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Proposed No.2013-0433.1 Sponsors McDermott

AN ORDINANCE relating to school impact fees; adopting

the capital facilities plans of the Tahoma, Federal V/ay,

Riverview, Issaquah, Snoqualmie Valley, Highline, Lake

Washington, Kent, Northshore, Enumclaw, Fife, Auburn

and Renton school districts as subelements of the capital

facilities element of the King County Comprehensive Plan

for purposes of implementing the school impact fee

program; establishing school impact fees to be collected by

King County on behalf of the districts; and amending

Ordinance 10122, Section 3, as amended, and K.C.C.

20.12.460, Ordinance 10470, Section 2, as amended, and

K.C.C. 20.12.461, Ordinance 10472, Section 2, as

amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.462, Ordinance 10633, Section

2, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.463, Ordinance 10722,

Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.464, Ordinance

10722, Section 3, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.465,

Ordinance 10790, Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C.

20.12.466, Ordinance 10982, Section 2, as amended, and

K.C.C. 20.12.467, Ordinance 11 148, Section 2, as
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Ordinance 17685

amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.468, Ordinance 12063, Section

11, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.469, Ordinance 12532,

Section 12, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.410, Ordinance

13338, Section 13, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.471,

Ordinance 17220, Section 74, as amended and K,C.C.

20.12.472, and Ordinance 10122, Section 2, as amended,

and K.C.C. 27.44.010.

STATEMENT OF FACTS:

1. Chapter 36.70A RCV/, which is the Growth Management Act, 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. Chapter 82.02 RCV/ 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 RCV/.

4. The Tahoma School District, Federal V/ay School District, Riverview

School District, Issaquah School District, Snoqualmie Valley School

District, Highline School District, Lake Washington 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
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Ordinance 17685

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 COLINCIL OF KING COUNTY:

SECTION 1. This ordinance is adopted to implement King County

Comprehensive Plan policies, V/ashington State Growth Management Act and King

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

fees under RCW 82.02.050 through 82.02.080.

SECTION 2. Ordinance 10122, Section 3, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.460 are

each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Tahoma School District No. 409 Capital Facilities PIan, ((4l2ao4ft

@)) 2013 to 2018. adopted July 23.2013, which is included in

Attachment A to ((erdinanee-1+162)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by

reference, is adopted as a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County

Comprehensive Plan,
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SECTION 3. Ordinance 10470, Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.461 are

each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Federal Way Public Schools ((2+l2)) 2014 Capital Facilities Plan, undated,

which is included in Attachment B to ((Ordina*ee-+++62)) this ordinance and is

incorporated herein by reference, is adopted as a subelement of the capital facilities

element of the King County Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION 4. Ordinance 104 72, Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.462 are

each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Riverview School District No. 407 ((2013)) 2013 Capital Facilities Plan,

adopted ((Vayq;æ+Z)) Mav 28. 2013, which is included in Attachment C to

((greHmnee+qae)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by reference, is adopted as

a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION 5. Ordinance 10633 , Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.72.463 are

each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Issaquah School District No, 411 ((2012)) 2013 Capital Facilities Plan,

adopted ((Jiurr'ej4,-æ+Z)) June26.2013, which is included in Attachment D to

((Or&mnee++a6Z)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by reference, is adopted as

a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION 6. Ordinance 1 0722, Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.464 are

each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Snoqualmie Valley School District No. 410 Capital Facilities Plan ((adepæd

*drreJÆ,-æ+¿)) 2013 adopted June 27 .2013, which is included in Attachment E to
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Ordinance 17685

((O+álrrrnæ|.Haé'2)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by reference, is adopted as

a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION 7. Ordinance 10722, Section 3, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.465 arc

each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Highline School District No. 401 Capital Facilities Plan ((20l14ef&)) 2013-

2019. Board Approved ((W)) June 26.2013 which is included in

Attachment F to ((Ordinanee-17t62)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by

reference, is adopted as a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County

Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION 8. Ordinance 10790 , Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.466 arc

each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Lake Washington School District No. 414 Six-Year Capital Facility Plan

(( )) 2013-2018. adopted June 24^ 2013, which is

included in Attachment G to ((Ordinanee+7t62)) this ordinance and is incorporated

herein by reference, is adopted as a subelement of the capital facilities element of the

King County Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION 9. Ordinance 10982, Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.467 are

each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Kent School District No. 4 1 5 Capital Facilities PIan ((Xl24I3-2813-

2O+8)) 2013-2014 - 2018-2019, dated April ((2Of2)) 2013, which is included in

Attachment H to ((erdi+anee-17162)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by

reference, is adopted as a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County

Comprehensive Plan.
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SECTION 10. Ordinance 111 48, Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.468

are each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Northshore School District No. 417 ((2013)) 2013 Capital Facilities Plan,

adopted ((A.pri+-l€'2o12)) April 9. 2013, which is included in Attachment I to

((Ord+laneeJJa+Z)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by reference, is adopted as

a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION 11. Ordinance 12063, Section 11, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.469

are each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Enumclaw School District No. 216 Capital Facilities Plan ((2sl2411;&+ed

+une+9,+++Z)) 2013-2018. adopted July 15. 2013, which is included in Attachment J to

((gr¿inanee-+++AZ)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by reference, is adopted as

a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION i2. Ordinance 12532, Section 12, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.470

are each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Fife School DistrictNo.4lT Capital Facilities Plan ((2OB4OI8))2013-2019,

adopted ((+,anc+S;Zgl2)) June24^2013 which is included in Attachment K to

(@retnanee+++çZ)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by reference, is adopted as

a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION 13. Ordinance 13338, Section 13, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.47I

are each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Auburn School District No. 408 Capital Facilities Plan ((?s12)) 2013 through

((20++)) 2019, adopted ((}MayJ9,-q+¿)) May 28. 2013, which is included in Attachment

L ro ((e+dnanee11462)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by reference, is

6
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133 adopted as a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County

134 Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION 14. Ordinance 17220 , Section 13, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.472

136 are each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Renton School District No. 403 Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan ((2O11-

20++)) 2013-2019, dated ((+prü-fg,+glZ))March27.2013, which is included in

Attachment M to ((Odinanee-*7162)) this ordinance and is incotporated herein by

reference, is adopted as a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County

Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION 15. 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 per dwelling unit

Auburn, No. 408 (($æ)) $5.399 (($æ8s)) $3.388

Enumclaw, No. 216 ((æ)) 6.217 ((ryÐ 2.794

Federal Way, No. 210 ((4S+4)) s.363 ((lp&+)) 1.924

1.37

138

139

1,40

t4r

1,42

1.43

1.44

1.45

146

147

148

149

150

13s

L51

1,52

153

Fife, No. 417

Highline, No. 401

Issaquah, No. 411

Kent, No. 415

((æ))1.0s1

((7ps8)) 7.412

((æ8)) 5.730

5,486

((7$os)) 6.302

((æ+)) 3.2s1

((s)) 1.0e7

3,378

0

1.54

155 Lake V/ashington, No. 414 ((+e+)) 207
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Northshbre, No. 417 0 0

Renton, No. 403 ((æ95)) 5,4ss ((æ8)) 1.339

Riverview, No. 407 ((0)) 4.886 ((0)) 2.153

Snoqualmie Valley, No. 410 ((8;668)) 8.011 ((ffi)) 3.366

Tahoma, No. 409 7,818 3,071

B. The county's administrative costs of administering the school impact fee

program shall be sixty-five dollars per dwelling unit and shall be paid by the applicant to

the county as part of the development application fee.

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

January 1, ((20-13)) 2014.

SECTION 16. If any provision of this ordinance or its application to any person
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IG7 or circumstance is held invalid, the remainder of the ordinance or the application of the

168 provision to other persons or circumstances is not affected.

L69

Ordinance 17685 was introduced on and passed by the Metropolitan King County
Council on 111412013, by the following vote:

Yes: 9 - Mr. Phillips, Mr. von Reichbauer, Mr. Gossett, Ms. Hague,

Ms. Patterson, Ms. Lambert, Mr. Dunn, Mr. McDermott and Mr.
Dembowski
No: 0

Excused: 0

KING COLINTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Gos

ATTEST:

Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council

APPROVED thiS ì-\ L,, 2013day of

-4-o* Constantine, County Executive

Attachments: A. Tahoma, B. Federal Way, C. Riverview, D. Issaquah, E. Snoqualmie, F. Highline, G
Lake Washington, H. Kent, I. Northshore, J. Enumclaw, K. Fife, L. Auburn, M. Renton
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Attachment A

GAPITAL FACILITIES
PLAN

2013 to 201 I

Tahoma School D¡strict
No.409

Adopted: July 23,2013
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TAHOMA SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 409
2013

CAPITAL FAGILITIES PLAN - UPDATE

Summarv:

ln accordance with King County Code 21A.43, this update has been prepared to reflect
current conditions in facility 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 2007, the total student headcount was
7,155 and in October 2012 the count is 7,570 (7,232 FTE), an increase of 5.8 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 located within the District. At this time, development plans are unknown for the
Summit Pit area of the District (which is currently located in unincorporated King County but
planned for annexation by City of Maple Valley in the near future). 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.

Over the past several years, the District has completed a number of activities to
accommodate capacity needs throughout the District. At the elementary level, the
completion of Rock Creek Elementary School provided 25 new classrooms and the
expansion of Cedar River added 3 additional specialized classrooms. ln addition, Glacier
Park Elementary School was complete in the fall of 1994, with 12 additional classrooms
added in 1997. With the successful passage of the bond issue in 1997 and the construction
of an addition at the High School and a new secondary school, Glacier Park was
reconfigured to serve grades K through 6 for the 2000-2001 school year. The middle school
students at Glacier Park were then moved to Cedar River. Then, following the reopening of
Tahoma Junior High School, the District reconfigured grade levels and moved all sixth
graders to the middle schools, creating additional elementary school capacity at existing
schools. Some students are housed in relocatable facilities, which will continue to be used
until permanent facilities are constructed.

Even with these actions, the District must construct or reconfigure additional capacity at all
grade levels in order to provide adequate space to accommodate the six-year projected

(1)
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enrollment. This Plan includes the capacity projects planned by the District during this
planning period.

SIX.YEAR ENROLLMENT PROJ ECTION

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 Method 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 2012 enrollment data indicate that growth will consistently
increase over the next six years. Current enrollment of 7,232 (October 2012 FTE) is
projected to increase to 8,227 (FTE) in 2018 - an increase of 13.8 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 parlicular, large residential development in the Summit Pit area development 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 consistentwith
the educational philosophy and instructional goals of the District." State legislation and
contract agreement with the Tahoma Education Association identify the Ceftificated staff
mandate for maximum classroom size. Enrollment and spaces occupied by the Russell
Ridge Center are not included in the Standard of Service and Available Space Calculations.

Standards of Service for Elementary School Students:

1. Class size for grades K-5 averages 25.
2. Special Education is delivered through both pull-out services and self-contained

classrooms at all elementary sites.
3. All students are provided music and physical education in separate classrooms.
4. Computer labs are available in each school.
5. Gifted education is offered as either pullout or self-contained classes (average class size

is 22) at Shadow Lake Elementary.
6. Remedial services are offered as pull-out models and utilize space available in each

school.
7. lf growth continues and the District is unsuccessful in passing a future bond issue,

students will be housed using alternate means, i.e., split shifts and/or multi-track
year-round schools regardless of Standard of Service considerations.

