
funds.

lmpact Fees

lmpact fees have been adopted by a number of jurisdictions as a means of supplementing
traditional funding sources for construction of public facilities needed to accommodate new
development. lmpact fees are generally collected on new residential construction by the
permitting agency at the time of final plat approval or when building permits are issued.

Budget and Financing Plan
Table 7.1 is a summary of the budget that supports the elements of this Capital Facilities Plan.
Each project budget represents the total project costs which include: acquisition, construction,
taxes, planning, architectural and engineering services, permitting, environmental impact
mitigation, construction testing and inspection, furnishings and equipment, escalation, and
contingencies. ln addition, it includes financing that is separated into three components:
estimated state financial assistance, estimated impact fees, and projected local revenues (i.e.,
interest income and local levies).
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Table 7.1

2017 Gapital Facilities Plan Budget

*Ref/ects costs of new capacity only

$1.500.000

$500.000

s385-000

s6.000.000

$0

0

$20.900.000

$7.500.000

$1,575.000

$28.400.000

$8.000.000

$1,960.000

$0

$0

$o

$28.000.000

$8.000.000

$392.000

$0

$0

$392,000

$0

$0

$392.000

$0

$0

$392.000

$400.000

$0

$392.000

New K-5 school
including land
acquisition

High school
addition/remodel

Other capital
improvements
including the
acquisition of
portables
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SECTIONS..IMPACTFEES

School lmpact Fees Under the Washington State Growth Management Act

The Growth Management Act (GMA) authorizes jurisdictions to collect impact fees to supplement
funding of additional public facilities needed to accommodate new development. lmpact fees
cannot be used for the operation, maintenance, repair, alteration, or replacement of existing
capital facilities used to meet existing service demands. The calculation contained in this Plan
yields impact fees to be collected during calendar year 2018.

Methodology and Variables Used to Galculate School lmpact Fees

lmpact fees are calculated based on the district's estimated cost per new dwelling unit to
purchase lancl for school sites, make site improvements, construct schools and purchase/install
temporary facilities (portables)

Student Factors

The student factor (or student generation rate), a significant factor in determining impact fees, is
the average number of students generated by each housing type - single-family dwellings and
multiple-family dwellings.

The District was unable to obtain sufficient permit data to calculate its own student generation
factors; it instead chose to use generation rates representative of unweighted averages based on
neighboring school districts. ln accordance with KCC 214.06.1260, the definition for student
factor, when such information is not available in the district, is the data from adjacent districts,
districts with similar demographics, or countyrvide averages.
Table 8.1 and 8.2 set forth those student factors and the lmpact fee schedule.

Table 8.1

Student Generation Rates (1)

Sinqle Familv Dwellinq Unit

Multi-Familv Dwellins Unit

*For purposes of the MF student generation rates, the FWSD figures are for infotmation only and not
used to calculate the average.

Fed Way lssaquah Kent Lk Wash Northshore Average

Elementarv 0.220 0.354 0.398 0.424 0.331 0.345

Middle 0.120 0.153 0.096 0.171 0.108 0.130

Hiqh 0.143 0.148 0.185 0.119 0.081 0.135

Total 0.483 0.655 0.679 0.714 0.520 0.610

Fed Way* lssaquah Kent Lk Wash Northshore Averaoe

Elementary 0.597 0.119 0.117 0.058 0.036 0.083

Middle 0.237 0.063 0.028 0.019 0.013 0.031

Hioh 0.323 0.075 0.029 0.019 0.009 0.033

Total 1.157 0.257 0.174 0.096 0.058 0.348
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The impact fee calculations in accordance with the formulas applicable to each
jurisdiction are shown below:

Table 8.2

Fee Schedule - All Jurisdictions

(1) The District's student generation rates are based on a selected school district
average as provided for in King County Ordinances.

Single-family s6,282
Multi-family $1,252
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Table 8.3

SCHOOL IMPACT FEE CALCULATIONS

DISTRICT:

YEAR:

JURISDICTION:

Riverview School District #407

2017

King County, Cities of Carnation and Duvall

Acres x Cost per Acre / Facility Capacity x Student Generation Factor

Elementary

Middle

Senior

Facility

Acreage

2.0

20.0

40.0

CosV

Acre

$200,000

$0

$o

Facility

Capacity

550

Student

Factor

SFR

0.345

0.130

0.135

Student

Factor

MFR

0.083

0.031

0.033

CosV

SFR

$250.91

$0.00

$0.00

CosV

MFR

$60.36

$0.00

$0.00

TOTAL $200,000 $550 $250.91 $60.36

':.:Sèhool.:Gcia{ìtn¡dtT'dn'rCòst,.::] ::,,:::: ':,': :::::::::::::::::::::::r:r::::

Facility Cost / Facility Capacity x Student Generation Factor x PermanenUTotal Sq. Ft

Student

o/o Permt Facility Facility Factor

Total Sq/Ft Cost Capacity SFR

Elementary 93,98% $28,000,000 550 0.345

Middle 93.98% $0 0.130

Senior 93.98% $8,000,000 200 0,135

Student

Factor

MFR

0,083

0,031

0:033

CosV

SFR

$16,506.31

$0.00

$5,074.92

CosV

MFR

$3,971.08

$0.00

$1,240.54

TOTAL $36,000,000 749 $21,s81.23 $s,211 .62
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Table 8.3 continued

Temporary Facility Costs

Facility Cost / Facility Capacity x Student Generation Factor x Temporary/Total Sq. Ft

Student Student

o/oTempl Facility Facility Factor Factor CosV CosV

Total SqiFt Cost Capacity SFR MFR SFR MFR

Elementary 6.02% $1,960,000 240 0.345 0.083 $169.61 $40.81

Middle 6.02% $O O 0.130 0.031 $0.00 $0.00

Senior 6.02% $0 0 0.'135 0.033 $0.00 $0.00

TOTAL $1,960,000 $169.61 $40.81

State Matching Credit

Rneckh lnclex x,SPl Sqr.rare Footage x lìistricl Malch % x Shrdent Factor

Elementary

Middle

Senior

Boeckh

lndex

$213.23

$213.23

$213.23

sPl

Footage

90

0

130

State

Match %

47.9%

47.9%

47.9%

Student

Factor

SFR

0.345

0.130

0.135

Student

Factor

MFR

0.083

0.031

0.033

CosV

SFR

$3,1 71 .36

$0.00

$1,792.51

CosV

MFR

$762.96

$0.00

$438.1 7

TOTAL $4,963,87 $1,201 .13

Tax Payment Credit: SFR MFR

Average Assessed Value

Capital Bond lnterest Rate (Bond Payer's lndex)

Years Amortized

Property Tax Bond Rate

Present Value of Revenue Stream

$455,373

3.95%

10

1.2081

$163,686

3.95%

10

1.2081

s4.473.22 $1,607.92

Fee Summary

Site Acquisition Cost

Permanent Facility Cost

Temporary Facility Cost

State Match Credit

Tax Payment Credit

FEE (AS CALCULATED)
50% FEE (AS
DrscouNTED)

FrNAL FEE (ALL)

Single Family

$251

$21,581

$1 70

($4,e63.87)

($4,473.22)

Multiple Family

$60

$5,212

$41

($1,201.13)

($1,607.s2)

$12,564.91

$6,282.46

$2,503.9s

$1,251.98

$6,282.45 $1,251 .97

19



18619

lssaquah School District N o. 411
lssaquahn Washington

Adopted May 24,2017
Resolution No, 1090

(Reaffirmed June 16, 2017)

The lssaquah School District No. 411 hereby provides this Capital FacÍlÍties
Plan documenting present and future school facility requirements of the
District. The plan contaìns all elements required by the Growth
Management Act and King County Council Ordinance 21-A.

1

&



18619

Table of Contents
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY..
STANDARD OF SERVICE

3
4
5
6

7

I

TRIGGER OF CONSTRUCTION......
DEVELOPMENT TRACKING
NEED FOR IMPACT FEES
ENROLLMENT METHODOLOGY ..
TABLE ONE:

ACTUAL STUDENT COUNTS 2008-2009 through 2016-17
ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS 2017 -18 through 2031:32

TABLE TWO: STUDENT FACTORS - SINGLE FAMILY
1o
11

12
13
14
15
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

TABLE THREE: STUDENT FACTORS - MULTI-FAMILY
INVENTORY AND EVALUATION OF CURRENT FACILITIES
SITE LOCATION MAP ....,..
THE ISSAQUAH SCHOOL DISTRICT'S
SIX-YEAR CONSTRUCTION PLAN..
TABLE FOUR: PROJECTED CAPACITY TO HOUSE STUDENÏS
SCHOOL IMPACT FEE CALCULATIONS
BASIS FOR DATA USED IN SCHOOL IMPACT FEE CLACULAÏIONS
APPENDIX A: 2016-17 ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CAPACITIES
APPENDIX B: 2016-17 MIDDLE SCHOOL CAPACITIES
APPENDIX C: 2016-17 HIGH SCHOOL CAPACITIES...
APPENDIX D: 2016-17 DISTRICT TOTAL CAPACITIES
APPENDIX E: SIX-YEAR FINANCE PLAN ....

2



18619

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (the "Plan") has been prepared by the lssaquah
School District (the "District") as the District's primary facility planning document, in

compliance with the requirements of Washington's Growth Management Act and King
County Council Code Title 21A. This Plan was prepared using data available in May,
2017.

This Plan is an update of prior long-term Capital Facilities Plans adopted by the
lssaquah School District, However, this Plan is not intended to be the sole Plan for all of
the District's needs. The District may prepare interim and periodic Long Range Capital
Facilities Plans consistent with board policies, taking into account a longer or a shorter
time period, other factors and trends in the use of facilities, and other needs of the
District as may be required. Any such plan or plans will be consistent with this Six-Year
Capital Facilities Plan.

ln June 1992, the District first submitted a request to King County to impose and to
collect school impact fees on new developments in unincorporated King County. On
November 16,1992, the King County Council first adopted the District's Plan and a fee
implementing ordinance. This Plan is the annual update of the Six-Year Plan.

King County and the cities of lssaquah, Renton, Bellevue, Newcastle and Sammamish
collect impact fees on behalf of the District. All of these jurisdictions provide exemptions
from impact fees for senior housing and certain low-income housing.

Pursuant to the requirements of the Growth Management Act, this Plan will be updated
on an annual basis, and any charges in the fee schedule(s) adjusted accordingly.
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School facility and student capacity needs are dictated by the types and amounts of
space required to accommodate the District's adopted educational program. The
educational program standards which typically drive facility space needs include grade
configuration, optimal facility size, class size, educational program offerings, as well as
classroom utilization and scheduling requirements and use of re-locatable classroom
facilities (portables).

Different class sizes are used depending on the grade level or programs offered such as
special education or the gifted program. With the passage of lnitiative 728 in November
2000, the lssaquah School Board established new class size standards for elementary
grades K-5. The Board and District Administration will continue to keep class sizes near
the levels provided by l-728; this will be done via local levy funds. There is also
legislation that requires the State to fund Full-Day Kindergarten by 2018. The District
provided Full-Day Kindergarten for the 2016-2017 school year. A class size average of
20 for grades K-5 is now being used to calculate building capacities. A class size of 26
is used for grades 6-8 and 28 tor grades 9-12. Special Education class size is based on
12 students per class. For the purpose of this analysis, rooms designated for special
use, consistent with the provisions of King County Council Code Title 214, are not
considered classrooms.

lnvariably, some classrooms will have student loads greater in number than this average
level of service and some will be smaller. Program demands, state and federal
requirements, collective bargaining agreements, and available funding may also affect
this level of service in the years to come. Due to these variables, a utilization factor of
95% is used to adjust design capacities to what a building may actually accommodate.

Portables used as classrooms are used to accommodate enrollment increases for
interim purposes until permanent classrooms are available. When permanent facilities
become available, the portable(s) is either moved to another school as an interim
classroom or removed.

Current state statues reduces K-3 classroom ratios to 17ll will have a significant impact
on the standard of service. A review of all elementary schools shows that 78 additional
classrooms would be needed to meet the proposed 1711 ratio. All sites are crowded,
existing permanent facilities cannot house existing students and all schools use portable
classrooms to house existing students. Existing portable classrooms already burden
building core facilities.

The King County decision to no longer allow schools to be build outside the Urban
Growth Boundary Line (UGBL) means District owned property planned for a new
elementary school and middle school cannot be used. The District recently sold this
planned site to a third party. The District will need to locate alternative sites inside the
UGBL. The State does not provide funding for property purchases.

Approved Bond funding provides for a new high school, new middle school, two new
elementary schools, a rebuild/expansion of an existing middle school and additions to
six existing elementary schools.

4
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The lssaquah School District Capital Facilities Plan proposes construction of a new high
school, a new middle school, two new elementary schools, the re-build/expansion of an
existing middle school and additions to six existing elementary schools to meet the
needs of elementary, middle school and high school capacity needs. The need for new
schools and school additions is triggered by comparing our enrollment forecasts with our
permanent capacity figures. These forecasts are by grade level and, to the extent
possible, by geography. The analysis provides a list of new construction needed by
school year.

The decision on when to construct a new facility involves factors other than verified
need. Funding is the most serious consideration. Factors including the potential tax
rate for our citizens, the availability of state funds and impact fees, the ability to acquire
land, and the ability to pass bond issues determine when any new facility can be
constructed. The planned facilities will be funded by a bond passed on April 26,2016,
school impact fees and reserve funds held by the District. New school facilities are a
response to new housing which the county or cities have approved for construction.

The District's Six-Year Finance Plan is shown in Appendix E found on page 23.

5
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DEVELOPMENT TRACKING

ln order to increase the accuracy and validity of enrollment projections, a major
emphasis has been placed on the collection and tracking data of known new housing
developments. This data provides two useful pieces of planning information. First, it is
used to determine the actual number of students that are generated from a single family
or multi-family residence. lt also provides important information on the impact new
housing developments will have on existing facilities and/or the need for additional
facilities.

Developments that have been completed or are still selling houses are used to forecast
the number of students who will attend our schools from future developments, District
wide statistics show that new single-family homes currently generate 0.354 elementary
student, 0.153 middle school student, 0.148 high school student, for a total of 0.655
school aged student per single-family residence (see Table 2). New multi-family
housing units currently generate 0.1 19 elementary student, 0.063 middle school student,
0.075 high school student, for a total o'f 0.257 school aged student per residence (see
Table 3).

6
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NEED FOR IMPACT FEES

lmpact fees and state matching funds have not been a reliable source of revenue,
Because of this, the lssaquah School District asked its voters on February 7, 2006 to
fund the construction of an elementary school, one middle school, expand Maywood
Middle School, expand Liberty High School, and rebuild lssaquah High School. District
voters also approved on April 17 , 2012 a ballot measure that provided funding to expand
two elementary schools, rebuild/expand two additional elementary schools, add
classrooms to one high school and rebuild/expand one middle school. Due to the high
cost of land and the limited availability of a parcel large enough to accommodate a
middle school program, the School Board reallocated the moneys designated to build
the middle school to expand the capacity of lssaquah and Skyline high schools. On
April 26, 2016 voters approved bond funding for the construction of a new high school, a
new middle school and two new elementary schools, the rebuild/expansion of an
existing middle school and additions to six existing elementary schools.

As demonstrated in Appendix A, (page 19) the District currently has a permanent
capacity (at 100%)to serve B04B students at the elementary level. Appendix B, (page
20) shows a permanent capacity (at 100%) for 4194 students at the middle school level
Appendix C (page 21) shows a permanent capacity (at 100%) of 5524 students at the
high school level. Current enrollment is identified on page 10. The District elementary
projected Oct 2017 FTE is 9543. Adjusting permanent capacity by 95% leaves the
District's elementary enrollment over permanent capacity at the elementary level by
1897 students (Appendix A). At the middle school level, the projected Oct2017
headcount is 4927. This is 943 students over permanent capacity (Appendix B). At the
high school level the district is over permanent capacity by 42l students (Appendíx C).

Based upon the District's student generation rates, the District expects that .655
students will be generated from each new single family home in the District and that
.257 students will be generated from each new multi-family dwelling unit.

Applying the enrollment projections contained on page 10 to the District's existing
permanent capacity (Appendices A, B, and C) and if no capacity improvements are
made by the year 2022-23, and permanent capacity is adjusted to 95%, the District
elementary population will be over its permanent capacity by 2002 students, at the
middle school level by 1390 students, and will be over its permanent capacity by 1324 al
the high school level. The District's enrollment projections are developed using two
methods: first, the cohort survival - historical enrollment method is used to forecast
enrollment growth based upon the progression of existing students in the District; then,
the enrollment projections are modified to include students anticipated from new
developments in the District.

7
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To address existing and future capacity needs, the District's six-year construction plan includes the
following capacity projects :

Facility
Expansions

Projected
Completion Date

Location Additional
Capacitv

New High School
New Middle School
Rebuild/Expand Pine Lake Middle
New Elementary #16
New Elementary #17
Expand Cougar Ridge Elem
Expand Discovery Elem
Expand Endeavour Elem
Expand Maple Hills Elem
Expand Sunset Elem

Briarwood Elem Portables
Clark Elementary Portables
Challenger Elementary Portables
Pacific Cascade Middle School
Portables
Skyline High School Portables

2021
2021
2018
2020
2021
2018
2019
2019
2020
2018
2017
2017
2017
2017

2017

1 600
850
242
680
680
120
120
120
120
120
120
200
40
56

lssaquah
lssaquah

Sammamish
lssaquah

Sammamish
Bellevue

Sammamish
King County
King County

Bellevue
King County

lssaquah
Sammamish
King County

Sammamish 112

Based upon the District's capacity data and enrollment projections, as well as the student generation
data, the District has determined that a majority of its capacity improvements are necessary to serve
students generated by new development.

The school impact fee formula ensures that new development only pays for the cost of the facilities
necessitated by new development. The fee calculations examine the costs of housing the students
generated by each new single family dwelling unit or each new multi-family dwelling unit and then
reduces that amount by the anticipated state match and future tax payments. The resulting impact
fee is then discounted further. Thus, by applying the student generation factor to the school project
costs, the fee formula only calculates the costs of providing capacity to serve each new dwelling
unit. The formula does not require new development to contribute the costs of providing capacity to
address existing needs.

The King County Council and the City Councils of the Cities of Bellevue, lssaquah, Newcastle,
Renton and Sammamish have created a framework for collecting school impact fees and the District
can demonstrate that new developments will have an impact on the District. The impact fees will be
used in a manner consistent with RCW 82.02.050 - .100 and the adopted local ordinances.
Engrossed Senate Bill 5923, enacted in the 2015 Legislative Session, requires that developers be
provided an option to defer payment of impact fees to final inspection, certificate of occupancy, or
closing, with no fees deferred longer than 1B months from building permit issuance. The District
adopts the positions that: (1) no school impact fee should be collected later than the earlier of final
inspection or 1B months from the time of building permit issuance; and (2) no developer applicant
should be permitted to defer payment of school impact fees for more than 20 dwelling units in a
single year. The District's recent and ongoing student growth, coupled with the need for the timely
funding and construction of new facilities to serve this growth, requires strict adherence to this
position.

8
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ENR MENT

Two basic techniques are used, with the results compared, to establish the most likely
range of anticipated student enrollment:
1. The student 3-2-1 cohort survival method. Examine lssaquah School District

enrollments for the last 5 years and determine the average cohort survival for the
consecutive five-year period. Because cohort survival does not consider
students generated from new development it is a conservative projection of
actual enrollment. For the same reason, these projections are also slow to react
to actualgrowth.

2. Based on information from King County, realtors, developers, etc., seek to
establish the number of new dwelling units that will be sold each year. The new
dwelling units are converted to new students based on the following:

a) The number of actual new students as a percentage of actual new
dwellings for the past several years.

b) Determine the actual distribution of new students by grade level for the
past several years, i.e.,5o/o to kindergarten, 10% to first grade, 2%lo 11lh
grade, etc.

c) Based on an examination of the history shown by (a) and (b) above,
establish the most likely factor to apply to the projected new dwellings.

After determining the expected new students, the current actual student enrollments are
moved fon¡vard from year to year with the arrived at additions.

One of the challenges associated with all projection techniques is that they tend to
always show growth because the number of houses and the general population always
increases. Enrollments, however, can and do decrease even as the population
increases. The reason is as the population matures, the number of kindergartners will
go down as the number of 1Oth graders is still increasing. To adjust for this factor, the
number of school age children per dwelling is examined. When this number exceeds
expectations, it is probably because the District is still assuming kindergarten growth,
while the main growth is actually moving into middle school. When this happens, a
reduction factor is added to kindergarten to force it to decrease even though the general
population continues to grow. A precise statistical formula has not been developed to
make this adjustment.

After all of the projections have been made and examined, the most likely range is
selected. An examination of past projections compared with actual enrollment indicates
the cohorts tend to be more accurate over a ten-year time span while dwelling units tend
to be more accurate over a shorter period. The probable reason is that over a ten-year
period, the projections tend to average out even though there are major shifts both up
and down within the period.

Enrollment projections for the years 2O17-2018 through 2031-2032 are shown in Table
#1 . Student generation factors are shown in Table #2 and #3.
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TABLE ONE:
ACTUAL STUDENT COUNTS 2008-09 through 2016-17

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS 2017 -18 through 2031 -32
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Table Three
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Currently, using the 95% utilization factor, the District has the capacity to house 16,678 students in
permanent facilities and 3B7B students in portables. The projected student enrollment for the 2017-
2018 school year is expected lo be 20,140 including K-5 FTE which leaves a permanent capacity
deficit of 3262. Adding portable classrooms into the capacity calculations gives us a capacity of
20,756 with a surplus capacity of 616 for the K-12 student population.

Calculations of elementary, middle school and high school capacities are shown in Appendices A, B

and C. Totals are shown in Appendix D.

Below is a list of current facilities. These facility locations and sites are shown on the District Site
Location Map on Page 14.

EXISTING FACILITIES LOCATION

GRADE SPAN K.5:
Apollo Elementary
Brianryood Elementary
Cascade Ridge Elementary
Challenger Elementary
Clark Elementary
Cougar Ridge Elementary
Creekside Elementary
Discovery Elementary
Endeavour Elementary
Grand Ridge Elementary
lssaquah Valley Elementary
Maple Hills Elementary
Newcastle Elementary
Sunny Hills Elementary
Sunset Elementary

GRADE SPAN 6.8:
Beaver Lake Middle School
lssaquah Middle School
Maywood Middle School
Pacific Cascade Middle School
Pine Lake Middle School

GRADE SPAN 9.12:
lssaquah High School
Liberty High School
Skyline High School
Gibson EK High School

SUPPORT SERVICES:
Administration Building
May Valley Service Center
Transportation Center
Tra nsportation Satel lite

t3

15025 S.E. 117th Street, Renton
17020 S.E. 134th Street, Renton
2020 Trossachs Blvd. SE, Sammamish
25200 S.E. Klahanie Blvd., lssaquah
400 First Ave. S.E., lssaquah
4630 167th Ave. S.E., Bellevue
20777 SE 16th Street, Sammamish
2300 229th Ave. S.E., Sammamish
26205 SE lssaquah-FallCity Rd., lssaquah
1739 NE Park Drive, lssaquah
555 N.W. Holly Street, lssaquah
15644 204th Ave. S.E., lssaquah
8440 136th Ave SE, Newcastle
3200 lssaquah-Pine Lake Rd. S.E., Sammamish
4229W. Lk. Sammamish Pkwy. S.E., lssaquah

25025 S.E. 32nd Street, lssaquah
600 2nd Ave. Ave. S.E., lssaquah
14490168th Ave. S.E., Renton
24635 SE lssaquah-Fall City Rd, lssaquah
3200 22ïth Ave. S.E., Sammamish

700 Second Ave. S.E,, lssaquah
16655 S.E. 136th Street, Renton
1122228th Ave. S.E., Sammamish
400 First Ave. S.E., lssaquah

565 N.W. Holly Street, lssaquah
16404 S.E. May Valley Road, Renton
805 Second Avenue S.E., lssaquah
340222ïth Ave. S.E., Sammamish
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The District's Six-Year Finance Plan is shown in Appendix E. Shown in Table #4 (page 16) is the
District's projected capacity to house students, which reflects the additional facilities as noted. Voters
passed a $533 million bond in April 2016 to fund the purchase of land for and construction of a new
high school, a new middle school, two new elementary schools, the rebuild/expansion of an existing
middle school and additions to six existing elementary schools. The District does not anticipate
receiving State matching funds that would reduce future bond sale amounts or be applied to new K-
12 construction projects included in this Plan.

The District also anticipates that.it will receive $500,000 in impact fees and mitigation payments that
will be applied to capital projects.

The District projects 20,140 FTE students for the 2017-201èschool year and 21,5g2 FTE students in
the 2022-2023 school year. Growth will be accommodated by the planned facilities. Per the formula
in the adopted school impact fee ordinance, half of the unfunded growth-related need is assigned to
impact fees and half is the local share.
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TABLE FOUR: PROJECTED CAPACITY TO HOUSE STUDËNTS

Projected Gapacity to House Students

" Permanent Capacity and New Construction calculations are based on the 95%io utilization factors (see Appendix
D)
The number of planned portables may be reduced if permanent oapacity is increased by a futuiè bond issue.

Years 20'17-14 201849 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23
Permanent Caoacitv 17526 17426' 1 8308 1 8548 I 9348 22478

Hìoh School 1600

M¡ddle School 242 850

Elementarv School 300 244 24o, 800 680

Gross Totals 17426 18308 1 854A 19348 2247e, 2247e
*Suþtotal (Sum at 95e/6 U:til¡zation
Rate) 1 6935 17393 17621 1 8381 21354 213ð4
Portables (ô,95o/o 4c.28 4477 4Õ77 4077 4077 4t77
Total Capacitv 20963 21470 21694 2245,A 2s431 25'ß1
PÍoiected FTE Enrollment'" 24144 2049A 208ã8 21149 21314 21592
Permanent Capacity @ 95o/ô
lsurolusldeficit) -3205 -3105 -3237 -272A 40 -234
Perma nent Cap w/Portables
lsurolus/deficit) 823 972 840 't349 4117 3839
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SCHOOL IMPACT FEE CALCULATIONS

DISTRICT lssaquah SD #41 1

YEAR 2017

School Site Acquisition Cost:
(Acresxcost per Acre)/Facility Capacity)xstudent Generation Factor

Elementary
MiddleiJR High
High

Facility
Acreage

10.00
15,00
30.00

CôsV
Acre

$1,000,000
$1,000,000
$1,000,000

Facility
Capacity

680
850

1,600

Student
Factor

SFR
0.354
0.1 53
0.1 48

Student
Factor

MFR
0.119
0.063
0.075

Cost/
SFR

$5,209
s2,692
$2,782

$10,684

CosV
MFR

$1,756
$1,106
$1,399
$4,261TOTAL

School Construction Cost:
(Facility CosUFacility Capacity)xstudent Generation Factor)x(permanenVTotal Sq Ft)

Elementary
Middle/JR High
Hish

VoPerml Facility
Total Sq.Ft. Cost

89.17% $27,000,000
89.17% $50,000,000
89.17% $90,000,000

Facil¡ty
Capac¡ty

680
850

1,600

Student
Factor

SFR
0.354
0.1 53
0.148

Student
Factor

MFR
0.119
0.063
0.075

CosU
SFR

$12,542
$8,002
67,442

$27,987

CosV
MFR

s4,228
$3,288
$3,743

$11,259TOTAL
Temporary Facility Cost:
(Facility CosUFacility Capacity)xstudent Generation Factor)x(Temporary/Total Square Feet)

Student
o/o-f empl Facility Facility Factor

Total Sq.Ft. Cost Size SFR
Elementary 10.83o/o $215,000 80 0.354
Middle/JR High 10.83o/o $215,000 56 0.153
High 10.83% $215,000 224 0.148

TOTAL
State Matching Credit:
Area Cost Allowance X SPI Square Footage X District Match % X Student Factor

Student
Current Area SPI D¡strict Factor

Cost Allowance Footage Match % SFR
Elementary $213.23 90 O.OOo/o 0.354
Middle/JR High $213.23 115 O.OOo/o 0.'153
High School ' $213.23 130 O.OOVI 0.148

Student
Factor

MFR
0.1 19
0.063
0.075

CosU
SFR

CosV
MFR

$1 03
$63
$15

$182

$35
$26

$8
$69

Cosv
MFR

$0
$0
$0

$o

Student
Factor

MFR
0.119
0.063
0.075

CosU
SFR

$0
$0
$0

$0TOTAL

Tax Payment Credit:
Average Assessed Value
Capital Bond lnterest Rate
Net Present Value of Average Dwelling
Years Amortized
Property Tax Levy Rate

SFR MFR
$696,s37 ' $2s2,328

3.95% 3.95%
$5,663,627 $2,376,958

10 10
$1.69 $1.69

$e,572 54,017Present Value of Revenue Stream
Fee Sumary Single

Family
$10,683.66
$27,986.52

$108.28
$0.00

Multi-
Family

$4,261.41
$1 1,258,78

$32.68
$0.00

S¡te Acquist¡on Costs
Permanent Fac¡l¡ty Cost
Temporary Facility Cost
State Match Credit
Tax Payment Credit

FEE (AS CALCULATED)

DISCOUNTED AMOUNT

FINAL FEE

($s,571.53)

$29,206.93

$20,444.85

$8,762

($4,017.06)

$1 1,535.81

$8,075.07

$3,461

Each city or county sets and adopts the amount of the school ¡mpact fee.
For the applicable fee schedule, please consult with the permitting jur¡sdiction for the development project.

T1

SCHOOL IMPACT FEE LATIONS
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SCHOOL SITE ACQUISITION COST:

. Elementary Two new sites are planned for purchase.

. Middle School One new site is planned for purchase.

. High School One new site is planned for purchase.

SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION COST:

a Elementary $27,000,000 is the proportional cost of the project providing additional
elementary capacity.

a Middle School $50,000,000 is the proportional costs of the projects providing additional
middle school capacity

a High School $90,000,000 is the proportional cost of the project providing additional
high school capacity

PERCENTAGE OF PERMANENT AND TEMPORARY SQUARE FOOTAGE TO TOTAL SQUARE
FOOTAGE:

TotalSquare Footage

Permanent Square Footage (OSPI)

Temporary Square Footage

2,599,410

2,424,774

174,636

STATE MATCH CREDIT:
Current Area Cost Allowance $213.23

39.54%Percentage of State Match

18
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APPENDIX A: 2016-17 ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CAPACITIES

2016.17 ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CAPAGITIES
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480
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26

23

20

31

21

22

22

27

29

19

32

25

CREEKSIDE

DISCOVERY

ENDEAVOUR

APOLLO

BRIARWOOD

CASCADE RIDGE

CHALLENGER

CLARK

COUGAR RIDGE

GRAND RIDGE

ISSAOUAH VALLEY

MAPLE HILLS

NEWCASTLE

SUNNY HILLS

SUNSET

TOTAL
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2016-201 7 MIDDLE SCHOOL CAPACITIES

*Mnus excluded :p?g-e:..lgl..9pgc!a! progfam needs
x 95% (util¡zation factor) Mnus l-leadcount ûìrollrent

Enrollrenl

..i.. L

APPENDIX B: 2016-17 MIDDLE SCHOOL CAPACITIES
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20
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2016.2017 HIGH SGHOOL CAPACITIES

"Mnus excluded for needs
* ¡-þadcount Éìrollrent Corpared to Permnent Capac¡ty x 95% (ut¡l¡zat¡on f actor)
* Fleadcount Érrollrent Corpared to N¡aximm Capacity x 95ô¿ (util¡zat¡on f actor)
Perrenent capac¡ty reflects the build¡ng's levelof service des¡gn capac¡ty.
The mximm the the mx¡mm nuÍber of classroom served ¡n oortables.

21

APPENDIX C: 2A16-17 HIGH SCHOOL CAPACITIES
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2016.201 7 TOTAL CAPACITIES
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Six-Year Finance Plan

*N=New Construction M= lVbderniz
*The lss uah School
*School to offset front funded associated with cost new

City of Bellevue, of l.,lew
uÈunàs iói ES cone from fees state funds, interest or future bond sale elections

FI NANC Ë PLAN

$500,000

$500,000

LOCAL*
UNSECUREDSrcURED

LOCAUSTATP"

$1 19.000.000

$73,000,000

$35,500,000

$37.000.000

$69,000,000

$8.000.000

$8,000,000

$9.000.000

$7,000,000

$7,000,000

$5,000,000

$22,000,000

$399,500,000

$7,000,000

$5,000,000

$22,000,000

$399,500,000

Cost to

Conplete
'$119.000.000

$73,000,000

$35,500,000

$37.000,000

$69,000,000

$8.000.000

$8,000,000

$9.000.000

$7,000,000

2022

$o

$1,000,000

2021

$19.000.000

$22,000,000

$4,000,000

$2,000,000

$48,000,000

$4.000.000

$1 ,000,000

$77,000,000

2020

$30.000,000

$24,000,000

$4.000.000

$14,000,000

w ithin theand the forof

$21.000.000

$14.000.000

$13,000,000

$6,000,000

$3,000,000

$1,000,000

$1,000,000

$87,000,000

2019

$28,000,000

2018

$2,000,000

$6.000.000

$12,500,000

s6.000.000

$33,000.000

$3,000,000

$3,000,000

$5,000,000

$2,000,000

$1 ,000,000

$73,500,000

are
funded lhesevoter

2017

$40,000,000

$5,000,000

$30,000,000

$5,000,000

$5,000,000

$1.000.000

$5,000,000

$1,000,000

$22,000,000

$1 14,000,000

MfuT

N

N

N

N

M

M

M

M

M

M

N

N

BUILDING

f'lew Hiqh School

f'lew Mddle School

I'lew Benentary #16

I'lew Benentary #17

Rebuild/úpand Pine Lake Md

Expand Couqar Ridqe B

Rpand Discovery E

&pand Endeavour E

Bpand lVlaple Hills E

Rpand Sunset E

Portables

Land

TOTALS

23
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SNOQUALMIE VALLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 410

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN 2017

Snoqualmie Valley School District No.4L0 hereby provides to the King County Council this
Capital Facilities Plan documenting the present and future school facility requirements of
the District. The Plan contains all elements required by the Growth Management Act and
King County Code Title 2LA.43, including a six (6) year financing plan component.

Adopted on ]une 8,20L7
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SNoQUALMIE VALLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 41.0

2017-2022
SIX-YEAR CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
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Snoqualmie Valley School District No.410
Snoqualmie, Washington

(425)831.-8000

Br¡ard of Directors

Position Number

Geoff Doy, President

Tavish Maclean, Vice-President

Carolyn Simpson

Marci Busby

Dan Popp

2

1

J

4

5

Term

1./1./1"6 -12/31,/le

1,/1,/1,4 - 12/31/17

L/1./1.6 -12/31./1e

1./1./1.4 -12/31./17

1/1/16 -12/31/le

Central Office Administration

Superintendent

Assistant Superintendent - Teaching & Learning

Assistant Superintendent - Finance & Operations

Executive Director of Student Services

Executive Director of Secondary Education
and Instructional Support

Executive Director of Elementary Education

G. Joel Aune

Jeff Hogan

Ryan Stokes

Nancy Meeks

Ruth Moen

Dan Schlotfeldt
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Snoqualmie Valley School District No.410
Snoqualmie, Washington

Administration Building
8001Silva Ave S.E., P.O. Box 400

Snoqualmie, WA 98065
(425) 831-8000

G. foel Aune, Superintendent

Motrnt Si High School
B65L Meadowbrook Way S.E.

Snoqualmie, WA 98065

John Belcher, Principal

Mount Si H.S Freshman Campus

9200 Railroad Ave S.E.
Snoqualmie, WA 98065

Vernie Newell, Principal

Two Rivers School
330 Ballarat Ave.
North Bend, WA 98045
Rhonda Schmidt Principal

Chief Kanim Middle School

32627 S.E. Redmond-Fall City Rd.

P.O. Box 639

Fall City, WA 98024

Michelle Trifunovic, Principal

Twin Falls Middle School
4691.0 SE Middle Fork Road

North Bend, WA 98045

Jeff D'Ambrosio, Principal

Cascade View Flementary
3481.6 SE Ridge Street

Snoqualmie, WA 98065

Jim Frazier, Principal

Snoqualmie Elementary

39801 S.E. Park Street
Snoqualmie, WA 98065

John Norberg, Principal

North Bend Elementary
400 East Third Street

North Bend, WA 98045
Stephanie Shepherd, Principal

Fall City Elementary
3331.45.8.42nd
Fall City, WA 98027

Monica Phillips, Principal

Timber Ridge Elementary

34412 SE Swenson Drive
Snoqualmie, WA 98065
Amy Wright Principal

Opstad Elementary
1345 Stilson Avenue S.E.

North Bend, WA 98045

Ryan Hill, Principal
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Section L. Executive Summary

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (the "Plan") has been prepared by the Snoqualmie
Valley School District (the "District") as the organization's primary facility planning
document, in compliance with the requirements of the State of Washington's Growth
Management Act and King County Code 214.43. This plan was prepared using data
available spring 2077 and is consistent with prior capital facilities plans adopted by the
District. However, it is not intended to be the sole plan for all of the organization's
needs.

In older i:r im¡ract fees to be collected in the unincorporated areas of l(ing County, the
King County Council must adopt this plan as proposed by the District. The Snoqualmie
Valley School District also includes the incorporated cities of Snoqualmie and North
Bend, as well as a portion of the city of Sammamish. The cities of Snoqualmie, North
Bend, and Sammamish have each adopted a school impact fee policy and ordinance
similar to the King County model.

Pursuant to the requirements of the Growth Management Act and the local
implementing ordinances, this plan will be updated on an annual basis with any
changes in the fee schedule adjustecl accordingly. See Appenc{ix A for the current single
family residence and multi-family residence calculations.

The District's Plan establishes a "standard of service" in order to ascertain current and
future capacity. This standard of service is reflective of current student/teacher ratios
that the District hopes to be able to maintain during the period reflected in this Capital
Facilities Plan. The Standard of Service has been updated to incorporate anticipated
class size reduction at the K-3 level, but does not incorporate additional class size
reductions for all other grades, as outlined in Initiative L351, which was approved by
voters in November 20'14. Future updates to this plan will consider incorporating those
class sizes as more details surrounding the implementation of Initiative 1351 are known.

It should also be noted that although the State Superintendent of Public Instruction
establishes square foot guidelines for capacity funding criteria, those guidelines do not
account for the local program needs in the District. The Growth Management Act and
King County Code 21,A.43 authorize the District to make adjustments to the standard of
service based on the District's specific needs.

In general, the District's current standard provides the following (see Section2Íor
additional information) :

School Level Target Avera ge Student/ Teacher Ratio

Elementary
Middle
High

20 Students
27 Students
27 Students

LN
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School capacity is based on the District standard of service and use of existing inventory.
Existing inventory includes both permanent and relocatable classrooms (i.e. portable
classroom units). Using reduced class size at the K-3 level, the District's current overall
permanent capacity is 5,265 students (with an additional 1,858 student capacity available
in portable classrooms). October enrollment for the 201,6-17 school year was 6,633 full
time equivalents ("FTE"). FTE enrollment is projected to increase by 15% to 7,636 in
2022,based on the mid-range of enrollment projections provided by a third-party
demographer. Washington State House Bill2776, which was enacted ir.201.0, requires all
kindergarten classes in the State to convert to full day kindergarten by 2018. The District
converted to full day kindergarten in 2016. This transition doubled the number of
classrooms needed for kindergarteners, including those which require additional special
educational services. HB 2776 also stipulates K-3 class sizes to be reduc ed to 17 students
per teaclrer by 2018 (down from the 2L:L average currently funded). This transition rvill
require fufther increases in the number of classrooms needed to adequately serve our
grades 1-3 population.

Though areas of growth are seen in various areas of the District, the most notable
growth continues to be in the Snoqualmie Ridge and North Bend areas. United States

Census data released a few years ago indicated the City of Snoqualmie as the fastest
growing city in the State over the past decade, with 35% of the population under the age

of 18. The cities of Snoqualmie and North Bend both anticipate future housing growth
beyond 2022, while growth in unincorporatecl King County and the city of Sammamish
should experience minimal housing growth in the District, unless annexations occur.

Such large and sustained growth continues to create needs for additional classroom
inventory. Previously, those needs have been addressed via the construction of Cascade
View Elementary in 2005, Twin Falls Middle School in 2008, a12portable classroom
expansion at Mount Si High School in2009 and the conversion of Snoqualmie Middle
School into a Freshman Campus for Mount Si High School in2013.

In the February 2015, a bond proposition was passed to construct a 6th elementary school
and expand and modernize the main campus of Mount Si High School.

The expanded and modernized Mount Si High School facilitates the relocation of the
freshman campus back onto the main high school campus, which in turn creates needed
middle school capacity by converting the current Freshman Campus back to a middle
school (Snoqualmie Middle School). The bond proposition did¡ot address the need for
expanded field capacity to adequately serve the anticipated larger student body. The
District is working on land acquisition andf or alternative field solutions in order to
address those known capacity needs. In addition, the District may need to acquire or
gain rights to additional property for construction and overflow parking needs.

The 2015 voter-approved proposition also included funds to construct a new Elementary
School #6. The construction of Timber Ridge Elementary, completed in20'1.6 provided
initial capacity at all elementary schools to implement full day kindergarten, reduce K-3
class sizes and provide for enrollment growth, as all District elementary schools
underwent a re-boundary process in preparation for the opening of Timber Ridge.
Elementary capacity needs calculated in this plan incorporate the lower K-3 class sizes
that should be fully implemented by 2018. At those capacity levels, and including the
addition of Timber Ridge into district inventory, the Districfs elementary population is

currently at capacity. Therefore, future enrollment growth, when combined with these
\o
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reduced class sizes, will require additional future elementary school capacity.
Relocatable classrooms may provide some short-term reliel however, many of the
Districfs current elementary schools have reached the capacity to add more portable
classrooms due to a number of factors, including: land availability, building code
restrictions, and capacit5z of corresponding common areas such as parking, bathrooms,
specialist classrooms and building support services. As suctr, the District anticipates the
need for a 7ft Elementary School in2022in order to provide adequate capacity for future
enrollment growth.

Middle school level capacity shortfalls are projected during the construction of Mount Si

High School, and will likely be addressed first via conversion of computer labs into
general education classrooms until the reinstatement of Snoqualmie Middle School as

part of the high school expansion project noted above. If the classroom convcrsions do
not provide sufficient capacity relief at the middle school level prior to the time that
Snoqualmie Middle School is brought back online as a middle school facility, the district
would need to purchase additional relocatable classrooms.

N
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Section 2. Current District "Standard of Service"
(as defined by King County Code 214.06

King County Code 214.06 refers to a "standard of service" that each school district must
establish in order to ascertain its overall capacity. The standard of service identifies the
program year, the class size, the number of classrooms, sfudents and programs of
special need, and other factors (determined by the district); which would best serve the
student population. Relocatables (i.e. portable classroom units) may be included in the
capacity calculation using the same standards of service as the permanent facilities.

The standard of service outlined below reflects only those programs and educational
opportunitics providcd to studcnto that directly affect the capacity of the school
buildings. The special programs listed below require classroom space; thus, the
permanent capacity of some of the buildings housing these programs has been reduced
in order to account for those needs. Standard of Service has been updated to incorporate
anticipated class size reduction at the K-3 level, but does not incorporate additional class

size reductions for all other grades, as outlined in Initiative 1351, which was approved
by voters in November 20'14. Future updates to this plan will consider incorporating
those class sizes as more details surrounding the implementation of Initiative 1351 are
known.

Standard of Service for Elementary Students

. Average target class size for grades K - 2:

¡ Average target class size for grade 3:

¡ Average target class size for grades 4-5:
. Special Education for students with disabilities may be provided

in a self-contained classroom. Average target class size:

17 students
L7 students
27 students

12 students

Identified students will also be provided other special educational opportunities in
classrooms designated as follows:

e Resource rooms
. Computer rooms
. EnglLh Language Learners (ELL)
. Education for disadvantaged students (Title I)
o Gifted education (Hi-C)
¡ District remediation programs
o Learning assisted programs
. Severely behavior disordered
. Transition room
¡ Mild, moderate and severe disabilities
. Preschool programs

co
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Standard of Service for Secondary Students

o Average target class size for grades 6-8:
¡ Average target class size for grades 9-12:
¡ Average target class size for Two Rivers School:
. Special Education for students with disabilities may be provided

in a self-contained classroom. Average target class size:

27 students
27 students
20 students

L2 students

Identified students will also be provided other special educational opportunities in
classrooms designated as follows:

r English T,angrrage T,earners (EI,T,)

. Resource rooms (for special remedial assistance)
o Computer rooms
o Daycare programs

The District's ultimate goal is to provide a standard of service of L7 students per
classroom for kindergarten through grade 3, and 25 students per classroom in grades 4

through 5. However, as the District is dependent upon increased State funding for the
requisite teaching positions and currently lacks sufficicnt classroom capacity, it will take
a number of years before the Districfs goal is feasible.

Room Utilization at Secondary Schools

It is not possible to achieve 100% uttlization of regular teaching stations because of
scheduling conflicts for student programs, the need for specialized rooms for certain
programs, and the need for teachers to have a work space during their planning periods
Based on actual utilization due to these considerations, the district uses a standard
utilization rate of 83% (5 out of 6 periods) for determining middle school capacity.

The high school is currently researching new schedule options to better meet the CORE

24 graduatton requirements (24 high school credits). All options under consideration
increase the number of credits students can earn in a year. Seven and eight period
days, as well as a 5 period trimester schedule have all been investigated and researched

by the high school schedule committee. These schedule options would result in
estimated room utilizations of 71.% to75%. As of the date of this documenf the high
school schedule committee is recommending a7 period, álternating block schedule for
implementation at the high school beginning in the 20'1'8-19 school year.

While the final details of the schedule have yet to be determined, there is a strong likelihood
that high school room utilization will be reduced to at least 75%. As a resul¡ high school
capacity has been adjusted using a 75% uttlization rate. Adjustments to this rate may occur in
future revisions to this plan, based on development and actual implementation of the new high
school schedule.
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Section 3. Inventory and Evaluation of Current Permanent Facilities

The District's current overall capacity after consideration for smaller class sizes in grades K-12 is
7,123 stu.dents (5,265 in permanent classrooms and L,858 in relocatable classrooms). October
student enrollment for the 201,6-17 school year was 6,633 frll time equivalents ("FTE"). FTE
enrollmen! based on the mid-range of recent third-party demographic projections, is expected
to increase by 15% to 7 ,636 FTE students in 2022.

Calculations of elementary, middle, and high school capacities have been made in
accordance with the current standards of service. Due to changes in instructional
programs, student needs (including special education) and other current uses, some
changes in building level capacity have occurrecl at some schools. An inventory of the
District's schools arranged by levef name/ and current permanent capacity are

summarized in the following table. In addition, a summary of overall capacity and
enrollment for the next six years is discussed further in Section 7.