L 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/Junior High School Students:

1. Class sizes for both the middle/junior high school average 23 and class sizes for the
senior high average 24.

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. Classes are utilized during the day for planning and student consultation.
6. Ceftain specialty classes, such as typing, music, and certain vocational courses, are not

conducive for scheduling general classes.
7. lf growth continues and the District is unsuccessful in passing a future bond issue,

students will be housed using alternate means, i.e., split shifts andlor multi-track
year-round schools regardless of Standard of Service considerations.

8. 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.

(3)
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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 232 students in permanent
facilities and 140 students over capacity when
considering relocatable facilities.

Shadow Lake

Rock Creek

Glacier Park

Cedar River

Tahoma Middle

Tahoma Junior
High

K-5

K-5

K-5

6-7

6-7

8-9

ls under capacity by 11 students in permanent
facilities and 57 students under capacity when
considering relocatable facilities.

ls over capacity by 150 students in permanent
facilities and 11 under capacity when considering
relocatab le facil ities

ls over capacity by 101 students in permanent
facilities and 83 students under capacity when
considering relocatable facilities.

ls over capacity by 76 students in permanent
facilities and is 24 students under capacity when
considering relocatable facilities.

ls under capacity by 10 students in permanent
facilities.

ls over capacity by 27 students in permanent
facilities and under capacity by 51 students when
considering relocatable facilities.

High School 10-12 ls over capacity by 246 students in permanent
facilities and under capacity by 105 students when
considering relocatable facilities.

The District also operates an alternative school, Russell Ridge Center (K-12). Because of
limited facilities, enrollment will not exceed the predetermined limits of 50 for Russell Ridge
Center. Because of these District limits, neither the enrollment nor capacity of Russell
Ridge Center are considered in the calculations and conclusions in this document.

(4)



Lake Wilderness Elementary K-5

Shadow Lake Elementary K-5

1 7685

INVENTORY OF PERMANENT FACILITIES

lnstructional Facilities

24216 Witte Road SE
Maple Valley, 98038

22620 Sweeney Road SE
Maple Valley, 98038

Permanent
Capacity

50

Temporary
Capacity

736 92

October l2
FTE

Enrollment

969

46 493

161 858

184 809

52 589

0 619

78 1170

351 1659

50

Rock Creek Elementary

Glacier Park Elementary

Cedar River Middle School

Tahoma Middle School

Tahoma Junior High

Tahoma High School

Russell Ridge
(Alternative School)

K-5

K-5

6-7

6-7

10-12 18200 SE 240th
Kent, 98042

K-12 26615 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

504

708

708

513

629

1 143

1 413

8-9

Support Facilities

Central Services Center 25720 SR 169
Maple Valley, 98038

Transportation and Maintenance 22050 SE Petrovitsky Road
Maple Valley, 98038

Central Kitchen 25638 SR 169
Maple Valley, 98038

NOTE: Russell Ridge Center is not included in "Projected Enrollment and Capacity" because enrollment limits are

established by the District and new students come from waiting lists.

(5)
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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.

The District will continue to use relocatable facilities until sufficient permanent space is

constructed. Note that the District uses relocatable capacity as a temporary remedy only.

The following charls 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. Large classes and the utilization of non-traditional classroom space will continue
until additional permanent space and/or facilities become available. lt is anticipated that the
continued building of single family residences in the District will cause the need to build a
new high school to accommodate new 9-12 grade configuration. Reconfiguration will also
occur at the elementary and middle school grade levels to utilize existing school facilities.
Relocatable capacity may also be added at all grade levels. The District may also purchase
land for a future school site. 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.

(6)



20'13 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Elementary

(K-5) 2012

2,656 2,656 2,656 2,656 3,550*** 3,550*** 3,550***'Permanent Program Capacity

Additional Relocatables

347 347Total Relocatable Capacity 345 345 345 345 347

3,897 3 I97 3,897TotalCapacity 3,001 3,001 3,001 3,001

.3,1 31 .3,1 46 '3,214 .3,664 "3,710 .3,753Projected Enrollment **3,160

(145) (213) 233 187 144Available Capacity
(Temp. & Perm. Facilities)

(1 5e) (1 30)

(203)Available Capacity
(Permanent Facilities)

(504) (475) (4e0) (442) (144) (1 60)

nrollment - OSPI
Ocl 1, 2012 FTE enrollment - OSPI

***New configuration

*Projected FTE Enrollment - OSPI
*.Actual Ocl. 1,2012 FTE enrollment - OSPI
**"New configuration

1 7685

PROJECTED ENROLLMENT AND CAPACITY

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Middle/Junior High School

(6-s)

Permanent Program Capacity 2,285 2,285 2,285 2,285 2,228*** 2,228*** 2,228**"

Middle/Junior High Addition

2 228 2,228 2,228Total Permanent Capacity 2,285 2,285 2,285 2 285

Additional Relocatables

381 381 381 381 0 0 0Total Relocatable Capacity

TotalCapacity 2,666 2,666 2,666 2,666 2,228 2,228 2,228

*2,020Projected Enrollment **2,405 "2,437 *2,501 *2,474 *1 928 ,1 929

Available Capacity
(Temp. & Perm. Facilities)

261 229 165 192 300 299 208

(152) (216) (1 8e) 300 299 208Available Capacity
(Permanent Facilities)

(120)
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High School

(10-121 2012 2013 2014 2015 201 6 2017 2018

Permanent Program Capacity 1,413 1,413 1,413 1,413 2,351*** 2,351*** 2,351***

High SchoolAddition

Total Permanent Capacity 1,413 1,413 1,413 1,413 2,351 2,351 2 351

Additional Relocatables

162 162 162 162 0 0 0Total Relocatable Capacity

Total Capacity 1,575 1,575 1,575 1,575 2,351 2,351 2,351

*1,698 "1,707 *1,719 *2,379 *2,479 *2,454Projected Enrollment **1,667

(28) (128) (1 03)Available Capacity
(Temp. & Perm, Facilities)

(e2) (123) (132) (144)

Available Capacity
(Permanent Facilities)

(254) (285) (2e4) (306) (28) (12e) (1 03)

1 7685

Enrollment - OSPI
I OcL 1,2012 FTE enrollment - OSPI

...New high school construction - changing configuration from grades 10-12 lo 9-12
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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, pending voter approval of bond funding, the following
projects: a new high school (grades 9-12) and rebuild of Lake Wilderness 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 is considering the purchase of 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:

. Lake Wilderness - rebuild - 550 kids - k-5 configuration

. Glacier Park Elementary: miscellaneous building upgrades. K-5 configuration

. Rock Creek Elementary: miscellaneous building upgrades. K-5 configuration

. Cedar River Middle School: miscellaneous building upgrades. K-5 reconfiguration

. Tahoma Middle School: miscellaneous building upgrades. K-5 reconfiguration

. Tahoma Junior High School: miscellaneous building upgrades. 6-8 reconfiguration

. Tahoma High School: miscellaneous building upgrades. 6-8 reconfiguration

. New high school construction: 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.

(e)
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Capacity Projects

FINANCE PLAN

(10)

% of Facilities
to Serve New

Grôu/th

Anticipated
Source of Funds'*

Site Cost* Construction
Cost**

Fac¡lity Proposed
Start
Date

Proposed
End Date

Locatìon Capacity
Change

24216 Witte
Road SE

550 10Oo/o State Match,
Bonds, lmpact

Fees

Previously
purchased

$l 5,255,000
Lake Wilderness

Elementary
Replacement (Net New

Seats)

2014 2016

2016 TBD 2351 100%
State Matoh,

Bonds, lmpact
Fees

TBD $'152,250,000New High School 2014

TBDLand Purchase 2012 2014 40 acres -
location TBD

lOOo/o lmpact Fees,
Capital Funds

s1 67.505.000TBDTOTAL
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Noncapacity Projects

Previously purchased property paid from earlier bond issues unless othenvise noted
The District anticipates presenting a bond proposal to the voters to fund the stated projects
Site and Building cost estimates provided by DLR Group

Construct¡on
Cost**

Fac¡l¡ty Proposed
Start
Date

Proposed
End Date

Location Anticipated Source of
Funds**

Site Cost*

s'1 577 000
entary ents

2014 2016
25700 MV-Blk

Diamond Rd SE Bonds
Prev¡ously purchased

Glac¡er Park ElementarV morovements 2014 2016 23700 SE 280'' Bonds Previouslv purchased $l.617.000

2015 2017
22516 Sweeney

Road SE Bonds
Previously Purchased

$5.878.000

2015 2016 24425 SE 216t11 Bonds
Previously Purchased

$5.517.000
Tahoma Middle lmprovements

2014 2016
25600 SE Summi!

Landsburg Rd
State Match, Bonds Previously purchased

$'1.275.000
Tahoma Jun¡or High lmprovements

2017 I 8200 SE 240th State Match. Bonds Previouslv ourchased $8,379.000Tahoma Hiqh Schoo 2015

s24.243.O00TOTAL

( lt )
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FEE CALGULATIONS

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 Calculate School lmpact Fees

The Tahoma School District calculates school impact fees pursuant to the formula adopted
by King County Ordinance No. 10162 and underthe authority of Chapler2lA.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 projects
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 porlable 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 2013.

The King County Ordinance includes a fifty (50) percent "discount rate," which operates to
set the final fee at 50% of the calculated unfunded need. For the 2013 Plan, the Tahoma
School District has voluntarily increased this discount rate.

Appendix B includes the District's fee calculation. Single Family Housing will yield a fee of
ç7 ,719 and multi-family housing will yield a fee of $3,219

( 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. 214.06.1260, the District has chosen to use
the average student generation rate of neighboring school districts.

STUDENT FACTOR RATES

Single Family Dwelling Unit:

Multi-Family Dwelling Unit:

Auburn lssaquah Kent Lk. Wash Averaqe

Elementary 0,227 0.521 0.484 0.381 0.403
0.128Middle 0.085 0.181 0.129 0.117
0.157Hiqh 0.129 0.156 0.249 0.095

0.862 0.593 0.688Total 0.441 0.858

Auburn lssaquah Kent Lk. Wash Averaqe

Elementary 0.172 0.140 0.324 0.049 0.171
0.049Middle 0.070 0.044 0.066 0.o14
0.069Hiqh 0.096 0.045 0.118 0.016

0.079 0.289Total 0.338 0.229 0.508



17685

APPENDIX A - ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS
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APPENDIX B - IMPACT FEE CALCULATION
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2OI4 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

INTRODUCTION

In response to the requirements of the State of V/ashington 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 21, 1995 as amended, City of Kent Ordinance No.3260 effective
March 1996, and the City of Auburn Ordinance No. 5078 effective 1998, Federal Way
Public Schools has updated its 2014 Capital Facilities Plan as of May 2013.

This Plan is scheduled for adoption by King County, the City of Kent, City of Federal
Way and the City of Auburn 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 ofthe SEPA process.

The Growth Management Act requires the County to designate Urban Growth areas

within which urban growth can be encouraged. The Growth Management Planning
Council adopted and recommended to the King County Council four Urban Growth Area
Line Maps with designations for urban centers. A designation was made within the
Federal Way planning area, which encompasses Federal Way 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
estirnated population growth is prepared with this underlying assumption.

This Capital Facilities Plan willbe 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.

Currently, the District plans to replace Federal Way High School and to increase capacity
by approximately 200 students. Federal Way High School was built in 1938. The
estimated cost to rebuild Federal Way High School is $106 million. On April 9,2013,
the District's board of directors passed a resolution in support of the construction site
recommendation made by Federal Way High School staff, cómmunity members, &
architects.

The District continues to monitor factors that may have an impact on enrollment and

capacity at our schools. One such factor is SHB 2776, reinlorced by the McCleary
decision, which will phase in full-day kindergarten for all students and decrease K-3 class

size from 20 to 17. This is proposed to be fully funded by 2017-18. Using current
enrollment, the decrease in class size would create the need for an additional 58 classes

for K-3 students. This classroom need is expected to fluctuate due to changing
demographics.

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. The maps included in this Plan reflect our curent boundaries.

)
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2014 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 ne\ry construction, portables and modernization listed
follows this.

3
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2OI4 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
INVENTORY OF EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES

ELBMENTARY SCHOOL s lK-51

Adelaide

Brigadoon

Camelot

Enterprise

Green Gables

Lake Dolloff
Lake Grove

Lakeland

Mark Twain

Meredith Hill
Mirror Lake

Nautilus (K-8)

Olyrnpic View
Panther Lake

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

Saghalie

Sequoyah

Totem

TAF Acaderny (6-12)

HIGH SCHOOLS (9-12)

Decatur

Federal Way

Thomas Jefferson

Todd Beamer

Career Academy at Trurnan

ADDITIONAL SCHOOLS
Internet Academy (K- I 2)

Merit School (6-12)

Employment Transition Program (1 2+)

1635 SW 304'r'Sr

3601 SV/ 336'h Sr

4o4l s 298'h sr

35101 5'h Ave SW

32601 4lIh Ave SW

42oo s 308'h st
303 SW 308'h Sr

3582132nd Ave S

2450 S Star Lake Rd

5830 s 3oo'h sr
625 S 314th St

looo s 289'h st
2626 SW 327'h St

344241.1 Ave S

3015 s 36gtr' st
34600 12'r'Ave SW

1310 SW 325th Pl

4014 S 270'h Sr

24629 42"d Ave S

44oo Sw 320'r'st
2'7847 42od Ave S

2405 S 300'h St

2645416tr'Ave S

Federal Way

Federal Way

Auburn

Federal V/ay

Federal Way

Auburn

Federal \üay

Auburn

Federal Way

Auburn

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

9800 I

98023

98023

98001

98023

98001

98003

98001

98003

98003

98023

98003

98003

98023

98023

98032

98032

98023

98001

98003

98198

34620 9'h Ave S

36001 l't Ave S

4400 s 30g'h sr

1415 SW 314th Sr

1101 S Dash Point Rd

33gl419tr'Ave SW

3450 S 360th ST

26630 40'r'Ave S

26630 40th Ave.S

2800 sw 320th st
30611 16'h Ave S

4249 S 2ggtr' St

3599916'h Ave S

31455 28'r'Ave S

31455 28th Ave S

36001 I't Ave S

33250 21't Ave S'W

Federal Way

Federal Way

Auburn

Federal Way

Federal Way

Federal Way

Auburn

Kent

Kent

Federal Way

Federal Way

Aubum
Federal Way

Federal Way

Federal Way

Federal Way

Federal Way

98003

98003

98001

98023

98003

98023

98001

98032

98032

98023

98003

98001

98003

98003

98003

98003

98023

4
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2OI4 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

CURRENT INVENTORY NON-INSTRUCTIONAL FACILITIES

Developed Propertv

CentralKitchen
Federal Way Memorial Field
Educational Services Center
Support Services Center

Surplussed Space

Administrative Building
MOT Site

65

60
/3
7l
82
96

l2t4 s 332nd

1300 s 30gtr' st
33330 8'l'Ave S

12ll S 332nd st

31405 18th Ave S

1066 S 320th St

Federal V/ay
FederalWay
Federal Way
FederalWay

Federal Way
Federal Way

98003
98003
98003
98003

98003
98003

Notes:

In January 2072, the Administrative Building, Community Resource Center, and Student

Support Annex were combined into the Educational Services Center. Central Kitchen
willbe relocated to this site in during 2013. The Administration Building and MOT Site
have been surplussed and are being marketed for sale.

Undeveloped Propertv

Site
#

Location

75 SW 360th Street & 3rd Avenue SW - 9.2 Acres
S 35lst Street &,52nd Avenue S - 8.8 Acres
E of lOth Avenue SW - SW 334th & SW 335tr' Streets - 10.04 Acres
N of SW 320th andeast of 45th PL SW -23.45 Acres
S 344th Street &, 46th Avenue S - 17.47 Acres
1" Way S and S 342nd St- Minimal acreage
S 308th St and l41h 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 District.

5
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2014 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

NEEDS FORECAST - BXISTING FACILITIES

As part of the multi-phase plan, the District intends to increase capacity for high school
students with expansion at the Federal Way High School site. Increased capacity at

Federal Way High, and Decatur High in later phases, supplant the need for construction
of a fifth comprehensive high school.

6

ANTICIPATED SOURCE OF
FUNDS

EXISTING FACILITY FUTURE NEEDS

Interim Capacity Anticipated source of funds is
Impact Fees.

Purchase and Relocate
Portables

Capital levy requestFederal Way High School Replace Existing Building,
Increase Capacity
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2OI4 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

NEEDS FORECAST - ADDITIONAL FACILITIES

NE\ry FACILITY LOCATION ANTICIPATED SOURCE
OF FUNDS

No current plans for additional facilities

1
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2014 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

Six Year Finance Plan
Secured Funding

Projected Revenue

Actual and Planned Expenditules

So u lces
s?7 200 00(State Match (5)
s70 000 00(Bond or Lew Funds (6)
st 0 m)0 00(Land Fund Sales ( 7)

s800 00(InrÉct Fees (8)
s1 08,u{Ju,uuuTOTAL

u rces

ond Fun ds

Match sl 8

$l ló,060,439Iotal Sccilrcd Fund¡ng ând Projected Revcnuc

20t9 2020 Total Totâl CostEst¡nìrtcd ând Budeet 20 l5 2016 2011 201 I
2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2011-18 201&19 2019-20 2014-202r

NE\ry SCHOOLS

MODERNIZATION AND EXPANSTON
re¡ler¡l w¡v H ioh Schnol ls\ sr n 000-00n s40 000 000 s45 000 000 sl I 000 000 $96.000.00( s106,000,00t

st't'E ACoutsl'l'lON
s2-1 2n-Onf$5AS.0Ofl s200 000 s205 000 s2 I 5.000 x;220 000 $22 5.00( $2J 5.m0 $235.00( $l.535.00(

lEmDlovnent Transtion Proqmm) ( l0)
TEMPORARY FACILITIES

s200 000 s200 000 s200 000 s200 000 s200 00( $l -000-00( s1.000,00t,ortables (l I )
1 0-585.000 $40.400.000 s45.405.00u $l t.4 I 5.U00 $4ZU.u00 s425.00( s235.000 $235,00( $98,535,00( $109,t2o,ootTOTAL

NOTESI

I Thcscfccsarccùrrcntlybcinghcld¡n¡K¡nBCoun['.C¡Ll,oIFcdcralWayandC¡t],otKentinìpactlccaccount-andu'illbe
ar¡¡l¡blclorüscbytlìeDistric!forsys{cnrinìpro\cmcnLs Thisis)carcndbal¡ncconl2/31/12

2 ThcsclùndsnrecxpcctcdtocomclronthcslcolthccurrcDLESC¡ùdMOTsites Thìsisyc¡rcndbîhnccoDl2/31/12
3 Thisistho l2l31/l2balancco[bo¡dfuDds ThisJìgurc hcludcs¡ntcrcstc¡nrings

4 Thisrcprcscnßthcb¡l¡nccofSL¡æMrtchFunds\vhich$illbcuscdbtosuppo(drcrcbilildingofFcdcrfllWnyHighSchool
Th¡s is thc bîl¡ncc on l2l31 /12

5Th¡sisatrticiprtodShtoMflbhforthcrcbujld¡ngolFcderñl'W.),HighSchool ApplicntioDforfundsistnlicip¡lcdtobcDrndciDJul)'2013

6 Thcscincludc$l0nofrotcrîpproycd.butrìotisucdaDdn$60msix-ycarìcv¡ opprovcdiDNo\cnìbcr20l2

TProicctcdsnlcolsurpluspropcdics ThcscluudsNillbouscdtorctircdcbtincùrrcdforLhcncquisitionofarcplaccûrcDtEduc¡tion¡lSupporLCcntcr

This figurc hrs bccn ¿djuslcd Lo rcflccL thc currctrt ccononìy

9 Prcjcct budgct h¡s bccn ¡diused to nìatch c0rrcnL projccL cosLcljmrrcs

Thcsc mô!, Dot rncrcnsc cap¡cib, Ðnd arc noL itrcludcd in thc ctp¡cilì' s!mD¡r),-

I
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FEDERAL V/AY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2OI4 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, seven middle school schools (grades 6-8), four
high schools (grades 9-12) and three small secondary schools. The Federal Way Public
Academy serves students in grades 6-10. The TAF Academy serves students in grades 6-

12 who reside in the Totem Middle School service area. The Career Academy at Truman
High School serves students in grades 9-12.

The following maps show the service area boundaries for each school, by school type.
(Career Academy 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 sunounding
facilities.

Adjusting boundaries requires careful consideration by the District and is not taken
lightly. It is recognizedthat 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 realize 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 -2014 through 2020

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 ascefiain the

District's cul'rent 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 current target class size provides that the average class size for a

standard classloom for grades K through 2 should be 20 students. Due to current econotnic

conditions, the target class size for K through 2 has been temporarily increased. With the

legislative compliance with McCleary, we intend to decrease K though 2 class sizes to 17 by the

2017-18 school year. In grades 3-5 the target is 25 students. For grades 61o 12 the target class

size is 26 students. Classrooms for students with Individualized Education Program (Special

Education) needs are calculated at l2 seats per classroom.

Using the OSPI square footage calculation as a base line, the District has calculated a program

capacity for all schools. The following list clarifies the adjustments to the OSPI calculation.

Music Rooms:
Each elementary school requires a standard classroom for music instruction.

All Day Kindergarten:
Every elementary school operates at least one all day Kindergatlen program. These all day

Kindergarlen programs require additional capacity because the standard classroom is available for
one all day session rather than two half day sessions. The District will operate 57 sections of all

day Kindergarten in 2013-14. Once the State budget has been approved, we anticipate adding

additional sections of all day Kindergarlen.

Special Education Resource Rooms:
Each elementary and middle school requires the use of a standard classroorn(s) for special

education students requiring instruction to address specific disabilities.

English as a Second Language Programs:
Each elementary, middle school and high school requires the use of a standard classroom for
students learning 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 car1s.

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.

Preschool/ECEAP/Headstart:
Our district currently offers preschool programs for both special needs & typically developing
students at 8 elementary schools. We also have the ECEAP and Headstall program at 6 schools

(3 elementary & 3 high schools). These programs decrease capacily at those sites.