The physical condition of the Districf s facilities was evaluated by the 2012 State Study
and Survey of School Facilities completed in accordance with WAC 180-25-025. As
schools are modernized, the State Study and Survey of School Facilities report is
updated. That report is incorporated herein by reference.
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IIITTTTIITTITTITTIT
ELEMENTARY LEVEL

Total Elementary School 2,368 3,363
ITTIITITTTT¡TITTTTT
MIDDLE SCHOOL LEVEL

Grade Permanent 2016-17 FTE
Enrollment **Faci ress S n

CHIEF KANIM 627 SE Redmond-Fall City Road 6,7&8 593 773

Fall C Wash n

TWIN FALLS 46910 SE Middle Fork Road 6,7&8 615 798
North Washin ton

TotalMiddle School 1,208 1,571

HIGH SCHOOL LEVEL
Grade Permanent 2016-17 FTE

Enrollment *Facili Address n

MOUNTSI 1 lVleadowbrook Way SE I thru 12 1,218 1,056
Was

MOUNT SI Railroad Ave SE 9 471 450

RIVERS North WA 7 thru 2 0

Total High School 1,689 1,606
IITITTIIITIIIIIITlI
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lnventory of Permanent School Facilities and Related Program Capacity
2017

TOTAL DISTRICT 5,265 6,540

Does not include capacity for special programs as identified in Standards of Service section.
Difference betvreen enrollment (p5.13) is due to rounding, Parent Paftner Program, and
out-of 4 i stri ct pl ac e ment s.
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Section 4. Relocatable Classrooms

For a definition of relocatables and permanent facilities, see Section 2 of King County
Code 214.06.

The District inventory includes 88 relocatable classrooms that provide standard capacity
and special program space as outlined in Section 2. The District inventory of portables
provides approximately 26% of capacity District-wide. Based on projected enrollment
growth and timing of anticipated permanent facilities, the district anticipates the need to
acquire additional relocatables at the elementary and potentially the middle school level
during the next six-year period.

As enrollment fluctuates, relocatables provide flexibility to accommodate immediate
needs and interim housing. Because of this, new and modernized school sites are all
planned to accommodate the potential of adding relocatables in order to address

temporary fluctuations in enrollment. In additioru the use and need for relocatables will
be balanced against program needs. Relocatables are not a solution for housing students
on a permanent basis, and the District would like to reduce the percentage of students
that are housed in relocatable classrooms.

The cost of relocatables also varies widely based on the location and intended use of the
classrooms.

The District has an additional 15 relocatable classrooms in its inventory that are used for
special program purposes or districtwide support services and are not available for
regular classroom needs.
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Section 5. Six Year Enrollment Projections

The District contracts with Educational Data Solutions, LLC ("EDS") to project student
enrollment over the next six years. EDS provides the District a low, middle and high-
range projections that are based on historic growth trends, future building plans and
availability, birth rates, as well as economic and various other factors that contribute to
overall population growth. Based on the mid-range projection provided in November
2015 by EDS, enrollment is expected to increase by 1,004 students (15%) over the next six
years.

The enrollment projections shown below have been adjusted beginning in 2016 to
account for thc convcrsion of half day kindcrgartcn otudento to full-day kindergartcn
students, as required by Washington State House Bill2776, which was enacted in 2010.

\A/hile this change does not increase the number of students (headcount) projected to
attend our District over the next six years, it does increase the need for additional
classroom capacity as these students will now be attending our buildings for the full day
and will require twice the amount of space as their half-day counterparts. This
adjustment results in an increase of approximately 260 FTE kindergarteners beginning in
201,6.

Snoqualmie Valley School District No. 410

Actual Full-Time Equivalent Enrollment through 2016 and Projected Enrollment from2017 throtgh2022

Actual Äctual Actuål Actual Actual Actual Actual Actu¡l Emllment Proþctions thmugh 2022 *

GRADE: 201'7 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022I 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Kindergarten +* s48

592

628

633

629

626

504

488

481

570

638

589

475

469

430

245
540

504

509

517

528

554

6ll
621

610

617

594

234

504
489

512
505

481

236
505

530

491

527

506

233

490

501

522

493

517

257

495

49t
510

534

492

I st Grade

2nd Gnde
3rd Grade

4th Grade

5th C¡rade

223

480

511

s04
481

484

572

604

598

599

585

573

267 24t 548

530 578 526

559 536 614

515 567 559

509 566 597

538 526 570

534 546 564

543 576 585

539 562 590

605 553 571

s68 627 s68

600 s79 632

6th Grade

7th Grade

8th Grade

414

437

441

472

416
426

491

480

473

472

512

476

514

481

505

629

586

6t2

s90

579

642

570 529

525 5'72

486 508

580 s99 s77

s21 590 608

519 s32 594

9th Grade

1oth Grade

I I th Grade

l2th Grade

431

402

415

306

476

403

391

359

431 408

420 400

383 38s

346 372

467

406

364

410

477 489

4'13 469

369 396

363 388

525

473

357

372

475

500

310

324

531

480

466

405

587

512

431

468

539

566

459

432

602

520

507

458

6t8
578

465

505

596

594

516

463

2.0% 2.5% 1.4% 0.3% 2.3% 1.5% 2.9% 2.6% 4.9% 4.9% 2.9% t.7% 2.2% 1.7% 0.9%

Enrollnent Projections above rellbct mida'ange enrollnrcnt projections provitled by Eclucational Data Solulions, LLC (EDS) in Noventber 201 5

Kindergartenters are coun ted as I /2 FTE until 20 I 6, when kinrlergarlen classes transitioned to Jill tlay prograntning

tnottitored and projeclions nßy be adjusterl in subsequent upclates to lhe Capilal Facilities Plan.
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Section 6. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan

The District plans to use the following strategies in order to address future needs
districtwide:

. Construction of new schools: full reconstruction and expansion of MSHS, and
planning and construction of a new elementary school;

o Reinstatement of Snoqualmie Middle School upon partial completion of high
school expansion and relocation of current Freshman Campus onto existing main
campus locationi

o Use of addrtlonal relocatables to provide housing of students not provided for
under other strategies;

. Field improvements needed to serve the expanded capacity at MSHS; and
o Acquisition of land needed for expansion of transportation facility needs related

to growth.

In the fall of 20L4, t}lre Board concluded that it would pursue an expanded Mount Si
High School and proceeded to adopt a2015 bond proposition to construct a newly
expandecl Mount Si High School with modernizalion of certain existing cornponents
The bond proposition was passed by the voters in February,20'J,5.

The expanded and modernized Mount Si High School will facilitate the relocation of the
freshman campus onto the main high school campus, which in turn creates needed
middle school capacity by converting the current Freshman Campus back to a middle
school (Snoqualmie Middle School). The bond proposition also did not address the need
for expanded field capacity to adequately serve the anticipated larger student body.
The District is currently working on land acquisition andf or alternative field solutions
in order to address those known capacity needs.

The 2015 voter-approved proposition also included funds to construct a new Elementary
School #6 (Timber Ridge Elementary). The construction and opening of Timber Ridge in
201,6 provides initial capacity at all elementary schools to implement full day
kindergarten, reduce K-3 class sizes and provide for enrollment growth, as all District
elementary schools underwent a re-boundary process in preparation for the opening of
Timber Ridge. Elementary capacity calculated in this plan incorporates the lower K-3
class sizes that should be fully implemented by 2018. At those capacity levels, the
District's elementary population is currently at capacity, with additional portable
classrooms being added in the fall of 2017 to address population growth and make
progress towards further class size reductions. Future enrollment growth, when
combined with these reduced class sizes, will require additional future elementary
school capacity. Relocatable classrooms may provide some short-term relief, however
many of the District's current elementary schools have reached the capacity to add more
portable classrooms due to a number of factors, including: land availability, building
code restrictions, and capacity of corresponding common areas such as parking,
bathrooms, specialist classrooms and building support services, As such, the District
anticipates the need for aTth Elementary School in2022 in order to provide adequate
capacity for future enrollment growth.
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Additionally, the 2015 bond proposition included consideration for the construction of a
separate preschool facility that will serve the growing special education needs of our
District. This facility would increase the capacity at the elementary school which
currently houses the preschool program, and will allow for expansion of our preschool
capacity in response to overall population growth.

Middle school level capaciÇ shortfalls are projected during the construction of Mount Si

High School, and will likely be addressed first via conversion of computer labs into
general education classrooms until the reinstatement of Snoqualmie Middle School as

part of the high school expansion project noted above. If the classroom conversions do
not provide sufficient capacity relief at the middle school level prior to the time that
Sn,rqualmie Middle School is brought back online as a middle school facility, the district
would need to purchase additional relocatable classrooms.

The District also needs to identify additional land to adequately serve enrollment
growth. The Districfs current transportation facility is inadequate for meeting the
Districfs needs. The District has no space at the current facility to park additional
busses which are needed to meet the growing student population. In planning for the
most recent bond measure, the Board considered adding a new transportation facility to
the project list. In an attempt to control the overall cost of the bond propositiory this
facility was the first capital improvement left off of the prioritizecl list of neec{ecl

improvements recommended by administration. Flowever, at a minimum, additional
land must be identified in the near future to meet short term needs, even prior to
securing funding for a full-scale transportation facility that will support the future
enrollment growth of the district.

rn
r{

q.)

Þo(!
o.



18619

Section 7. Six-Year Classroom Capacities: Availabilit.v/Deficit Projections

After considering K-3 class size reductions to quantify current capacity, future
enrollment projections, and added capacity from construction plans discussed in
previous sections above, the following table summarizes permanent and relocatable
projected capacity to serve our students during the periods of this Plan.

As demonstrated in the table, the District has continuing permanent capacity needs at
ALL levels. Many of those needs will be addressed with the opening of Elementary #6

(Timber Ridge Elementary School) and expansion of Mount Si High School. However,
given the conversion to full day kindcrgartcn and rcduccd clcmcntary clasc sizco

required by 2018, combined with current enrollment growth from new development,
even after opening Timber Ridge, the District will face a need to plan for additional
capacity at the K-5 level. Some of those additional capacity needs will need to be

addressed in the short-term with relocatable classrooms. The construction of
Elementary #7 will address the longer-term capacity needs.

As summarized in the table, the District currently has 27% of its classroom capacity in
relocatable classrooms. With the addition of relocatable classrooms and the construction
of two new facilities over the period of this Plan, the District would have 20% of its
classroom capacity in relocatable classrooms in2022, assuming older relocatable
classrooms are not removed from service.

The District will continue to work towards reducing the percentage of students housed
in relocatable classrooms, as well as monitoring the future elementary school needs in
the district.
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PROJECTED CAPACITY TO HOUSE STUDENTS

Elementa School K-5

Middle School ti-E

Hi School 9-12

K.12 TOTAL

* Plan Years are calendar years; projected enrollment |isted above represen¡s fall enrollment of that year
** Beginning in school year 2018-19, high school capacity has been adjusted to reflect

anticipated daily schedule changes. Refer to pg.9 for more information.
r\
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PLAN YEARS: * 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

2,368
100

2,468 2,468 2,468 2,468
584

2,368

2,369 2,468 2,468 2,468 2,468 3,052
3,389 3,443 3,510 3,531 3,607 3,656

(1,021) (975) (1,042j (1,063)

1.120

(604)

1.120

(1,13e)

1.120920
120

1,040 1,040
-80

Permanent Capacity
New Construction: Preschool, ES#7

Pcrmancnt Capacity subtotal:
Projected Enrollment:

Surpl us/(Deficit) of Permanent Capacity

Portable Capacity Available
Portable Capacity Changes (+/-):

Sr rrnlus/(lìeficit) wif h Èorf a hles :

PLAN YEARS: * 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Permanent Capacity
Conversion of Freshman Campus to MS

Permanent Capacity subtotal:
Projected Enrollment:

Surpl us/(Def icit) of Permanent Capacity

Portable Capacity Available:
Portable Capacity Changes (+Ê):

Surplus/(Def icit) with Portables

1,208 1,208 1,208
471

1,679 1,679 1 ,679

1,208
1,686

1,208
1,721

1,679
1,779

1,679
1,827

1,679
1,797

1,679
1,811

(478)

359

(513)

359

(1 00)

359
67

(148)

426

(118)

426

(132)

426

154) 326 278

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022PLAN YEARS

1,526
aEa

1,879
199

2,078 2,0781,689 1,526

1,689
1.882

1,526
1,998

1,879
1,996

2,078
2,087

2,078
2,166

2,078
2,169

(1s3)

459

(472)

415

(BB)

125

(e1)

125125

(117) (e)

415
(2e0)

Permanent Capacity
New Construction: MSHS expansion

Total Capacity:
Projected Enrollment:

Surplus/(Deficit) Permanent Capacity:

Portable Capacity Available: **

Portable Capacìty Changes (+/-):

Surplus/{Deficit) with Portables

PLAN YEARS 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Total Permanent Capacity:
Total Projected Enrollment:

Surpl us/(Deficit) Permanent CapaciÇ

Total Portable Capacity
Total Permanent and Portable Capacity

Surplus/(Deficit) with Portables:

5,265
6,957

5,202
7,162

6,026
7,285

6,225
7,445

6,225
7,570

6,809
7,636

(1,692)

1,858

(1 e60)

1 ,814

(1,25s)

1 ,671

(1,220)

1,671

(1,345)

1,671

(827)

1 ,671
7,123 7,016 7,697 7,896 7,896 8,480

326 844
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Section 8. Impact Fees and the Finance Plan

The school impact fee formula ensures that new development only pays for the cost of
the facilities necessitated by new development. The following impact fee calculations
examine the costs of housing the students generated by each new single family dwelling
unit and each new multi-family dwelling unit. These are determined using student
generation factors, which indicate the number of students that each dwelling produces
based on recent historical data. The student generation factor is applied to the
anticipated school construction costs (construction cost only, not total project cost),

which is intended to calculate the construction cost of providing capacity to serve each

new dwelling unit during the six year period of this Plan. The formula does not require
new development to contribute the costs of providing capacity to address needs created

by existing housing units.

The construction cost, as described above, is reduced by any State matching dollars
anticipated to be awarded to the District, and the present value of future tax payments
related to the debt service on school construction bonds. This adjusted construction cost

quantifies the cost of additional capacity per new residence during the six year period of
this Plan.

Flowever, in accordance with the regulations of King County and the cities of
Sammamish, Snoqualmie and North Bend, the local community must share 50% of each

cost per new residence. As such, the final impact fee proposed by the District to its
respective municipalities for collection reflects this additional required reduction to the
cost per new residence.

The finance plan below demonstrates how the Snoqualmie Valley School District plans
to finance improvements for the years 2017 throrgh2022. The financing components are

primarily composed of secured funding (via the recently approved bond proposition).
The District currently owns land in Snoqualmie or North Bend for the new elementary
school #7. The District must also plan for additional land and facilities to meet
identified transportation facility needs. Future updates to this Plan will include updated
information regarding these capacity-related projects and their associated construction
costs.

For the purposes of this Plan's construction costs, the District is using acfual and
construction bid amounts for the Mount Si High School project and actual costs of recent
relocatable acquisitions and the construction of Timber Ridge. These costs include an

adjustment for expected cost escalation through the anticipated bid year of each

anticipated project.

The District has also updated State match availability estimates from OSPI. A district
can be eligible for potential State matching funds for L) new construction, and 2)

modernization/new-in-lieu construction. The calculation for matching funds are

grouped and calculated as K-8 and 9-12 capacity.

For purposes of the Impact Fee calculatiory only new construction matching funds are

applicable. Timber Ridge Elementary qualified for new construction state matching
funds. Mount Si High School expansion and rebuild project is anticipated to qualify for
modernization matching funds for most of the existing square footage of the building.
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Based on the most recent OSPI estimates using the 2022 enrollment projections, the
District would not qualify for State matching funds for the new construction of
Elementary #7. The OSPI calculation is based on K-8 capacity. When the current
Freshman Campus is converted back to a middle school, that building is added to the
overall K-8 capacity and currently would prevent the District from qualifying for K-8
state matching funds for new construction.

2017 FINANCING PLAN

Fân¡lltu:
Estlmated

Cô.f

M SHS Ne w/Modemi zat¡on, Land
Acq u ¡ s¡ t¡on a nd Fi e ld lm prove me nts

Preschool

Elementary School #7

Portable Classrooms - ES-MS

Land Acqu¡ si U on/Ðeve I opme nt -
Tra n s po rta t¡ o n F a c ¡ I ¡ ly E x p a n s¡ o n

6219,800,000

64,300,000

940,700,000

$1,280,000

$4,500,000

lJ[¡êcurê¡

Eôñ.lclLôcâl
State

Mâtch'
lmpact

$0

$0

$39,700,000

,'0

TBD

$26,421,727

$0

'$0

.$0

.$0

8500,000

$200,000

$1,000,000

$380,000

TBD

Bôn.lq
State
Mâf.h

lmpact

s1 92,378,273

$4,000,000

'90

$0

$0

$o

.80

.$0

.$0

$500,000

$1 00,000

.$0

$900,000

$0

' Nole that State Match funds will be held and used tÒ offset côsts ofunfôl"osêê, condltlÒns, unâht¡c¡pated cost escalat¡on, and/or project change orders, etc. At the
completion of construct¡on ofall projacls ¡n lhe 201 5 Bond Propos¡tion, any unused State Match funds will be used to pay down pr¡nc¡pal oulstand¡ng on rcma¡ning
debl. Suchfundsmayalsobeusedtomakeothercap¡talimprovementstolhefacilitiesoftheDistt¡ct,butonlyafterholdingapublichear¡ngthereonpursuanttoRCW
284.530.020.
t Listed here are estimated total prcject costs as adjusted for cost escatation through anüc¡pated b¡d yeaL

Please note that only conslruction cost (not lotal anticipated project cost) ¡s used in the calculaion of school ¡mpact fees. Those are estimated as follows:

Added Elementary School Capaclv: Estimated total prcject cost = $40,700,000 Estimat€d cost of construction = $30,500,000.
Added H¡gh School Capdc¡ly: Estimated total project cost = $21 9,800,000 Est¡mated cost ot 

"on"rru.¡on 
= $1 78,900,000
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Famil Residence Im Fee Calculation

Formula: ((Acres x Cost per Acre) / Facility Size) x Student Factor
Site Size Cost Acre Size StudentFactor

Elementary
Middle
High

A---------->

Formula: ((Facility Cost / Facility Capacity) x Student Factor) x (Permanent/Total Footage Ratio)
Cost Ca Student Factor Ratio

Elementary
Middle
High

B--------->

Formula: ((Facility Cost / Facility Capacity) x Student Factor) x (Temporary/Total Footage Ratio)

Cost Ca Student Factor Ratio

Elementary
Middle
High

c--------->

$30"500,000
$0

$178,900,000

584 0.3890

0.1.620

0.1340

0.8907
0.9397

o.9703

$18,095.39

$0.00
gl'L;1.92.06

0

2,078
929.287.45

$160,000

$160,000

$o

20

27

0

0.3890

0.1.620

0.1340

0.1093

0.0603

0.0297

$340.14

$57.89

$0.00

$398.03

15

25

40

$o

$o

$0

n/a
n/a

0.3890

0.1.620

0,1340

$0.00

$0.00

$0,00a

$o.oo

Formtila: Current Construction Cost Allocation x SPI Footage x District Match x Student Factor
CCCA SPI District Match Student Factor

Elementary
Middle
High

D---------->

9213.23

fi213.23

$2L3.23

90

117

130

n/a
n/a

0.3890

0.1.620

0.1340

î/a
n/a

a a

$o.oo

Average Residential Assessed Value
Current Debt Service Tax Rate

Annual Tax Pa)¡ment

Bond Buyer Index Annual Interest Rate

Discount Period (Years Amortized)

$507,601

$2.3000

91,'t 67.48

3.95yo

10

TC--------> $9A92.94

Site Acquisition Cost

Permanent Facility Cost
Temporary Facility Cost

Subtotal
State Match Credit
Tax Pa)¡ment Credit

Subtotal

$0.00

929,287.45

$398.03

$0.00
(fieAe2.e4)

s29,685.48

s20,1,92,54

(ffi,a,096.27)|
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Appendix A: Multi-Famil]¡ Residence Impact Fee Calculation

Formula: ((Acres x Cost per Acre) / Facibrty Size) x Student Factor
Site Size Cost Acre Size Student Factor

Elementary
Middle
High

A---------->

Formula: ((Facility Cost / Facility Capacity) x Student Factor) x (Permanent/Total Footage Ratio)

Elementary
Middle
Hish

Elementary
Middle
High

Cost Student Factor Ratio

$3o,soo,ooo 584

0

2,078

0.0890

0.0410

0.0470

0.8907

0.939V

0.9703

$E,tgg.gE

$0.00
93,925.72

$o
$178,900,000

$8,065.66v-------->

Formula: ((Facility Cost / Facility Capacity) x Student Factor) x (Temporary/Total Footage Ratio)
Cost Ca Student Factor Ratio

$160,000

$160,000

$o

20

27

0

0.0890

0.0410

0.0470

0.1093

0.0603

0.0297

fi77.82

$14,65

$o.oo

fi92.47c--------->

15

25

40

$o

$o

$o

n/a
n/a

0.0890

0.0410

0.0470

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00a

Formula: Current Construction Cost Allocation x SPI Footage x District Match x Student Factor
CCCA SPI District Match % Student Factor

Elementary
Middle
High

D---------->

s213.23

9213.23

90

117

130

î/a
n/a

0.0890

0.0410

n/a
n/a

a a0

.00

Average Residential Assessed Value
Current Debt Service Tax Rate

AnnualTax Payment
Bond Buyer Index Annual Interest Rate

Discount Period (Years Amortized)

$198,028

$2.3000

$455.47
3.95o/o

10

TC--------> 93,703.45

Site Acquisition Cost
Permanent Facility Cost
Temporary Facility Cost

Subtotal
State Match Credit
Tax Payment Credit

Subtotal

50% Local Share

$o.oo

$8,065.66

992.47

$0.00
($3,703.45)

$8,158.13

94,454.68

(92,227.34\
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Appendix B: Composite Sfudent Generation Factors

Issaquah Lake Wash. Average:

Elementary
Middte
High

0.354

0.153

0.148

0.424

0.171.

0.119

0.389

0.1.62

0.L34

Total: 0.655 0.7'1.4 0.685

Issaquah Lake Wash. Average:

Elementary
Middle
High

0.119

0.063

0.075

0.058

0.019

0.019

0.089

0.04L

0.047

Total: 0.257 0.096 0.777

Notes: The above student generation rates represent unweighted averages,

based on adjacent school districts.

Ordinance No. 10162, Section R., Page 5: lines 30 thru 35 & Page 6: line L:

"Student factors shall be based on district records of average actual student

generation rates for new developments constructed over a period of not more

than five (5) years prior to the date of the fee calculation: provided that, if such

information is not available in the district, data from adjacent districts,

districts with similar demographics, or county wide averages may be used."
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SECTTTN ONE: TNTRODUCTTON

Purpose of the Capítal Fncilìtíes Plan

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan has been prepared by the Highline School District (the

"District") as the District's primary facility plannirrg docunrent, in compliance with the

requirements ol'Washington's (irotth Management Act (the "GMA") and King County Council
Csde Title 2tA. The Plan was prepared using data available in May 2017. The GMA outlines 13

broad goals including adequate provision of necessary public t_àcilities and selvices. Schools are

among these necessary facilities and services. School districts have adopted capital facilities plans

to satisfy the requirements of RCW 36.704.070 a¡:d to idsntify additional school facilities
necessary to meet the educational needs of the growing student populations anticipated in their
districts.

The Highline School Distriirt (the'lDistrict") has prepared this Capital Facilities Plan (the "CFP")
to provide King County {the "Ccunty") and the cities of Bulien, Des Moines, Kent, Normandy
Park, Sea'fac, and Tukwila with a schedule and tìnancing program for capital improvements over
the next six years {2017-2022}.

This Plan will be updated annually with any changes to the impact fee schedule adjusted
accordingly.

Executíve Summary

After a period of low enrollment growth, the District has experienced steady and significant
enrollment increases since 2010. The District currently serves an approxinrate student population

of I 9, 1 99 (October | ,201,6 enlolhnent) with 1 I elementary schools (grades K-ó), five middle level
schools (grades 7-8), and five high schools (grades q-t?).In addition, the District has altemative
programs: Big Picture (MS and HS) ãt the Manhattan site; CHOICE Academy (MS and HS) at the

Woodside site; New Stârt (q-12) at the Salmon Creek Site; and Puget Sound Skills Center
("PSSC').

Over the last 14 years the District has embarked on a rnajor capital improvement efTort to enhance

its fâcilities to meet current educational and life-safbty standards. Since 2002 the District has

passed three major capital bonds: one in 2A02 for approximately $189,000,000, one in 2006 for
approximately $148,000,000, and one in 2Aß for approximately $299,850,000. The 2002 and
2006 bonds were used for replacement of existing flacilities and not to accommodate increased

enrçllment. The 2016 bonds are earmarked tbr a combination of improvements to/replacement of
existing facilities and the provision of new capacity.

With the approved capital bond fturds and reimtrursernents fìnm the Office of the Superintendent

of Public Instruction, the State of Washington, the Port of Seattle, the Federal Aviation
Administration and private donations for a new Raisbeck Aviation High School the District has

designed, perrnitted and constructed l3 new elementary schools, t new high school, renovated 3

I
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schools as interim facilities, and renovated portions of Memorial Field and Camp Waskowitz. All
of this work has been done since March2002.

The District's 2016 bond proposal was based on the recommendations of a Capital Facilities

Advisory Committee ("CFAC"), a citizens' committee representing every part the District. The

committee met for ayeæ to study the District's facilities needs, review data, such as enrollment

projections and building conditions, and analyze various solutions. CFAC developed a long- term

facilities plan, which includes the 2016 bond as the first phase of a four-phase plan to meet

students' needs over the next 20 years.

As the District looks ahead it recognizes that anticipated enrollment growth, some of which will
be caused by new development, and implementation of recent legislation will require the Distict
either to add new facilities, add additions to existing facilities, renovate existing facilities, or add

portables to existing facilities.

This CFP identifies the current enrollment, the current capacity of each educational facilþ, the

projected enrollment over the six-year planning period and how the District plans to accommodate

this growth. It also includes a schedule of impact fees that should be chæged to new development,

Based on current projections, the District needs to add capacity at the elementary and middle

school levels to accommodate projected enrollment and implementation of recent legislation. To

address these needs, the District plans to build a new elementary to replace Des Moines Elementary

School to increase its student capacity, add classrooms at existing elementary schools, and build
one new middle school. In addition, new modular or portables may need to be added at individual
elementary schools and middle schools to accommodate fr¡ture enrollment. At this time it has been

assumed that additional land will not be needed to accommodate the new schools; however, land

will be necessary in the future to support the District's long range facilities plan and the

Educational Shategic Plan.
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SECTION 2 - STAND,{NO OF SERYICE

King County Cocle 2 I 4.06 refers to a '¿standard of Service" that each school district must establish
in order to ascertain its overall capacity. Schclol fhcility and student capacity needs are dictated by
the types and amounts of space required to accommodate the Distrjct's adopted educational
program. The educational program standards which typically drive facility space needs include
grade eonfiguration, optimum facility size, class size, educational program offerings, classroom
utilization and scheduling requirements, and use of reloeatable classrooms (portables).

District educational program standards may change in the tufurc as a result of changes in the
education prograilì, special programs class sizes, grade span configurations, and use of new
technology, as well as other physical aspects of the sc.hool facilities. In addition, the State

Legislature's implementation of requirements for reducetl K-3 class size will also impact school
capacity and educational program standards. (The District currently offers full-day kindergarten.)
The school capacity inventory will be reviewed periodically and adjusted for any changes to the
educational program standards. These changes will also be reflected in future updates ofthis CF'P.

The Standard of Service outlined below rellects only those programs and educational opportunities
provided to students that direclly atfect the capacity of school buildings. The special prog¡âms
listed below require r:lassroom space! tlius the permanent capacity of some buildings housing these
programs has been reduced.

Table I
Class Síze - SÍandard sf SewÍce

Grude Leçel Average Closs Ske Based on
fitøndard of Servíce

Kindergarten 24*
Crades I - 3 ?5*
Crades 4 - 6 27

Cìrades 7 * I 30
Grades I * 12 32

standard for K-3 change t0 l7:l in 2019 (see Table 7).

It is not possible to achieve 1t0% utilization of all regular teaching stations throughout the
day. Therefbre, clàssroom capacity is adjusted using a utilization fbstor of available
teaching stations depending on the physical characteristics of the facility and educational
program needs.

-3-
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Elementary School Standard of Senice Models

Speciat education for students with disabilities may be provided in self-

contained classrooms.
Al1 students are provided music instruction in a separate classroom.

All students will have scheduled time in a special classroom.

Identified students will also be provided other educational opportunities in
classrooms designated as follows:
o Resource Rooms
. English Language Learners (ELL)
. Education for Disadvantaged Students (Title I)
o Gifted Education
o Leaming Assisted Programs
o Severely Behavior Disorder
o Transition Rooms
o Mild, Moderate, and Severe Disabilities
o Developmental Kindergarten
o Extended Daycare Programs and Preschool Programs

Secondøry School Standard of Semice Models

Identified students will also be provided other educational opportunities in
classrooms designated as follows:

Resource Rooms
English Language Learners (ELL)
Computer Labs
Science Labs
Career and Vocational Rooms

Daycare Programs
Altemative Program Spaces

a

a

a

a

4
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SECTíON THREE: CÀ,PTTAL FACTLITTES INVENTORY

'fhis section provides an inventory of capital facilities owned and operated by the District including
schools and relocatable classrooms (modulars or portables). School facility capacity was

inventoried based on the space required to accommodate the District's adopted educational
program standards. See Sectíon Two: Standard af Sewice. A map showing locations of District
facilities is provided in Appendix A.

Scltools

See Section One fw a description of the District's schools and programs.

School capasiry was determined based on the number of teaching stations (or general classrooms)

within each building and the space requirements of the District's currently adopted current
educational progrem alrd internal targets as reported in ICOS with the Offrce of the Superintendent

of Public Instruction. It is this capacity calculation that is used to establish the District's baseline
capacity, and to determfuie future capacity needs based on projected student enrollment. The

school capacity inventory is summarized in T¿bles2,3, and 4.

As the District implements reduced K-3 class size requiren:ents and grade reconfiguration, the

inventory will reflect adjustments in the Standard of Service (see'i'ables 7-B and 7-C).

Reloc sta b le C I ass ro oms (Porta b les)

Relocatable classrooms (portables) are used as interim classroom space to house students until
funding can be secured to construct permanent classrooms, 'fhe District cun'ently uses 27

relocatable classrooms at various school sites throughout the District to provide additional interirn
general classroom capacity. .{ typical relocatable classroom can provide capacity for a full-size
class of students. Current use of relocatable classrooms throughout the District is sun:malized in
Table 5.

-5-
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Tøble 2
Elementøry School Level Inventory

* Teaching Station definition: A space designated as a classroom. Other stations include spaces designated for
special education and pull-out progfams.
** General classrooms

Elementary School
Buìldìng Area

ßq.ft)
Teaching
Statíons*

Permanent
Capacily**

Beverly Park at Glendale ES 58,145 22 5r4
Bow Lake ES 76,108 30 666

Cedarhurst ES 68,916 26 6r9

Des Moines ES 41,766 19 471

Gregory Heights ES 65,978 27 585

Hazel Valley ES 65,346 26 452

Hilltop ES 51,532 24 594

Madrona ES 69,240 25 598

Marvista ES 68,462 27 621

McMicken Heights ES 69,979 25 582

Midway ES 66,096 25 610

Mount View ES 67,783 26 628

North Hill ES 65,665 27 636

Parkside ES 68,857 26 622

Seahurst ES 59,967 27 s85

Shorewood ES 60,326 22 483

Southern Heights ES 32,942 15 336

White Center ES 65,654 26 622

TOTAL I,122,762 445 10¿31

-6-
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Table 3
Mkldle School Level Inventory***

* Teaching Þefinition: A space designated as a general c spaçes

designated for special education and pull-out progfâms.
** General classrooms.
***Does not include allemalive prograils: CIIOICE Academy MSll-lS at Woodsitle sife.

^'l'he District anticipates that the Big Picture and Chaise programs rvill be relocated in the 2019-20 school year

to another District facility or leased space, Inventory adjustments will be reflected in f'uture updales to thr's

Capital Facilities Plan.

Table 4
I{iglr Schocl Level Invenlory***

* Teaching Station de{inition: A space clesignated as a general classroom. Other stations include spaces

designated for special educaticn and pull-out programs.
** Regular classrooms.

'r'**Does not include alternative programs: CHOICE Academy MS/HS at lYood.side sire;

New Start HS ut Salmon Creek sitei and Puget Sound Skills Centel.

^ The Districl ant¡cipates that the Big Picture program will be relocated i¡ the ?019-20 school year to another

District facility or leased space. Inventory adjustrnents will be reflected in t'uture updates to this Capit¿l
Facilities Plan.
MTotal capacity at the high school leyel may be afi'ected as the District rnakes programmatic changes in its
small school high schools: Tyee HS and Evergreen HS. For example, spaces çuffently identiÏied as teaching
stations rnay be needed to serve special programs.

BuíldíngÅ.rea
ßq."ft)

Teachíng Støtíons* Permanent
CapacÍty**

Miúdle School

90,582 34 986Cascade MS
87,476 a1 783Chinook MS

24 696Pacific MS 73,941
3092,617 870Sylvester MS
2 58Big Picture MS (a¡ Manhartan)^
) 58Choice (at ltroodside) ^

344,616 119 3,451TOTAL

High Sckaal
&uÍl.ding,4reø

ßq.Jt.)
Teachíng
Statíotts*

Permanent
Capacíty**

Ilaisbeck Aviation HS 87,934 t4 448

Big Picture FIS {ar Manhattan}^ 29,147 10 324

Evergreen IIS 161,456 48 1.,536

Lliehline FIS 214,919 7A 2,240

Mount Rainier Ì{S 205,159 47 1,504

Tyee HS I43,101 38 1,216

TOTALS 841,710 227 7,264^^

-7-
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Table 5
Relocøtøble Cløssrooms (Portable) Inventory

**Used for regular classroom capacity,
***The relocatables referenced under "other relocatables" are used for special pull-out programs, storage,

community use, etc.

Elementøry School Relocatøbles** Olher*** InterimCapøcþ

Beverly Park at Glendale 0 2 0

Bow Lake 0 4 0

Cedarhurst I 3 25

Des Moines 0 1 0

Gregory Heights 0 0 0

Hazel Valley 3 I 75

Hilltop 5 I 125

Madrona 2 0 50

Marvista
,) 0 50

McMicken Heights 0 0 0

Midway 4 0 100

Mount View 4 0 100

North Hill 0 0 0

Parkside 0 0 0

Seahurst 2 1 50

Shorewood I 3 25

Southern Heights 2 1 50

White Center I 3 25

TOTAL 27 2t 675

Mìddle School RelocaÍøbles** Other *** Interìm Capacítv

Cascade 0 3 0

Chinook 5 I t4s
Pacific 4 0 116

Sylvester 2 2 58

Big Picture MS 4 7 116

TOTAL 15 13 435

IIìsh School RelocaÍoble** Other*** Interim Capacìtv

Raisbeck Aviation HS 0 0 0

Big Picture HS 0 0 0

Evergreen HS 3 aL 96

Highline HS 0 0 0

Mount Rainier HS 0 0 0

Tyee HS 0 1 0

TOTALS 3 3 96

-8-



18619

SECTION FOIJR: STUÐENT ENROLI'MENT ffrnVD.S' ANÐ PROJECTIONS

Generally, enrollment projections using historical calculations are most accurate for the initial
years of the f<rrecast period. Moving further into the l'uture, more assunlptions about economic
conditions, land use, and demographic trends in the area affect the projection. Monitoring birth
rates in the County and populatioi growth for the ârea are essential yearly activities in the ongoing
management of the CFP. In the event that enrolinrent groWh slows, plans for new facilities can be

delayed. It is much more difficult, however, To initiate new projects or expedite projects in the
event enrollment growth exceeds the projections.

V/iththe assistance of aprofbssional demographer, the Districthas developedits ownmethodology
for tbrecasting fufure enrollments. This methodology, a modified cohort survival method,
considers a variety of factors to evaluate the potential studerrt population growth for the years 2017
through 2022. These factors inelude: projected bi*hs, projected groWh in the K-12 population,
and a model which considers growth in population and housing within the District's boundaries.
The methodology also considers the potential ímpacts on enrollment due to the recent opening of
a charter school within the District's boundaries. Certain assunptions are made regarding tlte
continued enrolment at the charter school. Therefore, the methodology and the resulting
proj ections should be consi dered conservative.

f)istrict enrollment has increased in recent years, including a7.ZYa increase since 2009. Using the
modified cohort survival projections, a total enrolhnent of 20,?3ó students is expected in2022.In
otherwords, the District projects an increase cf 5.4Yø in student enrollment (or 1,037 students)
between 2016 and 2022. See Appendix B (Enrollment projections from Les Kendrick, January
2ß17.)

Table 6
Praj ect ed S tu denl En ro I I men t

2tI7-2t22

Projeclion 2016* 2017 20t8 2t)19 202t) 2021 2022
Actuat
Change

Perceut
Chønge

19,199 19,344 t 9.390 ¡ 9,5 l2 19,653 19,918 20,236 1,437 5.4o/o

-9-
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SECTION FIW: CAPITAL FACILITIES PROJECTIONS FOR FUTURE NEEDS

Projected future capacity needs, shown in Tables 7-A through 7-C, are derived by applying the

projected number of students to the projected permanent capacity. It is not the District's policy to
include relocatable classrooms when determining future capital facility needs; therefore, interim

capacity provided by relocatable classrooms is not included in this analysis. The District will utilize

relocatables as necessary to address interim capacity needs. Information on relocatable classrooms

by grade level and interim capacity can be found in Table 5. Information on planned construction

projects can be found in the Financing Plan, Table 8.

Recent state-level policy decisions impact the District's capacity analysis. Engrossed Senate

House Bill226l,adopted in 2009, requires school districts to implement fuIl-day kindergarten

by 2018. SHB 2776, passed in 2010, requires school districts to reduce K-3 class sizes to 17

students per teacher. Finally, in November 20l5,the voters passed Initiative 1351, which
requires ieduced class sizes across all grades (K-12). The District has proactively implemented

full day kindergarten, which reduced the number of available regular classrooms in elementary

schools districtwide

Table 7 assumes that K-3 class size reduction is implemented by 2019 and that grade levels are

reconfìgured to K-5, 6-8, and 9-12in2020. All scenarios include the capacity related projects the

District is planning during the six-year planning period.

Future updates to this Plan will incorporate any funded implementation of Initiative 1351.

-10-
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Tnble 7
Projected Student Capacify *?$17 through 2022

Scltool Level *

*Actual October 2016 enrollnent
**Does not include portable capacify

^Implenrentation of reduced K-3 class size and adjusted Standard pf Service
MMove¡neut of 6'hgrade to middlc school level and adjusted Standard of Service

'Addition of new classrooms at existing elementary schools

"Nerv Des Moines Elementary School opens at the Zenith sitc lvith added capacity

* 2016 enrollment
* *'Does not include portable capacily

^^Movemerìt of 6ùgrade to rniddle school lcvel nnd adjusted Standard of Ssruice
'New middle school capacity added

School Level -

October ?01 6 ènrolln'rent
**Does not include portable capacity.
"Highline High school re-opens with adjusted capacity

2û16r, 2017 2018 2019^ 2û20^^ 2021 2022

Existing Permanent Capacity 10,23 I 10,231 10,231 9,434 9,264 9,576 9,576

Added Ilermanenf Capacity 0 0 0 23}', 3lz" 0 0

'l"otal Pemanent Capacity* * r4.231 I 0,23 I 10,231 9,264 9,576 9,576 9,576

Enrollment 10,671 I 0,80 1 10,983 1 1,1 19 9,476 I , 562 9,626

Sur¡:lus (Defi ciency)* *

Permanent Capacily
(440) (s70) (7s2) ( t,855) 100 L4 (s0)

2016t' 2û17 20Í8 2019 2020^^ 2021 2022

3,451Existing Pernanent Capacþ 3,451 3,451 3,451 4,401 4,401 4,401

0 0 0 950', 0 0 0Added,Permanent Capacity

3,451Total Pern:anent Capacify* * 3,451 3,451 4,401 4,401 4,401 4,40I

2,517 ?,584 2,7Ir )1A) 4,581 4,596 4,484Enrollment

867 740 1,609Surplus (Deflrciency)* *

Permanent Capacity
934 (180) (1 e5) (83)

20i/6* 2017 2AI8 2019 2020 2021 2022

7,264 7,264 7,264 7,264 7,264 6,524" 6,524Existing Pemanent Capacity

0 0Added Permanent Capacity 0 0 0 0 0

7,264 7,264 7,264 7,264 7,264 6,524 6,524Total Pennanent Capacity* *

5,959 5,696 5,601 5,596 5,759Enrolhnent 6,011 6,126

1,305 1,568 I,663 1,669Surplus (Deficiency)**
Pemranent Capacity

1,253 765 398

-11-
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SECTION SIX: FINANCING PI^AN

Planned Improvemenß

The Finance Plan focuses on capacity related projects needed to accommodate recent and projected
growth in the District.

Based upon the scenario presented in Table 3, the District will need to add pemtanent classroom

capacity at both the elementary school and middle school grade levels. Pursuant to the Board's
approval of the Capital Facilities Advisory Committee's final recommendations and the voters'
approval of the 2016 bond, the District will: (l) add space to the newDes Moines Elementary
School (replacement school at the Zenith site); (2) construct new elementary school classrooms at

various sites, and (3) construct a new middle school. All new schools will be located on land

currently owned by the District.

In addition, new relocatable classrooms (portables) may need to be added at individual elementary

schools and middle schools to accommodate future enrollment or to provide interim classrooms

until permanent classroom capacity is built.

The District has identified "non-capacity" capital needs'at existing schools including the
replacement of Highline High School and safety/security improvements at various schools.

Fínancíng for Planned Improvements

Funding for planned improvements is typically secured from a number of sources including voter-
approved bonds, State match frrnds, and impact fees.

Generøl Oblìgation Bonds: Bonds are typically used to fund construction of new schools
and other capital improvement projects, and require a 60Yo voter approval. The District's voters
in November 2016 approved by 66.99% a $299.85 million school construction bond to fund the
projects identified in this Plan.

State School Constructíon Assìstance Progrøm Funds: State School Construction
Assistance Program ("SCAP") Funds come from the Common School Construction Fund, which
is composed of revenues accruing predominantly from the sale of renewable resoluces (i.e., timber)
from State school lands set aside by the Enabling Act of 1889. If these sources are insufftcient to
meet needs, the Legislature can appropriate funds or the State Board of Education can establish a

moratorium on certain projects. School districts may quali$ for State School Construction
Assistance Funds for specific capital projects based on a prioritization system.

The District received funding in the amount of $6.27 million from Senate Bill 6080 to
address a portion of the classrooms needed for implementation of reduced K-3 class sizes.

-12-
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ImpacÍ Fees: Impact fees are a means of supplenenting traditional funding sources for
construction of public facilities needed to accontmodate new developrnent. ,Søe Section 7 School

Impact Fees.

The District also receives some ñ¡nding toward school construetiolr from the Port of
Seattle/Federal Aviation Administration. This funding applies to the Des Moines Elemer,rtary

Replacemcnt and Addition project.

The Six-Year Financing Plan shown on I'able I demonstrates how the District intends to fund new
construction and improvements to :school froilities for the years 2017-2022. The financing
components include bonds, SCAP funds, Port/FAA fundso and impact fees. The Financing Plan

separates projects and portions of projects which add capacity ftom those which do not, since the

latter are generally not appropriate for impact fee funding.

Table I
Capllal Focìlítiæ ltnunclng Plan

Improvements Adding Permane¡rt Capneity Costs (in Millions)**

flrc growth-relnted,
***Cons$uction cosfs used in impact fcc formulr arc rdjusted to recogn¡ze PorlFAA funding.

20n Total
Cost

Bonds/
Locrl
l'unds

Strte
Iiunds

Impsct
ß'ecs

PortlFAA2$18 2019 ?020 2021Projcct :017

Elementârr Schools
25.3?5 s55.323 X Y x XDes Moines Ëlementary

Reolacement and Additiorl
30,000

$8.000 X SB
6080

Funds

X3"00 5.00Elelrentary School
Classrooms - v¡rious sitcs

lllidillc Schools

983.776 X X x39.650 30.t2.6Nerv Middle School (950
canacitv)

14.0ût

X X x

Portnblcs
X x.200 .200 .200Port¡bles åt Various Sitcs

lligh Schools

$20.000 X xIand Purcha¡e
(clcnrentary site for fulurc
srowth)

-1 3-



SECTION SEWN: SCHOOL IMPACT FEES

The GMA authorizes jurisdictions to collect impact fees to supplement frmding of additional public

facilities needed to accommodate new development. Impact fees cannot be used for the operation,

maintenance, repair, alteration, or replacement of existing capital facilities used to meet existing

service demands.

Impact fees in Appendix C have been calculated utilizing the formula in the King County Code.

The resulting figures are based on the District's cost per dwelling unit to purchase land for school

sites, make site improvements, construct schools, and purchase/install relocatable classrooms

(portables). As required under the GMA, credits have also been applied in the formula to account

for State Match Funds to be reimbursed to the District and projected future property taxes to be

paid by the dwelling unit.

The District's cost per dwelling unit is derived by multiplying the cost per student by the applicable

student generation rate per dwelling unit. The sfudent generation rate is the average number of
students generated by each housing type; in this case, single family dwellings and multi-family
dwellings. Multi-family dwellings were broken out into one-bedroom and two-plus bedroom units.

The District has developed its own student generation rate data based on actual permit data from

local jurisdictions. 
^See 

Appendix D.

Using the variables and formula described, and applying the 50% discount rate required by the

King County School Impact Fee Ordinance, impact fees proposed as a part of this CFP, are

summarized in Table 9 below. See also Appendix C.

King County and the City of Kent currently have adopted school impact fee ordinances and collect

school impact fees on behatf of the Dishict. The District is requesting that the other cities that it
serves consider adoption of a school impact fee ordinance.

Tøble 9
School Impact Fees

2017

Housíng Type Impacl Fee Per Dwellíng Unit

Single Family s2,290

Multi-Family 93,162

-t4-
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FËË CALCULATIOil
4'?01? . DRAFT

iludent $ludent

Srhool 9ite Acoulsltlon Gost: Facilitv CæII Facility Faclor Factor Cosu5FR Gos IFfi
Scöpe Acreage Acre Capacitv SFR MFR

ilementary Schools s0 CI 0.1518 0.0930 $0

tliddle Schools 0.026? 0"0485 $0 0

{Íoh Schools 0.0s54 0.069ö $0 $0

rOTÀLS $0

Student Student

Facilitv Facilitv Faelor Factor CogUSFR GOSUMFRSchool Constructlon Cost:
MFRScoæ % Perm Fao. Çosl Çaoâdl!

717 0.1518 0_09301 s¡te

97.36ifö: $93.300 950 0.0262 0.0405 $2,249 $3.s92Middle Schools 1 site

0.0054 0.0698 $0 $0Hiah $ûools
s12.360 il0.18ôTOTALS :TN

I

litudenl Student

Facilitv Facility Factol Factor Cost $Ffi SoSUMFRamporary Facllltle¡ Gosl:
MFRSæse oÁ Perm Fac. Cosl SFR

0 CI 0.1518 0.0930 $0 $0:lementary Scltools 2.64%
0^0465 i0 $02.64 0 0 0.0262vliddle Schools

$00 0 0.0654{ish Srhools

sil State Factor Faclor Cosl/SFR CostfltFRtt¿le ll{atch Credlt Calculallon: ;0n$1" cost
Íâlch SFR MFRScooe {llocalÍon/$F

90 0.5402 0.t518 û.0930 591 $1,792213.23ilemenlary Schools
0 a.Ð262 0.0465 0 $0213.23 108Vliddle Schools

0 0 0,0654 0.0698 $0 $00'lish $chools
597 $1,792rOTAL$

NTEI:[I

II

CTedIUSFR CtedltIMtRlax Pavment tredlt:
$32ô.62? $109,319Average Assessed Value

3.95% 3.957o]aoital Bsnd lnterest Rate
$2.655.803 s889.886Present Value ol Ave¡ase Dwelling

10 10Years Amortized

$2.330 $2.330)roperty Tax Levy Rale

$0 $0Cost
$12,360 $10,186

$0 $0tosl
$1.591 $t.792

$6,188 $2,071

${,581 $s.323$UBTOTAL

'$2,?90

-fffõo

-$3,162

-5fiõrFEE

Ð2,290 $3.1S¡2OIT I*IFACT FEE. DRAFT
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IIIIIT

I
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Highline School District
Student Generation Rates

bt2017, the District developed student generation rates based upon new residential development
occuning within the District's boundaries within the preceding five year period. The District
compared student enrollment addresses to the addresses on permits fbr new dwelling units.
Futue updates to the Capital Facilities Plan will include updated information.