Alternative Learning Experience:
Federal Way offers students the opportunity to participate in an Alternative Learning Experience

through our lnternet Academy. These students have never been included in the capacity

calculation of unhoused students.

14
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BTIILDING PROGRAM CAPACI TÏES

ELEMENTARY BUILDING
PROGRAM CAPACITY

MIDDLE SCHOOL BUILDING
PROGRAM CAPACITY

HIGH SCHOOLBUILDING
PROGRAM CAPACITY

Notes

* Federal Way Public Acaderny, Career Academy at Truman High School, and Employment I'ansition Ptogram

arc non-boundary schools. These schools are not used in the calculated averages.

* * Technology Access Foundation Academy is housed entileþ in portables

on the Totem Middle School site. Merit School is housed entirely in

portables on tle Illahee Middle School site.

School Name Headcount

Adelaide 371
Brigadoon 325

Camelot 255
Enterplise 46t
Green Gables 463

Lake Dolloff 439

Lake Grove 345
Lakeland 397

Mark Twain 327

Meredith Hill 441
Mlrror Lake 337

Nautilus (K-8) 353

Olympic View 357

4nPanther Lake

Rainier View 43s
Sherwood Forest 429

Silver Lake 419

Sta'Lake 345

Surnycrest 408

Twin Lakes 318

Valhalla 388

Wildwood 312
Woodmont (K-8) 39
2013 TOTAL 8,7M

School Name Headcount F l L,

Illahee 855 864
Kilo 829 837

701 714Lakota
Sacaiawea 659 666

812Sashalie 804

x9 575Sequoyah

Totem 739 746
209 2llFederal Way Public Academy

Technology Access Foundation Academy**

Merit School**
2013 TOTAL 5,371 5,425

145*Middle School Average t-t I

Elementary Average 378

School Name Headcount I'"1 h,

Decatur 1249 1,33ó

Federal Way 1492 1.s96

Thomas .Iefferson 1349 1,443

Todd Beamer tla 1.221

Career Academy at Truman 163 174

Federal V/ay Public Acaderny 109 tl7
51Employment Transition Propf am 48

Technology Access Foundation Academy**

Merit School**

1ssz 5,9JU2OI3 TOTAL

*Hieh School Average 308 @
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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 schoolwith a capacity
for 500 students due to lack of space for 25 students when enrollment fluctuates
throughout the year and from year to year.

Portables are used as temporary facilities or 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 temporary 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 porlables. It is the practice and philosophy of Federal Way Public Schools that
portables are not acceptable as permanent facilities.

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

INSTR UCTI ONA LhTSTRUCNONAL

Adelaide I 2

Brigadoon I
ICamelot

Enterprise 1 I
Green Gables I
Lake Dolloff 1 I
Lake Grove 2

Lakeland
3Mark Twain

Meredith Hill 1 2

Mirror Lake 5

INautilus
I IOlympic View

Panther Lake
Rainier View 3

Sherwood Folest 3 I
Silver Lake 4

1Star Lake 3

Sunnycrest

Iwin Lakes 1 2

Valhalla
Wildwood 4

Woodmont 3

3U 22I'O'I'AL

PORTABLES LOCATED
AT ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

PORTABLES LOCATED
AT MIDDLE SCHOOI,S

PORTABLE LOCATIONS

PORTABLES LOCATED
AT HIGH SCHOOT.S

PORTABLES LOCATED
AT SUPPORT FACILITIES

MOT
TDC 5

TOTAL 5

HEAD START PORTABLES AT DISTRICT SITES

Sherwood ¡orest 1

-t otal 1

INTRUCTIONAL

¡l)N

INSTRUCNONAL

9Decatul'
I 1Federal ly'ay

Ihomas Jeffelson l0
9Iodd Beamer
I 1IAF Academy

TOTAL 37 3

NSNUCTIONAL

NON

NSTRUffONAL

lllahee 3

Kilo 2 5

Lakota
8Sacaj awea

Saghalie ) 2

Sequoyah 2

Iotem
Merit 3

8 IIAF Academy
25 11
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Student Forecast

Student enrollment projections are a basic component of budget development.
Enrollment projections influence rnany 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 cohorl 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 ofthe school system are

common, 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 kindergalten 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 Enrolhnent Master"u' software provides statistical
methods 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 cohoft 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 reporl 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 reporling assume that enrollment is a constant percent of
something else (e.g. population) or that enrollment will mirror some projected trend for

18
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the school-age population over time, The repoft included 5 different calculations to
provide a range of possible projections for the District to the year 2022. 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 planning
and is consistent with estimates from various models.

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 farlher
out the projections are made. The Federal Way School District long-range projections

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 Federal Way Public Schools reflect a similar age trend in student
populations as 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. Current economic conditions do appear to be affecting
enrollment. This is reflected in the District's projections. The District tracks new
development from five permitting jurisdictions. Long range planning 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 future.
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Full Time Equivalent Enrollment History and Projections
Simp lified FTE (K Headcount : .5 FTE; M iddle School FTE:.99 Headcount; Higft School FTE = .935Headcount)

Total K -12

FTECalendar Yr
2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

201 8

2019

2020

School Year Elemen

2007-08

2008-09

2009-10

2010-l I
2011-12

2012-13

8201 3-1 4

P2014-t 5

P20t s-l 6
P20I 6-1 7

P2017-18

P201 8-1 9

P2019-20

Middle School High School

8,912 5,167 6,637

8,86s 5,155 6,456

8,738 5,119 6,594

8,753 5,142 6,544

8,800 5,134 6,448

8,914 4,963 6,367

9,086 4,773 6,268

9,236 4,818 6,258

9,269 4,969 6,113

9,385 5,072 5,967

9,463 5,082 5,927

9,562 5,058 6,076

9,631 5,190 6,124

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

20,716

20,4',t6

20,45t

20,439

20,382

20,244

20, I 27

20,312

20,351

20,424

20,472

20,696

20,94s

-1.2%

-0.1%

-0.1%

-0.3%

-0.7%

-0,6%

0.9%

0.2%

0.4%

0.2%

1.1%

1.2%

Enrollment History and Six Year Forecast
22,000

21,000

20,000

19,000

18,000

17,000

16,000

15,000

'èl %o- %r u,o V V "È A. 9,, þu A,^ in *",*
a6, %,e to \ '," rr 

^z )'o Y, 
^ 

2e >,s %

School Year

EFÏE
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Capacit)¡ Summaries

All Grades, Elementary, Middle School, and High Schools

The Capacity Summaries combine Building 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 information is organized in spreadsheet format, with a page summarizing 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

M{ROLLMNT

Budget - - Pro jected - -

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020Calendal Year'

School Yeal' 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-11 2017-t8 201 8-19 2019-20

19,627 19,621 19,82119,82719,627 19,821

BUILDINGPROGRAM
HEADCOUNT CAPACITY

Add ol subtract changes to capacity

Increase Capacity at FederalWay HS

19.821 19.827Adiusted Prograrn Headcount Capacity 19,627 19,621 19,621 19,827 19,827

20,424

(31s)

20,412

(3 1s)

20,696

(3ts)
20,945

(31s)

20,127

(3ls)
20,312

(3rs)
Basic FTE Enrollment

Internet Academy Enrollment (AAFTE)

ST]RPLUS OR

RU.OCATABLE CAPACITY
2,300 2,300 2,300 ) )\o 2,250

i

l

2,250

Ded uct Pofi ab le Cap acity
Add New Poftable Capacity

Curent Poft able Capacity

SURPLUS OR(ITNHOUSED)

PROGRAM AND RELOCATABLE
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CAPACITY S UMMARY - ELEMENTARY S CHOOLS

CAPACITY

ENROLLMENT

Budset Proiected - -

2014 201s 2016 2011 2018 2019 2020Calendar Year'

School Year 2013-14 2014-1s 2015-16 2016-1'7 2017-18 2018-r9 2019-20

8,

8,

8.104 8.104 8.704 8,704 8,704 8,104 8,704A d iusted Program Headcount Capacity

9,4639,236 9,385 q 56) 9,631Basic FTE Enlolhrent

Intelnet A
Basìc

SURPLUS OR(TJNHOUS

RELOCATABLECAPACITy'

NOTFS:

Ì hternet Acadenry students al'e included in projections but clo not require fulltirne use of school facilities.

2 
Relocatable Capacity is based on the number of portables available and other adr¡inistrative techniques which
can be used to tempolat'ily house students until pennanent facilities are available. This is a calculated numbel only
The actual nur.nber of porlables that will be used will be based on actual student populatìon needs.

The District rr.ray begin to pull portables fi'ollthe instructional inventory. Age and condition ofthe portables

will detelr¡ine feasibility fot continued instructional use

750 150750 750 750

SURPLUS OR(UNHOUSED)
PROGRAM AND RELOCATABLE
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CAPACITY SUMMARY - MIDDLE SCHOOLS

CAPACITY

ENROLLMENT

Proiected - -Budget
2011 2018 20t9 20202014 2015 20t6Calendar Year

2018-19 2019-20School Year 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-11 2017-18

Add or subtract changes in capacity

5.311 5.31]l 5.37 | 5,37l' 5,371 5,311 5,371Adiusted Program Headcount Capacity

s,0824,969 5,058 5,1 90Basic FTEEnrollment

tenretln cadA ellìy

4"773 4,818

625 625 62s62s 625625Cunent Pofi able Capacity
Add/Subtlact ortable

RELOCATABLECAPACITt'

NOTES:

I 
Internet Acaderny students are included in projections but do not requile full time use of school facilities.

2 
Relocatable Capacity is based on the numbel of pofiables available and other adrninistlative techniques which

can be used to temporarily house students until pelmanent facilities al'e available. This is a calculated numberonly
The actual nunrber ofportables that will be used will be based on actual student population needs.

The District may begin to pull portables from the instluctional inventory. Age and condition of the portables

will detennine feasibility for continued instructional use

SURPLUS OR(UNHOUSED)
PROGRAM AND RELOCATAB LE
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CAPACITY S UMMARY - HIGH S CHOOLS

CAPACITY

ENROLLMENT

Budset Ploiected - -
2014 201s 2016 20'17 2018 2019 2020Calendal Year'

Scl.rool Year' 2013-14 2014-15 201s-16 2016-1'7 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20

5 55?

5.938

Add or subtract changes in capacity
Add capacity to Federal Way HS 200

A diusted Prograrn Headcount Capacity 5,552 5,552 5 55? \ -75) s'/s) 5 75) 5 75?

Bas ic FTE, Enrollnent

Intelnet Acad AFTE)

6,258

(205)

6.053

6,113 5,961 \ g)-7 6,124

815925 925

REL(X]ATABLECAPACITt'

NOTFS:
I 

Internet Academy stuclents are included in projections but do not requile full time use of school facilities.

2 
Relocatable Capacity is based on the numberofportables available and otheradr¡inistrativetechniques which
can be used to temporarily house students until pelmanent facilities ale available. This is a calculated nunrber only
The actual number of portables that will be used will be based on actual student population needs.
The District may begin to pull portables fi'om the instructional inventory. Age and condition of the portables
will detemine feasibility for continued instluctional use.

t 
Capacity for unhousecl students will be accor¡modated with traveling teachers and

no planning time in some classrooms.

SURPLUS OR(UNHOUSED)
PROGRAM AND RELOCATAB LE

810
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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 irnpact 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 2lA and was substantially
adopted by the City of Federal Way and Kent. The fonnula 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 the2014 Capital Facilities
Plan were derived using actual generation factors from single-family units that were

constructed in the last five (5) years.

- IMPACT FEE CALCULATION

Following the calculations for the student generation factor is a copy of the Impact Fee

Calculation for single family and multi-family units based on King County Code 2lA and

the Growth Management Act.

years.

Plan Year 2014 Plan Year 2013

Single Family Units
Multi-Family Units

Mixed-Use Resid ential I

$5,363
st,924

84,014
I1,38l

I In anticipation of the City of Federal Way Council's changes to Ordinance No. 95-249,
which authorizes the collection of school impact fees.

26
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STUDENT GENERATION
NEW CONSTRUCTION ìN PRIOR 5 YEARS

Single Family Student Generation

Nu mber of
Elementary

Sf rrd e nls

Number of
M¡ddle School

S fu dên ls

Number of
H¡gh School

S fu rlê nts

Elementary
Stude nt
Factor

Middle School
Student
Factor

High School
Stude nt
Factor

Total
Studont
FectorDEVELOPMENT

Num ber of
Síngle Family

Dwellinos

Numberof
Multi-Family

Dwellinos
Saohalie Firs 34 10 0 I o.2941 0,0000 o 0294 0.3235

l) 2214t u Ouuu û2t2t 0 5000LakeDoint 22 5 0 ô
0.2000 0 3333 1.200012 Mrnq Uoun 15 1U 3 0.666 7

I 7 1 .0000 0 8750 0.3750 2 250t)12 Sunset I
11 Briohton Park tt 't'l 5 4 U,bUUU u.22 t3 01818 0.9091

0 5500 0.2500 0.2 500 1 050011 lne Greens 2U 11 5 5

Creekside Lane 52 14 0 13 0 2692 u.1 1 54 u.z5uu 0 6346
0 5807Grande V¡sta 31 5 b U 0 1613 0 1ô13 0.2 581

5 4 01J63 0.0930 0 0698 o.2791Lakota Crest 43
TuscanV 22 o 5 u.4u91 u.22 t3 0 1364 o.7728

Tota I 269 0 88 40 51

Studênt Generat¡on* 0.3271 0.1487 0.1 896 0.6654

* Student Generation rate is based on totals

Multi-Family Student Generation

2'7
17685

Elementaru Middle School Hioh School Total
Aubum o't72 0.070 0 096 0 338

o 140 o o44 0 045 o 229lssaquah
Kent o.324 0 066 0 118 0.508
Lake Wash¡nqton 0 049 0.014 0.016 0.079



FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2OI4 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

School Site Acqu isition Cost:
F aci I ity
A

Elementary

Middle School

H igh School

School Construction Cost:
o/o Pern F ac.l
Total S Ft

Elementaly
Middle School
High School

Tem porary Facility Cost:
o% Ternp Fac.

Total S Ft
Elementary
Middle School
Higlr School

State Matching C redit Calculation:
Consfuction Cost
AllocatiorVS Ft

Elementary
Middle School
High School

Tax Payment Credit Calculation
Average Assessed Value (February 2013)
Capital Bond Interest Rate (February 2013)
Net Present Value of Average Dwelling
Years Amoftized
Property Tax Ler,y Rate

PresentValue of Revenue Stream

Mitigation Fcc Summary
Site Acquisition Cost
Perm anent Facility Cost
Tempolary F acility Cost
State Match Credit
Tax Payment Credit
S ub-Tota I

50% Local Share

3,904
t2,610

1,421

4,589

( 1,r 02)
(1,059)

IMPACT FBE

FacilityCost /
Acre

F acility
Cost

F acility
Cost

Sq. Ft.
S tu dent

c

Student
Factor
SFR

Student
Factor
SFR

Student
Factor

SFR

Student
Factor
SFR

Student
F actor
MFR

S tudent
F actor
MFR

Cost/
SFR

Cost/
MFR

Cost/
MFR

Co st/

MFR

Cost/
MFR

TOTAL

Facility
Capacity

Facility
Size

State

Match

TOTAL

Cost/
SFR

Cost/
SFR

Cost/
SFR

TOTAL

S tudent
F acto r
MFR

Student
F acto r
MFR

Total

Single Family Multi-Family
þ!¡|ryE Rcsidenccs

SFR MFR
s80.075$208,480

3 .7 4o/" 3 .7 4o/o

$l .713.0 6 0 $657,968
l0 l0

$ 1.61 $1.61
$ 1.059$2,758

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

s

$

$

(3,029)
(2,7 s8)

$

$

t0,126 $

5,363 $

3,8 48

1,924

0.1710 $0 $00.3271

0.1487 0.04 90 $0 $0

$ r.42 r4.8 5 $216.718 51 0.1 8 96 0.0690 $3,904
$3.90 4 $ 1.42 I

0.3271 0.1710 $0 $09s.82%
0.r487 0.04 9 0 $0 $096.74%

$4,58 9$13,780,000 200 0.1 8 96 0,0690 $r2,6109 6.53o/o

$12,610 s 4,58 9

0. l7l04.780/o 0.327t
0 .t 487 0.04903.260/"

0.1896 0.06903.47%
$0$0

0.3271 0.17 I 0 $0 $0$r88.55
$0$188.s5 0 ,1487 0.04 90 $0

$3.0 2 9 $ 1.102$188.55 130 65.18V" 0.1 8 96 0.0690

$3.0 2 9 $ 1, 102

Calculatcd ImpactFee s 5,3 63 S 1,924

20l3Impact Fee $ 5,3 63 $ 1,924
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SECTION 4

SUMMARY OF CHANGBS FROM THE 2013 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

The 2014 Capital Facilities Plan is an updated document, based on the 2013 Capital
Facilities Plan. The changes between the2013 Plan and fhe2014 Plan are listed below.

SECTION I - THE AI, FACIT,TTIES PI,AN

SIX-YEAR FINANCE PLAN
The Six Year Finance Plan has been rolled forward to reflect 2014-2020 and adjusted for
anticipated Federal Way High School construction schedule. The plan is found on page

8.

T DOCUMENTA

CAPACITY
Elementary capacity includes space for All Day Kindergarten programs at every

elementary school. Changes to the Building Program Capacities calculation are found on

page 15.

PORTABLES
The list of portables reflects the movement of portables between facilities or new
portables purchased. Portable Locations can be found on page 20.

STUDENT FORBCAST
The Student Forecast now covers 2014 through 2020 Enrollment history and projections

are found on page 20.

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 current buildings are shown

as increases to capacity. Capacity Summaries are found on pages 22-25.

IMPACT FEE CALCULATION - KING COUNTY CODE 21A'

The Impact Fee Calculations have changed due to changes in several factors. The

adjustment made in the Impact Fee Calculation, causing a change in the Impact Fee

between the 2013 Capital Facilities Plan and The 2014 Capital Facilities Plan can be

found on page 30 and 31.

29
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IMPACT F'EE CALCULATION CHANGES FROM 2OI3 TO 2OI4

STUDENT 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 2013 Capital Facilities Plan and the 2014 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 onpage27.

SCHOOL CONSTR UCTION COSTS

The anticipated cost based on 20I3 estimate for replacing Federal Way High is
8106,000,000. The replacement will add 200 additional seats. The cuwent capacity of
Federal Ilay Hish is 1538. The addition of200 seats will increase capacity bv 13%.

Total Cost 8106,000,000 x.13 : 813,780,000

SCHOOL AC OUISITION COSTS

The district purchased the Norman Center to house the Employment Transition Program
and to allow for the expansion of the ECEAP program. The purchase and use of this site
increased our high school capacity by 51 students.

Total Cost
Cost per Acre

82,100,000 / 2 - 81,050,000
81,050,000 / 4.85 : 8216,718

The District will use the above formulas created as a base for the 2074 Capital Facilities
Plan. The capacity of Federal Way High may vary from year to year as programs are

added or changed and construction cost may increase over time.
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IMPACT FEE CALCULATION CHANGES FROM 2OI2 TO 2OI3

IMPACT FEE

Item From/To Comment

Percent of Permanent Facilities 95.13% to 95.650/o Report #3 OSPI

Percent Temporary Facilities 4.87%to 4.350/" Updated portable inventory

Average Cost of Portable
Classroom

$185,012 to $185,012

Construction Cost Allocation $188.55 to $188.55

State Match 63.50% to 65.187o

Average Assessed Value SFR -
5232,710 to $208,480
MFR _

$77,926 to $80,075

Updated 5-yr rolling average of
portables purchased and placed in
2012

Change effective July 2012

Change effective July 2013

Per Puget Sound Educational
Service District (ESD 121)

Market Rate

King County Treasury Division

Updated Housing Inventory

Updated County-Wide Average
Note: The last district multi-family
development, built in 2008, generates
a higher student yield thqn the county-
wide average.

SFR based on the updated calculation

Capital Bond Interest Rate

Properly Tax Levy Rate

Single Family Student Yield
Elementary
Middle School
High School

Multi-Family Student Yield
Elementary
Middle School
High School

Impact Fee

3.84%to 3.74"/"

$1.45 to $1.61

3795 to .327L
1747 to .1487
1988 to.1896

.1620 to .1710

.0470 to .0490

.0660 to .0690

SFR -
54,172 to $5,363

MFR -
S1,381 to 51,924
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GLOBAL END

Each student will graduate with the skills and academic

knowledge to succeed as a responsible, contributing
member of a global society.

STUDENT ACHEIVEMENT

Each student at every grade level will perform at or above the
state or district standard in all dísciplines. Each student's
progress shall be measured annually by academic growth.

RESPONSIBILITY

Each student will take responsibility for their academic success;

exhibiting positive and ethical personal behaviors; treating
others with respect, courtesy, and dignity.

PARENT ENGAGEMENT

Each student will benefit from the relationship each school will
establish with each parent, guardian or advocate.

Fedeffil
ls

Federal Way Public Schools

33330 8th Avenue S

Federal Way, Washington 98003
(2s3) s4s-2000

This document is published by the Business Services Department of the Federal Way Public Schools, May 2013
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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 municipalcodes 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 the next six years (2013 - 2019).

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 capitalfacilities 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 schoolconstruction is addressed in Section 8 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 Snoqualmie River 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 of approximately 3,233
(headcount enrollment) students, with three elementàry schools, one middle school, one
high school, two alternative high school programs, and two alternative elementary school
programs. The grade configuration is kindergarten through fifth grade for elementary
school, sixth through eighth for middle school, and ninth through twelfth for high school.
Three of the alternative programs are housed at the Riverview Learning Center in
Carnation.