Single Family Occupancy Pemrits for the last 5 years : 382
Elementary School Students occupying Single Family Residences = 58
Elementary Students Single Family Student Generation Rate : .15 l8

Single Family Occupancy Psrmits for the last 5 years : 382
Junior High School Students occupying Single Family Residences = 10
Junior l-Iigh School Students Single Family Student $eneration Rate = .0262

Single Farnily Occupancy Permits for fhe last 5 years = 382
High Sehool Students occupying Single Family Resìdences = 25
High School Students Single Family Student Generation Rate: .0654

Multi-Family Occupancy Permits for the lasf 5 years : 43
Elementary School Students occupying Multi-F'¿mily Residences = 4
Elementary Students Multi-Family Student Generation Rate =.0930

Multi-Family Occupancy Permits for the last 5 years = 43
Junior High School Students occupying Multi-Family Residences = 2
Junior fligh School Students Multi-Family Student Ceneration llate =.0465

Multi*Family Occupancy Permits for the last 5 years:43
High School Students occupying Multi-Family Residences : 3
High School Students Multi-F'amily Student Generation Rate: .0698

D-2
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SECTTON ONE: TNTRODUCTION

Purpose of the Capitnl FaeílÍties Plan

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan has been prepared by the Highiine School District (the

"District") as the District's primary facility plannirrg document, in cornpliance with the
requirements of Washington's Growth Management Act (the''GMA") and King County Council
Code Title 21 A. The Plan was prepared using data available in May 20 1 7. The GMA outlines I 3
broad goals including adequaTe provision ofinecessary public tàcilities and seruices. Schools are

among these necessaqy facilities and services. School districts have adopted capital facilities plans
ro satlsfy the requirenents of RCW 36,70A.A70 a¡nl to identify additiunal schuul f¿cilities
necessary to meet the educational needs of the growing student populations anticipated in their
districts.

The Highline School District (the "District") has prepared this Capital Facilities Plan (the "CFP")
to provide King County (the 'oCounty") and the cities of Burien, Des Moines, Kent, Normandy
Park, SeaT'ac, and 'fukwila with a scheduie and financing program for capital ìmprovements over
the next six years QAn-2022).

Tliis Plan will be updated annually with any changes to the impact fee schedule a.djusted

accordingly.

Execulìve Summary

After a period of low enrollment growth, the District has experienced steady and significant
enrollment increases since 2010. The District culrently s€rves an approximate student population
of 19,199(October l,20l6enrollrrrent)with lSelementaryschools(gradesK-6),fivemiddlelevel
schools (grades 7-8), and five high schools (grades q-n).In addition, the District has altemative
programs: Big Picture (MS and Hs) åt the Manhattan site; CHOICE Academy (Ms and HS) at the
Woodside site; Nerv Stâú (q-12) at the Salmon Creek Site; and Puget Sound Skills Center
("PSSC").

Over the last 14 years the Distlict has e:nbarked on a nrajor capital improvement etTort to enhance
its facilities to mect currcnt educational and life-safety standards. Since 2002 the District has
passed three major capital bonds: one in 2002 for approximately $189,000,000, one in 2006 for
approximately $i48,000,000, and one in2Aß f,or approximately $299,850,000. The 2002 and
2006 bonds were used for replacement of existing l'acilities and not to accommodate increased
enrollment. The 2016 bonds are earmarked for a combination of improvements to/replacement of
existing facilities and the provisíon of newcapacity.

lMith the approved capital bond funds and reimbursements fiom the Office of the Superintendent
of Public Instruction, the State of 'Washington, the Porl of Seattle, the Federal Aviation
Administratit¡n and private donations lbr a new Raisbeck Aviation High School the District has

designed, permified and constructed l3 new elementary schools, 1 new high school, rencrvated 3

1
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schools as interim facilities, and renovated portions of Memorial Field and Camp Waskowitz. All
of this work has been done since March 2002.

The District's 2016 bond proposal was based on the recommendations of a Capital Facilities

Advisory Committee ("CFAC"), a citizens' committee representing every part the District. The

committee met for ayeü to study the District's facilities needs, review data, such as enrollment
projections and building conditions, and analyze various solutions. CFAC developed a long- term

facilities plan, which includes the 2016 bond as the first phase of a four-phase plan to meet

sfudents' needs over the next 20 years.

As the District looks ahead it recognizes that anticipated enrollment growth, some of which will
be caused by new development, and implementation of recent legislation will require the Dishict
either to adtl new facilities, adrl atltlitiuns tu existing facilitics, renovate existing facilitics, or add

portables to existing facilities.

This CFP identifies the current enrollment, the current capacity of each educational facility, the

projected enrollment over the six-year planning period and how the District plans to aocommodate

this growth. It also includes a schedule of impact fees that should be charged to new development.

Based on current projections, the District needs to add capacity at the elementary and middle
school levels to accommodate projected enrollment and implementation of recent legislation. To

address these needs, the District plans to build a new elementary to replace Des Moines Elementary

School to increase its student capacity, add classrooms at existing elementary schools, and build
one new middle school. In addition, new modular or portables may need to be added at individual
elementary schools and middle schools to accommodate future enrollment. At this time it has been

assumed that additional land will not be needed to accommodate the new schools; however, land

will be necessary in the future to support the District's long range facilities plan and the

Educational Strategic Plan.

-2-
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SECTION 2 _ STAND.{RÐ OF SERVTCE

Kirig County Cocle 214.06 refers to a'cstandard of Service" that each school district must establish
in order to ascertain its overall capacity. Sshool facility and student capacity needs are dictated by
the types and amounts of space required to accommodate the Distrjct's adopted educational
program. The educational program standards which typically drive facility space needs include
grade eonfîguration, optimum facility size, cl¿ss size, educational program offerings, classroorn
r¡tilizatinn ancl scheduling requiremenTs, and use of relçcatable classrooms (poßables).

District educational program sþndards may change in the future as a result of changes in the
education progr¿ül, special progrâms class sizes, grade span configurations, and use of new
technology, as well as other physical aspects of the sc.hool facilities. In addition, the State
Legislature's implementation of requirements firr reduced K-3 class size wiil also impact school
capacity and educational program staûdards. (The District cunenfly offers full-day kindergarten.)
The school capacity inventory will be revierryed periodically and adjusted for any changes to the
educatio¡r-al program standards. These changes will also be reflected in future updates of this CF'P.

The Standard of Service outlined below reflects only those progrâms and educational opportunities
provided to students that directþ affect the capacity of school buildings. The special programs
listed below require slassroom space, thus the permanent capacity of some buildings housing these
programs has been reduced.

Tøble I
Class SÍze - Standard of SenÍee

Grade Level Average Class Sìze ßased on
Støndaxl of Service

Kindergarten 24*
Crades I - 3 25*
Grades 4 * 6 27

Grades 7 - I 30
Grades I - 12 32

*The District will change to I 7: I in 201 9 (see Table 7)

It is not possible to achieve i 00% utilization of all re gular teaching stations tlroughout the
day. Therefbre, classroom capacity is adjusted using a utilization factor of available
teaching stations depending on the physical chamcteristics of the facility and educational
program needs.

-3-



18619

Elementary School Støndard of Servíce Modeß

e Special education for students with disabilities may be provided in selÊ

contained classrooms.

All students are provided music instruction in a separate classroom.

All students will have scheduled time in a special classroom.

Identified students will also be provided other educational opportunities in
classrooms designated as follows:
o Resource Rooms
. English Languagc Lcarncrs (ELL)
r Education for Disadvantaged Students (Title I)
o Gifted Education
o Leaming Assisted Programs
o Severely Behavior Disorder
r Transition Rooms
. Mild, Moderate, and Severe Disabilities
o Developmental Kindergarten
o Extended Daycare Programs and Preschool Programs

Secondøry School Stønilnrd of Servíce Models

o Identifìed students will also be provided other educational opportunities in
classrooms designated as follows:

Resource Rooms
English Language Leamers (ELL)
Computer Labs
Science Labs
Career and Vocational Rooms

Daycare Programs
Altemative Program Spaces

a

a

a

-4-
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SECTION THREE: CAPITAL FACILITTES INVENTORY

This section provides an inventory of capital t'acilities owned and operated by the District including
schools and relosatable classrooms (modulars or portables). School facility capacity was

inventoried based on the spâce required to aceommodate the District's adopteil educational
pxogram standards. See Section Two: Stunrlard of Servíce. A map sbowing locations of District
facilities is provided in Appendix A.

Schook

See Section One for a description of the l)istrict's schools and programs.

School capaciry was determined based on the number of teaching stations (or general olassrooms)
within each building and the space requirements of the District's currently adopted cunent
educational program and internal targets as reported in ICOS with the Office of the Superintendent
of Public Instruction. It is this capacity calculation that is used to establish the District's baseline
capacify, and to dete¡mine future capacity needs based on projected student enrollnrent. The
school capacity inventory is summarized in Tables 2, 3, and 4.

As the District implements reduced K-3 class size requirements and grade reconfiguration, the
inventory will reflect adjustmenls in the Standard of Service (see I'ables 7-B and 7-C).

Relocal a b Ie Cl ass ra ams (Porta b fies)

Relocatable classroorns (porlables) are used as interinr classroom space to house students until
funding can be secured to construct permanent classrooms, 'fhe District cunently uses 27
relocatable classrooms at variolrs school sites thrnughûut the District to provide additional interim
general classroom capacity. A typical relocatable classroom can provide capacity for a full-size
class of students. Current use of relocatable classrooms throughout the District is surnmalized in
Table 5.

-5-
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Tøble 2
Elementury School Level Inventory

* Teaching Station definition: A space designated as a classroom. Other stations include spaces designated for
special education and pull-out programs.
** General classrooms

Elementary School
Buíldìng Area

ßq.-ft)
Teachíng
Støtions*

Permanent
Capacíty**

Beverly Park at Glendale ES 58,145 22 514

Bow Lake ES 76,108 30 666

Cedarhurst ES 68,916 26 619

Dcs Moines ES 41,766 l9 471

crregory Heights ES 65,978 27 585

Haze| Valley ES 65,346 26 452

Hilltop ES 51,532 24 594

Madrona ES 69,240 25 s98

Marvista ES 68,462 27 621

McMicken Heights ES 69,979 25 582

Midway ES 66,096 25 610

Mount View ES 67,783 26 628

North Hilt ES 65,665 27 636

Parkside ES 68,857 26 622

Seahurst ES 59,967 27 585

Shorewood ES 60,326 22 483

Southern Heights ES 32,942 15 336

White Center ES 65,654 26 622

TOTAL 1.122.762 445 r0¿31

-6-
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Table 3
Miùlle School Level Invenlory*x*

* Teaching Station A space as a general classroom. Other stations include spaces

designated for special sdt¡cation and pull-out programs.
** General classrooms.
** ,<Does not include altemalive programs; CI IOTCË Academy MSII lS ut Woadside site.

^'l'he District anticipates that the Big Picture and Choice programs rvill be relocated in the 2019-20 school year
Ío another District facility or leased space. Inventory adjustments will be reflected in future updates to tbr's

Capifal Facilities Plan.

Table 4
Híglt School Level Invenlory***

* Teaching Sfation definition: A space clesignated as a general classroom. Otlrer stations include spaces

designated for special education and pull-out programs.
** Regular classroonrs.
*{'*Does not include alternative programs: CHOICE Academy MS/HS at llootlside sife;
New Start HS ul Sçlmon Clreek site; and Puget Sound Skills Center.

^ The District antjcipates that the Big Picture program will be relocated in the 2019-20 school year to another
District facility or leased space. Inventory ad.iustrnents will be relìected in fìrture updates to this Capital
Facilities PIan.
MTotal capacity at the high school level rnay be aftbcted as the Distrist makes programnatic changes in its
small school high schools: Tyee HS and Evergreen HS, For example, spaces cunenlly identified as teaching
stations rnay be nepded to serve special programs.

Míddle Scltool Buíldíng.4rea
(sq..fL)

Teachîng Støtions* Permanent
Capacity**

34Cascade MS 90,582 986
a-rLIChinook MS 87,476 783

Pacifîc MS 73,941 24 696

92,617 30 870Sylvester MS
7 58Big Picturc MS (ø Muthailan)A
2 58Choice (at tYaadside) ^

119TOTAL 344,616 3,451

I{igh School
Buílding Area

(sq.-{r.)
Teøchíng
Støtíotts*

Petmanent
Capøcíly*x

Ilaisbeck Aviation HS 87,934 ï4 448

Big Picture FIS lar Manhatran) 29,r47 10 320
Evergreen IIS 16t,456 48 1,,536

Fliehline FIS 214,919 7A 2,240
Mount Rainier IIS 205,1 59 47 1,504

Tyee HS 143,101 38 1,216

TOTALS 841,710 227 7o264^^

-7-
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Table 5
Relocøtøble Classrooms (Portøble) Inventory

TOTAL

**Used for regular classroom capacity.
***The relocatables referenced under "other relocatables" are used for special pull-out progams, storage,

community use, etc.

Elementøry School Relocatøbles** Other*** Interîm Cøpøcity

Beverly Park at Glendale 0 2 0

Bow Lake 0 4 0

Cedarhurst I 3 25

Des Moines 0 1 0

Gregory Heights 0 0 0

Hazel Valley 3 I 75

[Iilltop 5 I 1?"s

Madrona 2 0 50

Marvista 2 0 50

McMicken Heights 0 0 0,

Midway 4 0 100

Mount View 4 0 100

North Hill 0 0 0

Parkside 0 0 0

Seahurst 2
,, 50

Shorewood I 3 25

Southern Heights 2 1 50

White Center 1 3 25

TOTAL 27 2t 675

Mîddle School Relocøtables** Othe¡ *** Interim Capacitv

Cascade 0 3 0

Chinook 5 I 145

Pacific 4 0 ll6
Sylvester 2 2 58

Big Picture MS 4 7 116

15 13 435

Hísh School Relocatøble** Olher*** Interim Cøpacity

Raisbeck Aviation HS 0 0 0

Big Picture HS 0 0 0

Evergreen HS 3 2 96

Highline HS 0 0 0

Mount Rainier HS 0 0 0

Tyee HS 0 I 0

TOTALS 3 3 96

-8-
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SECTTON FÛUR: STAÐENT ENROLLMENT TRENDS AND PROJECTIONS

Generally, enrollment projections using historical calculations are most accurate tbr the initial
years of the forecast periocl. Moving further into the I'uture, more assumptions about econornic
conditions, land use, and demographic trends in the area affect the pn:jection. lvfonitoring birth
rates in the County and population growth for the årea are essential yearly activities in the ongoing
management of the CFP. In the event that enrollment grolvfh slows, plans for new facilities can be

delayed. It is much more difficult, however, to initiate new projects or expedite projects in the
event enrnllment gro\ilth exceeds the pmjections.

With the assistance of a professional demographer, the Dìstrict has developed its own methodology
for forecasting future enrollments. Thís methodology, a modified cohort survival method,
considers a variety of factors to evaluate the potential studentpopulation growth for the years 2017
through 2022. These fàctors include: projected births, projected growth in the K-12 population,
and a model which considers growth in population and housing within the District's boundaries.
The rnethodology also considers the potential impacts on eruollment due to the recent opening of
a charter school within the District's boundaries. Certain assumptions are made regarding the

continued enrolment at the charter school. Therefore, the methodology and the resulting
proj ecti ons should be consi dered conserv¿tive.

Ilistrict enrollment has increased in recent years, including a7.TYo increase since 2009. Using the
nrodified cohort survival projectians, a total enrollment of 20,236 students is expected in2022.\n
other words, the District proiects an increase of 5.4Vo in student enrollment (or 1,037 students)

between 2016 and 2022. See Appendix B (Enrollment projections from Les Kendrick, January
2017.)

Table 6
Froj ected Studenl Enrol lment

2t17¿022

*Actual Octobe¡

ProjectÍon 2016r, 2017 20r8 2019 2020 2021 2022
Actual
Chuage

Perceul
Change

I 9,199 19,344 ¡9,390 19,5 t2 19,653 19,918 20,236 1,037 5.4%

-9-
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SECTION FIW: CAPITAL FACILITIES PROJECTIONS FOR FUTURE NEEDS

Projected future capacity needs, shown in Tables 7-A through 7-C, arc derived by applying the

projected number of students to the projected permanent capacity. It is not the District's policy to
inciude relocatable classrooms when determining future capital facility needs; therefore, interim

capacity provided by relocatable classrooms is not included in this analysis. The District will utilize
relocatables as necessaty to address interim capacity needs. Information on relocatable classrooms

by grade level and interim capacity can be found in Table 5. Information on planned construction

projects can be found in the Financing Plan, Table 8.

Recent state-level policy decisions impact the District's capacity analysis. Engrossed Senate

House Bill226l,adopted in 2009, requires school districts to implement full-day kindergarten

by 2018. SHB 2776, passed in 2010, requires school disticts to reduce K-3 class sizes to 17

students per teacher. Finally, in Novemb er 2015, the voters passed Initiative 135 I , which

requires reduced class sizes across all grades (K-12). The District has proactively implemented

full day kindergarten, which reduced the number of available regular classrooms in elementary

schools districtwide

Table 7 assumes that K-3 class size reduction is implemented by 2019 and that grade levels are

reconfigured to K-5, 6-8, and 9-t2 in2020. All scenarios include the capacity related projects the

District is planning during the six-year planning period.

Future updates to this PIan will incorporate any funded implementation of Initiative 1351.

-10-
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Table 7
Projectcd Student Capacity -2(t17 through 2022

Level - S

*Actual October 20 16 enro
**I)oes not include portable capacity

^I,mplementation ofredused K-3 class size and adjusted Standard of Service
MMovement of 6ùgrade to middle school level and adjusted Standard of Se¡vice

'Addition of new classrooms at exisfing elementary schools

"New Des Moines Elementary School opens atfte Zenith site with added capacity

2016
*+Does not include portable capacity
MMovement of 6'h grade to rniddle school level and adjusted Standard of Service

'New middle school capacþ added

School Level -

*Actual ?016 ênrollment
**Does not include portable capacity.
"Highline High School re-opens with adjusted capacity

2ût6* 2017 20r8 2019^ 2020^^ 2021 2022

10,231 9,034 9,264 9,576 9,576Existing Pennane¡rt Capacity 10,231 10,231

0 0 23l', 312* 0 0Added Pçrmanent Capacity 0

la,23l 10,231 10,23 I 9,264 9,576 9,5"16 9,576l"otal Permanent Capacityt *

10,983 I l,l 19 9,476 9,56210,671

(440)

10,801

(570) (7s2) (1,855) 100 t4 (50)

9,626

Surplus (Deficiency)* *

Pennanent Capacity

Enrollment

2ûr6* 2017 2018 2019 2020^^ 2021 2022

3,451 3,451 3,451 4,401 4,401Existing Permanent Capacity 3,451 4,441

0 0 0 950', 0 0 0Added Permanent Capacity

3,451 3,4-51 4,401 4,441 4,401 4,407Total Permanent Capacityx* 3,451

2,517 2,584 2.,711 2,792 4,581 4,596 4,484Enrollment

867 744 1,609 (r80) (r e5) (83)Surplus (Defìciency)x *

Permanent Capacity
934

2016* 2017 2Ar8 2019 2020 2021 2022

7,264 7,264 7,264 7,264 7,264 524"6, 6,524Existing Perma¡rent Capacþ

0 0 0 0Added Permanent Capacity 0 0 0

7,264 7,264 7,264 7,264 7,264 6,524 6,524Total Permanent Capacity+*

6,011 5,959 5,696 5,601 5,596 5,759 6,126Enrollment

1,305 1,568 1,663 1,668 765 398Surplus (Deficiency)**
Permanent Capacity

1,253

-11-
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SECTION SIX: FINANCING PLAN

Planned Improvemenß

The Finance Plan focuses on capacity related projects needed to accornmodate recent and projected
growth in the District.

Based upon the scenario presented in Table 3, the District will need to add permanent classroom
capacity at both the elementary school and middle school grade levels. Pursuant to the Board's
approval of the Capital Facilities Advisory Committee's final recommendations and the voters'
approval of the 2016 bond, the Disfict will: (l) add space to the ne'\ry Des Moines Elementary
School (replacement school at the Zenith site); (2) construct new elementary school classrooms at
various sites, and (3) construct a new middle school. All new schools will be located on land
currently owned by the District.

In addition, new relocatable classrooms þortables) may need to be added at individual elementary
schools and middle schools to accommodate future enrollment or to provide interim classrooms
until permanent classroom capacity is built.

The District has identifred "non-capacity" capital needs at existing schools including the
replacement of Highline High School and safety/security improvements at variou's schools.

Financíng for Planned Improvements

Funding for planned improvements is typically secured from a number of sources including voter-
approved bonds, State match firnds, and impact fees.

Generøl Oblìgatíon Bonds: Bonds are typically used to fund construction of new schools
and other capital improvement projects, and require a 609y'o voter approval. The District's voters
in November 2016 approved by 66.99% a $299.85 million school construction bond to fund the
projects identified in this Plan.

State School Constructíon Assístance Program Funds: State School Constuction
Assistance Program ("SCAP") Funds come from the Common School Construction Fund, which
is composed of revenues accruing predominantly from the sale ofrenewable resources (i.e., timber)
from State school lands set aside by the Enabling Act of 1889. If these sources are insufficient to
meet needs, the Legislature can appropriate funds or the State Boa¡d of Education can establish a
moratorium on certain projects. School districts may qualifr for Søte School Construction
Assistance Funds for specific capital projects based on a prioritization system.

The District received funding in the amount of $6.27 million from Senate Bill 6080 to
address a portion of the classrooms needed for implementation of reduóed K-3 class sizes.

-t2-
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Impact Fee.ç: Impact fees are a rneans of supplementing traditional funding sources for
construction of public facilities needed to aæommodate new development. See Section Z School

hnpact Fees.

The District also receives scme funding tor'vard school construction from the Port of
Seattle/Federal "A.viation Adminiskation. This funding applies to the Des Moines Elementary

Replacement and Addition project.

The Six-Year Financing Plan shown on Table 8 demonstr¿tes how the District intends to fund new
construction and improvements to school faoilities for the years 2017-2022. The financing
components include boods, SCAP funds, Port/FAA funds, ând impact fees. The Financing Plan

separetes projects and pofiions of prujects which arJtl uapacity fi'urn thuse whiult do nu[, sinue tlte
latter oro generally not appropriate for impact fee ftrnding.

Table I
Cøpllal Fotllltíes FínancÌng Pløtt

Improvcments Addtng Permanent Capacþ Costs (in Mlllions)**

åiAll projecls are
***Construcfiorr costs used in impact fcc formul* rrc adjust€d to recognize Port/FAA funding.

?019 zONÛ 2821 2tt22 Totsl
Cost

BondV
Locrl
!'rnds

Strtê
Ir'unds

Imprct
F',ccs

Port/f'AÄ.
***

20t7 2ü1tProjccf

Blementarv Scl¡ools
s55.323 X x X x30.000 25.325Des Moines Elernentary

Replaceilsnt and Addition
$t,000 X SB

6080
Funds

xElementary Sehool
Class¡ooms - various sites

3.00 5.00

llfitldlc Schools

$83.778 X X XNew Middle School (950
canacìtvl

14.00û 39.650 30.126

X x

Portrblcs
.20tJ .200 X xPortables at Various Sites .200

Iligh Schor¡ls

$20.000 X xL¡nd Purrhase
(clcurcntåry sitc for [utrrc
srowth)

-1 3-



SECTION SEWN: SCHOOL IMPACT FEES

The GMA authorizes jurisdictions to collect impact fees to supplement firnding of additional public

facilities needed to accommodate new development. Impact fees cannot be used for the operation,

maintenance, repair, alteration, or replacement of existing capital facilities used to meet existing

service demands.

Impact fees in Appendix C have been calculated utilizing the formula in the King County Code.

Thè resulting figures are based on the District's cost per dwelling unit to purchase land for school

sites, make site improvements, construct schools, and purchase/install relocatable classrooms

(portables), As required under the GMA, credits have also been applied ín the formula to account

fãr State Match Funds to be reimbursed to the District and projected future property tanes to be

paid by the dwelling unit.

The Disfrict's cost per dwelling unit is derived by multiplying the cost per student by the applicable

student generation rate per dwelling unit. The student generation rate is the average number of
students generated by each housing type; in this case, single family dwellings and multi-family

dwellings-. Multi-family dwellings \ryere broken out into one-bedroom and two-plus bedroomunits.

The Disfict has developed its own student generation rate data based on actual permit data from

local jurisdictions. ,See Appendix D.

Using the variables and formula described, and applying the 50% discount rate required by the

King County School Impact Fee Ordinance, impact fees proposed as a part of this CFP, are

summarized in Table 9 below. See also Appendix C.

King County and the City of Kent currently have adopted school impact fee ordinances and collect

school impact fees on behalf of the District. The District is requesting that the other cities that it
serves consider adoption of a school impact fee ordinance.

Tøble I
School Impact Fees

2017

Housìng Type Impact Fee Per Dwelling Unit

Single Family s2,290

Multi-Family $3,162

-t4-
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POPUI^ATION AND ENROLLMENT DATA

B-1



@
o)
(o

417 æ-t8 ä1s S20 W:?1 zqn rffi WU fr25 2026

1ûü lW ft1l 1613 1611 1Ê15 1m 1625 1ü? f6{0

ffi6 f5ß f58$ 1603 fiS 1604 1fl7 1612 1618 1üS

Highline Enrollment Proiection

trlht
lûìSComV

KÉrdæj6

4 æûT 2m6 Nr 4p 2û09 ?010 ryl
n,874 AW 24"?44 !4,m9 25,1S 25,ffii 24,514 2dfr0

5,79% 6249G 5"96{Á 6.ä% 61M 6.4ôS 6.34$ tfiqt

H.5 årcll¡rrd0oes Àil fT i¿de 0per¡ fuor¡

Le¡n*g Câ¡ter Søarts or tareer

Irr*SÄhnb uihüe2t14Mlønnt

Medium Range Forecast {lIi$r Charter Schools Continuing)
Hr*äHþtu

nv 2û13 N14 2015 2316 ?frïr 2fi8 201t ?0æ n21

Æûæ 24910 25,¡48 ä,48? 25,456 æ,519 6,593 æ,679 ä,7S 26,911

6¿616 6.3S Ê.3596 t.3rå 6.33Ì6 6.33% 6.33% 6,33% 6.33% 6.33%

19,3S 19,5f2 19,653 19.9f8 20,23Ë 20,431 20,589 ?û,ff m,69?

138 S0

07% -0.196

K-S U,M 1qSß 1I.119 11,{17{ 11,054 11,125 11,1* y&r 11-6? 1l¿ffi

T-g a5il t,7r1 2,792 ?,ffi 3,1û4 2,S5 2,889 eS4 eSB 4S1

s-12 5,9S r,ûS 5,fl1 5,S 5J59 6J26 6,348 6lã 6JSr 6¡e

1434

1ffi
9,344

2m9 2010 ml1 Ð't2. ä¡13 ð14 äìr$ 2016

K 1æ4 ßfi 1{45 15{? 1694 1618 15õ3 1515 K

1 1337 1392 145t 1418 15Ë4 træ 16{3 lSlS I
2 1S3 13U 1Tt4 1430 1491 1S4 1m¡ 1W. 2

3 1346 't4rg 1fil 1358 14ß 1498 15& 1676 3

4 1S4 1335 1S3 13?3 138,5 1436 1490 1540 4

5 ffiA 1387 1&3 1408 1319 1391 13æ U A 5

6 12ß 1312 1381 1316 14ð í307 nm 1S3 $

7 1ß8 1?18 1¿13 1317 1241 1369 1271 1XA T

8 1ä2 lsr 1W U6r 1319 ffio ßn u$ I
s 1814 18* 1589 15&5 1665 1643 m+ fi59 I
10 1414 1462 1498 1424 1456 1510 r51û 't420 tû

11 1353 1274 ßn W2 14û8 1W 1356 1533 11

12 1S1 1494 14i0 1586 40q 1517 1360 1599 12

TdâÌ 17,911 18,101 18,46 t8,484 lq8gl 19,32? 19,058 19,f99 Toþl

1616 1ää 1580 1¡S1 609 1ô1? 1610 1614 1618 1ffi4

'r$6 1$49 156'7 1€08 ffi ffi8 1ffi{l 1æ8 fm2 1637

1673 1654 1543 'r$61 Ë04 1fl3 1ü1 1ü4 1622 1U6

14t{ 16æ 1608 15ffi 1525 1565 1S6 1584 1587 1585

1418 14?5 rË15 1æ8 t4* 14W 1fi9 1540 1558 15m

13il 13ß 1417 1å$ r5S 143t 1{ß1 1479 148û 14gI

1247 1348 $/6 14&l 15æ 1ffi1 1448 1455 1493 14$4

$n ß41 1443 1d/S râS 168? 16ffi 1558 156 16W

13ü 12X tn[ ß12 1351 1405 1541 1524 1ffi 1430'

136"¡ 1ä6 1251 1352 1S2 1448 1588 1fl0 1466

1733 1652 1S5 1ã19 1Ê*2 1S1 '1758 19æ IW

1{5 47 ln 140 2ffi 318 19{ 158

0.årö 0?16 0-6% 0.716 1.s6 ,.6% 1,0% 0.8%

1?5 258 413 Æ -fr4 141

0.m t.{s 2-?s 229Ë -1.4% 0.7%

1W

'1"1!6

1S

r"11[

KS 9¡7Ð 9,594 9,734 9,8S 10,3ü 10,S¡ 10,580 1t,6?1

74 a4S 2,445 2¡73 e584 e5ffi eüS ?,t48 2,517

I,t? 6,142 6,W 6,ütS 6,031 6,ß5 6,11ô 5,8S 6,011



18619

APPFNDTXC

SCHOOL IMPACT FEE CALCULATIONS
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Hrc}lUNg SCI{001 Þl9T*l0T tlo, {01

fiqf*cr FEE cALru LATrori
6T14'201?. DRAFT

Student Student

Srhool Site Acqulsltlon Co:t: Facilitv Cæil 'acilitv Factor Factor Cost/SFR GostJilFR

Scope Acrea¡e {tre Capaclty SFR MFR

llementarv Schools $0 0 0.1518 0.0930 $0 $0

Vliddle Schools 0.û262 0,0485 $0 $0

{iah Sc}rools 0.0654 0.0698 $0 $0

TOTALS $0 $0

9luuçt lt Sludent

Facility Factor Factor CoSUSFR cost llFR$Ghool eonstructlûn Costi
Cosi Caoacítl SFR MFRScoæ % Perm Fa¿

717 0.1518 0.0930 $10,110 $6.194!lementary Scltools 'l sile 97.36%

t{t0 û.M651 site 97.360/o s50 0.02ö2 $2,249 $3,s92lliddle Schools
0.0654 0.0098 $0 $0{ish Schools

Facility Factor Factor GoSUSFR Costlf{FRamDoråry Faclllllês çosl:
0osl Casacih SFR MFRScooe

2.84'/s 0 0 0.1518 0.0930 $0 $0Ëlementarv Schools
0 0 0.0262 9.0465 $0 $02.64[,liddle Schools

0 0.0654 0.0698 30 $0l-,ioh Schools

ionsl. Cost sF/ State Factor Factor CosUSfR CoSTIMFRState Match Cr¡dlt Cf,lculâtlon:
Malch SFR MFR8ææ

213.23 90 0.5462 0.1518 0.0930 $1,591 $1,792l¿mentary Schæls
108 0 0.026? 0.0465 $0 $02r3.23tiliddle Schools

0 0 0 0.0654 û.0898 $0 $û{iüh Schools
s1,591 $1,792TOTALS

InI[lm
I : FilrÌrtf¡lt Flrt¡r*¡ll I I

T

n

ÇredlUSFR CtedlllllFRÍax Payment Credlt:

$326,622 $109,319Neraue Assæsed Value
3.95% 3.9570lapital Bond lnterest Rate

$2.655.803 $888.S86tlet PresentV¿lue of Average Dweltins
10 10aars Amortized

$2 330 $?,330rrooertv lax Levv Rate

$0 $0Slte
$12.36û $10,186

$0 $0¡mnoiirv Facilitles Cost
$1.591 $1,79'

$6.'188 $2,071IEx Paymsnl Credit C¿lculatlon
$4.581 $s.32¡SUBTOTAL

-$2,290

-nm
,, {3,102

-5r¡õ,
$?,290 $3.16tffi

III

I
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Highline School District
Student Generatinn Rates

Tn20I7, the District developed student generation rates based upon new residential development
occurring within the District's boundaries within the preceding fìve year period. The District
compared student enrollment addresses to the addresses on permits tbr new dwelling units.
Future updates to the Capital Facilities Plan will include updated information.

Single Family Occupancy Permits for the last 5 years :382
Elementary School Students occupying Single Family Residences = 58
Elementary Students Single Family Student Generation Rate:.1518

Single Family Occupancy Permits for the last 5 years = 382
Junior High School Students occupying Single Farnily Residences = 10
Junior Fligh School Students Single Farnily Student Generation Rate = .0262

Single Family Occupancy Permits for the last 5 years * 382
High School Students occupying Single Farnily Residences = 25
High School Students Single Family Student Generation Rate: .0654

Multi-Family Occupancy Permits tor the last 5 years = 43
Elementary School Students occupying Multi-F'amily Residences : 4
Elementary Students MultlFamily Student Generation Rate: .0930

Multi-Family Occupancy Permits for the last 5 years :43
Junior High School Students occupying Multi-F¿mily Residences :2
Junior Lligh School Students Multi-Family Student Generation Ilate:.0465

Multi-Family Occupancy Pennits for the last 5 years:43
High School Studönts occupying Multi-Family Residences * 3

High School Students Multi-F'amily Student Generation Rate: .0698

D-2
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2017 -2022

I. Executive

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (the "plan") has been prepared by the

Lake Washington School District (the "district").It is the organization's
primary facility plaruring document in compliance with the requirements
of the State of Washington's Growth Management Act and King County
Code 21,A.43.It is also used as a basis for requesting the collection of
school impact fees. This plan was prepared using data available in the
spring of 2017.

King County was the first jurisdiction in the State of Washington to adopt a

Growth Management Act school impact fee ordinance in 1991 (with fee collection
first becoming effective in 1992). The King County Council adopted the
ordinance, including the school impact fee formula, following a stakeholder
process that included representatives from school districts and the development
community. The adopted formula requires that the calculated fee be reduced by
fifty percent. This discount factor was negotiated as a part of the stakeholder
process. Most cities in King County (and in other areas) adopted the King
County school impact fee formula, including the discount factor, in whole as a

part of their school impact fee ordinances.

In order for impact fees to be collected in the unincorporated areas of King
County, the King County Council must adopt this plan. The cities of
Redmond, Kirkland and Sammamish have each adopted a school impact
fee policy and ordinance similar to the King County model.

Pursuant to the requirements of the Growth Management Act and the local
implementing ordinances, this plan will be updatecl on an annual basis
with any changes in the fee schedule adjusted accordingly. See Appendix B

for the current single-family calculation and Appendix C for the current
multi-family calculation.

The district's capital facilities plan establishes a "standard of service" in
order to ascertain current and future capacity. This plan reflects the current
student/teacher standard of service ratio and service model for other
special programs. Future state funding decisions could have an additional
impact on class sizes and facility needs.
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I. Executive S (continued)

White the State Superintendent of Public Instruction establishes square
foot guidelines for funding, those guidelines do not account for the local
program needs in the district. The Growth Management Act and King
County Code 21A.43 authorize the district to determine a standard of
service based on the district's specific needs.

The district's current standard provides the following (see Section Ill for
specific information):

Grade Level Target Teacher-
Student Ratio

K-1 20 Students

2-3 23 Students
4-5 27 Students
6-8 30 Students

9-12 32 Students

School capacity is based on the district standard of service and the existing
inventory of available classrooms, including both permanent and
relocatable (portable) classrooms. As shown in Appendix A1 and A2, the
district's overall total capacity is 33,832. The total net available capacity is
29,390 including net permanent capacity of 25,427 and3,963 in
relocatables. Student headcount enrollment as of October 1,20'J.6 was
29,008.

The district experienced actual growth of 1,,178 students in2016. A six-year
enrollment projection, as required for this plan, is shown inTøble 1. During
the six-year window from 2017 to 2022, enrollment is projected to increase

by 4,307 students to a total of 33,315. Growth is projected at all grade
levels.

The Lake Washington School District is the fastest growing school district
in King County and one of the fastest growing school districts in the state,

The district went from being the sixth largest school district in the state to
fourth largest in 2015. In201.6, the District became the third largest school
district in the state. Enrollment growth has resulted in overcrowding in
many district schools.
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I. Executive Summary (continued)

In December 201.4, a Long-Term Facilities Planning Task Force, comprised
of representatives from each of the district's schools and community
members, was convened to develop reconunendations on long-term
facilities planning. From December 20'l'4to October 2015, this Task Force

and a smaller Working Subcommittee met 20 times to learn about and
have detailed discussions on topics ranging from construction costs to
classroom space usage to facilities funding. In November 2015, the Board
of Directors accepted the recomrnendations of the Task Force.

The recommendations provide al5-year framework to address growing
enrollment, provide needed space to reduce class size and reduce the
reliance on portables. The recoûunendations prioritize building new
schools and enlarging aging schools to address capacity needs.

Subsequent to the work of the Task Force, the district proposed a bond
measure for April 201,6. Voters approved that bond measure which
includes funding for the following projects:

o A new elementary school in North Redmond (Site 28) with a
capacity of 550 students

o A new elementary school in Redmond Ridge East (Site 31) with a
capacity of 550

o A new middle school in Redmond Ridge (Site72) with a capacity for
900 students

. Rebuilding and expanding Juanita High School from a capacity of
1,,296 to 1,800 students (an increase of 504 students)

. Rebuilding and expanding Kirk Elementary School for a capacity of
550 based on K-3 class size reduction (an increase of 190 students)

. Rebuilding and expanding Mead Elementary School for a capacity
of 550 based on K-3 class size reduction (an increase of L58 students)

. Repurposing Old Redmond School House to be a preschool building
to free up space at elementary schools

. Rebuilding Explorer Community Elementary School

New elementary school capacity is based on providing full future
implementation of the State's class size reduction plan and providing for
future program capacity. These schools capacity under current class size

and no additional use of space for program is 690.
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I. Executive (continued)

In addition, within the six-year window of this plan, the framework of the
long term plan includes a future bond measure proposed for 2018. The

projects anticipated in the 2018 bond include:
o A new elementary school in the Kirkland area
. Rebuild and enlarge Alcott Elementary School
. Rebuild and enlarge Kamiakin Middle School
. An addition and expansion of Lake Washington High School
o A Choice high school in the Eastlake or Redmond areas
. Property for new schools

A financing plan is includedin Section VIII.
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II. Six-YearEnrollment ection and Lo Term Pl

Six-Year Enrollment Prqieetial

The district developed long-term enrollment projections to assess facility
capacity needs in preparation for a201,6 bond measure. Based on these

projections the district expects enrollment to increase by over 4,307

students from the2017 school year through2022.

The district experienced actual growth oI'l..,178 students in201.6. A six-year

enrollment projection, as required for this plan, is shown inTable 1. During
the six-year window from 2017 to 2022, enrollment is projected to increase

by 4,307 students resulting in a1,4.8% over the current student population.
Growth is expected to significantly impact all grade levels.

Student enrollment projections have been developed using two methods:
(1) cohort suruioøl - which applies historical enrollment trends to the classes

of existing students progressing through the system; and (2) deaelopment

tracking - which projects students anticipated from new development. The
cohort survival method was used to determine base enrollments.
Development tracking uses information on known and anticipated
housing development. This method allows the district to more accurately
project student enrollment resulting of new development by schooi
attendance area.

Cohort Survival

King County live birth data is used to predict future kindergarten
enrollment. Actual King County live births through 2015 are used to
project kindergarten enrolhnent through the2020-2021- school year. After
2021., the number of live births is based on King County projections.
Historical data is used to estimate the future number of kindergarten
students that will generate from county births. For other grade levels,
cohort survival trends compare students in a particular grade in one year
to the same group of students in prior years. From this analysis a cohort
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II. Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long Term Planning
(continued)

survival trend is determined. This trend shows if the cohort of students is
increasing or decreasing in size. This historical trend can then be applied to
predict future enrollment.

Development Tracking

In order to ensure the accuracy and validity of enrollment projections, a

major emphasis has been placed on the collection and tracking of data of
100 known new housing developments within the district. This
information is obtained from the cities and county and provides the
foundation for a database of known future developments, as well as city
and county housing growth targets. This assures the district's plan is
consistent with the comprehensive plans of the local permitting
jurisdictions. Contact is made with each developer annually to determine
the number of homes to be built and the anticipated development
schedule.

Student Rates

Developments that are near completiory or have been completed, within
the last five years are used to forecast the number of students generated by
new development. District wide statistics show that each new single-
family home currently generates a0.424 elementary student, 0.171' middle
school student, and 0.1,19 senior high student, for a total of 0.714 school-
age child per single family home (see Appendix B). New multi-family
housing units currently generate an average of 0.058 elementary student,
0.019 middle school student, and 0.019 senior high student for a total of
0.096 school age chilcl per multi-family home (see Apperñix C). Since 2016

the total of the student generation numbers has increased for single-family
developments and it is less for multi-family developments. These student
generation factors (see Appendix D) are used to forecast the number of
students expected from the new developments that are planned over the
next six years.
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II. Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long Term Planning
(continued)

Enrollment Proj ection Scenarios

The district works with Western Demographics/ an expert demographer,
to review enrollment and projection methodology. They have completed
an independent enrollment projection and high, medium and low
scenarios for future enrollment growth. The district projections along with
the demographer high, medium, and low projections are showninTable L.
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III. Current District "Standard of Service"

King County Code 21A.06 refers to a "standard of service" that each school
district must establish in order to ascertain its overall capacity. The
standard of service identifies the program year, the class size, the number
of classrooms, students and programs of special need, and other factors
determined by the district, which would best serve the student population.
Relocatables (i.e. portable classroom units) may be included in the capacity
calculation using the same standards of service as permanent facilities.

The standard of service outlined below reflects only those programs and
educational opportunities provided to students that directly affect the
capacity of the school buildings. The special programs listed below require
classroom space; reducing the total permanent capacity of the buildings
housing these programs. Newer buildings have been constructed to
accommodate some of these programs. Older buildings require additional
reduction of capacity to accommodate these programs. At both the
elementary and secondary levels, the district considers the ability of
students to attend neighborhood schools to be a component of the
standard of service.

The district's standard of service, for capital planning purposes, and the
projects identified in this plan, include space needed to serve students in
All Day Kindergarten. Beginning in the 201.6-2017 school yea!, the State
funded All Day Kindergarten for all students.

Standard of Service Elementarv Students

School capacity at elementary schools is calculated on an average class size
in grades K-5 of 23;based on the following student/teacher staffing ratios:

. Grades K -'1. @ 20:1,

. Grades 2-3@23:'1.

. Grades 4-5 @ 27:1
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III. Current District "Standard of Service" (continued)

The elementary standard of service includes spaces to accommodate:

o Special Education for students with disabilities which may be served
in a self-contained classroom

. Music instruction provided in a separate classroom
o Artlscience room in modernized schools

. Resource rooms to serve students in:
. Safety Net / Remedial programs
. Special Education programs
. English Language Learners (ELL)

. Special Education, Head Start and Ready Start Preschool

. Gifted education (pull-out Quest programs)

Standard of Service Secondarv Students

School capacity at secondary school is based on the follow class size
provisions:

. Class size Íor grades 6-8 should not exceed 30 sfudents

. Class size for grades 9-12 should not exceed 32 students

In the secondary standard of service model:

Special Education for students with disabilities may be provided in a
self-contained classroom

Identified students will also be provided other special educational
opportunities in classrooms designated as follows:

. Resource rooms

. English Language Learners (ELL)

It is not possible to achieve 100% utilization of regular teaching stations at
secondary schools due to scheduling conflicts for student programs, the

o

Room Utilization at Secondarv Schpqlq
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III. Current District "standard of Service" (continued)

need for specialized rooms for certain programs, arrd the need for teachers
to have a work space during their planning periods.

The district has determined a standardutilization rate of 70o/o for non-
modernized secondary schools. For secondary schools that have been
modernized, rebuilt or rebuilt and enlarged, the standardutilization rate is
83%.
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IV. Inven and Evaluation of Current Facilities

As of April 2017, the district has total classrooms of 'J.,428, including 1',260

permanent classrooms and 1"68 relocatable classrooms (see Appendix A-1). These

classrooms represent a theoretical capacity to serve 33,832 if all classrooms were
only used as general classroom spaces. However, the district's standard of
service provides for the use of classrooms for special programs, such as Special
Education, English Language Learners and Safety Net programs. These

programs serve students at much lower student to teacher ratios than general
education classrooms, or serve the same students for a portion of the day when
they are pulled out of the regular classroom.

As a result, the net capacity of these school buildings is adjusted. A total of 210

classroom spaces are used for special programs as shown in Appendix A-2. The
remaining classrooms establish the net available capacily for general education
purposes and represent the district's ability to house projected student
enrollment based on the Standard of Service defined in Section III, Current
District Standard of Service.

After providing space for special programs the district has a net available
classroom capacity to serve 29,390 students. This includes24,97'1. in permanent
regular education capacity,456 for self-contained program capacity and 3,963 in
portable (relocatable) capacity.

Enrollmentin20'J.6was29,008 and is expected to increase to 33,315 in2022
(seeTøble 1).

The physical condition of the district's facilities is documented in the 2016

State Study and Survey of School Facilities completed in accordance with
WAC 180-25-025. As schools are modernized or replaced, the State Study
and Survey of School Facilities report is updated. That report is
incorporated herein by reference. In addition, every district facility
(permanent and relocatable) is annually evaluated as to condition in
accordance with the State Asset Preservation Program.
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V. Six'Year Planning and Construction Plan

Enrollment projections show that enrollment will increase at all grade
spans. Based on the enrollment projections contained in Table 5, student
enrollment is anticipated to reach 33,315by 2022. The district current
inventory of existing permanent capacity is 25,427.

To address existing and future capacity needs, the district contemplates
using the following strategies:

. Construction of new schools

. Additions/expansion of an existing high school

. Rebuild and enlarge existing schools

. Use of relocatables as needed

. Boundary adjustments

Construction of new capacity in one area of the district could indirectly
create available capacity at existing schools in other areas of the district
through area specific boundary adjustments. Future updates to this plan
will include specific information regarding adopted strategies.