3



1 7685

-¿

117

NË

$r1ô

RIVERVIEW
scHooL DlsTÊlcr No,407

ffix

ELÊ1ÊttlIARY

ls(si:x

¿tcúmI flEßVtry LEÆWGGEMEñ

q*"

Bd gIILLvl^fEñ

CAR¡¡AIIO}I
ELEI¡ãf{TARY

rftlÎ,Mn&@

Wlh-!ÉÉñ;crorv f,

AI'MINI5TßATTVE
c-3 EDTJCATTONÀ|, SERVICß CEüER (ESC)

lstl0-l'Aw.NtrDùvdl 8d44500
É.' ÎNÁNSPOAIÀTTON/MAINTDNANCE

3944 - 320 Aw Nq Cm(lon 844.4J40 (T)
8444530 (M)

scñoort
F.t CAtrNAIIONELEMSI{TARY 

''4445'T4950 Toh Aw., C!ñdh
F.' ETTI.LWÀT T,ELEMET+TAf,Y T44{680

I lJ30 - 320 Arc. NE, c¡ncion
C¿ CHERRYVAI,Lf,YELEM¡ 814"4?50

26?01 OE y vrll¿y Rd. NE, tÌ¡vtll
D3 EAoLEROCKMULTI-AGE El4-1900

23900 NB lto sr., Duvlll
P-9TOLTMIDDLE8CHOOL T4446O0

I 740 Tok AYr , Cõ¡don
D"3 Cf,DANCRESTHIGHSCHOOL 8444¡OO

29lr00NE 150 Sr, Duvall
F.3 RIVERVIEìY ],FÄßIIÍNG C-ENTEß 84{.1960

323ù2 NE 5f Sr, ûnù¡m

4



17685

SECTION 2 .. STUDENT ENROLLMENT TRENDS AND PROJECTIONS

P rojected Student E n rol lment 2013-2019

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 activities in evaluating and adjusting projections. This year's
plan anticipates a 3% growth in student enrollment which is based on recent enrollment
trends. Some of the trends are as a result of: 1)transfers from private schools, 2)
increases in preschool age children from the district's existing population, and 3)
significant decreases students attending school outside the district. Housing starts have
increased in recent years and the district is again experiencing enrollment growth. The
new sewer system in Carnation has freed up large tracts of developable land within the
incorporated city limits. 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 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 year-to-year changes,
including local population growth. For example, this year's fifth grade is adjusted based
on average past enrollment trends in order to estimate next year's sixth grade
enrollment.

Since the yearly figures for each grade are dependent on the previous years' 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

* thru 4-1-13
Growth rate of 3%, with assumptions for variations at grades 6, 10, I 1, and 12

5

K
1

2

3

4
5

229
256
270
243
263
250

234
236
264
278
250
271

239
241

243
272
286
258

244
246
248
250
280
295

249
251
253
255
258
288

254
256
259
261
263
266

259
262
264
267
269
271

291
262
283

284
300
270

262
293
309

6
7

I

2s9
275
244

246
267
283

267
253
275

254
275
261

9

l0
11

12

265
263
201
215

251
261
254
184

291
247
252
232

283
287
238
231

269
279
277
218

291
265
269
253

278
287
256
246

3,356 3,392 3,433 3,491 3,523Total 3,233 3,279

t-. .',::
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SECTION 3 .. DISTRICT STANDARD OF SERVICE

Schoolfacility 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, optimalfacility size, optimal school enrollment size, class size, educational
program offerings, classroom utilization and scheduling requirements, and use of
pofiable 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. 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:

Elementary
Computer Labs
Classroom Computers
Group Activities Rooms
Prog ram for Academical ly Talented (G ift ed/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 (ELL)
Home School Alternative (PARADE)
Preschool Education Program (ECEAP)
Multi-Age (Eagle Rock /ERMA)

. Computer Labs

. Alternative (CLIP & CHOICE high school program)

. Special Education

. Learning Assistance Program (LAP)

. English Language Learners (ELL)

. Career and Technical Education (CTE)

. School-to-Work

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 shorl period of time to receive instruction in these special programs. Schools often
require space modifications to accommodate special programs, and in some

6
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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

Table 3.1

Riverview School District Standard of Service

CLASS SIZE

Elementary
Regular, alternative, gifted
Self-contained learning classrooms
Learning support classrooms

Middle School
Regular
Regular (portables)
Self-contained learnin g classrooms
Learning supporl classrooms

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

students/classroom, average
students/classroom, average
students/classroom, average

students/classroom, average
students/classroom, average
students/classroom, average
students/classroom, average

24
12

0

24
24
12

0

24 students/classroom, average
24 students/classroom, average
12 students/classroom,average
0 students/classroom, average
24 students/classroom, average

7
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SECTION 4 -- CAPITAL FACILITIES INVENTORY

Under the Growth Management Act, public entities are required to inventory existing
capital facilities. Capitalfacilities 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, poftable 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 g-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
paftnershíp 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 càpacities 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 school facility inventory is summarized on
Table 4.1. The current inventory of facilities indicates a permanent capacity of 3,300
students, with an additional 635 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 affect on
student learning. Further, there are significant benefits to school culture and climate.

8
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Table 4 1

Carnatlon
Elemênteru K-5 881 50 567 21 1 3 444 4 0 0 96 540 1960 2011

lq53 2i11
Cherry Valley
Elementarv K-5 12 56.252 23 0 2 504 0 0 48 552

St¡llwater
Elemenlarv K-5 '19 49 588 22 1 2 492 0 0 2 -44 444 1988 nla

Multiage
Prôdrâñ K-5

@ cHS
Site 0 o 0 o 0 4 0 0 96 96 ñlà nle

Strhlôlâl K-5 39 A1 156 407 2 7 1 440 10 o 2 192 1 632

Tolt M¡ddle
School 1qÂ¿ tîoq864

Sublotal 6-8 40 85 157 2 3 720 6 0 0 144 864

6-8 40 157 2 720 6 0

C€darcrest H¡gh
School 9-12 7A 1 08 9¿6 43 1 3 972 7 0 0 168 1140 1 993 2009

Suhlolel 9-12 78 108 946 43 1 3 972 7 0 0 168 1 140

Riverview
Center 208 0 l6ß )î11

o o o 1âASublotêl 9-12 208 1 4.545 7 0 0 168 0

are purposes as

Malntenance
and
Transportation
Fac¡lities

adj to
Tolt N¡S 14 750

Stepplng
Stones
loortablel

adj to
Carn ES I 500

Educational
Seru¡ce Center

125
20 886

O¡3lrict
ol¡ce adj to

Carn
ES 7.200

Extendd adj to
CV ES 1,910

Building
inc with

FSC 1 ¿21
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SEGTION 5.. PROJECTED FACILITY NEEDS

Near-term Facility Needs

This Capital Facilities Plan has been organized in such a way as 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 comprehensive K-B school and anticipates that the
construction of this schoolwill be complete within the six years of this planning period.

10
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Table 5.1

School Enrollment and Ca P ns 2013-14 throu 2018-19

1.533 1.539 1.563 1.554 '1.559 1.592Proiected Enrollment 1,511

Caoacitv in Permanent Facilities 1.488 1.488 1.488 1.488 1.488 1.488 1.488

Caoacitv in New Perm. Facilities lNew K-8) 0 0 0 0 0 0 200

Net Surolus or (Deficitl in Perm. Facilities -23 -45 .51 -75 -66 -71 96

Capacitv in Relocatables 240 240 240 240 240 240 240

Number of Relocatables 10 10 10 10 10 10 10

1.928Capacitv with Relocatables 1,728 1,728 1,728 1.728 1,728 1.728

Net Surplus or (Deficit) in all Facilities 2'.17 195 r89 165 174 169 336

12-13
Actual 2013-',|4 2014-'.15 2015-16 2018-17 2017-18 2018-19

Proiected Enrollment 778 796 795 790 836 854 864

763 763 763 763 763Capacitv in Permanent Facilities /bJ 763

Caoacitv in New Perm. Facilities lNew K-8) 520

Net Surolus or (Deficitl in Perm. Facilities -15 -33 -32 -27 -73 -91 419

Caoacitv in Relocatables 144 144 144 144 144 144 144

Number of Relocatables 6 6 6 6 6 6 6

Caoacitv with Relocatables 907 907 907 907 907 907 1,427

Net Surolus or lDeficit) in all Facilities 129 11'.| 112 1'.|7 71 53 563

12-13
Actual 2013-14 2014-'.15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-',18 201 8-l I

Proiected Enrollment 944 950 1.022 1,039 1,043 1,078 1,067

Capacitv in Permanent Facilities 1,049 1,049 1,049 1,049 1,049 1,049 1,049

99 27 10 6 -29 -18Net Surplus or (Deficit) in Perm. Facilities 105

Caoacitv in Relocatables 168 168 168 168 168 '168 168

Number of Relocatables 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

Capacitv with Relocatables 1.217 1,217 1,217 1,217 1,217 1.217 1.217

273 267 195 178 174 139 150Net Surplus or (Deficit) in all Facilities

12-13
Actual 2013-',14 2014-15 201 5-1 6 2016-17 20'17-18 20r 8-1 9

Proiected Enrollment 3.233 3,279 3,356 3,392 3,433 3,491 3,523

Capacitv in Permanent Facilities 3,300 3,300 3,300 3.300 3,300 3,300 3,300

0 0 0 0 0 0 720

Capacitv in Perm. Facil. and Relocatables 3,852 3,852 3,852 3.852 3.852 3,852 4,572

Surolus Caoacitv with Relocatables 619 573 496 460 419 361 1.049

Surolus Caoacitv wÍthout Relocatables 67 21 -56 -92 -1 33 -1 91 497

11
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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 Improvements - 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 2010

Table 6.2
Planned Projects to Existing Facilities

* Technology upgrades
are based on using funds
from the Technology
Levy approved by voters
in February 2010 and a
planned levy in 2015

Capacity
Added

Yes

New
kindergarten
through Bth
qrade Duvall 720

lmpact Fees,
State Match, and
local approved
bond issue

Ail 0 Technoloqv Levv NoTechnoloqy Upqrades

I
Techn radesU Ail 0 Tech No

Technoloqv Upqrades Technoloqv Levy

Technoloov LevvTechnoloqv Upqrades

Technoloqv LevvTechnoloqv Upqrades

Technoloqv Upqrades Ail 0 Technoloqv Levv No

12
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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. ln February, 2007 the
voters of the Riverview School District approved a $56,600,000 bond issue that will be utilized to
finance a variety of improvements to the facilities of the district over a six-year period.

Capital 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 2010 for the upgrade of technology assets including
new computers, upgrades to the network infrastructure, and software.

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

lmpactfees 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.

13



1 7685

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).

Table 7.1

2013 Gapital Facilities Plan Budget

New
kindergarten
through 8th
qrade $27.000.000 $27.000.000 $19.000.000 $6.000.000 $2.000.000

Technology
Acquisitions
& Uporades s967.580 $967.580 s967.580 $967.580 s967.580 s967.580 $5,805.480 s5.805.480

14
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SECTION 8.. IMPACT FEES

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 2014.

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 land 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 countywide averages.

15
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Table 8.1 and 8.2 set forth those student factors and the lmpact fee schedule

Table 8.1

Student Generation Rates (1)

Auburn lssaquah Kent Lk. Wash Averaqe
0.324 0.049 0.171Elementary o.172 0.140

Middle 0.070 0.044 0.066 0.014 0.049

Hiqh 0.096 0.045 0.1 18 0.016 0.069

0.338 0.229 0.508 0.079 0.289Total

The impact fee calculations in accordance with the formulas applicable to each
jurisdiction are shown below:

lm
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.