Strategies to address capacity needs employed over the prior six-year
planning timeline (2011.-201.6) included:

Phase II School Modernization (2006-2013) was funded by the voters
in February 2006. The approved bond measure funded the
modernization/replacement of L1" schools throughout the district.
School modernization/replacement projects included the addition of
new student permanent capacity, as needed. The Phase II School
Modernization projects, within the last six years, included:

o Lake Washington High School and Finn Hill Middle School
opened in the fall of 201'1.

o Muir, Sandburg, artd, Keller Elementary Schools opened in the
fall oÍ 2012

o Bell, Rush, and Community Elementary Schools; Rose Hill
Middle School; and International Community School opened
in the faII2013

a
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V. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan (continued)

O

a

a

Additional classrooms were built at Redmond and Eastlake High
Schools, and a new Science, Technology, Engineering and Math
(STEM) high school (Nikola Tesla STEM High School) was built on
the east side of the District. The additions opened in the fall of 2012.

The STEM school was opened in 2012.

Three boundary adjustments were completed: (1) Due to
overcrowding at Rosa Parks Elementary in Redmond Ridge, a

temporary boundary adjustment was made to reassign some

students from Redmond Ridge East to Wilder Elementary; (2)

Because of overcrowding at Einstein and Rockwell Elementary
Schools a temporary boundary adjustment was conducted to move
unoccupied new developments from those schools to Mar¡n
Elementary; and, (3) District-wide boundary adjustments were
identified in201.4 for implementation in the fall of 201.6

Four additional relocatables were added to Mann Elementary and to
Wilder Elementary in the summer of 201.4 to accommodate
additional students.
Twenty-two relocatable classrooms were added at various locations in the
suÍuner oÍ 2015 (as identified in Section VI) to help relieve capacity issues.

Eight additional portables will be added in201.6 to accommodate
enrollment growth.
A seven-classroom addition was opened at Redmond Elementary School
in201.6.

o

a

Based on the student enrollment and facility capacity outlined inTøble 5,

the district has funding from the April 201,6bond measure to construct the
following projects within the period of this plan including:

. Two new elemenÍary schools: one in Redmond Ridge East (King
County); and one in North Redmond (Redmond)

. Rebuilding and expanding Kirk Elementary School (Kirkland)

. Rebuilding and expanding Mead Elementary School (Sammamish)
r A new middle school in Redmond Ridge (King County)
. Rebuilding and expanding Juanita High School (Kirkland)
. Upgrading Old Redmond School House for Preschool
. Replacing Explorer Community Elementary with a new modular

school
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V. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan (continued)

In additioru within the six-year window of this plan, a2018 bond measure
is planned. Though not funded at this time, the proposed bond measure is

anticipated to include the following projects:
. One new elementary school (Kirkland)
. One new Choice high school (Eastlake/Redmond area)
. Rebuilding and expanding Alcott Elementary School (King County)
. Rebuilding and expanding Kamiakin Middle School (Kirkland)
. An addition and expansion of Lake Washington High School

(Kirkland)
. Land purchases for new schools

Many district sites are either at or close to maximum relocatable
placement. However, the District may need to purchase and use

relocatables to address capacity needs at sites able to accommodate
additional relocatables.

June 5, 2017 -Board Adopted Page 15



18619

Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2017 -2022

VI. Relocatable and Transitional Classrooms

The district facility inventory includes 168 relocatables (i.e. portable
classroom units). Relocatables provid.e standard capacity and special
program space as outlined in Section III (see Appendix ,4).

Relocatable classrooms have been used to address capacity needs in the
following schools:

a

a

o

o

In201'J., the district placed relocatable classrooms at school sites in
Kirkland, Redmond and unincorporated King County:
o Krkland ørea:Lakeview Elementary School - two classrooms, and

Rose Hill Elementary School two classrooms
o Redrnond area:Rockwell Elementary School - one classroom and

Redmond Middle School - four classrooms
o Unincorporated Kng County ørea:Rosa Parks Elementary School -

two classrooms
In20\2, the district placed four relocatable classrooms at Redmond
High School. In addition, because of capacity issues, Northstar
Middle School moved from Lake Washington High School into
relocatables units at Emerson High School and Renaissance Middle
School moved from Eastlake High School into relocatables
classrooms on the same campus.
In20\3, four relocatable classrooms were added to Redmond High
School to support special education program space needs and two
additional relocatable classrooms were placed at Redmond Middle
School.
In2014the district placed an additional ten relocatable classrooms
needed as a result of enrollment growth. Four relocatables were
placed at Mann Elementary School in Redmond and two at
Redmond Elementary School. Þ-our relocatables were placed at
Wilder Elementary School.
In 2015 the district added twenty-two portables to address
enrollment growth. These were placed at various schools
throughout the district

o Six at Lake Washington High School (Kirkland)
o Four at Redmond Elementary School (Redmond)
o Three at Alcott Elementary School (King County)
o Three at Rush Elementary School (Redmond)
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VI. Relocatable and Transitional Classrooms (continued)

a

o Two at Evergreen Middle School (King County)
o One at Audubon Elementary School (Redmond)
o One at Franklin Elementary School (Kirkland)
o One at Frost Elementary School (Kirkland)
o One at Redmond Middle School (Redmond)

The district added another eight relocatables to schools in the
surruner of 20'1,6.

o Four at Lake Washington High School (Kirkland)
o Two at Evergreen Middle School (King County)
o One at Alcott Elementary School (King County)
o One at Keller Elementary School (Kirkland)

The district's long term plan anticipates providing new and expanded
permanent facilities to serve student enrollment while reducing the
reliance on portables.

For a definition of relocatables and permanent facilities, see Section 2 öf
Kng County Code 21A.06. As schools are modernizedf replaced, permanent
capacity will be added to replace portables currently on school sites to the
extent that enrollment projections indicate a demand for long-term
permanent capacity (seeTøble 5).

As enrollment fluctuates, relocatables provide flexibility to accommodate
immediate needs and interim housing. Because of this, new school and
modernized school sites are planned for the potential of adding up to four
portables to accommodate the changes in demographics. The use and need
for relocatable classrooms'will be balanced against program needs.
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VII. Six-Year Classroom Capacities: Availability / Deficit
Proiection

As demonstrated ín Appendix A, the district currently has permanent capacity
(classroom and special educatio.n) to serve 11,71,6 students at the elementary
level, 6,238 students at the middle school level, and 7 ,473 students at the high
school level. Current enrollment at each grade level is identified in Appendix A.
Completed projects, as shown in Table 5, would result in an increased permanent
capacity for 3,825 students in2022. Relocatable facilities will be used to address
capacity needs that cannot be immediately served by permanent capacity.

Differing growth patterns throughout the district may cause some
communities to experience overcrowding. This is especially true in
portions of the district where significant housing development has taken
place. A strong residential building market, housing starts, growth and the
number of developments under construction continues to increase. The
continued development of north and northwest Redmond, the recent
increase in developmént on the Sammamish Plateau and also in the
downtown and Totem Lake areas of Kirkland, plus in-fill and short plats
in multiple municipalities, will put additional pressure on schools in those
areas.
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VIII. Impact Fees and the Finance Plan

The school impact fee formula calculates a proportionate share of the costs of
system improvements that are reasonably related to new development. The
formula multiplies the per student costs of site acquisition and construction costs
for new capacity projects by a student generation rate to identify the share per
dwelling unit share of the facilities that are needed to serve new growth. (The

student generation rate is the average number of students generated by dwelling
unit type - new single family and multi-family dwelling units.) The formula then
provides a credit against the calculated costs per dwelling unit for any School
Construction Assistance Program funding that the District expects to receive for
a new capacity project from the State of Washington and for the estimated taxes
that a new homeowner will pay toward the debt service on school construction
bonds. The calculated fee (see Appendix B and Appendix C) is then discounted, as

required by ordinance, by fifty percent.

For the purposes of this plan and the impact fee calculations, the actual
construction cost data from recently completed projects (Sandburg
Elementary School, opened in2012; Rose Hill Middle School, opened in
2013; and Lake Washington High School, opened in 2011) have been used
(see Appendix E).

The finance plan shown onTnble 6 demonstrates how the Lake
Washington School District plans to finance improvements for the years
2017 through2022. The financing components include secured and
unsecured funding. The plan is based on future bond approval, securing
state construction funding assistance and collection of impact fees under
the State's Growth Management Act.
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x.A endices

Appendices AL-2: Calculations of Capacities for Elementary Schools,
Middle Schools, and Senior High Schools

Appendix B: Calculations of Impact Fees for Single Family
Residences

Appendix C: Calculations of Impact Fees for Multi-Family
Residences

Appendix D: Student Generation Factor Calculations

Appendices EL-3: Calculation Back-Up
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TOTAL ALL CLASSROOMS

Number of Classrooms Ca

Elementary Permanent Porlable Total Permanenl Portaþle I otal

Schôols 23 23

ALCOTT 26 12 3E 598 276 874

AUDUBON 22 3 25 506 69 575

BELL 27 0 27 621 0 621

BLAÇKWELL 24 3 27 Ela Þv 621
CARSON 23 4 27 529 92 621
)OMMUNITY 0 3 69 0 69

DICKINSON 23 4 27 529 92 621

DISCOVERY 0 69 0 69
EINSTEIN 24 25 552 23 575

EXPLORER J 4 69 23 92

FRANKLIN 23 3 26 69 598
:ROST 24 25 552 23 575

JUANITA 23 0 23 529 0 529

KELLER 21 22 483 23 506

KIRK 22 3 25 506 69 575

TAKEVIEW 22 4 26 506 92 598

N¡ANN 22 4 zo 506 92 598

[/CAULIFFE 23 7 30 529 161 690

MEAD 25 6 31 575 138 713
N¡UIR 23 0 23 529 o 529

REDMOND 3'l I 39 713 't84 897
ROCKWELL 25 5 30 575 115 690

ROSA PARKS 27 10 37 621 851

ROSE HILL 24 2 26 552 598

RUSH 28 â 3'l u4 69 713
SANDBURG 25 0 25 575 0 575
SMITH 26 I 34 598 184 792

THOREAU 22 0 22 506 0 506
TWAIN ¿6 4 30 598 92 690
WILDER 23 I 31 529 '184 713
¡ otals 063 'I Uä ,bü 'tð,¿4u 2,415 17.604

Number of Classrooms Capacitv
Permanent Ponable I Olat Capacitv F'ermanenl Portable Totalllil¡ddlê

Schools Percent D r CåÞâc¡tv' 130 x câÞâcilv %)

ENVIRONMbN IAL-"" Ê 0 5 83% 125 0 125
EVERGREEN 35 13 48 830/o 872 324 1,196

FINN HILL"""- 28 0 2A 83o/o 697 0 697

INGLEWOOD 55 0 55 70% 1.155 0 1,155

INTERNATIONAL ""* 21 0 21 83% 523 0 523

KAMIAKIN 30 7 37 7Oo/o 630 147 777
<IRKLAND""* 25 0 25 83o/o 623 0 Ê23

NORTHSTAR 0 4 4 700/o 0 84 84

REDMOND ** 37 7 44 A3'/o 921 174 1,095

RENAISSANCE n 4 4 700/. 0 a4 84

ROSE HILL *-- 41 0 41 83o/o 1.O21 0 1.O21

STELLA SCHOLA 83o/o 75 0

Iotals zag 35 31ä I lt.tt4z ü't3 /.4åà

Number of Classrooms ç¿
Portable Tolal

Schools Percenl 2 x CeDecitvl 132 r Câoâcitv %ì

EMERSON IIIGH 10 2 12 7A% 224 45 269
EASTLAKE 93 0 93 7O'/ø 2.063 0 2,083

FUTURES 3 0 70ø/" 67 0

JUANITA 55 I 63 83% 1.461 212 1.673
LAKE WASHINGTON' 59 10 69 83% 1,567 266 1,833

REDMOND ** 73 I 81 83% '1.939 212 2.151
IESLA STEM'"* 24 o 24 83% 637 0 637

fotals 311 2A 34ö I,9t6 / atö 6,t13

IOTAL IJIS I IIIU ¡ 1Zõ0 't ttú 't4zö 29.ðÞ9 3.963 33.832

Kev:
Enrollment on this chart does not

rooms a
or 70%

".-Modern¡zed secondar of 83%
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Lake Washingkìn S(lìool Distri(t Calculations of Capacities for

Elementary, M¡ddle, and High Schools
Capital Faciliti6 Plan 2017-2m2

SPECIAL PROGRAM CLASSROOMS IjSED NET AVALAALE CAPACITY ENROLLMENT

Number of Classrooms

Elementary Permanent self ELL Pre- Net
Portable

setr uon¡¡tneq PonaDle I Olat

Schools clasSrooms conl, Roo Rooms Pemanent
ALCOTT 26 0 2 0 21 12 483 0 216

AUDUAON 0 I '| 0 17 391 5S6

EELL 4 0 ,|
1 0 1a 414 377

0 0 1 0 69 529

o 0 1 368 0 92 460 437

0 0 0 0 0 69 0 0 71

DICKINSON 23 2 3 U U tô Jðö 24 â2 464

DISCOVERY 3 0 o 0 0 0 0 69 0 t
EINSTEIN 24 0 1 0 0 20 42A

XPLORER o 0 0 0 0 0 92 73

0 1 I 69 461 486

2 2 0 0
,l 3S1 24 23 438 445

IANITA 0 4 15 0 345 0 0 345 3t4
KELLER 21 2 2 14 1 322 24 23

KIRK 0 '| 0 0 17 3 391 s50

LAKEVIEW 0 1 1 0 553

0 0 1 1 I 92 461 442

2 0 0 1 111 24 161 599 533

MEAD 23 0 2 0 2A 6 460 0 138 598 630

MUIR 0 3 0 368 0 0 366

REDMOND 31 2 0 0 23 I 529

ROCKWELL 25 0 0 1 0 0 2 632

0 0 2 1 to 713 645

2 0 0 1 2 3S1 21 46 461 452

RUSH 28 0 2 22 506 0 69 5f5 5/9
SANDBURG 25 0 0 18 0 414 0

SMITH 26 0 2 0 0 19 6 43t 635

THOREAU 0 0 1 0 425

2 0 0 1 t37 24 92 553 5E1

19

14 14,503

Mlddle self ELL Net Permanent Nel Pemanent 5ef çomarneo Ponabþ IOIAI OCI ZUTþ

:NVIRONMENTAL"'' 5 0 5 I 125

:VERGREEN 3 1.'t 16

0 617 629

55 2 0 5 0 1.O92 12 0 1,104 1,231

INTERNATIONAL '*- 21 0 0 0 21 0 523 0 0 523 440

KAMIAKIN 30 27 7 567

K¡RKLAND*" 2 23 588

0 a4 89

0 7 472 12 174 1.058 994

0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 84 a4 90

ROSE HILL "'* 41 2 37 0 921 12 0
90

2AO

cnoots
t\tERsoÀt H,tcH 10 0 ? o 8 2 179 0 45 224 50

EASTLAKE 93 3 5 o 85 0 1,904 36 0

FUTURES 3 o 0 6t 46

JU,qNITA 1.168
1 434 266 L736 1 ,54'1

3 0 6 L833 36 212 2.O81 1,718

TESLA STEM ''' 24 o 24 0 637

12 t1 ¡ 2A 1,329 144 /35 !, zuü

14 0 29,390 28,4õ3

does ñot
rooms hâve â .Y Ol 12

v oÍ Ig%
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18619

Lake Washington School District

School Site Acquisition Cost:

Facility
Acreage

Elementary
Middle
Senior

School Construction Cost:

Capital Facilities Plan 2017-2022

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King Counfy Code 21.^.43

Single Family Residence ("SFR")

Cost/
Acre

Percent Construction
Permanent Cost

Facility
Size

Facility
Size

Funding
Assistance

28.07%
28.07o/"

28.07%

Site Cost/
Student

Bldg. Cost/
Student

$43,215

$52,3 56

$49.1 3 6

Bldg. Cost/
Student

Student
Factor

TOTAL

TOTAL

TOTAL

0.4740

0.1710

0.1r90

0.4240

0.l7t0
0.r190

Cost/

Cost/
SFR

Student
Factor

Student
Factor

Student
Factor

SFR

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

550

900

800

$0

$o

$o

10

20

40

Facility
Size

Elementary
Middle
Senior

Temnorary Facilitv Cost:

Elementary
Middle
Senior

Elementary
Middle
Senior

550

900

I 800

0.4240

0. l7l0
0.1 190

90%
90%
90o/o

Percent
Temporary

t0%
t0%
10%

213.23

213.23

213.23

$26,409,350

$52,355,759

$98,27 l,000

Construction
Cost

$225,000

$225,000

$225,000

Sq. Ft./
Student

$ 18,323

$8,953

$5,847

$33,123

Cost/

s627

Cost/
SFR

s2,284

$1,105

s926

s4,315

SFR

23

30

32

0.4240

0. 1710

0.1190

$415

$128

$84

$978.26

$750

$703

Credit/
Student

$5,3 87

s6,464

$7,78 r

State Assistance Credit Calculation:

Const Cost
Allocation

90.0

108.0

130.0

June 5,2017 - Board Adopted

TOTAL
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Tax Pavment Credit Calculation:

Average SFR Assessed Value
Current Capital Levy Rate (2017yS1000

Annual Tax Payment

Years Amortized
Current Bond Interest Rate

Present Value of Revenue Stream

Impact Fee Summarv for Sinsle Familv Residence:

Site Acquisition Cost

Permanent Facility Cost

Temporary Facility Cost

State Assistance Credit
Tax Payment Credit

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

Single Family Residence ("SFR")

$679,590

$ 1.00

$679.59

l0
3.95Yo

$5,526

$o

$33, r23

s627

($4,3 l5)
($5,526)

Capital Facilities Plan 2017 -2022
18619

Lake Vy'ashington School District

Sub-Total $23,909

50% Local Share $11,954

SFR Impact Fee $11,954

June 5,2017 - Board Adopted Appendix B



18619

Lake Washington School District

School Site Acquisition Cost:

Facility
Acreage

Elcmcntary
Middle
Senior

School Construction Cost:

Percent
Permanent

Capital Facilities Plan 2017-2022

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King Counfy Code 21.A.43

Multiple Family Residence ("MFR")

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$o

$o

$o

$o

$0

l0
20

40

Cost/
Acre

Construction
Cost

$26,409,350

s52,3ss,759

$98,271,000

Construction
Cost

$225,000

$225,000

$225,000

Sq. Ft./
Student

Facility
Size

Site Cosl
Student

Bldg. Cosl
Student

$43,215

$52,356

$49,1 3 6

81dg. Cosl
Student

Credit/
Student

Student
Factor

0.0580

0.0190

0.0190

Student
Factor

Student
Factor

Student
Factor

550

900

I 800

Cosf
MFR

Cosl
MFR

Cost/
MFR

$2,506

$995

$934

$4,435

Elementary
Middle
Senior

90%
9ÙYo

90o/o

Percent
Temporary

l0%
t0%
l0%

Facility

Facility

Funding
Assistance

28.07%

28.07%

28.07o/n

TOTAL

TOTAL

TOTAL

Size

Elementary
Middle
Senior

Temnorary Facilitv Cost:

550

900

1 800

0,0580

0.0190

0.0190

Size

23

30

32

$e78

$750

$703

0.0580

0.0190

0.0190

$57

$14

$13

State Assistance Credit Calculation:

Const Cost
Allocation

Elementary
Middle
Senior

213.23

213.23

213.23

90.0

108.0

130.0

$5,3 87

s6,464

s7,781

0.0580

0.0190

0.0190

$3 l2
$123

$148

$84

Cost/
MFR

$s83

June 5, 2017 -Board Adopted

TOTAL
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Tax Pavment Credit Calculation:

Average MFR Assessed Value
Current Capital Levy Rate (2017)/S1000

Annual Tax Payment
Years Amortized
Cunent Bond Interest Rate

Present Value of Revenue Stream

Impact Fee Summarv for Sinsle Familv Residence:

Site Acquisition Cost
Permanent Facility Cost
Temporary Facility Cost
State Assistance Credit
Tax Payment Credit

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King Counfy Code 21.A.43

Multiple Family Residence ("MFR")

$303,766

$1,00

$303.77

l0
3 -95o/o

$2,470

$0

$4,435

$84

($583.0e)

(s2,46e.96)

Capital Facilities Plan 2017 -2022
18619

Lake Washington School District

Sub-Total $ r ,466

50% Local Share $733

MFR Imnact Fee $733

June 5, 2017 - Board Adopted Appendix C



Lake Washington School District
18619

2OI7 MITIGATION DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY
STITDENT GENERATION FACTORS

Capital Facilities Plan 2017-2022

1.397

0.802

0.349

o.417

0.474

0.098

0.636

0.389

0.952

0.412

0.103

0.761

0.222

0.569

0.808

0.586

0.067

0.950

0.909

o.423

o.714

1.500

0.158

o.167

1.444

o.143
o.2't7

0.392

0.789

1.061

0.818

0.733

0.393

0.750

0.778

'1.179

0.132

0.121

0.045

0.133

0.071

0.125

0.333

o.179
o.259

0.000

0-000

0.000

0.158

0.000

0.273

0.167

0.238
0.059

0.034

0.183

0.000

0.118

0.077

o.129

0.000

0.132

0.045

0.038

o.214

0.375

0.053

0.000

0.278

0.071

0.1 30

0.098

0.059

0.034

0.197

0.000

0.078

0.067

o.143

o.'132

0.303

0.182
0.067

0.000

0.438

0.111

0.286

o.362

0.209

0.070

0.083

0.118

0.049

0.182

0.111

0.095

0.077

0.'114

o.244

o.273

0.000

0.500

0.000

0.083

o.444

0.000

0.000

0.098

2OI7 RATIO

ELEMIMIDDL¡I spNTonI ToTAL
0.526

0.636

0.591

0.533

0.321

0.188

0.333

0.714

o.776

0.593

0.279

0.333

0.197

0.049

0.182

0.111

0.619

0.294
0.034

0.380

0.222

0.373

0,654

0.343

0.000

0.574

0.591

0.385

o.357

0.625

0.1 05

0.083

o.722

0.071

0.087

0.1 96

30

35

18

11

11

12

7

33

81

73

15

Ã

36

4

7

7

20

7

3

54

4

29

21

41

2

632

20

11

1C

24

6

2

26

¿

E

2C

5

4

1

2

2

2

3

5

15

0

0

0

12

0

3

3

5

1

1

'13

0

6

2

9

0

88

I
I

3

6

2

0

5

1

3

5

5

10

4

1

0

7

1

I
21

19

J

'l

I
2

2

2

2

1

1

14

0

4

2

8

2

162

6

0

2

I
0

1

I
0

0

5

20I7 STUDENTS

ELEMI MDDLEI sENroRl T'frAL
20

21

13

I
I
3

3

20

45

54

12

4

15

2

2

2

13

5

1

27

4

19

t7

24

0

382

l3

l0

5

10

4

1

13

1

2

10

#

OCCUP

38

33

22

15

28

16

o

28

58

91

43

12

76

41

't'l
't8

21

17

29

71

18

51

26

7N

30

66s

22

2é

t4

16

38

12

18

14

23

51

43

12

76

41

11

18

21

17

29

76

l8
5l
26

70

30

66s

22

28

l4
16

38

'12

18

14

23
51

#

COMPL.

38

33

22

15

28

16

I
28

58

91

crrY/l #

COUNTYIPLAN\IED

sl 38

22RI

Kl 15

Rl 28

IRI

sl 28

sl 58

Rl s1

Rl eo

12KI

Rl 76

Kl 41

11RI

Kl 18

sl 21

Rl 17

Kl 2s

l8KI

5lRl

26sl
70RI

35Kl

KCI 66s

22SI

z8Rl

t4Rl

sl 16

't2Rl

18RI

14Rl

Rl 23

Kl 5r

sl 33

Rl 16

Rl Bo

Kl 3s

Glenshire at English Hill Div I

Glenshire at English Hill Div III

Redmond Ridge East

Hiehland Ridee

Chatham Ridge

Vtntner's Krdge

Sequoia Ridge

Park Ridge

Stirling Manor

Inglewood Place

Gramercy Park

Greystone Manor II
Harmon Ridge
Hazelwood
Heather's Ridge
Hedgewood

Lakeshore Estates
Lakeview Lane
Mondavio/Verona I/Vistas I
Panorama Estates

Pine Meadows
Prescott at English Hill
Preserve at Kirkland

Reese's Run
Sequoia Glen

SummerGrovel&II
Sycamore Park

The Rise

SINGLE FAMILY DEVELOPMENTS
Ashford Chase

Brauerwood Estates
Brookside at The Woodlands

Glenshire at English Hill Div II

Greenbriar Estates

Greystone Manor I

The Crossings

The Retreat

June 5, 2017 -Board Adopted Appendix D



Lake Washington School District
18619

2017 MITIGATION DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY
STUDENT GENERATION FACTORS

Capital Facilities Plan 2017-2022

0.688

0.458

0.080

0.333

o.24A

0.568

0.7140.1 19

o.250

0.083

0.000

0.000

o.120

0.203

o.125

0.063

0.040

o.222

0.040

0.095

0.171

2OI7 RATIO

ELEMIMTDDLSI ssNronl TorAr
0.313

0.313

0.040

0.111

0.080

0.270

0.424

11

22

2

o

6

42

1,413

4

4
0

0

3

15

235

7

339

2

?

1

A

1

2OI7 STUDENTS

ELEMI MIDDLEI SENIoRI TOTAL

5

15

1

2

2

20

839

25

18

25

74

1,977

#

OCCUP

16

48

#

COMPL.

16

48

26

18

25

74

1.985

#

PLANNED

16

53

26

18

25

74

2,046

R

K

K

R

R

CITY/

COIJNTY

R

SINGLE F'AMILY DEVELOPMENTS
Wexford at English Hill
Willowmere Park
Willows Bluff
Wisti Lane
Woodlands Ridge
Woodlands West

TOTALS

20I7 STUDENTS

ELEMIMTDDLEI seNronl TorAL
0.o22
0.019

0.000

0.067

0.009

0.131

0.125

0.345

1.100

0.667

0.044

0.031

0.000

0.394

0.013

0.1 54

0.1 63

0.000

0.041

0.020

o.263

0.379

0.310

0.000

0.068

0.096

0.007

0.000

0.000

0.025

0.000

0.049

0.000

0.034

0.1 00

0.133

o.017

0.0'12

0.000

0.056

0.000

o.o77

0.027

0.000

0.016

0.000

0.026

0.052

0.060

0.000

0.0'16

0.019

0.000

0.019

0.000

0.0'17

0.009

0.033

0.000

0.086

0.100

0.067

0.000

0.012
0.000

0.070

0.000

0.000

0.027

0.000

0.016

0.000

0.053

0.103

0.083

0.000

0.000

0.019

0.014

0.000

0.000

0.025

0.000

0.049

0125
o.224

0.900

0.467

0.028

0.006

0.000

0.268

0.013

o.077

0.109

0.000

0.010

0.020

0.'t84

0.224

0.167

0.000

0.052

0.058

2OI7 STUDENTS

ELEMI MIDDLEI SENIoRI ToTAL
t

0

I

8

2

2C

11

10

I
5

0

28

1

4

24

0

I
2

10

22

26

0

13

215

I

0

0

3

0

3

0

2

1

2

3

2

0

4

0

2

4

0

3

0

1

3

5

0
2

42

0

0

2

1

2

0

5

1

1

0

2

0

5

0

0

4

0

0

2

6

7

0

0

42

2

0

0

J

0

3

2

13

o

7

5

1

0

't9

I
2

16

0

2

2

7

13

14

0

10

131

#

OCCUP

139

54

70

t2a
't17

61

16

58

10

15

181

163

r39

71

79

26

147

108

193

102

38

58

84

18

191

2,258

%OCCUP]

# COMPL.

94%

87%

96%

l00o/o

87%

lOOo/.

16

58

19

15

98o/o

92%

9s%

7'l

75%

26

94%
r08
93%

100%

38

r00%

84

18

97%

#oF
I.NITS

148

62

73

120

134

61

16

58

35
'15

185

t77

146

71

105

135

156

108

208

102

38

58

84

18

196

2,509

CITY/

COUNTY

R

K

K

R

R

K

R

KC

s
K

K

R

R

c

R

KC

R

K

R

K

R

K

R

K

K

MULTI-FAMILY DEVELOPMENTS
Allez Apartments
Arete Apartments
Capri AÞartments

Core 83 Apartments
Elan Apartments
Francis Village Apartments
Graystone Condos
Kempin Meadows Condos
Kestrel Ridge Townhomes
Kirkland Commons Condos
Kirkland Crossing Apartments
Mile House Apartments
OId Town Lofts Apartments
Plateau 228 Townhomes
Pure Apartments
Redmond Ridge East Duplex
Redmond Square Apartments
Slater I l6 Condos

The Luke Apartments
The Ondine Apartments
The Rise Duplex
Velocity Apartments
Villas @ Mondavia Townhomes
Waterfront Condos

Waterscape Apartments

TOTALS

June 5, 2017 -Board Adopted Appendix D



Lakel$þ$rington School District

Cost

Size

Comparison

Capacity

Adjustment

Cost

Adjustment

* Student capacity includes

69 students for Discovery
Community School

School Future

Capital Facilities Plan 2017-2022

School

Construction Cost

(bid 20 I I , actual const. costs)
s21,720,911

$28,714,025
5o/o

Projected Construction Cost in
2018 @ 550 student capacify

598 students

550 students

(all-day kindergarten, and reduced

class size k-3

2011 Construction Cost

$36,323 per student space

(based on 201 I construction costs,

$21 720 l1l598students
$48,017 per student space x 550

students : $26,409,350
on 2018 costs

$48,017 per student space

(based on 2018 projected costs,

714 / 598 students

2018 Projected Cost

(adjusted fot capacity difference)

s21,720,911
2011 actual const.

Construction Cost

$26,409,350
201 8 550 student

Projected Construction Cost in

June 5, 2017 -Boat'd Adopted Appendix E-l



Lakel$þ$ington School District

Cost

Size

Comparison

Capacíty

Adjustment

Cost

Adjustment

Rose Hill Middle School

Capital Facilities Plan 2017-2022

Future Middle School

$40,793,000Construction Cost (bid 2012)

s52,355,759
201 8 5%

Projected Construction Cost in

900 students 900 students

545,325 per student space

(based on 2012 construction costs,

$40 I 900
2012 Construction Cost

$58,713 per student space

(based on 2018 projected costs,

55 759 I 900

$58,713 per student space

(based on 2018 projected costs,

759 I 900 students$

2018 Projected Cost

(no capacity difference)

79320Construction Cost

$52,355,759
201 8 900 student

Projected Construction Cost in

June 5, 2017 -Board Adopted Appendix E-2



Lakel$þ$ington School District

Cost

Size

Comparíson

Capacity

Adjustntent

Cost

Adjustment

Lake School

Capital Facilities Plan 20 17 -2022

Future School

$61,000,000Construction Cost 2009

201 I 5Yo

Projected Construction Cost in
$85,550,060

1,567 students 1,800 students

8,928 per student space

(based on 2009 construction costs,

l1 students
2009 Construction Cost

$54,595 per student space

(based on 2018 projected costs,

$85,550,060 I 1,567 students)

$54,595 per student space

x 1,800 students: $98,271,000
(based on 2018 projected costs)

201 8 Projected Cost

(adjusted for capacity difference)

IConstruction Cost 2009

$98,271,000
2018 student

Projected Construction Cost in

June 5, 2017 -Board Adopted Appendix E-3
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2017 -2022

X. TABLES

Table L: Six-Year Enrollment Projections

Table2: Enrollment History

Table 3: Inventory and Capacities of Existing Schools

Table 4: Inventory of Undeveloped Land

Tabte 4a: Mup

Table 5: Projected Capacity to House Students

Table 6: Six-Year Finance Plan

June 5, 2017 - Board Adopted



18619
Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2017 -2022

Six-Year Enrollment Proj ections

County Live Births**

2016*

24,630

2,328

z,c3 /
2,413

2,494

2,427
2,349
) )7'-)

2,257

2,121.

2,003

2,022
1.,895

1.,890

2017

25,032

402

2,386

2,465

2,684
2,448

2,518
2,465

2,355

2,240
t ))c
2,095

2,009

2,094
2,024

998

3.44%

998

2078

24,91.0

(122)

2,408
2,532
2,623
2,724

2,482
2,561
2,473

2,326
2,2't6

2,196
2,'J.05

2,090
) ,)4,

954

3.18'/.

'L,952

2019

25,348

438

2,473

2,548

2,685

2,663

2,755

2,525

2,544
2,436

2,296

2,179

2,203

2,"182
t t')t

751

2.43%

2,703

25,487

202L

25,518

31

2,495

2,618

2,741

2,709
) 7rq

2,7'1.5

2,777

2,448

2,450

2,337

2,243

2,249

2,396

530

'1.64%

3,899

2022

25,549

31

2,496

2,615

2,75'1.

2,76't

2,725

2,757

2,701.

2,720

2,403

2,386
, e,ro

2,305

2,366

408

1..24%

4,307

2020

139change

Kindergarten *"*

Grade 1 ****

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

GradeT
Grade I
Grade 9

Grade 10

Grade 11

Grade 12

2,495

2,607

2,688

2,712

2,685

2,786

2,497

2,499

2,394
2,248

2,182
2,276

2,308

Total Enrollment

Yearly Increase

Yearly Increase

Cumulative Increase

29,008 30,006 30,960 31.,71'J. 32,377 32,907 33,315

666

2.10%

3,369

* Number of Individual Students (1'0 / 1' /L6 Headcount).

*n County Live Births estimated based on OFM projections. 2020 and prior year birth rates are

actual births 5 years prior to enrollment year.

*** Kindergarten enrollment is calculated at8.24% of County Live Births plus anticipated developments

**** First Grade enrollment is based on District's past history of first grade enrollment to prior year
kindergarten enrollment' 

source: LWSD

Six-Year Enrol lment Projections

36,000

35,000

34,000

33,000

32,000

31,000

30,000

29,000

28,000
2016 2017 20x8 2019

".*|Ì*Low ...þMedium .+lligh
2020 2021 2022

Source: Westernì Demographics

Table 1Jlune5,2017 - Board Adopted
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2017 -2022

Enrollment History *

County Live Births **

Kindergarten / Live Birth

2007 2008 2009 2010 201L

2'J.,863 22,431 22,874 22,680 24,244

7.76% 7.95Yo 8.15% 8.25% 7.87%

2012

24,899

7.860/0

20 3 201,4

25,222 25,057

S.08% 8.02o/o

Period

2015

24,51.4

8.97yo

20L6

24,630

9.45%

8.24o/oAverase

Kindergarten

Grade 1
Grade 2
Grade 3
Grade 4
Grade 5

1.,696 't,783 1,865 1.,872 1,908 'J,,957 2,037 2,009 2,198 2,328

'1,,959

1,901

1,853

1.,857
'1,753

'1,903

2,020

1.,934

L,90't

1.,854

2,047

1,936

2,036
'l-.,937

1,897

2,1.46

¿108
L,968

2,056

1.,936

2,12L

2,203

2,1L6

1,986

2,05L

2,1,50

2,t74
2,207

2,125

2,003

2,218

2,228

2,236

2,231,

2,137

,101

2,284

2,270

2,258

2,257

2,292

2,405

2,363

2,31.5

2,258

2,537

2,413

2,494

2,427

2,349

Grade 6
GradeT
Grade 8

'1,825

1,692

L,8\'1.

1.,738

1,805

1.,673

1,838

1,726

1.,819

1,898
'1,829

1.,734

'1.,920

'1,857

1,831

2,002
-1.,929

1,860

1.,979

2,047

1,924

2,123

2,023

2,053

2,213

2,114

2,002

2,272

2,257

2,121

Grade 9
Grade 10
Grade L1

Grade L2

1,755
'1,763

L,8l.L

1,890

1.,782

1.,739

L,728

1.,909

1.,660

1.,780
'1,742

L,802

1,,756

1.,672

1,798

1,81.6

'1,687

1.,740
't,671.

't,824

'1,802

1.,71.4

L,730

1,742

1.,868

1.,795

1.,649

1.,699

1.,933

1,853

1,727

L,634

1.,999

1.,961.

1.,780

1.,930

2,003

2,022
'1,895

1,890

Total Enrollment 23,566 23,769 24,085 24,589 24,9L5 25,395 26,048 26,71,6

203 31,6 504 326 480 653 668

27,830 29,008

-1,t78

605

Yearly Change 1.,1-14

* October 1st Headcourit
* Number indicates actual births

5 years prior to enrollment year

Average increase in the number of students per year
Total increase for period
Percentage increase for period
Average yearly increase

5,M2
23o/o

2.s7%

May 12,2017 - DRAFT Table 2



Lake 1,8âdltngton School District

2076-17 Inventory and Capacities of Existing Schools

Total Net Avail
Tuanita Area

25 Frost Elementary

03 Juanita Elementâry

04 Keller Elementary

26 Muir Elernentary

06 Discovery Comunity
06 SandburgElementary

02 Thoreau Elementary

60 Environmental& Adventure

63 Fim Hill Middle School

67 Kamiakin Middle School

82 Futures School

82 Juanita High School

Kirkland Area
07 BellElementary 11212NE112d1

96 Comunity School 11133 NE 65ttt

16 Frar*Iin Elementary 12434 NE 60th

09 KirkElementary 13126thstreet

10 Lakeview Elementary 10400 NE 68th

15 RoseHillËlementary 8044 128thNE

18 Rush Elementary 6101 152nd NE

14 Twain Elementary 9525 130dr NE

96 International Comunity Schoo 11133 NE 65th

AddresS
11801 NE 140th

9635 NE 132nd

13820 108th NE

14012 132nd NE

12801 84th NE

12801 84th NE

8224 NE 138th

8040 NE 132nd

8040 NE 132nd

14111 132nd NE

10601 NE 132nd

10ó01 NE 132nd

430 18dr Avenue

12033 NE 80th

13505 NE 75th

13505 NE 75th

10903 NE 53rd St

12033 NE 80dr

4213 228th NE

3045 180dr NE

7040 208th NE

18025 NE 116th

7040 208dr NE

17001 NE 104ih

16800 NE 80th

11125 162nd NE

22845 NE Cedar Park Cresen

22130 NE 133rd

6900 208th NE

10055 166th NE

77272N8104th
400 228th Ave NE

3225 205th PL NE

1035 244th Ave NE

23823 NE 22nd

1725 216th NE

23305 NE 14dr

24120 NE Sttr

400 228th NE

4OO 228TFI NE

CapacitJ¡**Capacity**

65 Kirkland Middle School

80 Northsta¡ Middle School

69 Rose Hili Middle School

61 Stella Schola Middle School

80 Emerson High

84 Lake Washington High

Redmond Area
53 Alcott Elementary

19 AudubonElementary
46 DickinsonElementary

24 Eirßtein Elementary

46 Explorer Cormunity School

22 MamElementary

23 Redmond Elementary

21 Rockwell Elementary

41 Rosa Parks Elementary

32 Wilder Elementary

74 EvergreenMiddleSchool
71 Redmond Middle School

85 RetlnrutulHighSchool
73 TeslaSTEMHighSchool

Sammamish Area
54 BlackwellElementary

52 Carson Elementary

57 McAuliffeElementary

58 Mead Eiementary

56 Smith Elementary

77 Inglewood Middle School

86 Renaissance

86 EastlakeHighSchool

575
529

506

529
69

575
506

125
697

777

67
1,,673

621,

69

598
575
598
598
713
690
523
623

84
't,02'i,

75
269

r.,833

874
575
627

575
92

598

897
690
851
71.3

1,,196

L,095
2,151,

637

438

345

369

368
69

4't4
41,4

\25
647

726
67

't,523

4'1.4

69

461,

460

506
461,

575

553
523
597

84

933
75

224
1,,736

759
460
484
483
g,

461,

737

598
713
627

L,095
1,058
2,081
637

621,

621.

690
7't3
782

1,155

84
2,083

529
460

599
598

621.

1,,1,04

84
1,,940

* Note: See Table 4a for District Map. Locatiorìs indicated by numbers stated in dris colum.
** Note: "'Total Capacityrr = Total permanent/portable capacity as comhucted

(Total Capaçity does ¡rot acçount for space used by special prograurs)

"Net Available Capacityr' = Total Capacity minus uses for special programs

(Net Available Capacity accounts for space used by special programs)

Ca¡ital Facilitie s Plan 2017 -2022

June 5,2017 - Board Adopted Table 3
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2017 -2022

Inventory of lJndeveloped Land

AddressSíte
#*

-1 -t

75

90

91

Area

Juanita Area
None

Kirkland Ärea
None

Redmond Area

No School Use
Allowed

Undetermined

No School Use
Allowed

Undetermined

194d'NE aboveNE 116tr' King County

Jurísdíctìon Støtus

*****

22000 Novelty Hill Road

NE g5th & lg5th NE

NE 95tr' Street & 173'd Place NE

King County

King County

King County

In reserye ***

**;t**

In resele ***

Sammamish Area
59 Potential School Site Main & 228th NE Sammamish In reserve ***

Footnotes
"*" : See Table 4a for a District map. Locations indicated by numbers stated in this column,
36***" : "In reserve" refers to sites owned by the District. While the District does not

anticipate construction school facilities on these sites within these six years, they are

being held for the District's long term needs.('*****": Properly unable to be used for a school site due to the King County School Siting
Task Force recommendations as adopted by the King County Council.

The King County Rural Area Task Force concluded:

1. "Lake Washington 2" (Site 75):37.95-acre site located on the north side of
Novelty Hill Road &. adjacenr. to south boundary of Redmond Ridge. The
District must work with King County to find an alternative site within the
UGA. If an alternative site cannot be feasibly located, the District can use the
site for a "small [5 acrel environmental schoolwhile placing the remainder of
the use into permanent conservation."

2. "Lake Washington 4": Existing undeveloped acreage at DickinsonÆvergreen
site - this acreage be used for school development and can connect to sewer.

3. "LakeWashington 1(Site33)": 19.97 acres located I/4mile eastofAvondale
Road - no school use allowed; potential conservation value.

4. "Lake Washington 3" (Site 90):26.86 acres located l/4 mile south of Novelty
Hill Road and ll2 mile east of Redmond City Limits - no school use allowed.

June 5, 2017 - Board Adopted Table 4
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Lake Washington School District
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2017 -2022

Projected Capacity to House Students^

20T6 20T7

25,427

20L8 2019 2020 2021. 2022

Permanent Capacity

New Construction*:
Redmond Ridge East Elementary #31

North Redmond Elementary #28
Redmond Ridge Middle School #72

^^ New Lake Washtngton/Iuantta Area Elementary
** Lake Washington High School Addition

*** New Eastside Choice High School

550

550

900

55U

233

Rebuild and Expansion
Kirk Elementary School #09

Mead Elementary School #58

Juanita High School #82
** Alcott Elementary School #53
*** Kamiakin Middle School #67

190

158

504

190

Permanent Capacity Subtotal 25,427

29,008

25,427

30,006

26,527

30,960

27,775

31.,711.

29,062

32,377

10 )4)

32,907

to rRt

33,315Total Enrollment

Permanent Surplus/(Deficit) without Projects (3,58L) (4,579) (5,533) (6,2841 (6,950) (7A80) (2888)

Permanent Surplus / (Deficit) with Projects (3,581) (4,579) (4,433) (3,936) (3,315) (3,655) (4,063)

* New schools and additional permanent capacity through modernization / rebuild (replacement)
* Projects that are not funded (without these projects, the deficit with projects would be -4,898)
** These projects are anticipated to be under constructioo but not completed within the six year window of this plan

^ Does not include relocatable capacity

June5,2017 - Board Adopted Table 5
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Lake Washington School Dist¡ict

Six-Year Finance Plan

20tg 2020
Est Secured

Fiscal Year * 2017 2018 2021 2022 Total State Local ^

* Fiscal year is from September ofthe year stated through August ofthe following year (e.g. "20 I 7" meâns "September 201 7 through August 20 I 8")
** Mo¡ies for the major projects above have not been secured but these projects are shom because ofthe need

" lncludes secured and unsecured local bond funding, impact fees, and mitigation fees. lmpact fees may be applied to g¡oMh related capacity prcjects.

4 I,0 I 5,28 I

123,3

34,852. r

34,852, I

41,0t5,28

46,280.000

46,26 t.488

41,755,728

70,903,570

34,852. l

34,852, I

44,015,2a

44,015,28

138,177,

1t,755,

46,26

34,678,301

600,000

t,047

33,186,

36,1 16,91

40,646,23

1,

sl27

I 5,478,753

7

36,1 16,91

6,569,6'7t

1,073,91

7 t,443,

I,t38,Ì71

1,ti8,l7l

981

535,

536,

32,99t

1,098,728

1,098,?28

35,107,855

35,107,855

36,5 14,

38,260,6 t5

13,

13,

7,',t69,255

7,769,255

13,893

7,690,13

98t ¡3

18,553

XX

67

84

XX

Mod - Alcott Elementary

New - Kirkland Area f,lementary

Mod - K¡mi¿kin Middle School

Addition - Lake Washington High School

New - Eastside Choice lIigh School

3I

28

09

58

72

82

New - Redmond Ridge East Elementary

Nerv - North Redmond Elementâry

Rebuild/Enlarge - Kirk Elementary

RebuildÆnlarge - Mead Elementary

New - Retlmond Area Middle School

RebuildÆnlarge - Juanita High School

Capi tal Facilities P lan 2017 -2022

June 5, 2017 - Board Adopted Table 6
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I Executive Summary

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (the "Plan") has been prepared by the Kent
School District (the "District') as the organization's capital facilities planning

document, in compliance with the requiremente of Washington's Growth
ManagementAc't, King County Code K"C.C. 21A.43 and Cities of Kent, Covington,

Renton, Aubum, Black Diamond, Maple Valley, and SeaTac. This annual Plan

update wa$ prepared using data available in the spring of 2017 for the 2016-2417
school year.

This Flan is consistent wlth prior long{enn capitalfacilities plans adopted by the
Kent $chool Disbict. Thls Plan is not.intended to be the sole planning document
for all of the District's needs. The District rnäy prepare interim and periodic Long

Range Capital Facilities Plans consistent with Board Policies, taking into account
a longer or shortertime period, otherfactors and trends in the use of facilities, and
other needs of the District as may be required.

Prior Capital Facilities Plans of the Kent School District have been adopted by

Metropolitan King County Council and Cities of Kent, Oovington, Auburn and

Renton and included in the Capital Facilities Plan elernent of the Comprehensive
Plans of each jurisdíction. This Plan has also been submitted to oities of Black
Diamond, Maple Valley, and Seaïac for their informafon and inclusion in their
Comprehensive Plans.

ln order for impact fees to be collected in the unincorporated areas of Kent School
Þistrict, the Metropolitan King County Council must adopt this Plan and a fee-
irnplementing ordinance for the Distric{. For irnpact fees to be collected in the
incorporated portions of the Districl, the cities of Kent, Covington, Renton and

Auburn must also adopt this Flan and their own school impact fee ordinances.

This Capital Facilitieç Plan establishes a standard of service in order to ascertain
current and fr¡ture capacþ. While the State Superintendent of Public lnstruction
establishes square footage guidelines for capacity, those guidelines do not

account for local program needs in the District. The Growth Management Act, King

County and City codes and ordinânces authorize the District to make adiustments
to the standard of service based on specific needs for students of the District.

This Plan includes the standard of service as established by Kent School District.

Program capacity ie þased on an average capacity and updated to reflect changes
to special programs served in each building" Portables in the capacity calculation
use the same standard of service as the permanent facilities.

Kent School Dbt&t Sk-YearCapitat Facililiea Plan

2

April2017
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The capacity of each school in the Dístrict is calculated based on the District's

standard of åervice and the existing inventory of permanent facilities. The District's

program capacity of permanent faóilities reflects program changes-an9- th9 ¡tgte'q
inañOateO rbOuition of class size to meet the standard of service for Kent School

District. Portables provide additional transitional capacity.