Auburn lssaouah Kent Lk. Wash Averaqe
0.484 0.381 0.403Elementary 0.227 0.521

Middle 0.085 0.1 81 0.129 o.117 o.128

Hioh 0.129 0.156 o.249 0.095 0.157
0.858 0.862 0.593 0.688Total 0.441

$4,886Single-family
Multi-family $2,153

16
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DISTRICT:

YEAR:

JURISDICTION

Table 8.3

SCHOOL IMPACT FEE CALCULATIONS

Riverview School District #407

2013

King County, Cities of Carnation and Duvall

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

Elementary

Middle

Senior

Facility

Acreage

15.0

20.0

40.0

CosU

Acre

$0

$0

$0

Facility

Capacity

0

0

1

Student

Factor

SFR

0.000

0.000

0.000

Student

Faclor

MFR

0.000,

0.000

0.000

CosU

SFR

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

CosV

MFR

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

TOTAL $0.00 $0.00

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

Student

o/o Perml Facility Facility Factor

Total Sq/Ft Cost Capacity SFR

Elementary 92.25o/o $7,500,600 200 0.403

Middle 9225% $19,499,400 520 0.128

Senior 92.25o/o $0 0 0.157

Student

Factor

MFR

0.171

0.049

0.069-

Cosl

SFR

$13,942.40

$4,427,86

$0 00

CosU

MFR

$5,916.00

$1,695.04

$0.00

TOTAL $27,000,000 720 $18,370.26 $7,61Lo4
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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

o/of empl Facility Facility Factor

Total Sq/Ft Cost Capacity SFR

Elementary 7.75% $0 0 0 399

Middle 7.75o/o $0 24 0.135

Senior 7.75o/o $0 0 0.161

Student

Factor

MFR

0.152

0.052

0.059

CosU

SFR

CosU

MFR

$0

$

$

$

s

$0

TOTAL $0.00 $0.00

State Matching Cred¡t

Boeckh lndex x SPI Square Footage x District Match % x Student Factor

Student

Boeckh SP¡ State Factor

lndex Footage Match % SFR

Elementary $188.55 90 45.4Yo 0.403

Middle $188.55 117 45.4To 0.128

Senior $188.55 0 45.40/, 0.157

Student

Factor

MFR

0.171

0.049

0.069

CosU

SFR

$3,104.77

$1,281.97

$0.00

CosU

MFR

$1,317.41

$490.75

$0.00

TOTAL $4,386,74 s1.808.16

Tax Pavment 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

$31 8,835

3.74Yo

10

$113,364

3.74o/"

l0

1.6071

s4.210.34 $1.497.02

Single
Family

Multiple
FamilyFee 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)

$0

$18,370

$0

($4,386.74)

($4,210.34)

$0

$7,611

$0

($1,808.16)

($1.497.02)

$9,772.92

$4,886.46

$4,305.82

$2,152.91

$4,886.46 $2,1s2.91
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APPENDIX A

DEFINITIONS

Throughout the Capital Facilities Plan a number of terms are used which are defined as
follows:

Area Cost Allowance. WAC 180-27-060 establishes guidelines for determining the per
square foot area cost allowance for new school construction. Projects funded as pad of
the July 1, 2006 release of State Assistance Construction Grants will be funded at an
area cost allowance of $154.22 per square foot of eligible area.

CFP. Capital Facilities Plan - refers to this document

GFA (per student). Gross floor area per student.

GMA. Washington State Growth Management Act

Multi-Family Dwelling Unit. ln King County, three or more attached residential dwelling
units.

Single-Family Dwelling Unit. ln King County, detached residential dwelling units
including duplexes and mobile homes. ln Snohomish County, a detached residential
dwelling unit designed for occupancy by a single family or household.

Student Factor or Student Generation Rate. The Student Factor is the average
number of students by grade span (elementary, junior high, and high school) typically
generated by each housing type. Student Factors are typically based on census data or
empirical studies conducted by the school district.

Teaching Station. A facility space (classroom) specifically dedicated to implementing
the district's educational program. ln addition to traditional classrooms, these spaces can
include computer labs, auditoriums, gymnasiums, music rooms and other special
education and resource rooms.

Unhoused Students. District enrolled students who are housed in portable temporary
classroom space, or in permanent classrooms in which the maximum class size is
exceeded.

WAC. Washington Administrative Code

19



Appndix B Project cost allocation by
enrollment
K- I grade

facility

K

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

I

35

35

30

30

percentage

4.860/o

4.860/o

4.860/o

4.860/o

4.17%

4.17o/o

24.03%

24,03%

24.16Yo

100.00%

cost distribution

$1 ,312,200

$1 ,312,200

$1 ,312,200

$1,312,200

$1 ,125,900

$1,125,900

$6,488,100

$6,488,100

s6.523.200

Elementary

$1 ,312,200

$l,312,200

$l,312,200

$1,312,200

$1,125,900

$1,125,900

Middle School

$6,488,100

$6,488,100

s6 523 200

173

174

$27,000,000 $7 500.600 $19.499.400Total
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Attachment D

2013 Cøpítal Facílíties Pløn

fssuquøh School Dístrict l{o. 411
Issaquüh, Wushington

Adopted June 26, 2013
Resolution No. 1027

The Issaquoh School. DÍstríct No. 4I I hereby provídes thís Capítol Fncílities Plan documenting
present andfulure schoolfacílity requírements of the Dístríct. The pløn contaíns all elements
requíred by the Growth Management Act and King County Council. Ordinance 21-4.
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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 214,
This Plan was prepared using data available in March, 20'13.

This Plan is an update of príor 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 accordíngly.
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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 recently passed legislation that requires
the State to fund Full-Day Kindergarten by 2018, those assumptions are not used in this analysis,
but may be considered in future capital facility plans. 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
for 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 21A, are not considered classrooms.

lnvariably, some classrooms will have student loads greater in number than this average level of
servìce 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.

2
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The lssaquah School District Capital Facilities Plan proposes the rebuild/expansion of two
elementary schools, adding classrooms to one high school, expansion of Maywood Middle
School and a rebuild/expansion of lssaquah Middle School to meet the needs of elementary,
middle school and high school capacity needs. Planning the need for new schools 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
willbe funded by bond issues passed on February 7,2006 and April 17,2012, schoolimpactfees
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 21,

3
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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 facilíties.

Developments that have been completed or are still selling houses are used to forecast the
number of students who will attend our school from future developments. District wide statistics
show that new single-family homes currently generate 0,521 elementary student, 0.181 middle
school student, 0.156 high school student, for a total of 0.858 school aged student per single-
family residence (see Table 2). New multi-family housing units currently generate 0.140
elementary student, 0.044 middle school student, 0.045 high school student, for a total of 0.229
school aged student per residence (see Table 3).

Generation rates were recalculated in 2013 due to the volatility in assessed valuation, tax rate
and new development listings that needed to be considered for the calculation of the associated
impact fee.

4
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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 ballot
measure that provides funding to expand two elementary schools, rebuild/expand two additional
elementary schools, add classrooms to one highs 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.

As demonstrated in Appendix A, (page 17) the District currently has a permanent capacity (at
100%) to serve 7120 students at the elementary level. Appendix B, (page 18) shows a
permanent capacity (at 100%)for 3798 students at the middle/junior high school level Appendix C
(page 19) shows a permanent capacity (at100%) of 5400 students at the high school level.
Current enrollment is identified on page 8. The District elementary headcount population for the
2012-2013 school year is 8669. Adjusting permanent capactty by 95% leaves the District's
elementary enrollment over permanent capacity at the elementary level by 1905 students
(Appendix A), At the middle/junior high school level, the District population for the 2012-2013
school year is 4271. This is 663 students over permanent capacity (Appendix B). At the high
school level the district is over permanent capacity by 65 students (Appendix C).

Based upon the District's student generation rates, the District expects that .858 student will be
generated from each new single family home in the District and that .229 student will be
generated from each new multi-family dwelling unit.

Applying the enrollment projections contained on page B to the District's existing permanent
capacity (Appendices A, B, and C) and if no capacity improvements are made by the year 2019-
20, and permanent capacity is adjusted to 95%, the District elementary population will be over its
permanentcapacity by 1164 students, atthe middle schoollevelby 831 students, and an excess
capacity of 610 at 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.

-5-
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To address existing and future capacity needs, the District's six-year construction plan includes
the following capacity projects:

Facility
Projected
Completion Date Location

Additional
Capacity

Expand Liberty
High School

Expand Apollo
Elementary

Expand lssaquah
Valley Elementary

Expand Clark
Elementary

Expand Sunny
Hills Elementary

Expand lssaquah
Middle School

2014

2016

2015

2015

2018

2015

Renton

Renton

lssaquah

lssaquah

lssaquah Plateau

lssaquah

lssaquah

216

160

160

244

20

338

120Expand Tiger Mtn. 2015
Community HS

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 anticipate 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.

-6-
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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 actual growth

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., 5% to kindergarten, l0% to first grade, 2% Io 11th 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
forward 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 ovel 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 2013-2014 through 2027-2028 are shown in Table #1.
Student generation factors are shown in Table #2 and #3.

-7 -
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4t1112013

K lST

ISSAQUAH SCHOOL DISTRICT

Actual Student Counts 2005-06 Through 20'12-13
En roll ment Projections 201 3-1 4 Throug h 2027 -28

FTE Enroilment
4TH 51Ì{ 6TH 9-72 Total

65'7s

6't49

6889
't023

1191

7 462

'156s

7863

7943

800'1

796't

7890

7927
'7920

7928
7887
'7973

8019
8031

8058
8098
8162
819?

3133

310',1

3745

3804

3840

3892

4064

4r48

42'tr

4287

4451

4s04

4460

446r

4439
4534
4425
4405
4388
44'.13

4495
4466
¿1S'?

4553

4698

4'707

4653

4'.11 6

4784

4934

5r36

5r95

5338

5349

5411

55't4

5591

5740
5708
5',762

5't29
5744
<111

5674
5693
5662

14,861

15,153

15,340

1s,480

15,807

16,138

16,563

1'1,147

11,409

77,632

t't,161
17,810

71,901

7',7,912

18,107
18,130
18,160
18,1s3
18,164

18,254
18,266
18,321
18J4s

2005-06

2006-0'1

2007-08

2008-09

2Ð09-1,0

2010-11

20rt-12
2072-13

2013-14

2014-15

20ß-16
2Aß-77
2011-t8

20ta-19

2019-20
2020-2r
2027-22
2022-23

2021-24
2024-25

2025:26
2026-21
202'.t-28

|73
1266

1203

1337

t 3l9
1390

1396

1361

1455

1422

1463

1346

1404

1443

14Jl
142'7

1415
1451

1454

t454
t46t
1472
1486

I 160

t216
1324

1?46

1351

1355

t423
t46'7

1387

r417

1441

1486

1367
't428

1466
t454
1450
1437

141 4
14't1
14'.t',l

1483
1495

1223

121I

122'1

1345

1299

1385

l3't4
)496
1495

r4t6
i500

1469

150?