Kent School District is the fifth targest (fte basis) district in the state. Enrollment is

electronically reported monthly to the Ofüce of the Superintendent of Public

lnstruction (¡OSpl) on Form P-223. Although funding apportionment is based on

AnnualAveiage f uitTime Equivalent (AAFTE), enrollment on October 1 is a widely

recognized "snapshot in time" that is used to report the Districfs enrollment for the

year as reported to OSPI.

The District received authorization from the Office of Superintendent of Public

lnstruction to temporarily re-open the former Kent Elementary School at 317 Fourth

Ave South in Keàt. fniå tacility witl be used to house the kindergarten and early

child education classes for both Kent and Neely-O'Brien Elementary Schools to

alleviate overcrowding at those schools. This building re-opened in fall 2014 as the

KentValley Early Leaming Center.

The District's standard of seryice, enrollment history and projections, and use of

transitional facilities are reviewed in detail.in various sections of this Plan. The

District plans to continue to satisff concurrency requirements through the

transitional use of portables.

Afinancing plan is included in Section VIII which demonstrates the District's abili$

to implement this Plan. Pursuant to the requirements of the Growth Management

Act, ihis Plan witl be updated annually with changes in the ímpact fee schedules

adjusted accordingly

Kent Scfrool Dlstrlct Sk-Year Capital Facilil'hs Plan
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I I Six - Year Ënrollment Projection

For capitalfacilities planning, enrollment growth projections are based on cohort
survival and studentyield from documented residential constructÍon projected over
the next six years. gae TaNs2,pssasandrrsppawsA. The student generation factor is the
basis for the growth projections from new developments. (s",p'gcc,

King County live births and the Distric't's relational peræntage average were used
to determine the number of kindergartners entering the system. (,see rab/s t, paceT)

8.19% af 25,032 King County live births in 2412 is projected fsr 2,050 students
expected ín Kindergarten for October 1,2017. This is an increase of 402live births
in King County over the previous fêâf. 1eæ raua r, p¿sc a)

Early Chlldhood Educalion students (also identified as "ECE'), "Early Childhood
Special Fducation {"ECSE')students areforecast and reported to OSPI separately
on Form ?-223H for $pecialEducation Enrollment. Capacity is rsserved to serve
students in the ECË programs at elementary schools.

The first grade population of Kent School District is traditionally 1-3% larger than
the kindergarten population due to growth and transfers to the District. Cohort
survival method uses historical enrollment data to forecastthe number of students
projected for the following year. Projecüons for CIclober 1, 2017-2A22 are from
OSPI Report 1049 - Ðetennination of Projected Ënrollments.

Withín practical limits, the District has kept abreast of proposed developments.
The District will continue to track new development activity to determine impact to
schools. lnfonnation on new residentialdevelopments and the completion of these
proposed developments in alljurisdictions wíll be considered in the District's future
a na lysis of g rowth projections, lscË 

",åp¡¡eô 
34

The Kent School District serves eight permitting jurisdictions: unincorporated
King County, the cíties of Kent, tovington, Renton, and Auburn and smaller
portions of the cities of Seaïac, Black Ðiamond, and Maple Valley

Kent School D¡slrlcl Slx-Yeâr Capital Facililies Plan

4

April2A17



1 8619

sru DENT G ENERAT!9-¡UFACTOR

"Student Factot'' is def¡ned by King County code as "üre number derived by a
school disfict to describe how many students of each grade span are expected to

be generated bya dwelling unif'based on distric't records of average actual sludent
generaÞd rates for developments completed within the last ten years.

Following these guidelines, the student generation rate for Kent School Distict is

as fullows:

Single Family

Multi-Family

Elementary
Middle School
Seníor High

Total

Elementary
Middle School
Senior High

Total

.398

.096

.r85
.679

.117

.028

.029
174

The student generation factor is based on a survey o12,757 single-family dwelling

units and 1,831 multi-farnily dwelling units with no adjustme¡! for occupancy ratest
please refer to Appendlx D on Pagô 37 of the Capital Facilities Plan for details of

the Student Generation Factor survey.

ln preparing the 2017-2018 to 2O?2-2O23 Capital Facilities Plan the District

contrai¡teO with Dav¡s Demographics and Planning (DDP) of Riverside Califomia,

a noted expert in demographic studies for school districts, to anal¡ze and pçpa¡9

the student genenatioñ facrtor. DDP used a larger sample of single family

residences thãn the distric.t did in previous plans and included both "garden" and
uurban style'aparünents ln the calculation for multi-family residences.

Urban style apartnents typically have four stories, a central lobby and entrance,

elevator äcceês to allfloors and have a central conidor with apartments on each

side. These apartmenb have líttle or no surface street parking, with parklng l*qtø
beneath the |uilding; retail may or may not be included with the building. lf there

is retail it wlll generally be located on the first floor. These apartments seldom have

swimming pools and do not have playgrounds for children.

lGnt Sóool Dbrlci Slx-Yoer Captbl FacllE{cs Plan
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Garden style aparfnents willhave very little studis apartments and willhave more
three bedroom apartments then the urban style and in theory generate more
students enrolled in school. These apartments will also have lawns, club houses,
swimming pools and placee for children to play.

The Dlstrict felt that it is important to include both styles of apartments for he
studBnt generation factsr. Though it is anticipated that few students will oome from
the urban style, they are now part of the mix in Kent and thus should be included
in rnix of multi-family housing units.

Within the district's boarders there are several low-income and multi-family
houeing projects. coming on-line during 2017-2418, Once developed and
oæupancy occurring the District does recognize that the student generation for
multî-family housing will likely increase forthe 2018 Capital Facilities Plan.

6
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Grade I
Grade 2

Grade 3
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Grade I h Í.
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Grade 10

Grade 11

Grade 12
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1815

1876

2É1

2Gt8

2052

2t23

2106

2138

2185

2*4
2Æ1

1962

1t/6

lg)1

1gz3

1918

2æ7

2065

æ50

N2
2122

2148

2575

28
2059

1ed8

1S05

1961

1968

ßn
2052

2091

2475

2117

2173

2472

n17
2W
1712

f845

1996
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2@2

1956

2086

2135

2095

2153

2Æ
%8
2048

1894

-13{

-4n

1g8fl

1888

ß1ø

1983

2@4

'1974

2135

2f05

211',|

2471

2271¿

r995

1658

213/

2t17

19(l5

2æ2

2000

M4
2Ûâ

2139

2139

2455

2æ2

lB3
't646

2119

2186

æ55

1922

NI
æ08

2o79

M
2121

21æ

2048

1873

1Í¡g

2090

2127

2190

?o70

1956

2118

2t23

2104

2091

2424

2151

1802

1576

t8{,

-r3t

20/,5

2131

216Í¡

2176

æ89

1958

ã'58

1974

2100

æ93

2165

181E

1742

2,O13

2,067

2,183

2.195

2,1S5

2,ß3

1,952

2,021

2,021

2,105

2,099

1,865

1.730

æ,8A2 20,E31 28,764 26,æ0 2Ê,615 26,612 26,6ô¡1 26,724 ß,612 26.5?f)

-31 .34
Ysüly Èlædcouot

lncr¡ase/ Desseca

Cumulaüvc lncn¡¡c

-212

-Tl0

€7

-98-310

-t5

-217

17

-333-2û ¿98

I Tltailn'rbrrhdcrhtâclirdUrü¡rhKhrCCor¡lfysyrrrspdorbdro&Ídllyoerúwd.tdbywscllnolloîsfdsOG0.rùnttlof
Hcellh, Ce¡¡þrbrHe¡llh Shü¡tlcs, Krntgdrool frlttlclp'@oLgrD.r.d oñrctud fhrlrr¡.rtñ.rroümnt 5 y.|r¡ l¡tr.

2 Emoltnell ¡eporE þ ü6 staþ m Fûn P¿æ gemrato¡ beslc oû¡caüon ñ¡ililno ailt mnl(ls8 Eerf Cffi$ood Spoclsl Eûrcaüqr

(ECSF&'8Íl" or8&ñ b 2Pn6.ùoollnct¡rlveE r¡csüon)üdcofi!¡ÈoìlyRrfnlne9¡¡t¡t¡rþ¡rt.
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KEÎ{T SCHOOL DISTHCT No.4l5
SIX.Y'EAR ENROLTtrENT PROJECTION

¡i C Eþm tah2oro

King County Llve Blñhs i

lnsra¡c I Dccæa¡c

KlndeEgrten/Blr$% ¡

24,630

0

8.17f

26,032
Æ2

6.19*

24,910

E21X

-12:2

25,348 24.975

138 €7t!

8.06!a E.1ô!3

24,926 24,8n I

4e 10

8.18X 8.rô%

FD Khderprten @'1.0

Grade I
Gnade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

Grade 7

Gnade 8

Grade I
Grade l0
Grade 11

Grade 12

Ycarly ¡ncroæcrDcquasc ¡

YcÛf lnoræclDccæcrc96

2013

2ß7
2163

2195

2195

2103

r952

2021

2021

2,050

2,Mg

2,092

2,'|.88

2,215

2,210

2,112

1,944

2,U2

2,Mg

2,081

2,069

2,116

2,208

2,230

2,219

2,1U

1,964

2,U2

2,O77

2,107

2,O92

2,135

2,21¿3

2,?39

4210
2,125

2.150

1,985

1,7U

2,038

2,C13

2,103

2,131

2,711

2,150

2âz

2fro
22.33

2,326

1,909

1,720

1.493

2,0u

2,069

2,098

2,127

2,150

2,126

2,159

2,223

2,263

2.446

2,065

1,655

1.507

2,030

2,(F5

2,094

2,122

2,148

2,165

2,135

2,151

2,246

2,487

2,171

1,790

1.450

2105

209S

1865

17æ

2214

1,869

1,819

f ,034

2,23A

1,966

1,620

1,594

Tot¡tEnroltmentPrcjecüont 26,529 æA32 26,452 26,509 28,749 26,91f 27,032

-91

4.Et%

20 tî
0.08% o2lEL

210

0.9tt3

1gi2

0.6r%

121

0.¡t5t¡

f lgtd.r¡ntt"n"roûnc¡rtprqlccümbrz0l7bbrædorlGrilsDpcrccnbgcofhætirlhhlfigConilylwyearrprcvlau.

Uw utlh! lbr KfE CouñV ¡fl €sl¡natec foryern 202G?022

2 
rcn¿o4¡¡ten proþA¡on h oalcülatcxl by r¡lng tlr Dbtlcfs pttvlorrs year pcrcantagc of Klng Courty trlrlhr frve ycert carilcr

cm|pãrd to acû.El I'drúcrgrrþfl onrdùneñt h thc pevlot¡s year. (Edt¡dcs ECSE - E¡rly Cftlldhood Spcd¡l Rluca$m pmdroohr)
3 Hc¡dcor¡* ftoF<{¡onsÍotæ'17 -m?2fiom OSPI Rrport l0¡t9 - tÞtcrmhalion of Ptojcclal Enroümenb

a 
OA 2oto P223 Hcadcormt b 20,532 & FTE 26,190.15. Fu[ l"loadcq¡nt ìflilh ECE Pr€sùool & Rumlne Slütetd€nls r 28.089

O W T H PROJ IONS. fur cunent economic

Forfadllties planning purposeÊ, this six-year enrollment pn¡jection anticipates consen¡ative enrcllment

gron{h from nery developmmt curently in sonæ phase of planning or oonsfucüon ln the dlstrlst

l<cntSdioolDbticislr-YcrC.rritdFtcil¡ü.lPlm Tablg 2 Aprfl201?

8

2018 2019 2420 2021 2022

AClUAL

2016 2017

Tohl Enrolmert Prciedion 26,529 2A-132 26.452 26.749 28.911 27.432
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I I I Current Kent School District "Standard of Selice"

ln order to dètermine the capacity of facilities in a school district, King County Code

214.06 references a "standard of service'that each school district must establish
in order to ascertain its overall capacity. The standard of service identifies the
program year, the class size, the number of classrooms, students and programs

of special need, and other fac{ors determined by the district which would best serve
the student population.

This Plan includes the standard of service as established by Kent School District.

The DistrÍct has identífied schools with significant special needs programs as
"impact" schools and the standard of service targets a lower olass size at those
facilities. Portables included in the capacity calculation use the same standard of
servíce as the permanent facilities. (See Appendix A, B & C)

The standard of service defined herein will continue to evolve in the future. Kent
School District is continuing a long-term strategic planning process combined with

review of changes to capacig and standard of service. This process will afiect
various aspects of the District's standard of service and future changes will be

reflested in future capÍtalfacilities plans.

Current Standards of Service for ElementarvjÊtudgnts-

Class size for Kindergarten is planned for an average oî 23 or fewer students.
Class size for grades 1 - 3 is planned for an average of 23 or fewer students.
Cfass size for grades 4 - 6 is planned for an average of 27 or fewer students.

Class size for Kindergarten and grades 1, 2 and 3 for schools that qualiff for hþh
poverty funding (14 elementary schools for 2017-18) is planned for an average of
17 or fewer students.

Some special programs require specialized classroom space and the program

capacity of some of the buildings housing these programs is reduced. Some
students, fur example, leave their regular çlassroorn for a short period of time to
receive instruction in specialprograms and space must be allocated to serve these
programs.

Some students have scheduled time in a computer lab. Students may also be
provided music instruction and physical education in a separate classroom or
facility.

Some identified students will also be provided educational opportunitíes in

classrooms for specialprograms such as those designated as follows:

English Language Learners (E L L)
Education for Disadvantaged Students (Title I) - Federal Program

I

Kont ScfTool D¡3tric{ S¡x-Yoar Capilal Fadl¡lþ3 Plan April2017
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Learning Assisted Prcgrams (LAP) * State Program
H ¡ghly Capable Students-State Program
Reading, Math or Seience Labs
Dual Language Programs in 4 elementary schools

lnclusive Education Service for Elementary and $econdary students with
disabilities may be provided in a separate or eelf-contained classroom sometimes
with a capacity of 10-15 depending on the program:

Early Childhood Special Education {ECSE) -3*4 yr. old students with
disabilities
Tiered lntervention in lnclusive Education $upport Center Programs
lntegrated Programs & Resouroe Roorns ffor special rernedial assistance)
Self-contained lnclusive Educalisn Support Center Programs {SC/
SchoolAdjustment Programs for students with behavioral disorders (SÁ)

Adaptive Support Center for Mild, Moderate & Severe Disabilities (ASCDD)
Speech & Language Therapy & Program* for Hearing lmpaired students
Occupational & Physical Therapy Prog rams (OT{PT
The Outreach Program ffOP) for 'lt-2'l year old seeondary students

Some newer buildings have been consüucted to accommodate most of these
progråms; sorne older buildings have been rnodified, and in some circumstances,
these modifications reduce the claçsroçm capacity of thç buildings, When
programs change, program capacity is updated to reflect the change in program
and capacÍty.

Current Stendards of Servicejqlr Secof¡darv Studçnts

The standards of service outlined below reflect only *those programs and
educational opportunities provided to secondary students which directly affect the
capacity of the school buildings.

Class size for grades 7 - I is planned for an average of 28.6 orfewer students.
Class size for grades I - 12 is planned for an äverase of 30.6 or fewer students.

Similar to lnclusive Education Programs listed above, mâny other secondary
prCIgrams require specialized classroorn spãce which can reduce the program
capaciþ of the permanent school buildings.

ldentified secondary students willalso be provided other educational opportunities
in classrooms for programs designated as follows:

Compuier, Multi-Media & Technology Labs & Programs
TechnologyAcademy at KenþMeridian l'ligh School& MíllCreek Middle School
Science Programs & Labs - Bíology, Chemistry, Physics, Oceanography,

Astronomy, Meteorology, Marine Biology, General Science, êtc.
English Language Learners (E L L)

Kent School Oistrict Sk-Yoar Cåpilâl Fåc¡liiôt Plån
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Music Programs - Band, Orchestra, Chorus, Jazz Band, etc.
Art Programs - Painting, Design, Drawing, Ceramics, Pottery, Photography, etc.

Theater Arls - Drama, Stage Tech, etc.
Joumalism and Yearbook Classes
Hlghly Capable (Honors or Gifted) and Advanced Placement Programs
lnternational Baccalaureate ('lB") Program
JROTC - Junior Reserve Offcers Training Corps

Career & Technical Education Programs (CTE - Vocational Education)

Family & Consumer Science - Culinary Arts, Sewing, Careers

MOhildren/Educ., etc.
Child Development Preschool and Daycare Programs
Health & Human Services - Sports Medicine, Sign Language'
Cosmetology, etc.

Business Education - Word Processing, Accounting, Bus¡ness Law &

Math, Marketing, Economics, Web Design, DECA, FBI-,{ (Future

Business Leaders).

Technical & tndustry - Woodworking, Cabinet Making, Building
Trades, Metals, Automotive & Manufasturíng Technology, Welding'
Drafting, Drawing, CAD (Computer-aided Design), Electronics,
Engineering & Design, Aviation, ASL, etc.

Graphic & CommercialArts, Media, Photography, Theater & Stage, Ag
& Horticulture.

Kent Phoenix Academy' Performance Learning Center, Gateway, Virtual High

Schooland Kent Success programs

Space or Classroom Utilization

As a result of scheduling conflicts for student programs, the need for specialized

rooms for certain programs, and the need forteachers to have a work space during

their planning periods, it is not possible to achieve 100o/o utilization of regular

teaching stations at secondary schools. Based on the analysis of actual utilization

of classrooms, the District has determined that the standard utílization rate is 85%

for secondary schools. Program capacity at elementary schools reflects 1000/o

utilization at the elementary level.

Kent School Dlsûlct Slx-Year Capital Fgclllüos Plan
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I V lnventory and Capacity of Existing Schools

Currently, the District has permanent program capacity to house 27,103 students
and transitional(portable) capacity to house 2,085. This capacity is based on the

Distric,t's $tandard of Service as set forh in $ection I I I. lncluded in this Plan is an

inventory of the District's schools by type, address and cunent capacity. (See

Table 3 on Page l3). The ratio between permanðnt capacity and portable capacþ
is 94.9%-5.1%.

The program capacity is periodically updated for changes ín programs, additional
classrooms and new schools. Program capacity has been updated in this Plan to

reflect program changes implemented in the Fall of 2015'

For the 2015-2016 school year and beyond the state has a mandated lower class

size in 14 elernentary schools that are classîfied as high poverty. The new class

size in grades R-1,2 and 3 will be 17 students for every tsacher'

Calculation of Elementary, Middle School and Senior High School capacities are

set forth in Appendices A, I and Ç. Maps of existing schools are included on Pages

14-16.

For clarification, the followÍng is a brief description of some of the non-traditional
programs for students in Kent School Ðistrict:

Kent Mountain View Academy servss Grades 3 - 12 with transition, choice and

home school assistance prograrns. lt is located in the former Grandview School in

the western part of the district in Des Moines. This school was originally designed
as an elementary school and is included in the elementary capacity for this Plan.

Kent Phoenix Acaderny is a non-traditional high school opened in fall 2007 in the

renovated site and building that formerly served Sequoia Middle School, Kent
phoeníx Academy has four special prÕgrams including lhe Performance Learning

Center, Gateway, Virtual High $chooland Kent Success.

i6rad - ln partnership with Green River College, Kent School District has pioneered

the lndividualized Graduation and Degree Program or *iGrad". iGrad offers a

second chance to students age fS-21 who have dropped out of high school and

want to eârn â high school diploma. iGrad is not included in this, Capital Facilities

Plan because it is served in leased spåc€ at the Kent Hill Plaza Shopping Center.

Over the past three years, enrollment in the iGrad program has averaged over 300

students.

Kenl Scùool Di¡trid Sh'Year Capilål Facilit¡ð6 Plãn
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.4l5
lN\rEllToRY and CAPAGÍTY of EXSTING SCHOOLS

scHooL
' Y€¡r
Op3 r€d ABR ADDRESS

2016-17

Pro$am

Capacity

Eæt l'ü¡l E êmonl¡ry

Emsrald Part

FdNrood Brmglt¡ry

1953

1999

1989

lgsi¿

¡161

1n
3E6

13fl.

EH

EP

FW

DE

9825 S 2{0& Sbeot, lGnt s8031

11800 SE 2l6th Slrêsl, lcnt 9803't

18600 - 1,t8lh Avenua SE, Ro,ton 98058

D¡nbl ELmenlrry I1310 SE 2,l8th t(ânt 98030

CsÍl¡go Ct€¡l Eþmenlsry

CedarVaüoY Elrmont¡rY

Covheton El€monury

1990

1971

't96r

't980

12ß

3ú0

1'-16

afF

cc
cv
co
CW

18235 - llolh Avenus SE, Renlon 9E058

26500 T¡ilbod¡nc W¡y SË, Covruton 980¡12

17070 SE We¡( Ro¡d, Covlnour 98042

Crg3twood 2FP23 - 1801h Avenuc SE, Covhston 980t2

Gcooe L
Glsnrüg. Elomentsry

Grase Lako EþrEnhry
Ho.lzoo Elcmcntary

1996

1971

rg00

tg87

,t31

ln
an
3t1

GR

GL

HE

JC

lg{05 - tã)th Avenuc SE. Rånton 98058

28700 - 191!t Plâct SE, lcñl 9EOl2

276,ai - l+fih Avcnuc SE, Kcnt 981X2

Jenklns Oroel 26915 - t88lh Avonue SE, Covlnoton 98042

Kenl Elomenlsry

Kant V¡[sy Eerly L.¡mho Ccnl¡r

Lsko Yqrms Eþmqrl¡rY

Mailn Sortun Eþmcnl¡ry

t€99

2O'l¡t

1S66

f987
l9s4

151

3rE

ln
¡155

1g

I(E

¡o/

LY

MS

MR

2{?00-6llhAwm¡o Souü, lcnl S803,¡

317 -ath Avc S, Kcnl, WA 08032

f9660-l{2ndAvonuo SE Kent 98042

tftlf SÊ 2,l8lh Skest, lGnt 98030

Mardon Rldoâ m$ - lo8lh AìËnuc SE. lGnl9E03{)

Merldl.n ElenenÞry

M¡llônnhm E¡smrnl¡ry

Nc.VO'BdcD El!|nsnttry

f030
2000

1090

2000

497

4?8

¡15{

1n

ME

ML

NO

PL

26s21 - l40lh Aìreft¡e SE, Kent 98ü2

11919 SE 270{h Stre€t. lGnl 98030

6300 Soúh 236th Slræt, Kont 98032

P¡nlhâr l¡kâ 20E31 ..l08th Avânuê SE. Kerü 080:11

P¡rt Ordr¡rd Ëlom€nlary

Plnc Trr. ElGmcnlary

RbgsrvEod Ebm.rt¡ry

1963

1967

1987

l99a

1dt

ß7
4n
1n

PO

PT

RW

SW

ll0l0 8Ë æ2nd sÙu¿t, lGnt 9ll03l

278¿5 - 1t8lh Avcnut SE, K.nt 9803{,

18030 - l82nd Placs SE, Rsnton 98058

Sawve¡Wood¡ 3113s - 228th Arr. SE, Elact Dlamond 08010

Sc.ldc Hil Ehmtntary

S0o3 cl€okElgmsntâry

sprhobrook Eþm€ñtry

Sunrbc Elêmônl!ry

EþmmltryToTAL

Cedrr lbþhb Mlddle Scttool

M¡tt¡on MHdþ Stttool

Me€k r Mlddþ Scåool

Morlrtlan lllddla School

Mlll Cfrrk Mlddlt Súool

Norlhr¡vootl Mkttll¡ Sdtool

Mlddl€ SdlooITOTAL

Kcnt îIaddlan Hþh School

lGnüakc Scdo¡ Hl¡h School

Kcntldge Scnlor H¡gh Súod
lGn$,ood serllor Hbh gcltool

SonlorHþhTOTAL

f\ant ilounûsln \nÊ{Y Acrdêmy

lGntPhænlxAc.dsmy

DISTRICT TOTAL

SH 26026 Woodland W¡y Soulh, fcr¡t 98030

SC 12051 SE2l8lbPl.c., Ksnt 9q¡31

SB 2lþ35-1müAvril¡aSE, Konl 08031

SR 223ü)-132ndAvenusSE. Kent 98042

1960

1971

r9ô9

1æ2

1993

1981

lg70
1S6E

2005

199ô

rg6l
1gg7

r968

f981

1907

2û7

1U
380

39ô

ln

cH 19040 SE 2?2 Sltast, Covíngton 98H2

ùlA l6¡1008E251¡t8ù€€t, Covhgþn 9E0¡t2

Mt( l28008Elgzndslrlol, Ronton 9E(88

MM 231S0-l20lhAv3nueSE, lGnt 981xl1

MC 620 Norlh corúr¡l Avonue, lGnt 98032

t'lw 1700?SEl8¡1lhS1rÊot Renton9805E

KM t0f20sE256lhslrlct, lcnt 98090

KL 2140l SE 3il)lh StrÉê|, ûGrÈ 080¡12

KR t2¡t30sE2Blhslrcct, l$nt 0E031

KW 25800-f64lhAvonr¡cSE, Cwlngtm 98Or2

MV/LC ?2420 Mllnary Road, Dca Molncs 98lg8

PH tl000sE264thstlêt l(.nt 98{¡30

t2.8aE

t llt

r.001

1,3t7

2grt
2,1â

27.103

89t

ta
8t?
te2

st¡
920

rþr

386

111

Table 3lGnt Súool Dlst¡ld Sh.Yaer Capflal F¡dlilþ¡ Plan

t3

M¡y ã¡10



Õ
ÊL
<ut
¡J

Í¡.
äl
b0

tu
c¡
b,\

\,Þ

€)trl
lgl¡-

v

mr
Þl(Í{ 

l.
f3l;

[ü1

F

g

è

U

o
â
Éc
t¡vl

t¡,¡t

O)

@
@

C¡¡IüIËEüñã¡fE'
gEotñlât¡rrr6
so$ilo¡or¡üÈ
cFEln¡ooã¡
oÀtÊLÊt
€t¡rt.lltt êt

ÊlÊilrDåRßÉi
É4frt{oÍDt!
OL{XñOrûçF¡
gaâü$t¡n€Ë!
å{¡ñt¿ûr¡ Ers

'/: ¡É{ru¡g¡eãrtg

l(Þt¡ Èt
¡¡r(€rüraßiGa
rüllrtü0¡ErItGa
xËAlÖrv¡DGrÊÊ3

ilËeülÁ¡'¡ËS

nu$rl{ut€3

¡rÊ€LvotaE*Es re€üctxtå:t
, p¡rffHmr.sa(ãE¡ soorcnEErEå

trñ{o¡cnrÀmÉs ":1 cFñ¡¡6rFooí€r
pr¡ÊIâËßF3 tt *ütG38
sÞðEítoooEÉ
SAtVf€ñìrooo{*s

å ¡¿."¡

N

A
å s ffi*:

*
&

:

¡&

. frlsrr !t¡0

&
db

I

!
J

t

i
i
å

]

t
{

s

îffij: å w *3*!!r
' þ xx'x

.D

*



0
O¡
(t,
æ,
'c,

g.
cl
e0
o
(¡,
o
N

\f)

(\l

nt

6

9&t
¡'- lI..rl
-r1l'Li.i I.

fll:.
'.,*.lo

l"@fi

F

N

e

tJ

tt
ô
oo
ç).t,

o
:¿

O)

(o
co

CEOAEHEICHTSTS¡

{Arrso}¡ ü5

üEeÉ€ß lls
".,r' tEâlotANt s

tllLlCÊEËK¡rrq

iloßÍ{w(nnlá8

Sshæln

N

,{

''¡ÔRTHWêO0 
Èts

CìJrrrrt 536
l¡lt ?t20: Sä.9
fs}l 2d¡3: St¡2.3

&
s

MÊÊXETT"lS'cd;r,ånt ær
riil zo:o: ars.¡
Fãll ¿þ?3: 61È"0

I'TILL CBE€K ù.lS
Cuiiinl: ils

Fsfl 2020: g?9-9

F ll 20?3: 902å

*,

Fall
2o?tl59d-s
¿0?3:'6?å.0

*
cgtrAR HE¡GHTS l¡r$

ûüfrêllt: 61 I
Fn0 2û20: 6S?.3
fdllæ3:695.2

.ä'
jlN

ûr2
-r+:.îî--Mllås



õ
l¡

æ,
t
ñ.
rll
ãr
l}
Ð
cl
Þ\

\ct

c-.1

ll,
tÀ

(o

(/jll,
ii:r'l

Ët
r,åll
';Jl./T5
691

F

N
ò

tJ

tt
f)
e(t
Qtt

ð,
ì¿

O)

@
@

t(ÉNf rtËRtolÄå¡ HE

.+,. KEñITLATå Ë8

ßEil¡RTTçE IIû

x€¡{rwaoÐF.i8

s.oñóqtt

N

A

xEilrnËGËHs "
cùrrdä¡l"r*ue

Fit 202fnlr918.7
rail 2*q:lP¡5.e

&
I

ì

t<Ë¡{îj.ilERt[tlÀH Hs
'çún*hl: ?13€

Fålr !02ül'?r2r-*
trnt1'?023: ?i8{.2

r{Êr{TTìrotp Hs
Cunafft: Igãa

Foll Zû40: l 684.2
Fsll2023: lt?:|".f

&
.¡

.á-T S.-

f 0 2
FE ñÉf-r¡rlit\e,S,



18619

V Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan

ln Novembe r 2017 , the voters of the Kent School District approved a bond

measure îor $252 million. This new bonding authority will provide for a
replacement for Covington Elementary school (with increased capacity due to

gräurtn¡, a new elementary schoot in the KentValley (site !o be determined),

twenty-additional classrooms throughout the district as well as other
infrastructure projects.

At the time of preparation of this Plan in spring of 2017, the following Prollcts to

increase capaòity either are in the planning phase or will start in spring 2017.

r planning is comptete for'a replacement school for Covington Elementary School

in first q-uarter ot ZOß. The project will start in spring of 2017 with planned

compleiion in fall2018.The project is funded with a combination of bond funds
(bonds issued in February 2017), state assistance and impact fees.

r Ptanning is in progress for an additional etementary school in the Kent Valley in

2020 or beyond. The projed will be funded with bonds funds and lmpact fees.

¡ Plannlng is in progress to add an additional 20 classrooms to elementary
sohootslThe lôcaions will be determined by need. The proiec{ will be funded
with bonds funds and imPact fees.

. Enrollment projections reflect ft¡ture need for additional capacity at the _.
elementary'scÉool level. Future facility and site needs are reflected in this Plan.

. Some funding for lease or purchase of additional portables may be provided by

impact fees ãs needed. Sites are based on need for additional capaoity.

As a criticat component of capital facilities planning, county and city planners and

decision-makers are encouiaged to consider safe walking conditions for all

students when reviewing applications and design plans for new roads and

developments. This sfrould ¡nôlude sidewalks for pedestrian saÊty to and from

school and bus stops as welt as bus pull-outs and turn-arounds for school buses.

lncluded in this Plan is an inventory of potential projects and sites identified bythe

District which are potentially acceptable site alternatives in the ft¡ture. (saeraoøtø,

PW 18 & Sitê nap on PWe '19),

Voter approved bond issues have included funding for tfre purchase of sites for

some oi if¡ese and future schools, and the sites acquired to date are included in

this plan. Some funding is secured for purchase of additional sites but some may

be funded with impact fees as needed. Not all undeveloped propert¡es meet

current school consiruction requirements and some properly may be traded or sold

to meetfuture facility needs. The Board of Directors has started the process to sell

surplus property in the spring of 2015.

K€nt School Dlstrld Sil-Year Capit¡l Facll¡t{êt Plen
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KEl,lT SCHOOL DISTRICT No,415
Slte Acqulsltlons and Projects Phnned to Provlde Addltional Crpacity

Taþle 4

scHooL/FActLrTYtsm Compbllon
Dsts

Frogram lËtt

ËLËâ|lËl{TARY

ñdì
utp 2 OIT{ËR SIÎES AôêUIRËT'

! RephcåmsñtforCodngtonEÞmenhry

Covl¡$on ÊCm - Cüpãdtylû bå Ëplâacd

l.¡ów EþmËlllarySåool

10 Addlt¡onðl PårmarËnt Clâssroorns

TEMPORåRY FAGLMES

Pôrtâblss I

4 CodrEtôr aråâ North {}.¡s.r Malbon t¡S)

6 Covinglon area We$l (Hrlbson v$il(strsn)

3 H¡m Låkê area {Pohrd,

I SEof L¡keMonotâr€s {Wêåtprop€rty)

2 Shady Lk ârÊå (Sorr¿srf,, Blåkrã, Orâhdå, ptro¡no,

I So. Klng Co, Actirrity Cåotãr(Íomsr ill¡ke sÌte)

f¿ SouthCånlralsllå {Yph"t{îns}

Ì{ots6:

SÉ 266th SrËQt a 1g¿lh Aw Sg.

1?070 SìË wlr Ro¡d, Corrhûton

l(8nt Vsûsy

Róplæcrtrnt
Flemedrry Phnßh! 201&19

ur¡lÞdElemtnhry

Eþmsntrry
Addllbn Pkrniru 2{¡:10¿02t

Eþmåntsry
Âddltlon Pl¡nnhg Z0r9-?0Aa

830 1S'¿

sSt

600 1001å

{80 10096

MIDDLE STHOOL T SENIOR HIûII

No new projec{s reqsirêd for Seccdary Sdroóls at lhis timç & $ecordary Schools are endrded from lmpect Fee formria.

v¡rlous schoolo wlreæ ¡æedêd

SE 2ü1 & 164 €Ë; Covhgtofl S8042

SÊ 25ô 6 l5{ Sê tùrkntoô tt0{?

16820 SË 2¿0. ldÞôt S&042

SË 3i!2 & 204 SË, Ksíls804t

17¡t?8 SE 192 Stf€rl Rðlttor 931¡58

SË 167 & 170 SE, R€fl10¡ ¡8858

sE 2t6tl St & 124th Avê SE, AstxÍr¡ 00091

rffiñit
lcwdry I

m0 - Fs placfitsnt s6 rsÊdåd l.lsw phnnlng 20"{.7+ a.n.¡ô 10016

trdt g
Þðl9ltdort Tyos

L,¿rd U¡a
ù¡i¡dcüon

uôrn

urùän

trhrrül

Íþ¡r¡l

Urbûñ

Êurrl

Urü¡r

Êlãmêrtåry

Elsmentary

Elêm€nlðry

Sacondery

Elementãly

TAD

ÏBD

Clty of Covlrx¡ton

Cfry ofGovln{ron

Kns County

Kno Comûy

f¡ruCôunV

lftq Counly

l{ng Cq,nty

I TBD - To ba delermhed - Soms ¡nr$ arê ¡dån0ñðd but placamãñt. ümlng ondror confourallon of porlsblôr ha6 nol boðn doþnîinêd.

¡ Numb¿rs core$pond !ô åli¿6 on Slte Bank Map on Pagê 20. Olh€r Mâp 3¡þ locâüone afg parcelr Honl¡f€d ln Tablê ? ø P¡go 3lt.

Kenl ScrEol Distrlçt Sh-Yêer Catird Fælili¿s Pþn
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The Board will continue annual review of standard of seruice and those decisions
will be reflected in the each update of the Capital Facilities Plan.

V I Portable Glassrooms

The Plan references use of portable as interim ortransitional capacity and facilities.

turrently, the District utilizes portables to houss sludents in excess of permanent
capacity and for program purposês at some school locations. (r'laasasaeÁppendícdsA,

I, Ct

Based on enrollment projections, implementation of full day kindergarten
programs, lower state mandated class size, prog€m capãclty and the need for
additional permanent capacity, the District anticipates the need to purchase or
lease additional portables during the next six-year period.

During the time period covered by this Plan, the District does not anticipate that all

of the Districfs portables willbe replaced by permanentfacilitics. During the useful
life of some of the portables, the school.age population may decline in some
communities and increase In others,'and these portables provide the flexibility to
accommodate the immediate needs of the communiþ.

Portables rnay be used as interim or transitional facilities:

1. To prevent overbuilding or overcrowding of pennanent school
facilities.

2. To cÕver the gap between the times of demand for íncreased
capacity and completion of permanent schsol facilities to meet
that demand.

3. To meet uniqus program requirements"

Portables currently in the District's inventory are continually evaluated resulting in

some being improved and some replaced-

The Plan projec.ts that the District will use portables to accommodate interim

housing needs for the next six years and beyond. The use of portables, their
impacts on permânent facilíties, life cycle and operational costs, and the
interrelationship between portablês, emerging technologies and educational
restructuring willcontinue to be examined.

Kent Schoól Dlstrftt Sh-Year tåpftal Fåólliües Plan
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V I I Proiected Six-Year Glassroom Capacity

As stated in Section IV, the program capacity study is periodically updated for

changes in special prograrns and reflects dass size requirements, class size

fluctuations etb. Rs shown in the lnventory and Capacity chart in Table 3 on Page

13, the program capacity is atso reflected in the capacity and enrollment

COmpafison chaftS. lsee Tabtass & 5 A-B.c at f¡rsês ?2'25).

Enrollment is etectronically reported to OSPI on Form P-223 on a morrthly basis

and funding apportionment is based on AnnualAverage FTE (AAFTE)' Tle !1st
school day-of ÔctoUer is widely recogn¡zed as the enrollment'snapshot in time'to
report enrollment for the Year.

Kent School Distric,t continues to be the fifth largest district (both fre and headcount

basis) in the state of Washington. P-223 Headcount for October 201 6 was 26,529

with úindergarten students counted at 1.0 and excludlng ECSE and college-o-nly

Running Stãrt students. A futl headcount of all students enrolled in Ostober 2016

totals 28,089, which inctude ECSE and collegeonly Running Start students.

ln October 2}16,there were 1,015 students in 11lh and 12ft grade participating in

the Running Start program at different colleges and receiving credits toward both

high school anO côtbge graduation. Five hundred eighty-nine of these students

ad'ended classes only at ihe college ('college'only") and are excluded from FTE

and headcount for ca-pac¡ry and enrollment comparisons. Kent School District has

one of the highest Running Start program participation rates in the state.

Based on the enrollment forecasts, permanent facility inventory and capacity,

cunent standard of service, portabÞ capacity, and future additional classroom

space, the District plans to continue to satisff concunency requlrements through

the tfanSitiOnal USe Of pOftableS. lsoc r¿ôþ5å¡?d TebtessA¿.-ConPaçs22-25).

This does not mean that some schools will not experience overcrowding. There

may be a need for additional portabtes and/or new schools to accommodate
groivtn within the Disfict. New schools may be designed to accommodate

þlacement of future portables. School attendance area changes, limited and costly

inovement of portables, zoning changes, market condit¡ons, and educational

restructur¡ng w¡lt all play a major role in addressing overcrowding and

underutitization of facilities in different parts of the D¡strict'

Kent Sóool Dbtrlc{ Slx-Ycar Capllal F¡cfllth¡ Plan

21

N111201'l



18619

KENT SCHOOL DISTRIGT No. 415
FROJËCTËD EN ROLLMEI'IT and CAPACITY

TOTAL OISTRICT

Permanent ProEram Capac{ty r 27J43 27,193 r'ilgS 27,103 27,323 n,Ul 28,163

Replâcarn¿flt $ù0d rdh pr!þd*d lncrsa¡o lñ ca¡64t:
Covington Elementary Replacement ¡q z

To Red¡cs ü¡nonl Cürürgtqn Êl€mêntrly capadry

New Elemenlary School ln KentValleyt

Additional Permanent Classroom*

630

-530

600

ua fto n0 120

SGHOOL YEAR 201ù17 gût?.18 20't&Í3 201s.20 ?¡2&21 20fi-n mi¿2at

AÊturt PROJECTED

b Permanent t

?7,103 2?,',lgx 27.103 27,323 27,443 2816A 28,?83

lnt¿ñm Poúabls Cåpûorty r

Glommüry Fullür c.tðfty Raqr.trd

UlddlG SrlËl porlãbþ Captüy Roqrûul 
7

Seolorlfgh Såoöl Pültlþ cåprdlyRcqtdnd 
?

t t,1,6üô

0

0

,440

0

ü

728 1 ,440 I ,348

0

0

33ô456

0

û

0

0

0

0

0

0

Pêmars,nt Prog€m ôôpaô[y Subtcüâl

1,{40 1,öõâ 1,728 1,440 1,248 456 336

TOTAL CAPÀCffY I
28.$43 ?6,759 2t.851 28.763 28.691 28.61S 28.619

TOTAL ENROLLMEÌ{T/ PROJECïON å
2g.529 26,{32 26,452 26,509 26,749 26.911 27.092

OI STRICT AVAILÀBLË CÂPÀCffY T !.014 2,327 2,375 2.254 LS42 1.7A8 1.587

I 
Capscity ls based on slandard of service for prwrams provided and is updãted periodlcåfly to ref¡ect program chånges.

2 Replacement sohool for Covingrton Elernentary will increaee cepae¡g ârd will bé bu¡lt on ã di¡turanl existing urban síÞ.
E New Ëlementary Sdrool on sile Ín Kent Valley lo be determined.

a 201çt7 total dassroom portrable capacity ls 1440. Some add¡t¡onsl relocatabte used for progrem purposês.

6 Aclual October Headcount Fnrollmenl wllh Projecùons from OSPI Reporl 1049 - Detêrminalion of Projeded Enmllmenls.

6 
Schooì capacity meets conc¡rrency requ¡rements and no impåcl ieEs âre proposed for secondary schools,

Table 5Kent Súool Obukt Slx-Y€qr Copnsl Fãcfit¡es PIån
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tGnt Mountaln VlewAcademy 2

KENT SCHOOL DISTRIGT NO. ¡116

PRO.,ECTED ENROLLMENT and CAPAGIW

ELEMENTARY - Grades K-6

12,W8

3S6

13,24 13,24 13,244 f3,464 13,584 'l4,30l

Changes lo Eþmentary Capacity

Covingûon ElEm€nbry Ftêplecement (u) 3

WII rrplrca arrant Co&g¡o glaflanbry olptdv
630
-530

New Elementary Sdtool h KentValley

Addilþnal Pemânent Clegsrþomsa 120 120 120

subþt¡l 13,244 13241 13,24 13,464 13,584 14,3M 14,121

Portåblê Cepac¡ty Requlred 
r '1,440 1656 1728 1,140 1218 456 336

600

,120

SCHOOL YEAR æ1e'17 2{'l7-18 20t8.1Þ 2019.20 m2t.21 2û21-At, mnn

AcIrel PROJECTEO

I

?60I1t2
TOTAL

ENROLLMENT' PROJESNON 6 14.688 14.910 14.968 14,91õ 14,838 14,763 14,757

Ad u3 ed D ¡ndêr aftcn

SURPLUS IDEFICITì CAPACITY 4 -10 4 -11 € -3 3

Number of Po¡t¡bþ¡ Rrqulnd o0 60 72 g0 52 19 11

1 
Gapaclty l¡ based on sbndsrd of serylce fur programs povHed and le updated periodically lo fglled progr¡m chang€.

2 lGnt Mountaln Vþr¡vAcadcmy b I speclal program têrving sfudents ln Gr¡dês 3' 12.

Ths school bullding (formefi Kent Leaming @nter & G¡anûþw Ehm) was desþned es an eloricntary 3ctFol.

3 
Reptacement sclrool for Covlrgbn Êlamerdary wlll lncraa¡e capecity and l¡ planncd for e dlñrênl otdsüng urban sllË'

. Add¡l¡onal cl¡ssrooms w¡ll bo plscc.t at 6ôools wlth ttl€ grcatest necd for glcvo orrtrcro$d¡ng

t Adual Odobar Hoadcount Enrgllrnent wlth Prcjodloæ fr,orr OSPI Rcport 1049 - Dolermlnal¡on of Pfojodod Enrollmsnts'

Emol6ont & Pfoþc,t¡ons relþd FULL Day Klndergarten at Att Elsmentary sôool3 @ 1.0 & exchtdc ECSE PGschooþlr,

Table 5A¡Gnt Schoot Dbùictsh-Yedr Câpfitl F.c¡ltti¿¡ Pbn
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.4l5
PROJECTED ENROLLMENT end CAPACITY

MIDDLE SCHOOL - Grades 7 - 8

Middle Sc{rool Permanent CaDaclty I 5,149 5,148 5,148 5,149 5,149 5,149 6.149

No Chanoæ lo Mldde School Ceoadtv

Subtotrl 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148

Portable Capacity Requircd I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

SCHOOL YEAR 201ç17 mfl4E æt&l9 201gao NW21 2@1-22 20''2a3

A¡ü¡¡I PROJECTED

TOTAL CAPAOTY lIT 5,149 5,148 5,149 5.149 5,149 5.149 5.149

ENROLTMENT/ PROJECilON 2 4,U2 3,986 4,068 4,335 4,463 4,476 4,gW

SURPLUS (DEFICIN CAPACITY 1.106 1,162 1.080 813 ô85 A72 751

NumbcrofPo¡bbbsRôquhcd0000000
No Cla¡srcom Portebl9s frquür€d at mlddþ scfioob et tñb the. Soma PorbblË usad for cþsgrcorn aßl prograrn purposrs.

t Capadty ls baeed on standsrd of ¡ervlcc forprograms pmvkled and ls updated perlodlcal¡y to ref,ecf pmgram dnnges.

2 Adual Odober Headcount Enmltment wiür Projedions ftom OSPI Report 1ø9 - D&rmindon of Pmjected Enrollment¡.

e Surplus capactty due to grade leræl reconfiguraton - Æ 9ü gr€de studenls mo'red lo thê hþh scfrools in Fall2üX.

Kcnt School Df¡ùä Sh-Ycrr Caplhl Fednþs Pbn Table 5 B
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT NO.4I5
PROJEGTED ENROLL'/IENT ANd GAPAGITY

SENIOR HIGH - Grades9-12

Senlor Hlsh Permanent Capacity I 9,711 8,711 8,711 8,711 8,711 8,711 8,711

lncludes Kent Phoenlx AcademY 
2

No Chanoes to Hioh School Capadtv

subtot¡l 8,711 8,711 8,711 8,711 8.711 8,711 8'71I

0 0 0 0 0 00

SCHOOL YEAR 2018-17 2017-18 201&f 9 201920 202ç21 2ù21-n æ22-23

Adual PROJECTED

,|

TOTAL CAPAC.ITY I 8.711 8.711 8.711 8,711 8,711 8,711 9,711

ENRoLLMENT / PRo¡ecltoN' 7,799 7,536 7,416 7.259 7,M8 7,672 7,878

SURPLUS IDEFICIT} CAPACITY s12 1,175 1,295 1,4ë2 1,263 1,039 833

NumbarofPorlrbletRcqulßd 0 0 0 0 o 0 0

No Gl¡¡eroom Portablec requked 
", 

,nn ,*". Some Port¡blo¡ u¡cd fo¡ cta¡rmom and pogram pupoocr.

1 Capacity is ba¡cd on stendard of 3crv¡c¿ for prcgfams provided and ls updated pefiodbally lo fefied pfogråm üançe'

a l(¿nt Phocnix Academy opêned ln Fall 2(t07 servlng grades I - 12 wlth four spedal programs.

3 Adr¡al Odober Enrollmgnt vrtth ProJecltons from OSPI Report 1û49 - Determlnaüon of Prolectd Enrollmants.

Table 6 GKcnl School Ol3ùlcl Sk-Yêst Csp¡t8l F¡cillle¡ Phn
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VIII FinancePlan

The finance plan shown cn TabÍe 6 demonstratee how the Kent $chool District plans to
flnance improvements for the years 2017-2A18 hrough 2A22-2023. The finaneing
components include secured and unsecured fundlng and impact fees. The plan is based
on future bond issues, state school construdjon assistance, collection of impact fees
under the State Growth Management Ac{ and voluntary mitigation fees paid pursuant to
State Environmental Policy Act.

The plan calls for the replacement of Covington Elementary in 201 8-19 which will increase
the capacity of the current school by approximately ä0%. Somo impactfees will be utitized

as part of the linance plan.

The plan also includes an additional elementary school in the Kent Valley and the siting

wlll be determined st a later date. The distrid does hava two sÌtes where the school could

be placed and a decision has not been mâdê. This new school will increase the capacity
at the elementary level by ô00 åtudents. Some impact fees are scheduled to be part of the
overallfinance plan.

To address overcrowding at our elementary schools, the plan also includes twenty
additional permanenl classrooms at lhe schools of the greatest nsed. A decision as to the
placing of theee classrooms has ñat been made. These classrosrns will be at lhe schools
with the most overcrowding. Some impact fees are schedt¡led to be part of the overall

finance plan.

in Novembar 2010, the Oistrict lreld a special election to approve the authori¿ation of

$252,000,û00 in bonding authórlty. The projects descrlbed above are part of this
authorization. The first series of bonds t$80 million) were issued in February ?017, wf¡ich

willfund the replacement of Covington Elementary as vvellas other infråstructure projec-ts-

or leased to provide additionalThe Finance Plan includes new portables to be
capaci$ and some may be funded from impact

Enrollment projec{ions refleet future need for additional capacity at the elementary.level

and unfunded facility needs will be reviewed in the future and reported in annual updates

of the Capital Facilities Plan. No impact fees are requested for secondary schools in this
Plan.

For the Six-Year Finance Plan, costs of future achoals are based on estimates frsm Kent

School District Facilíties Department. Please sÈe pâgës 27-28 tar ä summary of the cosl
basis.

purchased
fees.

Kènt $choÕl O¡ôtr¡ct S¡x-Yoâr Câpitel Fscll[i8s Plsn
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VI I I Finance Plan - Cost Basis Summary

For impact fee calculations, construction costs are based on cost of fte last

elementary school, adjusted for inflation, and projected cost of the future

elementary schools and additional classrooms.

Elementaly School Cost Prdected Cost

Cost of Panther Lake Elementary
Replacement (Opened in Fall2009)

$26,700,000

Projected cost - Covington Elementary
Replacement (Projected to open in 2018)

$46,077,470

ProJected cost of New Elementary School
Kent Valley (Projec{ed to open in 2020)

$46,000,000

20 Additional permanent Classrooms $16,829,000

Site Acguisition Cost

The site acquisition cost is based on an average cost of sites- purchased or built

on within th'e last ten years. Please see Table 7 on page 29 for a list of site

acquisition costs and averages.

Distict Adiusûnent

The impact fee calculations on pages 31 and 32 include a 'District Adjusfnenfl
which is equat to the amount of increase that the impact fee formulas total for this
year and âdjusted for the increase in the Consumer Price lndex (2.6Yo) for the

Seattle metropolitan area.

Ksnt Sdrool Dlst¡ld Slx'Year Capltal Facilitl¡s Plan
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KE¡{T SCHOOL O¡STRIGT Ho.415
SIX.YEAR F'Í.¡AI¡GE PLAN @

o)
(o

$1,Ë1t.7so

s37,777.4?0

Lôcål &

$1ü,000,000

gêü¡r€d

$r,5t8,750

$8,30r,,0æ

t1.E10,000

$44.000

s605.000

lmpact

-5þegs

Unsecurcd

Sl¡lo 2 o¡Locat

¡1,0s6.&ro

ûtË,t4ô,100

s46,077,{70

s.18,000,ft00

¡t.100,00lr

t18 829,000

$l'11,525,220 t50.97Ë.570 ¡46,000.0û0 t12.ã07.750

s4,?07.28O t4.207¿50 t+.20?"250 S1.207.250

01-100,e0a

546¡77,470

2Û¿'.1

i.fô,000,0û0

2û192õ18

$3S.7S0
3 podrbþr

t1.125,00t
t !üf¡frþ¡

SCHOOLFAo|LMES

PERMANE¡IT FÂC|LMES

:ü/inglon Elemêntary Replacenant f

NorY Elemêntary Schoóþ¡(ênl VãÍoy

Élemenlary Sllô AcqdrttTon (r0 acr€s)

20 Áddrüonsl Permanenl Classrooms

FIO Secondary Sclool Proþcts ¡t tldÉ ümå.

TEi'PORARY FAõLMES

Addt$ooal po¡l¡hle¡ t''

OIT{ER

ñ1^

Totals

t Ba¡ed on eetlmâtes of sctuel of future construdlon cûsb tom Fsc0nþs Oepertment (Sså psge 2S fÉ¡ COgt gâ3l8 Summã,g
t The DIGù&i anüdp¡tas l€cålvhg rome slãtô Rndlry co(sfuôlloô AsslÊtancs for some projsds.
¡ FacHty neadr ars perd¡ng rEdery. som€ of these proJacls mry bÈ funded wüh &nprcf ßes.

4 Coât oÍ padâbbs þâ3€d on (r,rront sosl ard qdþqled for lñllâl¡oñ fôr futurs y€â.s,
5 Faeslnü{scolumnereboÊedonanror¡fltoffGosoollãclãdtodsleåndestm¡tedfeesonñrtl¡r€ur{ts"

'F=Funded UoUnfundsd

t{oTEs:

tisnt Schôol Dlstr{ôl Sh-YsBr Capltat Facilltle¡ Ptan Tahle Ê
AVnft17



| 

^ro 
.-,*rr"r.l rn o,r"rros cost / Acr€Cæl/Pflcr

Eþmontary

13 / U¡ban

f2,t¡öan

Panther L¡ke BemenÞry Replacerñ€nt SllB

Pþperty Sals-29.7 acr€s of P¡emons.Yeh slte

Popedy Sale-Scansrlla site

2fxt8

2016

2015

tül00 SE 2f I St l(cnt 081131

SSE l24h AYe and 28¡llh $r SE

2900 Kglt Bhct Ol8nond RD SE

9.40

29:TO

13-28

$4,485,013

$947,536

s330.000

ç477,125

s31,904

$24,906

Elrmcntaryglr SubÉotrr 52.35 - $5,762,549 $110,077
Elem ¡lûe w¡r¡oe

Mlddo Sctrool

t0rtrfin U¡lCtcokMS(K€ntJl{)rtlcùlllhñStar6slnbh0o ñ2 all.{ÍlilMcümanSt..Kontg8üÍt 123 S8¡14,866

MHdþSôoolSr¡tesubtot l 1.23 S844,866

$686,8E3

s68ô,883

Sênbr Hbtr

l1 ,Urõ¡n K-MHlghSc,tpolAddlüon(Kcñr6&BrttrSrînh) ãna&2003 toocrSEzssthSbeot

Sdllor Fl¡gft She Suõtotât

6.31 $3.310,000 S524,584

6.31 13,310,000 $524,564

Sr Hl Slte Avrreoc

Note: /lS rutd tnogrËrs prnülsed prlorlo edopüon of Uú¡n Grosth A¡ea.

to 1906

l rRur¡l

a, t rå.n

3, RurC

8, Rural

2, Urüen

So. K¡ng Coünty Aclhrüy Cmtor (Nlk€ Sto) p{¡chaÉ€d prlo¡þ t996.

Slto-CovhgtmlrlNorlh (SoofMstt¡onMs) 198¿t

Slt -HmLske6rEl (Poû.rd) lSgz

Slto-SEdl¡t<eMortdrâror (Westp'roporty) 1993

S[e - Sh¡dy Lrk€ (Sorßrs€blncÐrahot&Paroüne) lggS

TülAY.n¡a CortrAcrr

si65.694

TdalAcfo¡Cp & Cort

59.89 S9.ér7.4r5

Aor€¡qeLocållûn
R¡rdused/ti

oldSchool / Slte
Ty?e &

* on Map

KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.4.l5
Site Acqulslüons & Gosts

Average of Sltes Purchased, Sold or Bullt on witl¡ln last 15 Years
@
O)

N
6

lör{ Sôod DLtlct Sh-Yrar C¡p[¡l Frctllh¡ Pl¡n Table 7 Apd ãlf?
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Student Generatlon Factots - $lngle Famlly

Elementary (Grades K - 6) 0.398

Middle School (Gndes 7 - 8) 0.096

KËNT SC}IÖOL ÐISTRICT
FACTOÊs FÔR ESTffiATED IMPACT FEE CALCUI.ATIONS

Senlor Hlgh (Grades 9 - 12)

Tolal

Prolsctsd lnçreasod Student êapactty

Elementary

Mlddle $chool

Senior High Addítion

Rêqulred Site Acreaga por Facillty

Elemenlary {requhed}
Middle School (rcguirad)

Senior High (requÍred)

New Facllþ Constructlon Cost
Elementaryi
Middle School

Senior High "
'Ses Çosl btris on Fg.2Õ

Temporary Facíllty Sqsarc Footaga

Elementary

Middle Schoof

Senior High
Total

Permrnent Facillty Square Footage

0.185 Senlor High
Toùal0.87s

OSPI. $quanr Footage per ttudent
1,õ1€ Elemenl;ary

Middle $chool

Ssnior High

Special Ëducatlon

11 AvengeSito togtlAcre
Ëlenenhry
Middle School

Senior hligh

$46,077 .470 Tomponry Facllis Capaclty & Gost

$0 Ëlsmsnþry @ 24

MiddÞ School @ 29

SaniorHigh @ 31

$0

Sludent Genera$on Factors - Multi-Family

Elemenbry
Middle School

90

117

130

144

$tto,o77
$686,883

$524,584

sf2s,000

$o

$0

0.1 17

0.t28
0,029
0.114

0

21

32

Elementary (lnctuderl{lÀ/A)

Middþ School

Senior High
Total 94.9%

lotal Facllltles Sguare Footaga
Elemenùary

Middle School

Senior High
Total

Developer Provided Sltos I Facllltles
Value

Ðwelling Unilts

142.S00

10,73a

22,192
5.1%

---*iåggg.

, ,.1,{70,54*3
.. . 6Ê01004

-. -Jí¡0,415
3,241,862

*ãFilæ

Statê Fünd¡ng Ássisbnse Gredlt

Dbtrid Fudkry &rbtanca Perccrilap

Gonstfurtlon ôost Allocation

tCA- Cô6Usq, F't (Eñec{irre Juþ 2018}

Dlstrlct Average Assessed Value

$fr¡gþ FåmûyRësfieficê

Dletrlcf Average Assessed Value
l\rulli-Fâmily REsidsncE

Bond Lely Tax Ratel$1,000

Cursnt , ¡1,0otT¿r Rato

General Oblígation Eond lnterest Rate
Cunant Eond lnl¿nßt Rålê

56,96%

3.23

$328,047

1 3.523 $14:¡,33?

871.640

1, 132.607
g,¡117,770

s1.03

0
3.95%

2.80o/o

f\ßnt Sctþol Dbltic* Sh-Y!år Cåp¡t6l Facüilles Pl¡n

0

30

CPllnflatlon Factor
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

IMPACT FEE CALGULATþN for SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE

Sltc Acqubltlon Coet Dor Slnglc Fmlly Rældence

Formula: (Ac¡es r x Student

A t (El€msnl¡ry)

A 2 (MlddÞ School)

Ag (SülorÞÐh)

B I (Elemonlary)

B 2 (Mlddle Sdtool)

83 (ScnlrHleh)

Ter Crodlt per Slngl! F¡mlly Rr¡Uancr
Awraee SF Rê¡ldcrf¡¡l A¡¡e¡¡ad Vrluc

Cürflnt D.bt S€rv¡cô tule, ¡1,000

Cuncnt Bond lntorcst Râte

Yo¡r!Amorlhêd (l0Ya¡'s)

oovelopor Proyldort F¡a[fq, c¡¡dlt

Fee Recap
A r SfiÊAcgu¡slt¡on prrsF Rrsldsncs

B o Perm¡nar{ F¡dnyCod p3¡Rsslt cnca

c a T.mpor¿ry F¡dflty Co3t prr Rg3¡d6nco

Sûtot¡l
D ' sl¡te Matdr Credll pet Reeldenca

Tc , Trx Crrdil pêr Rê3ldsnc!

Sublol¡l

$0

l0

1l
21

g2

et0

900

f .600

$16,077.470

¡0
¡0

¡r r0,077 600

r,065

1.m0

030E

0.096

0.185

0.8.¡9

lr'æ,U7
¡1.O3

3.95%

t0

827,251.68

s8,338.82

0.390

0.070

0^Íll
0.600

AÐ

¡?Or.g5

Prri[r[¡nt Flaltlty Conrtructlon C6t pGr Sloglt F.mlþ Rorldrncc

Foftrda: ((Fadlity Co8t, x

ComlrucüanCôd F.cüyC.pæty Sh¡dcnl Faclor Fooaxc Rd¡o

¡0

¡0

s76a.0â

$¡

¡0

0.9ür

0.984

0.998
B

¡26¿t5,€ô

+ $26.28!t.60

rmpor|ry Frclllty cott por SlngL F.mlly R.rldanc.
Formda: (Fadlt xSüJdsôt lotål

C I (ElEmnl¡ry) ¡125,000 21 0.398

c 2 (Mlüo school) ¡o 2s o.o?o

C3 (S.nlorHlsh) l0 31 g.lSC

0.60û

Strlr Fundl¡¡ A¡slrt¡nco cndlt þ.r slnot. F.mlly R¡rldeno (fo'nurty'Slate Msldll

Formula: AßacostAlorancÊ ¡

D I (Eþmonlery)

D 2 (Mlddlc Scùool)

D3 (SonlorH¡gh)

s2r3.23

$2'r3¿3

821323

90

117

1m

0.1197

0.0f0

0.02
c

,gt

l0
t0

s20r

E $201.Ít

x Slr¡dor¡t F¡dor

0398

0.fn60

0

¡¡t,350.660.5896

¡4,3!0.55æ

l0
¡00.185

D +

TC e 11,98t.27

0 0 FCó 0

$70{.06

t26.286.66

$ær.07

t 1,050.65

3f.08827

Tôtâl untundsd Ne€d

5096 fþYslop€r Fe. Obl¡g¡thn

FC = Fscilg Cred[ 0l $g[catþ)
Dßlrfi ArtJultmcnt (tet 9t0s 2E for e¡çhnsüon)

¡{6t Fôc O¡Ig¡lþn p€r Flotldsncs - Slngh Frmlly

s20,912.86

¡10166
0

FddSt CodrActr

RrüoCod

A¡¡foí¡tctCmlhd.n@fAroð!ûr

UnllsFadlltvrSlto V¡lue

lcot Sùod District Sh-Yetr Copittl Fadül¡c! Pltn

31
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KENT SCHOOL D¡STRICT
IMPACT FEE CÂLCUT.ATION fOr MULTItrAMILY RESIDE}ICÊ

9lb Aoqubldon Gost porllulütr¡¡tllt R¡ldmoo Unlt

Fomüh: (Aæs r Coct x Sludent

Al (E¡møtery)

A2 orftûS.ùooD
A3 (S.nlorH$)

P.rml|rnt F.clW Colrlntcdoù Co.t p.r Iul[¡.FtDllt R¡5¡¡cr Unlt

Fomr¡l¡: (FrcnyCod,

fu1.87
¡0

ll¡

¡1 10,07ì7

¡0
l0

il
2t
3¿

t30
t.065

r.0ú

0.117

0tnr
o.qa
0.174

o.il7
0.tæ
0.ûæ

0-17a
A

¡2,788

0.ffi
E

81 (E¡€mcnt ry)

E2 (Ulddlsûoo0
83 (Sênbtthl

D r (Eþmsnù¡ry)

D2 (l¡5d.Sóoo0
D3 (SbnrorHbh)

8:Ð

f ,066

t,6ül

¡?rt-ãt
æ13¿3
¡¿r3¡3

t?21.n
a7,mle

¡69.1f

3r.27E.03

st.lrô.85

Tot¡l t nñ¡nded No.d

5093 Oevelopcr Fca OUþathn

FC ¡ Frcffiy Cædll (ll applcable)

fl¡ülct Adlu¡l¡ttont (¡.e püc 28 þr.¡çhn¡don)
tl¡{ Fcc Oblgrüon pr Ra*{cnürl uttlt - taulü.f¡mlly

0.0ß û,în.le
0.0ta ¡0
0.0æ ¡0

B c--ã-ø.n-.

-
0.0e7 ¡5s.í
0.018 t0
0.02 ¡0c+-G

¡.8.071,.r?fl

¡0
¡0

T.mpo'rrt F.cItU Co.t p.r ¡lunl.F¡ttlly RBldrncr Ualt

Fomub: (Crcfy /fol¡¡¡

C r (Ehm.fla¡ry, ¡126.0110 21 0.117

C2 (MlddL Sofrooll ¡0 22 0.qtr
C3 (Sênbrr¡gh) ¡0 31 0.&¡0

0.171

St¡t Fündl¡g Â¡rbtræ. clrdll D.t lulü.Frm¡lt R¡ld.íc. (þnnoÙ '$¡l. ll|lô?
Forndr: Ara¡Cod T

¡7t.tt¡l0.3ô6
0

0

00

117

fÍþ
¡0
l0

0.11?

o.w2

0,@
DÊà $r78.et

T.r c|rdll D.r lufltr¡ñ¡lt R.ddonc. Unlt
Avrogn MF Rrlldcnürl A¡¡¡¡¡cd Vrl¡
cl¡ffirr Dcbt sGf\rþc Rr¡r , ¡1.000

Ct¡¡¡rtBfidlnt l¡dR¡L
Y.rn AnorlÞltl (10 Y.ãl)

DrwloDor P¡ovld¡d F¡clllú G¡¡dil

Fee Recap
A ¡ Sfra ¡lcqd¡üm par lluil-Frmly urt
I a Pam¡ncntF¡cltyco3tpüt Fth¡t
c . TempoGry Ftcåüy C6l pcÎ MF lt{l

SutaotÍ

D r Sab il¡lct¡ Cndn p.r MF t¡ü
TC!Taxcfgdnp3¡MF lfilt

SuHotâl

o 0

¡ras¡t2
¡r.oit
3.er*

t0

¡{t,01f.17

S2.¡135,78

TC rt ¡t.iõ6.E{t

FC .) 0

$5,rt5.39

0

Gcúut¡Oo¡l Sù¡dcntFrör tub

F..fvCd FËrCo.fy 8ù¡ddFdr FúilRdo

gPr FL Sf¡.rrlFÉr

/SltcV¡l¡ U,Jl¡

lont Scñod D¡¡dtt Sx-Ycsr C¡plt l F.ctür3 Pbn

32
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lX Summary of Ghanges to June 2016 Capital Facilities Plan

The Capital Facilities Plan (the "Plan") is updated annually based on previous

Plans in effect since 1993. The primary changes from the May 2016 Plan ate

summarized here.

Changes to capacity continue to reflect fluctuations in class size as well as

program changes. Changes in portables or transitional capacity reflect use, lease

or purchase, sale, surplus and/or movement between facilities.

The student headcount enroltment forecast is updated annually. All Elementary

schools now have Full Day Kindergarten so six-year Kindergarten projections were

previously modified to meet the requirements for Full Day Kindergarten programs

at all elementary schools.

The district expects to receive some State Funding Assistance (formerly c.alle{

'state matching funds") for projects in this Plan and tax credit factors are updated

annually. Unfunded site and facility needs will be reviewed in the future.

The impact fees for 2017 will increase by the percentage increase of the
consumer price index for the Seattle metropolitan area in. For 2016, the increase

was 2.6%.'For single-family residences, the fee will increase by $135 to $5,235.
The impact fee for multi-family units will increase by $SZ to $2'210.

fçnt School Db¡rld Slx-Yôar Capltal Facllitieo Plan

33
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Changes to lmpact Fee Calculation Factors include

ITEM GradelType FROM TO Comments

Student Generatton Fac{or

Single Family (8F)

Elem

M8

SH

Totel

Ëþm

MS

$H

Tatal

SF

MF

o.257

0.070

0"138

0.398

0.096

0.185

0.465 0.673 0.214lncrease

Student Generation Factor

Multl-Family (MF)

0.111

t.o22
0,039

4.117

0.028

0.029

State Fundlng As$¡stance Ratios ('State
Match')
Area GostAllol¡¡ance

Average A$sessed Valuation {AV)

AV - Average of Condominiums & Âpts,

Debt Service Capltal Levy Rate / $1û00

0.17?

56.96%

$213.33

$307,784

$1!3,109

$1.398

0.174

56.36%

$213.93

$328.047

$143,332

s1.0269

0.002lncrease

Fer OSP|Websile

PerOSP|Website

Puget Sound ESD

Puget Sound ESD

Per King Co. Assessor
Report

General Obligatlon Bond lnterest Rate 3.274/i 3.950¿ Bond Buyers 20 year GO
lndex

lmpact Fee - $ingle Famify

lmpact Fee - Multi-Family

sr
MF

$5,100

$2,210

$ã,235

s2,2Ë7

lncrease of $135 or 2.ôo/o

lncrease of $57or2.6%

Kënl School Distrkt Six-Year Capitål Fâcnftiês PIEñ

u
Apt¡|2017



KENT SCHOOL DË¡TRICT ilo.¡ís
$IANDARD of SERVICE - PROGRA[tll CAPACITY - INVEI|ÎOKY of PORTABLES - FÍEandHEADGoUNTENROLLI'ENT
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KENT SCHoOL Þ|8TR¡CT Nc.4tS
STANDARD of SERI/|CE - PROGRAI,I CAPACITV - ¡NVENTORY of PORTABLËS - FIEanüHEADC0UI{TENROLLMENT
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APPEI'IOIX C

SPeclâl Prog.ãú cepaclv hcl¡deû e¡å¡srodñs têquldng spedåüzcd uec 
'ljch 

e3 gpêclal EdrrcÊüan, Cârêêrt Têchnlc6l EducãÍon progråmr, coñt}lrþr Ls¡|s, êtq
? Secordary school capacly l¡ atliusted lor Og9å r{|0r!toñ Ìale. FÉirnþ Usê Shdy rms updaled lôr progråæ drart|€s in 2ot5-16

SoflE tolâb may bê stldìüy diltÞnnt ü.'g b toundlng.
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Auburn School District No. 408
CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

2017 lhrough 2023

l. Executive Summary

This six-year Capital Facilities Plan (the "Plan") has been prepared by the Auburn
School District (the "District") as the District's principal planning document, in compliance
with the requirements of Washington's Growth Management Act and the adopted
ordinances of the counties and cities served by the District. This Plan was prepared
using data available in the spring ot 2017.

This Plan is consistent with prior long-term capital facilities plans adopted by the District.
However, this Plan is not intended to be the sole plan for all of the District's needs. The
District may prepare interim and periodic long-range Capital Facilities Plans consistent
with Board Policies and actions, taking into account a longer or a shorter time period;
other factors and trends in the use of facilities; and other needs of the District as may be
required. However, any such plan or plans will be consistent with this six-year Capital
Facilities Plan.

To enable the collection of impact fees in the unincorporated areas of King County and
within the City of Auburn and City of Kent; the King County Council, the City of Auburn
and the City of Kent will adopt this Plan by reference as part of each jurisdiction's
respective comprehensive plan. To enable the collection of impact fees in the Cities of
Algona, Pacific, and Black Diamond, these municipalities must also adopt this Plan and
adopt school impact fee ordinances.

Pursuant to the requirements of the Growth Management Act and the local ordinances,
this Plan will be updated on an annual basis, and any changes in the fee schedule(s)
adjusted accordingly.

The Plan establishes the District's "standard of service" in order to ascertain the District's
current and future capacity. While the State Superintendent of Public lnstruction
establishes square footage guidelines for capacity, those guidelines do not account for
the local program needs of the District. The Growth Management Act and the school
impact fee ordinance authorize the District to define its standard of service based on the
District's specific needs. ln general, the District's current standard provides that class
size for grades K-2 should not exceed 24 students and 17.3 students for our nine
schools designated as serving high poverty areas; class size for grades 3-4 should not
exceed 26 students; class size for grade 5 should not exceed 29 students. When
averaged over the six elementary grades, this computes to 23.35 students per
classroom. Class size for grades 6-12 should not exceed 30 students, with some
subject areas restricted to lesser numbers. Decisions by current legislative actions may
create the need for additional classrooms. (See Section lll for more specific
information.)

The capacity of the schools in the District is calculated based on this standard of service
and the existing inventory of facilities including transitional classrooms. The District's

2
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2016-17 capacity was 14,717. The actual number of individual students was 15,945 as
of October 1,2016. (See Section V for more specific information.)

The Capital Construction Plan shown in Section Vl addresses the additions and
proposed modernization to the District's existing facilities. The plan includes the
replacement of five elementary schools and one middle school, construction of two new
elementary schools, and acquisition of future school sites to accommodate growth. The
new facilities are required to meet the projected elementary school class size reductions
mandated by the State of Washington and student population increases generated by
the large development areas within the Auburn School District. Three areas that have
significant impact on the school district are the Lakeland South, Lea Hill, and the Auburn
west hill areas of the district. There are other pockets of development that impact the
District as well.

The District completed a comprehensive review of all district facilities in October 2008.
A Steering Committee made recommendations to the Board for capital improvements to
existing facilities and replacement of seven schools over the next ten years. These
recommendations led to a capital improvements levy and a bond issue that was placed
on the ballot in March 2009. Both ballot measures were unsuccessful in March. The
Board determined to rerun only the capital improvements levy in November 2009, which
the voters approved.

ln the fall of 2011, the Board determined to move fon¡rard with the Auburn High School
Modernization and Reconstruction Project and placed the project before the voters in
February of 2012. The bond issue was supported by the community at nearly 57o/o

approval rate, but was short of the super majority requirement of 60%, ln March of
2012,hhe Board determined to rerun the bond in November of 2012. ln November 2012,
the bond passed al62%. The project was completed during the summer of 2016.

ln the spring of 2016, the Board determined to move forward with the replacement of six
schools and the construction of two new elementary schools. The project was placed
before the voters in November 2016 and the bond passed at 62.83%. The first of the
projects, the replacement of Olympic Middle School, is scheduled to start construction in

March 2018.

The School lmpact Fee Ordinances adopted by King County, the City of Auburn and the
City of Kent provide for the assessment of impact fees to assist in meeting some of the
fiscal impacts incurred by a district experiencing growth and development. Section Vll
sets forth the proposed school impact fees for single family and multi-family dwelling
units. The student generation factors have been developed using the students who
actually attend school in the Auburn School District from single family and multi-family
developments constructed in the last five years. There have been dramatic changes in

the student generation factors for single and multi-family in the past five years. The
District plans to carefully monitor the numbers over the next several years to determine if
this is a trend or an anomaly. The method of collecting the data is with the use of GIS
mapping software, data from King County and Pierce County GlS, and integration of the
mapping with student data from the District's student data system. This method gives
the District actuâl student generation numbers for each grade span for identified
developments. This data is contained in Appendix 4.3.

3
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2017 through 2023

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Listed below is a summary level outline of the changes from the 2016 Capital Facilities Plan that

are a part of the 2017 Plan. The changes are noted by Section for ease of reference.

Section I

Executive Summary
A. Updated to reflect new information within the Plan

B. Summary level list of changes from previous year.

Section ll
Enrollment Projections

Updated projections. See Appendices A.1 & 4.2

Section lll
Standard of Service

A. Reduction of maximum K-2 class size from 18.23 to 17.3 students at 9

. elementary schools designated as serving high poverty areas in 2016-17,

Maximum K-2 class sizes remains at24 students at the remaining 5 elementary schools

B. Maximum third and fourth grade class size remains at 26 students.

C. Maximum 5th grade class size remains at 29 students.

Section lV
lnventory of Facilities

A. Add 1 portable at Evergreen Heights Elementary School

B. Add 1 portable at Gildo Rey Elementary School.

C. Add 1 portable at Lakeland Hills Elementary School.

D. Add 1 portable at Auburn Mountainview High School.

Section V
Pupil Gapacity

The four portables to be placed in August 2017 are needed to accommodate enrollment
increases.

4
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lmpact Fees

Auburn School District No.408

CAPITAL FACIL¡TIES PLAN
2017 through 2023

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

CHANGES TO IMPACT FEE DATA ELEMENTS 2016 to 2017

Consistent with King County Ordinance 11621,
Student Generation Factors are calculated
by the school district based on district
records of average actual student generation
rates for new developments constructed
over the last five years.

From replacement school cost estimate in May
2016.

Updated estimate based on 5% annual inflation.

Updated to projected SPI schedule. (July 2016)

Updated to current SPI schedule (May 2017)

Computed

Section Vlll
Appendices

Updated from March 2017 King County
Dept of Assessments data.

Updated from March 2017 King County
Dept of Assessments data using average
AV for apartments and condominiums.

Current FiscalYear

Current Rate (Bond Buyers 20 lndex 3-14)

Appendix 4.1 - Updated enrollment projections from October 1,2016
Appendix 4.2 - Updated enrollment projections with anticipated buildout schedule from April 2017
Appendix 4.3 - Student Generation Survey April2017

DATA ELEMENTS
CPF
2016

CPF
2017 EXPLANATION

Student Generation Factors
Single Family

Elementary
Middle School
Sr. High

Multi-Family
Elementary
Middle School
Sr. High

School Construction Costs
Elementary

Site Acquisition Costs
Cost per acre

Area Cost Allowance eoeckh lndex

Match % - State

Match % - District

District Average AV
Single Family

Multi-Family

Debt Serv Tax Rate

GO Bond lnt Rate

0.2260
0.0820
0,0940

0.0720
0.0220
0.0440

$48,500,000

$413,463

$213.23

63.83%

36.89%

$269,764

$1 13,408

$1.59

3.27%

0.1930
0.0770
0.0730

0.1030
0.0310
o.0440

$48,500,000

$434,1 36

8213.23

63.29o/o

36.71o/o

$292,035

$127,147

$2.65

3.95%
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILIT¡ES PLAN
2017 through2023

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS

The Auburn School District uses a modif¡ed cohort survival model to project future enrollment for all
of the District's operations. Table ll.'l is an extract from the comprehensive projection model found in

Appendix 4.2 titled "CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN Enrollment Projections". This Table shows the
anticipated enrollment for the next six years based on the previous six year history of the District under the
assumptions set forth in the comprehensive projections, Appendix 4.1, and the projection for additional
students generated from new developments in the district as shown in Appendix 4.2.

TABLE
il.1

ASD ENROLLMENT
PROJEGTIONS (April 201 7)

GRADE
2016-17
Actual

2017-18
Proiected

2018-19
Proiected

2019-20
Proiected

2020-21

Proiected

2021-22

Proiected

2022-23

Proiected

KDG
1

2
3

4
5

1237

1210

1 300

1317

1237

1 199

1281

1292
1242

1321

1341

1260

I 331

1342
1 331

1270

1 351

1 370

1 383
1 395
1 383

1 359
1302
1 381

1430
1441

1430
1406

1 387
1326

1474

1485

1473
1450

1 430

1408

1516

1528

1516

1492

1472

1451

K-5 7500 7737 7995 8203 8420 8720 8975

6
7
I

1152
1132

1 '108

't 196

1173
1146

1263
1224
1 193

1375
1292
1245

1382
1 399
1 309

1324
1 403
1413

1403
1 343
1415

6-8 3392 351 5 3680 3912 4090 4140 4161

9
10
11

12

1261

1248
1318
1226

1258
1273
1239
1 396

1302
1275
1270

1323

1 353
1323

1275
1357

1400
1367

1317
'1356

1461
't411

1 358
1 395

1564
147 1

1401

1435

9-12 5053 5166 5170 5308 5440 5625 5871

TOTALS 15,945 16,418 16,845 't7,423 17.950 18.485 19.007

GRADES K-12 Actual Proiected Proiected Proiected Prc ected Proiected Proiected
K-.5

6-8
9-12

7500

3392
5053

7737

351 5

51 66

7995

3680
5170

8203

3912
5308

8420
4090
5440

8720
4140

5625

8975
4',t61

5871

K-12 15,945 16,418 16,845 17.423 17.950 18.485 19.007
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STANDARD OF SERVICE

The School lmpact Fee Ordinances adopted by Kng County, the City of Auburn and the City of Kent indicate
that each school district must establish a "Standard of Service" in order to ascertain the overall capacity to house
its projected student population. The Superintendent of Public lnstruction esfab/ishes square footage
"capacity" guidelines for computing state funding support. The fundamental purpose of the SPI guidelines

is to provide a vehicle to equitably distribute state matching funds for school construction projects. By default
these guidelines have been used to benchmark the district's capacity to house its student population. The SPI
guidelines do not make adequate provision for local district program needs, facility configurations, emerging
educational reform, or the dynamícs of each sfudenf's educational program. The Auburn Schoo/ District Standard
of Service addresses those local considerations that require space in excess of the SPI guidelines. The effect
on the space requirements for both permanent and relocatable facilities is shown below for each grade articulation
pattern. Conditions that may result in potential space needs are provided for information purposes without
acco m pa nyi ng co m putati on s.

OVERVIEW
The Auburn School District operates fourteen elementary schools housing 7,500 students in grades

K through 5. The four middle schools house 3,392 students in grades 6 through 8. The District operates
three comprehensive senior high schools and one alternative high school, housing 5,053 students in

grades 9 through 12.

crAss srzE
The number of pupils per classroom determines the number of classrooms required to house the
student population. Specialists create additional space needs. Class sizes are subject to collective
bargaining agreements. Changes to class size agreements can have significant impact on available space

The current pupil/teacher limit across all elementary programs is an average of 23.35 students per

teacher. Consistent with this staffing limit, room capacities are set at 23.35 students per room at grades
K - 5. At grades 6 - 12 the limit is set at 30 pupils per room. The SPI space allocation for each grade
articulation level, /ess the computed reduction for the Auburn School District Standard of Service,
determines the District's capacity to house projected pupil populations. These reductions are shown
below by grade articulation level.

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

STRUCTURED LEARNING FOR DEVELOPMENTALLY DISABLED SPECIAL EDUCATION
The Auburn School District operates a structured learning program for students with moderate to severe
disabilities at the elementary school level which currently uses eleven classrooms to provide for 107 students
The housing requirements for this program are provided for in the SPI space guidelines. No loss of
capacity is expected unless population with disabilities grows at a disproportionate rate compared to
total elementary population.

ADAPTIVE BEHAVIOR
The Auburn School District operates an adaptive behavior program for students with behavior
disabilities at the elementary school level. The program uses one classroom to provide for seven students.

The housing requirements for this program exceed the SPI space allocations by one classroom.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 1 room @23.35 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @23.35 each =

Total CapacitY Loss =

(23)
0

9

(23)
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SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOMS
The Auburn School District operates a resource room program at the elementary level for special
education students requiring instruction to address their specific disabilities. Fourteen standard
classrooms are required to house this program. The housing requirements for this program exceed
the SPI space guidelines by seven standard classrooms. Continued loss of capacity is expected as growth

in program is larger than the total elementary population.

(1 63)
0

(1 63)

NATIVE AMERICAN RESOURCE ROOM
The Auburn School District operates one resource room to support the education of Native American
students at the elementary level. One standard classroom is fully dedicated to serve these students.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 7 rooms @ 23.35 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 23.35 each =

Total CaPacitY Loss =

Loss of Permanent Capacity 1 room @ 23.35 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @23.35 each =

Total Capacity Loss =

Loss of Permanent Capacity 3 rooms @ 23.35 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 23.358 each =

Total Capacity Loss =

Loss of Permanent Capacity 10 rooms @ 23.35 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 23.35 each =

Total Capacity Loss =

(23)
0

HEAD START
The Auburn School District operates a Head Start program for approximately 1 14 pre-school aged children
in six section s of 112 day in length. The program is housed at three elementary schools and utilizes
three standard elementary classrooms and auxiliary office spaces. The housing requirements forthis
program are not provided for in the SPI space guidelines.

(23)

(70)
0

(70)

EARLY CHILDHOOD SPECIAL EDUCATION
The Auburn School District operates a pre-school program for young children below age five with
disabilities. This program is housed at seven different elementary schools and currently uses 10

standard classrooms. The housing requirements for this program are not provided for in the SPI

space guidelines.

(234)
0

(234)

READING IABS
The Auburn School District operates a program for students needing remediation and additional
language arts instruction. These programs utilize non-standard classroom spaces if available in

each elementary school. Four elementary schools do not have non-standard rooms available, thus
they are housed in a standard classroom. The housing requirements for this program are not
provided for in the SPI space guidelines.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 4 rooms @ 23.35 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @23.35 each =

Total Capacity Loss =

(e3)
0

'10

(e3)
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MUSIC ROOMS
The Auburn School District elementary music programs require one acoustically modified classroom at each
school for music instruction. The housing requirements are not provided for in the SPI space guidelines.

(327)
0

(327)

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ¿EARNERS PROGRAM
The Auburn School District operates a pullout program at the elementary school level for students
learning English as a second language. This program requires fourteen standard classrooms that are not
provided for in the SPI space guidelines.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 14 rooms @23.35 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @23.35 each =

Total Capacity Loss =

(327)
0

(327)

SECO'VD GRADE TOSA PROGRAM
The Auburn School District provides a TOSA reading specialist program for eight highly impacted
elementary schools. This pullout model provides direct instruction to students who are not at grade
level and do not receive other services. This program requires eight standard classrooms that are
not provided for in the SPI space guidelines.

(1 87)
0

(1 87)

ELEMENTARY LEARN I NG SPEC'AL'ST P ROG RAM
The Auburn School District provides a learning specialist program to increase literacy skills for
first and second graders. This program model wa's originally created from the l-728 funds and currently
has the specialist going into existing teacher classrooms, as well as pulling out students into
designated classrooms. The district is utilizing classrooms at all fourteen elementary schools.

(327)
0

(327)

E ARLY C H I LD H O O D E D U C AT I O N ASS'SIA/VC E P RO G RAM
The Auburn School District provides an Early Childhood Education Assistance Program to meet local
needs for disadvantaged students. The State has funded an increase of 24 ECEAP seats. This program
will require two new classrooms for 2015-16.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 3 rooms @ 23.35 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 23.35 each =

Total Capacity Loss =

Loss of Permanent Capacity 14 rooms @23.35 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @23.35 each =

Total CaPacitY Loss =

Loss of Permanent Capacity 8 rooms @ 23,35 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @23.35 each =

Total Capacity Loss =

Loss of Permanent Capacity 14 rooms @ 23.35 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 23.35 each =

Total Capacity Loss =

(70)
0

(70)

11
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MIDDLE SCHOOLS

SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOMS
The Auburn School District operates a resource room program for each grade at the middle school level.

This is to accommodate special education students needing remedial instruction to address their specific
disabilities. Eight classrooms are required at the middle school levelto provide for approximately 316 students.
The housing requirements for this program are not entirely provided for in the SPI space guidelines,

ADAPTIVE BEHAVIOR SPECIAL EDUCATION
The Auburn School District offers a self-contained program for students with moderate to severe behavior
disabilities. The program is housed at one of the middle schools and uses two classrooms. One of the
two classrooms for this program are provided for in the SPI space allocations.

(30)
0

(30)

STRIJCTURED LEARNING CENTER AND DEVELOPMENTALLY DISABLED SPECIAL EDUCATION
The Auburn School District operates five structured learning classrooms at the middle school level for
students with moderate to severe disabilities and one developmentally disabled classroom for students with
profound disabilities. Two of the five classrooms for this program are provided for in the SPI space allocations.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 1 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 3 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 4 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 4 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(e0)
0

(e0)

NATIVE AMERICAN RESOURCE ROOM
The Auburn School District operates one resource room to support the education of Native American
students at the middle school level. One standard classroom is fully dedicated to serve these students.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 1 room @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

MIDDLE SCHOOL COMPUTER LABS
The Auburn School District operates a minimum of one computer lab at each of the four middle schools.
This program utilizes a standard classroom. The housing requirements forthis program are not provided

for in the SPI space guidelines.

(30)
0

(30)

(120)
0

(120)

E N G LI SH LAN G U AG E IEARIVERS P ROG RAM
The Auburn School District operates a pullout program at the middle school level for English Language
Learner students. This program requires four standard classrooms that are not provide for in the SPI

space guidelines.

(120)
0

12
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ROOM UTILIZATION
The Auburn School District provides a comprehensive middle school program that includes
elective options in special interest areas. Facilities to accommodate special interest activities are
not amenable to standard classroom usage. The district averages 95% utilization of all available
teaching stations. SPI Report#3 dated 12114111 identifies 148 teaching stations available in the
mid-level facilities. The utilization pattern results in a loss of approximately I teaching stations,

(240)
0

(240)

SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS

NATIVE AMERICAN RESOURCE ROOM
The Auburn School District operates one resource room to support the education of Native American
students at the high school level. One standard classroom is fully dedicated to serve these students,

Loss of Permanent Capacity 1 room @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(30)
0

SEA/'OR HIGH COMPUTER LABS
The Auburn School District operates two computer labs at each of the senior high schools. This
program utilizes two standard classrooms at comprehensive high schools and one at West Auburn.
The housing requirements for this program are not provided for in the SPI space guidelines.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 8 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 7 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(30)

(210)
0

-e1T
E N G LI SH LANG U AG E IEARIVERS P ROG RAM
The Auburn School District operates a pullout program at three comprehensive high schools for English
Language Learner students. This program requires three standard classrooms that are not provided
for in the SPI space guidelines,

Loss of Permanent Capacity 3 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

AD APTIVE B EH AVIO R S P ECIAL ED U C ATIO N
The Auburn School District offers a self-contained program for students with moderate to severe behavior
diabilities. The program is housed at one of the high schools and uses one classroom. The housing
requirements for this program are not provided for in the SPI space allocations.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 1 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(e0)
0

(e0)

(30)
0

(30)

'13
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STRUCTU RED LEARNI NG CENTER PROG RAM
The Auburn School District operates nine structured learning center classrooms for students with
moderate to severe disabilities. This program requires five standard classrooms that are not provided
for in the SPI space guidelines.

(1 50)
0

(1 50)

SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOMS
The Auburn School District operates a resource room program at the senior high level for special
education students requiring instruction to address their specific learning disabilities. The current
high school program requires 1l classrooms to provide program to meet educational needs of
the students. The SPI space guidelines provide for one of the 10 teaching stations.

(300)
0

(300)

P E RFO RM I NG ARTS CE VTERS
Auburn High School includes 25,000 square feet used exclusively for a Performing Arts Center. The
SPI lnventory includes this space when computing unhoused student capacity. This space was
not intended for, nor is it usable for, classroom instruction. lt was constructed to provide a

community center for the performing arts. Using SPI capacity guidelines, 25,000 square feet
computes to 208 unhoused students or 8.33 classrooms.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 8.33 rooms @ 30 each = (250)

ROOM UTILIZATION
The Auburn School District provides a comprehensive high school program that includes numerous
elective options in special interest areas. Facilities to accommodate special interest activities are
not amenable to standard classroom usage. The district averages 95% utilization of all available
teaching stations. There are 185 teaching stations available in the senior high facilities. The utilization
pattern results in a loss of approximately 10 teaching stations.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 5 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 10 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 10 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(300)
0

(300)

14
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STANDARD OF SERVICE COMPUTED TOTALS
ELEMENTARY

Loss of Permanent Capacity (1,845)
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0

Total Capacity Loss (1,845)
MIDDLE SCHOOL

Loss of Permanent Capacity (630)

Loss of Temporary Capacity 0

Total Capacity Loss (630)

SENIOR HIGH
Loss of Permanent Capacity (1,360)
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0

Total Capacity Loss (1,360)
TOTAL

Loss of Permanent Capacity (3,835)
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0

Total Capacity Loss (3,835)

I
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INVENTORY OF FACILITIES

Table lV.1 shows the current inventory of permanent district facilities and their OSPI rated capacities.

Table lV.2 shows the number and location of each portable unit by school. The district uses relocatable
facilities to:

1. provide interim housing in school attendance areas uniquely impacted by increasing school
populations that would otherwise require continual redistricting,

2. make space available for changing program requirements and offerings determined by unique
student needs, and

3. provide housing to cover district needs until permanent facilities can be financed and constructed

Relocatable facilities are deemed to be interim, stop gap measures that often place undesirable stress on
existing physical plants. Core facilities (i.e. gymnasiums, restrooms, kitchcns, labs, lockcrs, libraries, etc.) are
not of sufficient size or quantity to handle the increased school population served by adding relocatable
classrooms.

Table
tv.1

Permanent Facilities

@ OSPI Rated Capacity
(March 2017)

District School Facilities

Buildinq Capacity Acres Address
Elementary Schools

Washinqton Elementarv 486 5.40 20 E Street Northeast. Auburn WA. 98002

Terminal Park Elementa ry

Dick Scobee Elementarv

408 6.70 1101 D Street Southeast. Auburn WA. 98002

477 10.50 1031 14th Street Northeast. Auburn WA, 98002

Pioneer Elementarv 441 8.30 2301 M Street Southeast, Auburn WA, 98002

Chinook Elementarv 440 8.75 3502 Auburn Wav South. Auburn WA, 98092

Lea Hill Elementarv 450 10.00 30908 124th Avenue Southeast, Auburn WA, 98092

Gildo Rev Elementarv 551 10.00 1005 37th Street Southeast, Auburn WA, 98002

Everqreen Heiqhts Elem 456 8.09 5602 South 316th. Auburn WA, 98001

Alpac Elementarv 497 10.60 310 Milwaukee Boulevard North. Pacific WA, 98047

Lake View Elementarv 559 16.40 16401 Southeast 3'l8th Street. Auburn WA. 98092

Hazelwood ElementarV 580 12.67 1 1815 Southeast 304th Street, Auburn WA, 98092

llalko Elementary 585 12.00 301 Oravetz Place Southeast, Auburn WA, 98092

Lakeland Hills Elementary 594 12.00 1020 Evergreen Way SE, Auburn WA, 98092

Arthur Jacobsen Elementary 614 10.00 29205 132nd Street SE, Auburn WA, 98092

ELEMENTARY CAPACITY 7j38

Middle Schools
Cascade Middle School 829 17.30 1015 24lh Street Northeast. Auburn WA. 98002

Olvmoic Middle School 921 17.40 1825 K Street Southeast. Auburn WA. 98002

Rainier Middle School 843 26.33 30620 'l 16th Avenue Southeast. Auburn WA. 98092

Mt. Baker Middle School 837 30.88 620 37th Street Southeast. Auburn WA. 98002

MIDDLE SCHOOL CAPACITY 3,430

Senior High Schools
West Auburn HS 233 5.1 0 401 West Main Street, Auburn WA, 98001

Auburn HS 2.100 20.50 711 East Main Street, Auburn WA, 98002

Auburn Riverside HS 1.387 33.00 501 Oravelz Road, Auburn WA, 98092

Auburn Mountainview HS 1.443 40.00 28900 124th Ave SE, Auburn WA, 98092

HIGH SCHOOL CAPACITY 5,1 64

17
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TABLE
lv.2

TEMPORARY/RELOCATABLE
FACILITIES INVENTORY

(June 2017)

Elementary Location 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-2023 2023-2024

Washington
Terminal Park

Dick Scobee

Pioneer

Chinook
Lea Hill

Gildo Rey

Evergreen Heights

Alpac
Lake View
Hazelwood

llalko

Lakeland Hills Elementary

Arthur Jacobsen Elementary

5

6

7

7

6
5

7

5

6

2

2

6
7

4

5

7

7

7

7

5

7

5

6

2

3

6

7

5

6

7

0

7

7

I
I
6

7

2

4
7
7

6

6

I
0

0

7

6

I
þ

7

3

4

7

I
6

6

I
0

0

0

6

I
6

7

3

4

7

I
6

þ

I
0

0

0

0

I
6

7

3

4

7

I
6

6

0

0

0

0

0

I
6

7

3

4

7

8

6

TOTAL UNITS
TOTAL CAPACIry

75
1,860

79
1,959

80
1,984

76
1,885

69
1 .711

63
1.562

55

1.364

Middle School Location 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-2023 2023-2024
Cascade
Olympic
Rainier
Mt. Baker

0
0

5

I

0
0

6
10

I
1

7

11

1

I
I

11

2

2

I
11

2

2

I
11

2

2

9

11

TOTAL UNITS
TOTAL CAPACITY

14

420
16

480
20
600

21

630
24

720
24

720
24
720

2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-2023 2023-2024Sr. High School Location
West Auburn
Auburn High School
Auburn High School -.TAP
Auburn Riverside
Auburn Mountainview

0

0

1

l3
4

0

0
1

13

4

1

0

I
13

5

1

1

1

13

5

1

1

I
13

5

I
I
1

13

6

1

1

1

13

6
TOTAL UNITS
TOTAL CAPACITY

18

540

'18

540
20

600
21

630
21

630
22

660
22
660

*TAP - Transition Assistance Program 18-21 year needs.

COMBINED TOTAL UN¡TS
COMBINED TOTAL CAPACITY

107
2,820

113
2,579

120
3,184

118
3,145

114
3,061

109
2,942

101
2,744

19
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PUPIL CAPACITY

While the Auburn School District uses the SPI inventory of permanent facilities as the data from
which to determine space needs, the District's educational program requires more space than that
provided for under the formula. This additional square footage is converted to numbers of pupils in

Section lll, Standard of Service. The District's capacity is adjusted to reflect the need for additional
space to house its programs. Changes in the capacity of the district recognize new funded
facilities. The combined effect of these adjustments is shown on Line B in Tables V.1 and V.2 below.
Table V.1 shows the Distict's capacity with relocatable units included and Table V.2 without these units.

1/ New facilities shown in 2019-20 through 2023-24 are funded by the 201 6 School Bond lssue.

2/ The Standard of Service represents 24.38% of SPI capacity. When new facilities are added the Standard

of Service computations are decreased to 22.52% of SPI capacity.

3/ Students beyond the capacity are accommodated in other spaces (commons, library, theater, shared teaching space)

Table V.1
Capacity

WITH relocatables 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24
A,

4.1
SPI Capacity
SPI Capacity-New Elem

B

c

D

E

Capacity Adjustments
Net Capacity

ASD Enrollment

ASD Surplus/Deficit

CAPACITY ADJUSTMENTS

lnclude Relocatable
Exclude SOS 14

15,732

(1,015)
14,717

16,418

(1,701)

2,820
(3,835)

15,732

(856)
14,876

16,845

(1,969)

2,979
13.8s5)

15,732

(651)

15,081

17,423

(2,342)

3,184
(3,835

15,732
650

(6e0)
15,692

17,950

(2,258)

3,145
(3,835

16,382
650

(774)
16,258

18,465

(2,207)

3,061
(3.835

17,032

(8e3)
1 6,1 39

19,007

(2,868)

2,942
(3.835)

17,032

(1 ,09'11
15,941

19,525

(3,584)

2,744
(3.835)

(1,015) (856) (651) (6e0) (774) (8e3) (1 ,091)

Table V.2
Capacity

WITHOUT relocatables 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24
15,732

(3,835)
11,897

16,845

(4,e48)

(3.835

15,732

(3,835)
11,897

17,423

(5,526)

(3.835)

15,732
650

(3,835)
12,547

17,950

(5,403)

13.835)

16,382
650

(3,835)
13,197

18,465

(5,268)

t3.835)

17,032

(3,835)
13,197

19,007

(5,810)

t3.835)

17,032

(3,835)
13,197

19,525

(6,328)

(3.835

15,732

(3,835ì
11,897

16,418

(4,521)

(3,835

SPI Capacity
SPI Capacity-New Elem

Capacity Adjustments
Net Capacity

ASD Surplus/Deficit

CAPACITY ADJUSTMENTS

14

B.

c.

D.

E.

ASD Enrollment

Exclude SOS

A.
4.1

(3,835) (3,835) (3,835) (3,835) (3,835) (3,835) (3,835)

21
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A. Schools

B. Middle Schools

C. Senior H h Schools

Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2017 lhrough 2023

PUPIL CAPACITY

Buildino 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24
486

408

477

441
440

450

551

456
497

559

580

585
594
614

486
408

477

441
440

450

551

450
497

559

580

585
594
614
650

486

408

477
441

440

450

551

456

497

559

580
585

594
614

650
650

486

408

477
441

440

450

551

456

497

559

580
585
594

614
650
650

486

408
477

441

440

450

551

456

497

559
580

585
594

614
650

650

Washington

Terminal Park

Dick Scobee

Pioneer

Chinook
Lea Hill

Gildo Rey

Evergreen Heights

Alpac
Lake View
Hazelwood

llalko
Lakeland Hills

Arthur Jacobsen

Elementary #15
Elementary #16

486

408
477

441

440
450

551

456
497

559

580

585
594

614

486

408
477

441

440

450

551

456

497

559
580

585
594

614

7.788 8.438 8,438 8,438ELEMENTARY CAPACITY 7,1 38 7,138 7,1 38

Buildins 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24
Cascade

Olympic
Rainier
Mt. Baker

829
921
843

837

829

921
843

837

829
921
843

837

829
921

843
837

829
921

843
837

829
921

843
837

829

921
843
837

MIDDLE SCHOOL CAPACITY 3,430 3.430 3.430 3,430 3,430 3,430 3,430

Buildinq 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24
233

2,101
1,387

1.443

233
2,101

1,387
1.443

233
2,101
1,387

1.443

233
2,101
1,387

1,443

233
2,101
1,387

1,443

233
2,101

1,387

1,443

233
2,101

1,387
1,443

West Auburn

Auburn
Auburn Riverside

Auburn Mountainview
5.164 5.164 5,1 64 5,1 64 5,1 64 5,164HIGH SCHOOL CAPACITY 5,164

COMBINED CAPACITY 7321 1 732 17 17 17tE|9zrrIßEîVI

22



18619

Auburn School District No. 408

Capital Facilities Plan
2017 through2023

Section Vl

Capital Construction Plan



18619
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CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2017 through 2023

CAPÍTAL CONSTRUCTION PLAN

The formal process used by the Board to address current and future facility needs began in 1974
with the formation of a community wide citizens committee. The result of this committee's work was
published in the document titled 'Guidelines for Developmenf.' ln 1985 the Board formed a second
Ad Hoc citizens committee to further the work of the first and address the needs of the District for
subsequent years. The work of this committee was published in the document lilled'Directions for
the Nineties.' ln 1995 the Board commissioned a third Ad Hoc citizens committee to make
recommendations for improvements to the District's programs and physicalfacilities. The committee
recommendations are published in the document titled Education lnto The Twenty-First Century - -
A Community lnvolved.'

The 1995 Ad Hoc committee recommended the District develop plans for the implementation,
funding, and deployment of technology throughout the District's programs. The 1996 Bond
proposition provided furrding to enlrance the capacity of each facility to accommodate technological
applications. The 1998 Capital Levy provided funding to further deploy technology at a level
sufficient to support program requirements in every classroom and department. ln 2005 and 2014,
replacement technology levies were approved to continue to support technology across allfacets of
the District's teaching, learning and operations.

ln addition to the technology needs of the District, the Ad Hoc committee recognized the District
must prepare for continued student enrollment growth. As stated in their report, "the District must
pursue an appropriate high school site as soon as possible." The Ad Hoc recommendation included
commentary that the financing should be timed to maintain consistent rates of tax assessments.

A proposition was approved by the voters on April 28, 1998 that provided $8,000,000 over six years
to address some of the technology needs of the District; and $5,000,000 to provide funds to acquire
school sites.

During the 1997-98 school year, a Joint District Citizen's Ad Hoc Committee was appointed by the
Auburn and Dieringer School Boards to make recommendations on how best to serve the school
population from an area that includes a large development known as Lakeland South. Lakeland
South at that time was immediately adjacent to the southern boundary of the Auburn School District.
On June 16, 1998, the Ad Hoc Committee presented its recommendation at a joint meeting of the
Auburn and Dieringer Boards of Directors. On June 22, 1998, the Auburn School Board adopted
Resolution No. 933 authorizing the process to initiate the adjustment of the boundaries of the District
in accordance with the Ad Hoc Committee's recommendation. On June 23, 1998, the Dieringer
School Board adopted a companion Resolution No. 24-97-98 authorizing the process to initiate the
adjustment of the boundaries in accordance with the Ad Hoc Committee's recommendation. These
actions resulted in the transfer of an area from Dieringer to Auburn containing most of the Lakeland
South development and certain other undeveloped properties.

Property for the third comprehensive high school was acquired in 1999, The Board placed the
proposition to construction a new high school on the ballot four times. Each election was extremely
close to passing. After the fourth failure a community meeting was held and from that meeting the
Board determined need for further community study.

ln April of 2002, the Board formed a fifth citizen's Ad Hoc committee to address the following two
items and make recommendations to the Board in the Fall ol2002:

a. A review of the conclusion and recommendations of 1985 and 1995 Ad Hoc Committees
related to accommodating high school.enrollment growth. This included the review of
possible financing plans for new facilities.

b. Develop recommendations for accommodating high school enrollment growth for the next 10
years if a new senior high school is not built.
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This committee recommended the Board place the high school on the ballot for the fifth time in
February 2003. The February election approved the new high school a|68.71% yes votes. The
school opened in the fall of 2005.

ln the fallof 2003, the Board directed the administration to begin the planning and design for
Elementary #13 and Elementary #14. ln the fall of 2004, the Board passed Resolution No. 1054 to
place two elementary schools on the ballot in February 2005. The voters approved the ballot
measure in February of 2005 a|64.72%. Lakeland Hills Elementary (Elementary #13) opened in the
fall of 2006. Arthur Jacobsen Elementary (Elementary #14) is located in the Lea Hillarea and
opened in the fall of 2007. These two elementary schools were built to accommodate the housing
growth in Lakeland Hills and Lea Hill areas of the schooldistrict,

ln the 2004-05 school year, the Board convened a sixth Citizen's Ad Hoc committee to again study
and make recommendations about the future impacts in the District. One of the areas of study was
the need for New Facilities and Modernization. The committee made a number of recommendations
including school size, the need for a new middle school, and to begin a capital improvements
program to modernize or replace facilities based upon criterion.

During the 2005-06 school year, a Joint District Citizen's Ad Hoc Committee was appointed by the
Auburn and Kent School Boards to make recommendations on how best to serve the school
population that will come from an area that includes a number of projected developments in the
north Auburn valley. On May 17,2006, the Ad Hoc Committee presented its recommendation at a
joint meeting of the Auburn and Kent Boards of Directors. On June 14, 2006, the Kent School Board
adopted Resolution No. 1225 authorizing the process to initiate the adjustment of the boundaries of
the District in accordance with the Ad Hoc Committee's recommendation. On June 26, 2006, the
Auburn School Board adopted a companion Resolution No. 1073 authorizing the process to initiate
the adjustment of the boundaries in accordance with the Ad Hoc Committee's recommendation.
These actions resulted in the transfer of an area from the Kent School District to the Auburn School
District effective September 29, 2006,

ln October of 2008, after two years of review and study, a Steering Committee made
recommendations to the Board regarding the capital improvements program to modernize or replace
facilities as recommended by the 2004-05 Citizen's Ad Hoc Committee. These recommendations,
based on specific criteria, led to the Board placing a school improvement bond and capital
improvements levy ôn the ballot in March 2009. Voters did not approve either measure that would
have updated 24 facilities and replaced three aging schools. The Board decided to place only a six-
year Capital Levy on the ballot in November of 2009, which passed a|55.17%. The levy funded
$46.4 million of needed improvement projects at 24 sites over the following seven school years.
Planning for the replacement of aging schools was started with educational specifications and
schematic design process for the replacement of Auburn High School.

The District acquired a site for a future high school in 2008 and a second site for a future middle
school in 2009. The District also continued efforts to acquire property around Auburn High School.

The Special Education Transition Facility opened in February of 2010. This facility is designed for
students with disabilities that are 18 to 21 years old.

ln the November 2012 election, the community supported the $110 million bond issue for the Auburn
High SchoolModernization and Reconstruction Project al620/o. Construction began in February
2013. The entire new building was occupied by Auburn High School students and staff in the fall of
2015, with site improvements being completed during the 2015/16 schoolyear.
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CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION PLAN

ln January 2015, a citizen's ad hoc committee was convened by direction of the Board to address
growth and facilities. The major recommendations were to construct two new elementary schools in

the next four years and to acquire 3 new elementary school sites as soon as possible.

ln the November 2016 election, the community supported the $456 million bond issue for the
replacement of six schools and the construction of two new elementary schools at 62.830/o.

Construction for the replacement of Olympic Middle School is scheduled to begin in March 2018.

Within the six-year period, the District is projecting 3,062 additional students. This increase in

student population along with anticipated class-size reductions, will require the construction of two
new elementary schools and acquiring three new elementary school sites during the six-year
window.

ln addition to new and replacement school construction, this District needs to address several major
construction projects to accommodate enrollment growth and continued District use. These projects
include improvements at the Support Services Center, Transportation Center, replacement of or
improvements to the roof at Auburn Memorial Stadium, boiler replacement at Auburn Mountainview
High School, and energy management system replacement at Auburn Riverside High School.

The table below illustrates the current capital construction plan for the next six years. The exact
timelines are wholly dependent on the rate of growth in the school age population.

! These funds may be secured through a combination ofthe 2016 Bond lssue, sale of real property, impact fees, and state
matching funds. The District currently is eligible for state matching funds for new construction at the elementary school level and for
modernization at the elementary and middle school levels.
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2017 -23 Capital Construction Plan

(Mav 20171

Proiect Funded
Projected

Cost
Fund

Source
Project Timelines

17-18 18-19 19-20 20-21 21-22 22-23 23-24

All Facilities -
Technology
Modernization

Yes $22,000,000

2013
6 Year

Cap. Levy

XX XX XX

Portables Yes $2,500,000
lmpact
Fees

XX XX XX XX XX

Property Purchase -
3 New Elementaries

Yes $14,900,000
Bond

lmpact Fee XX XX XX XX XX XX XX

Multiple Facility
lmprovements

Yes $46,400,000
Cap. Levy
lmpact Fee XX XX XX

Elementary #15 Yes $48,500,000
Bond

lmpact Fee
XX
olan

XX
const

XX
oDen

Elementary #16 Yes $48,500,000
Bond

lmpact Fee
XX
olan

XX
const

XX
oþen

Replacement of five
Elementary Schools

Yes $242,500,000 Bond
XX
Plan

XX
Plan

XX
const

XX
const

XX
const

XX
const

XX
const

Replacement of one
Middle School

Yes $78,000,000 Bond
XX
plan

XX
const

XX
open

zo
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Auburn School Dishict No.408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2O17 through2023

IMPACT FEE COMPUTATION (Spring 2017)

Elementary #15 within 3 year period

Elementary #16 within 4 year per¡od

I. SITE COST PER RESIDENCE
Formula: ((Acres x Cost x Student Factor

II. PERMANENT FACILITY CONSTRUCTION COST PER RESIDENCE
Formula: ((Facili$ x Student x to Total

III. TEMPORARY FACILITY CONSTRUCTION COST PER RESIDENCE
Formula: ((Facility x Student X to Total

IV, STATE MATCH CREDIT PER RESIDENCE
Formula: (Boeckh lndex x SPI x District Match x Student

CosV
Multi Family

$825.53
$0.00
$0.00

$82s.53

CosU
Sinqle Family

$1,546.86
$0.00
$0.00

$1,s46.86

0.1 030

0.0310

0.0440

Student Generation Factor
Sinqle Family Multi Fam¡ly

0.1930

0.o770
0.0730

Facility

Capacity
650

800
1 500

Cosl
Acre

$434,1 36

$0

$o

Site

Acreage
12

25

40

Elem (K - 5)

Middle Sch (6 - 8)

Sr Hish (9 - 12)

Cost/
Multi Familv

ï7,263.24
$0.00

$0.00

$7.263.24

Cost/
Sing¡e Familv

$13,609.76
$0.00

$0.00

$13.609.76

0.'t 030
0.0310

0.0440

Student Generation Factor
Sinsle Family Multi Fam¡ly

0.1930

0.0770

0.0730

% Perm Sq Fl
Total Sq Ft

0.9451

0.9451

0.9451

Facility

Size

650

800

1 500

Facility

Cost

$0

$o

$48,500,000Elem (K - 5)
Mid Sch (6 - 8)

Sr Hiqh (9 - 12)

Cost/
Multi Family

$41 .19

$9.65

$13.70
$64.53

CosV

Sinqle Family

$77.18

$23.97

$22.72
$123.86

Student Generation Factor
Sinqle Family Multi Familv

0.1030

0.0310

0.0440

0.1 930
0.o770
0.0730

rE[llrurdr
% Temp Sq FV

Total Sq Ft
0.0549

0.0549
0.0549

Facility

Size

23.35

30
30

Facility

Cost

$'170,000

$1 70,000

$170,000

Elem (K - 5)
Mid Sch (6 - 8)
Sr Hiqh (9 - 12)

s1.251.03

CosU
Multi Family

$1,251.O2
$0.00

$0.00
$2.344.14

Cosl/
Single Family

$2,344.14
$o.oo

$o.oo

0-1030

0.0310

0.0440

Student Generation Factor
Single Family Multi Family

0.1 930
o.0770
0.0730

State

Match
63.29%
63.29o/.

63.29%

SPI
Footaqe

90
108

130

Boeckh

lndex
$213.23

$0.00

$0.00

Mid Sch (6 - 8)

-5)

28
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V. TAXCREDIT PER RESIDENCE
Formula: Expressed as the present value ofan annuity
TC = PV(interest rate,discount period,average assd value x tax rate)

VI. DEVELOPER PROVIDED FACILITY CREDIT
Formula: (Value of Site or Facility/Number of dwelling units)

Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2017 lhrough2023

Tax Credit

Multi

70

Tax CreditNumber of
Years

Bnd Byr lndx

Ann lnt Rate

Gurr Dbt Serv
Tax Rate

Ave Resid

Assd Value

3.95%$2.65

0

10't47$127

$292,035Single Family

Multi Fa

Credit
$0.00

00

No. of UnitsValue

$0.00

Single Family

Multi

Multi

Family

081.29

PER UNIT ¡MPACT FEES

Single
Family

.86

FEE

RECAP
SUMMARY

Site Costs

Permanent Facility Const Costs
$l,546.86

$13,609.76

$123.86
($2,344.14)

$825.53

$7,263.24
$64.53

($l,251
739.

Facility Costs
State Match Credit

Credit

0.00CreditFaci

F $4,162.58

$2,081.29

$6,643.73

$3,321.86FEE (50% Discount)

Less ASD Discount

Nef Fee

29
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Sl'fe Cosf

MULTI FAMILY
Sr High

9-12
o.044
1 500

30

$170,000

40

$434,1 36

1 ,695,317
98,533

1,793,850

94.51%
5.49o/o

130

$213.23
63.29%
36.71o/o

$127,147

$2.65
3.95%

Mid Sch
6-8

0.031

800

30

$170,000

25

$434,1 36

1,695,317

98,533

1,793,850

94.51o/o

5.49o/o

108

s2'13.23
63.29o/o

36.71%

$127,147

$2.65
3.95%

Elem

K-5
0.103
650

$48,500,000

2ß35

$1 70,000

'12

$434,1 36

1,635,317

98,533
1,733,850

94.51%
5-49o/o

90

$213.23
63.29o/o

36.71o/"

$127,147

$2.65
3.95o/o

SINGLE FAMILY

Sr High

9-12
0.073

1500

30

$170,000

40

$434,136

I,695,317
98,533

1,793,850

94.51%
5.49o/o

't30

$213.23
63.29o/o

36.71o/.

$292,035

$2.65
3.95%

Mid Sch

6-8
o.077

800

30

$170,000

25

$434,136

1,695,317

98,533

1,793,850

94.5'lo/o

5-49o/o

108

s2',13.23

6329%
36.71%

$292,035

$2.65
3.95%

Elem
K 5

0.193
650

$48,500,000

23.35

$1 70,000

't2

$434,1 36

1,695,317

98,533
1,793,850

94.51%
5.49o/o

90

$213.23
63.29%.

36.71o/o

$292,035

$2.65
3.95%

IMPACT FEE ELEMENTS

Single Family - Auburn actual count April 2017

Elementary Cost Estimates Aptil 2017

ASD District Standard of Serv¡ce.
Grades K - 5 @23.35 and 6 - 12 @ 30.

Relocatables, including site work, set up, and furnishing

ASD District Standard or SPI Minimum

See below

14 Elementary, 4 Middle, and 4 H¡gh Schools
I 07 portables at 896 sq. ft. each + TAP 2661
Sum of Permanent and Temporary above
Permanent Sq. Footage divided by Total Sq. Footage
Temporary Sq. Footage divided by Total Sq. Footage

From SPI Regulations
From SPI schedule for December 2012
From SPI Webpage December 2012

Computed

King County Department of Assessments March 2015

Current Fiscal Year
Current Rate - (Bond Buyer 20 lndex March 20 1 7)

Student Factor
New Fac Capacity

New Facility Cost

ïemp Rm CapaciÇ

Temp Facility Cost

Site Acreage
Site CosUAcre

Perm Sq Footage

Temp Sq Footage

Total Sq Footage

% - Perm Facilities

% - Temp Facilities

SPI Sq Fl/Student
Boeckh lndex
Match % - State
Match % - District

Dist Aver AV

Debt Serv Tax Rate
G. O Bond lnt Rate

Auburn School District No.408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2O17 through2023

Projected
Cost/Acre

$455,843
$478,635
$581,783

Latest Date

of Acquis¡tion

2017
20'18
2022

Sites

Required

Elementary
Elementary
Elementary

Projected Annual
lnflation Factor

5.00%
5.00%

5.00%

Adjusted
Present Dav

$467,940
$336,940
$497.528
$434,136

Purchase

Cost/Acre

$225,087
$2't7,194
$336,747
$262,095

Purchase

Price

$2,701,043
$7,601,799
$9,092,160

$19,395,002

Purchase
Year
2002
2008
2009

Acreage
12.00

35.00

27.00
74.OO

Recent Property
Acquisitions

Lakeland

Labrador
Lakeland East

Total

30
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Appendix 4.3 - Student Generation Survey
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Auburn School District #408

Student Enrollment Proj ections
October 2016

Introduction
The projective techniques give some consideration to historical and current data as a basis for
forecasting the future. In addition, the 'projectol'' must make cefiain assumptions about the operant
variables within the data being used. These assumptions are "judgmental" by definition. Forecasting
can be defined as the extrapolation or logical extension from history to the future, or from the known
to the unknown. The attached tabular data reviews the history of student enrollment, sets out some
quantitative assumptions, and provides projections based on these numerical factors.

The projection logic does not attempt to weigh the individual sociological, psychological, economic,
and political factors that are present in any demographic analysis and projection. The logic embraoes

the assumptions that whatever these individual factors have been in the past are present today, and will
be in the future. It fulther moderates the impact of singular factors by averaging data over thirleen
years and six years respectively. The results provide a trend, which reflects a long (13-year) and a short
(6-year) base from which to extrapolate.

Two methods of estimating the number of kindergarten students have been used. The first uses the

average increase or decrease over the past 13 and 6-year time frame and adds it to each succeeding
year. The second derives what the average percentage Auburn kindergartners have been oflive births
in King County for the past 5 years and uses this to project the subsequent four years.

The degree to which the actuals deviate from the projections can only be measured after the fact,
This deviation provides a point of departure to evaluate the effectiveness of the assumptions and logic
being used to calculate future projections. Monitoring deviation is critical to the viability and

credibility ofthe projections derived by these techniques.

Tables
Table I - Thirteen Year Histo\) o.f October I Enrollments - page 3

The data shown in this table is the baseline information used to project future enrollment. This data

shows the past record of enrollment in the district on October I of each year.

Table 2 - Historical ( /.t erl i.n. Proi e.c,tion.t - page 4

This table shows the three basic factors derived from the data in Table 1. These factors have been

used in the subsequent projections. The three factors are:

o Factor I - Average Pupil Change Between Grade Levels
This factor is sometimes referred to as the "holding potiler" or "cohort survival." It is a
measure of the number of pupils gained or lost as they move from one grade level to the
next.

o Factor 2 - Average Pupil Change by Grade Level
This factor is the average change at each grade level over the 13 or 6-year period,

o Factor 3 - Auburn School District Kindergarten Enrollment as a Function of King
County Live Births.
This factor calculates what percent each kindergarten class was of the King County live
births in the fìve previous years. From this information has been extrapolated the

kindergarten pupils expected for the next four years.
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Table 3 - Proiection Models - pages 5-13
This set oftables utilizes the above mentioned variables and generates several projections. The
models are explained briefly below.

o Table 3.13 (pg 5) - shows a projection based on the 13-year average gain in kindergarlen
(Factor 2) and the 13-year average change between grade levels (Factor 1). The data is

shown for the district as a whole.

o Table 3.6 (pg 5) - shows a projection using the same scheme as Table 3.13 except it
shoftens the historical data to only the most recent 6 years.

tr Table 3.134 and3.6A (pg 6) - uses the same factors above except Factor 3 is substituted
for Factor 2. The kindergarten rates are derived from the King County live births instead

of the a'ùerage gain.

u Tables 3E.13, 3E.6, 3E.l3A, 38.64 (pe 7) - breaks out the K-5 grades from the district
projection. Summary level data is provided for percentage gain and pupil gain by grade

articulation.

tr Tables 3MS.13, 3MS.6, 3MS.134, 3MS.6A (pg 8) - breaks out the 6-8 grades from the
district projection. Summary level data is provided for percentage gain and pupil gain by
grade afliculation.

o Tables 3SH.13, 3SH.6, 3SH.134. 3SH.6A (pg 9) - breaks out the 9-12 grades from the
district projection. Summary level data is provided for percentage gain and pupil gain by
grade articulation.

o Table 4 (pg l0) - Collects the four projection models by grade group for ease of
comparison.

tr Table 5 (pgs 1l-13) - shows how well each projection model performed when compared
with actual enrollments. Data is provided in both number and percent formats for the
past l3 years.

Summarv
This year is the fifth consecutive year ofan increase in enrollment after three consecutive years of
declining enrollment. The increase of 282 students changes our historical average gain/loss in
students. Over the past 6 years the average gain is now 7.620/o annually, which equates to an average
annual gain of 244 students.

Using the cohoft survival models, the data below is a summary of the range of variation between the
four models. This data can be used for planning for future needs of the district,

The models show changes in the next six years:
. Elementary level show increases ranging from 971 to 1,300. (page7)
. Middle School level show increases ranging from 688 to 692. (page 8)
. High School level show increases ranging from692to774. (page 9)

The models show these changes looking forward thirteen years:
r Elementary level show increases ranging from 2,779 to 3,047 . (page 7)
. Middle School level show increases ranging from 1,289 to 1,536. (page 8)
. High School levelshow increases ranging from 1,569 to 1,659. (page 9)

This data does not factor new developments that are currently under construction or in the planning
stages.
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Actual
16-17

1237

1210

1 300

13'17

1237

1 199

1152
1132
1 108
1261

1248
13 18

1226
15,945

Percent Gain 0.98% 0.99%

141 144

(0.78)Y, (0.73)% \a.82)% 1.62% 2.57o/o 2.O4%

306

2.530/ 1.80%
282Pupil Gain 416 330 14 233 375 386

% Gain for 1st 6 years 0.97o/o

135

% Gàin for last 6 years 1.620/o

244P Gain for 1st 6 Gain for last 6

3 years

Gain for 13 189

'15-'t 6

1 198

1279

1289

1232
1170

1172
1116

1 099

1 136

1229

1 316

1167
1260

15,663

14-15
1232
1219

1 196

1136
1'156

1122
I 059
I 091

1 088
1275

1 1ô9

1211
1323

15,277

13-14
1170

I 188

1124

1125
1'123

1075
I 076
1072
1116

1 159

1229

1240
1274

14,97',1

12-13
1 098
1 089

1 083

1111
1 038

1070
1041

1 086
1017

1200

1278
1164
132',1

14,596

11-12
1 029
1 068

1 097

996
1022
1018
1 063
1032
1 046
1273

1170
1233
1316

14,363

10-11

1010

1 066

10 t6
1013
1024

1 079
1041

1 060
1112
1221

1238
1258
1344

14,482

TABLE Thirteen Year History of October I Enrollments(Rev 10/16)
1

09-1 0

'1032

1 033

998

993
1 073
1 030
1 040
'1125

I 031

1244

1277

1 303
1410

't4,589

08-09

998
1015

1024

1048
1044

1069

1 096
'1034

'1076

1256

1341

1 350
1352

14,703

07-08

996

995
101 I
997
1057

1 078
1007

1057
'1033

1337

I 368
1352
't263

14,559

06-07

941
1012
1002
1031

1049

998
1 058

1014

1072
1372
1400

1322
't147

14,418

05-06

955

963

963
1002
939

1 065
'1004

1028

1137
't379

1 383

1182
1 088

14,088

04-05

892
960

992

918
1016

957

1020
1124
1 130
1461

1261

1 055
886

13,672

GRADE

KDG
1

2

4

5

b

7

8
o

10

11

12

TOTALS

18619
AUBURN SCHOOL DISTR¡CT STUDENT ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS - October 2016

1237

3747
7500

8652

3827

6263
7415

3392

2240
3501

5053

3792

TABLE

1A Grade Group Combinations
KDG 892

2844
5735

6755

955
2881

5887

6891

941
2955

6033

7091

996

301 0

6142
7149

998

3037

6198
7294

1032
3063

61 59
71 99

1010

3092

6208

7249

1029

3194
623C

7293

1 098

3270
6489

7530

1',t70

3482
6805

7881

1232
3647
7C'61

8120

1 198

3766
7340
8456

K,

K

K

1 ,2
5

6

1-3
1-5
1-6

2870
4843

5863

2928
4932
5936

3045
5092

6150

30í 1

5146

61 53

3087

5200

6296

3024
5127

6167

3095
51 98

6239

316'l
5201

6264

3283

5391

6432

3437

5635

6711

3551

5629

6888

3800

6142
7258

6-8
7 -8
7 -9

3274

2254
3715

31 69

2165
3544

3144
2086

3458

3097

2090

3427

3206

2110
3366

3196

2156
3400

3213
2172

3393

3141

2078
3351

3',144

2103
3303

3264
2188
3347

3238

2179
3454

3351

2235
3464

9-12
10-12

4663

3202
5032
3653

5241
3869

5320
3983

5299
4043

5234
3990

5061

3840

4992
371e

4963
3763

4902
3743

4578
3703

4972
3743
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TABLE Factors Used in Projections
2

52.67

30.00
18.67

22.17

20.50
(4.83)

19.33

11.83

147.00
8.83

(11.17l'

74.50

6 YEAR BASE
Ktol
1lo2
2to3
3to4
4to5
5to6
6to7
7to8
Stog
I to 10

10 to 11

11 to 12

total 389.50

48.83

18.67

16.50
27.50

22.O0

1.67

17.42

12.50

184.33

0.92

Q7.54)
40.58'11 lo 12

total 363.42

is the average gain or loss of pupils as they
from one grade level to the next. Factor 1 uses

OR of

Factor Average Pupil Change Between Grade
1 Levels

13 YEAR BASE
Ktol
1ic 2
2to3
3to4
4to5
5to6
6to7
7to8
8to9
9 to 10

10 to 11

Last 5

year
Average
4.7740/"

4.631o/o

4.908%
4.851%
5.030%

AUBURN KINDERGARTEN
ENROLLMENTASA%OF
ADJUSTED LIVE BIRTHS

YEAR IADJUSTED
oFluvelroc

ENROLLI BTRTHS I rr.¡no¡-r-.
1/3rds

BIRTHS

2/3rds

BIRTHS

TOTAL
LIVE

BIRTHS

AUBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT KINDERGARTEN ENROLLMENTS
AS FUNCTION OF KING COUNTY LIVE EIRTH RATES3

Factor

CAL-

ENDAR
YEAR

1 976
1977

1978
1979

1 980

198'l

1582
1 983

1984

1985
1986

1987

1 988
't 989
1 990
199'1

1992
1 993
1994

1 995
1 996
1997

I 998
I 999

2000

2001
2002
2003
2004
2005

2006
2007

2008

2009

20't0
2011

2012
2013
2014
2015

13,761

14,682
15,096

16,524

16,800

17,100
18,811

18,533

18,974

19,778

19,951

22,803
21,O34

25,576
26,749
22,799
20,060

22,330
22,O29

25,005

2't,573
21,646
22,212

22,007

22,487

21,778

21,863
22,431

22,874
22,680
24,244
24,902
25,190

25,057
24,514
24,630
25,032
24,9',10

25,348
25,487

9,174
9,788

10,064

11,016
11,200
11,400
12,541
12,355
12,649

13,185
13,30'1

15,202
14,023
't7,051
17,833
15,199

13,373
't4,887
14,686
't 6,670

14,382
14,431

14,808
14,671

14,991

14,519
14,575
14,954

15,249
15,120

16,163
16,601

16,793

16,705

16,343

16,420
16,688

16,607

16,899

16.991

4,587
4,894
5,032

5,508

5,600

5,700

õ,270

6,178

6,325

6,593
6,650

7,601

7,O11

8,525

8,916
7,600

6,687

7,443
7,343
8,335

7,191
7,215
7,404
7,336

7,496

7,259
7,288
7,477

7,625
7,560

8,081
8,301

8,397

8,352

8,171

8,210
8,344
8,303

8,449
8,496

82t83
83/84

84t85
85/86

86187

87l88
88/89
89/90

90/91

91192

92t93
93/94
94/95

95/96

96197

97/98

98/99

99/00

00/01

01102

02t03
03t04
04105

05/06

06/07

07tog
08/09

09/1 0

10t11
1'1t12

12t13
13t14

14115

15/16

16t17
't7t18

18/19

19t20

20t21
21122

14,375

14,958
16,048

16,708
'17,000

18,241

18,626
18,827

19,510

19,893
21,852
21,624
24,062
26,358

24,116
20,973
21,573
22,129
24,013
22,717

21,622
22,O23

22,075
22,327

22,014
21,835
22,242

22,726

22.745
23.723

24,683
25,O94

25,101

24,695
24,591
24,898
24,951
25,202

25,44'l

698
bbb

726
792

829

769

817

871

858

909
920
930

927

954

963

978

854

849

912
846

905

922
892
955

941

996
998
1t32
1010

1t2S
1 098
1162
1232
1 198

1737 Actual
<-Prjctd
<-Prjctd
<-Prjctd
<-Prjctd

4-452o/o

4.524o/o

4.740%
4.8760/o

4.2160/o

4.386%
4.6260/o

4.398%
4.569%
4.210%
4.301%
3.853%

3.619o/o

3.993%
4.6630/o

3.959%

3.837o/o

3.798%
3.724%

4.186o/o

4.1860/o

4.041%
4.277o/o

4.274o/o

4.562%
4.487o/o

4.541%
4.441o/o

4-338o/o

1189

1 191

1m3
1714

* number tom DOH

year
year
year

Factor Average Pupil Change By Grade Level
2

6 YEAR BASE

41.60

28.40

40.60

64.20
43.OO

36.20

17.80

20.00
12.40
(2.40)

r 5.60

17.00
(18.00)

Factor 2 is the average change in grade level size
from 01/02 OR 08/09.

K

1

2

3

4

5

b

7

ö

9

10

11

12

13 YEAR BASE

28.75

20.83
25.67

33.25

18.42
20.17

1'l .00
0.67

(1.83)
(16.67)

(1.08)

21.92
28.33

K
'l

2

3

4

5

b

7

8

I
10

11

12

Source: Center
Page 4
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PROJ
29-30

KDG

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

I
I

.10

11

12

TOTALS

1237

1210

1 300

1317

1237
1 199
'1152

1132
1 108

1261

1248

131 8

1226

1266
1286
1229

13',17

1345

1259
1201

1 169
1145
't292
1262
1221

1 359

1295
13't 5

1305

1245
't344
1 367

1261
'1218

1182
1329

1293

1234
1261

1323
'1343

1333

1321

1273

1366

1 368

1278
't231

1366
't330

1266
'1275

1352
1372

1362
1 350

I 349
1295

1368

1386
't2s1

1415
1367
'1302

1 306

1381

1401

1391

1379

1377

1371

1296

1 385
1 398

1475

1416

1340
'1343

1410

1430

1420
't407

1406
1 399

1372
1314

1 398

1582
1476
1 388

1380

1438

1458

1448

1436

1435

1428
1401

1390

1326
1582
1 583
1448
1429

1467

1487

1477
1465

1464

1457

1430
1418
't402
151',!

1583
1556

1489

1496

1516

1 506

1494

1492
1486

1458

1447

1431

1586

1512
1555

1 596

1525
1545
1 535
1522

1521
't514
't487
1476
1460
1615

1587

1484

1 596

1553

1573

1563

1 551

1 550
1543

1516

1 505
'1488

1644
1616
1560

1525

1582
1602
1592
1580

1579
'1572

1545
'1533

1517

1673

1645

1 589

1600

161 1

1631

't621
'1609

1607

1601

'1573

1562
1 546

1701

1674

1617

1629

Percent of Ga¡n
Pupil Gain

2.53%
403

1.83o/o

299
2.560/o

426
2.58%
440

2.1 1.93o/o

370
1.49o/o

292
1.610/o

321

2.O8%

421

1.81%
374438 430 421 402

PROJ
2A-25

PROJ
27-28

PROJ

26-27
PROJ

25-26
PROJ
24-25

PROJ

23-24

PROJ

2423
PROJ
21t22

PROJ

20t21

TABLE
3.13

DISTRICT PROJECTIONS
Based on 13 Year History

PROJ
19t20

PROJ
18/19

PROJ
17t18

ACTUAL
16t't7GRADE

PROJ

29-30
KDG

1

2

3

4

5

t)

7

Õ

I
10

11

12

TOTALS

1237
1210

1 300

1317

1237

1 199
1152
't132

1 108
1261

1248

1318

1226

1279

1290

1240

1319

1 339
1258

1 194

1171
1144

1255
1270

1237
I 393

1320

1 331

1320

1259

1341
't 360
1253

1214

1 183
1291

1264

1259

1311

1362'
'1373

1361

1 338

1281

1 361

I 355
1272

1225
I 330
1 300
't253

1333

1403

1414
't403

1380

1 361

1 301

1357
1374

1284

1372
1 339

1289
't327

1445

1456

1444

1422

1402
I 381

1297

1376

1 386
1431

1381

'1328

1 363

1487

1498

1486

1463
1444

1423

1 376

1316

1 388
1 533

144A

1370

1402

1528
I 539

1528

I 505
1485

1464
14't8
1396

1328
I 535
1542
1429
'1445

1 570

1 581

1 569
1546

1527

1506

1459

1437

1407
1475

1544

1 531

1 503

161 1

't622

161 1

1588

1569

1547
1 501

1479

1449
1554
1484

1532
1605

1653

1 664

1652
1630

161 0

1 589
1543
1520
1491

I 596

1 563

1472
1607

1 695
1706

1694

1671

1652
1 631

1584
1562
1532
I e38
1 e05
1852
1547

1736
1747

1736
1713
't693
'1672

't626

1604
1574
1 679

1646

1 594

1627

1778
1789

1777

1754

1735

1714
1667

1645

161 5

'1721

1 688
1635

1668

Percent of Gain

Pupil Gain

2.77%

442
1.94%
317

2.83%
513

2.77%

515

2.69%

515

2.53%
498

2.17olo

437

2 2
440 460 507 477 579 541

PROJ

28-29
PROJ

27-28

PROJ

26-27

PROJ

25-26
PROJ

24-25
PROJ

23-24
PROJ

22t23

PROJ

21t22

PROJ

20t21

TABLE
3.6

DISTRICT PROJECTIONS

Based on 6 Year History

PROJ

19t20

PROJ

18/19

PROJ

17t18

ACTUAL
16t17GRADE
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PROJ

29-30
K

1

2

3

4
5

6

7

I
I

10

1'l
12

TOTALS

1237

1210

1 300
1317

1237

1 199

1't52

I't32
I 108

1261

1248
1318
'1226

1 189

1286

1229

1317
1345

1259
120',!

I 169

1't45
1292
1262
1221

1 359

1 191

1237

1 305
1245

1344

1 367
1261

1218
1182
1329

1293
1234

126'l

1203

1240
't256
't321

1273

1366

1368

1278

1231

1 366
'1330

1266

1275

12't4
't252

1259

1273

1 349

1295
1 368

1 386
1291

1415

1 367
1302
1 306

1263

1271

'1275

1 300
1371

1296
'1385

1 398
'1475

1416
1 340

1 343

1282
'1287

1303

1322
1372
13't4
1 398
1 582

1476
"t388

1 380

I 298

l3t 5

1325
1324

I 390
1326

1582
1 583
1448

1429

1326
1337
1326

1341

1402
151 1

1 583
1 556

1489

1 348
1 338

1344
1354

1586

1512
1 555

1 596

1 350

1 356
1356

1 538

1587

1484
1596

'1367

1 368

1540

1 539
I 560

1825

't 380

1552
1541

1511
't600

1 564
't 553
1514

1552

Percent 1 1.85Yo

305

1.81o/o

303Pupil Gain 326 196

PROJ

28-29
PROJ

27-28

PROJ

26-27

PROJ

25-26
PROJ

24-25

PROJ

23-24
PROJ
22t23

PROJ
21t22

PROJ
20t21

TABLE

3.134
DISTRICT PROJECTIONS
Based on Birth Rates & 13 Year History

PROJ

19t20

PROJ

18119

PROJ

17t18

ACTUAL
16t17GRADE

'18619 AUBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT STUDENT ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS - October 2016

PROJ

29-30
KDG

1

2

3

4

5

tJ

7
o

o

10

11

12

TOTALS

1237

1210

r 300

1317

1237

1 199

1152
1132
1't08

1261

1248
'1318

1226

1 189

1 290

1240

1319
1 339
1 258
1194

1171

1144

1255
'1270

'1237

1 393

1 191

1241
't320

1259

1341

1 360
1253

1214
'1 183

1291

1264

1259

131 1

1203

1244

1271

1 338
1281

1 361

r 355
1272

1225

1 330

1 300
't253
1 333

1214
1256

1274

1290
'1361

'1301

1357

1374

1284
1372

1 339

1289
1327

1267

1286

1292
1312
't 381

1297

1376
't 386
1431

1 381

1328
'1363

1297

1 304
1315

1 333
1376

1 316

1388

1 533

1440

1370

1402

'1316

1327

1 335
1328
't 396

1328
'r 535
'1542

1429

1445

I 338
1347

I 330
1347

1407

1475

1544

1 531

1503

1 358
1342
1 350

1 359
1 554
1484

1532
1 605

I 354

1362
1 361

I 506
I 563

1472
1607

1373

1373
1 508
1515

1552
1547

1 385
1520

1517

1504
1627

1532
1529

1 506

1578

Percent of Gain
Pupil Gain

2.21Yo

352
1.15o/o

188
1 I
281 271

PROJ

28-29
PROJ

27-28
PROJ

26-27

PROJ

25-26
PROJ

24-25
PROJ

23-24
PROJ

22123

PROJ

21t22

PROJ

20121

TABLE DISTRICTPROJECTIONS
3.64 Based on Birth Rates & 6 Year History

PROJ

19t20

PROJ

18t19

PROJ

17t18

ACTUAL
16!17GRADE
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year

rKUJ
29-30

I\U(J 'tz,5t

1210
1 300
1317
1237
1 199

lZAO
1286
1229
1317
1 345
1259

lZCt
1315
1 305
1245
1344
1367

't3:/;J

1343
1 333
1321
1273
1366

1352
1372
1362
1350
1349
1295

1 3ö1
1401
1391
1379
1377
'1371

141U
1430
1420
1407
1406
1399

143ö
1458
1448
1436
'1435

1428

14b7
1487
'1477
1465
1464
1457

1496
1516
1506
1494
1492
1486

1525
1 545
1 535
1522
152'l
1514

1553
1573
1563
1551
1550
1543

1582
1602
1592
1 580
1579
1572

161 1

1631
1621
1 609
'1607

160'l

1

2
3
4
5

9679
rercenl OT Lraln ¿.Ol'/o ¿.1V'/o 1.'lo7o 1.5U7o Z.lZYo

220
2.UöYo

173
2.U4"/o
173

z.ug"h
173

1.96Yo
173

1.92"/o
173

1-AA"/o 1.85"/o
173

1 .8 1"/o

173Pupil Gain 20O 169 90 120 173

|JKUJ
29-30

KUG 123t
1210
1 300
1317
1237
't 199

12t9
1290
1240
131 I
1 339
'1258

13Zg
1 331
1320
1259
1341
1 360

13b2
'1373
1 361
1 338
1281
1361

1403
1414
1403
1 380
1361

1301

1445
1456
1444
1422
1402
1 381

1487
1498
't486
1463
1444
1423

1528
1539
1528
1505
1485
'1464

1570
1 581
1569
1546
1527
1506

161 1

1622
161 1

1588
1569
't547

1653
1664
1652
r630
1610
1 589

1695
1706
1694
1671
1652
I 631

't736
1747
1736
1713
1693
1672

1778
1 789
1777
1754
1735
1714

1

2
3
4
5

10547
Petcent ot Galn 2.98"/0

Pupil Gain 224
2.64"Â
207

1.84"/o
146

2.30'Â 3.4EYo 2.92Vo
250

2.84%
250

2.760Ã
250

2.68%
250

2.6'l%
250

2.55o/o
250

2.480/o 2.427
250 250't86 288

},K(JJ
29-30

K
1

2
3
4
5

1Z3t
12'10
1 300
1317
1237
't 199

1 1U9
't286
1229
1317
1 345
1259

"t 191

1237
1 305
1245
1344
1367

1203
1240
1256
1321
1273
1 366

12't4
1252
1259
1273
1349
1295

'1263
1271
1275
1300
1371

1282
1287
'1303

1322

't298
1315
1325

1326
'1337 '1348

f'ercenl OT Lraln 1.þ4"/o U,ðb7o (u.3eJ%

{30}
\u"¿4)%

i1 B)Pupil Gain 123 66

t-t(uJ
28-29

9506

I'KUJ
28-29

10297

PROJ
28-29

rl(UJ
27-28

9334

l-lr(JJ
27-28

10048

PROJ
27-28

Pl-(oJ
26-27

91 61

f,KUJ
26-27

q798

PROJ
26-27

t t<QJ
25-26

8989

T'KUJ
25-26

954q

PROJ
25-26

|-T(UJ
24-25

8816

rKUJ
24-25

9299

PROJ
24-25

PKUJ
23-24

P'Ê,44

f.KUJ
23-24

9049

PROJ
23-24

I-KUJ
22t23

4471

I'KL'J
22t23

8800

PT{OJ
22t23

I-KUJ
21122

829q

I-KUJ
21t22

8550

I'KUJ
21122

T'KUJ
20t21

8079

PROJ
20121

4263

PRUJ
20t21

7641

IAIJLts, I( - C I-KUJtrUIIUN5
3E.13 Based on 13 Year History

¡,RUJ
19t20

7960

IAÈJLtr, K - 5I'KUJEL;I IUN!i
3E.6 Based on 6 Year History

Pt-{()J
19120

E076

TABLE
38.13A

K - 5 PROJECTIONS
Based on Birth Rates & t 3 Year History

PKUJ
15t20

7659

I'KUJ
18/19

786çt

t-t(oJ
18t19

7930

T'KUJ
18t19

7689

I'T<UJ
17t18

7700

PKUJ
17t',t8

7724

f,KUJ
17t18

7623

AU I Ul{L
16t17

7500

AU I UAL
16t17

7500

ACTUAL
16t17

7500

GRADE

K-5IOI

GRADE

K-5TOT

GRADE

K-5TOT

18619
AUBURN SGHOOL DISTRICT STUDENT ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS - October 2016

Ph<()J
29-30

Pf{OJ
28-29

PKUJ
27-28

PKUJ
26-27

I'KUJ
25-26

TK(JJ
24-25

PROJ
23-24

PROJ
22123

PROJ
21t2220121

PROJ

7696

Pt(oJ
19120

7699

18t19
t-r-(oJ

7711

PKUJ
17118

7634

AU I UAL
16t',t7

7500

IAöLtr, K-SPKUJtsUIIUNsi
3E.64 Based on B¡rth Rates & 6 Year History

GRADE

1

2
3
4
5

1Z3t
1210
I 300
1317
1237
1 199

11U9
1290
1240
1319
1 339
1 258

1 191
1241
1320
1259
1341
1 360

1203
1244
1271
1 338
12El
1361

1214
1256
'1274
1290
1361
1 301

1267
1286
1292
1312
1381

'1297
1304
1315
1333 1 358

KUG

1 338
1347

1316
1327
1 335

'l,I ö"/o

134
1.UZ"/o

78
(u.1n)%

i1 3)
(0"04)%

(3)
Hercenl o1 Liarn

Puoil Gain

ffi
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18619
AUBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT STUDENT ENROLLMENT PROJEGTIONS - Ocbber 2016

6 year
692

13 year
1289

PROJ

29-30
6
7

I

't152
'1132

1 108

1201
1 169

1't45

1261
1218

1182

1368
1278

1231

1368
1386

1291

1296
1385

1398

1372
1314

1 398

14U'l

1390

1326

143U

1418

1402

't458
1447

1431

1487
't476

1460

1516
1 505

1488

1545
1 533

1517

1573
1562

1546
4681

Percent of Gain
Pupil Gain

3.61%
123

4.160/o

146

5.91%
216

4.31olo

167

0.88% 0.10o/o

4

O.81o/o

33

3.2404

133
2.03o/o

86

1.990/

86

1.95%
85

1.91o/o

86

't.88%

8636

PROJ

28-29

4595

PROJ

27-28

4509

PROJ

26-27

4423

PROJ
25-26

4336

PROJ

24-25

4250

PROJ

23-24

4117

PROJ

22t23

4084

PROJ

21t22

4080

PROJ

20121

4044

MIDDLE SCHOOL PROJECTIONS
Based on 1 3 Year History

PROJ

19t20

3877

PROJ

18t'19

3661

PROJ

17t18

3515

ACTUAL
16t17

3392

TABLE
3MS.'13

GRADE

6-8TOT

year
1 536

year
688

PROJ

29-30
6

7

I

1152
't132
't'108

1194
1171

'1144

1253
1z',t4

1 183

1 355
1272

1225

1357
1374

1284

1297

1376
'1386

1376
1316

I 388

'1418

1396

1328

1459
1437

1407

1501

't479

'1449

1 543 1584
1562

1532

1626
1604

1574

1667
I 645

1615

1520

1491

4928
Percent of Gain

Puoil Gain

3.46o/o

't17
3.99%

140
5.56% 4.21%

162
1.09o/o

44
.530/ 1.50%

61

3.93%

163

2.90%
125

2.82o/o

125

2.74o/o

't25
2.67%

125

2.600/o

125203 21

PROJ

28-29

4803

PROJ
27-28

4678

PROJ

26-27

4553

PROJ

25-26

4429

PROJ

24-25

4304

PROJ

23-24

4141

PROJ

22t23

4080

PROJ

21t22

4058

PROJ

20121

401 5

MIDDLE SCHOOL PROJECTIONS
Based on 6 Year History

PROJ
19t20

3852

PROJ

18t19

3649

PROJ
17t18

3509

ACTUAL
16t17

3392

TABLE
3MS.6

GRADE

6-8TOT

0 year
669

year
692

PROJ

29-30

PROJ

28-29
PROJ

27-28
PROJ

26-27

4061

PROJ

25-26

4036

PROJ

24-25

4069

PROJ

23-24

4040

PROJ

22t23

4084

PROJ

21t22

4080

PROJ

20121

4044

PROJ
't9t20

3877

PROJ

18/19

3661

PROJ

17118

351 5

MIDDLE SCHOOL PROJECTIONS
Based on Birth Rates & 13 Year History
ACTUAL

16t17

3392

TABLE
3MS.13A

GRADE

6
7

o

1152
1132

1 108

1201
1'169

1145

126'l
1218

1'182

1368
1278

1231

1 368
't 386
'1291

1296
I 385
't 398

1372
't3't4

1 398

1324
I 390

1326

1326
1341
't402

1 338
1344

1354

1350
1356

1 356

1367

1368 1 380
6-8TOT

Gain

Gain
3.61%
123

4.16%
146

5.91%
216

4.31%
167

O.74o/r

30

(1.08ie/o

2636
0.1

4
(0.83i% 0.64%

year
685

year
688

PROJ

29-30
6

7

I

1't52
1'132

1 108

1't94
't171

1144

1253
1214

1183

1355
1272

1225

1 357
1374

1284

1297
1376

1 386

1376
1316

1388

1328
1396

1328

1 330
1347

't407

1342
1350

1359

1354
1362 1373

1361 1373 1385

Percent of Gain
Pupil Gain

3.460/o

117
3.99%
140

5.56%
203

4.21o/o

162
1.09%

44
0.53%

21

(0.71t%

i2s)

0.83% (0.83)% O.640/o

34 (34) 26

PROJ
28-29

PROJ

27-28
PROJ
26-27

4077

PROJ

25-26

4051

PROJ
24-25

4085

PROJ

23-24

4051

PROJ
2423

4080

PROJ
21122

4058

PROJ

20t21

4015

MIDDLE SCHOOL PROJECTIONS
Based on Birth Rates & 6 Year History

PROJ

19t20

3852

PROJ
't8t19

3649

PROJ
17118

3509

ACTUAL
't6t17

3392

TABLE
3MS.6A

GRADE

6
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3 year
1 569

year
1659

year
1 130

year
774

year
692

year
774

PROJ

29-30
9

10

11

12

1261

1248
1318

1226

1292
1262
1221

1 359

1329

1293
1234

1261

1366

1330
't266

1275

1415
1 367
1302

1 306

'1475

1416
1340

1343

1582
1476
1 388

1380

1582
I 583
1448

1429

'1511

1 583
1 556

1489

1586
1512
r555
'15s6

1615

1587
1484
'1596

1644
1616
'1560

1525

1673
1645
1589

1600

1701

1674
1617

1629
6622

Percent of Ga¡n

Pupil Gain

1.59o/o

80

(t.31)%

(16)
2.33o/o

119

2.94%
'154

3.39o/o

183

4.55o/o 3.70%
216

1.58%
96

1.82%
112

0.52% 0.s9% 2.55%
162

1.77%

115254 33 62

PROJ

29-30
I

10

1'l

12

1261

1248
1318

1226

1255

1270
1237

1 393

1291

1264
1259

1311

't 330
'| 300
1253

1 333

1372
1 339
1289

1327

'1431

1 38r
1328

1 363

1 533

1440
1 370

1402

I 535
1542
1429

1445

1475

1544
1 531

1 503

1554

1484
1532

1 605

1 596
1 563
1472

I 607

1 638

1 605
't552

'1547

1679
'1646

1594

1627

't72'l
1688
1635

1668
67't2

Percent of Gain 2.0oo/o

Pupil Gain 101

ß.57ì|% 't.780/o

91

2.13%
111

3.30%
't76

4.4OTo

242

3.56%

205
1.720Â

102
2.04o/o

124

'1.020/o

bJ

1.e5%

103

3.22To

204
2.54%

166(30)

PROJ

29-30
I

10

11

12

1261

1248
1318

1226

1292
1262
't221

1 359

1329

1293
1234

1261

I 366
'1330

't266

1275

1415

1367
1302

1306

'1475

1416
1340

1343

1582
1476
1 388

1 380

1582
'1583

1448

1429

't5't1

1 583
't 556

1489

1 586
1512
1 555

1596

1 538

1587
1484

1 596

1540

1539

1560

1525

1552
1541
151 1

1600

1564

I 553
1514
't552

9-12 TOT 5053 51 33 5237 5391 5573 5827 6043 61 6164 6206 6183
Percent of Gain 1.59To

80

(0.31i% 2.33o/o

119

2.94%
154

4.55o/o

254

3.70%
216

1.58%

96
1.82%
112

(0.71r% (0.eï% iû
Gain 183 41 42

PROJ

28-29

6507

PROJ

28-29

6546

PROJ

28-29

PROJ

27-28

6344

PROJ

27-28

6341

PROJ

27-28

PROJ

26-27

6282

PROJ

26-27

6238

PROJ

26-27

PROJ

25-26

6250

PROJ
25-26

6175

PROJ

25-26

PROJ

24-25

6138

PROJ

24-25

6052

PROJ

24-25

PROJ

23-24

6043

PROJ

23-24

5950

PROJ

23-24

PROJ

22123

5827

PROJ

22t23

5745

PROJ

22t23

PROJ

21t22

5573

PROJ

21122

5503

PROJ

21122

PROJ

20t21

5391

PROJ

20t21

5327

PROJ

20t21

SR. HIGH PROJECTIONS
Based on 13 Year H¡story

PROJ

15120

5237

SR. HIGH PROJECTIONS

Based on 6 Year History

PROJ

19t20

5216

SR. HIGH PROJECTIONS
Based on B¡rth Rates & 13 Year History

PROJ

19t20

PROJ

t8/19

5118

PROJ
18t19

5125

PROJ

18t19

PROJ

17t18

51 33

PROJ

17 !18

51 54

PROJ

17 t18

ACTUAL
16t17

5053

ACTUAL
'16117

5053

ACTUAL
16117

TABLE
35H.13

GRADE

9-12 TOT

TABLE
3SH.6

GRADE

9-12 TOT

TABLE

35H.13A

GRADE

'f 8619
AUBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT STUDENT ENROLLMENT PROJECT¡ONS - October 2016

year
1092

year
692

PROJ

29-30
I
l0
11

12

126',!

1248
1318

1226

't255
't270
1237

1393

129'l

1294
1259

13't1

1 330
't 300
1253

1333

1372

1339
1289

1327

1431

1381

1328

1 363

1533
'1440

1370

't402

1 5J5

1542
1429

1445

1 475 1554
't484
1532

1605

1 506
1 563
1472
.1607

1508

1515
1552

1547

1520
1517
1504

1627

1532
1529
I 506

1578

1544
1531
.1503

6145
Percent of Gain

Pupil Gain
2.00o/o

101

(0.5?iolc

(30i
1.78%

91

2.130/
't1'l

3.30%
176

4.40o/o 3.56%
205

1.72%
102

2.04% (t.44)Vo {0.43)%
(26)

O.75o/o

46
$.37\%

(2s)'124 \27j242

PROJ

28-29

6'168

PROJ

27-28

6122

PROJ

26-27

6148

PROJ

25-26

6175

PROJ
24-25

6052

PROJ

23-24

5950

PROJ

22t23

5745

PROJ

21122

5503

PROJ

20t21

5327

SR. HIGH PROJECTIONS
Based on Birth Rates & 6 Year History

PROJ

19120

5216

PROJ
'18119

5'125

PROJ

17t18

5154

ACTUAL
16t't7

5053

TABLE
3SH.6A

GRADE
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18619
AUBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT STUDENT ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS - Ocbber 2016

1 3 year

374
541

6 year
173

250

PROJ

29-30
E.13

E.6

E.134
E.6A

1237
1237

1237

1237

1266
1279

1 189
1 '189

1295
1320

1 191

1191

1323
1362

1203

1203

1352
1 403

1214
1214

1381

1445
1410
1487

1438

1528
1467
1570

1496
16t1

1525
1653

1 553
1e.95

1582
'1736

161 1

1778

PROJ

28-29

PROJ

27-28

PROJ

26-27

PROJ

25-26

PROJ

24-25

PROJ

23-24

PROJ

22t23

PROJ

21t22

PROJ

20121

PROJECTION COMPARISONS
BY GRADE GROUP

PROJ

19t20

PROJ

18119

PROJ

17t18

KINDERGARTEN
ACTUAL

'16t17

TABLE
4

GRADE

year
1805
2506

year
799

1 050

PROJ

29-30
8.13
E.6

E.'134

E.6A

6263

6263

6263

6263

6435
6445

6435

6445

6575

6610

6498

6520

6636
671 5

6456

6495

6727
6859

6426
6481

691 I
71 05

7062
7313

7205
7521

7349
7729

7493
7937

7637

8145
7780
8353

7924
8561

8068
8769

PROJ

28-29

PROJ

27-28

PROJ

26-27

PROJ

25-26

PROJ

24-25

PROJ

23-24

PROJ

22t23

PROJ

21!22

PROJ

20t21

PROJ

19120

PROJ

18/19

PROJ

17t18

GRDl-GRD5
ACTUAL

16t17GRADE

3 year
1289
'1536

6 year

692

688

692
688

PROJ

29-30
MS.13
MS.6

MS,13A
MS.6A

3392
3392

3392
3392

351 5

3509

351 5

3509

366'l
3649

3661

3649

3877
3852

3877
3852

4044
4015

4044
4015

4080
4058

4080
4058

4084
4080

4084
4080

4'117

4141

4040
4051

4250
4304

406S

4085

4336
4429

4036

4051

4423
4553

4061
4077

4509
4678

4595
4803

4681
4928

PROJ

28-29

PROJ

27-28

PROJ

26-27

PROJ

25-26

PROJ

24-25

PROJ

23-24

PROJ

22123

PROJ

21t22

PROJ

20121

PROJ

19120

PROJ

18t19

PROJ

17t18

GRD 6.- GRD 8

ACTUAL

16t17GRADE

13 year

1 569

1659

1 130

1 092

6 year
774

692
774

692

PROJ

29-30
SH.,I3

SH.6

SH.13A
SH.6A

5053

5053

5053
5053

51 33

51 54

51 33
5154

5'f 18

5125
51 18

5',125

5237

5216

5237

5216

5391

5327

5391

5327

5573

5503

5573

5503

5827

5745
5827
5745

6043

5950

6043

5950

61 38

6052

6138
6052

6250

6175
6250
6175

6238

6205
6148

6344

6341

6164
6122

6507

6546
6206
6168

6622
6712
6183

6145

PROJ

28-29

PROJ

27-28

PROJ

26-27

PROJ

25-26

PROJ

2+25
PROJ

23-24

PROJ

22t23

PROJ

21t22

PROJ

20t21

PROJ

19t20

PROJ

18t19

PROJ

17t18

GRD9-GRD12
ACTUAL

16t17GRADE

1 3 year
5036
6242

6 year
2436
2679

PROJ

29-30
3.13
3.6

3.13A

3.64

15,945
15,945

15,945
15,945

16,348
16,387

16,271

16,297

16,648
16,704

16,467
16,485

17,073
17,144

16,772

16,766

17,514
17,604
'17,075
't7,037

17,951
18,111

18,381

18,624
18,803
19,140

19,204
19,655

19,575
20,153

19,866
20,590

20,187
21,067

20,608
21,646

20,981
22,187

PROJ

28-29

PROJ

27-28

PROJ

26-27

PROJ

25-26

PROJ

24-25

PROJ

23-24

PROJ

22123

PROJ

21t22

PROJ

2012',1

PROJ

19t20

PROJ

18t19

PROJ

17t't8

DISTRICT TOTALS
ACTUAL

16t',17GRADE
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AUBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT STUDENT ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS - October 2016
18619

PROJECTION COMPARISONS
BY GRADE GROUP

TABLE
5

Total =
Diff =

Oclober I Actual Count AND Projected Counts
Number Projection is under(-) or over Actual
Percent Projection is unde(-) or over Actual

Prj 3.13 - 13 YEAR HISTORY & Using Average Kdg lncrease
Prj 3.6 - 6 YEAR HISTORY & Using Average Kdg lncrease
Prj 3.134 l3 YEAR HISTORY & King Cty B¡rth Rates
Prj 3.64 - 6 YEAR HISTORY & King Cty B¡rth Rates

Total
2008-09

D¡ff %

61 98

5871

5921

5869

5912

rco(

(327)
(277)
(32e)
(286)

)oo(

{5.28)o/r
(4.47)olþ

(5.31)%

{4.61)o/ø

Total
2007-08

Diff %

6142
5750

5795

5750

5784

)oo(

(3e2)
(347i

{3s2)
(358)

)c{x

(6.38)%

i5.c5)%
(6.38)%

(5.*3)%

Total
2006-o7

Diff o/o

6033

5761
5821

5709
5756

)oc(

i4.51i%
i3.51)%
(ä"37)%
(4.59)Yo

)oo(

<772)

i212)
(324't
(277\

Total

2005-06

D¡ff

)o(x

(232)
(225t

\282)
(256)

)oo(

i3.94).lb
(3.82)%

(4.7e)%
(4.35\'/o

5887

5655

5662

5605

5631

2004-05

Total Diff
5735
5723
5735

5743
5776

)oo(

ía.21i%
0.00%

0.14%
0.71o/o

)oo(

n

I
41

Grades

K-5
ACTUAL

Prj 3E.13
Prj 3E.6

Prj 3E.134
Pri 3E.64

2008-09

DiffTotal
3206
3131
3146
31 31

3146

)ofi
(75)

(60)
(.75)

{60)

)oo(

(2.34)ûlo

(1.87\%
(2.34)%

fi.87\û1,

2007-08
Total Diff
3097

3295
331 I
3295
331 1

)oo(

198

2'14

r98
214

)oo(

6.39%

6.9'l%
6.39%

6.91o/o

2006-07
DiffTotal

3144
3214
3216
3214
3216

)oo(

70

72

70

72

)oo(

2.23%
2.29%
2.23%
2.290Á

2005-06

Total Diff o/o

31 69

31 85

3192

31 85
3'192

)oo(

16

23

16

23

)oo(

0.50%

0.73%
0.50%

0.73%

2004-o5
Total D¡ff To

3274

3025

301 1

3025

30'r 1

no(

i249)
(263)

í24eì
(263)

)oo(

i7.61)%
(8.03)%

(7.61)Yo

(8.03)%

Grades

6-8
ACTUAL

Prj 3E.13

Prj 3E.6

Prj 3E.13A

Prj 3E.64

2008-09
Total D¡ff %

5299

5085

5086

5085

5086

)oo(

{214i
(213)

(214)

{213)

)oo(

þ.a4\%
$.a4ak
(4.04)%
g.a2\%

2007-o8
Total Diff "1o

5320
4783
4769

4783
4769

)oo(

(537)

(551)

(537)
(551)

)oo(

(10.ûe)%

(1 0.36)%

i1 0.09)%
(10.36)%

2006-07

Total D¡ff o/o

5241

4630
4639

4630
4639

)oo(

(61 1)

(6û2)

(61 1)

(602)

)oo(

('r 1.66)%

(11.4s)%
(1 r.66i%

{1 1.49)%

2005-06
Total Diff %

5032
4577
4594
4577
4594

)oo(

(4s5)

{438)
(455)
(438i

)oo(

(9.C4)%

{8.7qa/"
(s.04)%

{8.70)%

2004-05
Total Diff
4663

4455
4476
4455
4476

)oo(

i2cBi
(1 87)
(2s8)

{1 87}

)oo(

{4.4qaÀ
g.a1)%

\4.46)%
&.a1iô/þ

Grades
9 -',12

ACTUAL
Prj 3E.13
Prj 3E.6

Prj 3E.134
Pri 3E.64

2008-09

Total Diff
14,703
14,087

14,153
14,085

14,144

)oo(

(4.1ef/Þ

(3.74)i/o

$.2a1%
i3.Bû)%

)oo(

(616)

(550)

(618)
(559)

2007-08

Total D¡ff %

14,559

13,828
13,875

13,828

13.864

)oo(

(5.r2)%

1.4.7t)i/a

(5.C2)%

Á.77\%

)oc(

(731)'

(684)
(73r )

t6951

2006-07

Total Diff
)oo(

(81 3)
(742)
(86s)
(807)

)oo(

(5.64)%

(õ.15)%

(6.00i%
(5.60ì%

'14,418

13,605

13,676
't 3,553
13,611

2005-06

Total Diff
14,088

13,417

13,448
13,367

13,417

)oo(

i4.76f1,
(4.54i%

ls.12J%
i4.76\o/¡

)ofi

i671)
(64ûì

t721)
i671)

2004-05

Total Diff
)oo(

(3.43)%

i3.29)%
(3.28)%

í2.û9)%

13,672

13,203

13,222

13,223
',l3.263

no(
(46s)
(450)

(44e)
(40s)

Ail

Grades

ACTUAL
Prj 38.13
Prj 3E.6
Prj 3E.13A

Prj 3E.64
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AUBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT STUDENT ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS - October 2016
18619

PROJECTION COMPARISONS

BY GRADE GROUP (Continued)
TABLE

5

Total =
Diff =
%=

October 1 Actual Count AND Projected Counts
Number Projection is unde(-) or over Actual
Percent Projection is unde(-) or over Actual

Prj 3.13 - '13 YEAR HISTORY & Using Average Kdg lncrease
Prj 3.6 - 6 YEAR HISTORY & Using Average Kdg lncrease
Prj 3.134 13 YEAR HISTORY & King Cty Birth Rates
Prj 3.64 - 6 YEAR HISTORY & King Cty Birth Rates

Total
2013-14

Diff
6805
6275
6267

6266

6260

nc(
(s30)

(538)

(53e)
(545)

)co(

{7.7sj%
(7.e1)%

(7.92\%

{8.01i%

Total
2012-13

D¡ff

)oo(

l2t7t
(166)

(237)
(22tit

6489

6282
6323

6252
6269

þo(
(3.1s)%

(2.56)?6

(3.65i%

t3.39)%

Total
2011-',t2

Diff %

)oÕ(

24
64

7

34

6230
6254
6294
6237

6264

)oo(

0.39%

1.03%

O.11Yo

0.55%

Total
2010-11

Diff %

6208

6'179

6237

6129
6172

)oo(

{2s)
23
(7e)
(36)

)oo(

iü.47ft,
0.47%

11.2n%
(û.58)%

Total

2009-1 0

D¡ff To

61 59

6085

61 38
6059

6094

)oc(

(74t
t) 4\

(1 00)
(65)

)co(

{1.20)%
{0.34)'/o

{1 .62f/a

í1.û6)%

Grades

K-5
ACTUAL

Prj 3E.13

Prj 3E.6

Prj 3E.'t3A
Prj 3E.64

2013-14
DiffTotal Yo

3264
3221
3211
322'l

321',!

)oo(

(43)

(53)

(43)
(53)

)oo(

(1.32)yo

(1.62i%

i1.32)o/"
(1.62\4

2012-13
D¡ffTotal

3144
3234
3236

3234
3236

)oo(

90
92

90

92

)oo(

2.860/o

2.93Yo

2.86o/o

2.93%

2003-04
Total Diff
314'l

3242

3243
3242
3243

)oo(

101

102
101

102

)oo(

3.22%

3.25%
3.22%
3.25%

2010-11

DiffTotal o/o

32'13

3179
3195

3179

3195

)oo(

i34)
{1 8)

i34)
í18)

)oo(

(1.û6)%

(û.56)%

(1.06)%

10.56ì%

2009-1 0

D¡ffTotal
3196

3107
31 16

31 07

31 16

)oo(

(8e)
(8û)

(8s)
(80)

)oo(

t2.78)e/,

i2.50)%
(2.78)þ/o

{2.5û)%

Grades

6-8
ACTUAL

Prj 3E.13
Prj 3E.6

Prj 3E-134
Pri 3E.64

2013-14
DiffTotal %

4902
4901

5017

4901
5017

)oo(

(1)
't 15

í1)
't15

þo(
(c.02)%

2.35o/o

(s.û2)%

2.350/

2012-13
DiffTotal

4963

4921

5027
492',1

5027

)oo(

{42)
64

{42\
64

)oc(

(0.8si%
1.29o/o

(0.85)%
'l -290/o

2003-04
Total Diff %

4992
5074

5128

5074
5129

þc(
82

136

82
137

)oo(

1.640/o

2.72%

1.64%
2.74o/o

2010-11
DiffTotal %

5061

5129

51 55

5129
51 55

)oo(

68
94

68

94

)oo(

1.34%
1.86%
1.34o/o

1.86%

2009-1 0

DiffTotal %

5234
51 90

5192
51 90
5152

)oo(

(441

(42)
(44)
(42\

)oo(

{ü.84}o/o
(0.8ûi%

tû.84J4/o
(0.80i%

Grades
o 12

ACTUAL

Prj 3E.13
Prj 3E.6
Prj 3E.134
Pri 3E.64

Total
2013-14

Diff
14,97'l

14,397

14,495
'14,388

14,488

)oo(

(574)
(476)

(583)
(483)

no(
(3.83)%

(3.18)%

(3.8e)%
(3.23\%

Total

2012-13
Diff
)oo(

(15e)

(10)

{1 8e)
(64)

14,596

14,437

14,586
14,407

14,532

)oo(

(1.üs)%

(0.07)%

i1.2er%
(0.44\%

%

2003-04
Total Diff

13,672

14,570

14,665

14,553

14,636

x)o(

898

993
881

964

)oo(

6.57%
7.26%
6.44%
7.05%

Total
2010-11

Diff
14,482
13,499
13,542
13,447

13,510

)oo(

i1 73}
(13û)

t225)
(1 62)

)ofi
í6.79)4la
(6.49)-èlo

i.7 Jqn/o
i6.71)%

2009-1 0

Diff %Total
14,589
14,382
14,446

14,356

14,402

)oo(

(207)

i143)

{233)
i1 B7i

no(

11.42\%
iù.s8)%
(1"60)%
(1.28.\%

Ail

Grades
ACTUAL

Prj 3E.13
Prj 3E.6

Prj 3E.134
Pri 3E.64
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AUBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT STUDENT ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS - October 2016
18619

PROJECTION COMPARISONS
BY GRADE GROUP (Continued)

TABLE

5

Total =
Diff =

October 1 Actual Count AND Projected Counts
Number Projection is unde(-) or over Actual
Percent Projection is under(-) or over Actual

Prj 3.13 - 13 YEAR HISTORY & Using Average Kdg lncrease
Prj 3.6 - 6 YEAR HISTORY & Using Average Kdg lncrease
Prj 3.134 13 YEAR HISTORY & King Cty Birth Rates
Prj 3.64 - 6 YEAR HISTORY & King Cty Birth Rates

Historical Data is grouped by
K - 5, 6-8, 9-12 articulation

pattern.

Aliculation pattern has no

numeric impact on eff¡cacy
of projection models.

Average
%

)00(

(4.43io/o

(4.Õ2)%

(4.82j%
(4.49lya

Average
Diff

)oo(

(245)

1229i
(268)
(24e)

Total
20't6-17

Diff

7500

7052
7046
6979
6966

)oü
(448)

(4s4)

(521)
(534)

)oo(

(5"e7)%

(6.15)%

(6.e5)%
(7 "12rvo

Total

2015-16

Diff

7340
6659

6632

6643
661 1

xr(
(681i
(708)

(6e7)

(72s)

xxx

{e.28)%
(e.6s)%
(s.50i%

{e.e3)%

2014-15
D¡ffTotal

7061

6372
6368

6346
6339

)oo(

{68e)
(6s3)

(715)
(722)

)oo(

(9.76)Va

(9.81)o/o

(10.13)%
(a.23ro/e

Grades
K-5
ACTUAL
Prj 3E.13

Prj 3E.6

Prj 38.134
Prj 3E.64

Average

)oo(

(0.80i%

ß.78\%
{0.8ri%
(0.78)%

Average
Diff

)oo(

(21)

(20)

í21)
(20)

Total
20'16-'17

D¡ff %

)oo(

(1 36)
(146)

(1 36)
(146)

)oo(

(4.01)o/o

(4.30)%

(4.01)%
(4.30)o/o

3392

3256

3246
3256
3246

Total
2015-16

Diff o/o

3351

3230

3213
3230
3213

)oo(

(121\
(1 38)
(121)

{1 38)

)oo(

(3.61)%
(4.12i-/o

(3.61)%
(4.12)%

2014-15
D¡ffTotal

)oo(

(e5)

(1 16)

(ss)
(106)

3238

3143

3132
3143
3't32

)oo(

(2.03)%

\3.2n%
(2.e3)%

{3.27\Ð/o

Grades

6-8
ACTUAL
Prj 3E.13
Prj 3E.6

Prj 3E.134
Prj 3E.64

Average

)oo(

(3.76)%

{'2.84f/ç
(3.76)%

t2.83i%

Average
Diff

)oo(

(1 80)
(.141J

(1 80)

i141\

Total
2016-17

Diff %

5053
4874
4956

4874
4956

)oo(

{1 7s)
(e7)

(1 73)
(e7)

)oo(

(3.54\r"
(1.92ivþ

(3.54)%

11.e2)%

Total
2015-16

Diff

)oo(

{1 S9}

(1 16)

(1 es)
(1 1ô)

4972
4773

4856

4773
4856

)oo(

(4.00)%

{2.33\%
(4.00)%
(2.33i%

20't4-15
Diff o/oTotal

4978
48r 3
4906
481 3

4906

)oo(

{165)

.72)
(r 65i
(72)

)oo(

(3.31)%

t1.45)Y,

{3.31)"1ù
(1.4st%

Grades
9-12

ACTUAL
Prj 3E.13
Prj 3E.6
Prj 38.134
Prj 3E.64

Average

)oo(

(3.61)%

(3.16i%
(3.7e)%
(3.35i%

Average
Diff

)oo(

t479)
(412i
(505)
(441)

Total
2016-17

Diff

)oo(

(763)
(697)

(836)
(777)

15,945

15,182
15,248
1 5,109
1 5,1 68

)oo(

14.75]|%
(4.37)%
(5.24\'/o

14.87)./4

Total
2015-16

Diff

no(
(1 .ûû1)
(e62)

(1 ,017)
(e83i

15,663

14,662
14,701

14,646
14,680

)oo(

(6.3e)%

(6.14)%
(6.49)%
(6.2e)%

2014-15
D¡ff ToTotal

15,277

14,328
14,406
14,302
14,377

)oo(

(e4e)
(871)

(e75)
(s00)

)oo(

\6.21f/,
{5.70)o/o
(6.38)%
(5.8e)%

AI
Grades

ACTUAL
Prj 3E.13
Prj 3E.6
Prj 3E.134
Prj 3E.64
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En rollment Projections
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Bu ildout Data fo r Enrollment Projections-A pril 20 17

BASE DATA. BUILDOUT SCHEDULE
ASSUMPTIONS:
I Uses Build Out estimates received from developers.
2 Student Generation Factors are updated Auburn data for 2017 as allowed per King County Ordinance
3 Takes area labeled Lakeland and Kersey Projects projects across 2017-2023
4 Takes area labeled Bridges and other Lea HÍll area developments and projecfs across 2017-2023

5 Includes known developments in N. Auburn and other non-Lea Hill and non-Lakeland developments

ils:

Total K-12

Sfudent Generation Factors
Multi-

Family

0.'1030

0.0310

0.0440

Single

Family

Auburn Factors
20175F 2017NlF

0.1 930

0.0770
0.0730

0.1780
hH

0.3430

Elementary

School

Total

404
205
170
779

150

60

57

267

648

648

67
20

29
115

1427

217

80

85

383

2023
Lakeland/Kersey Single Family
Lea Hill Area Single Family

Other Sinqle Familv Units

0

50

40

't00

75

60

150

50

50

75

30

20

50

0

0

29

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

31 81 86 43 17 10 0

Multi Units 0 150 300 150 48 0 0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

2023-24
217
80
85

383

2022

29

6
2

2

0

0

0

0

0

29

6

2
2

10

2022-23

217
80
85

383

2021

50

't0

4
4

48

5

1

2

I

98

15

5

6

26

2021-22
211
78

83

373

2020

't25

24
10

I

'150

15

5

7

27

275

40
14

16

70

2020-21

197

73

78
347

2019

250

48

19

18

300

31

I
13

53

550

79

29
31
't39

20'19-20

157

58

62
277

2018

235

45

18

17

150

15

5

7

27

385

61

23
24

107

2018-19
78
30

30
138

2017

90

17

7

7

0

0

0

0

0

90

17

7

7

31

2017-18
17

7

7

31

Table lAuburn S.D.

lDevetooment1

Total Sinqle Familv Units
Proiected Puo

Elementary Pupils K-5

Mid School Pupils 6-8
Sr. Hiqh Pupils 9-12

Total Multi Familv Units
Projected Pupils:

Elementary Pupils K-5
Mid School Pupils 6-8

Sr. High Pupils 9-12
Total K-12

ïotal Housinq Units

Elementary Pupils K-5
Mid School Pupils 6-8

Sr. Hish Pupils 9-12
Total K-12

Cumulative Proiection
Elementary-GradesK-5
MidSchool -Grades6-8

Senior High - Grades 9 - 12

Total

46
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% of change

change +/-

Bu íldout Data for Enrollment Projections-April 20'17

2024-25

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

3

3

2

3

11

't1

11

11

10

10

10

10

10

11

11

11

12

21

22
22

21

21

20

20

20

20

23
23

22

24

27

27
27

26
¿6

25

25

25

25

28

28

28
29

29

29
29

28

28

27

27

27

27

30
30

30

32

29

30

30
29

28

28

27

27

27

31

31

31

33

29

30

30

29

28

28

27

27

27

31

31

31

33

383

2022-23

383

2021-22

373

2020-21

347

2019-20

277

New Projects -Annual New Pupils Added & Distributed
by Grade Level

2018-19

138

2017-18

31

2016-17

1237

1210
1300

1317

1237

1 199

1152
1132
1'108

1261

1248
1318

1226
1 5945

Percent of average
Pupils by Grade

Level
7.67%
7.77%
7.81o/o

7-620/o

7.43o/o

7.33%

45.61%

7.17%
7.17%
7.17%

21.51%

8.15%
8.16%
8.07%
8.50%

32.88%

100.00% Total

6 Year
Average

Enroll.
1'161

1176
1182
1 153

1124

1 109

1 085
1 085

1085

1233

1235

1222
1287

15136

TABLE
2

GRADE

KDG

1

2

3

4
5

6

7

I
9

10

11

12

Totals

%

7.67%
7.77%
7.81%
7.62%
7.43%
7.33%
7.17%
7.17%
7.',170/o

8.15o/o

8.16%
8.O7%

8.50%
100.00%

6yr Ave
1160.67

1175.50

1 181 .5C

1152.83
1124.33
1109.33
1084.50
1085.33

1085.17
1232.83
1235.00

1222.17

1286.67
15135.83

6 year Historical Data
Average Enrollment and Percentaqe Distributed bv Grade Level

16-17

1237

1210

1300

1317

1237

I 199

1152
1132
1 108

1261

1248
1318

1226
15945

1.8Ùo/o

282

15-16

1 198

1279
't289

1232
1170
1172
11 16

I 099
1136

1229

1316

1167

1260

15663

2.53%

386

14-15

1232
1219

1 196

1 136

1 156

1122
1059
1091

1 088
1275

1 169

1211
1323

15277

2.O4%

306

13-14

1170
1'188

1124
1125

1123
1075
1076
1072
1116
1 159

1229

1240
1274

14971
2.57o/o

375

12-13
'1098

1 089
I 083
1111
'1038

1070
1041

1 086
1017

1200

1278

1164
1321

14596

1.62%

233

11-12

1029

1068

1097

996
1022
101 I
1 063
1032
1046

1273

1170

1233
1316

14363

TABLE
3

Grade
KDG

1

2

3

4
5

b

7

I
I
10

11

12

Totals

47
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Buildout Data for Enroll ment Projectio ns-A pril 20 17

% of change
+l-

2023-24
Proiected

1575
1587

1576
't552
1 531

1509

1 593
1 605
1 593
'1569

1 548
1526
9434

1462
1440
137 1

1478
1456
1 386
4321

1584
1591
1476
1494

1602
1 609
1493
1511
6216

1 9970
1.14o/o

224

2022-23
Proiected

9328

4272

6146
19746
1:t4%

222

2024-25
Proiected

1268
1288
1231
1319
1347

1261

1306

1326
1316

1256
1354
1377

1344
1365
1 355
1342
1294
1386

1379
1399

1 389
1376
1375
1320

1410
1430
1420
1407

1405
1 398

1439
1460
1450
1436
1434
1427

1467

1488
1478
1465
1463
1456
8817

1203
1171
1147

1271

1228
1192

'1388

1298
1251

1393

1411

1316

1323
1412
1425

1399
1341
1425

1428
1417
1 353
4199

1295
1265

2
1224

1340
1304

11

1246

1 389
1353
22

1290

1443
1 395
28

1331

1505

1446
30

1372

1613
't507

31

1421

16't 3

1614
31

1481

4739
17756
2.13o/o

371

2024-25
Proiected

1281

1292
1242

1321

1341

1260

1331

1342
1331

1270
1351

1370

1 383
1 395
't383

1 359
1302
1381

1430
1441

1430
1406

1 387
1326

1474
1485
1473
1450
1430
1408

1516

1528
15'16

1492
1472
1451

1557

1 569
1 558
1534
1513
1492
9223

1'196

't173
1146

1263
1224
'1193

1375
1292
1245

1382
1399
1 309

1324
1403
1413

1403
1343
1415

1445
1423
1 355
4224

1258
1273
1239
1396

1302
1275
1270
1323

1 353
1323
1275
1357

1400

1367
1317
1 356

1461
1411
1 358
1395

1564
1471
1401
1435

1 566
1573
1460
1478
6077
19525
2.71%

516

2022-23
Proiected

8646

4166

4572
1 7385
2.37Yo

402

2022-23
Proiected

8975

4162

5871

1 9009
2.83o/o

524

2021-22
Proiected

8470

4159

4354
'16983

2.58o/o

427

2021-22
Proiected

8720

4139

5626
18485
2.97o/o

534

2020-21
Proiected

8238

4120

4198
16556
2.99To

48'l

2020-21
Proiected

8420

4090

5441
17951
3.04o/o

530

2019-20
Proiected

8086

3937

4053
16075
3-54o/o

549

2019-20
Proiected

8203

3912

5307
17421

3.43%

577

2018-19
Proiected

7934

3691

3901
15526
3.35%

503

2018-19
Proiected

7994

3680

5170
16844
2.58o/o

424

New Projects - Pupil Projection Cumulative
bv Grade Level Updated Aoril2017

2017-18
Proiected

7716

3522

3785
15023
-5.780/"

-922
New Projects - Pupil Projection Gumulative
by Grade Level Updated April2017

2017-18
Proiected

7739

3516

5165
16420
2.98o/o

475

2016-17
Actual
1237

1210
1300
1317

1237
1 199
7500
1152
1132
1 108
3392
1261

1248
't 3'18

1226
5053
15945

20't6-'t7
Actual
1237

1210
I 300
't317
1237

1 199
7500
1152
1132
1 108

3392
1261

1248
1318
1226
5053
15945

% of change

chanoe +/-

GRADE

KDG
1

2

3
4
5

K-5
b

7

I
GR 6.8

9

10

11

12

GR 9-12
Total

GRADE

KDG
I
2

3

4
5

K-5
6
7

I
GR 6-8

9
10
11

't2
GR 9-'t2

Total

Uses a 'cohort survival'
model assuming 100%o of
previous year new
enrollees move to the next
grade level.

Kindergarten calculates
previous years number plus

Current generation based on
% of total enrollment. Other
factor uses 100% cohort
survival, based on 6 year
history.

Uses a 'cohort surllíval'
model assuming 100% of
previous year new
enrollees move to the next
grade level.

Kindergarten calculates
previous years number plus

Current generation based on
% of total enrollment. Other
factor uses 100% cohort
survival, based on 6 year
history.

TABLE 4
ND 3.13

TABLE 5
ND 3.6

48
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2024-25
Proiected

1191
1288
1231

1319
1347

1261

't202
1248
1316

1256
1354
1377

1224
1262
1278
1U2
1294
1386

1241
1279
1286
1299
1375
1320

1292
1300

1303

1328
1 398

1312
1316
133'l
1350

1327
1343
1353

4024
1203
1171

1147

127 1

1228
1192

1388
1298
125',!

1 393
1411
1316

1323
1412
1425

1 399
1341
1425

1351

1417
1353
4122

1295
1265
1223
1362

1340

1304
1245
1273

1 389
1353
1288
1299

1443
1 395
1 330
1 335

1 505
1446
1370
1375

1613
1507

1419
1413

1613
1614
1479
1462
6168

2022-23
Proiected

5309

4166

5952

2021-22
Proiected

6621

4159

5697

2020-21
Proiected

7800

4120

5504
17424
2.19%

374

2019-20
Proiected

7786

3937

5328
1 7050
2.680/o

445

201 8-1 I
Proiected

7752

3691

5162
1 6605
1.84%

300

New Developments - Pupil Projection Cumulative
by Grade Level Updated April2017

2017-18
Proiected

7639

3522

5144
16305
2.260/o

360

2016-17
Actual
1237

1210
1 300
1317
1237

1199
7500
1152
1132
1 108

3392
1261

1248
13't8
1226
5053
15945

GRADE

KDG
1

2

3
4
5

6
7

I

I
10

11

12

Total

Uses a 'cohort suruival'
model assuming 100% of
previous year new
enrollees move to the next
grade level.

Kindergarten calculates
birth rate average plus

Current generation based on
% of total enrollment. Other
factor uses 100% cohort
survival, based on 6 year
history.

TABLE 6

ND3.I3A

% of change
change +/-

change

2024-25
Proiected

1191
1292
1242
1321

1341
1260

1202
1252
'1331

1270
1351

1370

1224
1266
1293
1359
1302
1381

1241

1283
130'l
1316

1387

1326

1296
1315
1320
1340
1408

1327
1333
1343
1361

1345
1 355
1363

1196
1173
1146

1263
1224
1 193

1375
1292
1245

1382
1399
1309

1324
1403
1413

1403
1343
1415

1355

1423
I 355
4134

1258
1273
1239
1396

1302
1275
1270
1323

1353

1323
1275
1357

1400
1367
1317
1356

1461
1411
1 358
I 395

1564
117 1

1401
1435

'1566

1573
'1460

1478
6077

2022-23
Proieded

4162

5571

2021-22
Proiected

4139

5626

2020-21
Proiected

7854

4090

5441
17385
2.OOVI

34;¿

2019-20
Proiecteo

7&25

3912

5307
17043
2.52Yo

4lð

201 8-1 I
Proiected

7775

3680

5170
16625
1.41"/o

¿!j5

New Projects - Pupil Projection Cumulative
by Grade Level Updated April2Û17

2017-18
Proiected

7649

3516

5165

16330
Z.41Yo

3E5

2016-17
Actual
1237

1210
I 300
1317

1237

I 199

7500
1152
1132
1 108

3392
1261
1248
13't8
1226
5053

15945

GRADE

KDG
1

2
3

4
5

6

7

I

I
10
11

12

Total

Uses a 'cohort suruival'
model assuming 100% of
previous year.new
enrollees move to the next
grade level.

Kindergarten calculates
birth rate average plus

Current generation based on
% of total enrollment. Other
factor uses 100% cohort
survival, based on 6 year
history.

TABLE 7
ND 3.64

change +/-
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Appendix A.3 Student Generation Survey



lo tte
Occupied

0

4

107

103

0

0

0

0

0

0

12

0

0

0

0

226

Gurrent
Occupancv

24

o

279

51

106

'130

373

66

81

239

43

72

8

169

25

1675

unrts/
Parcels

24

13

386

154

106

',l30

373

66

81

239

55

72

I
169

25

1901

Development Name

Alicia Glenn

Anthem lformerlv Meoan's Meadows)

Bridoes

Canvon Creek

Kendall Ridqe

Lakeland East: Portola

Lakeland: Edqeview

Lakeland Hills Estates

Lakeland: Villas At

Monterev Park

Mountain View

Sonata Hills

Sterlino Court

Trail Run

Vintaoe Place

18619

SINGLE FAMILY

Auburn School District
Development Growth since 1/1/12

April2O17

Totals

Actual Students

Total

15

2

89

16

40

82

80

I
22

78

16

15

6

89

17

575

HS

2

0

20

b

10

22

13

1

3

16

2

3

3

17

4

122

Middle

7

1

23

1

11

,,i8

12

3

2

19

4

4

1

17

6

129

Elem

b

1

46

I
19

42

55

4

17

43

10

I
2

55

7

324

Student Generation Factors

Elem lMiddlel nS I Total

0.625

0.222

0.319

0.314

0.377

0_631

0.214

0.121

o.272

0.326

o.372

0.208

0.750

0.527

0.680

0.343

0.083

0.000

o.o72

0.'t 1 8

0.094

0.169

0.035

0.015

0.037

0.067

0.047

0.o42

0.375

0.'10'1

0.160

0.073

0.292

0.111

0.082

0.020

0.104

0_138

0.032

0.045

0.025

0.079

0.093

0.056

oj25
0.101

0.240

0.077

0.250

0.111

0.165

0.176

0.179

o.323

0.147

0.061

o.2'to

0.'180

0.233

0.111

0.250

0.325

0.280

0.193

5l
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2017 and nd

* currently under construction

Auburn School District
Development Growth since 'll1/12

April 2017

Total

256
14
11

104
13
18
16

553

To Be
Occupied

14
7

18
10
22
20
30

0

0
0
0
0
0
0

0

0

0

0

0
0

0

Gurrent
Occupancv

Units/
Parcels

14
7

18

10

22
20
30

256
14
11

104
13
18
16

553

Bridle Estates
Hastinqs 10 *

HazelHeiqhts
Hazel View
Lakeland: Forest Glen At
Lakeland: Park Ridqe
Lakeland: River Rock
Pacific Lane
Ridqe At Tall Timbers
Soencer Place *

Willow Place *

Yates Plat

Development Name
Anderson Acres
Backbone Ridqe

Estimated Students Based on

Student Generation Factors

Total
5
2
6
3

I
7

10

88
5
4

36
4
6
5

190

HS
1

1

1

1

2
1

2
19

1

1

I
1

I
1

40

Middle
1

1

1

1

2
2
2

20
1

1

8
1

1

1

43

Elem
3
1

3
2
4
4
6

50
3

2
20

3

3
3

107

52
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MULTI FAMILY

2017 and

* currently under contruction

Auburn School District
Development Growth since 1i1112

April2OLT

Total
32

7
25
64

HS
11

1

4
16

Middle
6

1

4
11

Elem
15

5

17

37

Total

57

9

50

11s

14

2
12

29

10

1

o

20

33

5

29
67

To Be
Occupied

0

0

0

0

Current
Occupancy

234
11

115

360

Units/
Parcels

234
11

115
360

Development Name
Lakeland: Four Lakes Apts
Legend Townhomes
Trail Run Townhomes

Student Generation Factors

Total
0.137
0.636
0.217

0.178

HS
0.047
0.091

0.035
0.044

Middle
0.026
0.091

0.035
0.031

Elem
0.064
0.455
0.148

0.1 03

320
48

280
648

0

0

0

320

48
280
648

Promenade Apts -
(formerly Auburn Hills)

Sundallen Condos
The Villas at Auburn *

53