1392

1452
1489

1476

14't3
1461

149'1

1500

1500

1506

1193

1260

t2'16

1279

1236

1268

1407

1362

1452

1453

1517

151 1

7427

1512

1483

1522
I 405

1465
1503

1490
148'l
14',74

151 1

1236

1191

t2't I
1258

1299

1326

1311

144't

136'7

1469

r469

1527

15 15

1437

1523
t494
1531

1414
1475
15 13

1500
t496
1484

t304

t250

r198

1267

1255

1298

1346

1339

t452
1365

1465

1465

1518

15 13

1433

15 t9
1489
1526

1410

1470
1508

1495

1492

t264

1345

t252
1215

1326

1326

l3ól
t4t2
1382

1500

141 I
1506

1501

1561

1555

t4'14
1559

1530

1568

1452
15t2
1549
1537

I24l
t32l
t225

l17l
t333

1319

1353

1401

t359

1478

1384

14',14

14'78

1536
1529
1448

1533
1504

1542
1425
1485

t523

1096

t146
lt31
1235

It32
l 110

1233

1225

12'7'l

t307

1262

L7 t7

t2'18

1378

1378

1435

tM8
1347
1433
1404
1441
't325

1 385

912

966

1003

978

1147

101 5

t02l
1146

fi72
l 198

t 154

1260

rt'l4
1270
1270
132'7

1320

1239
t32s
1295
1333

t238 1233

1268 1255

1235 1299

1236 1284

13',71 1258

1319 1400

141't 1346

1440 1448

1513 1460

1512 t52s
1433 1523

1516 1441

1482 1519

1523 1493

1408 1532
1468 t4t6
1505 t4',15

1492 t512
1489 1500

14',t6 1497

1513 1484
1516 1527
1516 1524

548

532

601

514

593

6r3
609

651

633

655

600

OJJ

64'l

641

640

634
653

653

654
657

663
670
670 121

14,861

15,153

1s,340

15,480

15,807

16,138

76,563

r't,14'l
t',t,409

17,632

t't,'t67
17,810

77,901

7't,912
18,107
18,130

18,160
18,153

18,764
18,254
t8,266
18327
18,345
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STUDENT GENERATION
SINGLE FAMILY

Single Family Development
Belcara
Belvedere
Bristol Court
Chestnut Estates
Crossing @ Pine Lake
Delany Park
Glencoe @ Trossachs

lssaquah Highlands (less than 5 years old)

Katera Park
Laurel Hill & Laurel Hills 2&3
Liberty Grove
Reserve @ Newcastle
Shamrockdivl&2
Stanruood
Tarmigan @ Pine Ridge
WindsorFieldsl &2

STUDENTS

{)s
AVERAGE PER UNIT

b$'t
,uo

rb
ô('

-d

oQ

27
82
28
38
132
26
160

1736
27
47
24
163
129
36
32
35
75

*
27
25
28
16

106
26
78

1637
27
47
24
154
126
35
15
35
56

s
0'

6
3

0
2

12

2
6

271
19

14

7
4
10

4
5

I
11

^s22
10

11

10
96
4

47

.þ
0.481

0.200
0.393
0.3'13

0.566
0.038
0.385

o
0.111
0.080
0.000
0.1 88
0.226
0.038
0.141

0.'189

0.407
0,'19'1

0.292
0.1 10

0,1 35
0.257
0,1 33
0,314
0,161

0'
0,222
0120
0.000
0.125
0.1 13

0.077
0.077

,o-'

A.õ

0.815
0.400
0.393
0.625
0.906
0.154
0,603

(o

3

2

0

3

24
1

11

.þ
13

5

11

5

60
1

30

916
38
24
15

42
62
13

3
28
17

309
11

I
7

17

17
I
2
11

I

1 496
68
47
29
63
89
26
10

48
37

0.560
1.407
0.511
0.625
0.273
0.492
0.371
0.200
0.800
0.304

0.166
0,704
0.298
0.292
0.026
0.079
0.114
0.333
0.257
0.1 96

0.914
2.519
1,000
1.208
0.409
0.706
0.743
0.667
1.371
0.661Woods Beaver Lake

SINGLE FAMILY
Elementary K - 5
Middle School6 - I
HighSchool9-12

TOTAL

2

0.521
0.1 81

0.1 56

0.858

385 2113 0.521 0.18 0.156 0.

TABLE 2 I
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STUDENT GENERATION MULTI-FAMILY

Multi-Family Development
øòo

rs

Copper Leaf
lssaquah Highlands
Lake Boren Town Homes
Talus Condos

Totals 1438 20',t 63 65 329 0.140 0.044 0,045 0.225

o).1.
'oÈ'sqcq

^rt-

b
t

s

0.000 0.000
0.055 0.285
0.000 0.067
0.015 0.046

b
(o

^$-
0000
93 60 61 314
1203
71412

28
1 103
45
262

0.000
0.175
0.022
0.o27

0.000
0,054
o.044
0.004

MULTI-FAMILY
Elementary K-5
Middle School6-8
High School9-12
TOTAL

0.140
0.044
0,045
0.229

These developments are currently under construction or have been completed within the past five years.

TABLE 3 -10-



1 7685

Currently, using the 95% utilization factor, the Dìstrict has the capacity to house 15,502 students
in permanent facilities and 3,302 students in portables, The projected student enrollment for the
2012-2013 school year is expected to be 17 ,147 including K-5 headcount which leaves a

permanent capacity deficit of 1645. Adding portable classrooms into the capacity calculations
gives us a capacity of 18,804 with a surplus capacity of 1657for 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 B.

EXISTING FACILITIES
GRADE SPAN K-5:
Apollo Elementary
Briarwood 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
Tiger Mountain Community H.S.

SUPPORT SERVICES:
Administration Building
May Valley Service Center
Transportation Center
Transportation Satellite

LOCATION

15025 S.E. 117th Street, Renton
17020 S.E. 134th Street, Renton
2020 Trossachs Blvd. SE, Sammamish
25200 S.E, Klahanie Blvd., lssaquah
500 Second Ave. S.E,, lssaquah
4630 167th Ave. S.E., Bellevue
20777 SE 16th Street, Sammamish
2300 2281h Ave. S.E., Sammamish
26205 SE lssaq.-FallCity Rd., lssaquah
1739 NE Park Drive, lssaquah
555 N.W, Holly Street, lssaquah
15644204th Ave. S.E., lssaquah
8440 136'h Ave SE, Newcastle
3200 lssaq. Pine Lake Rd. S.E., Sammamish
422sW. Lk. Samm. Pkwy. S.E., lssaquah

25025 S.E. 32nd Street, lssaquah
400 FirstAve. S.E., lssaquah
14490 168th Ave. S.E., Renton
24635 Se lssaquah Fall City Rd, lssaquah
3200228th Ave. S.E,, Sammamish

700 Second Ave. S.E., lssaquah
16655 S.E. 136th Street, Renton
1122228tt' Ave. S.E., Sammamish
355 S.E. Evans Lane, lssaquah

565 N.W. Holly Street, lssaquah
16404 S.E. May Valley Road, Renton
805 Second Avenue S.E., lssaquah
3402228 Ave S.E., Sammamish

-11 -
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The District's Six-Year Finance Plan is shown in Appendix E. Shown in Table #4 (page 14) is the
District's projected capacity to house students, which reflects the additional facilities as noted.
Voters passed a$241.87 million bond in February 2006 to fund new school construction and
school expansion. Voters also approved $219 million in April 20121o fund school construction
and expansion projects. The District will expand Liberty High School and Maywood Middle
School and Apollo Elementary to accommodate growth experienced in the south end of the
District, ln the lssaquah core area, the District will expand Clark Elementary, lssaquah Valley
Elementary, lssaquah Middle Schooland Tiger Mountain Community High Schoolto
accommodate growth. On the lssaquah Plateau, the District will expand Sunny Hills Elementary
to accommodate growth, 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 17 ,409 FTE students for the 2013-2014 school year and 17 ,972 F-lE
students in the 2018-2019 school year. Growth will be accommodated by the planned facilities.
Per the formula in the adopted school impact fee ordinance, half of this factor is assigned to
impact fees and half is the local share.

- 13 -
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Projected Gapacity to House Students

* Permanent Capacity and New Construction calculations are based on the 95% utilization factors (see App
The number of planned portables may be reduced if permanent capacity is increased by a future bond issue
"" 2012-13 Actual October 1st enrollment counts, kindergarten students only counted as half an FTE

i96

'53

2018,

2977

17972

2581

17576

2055-3

201V-18

2977

17901

-325

2652

17556

20

17576

i3

i4

2016-1

-¿

2723

17396

160

17t
2977

17810

-16

t0373

7396

2(
16534

120
338
404

2977

17767

2606

2AM-15

16534
2977

1951r
17632

-1098

1879

16534

16534
2977

19511
17409

2102

2013-14
16318

216

Subtotal (Sum at 95% Utilization Rate)

*Permanent Capacity

Utilization Rate @ 95%

Portables @95%
Total Capacity

Elementary School

Proiected FTE Enrollment*"
)ermanent Capacity (surp lus/deficit)

Years

High School
Middle School

Perma nent Cap w/Portables
(surplus/deficit)

-14- Table #3
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SCHOOL IMPACT FEE CALCULATIONS

DISTRICT lssaquah SD #411
YEAR 2013

School Slte Acqulsitlon Cost:
(AcresxCost per Acre)/Facillty Capacity)xStudent Generation Factor

Student Student
Facilily CosU Facility Factor Factor

Acreage Acre Capac¡ty SFR MFR
Elementary 10.00 $0 604 0.521 0,140
Middle/JR High 0.00 $0 338 0.181 0,044
High 0.00 $0 0 0.'156 0.045

TOTAL
School Construct¡on cost:
(Facil¡ty CosVFacility Capacity)xStudenl Generation Factor)x(permanenUTotal Sq Ft)

Student Studento/oPetml Fac¡lity Faclllty Factor Faclor
Total Sq,Ft. Cost Capaclty SFR MFR

Elementary 95.18% $20,350,000 604 0.521 0.140
Middle/JR High s5.18% $4,'162,500 338 0.181 0.044
High 95,18% $0 336 0.156 0.045

TOTAL
Tomporary Facllity Gost:
(Facllity CosUFacllily Capacity)xStudent Generat¡on Factor)x(Temporary/Total Square Feet)

Student Student
%f empl Facility Facility Factor Factor

Total Sq.Ft. Cost Síze SFR MFR
Elementary 4.82% $150,000 40 0.521 0.140
Middle/JR High 4.820/o $150,000 52 0.181 0.044
High 4.82o/o $1 50,000 56 0.156 0.045

TOTAL
Stato Matchlng Crodlt:
Area Cost Allowance X SPI Square Footage X District Match % X Student Factor

CosU
MFR

$0
$0
$0
$o

CosU
SFR

$0
$0
$0
$0

CosU
SFR

$16,711
$2,119

$o
$18,830

CosU
SFR

CosU
MFR

ç4,482
$51 4

$o
$4,996

SPI
Footage

90
115
130

District
Match %

0.00%
0.00%
0.000/o

Student
Factor

SFR
0.521
0,181
0.156

Student
Factor

MFR
0.140
0.044
0.045

CosU
MFR

MFR

$r78,689
3.74%

91,467,448
10

$1.e2
$2,818

$s4
$25
$20

$140

$25
$6
$ô

$37

CosU
MFR

$0
$0
$0

$0

CosV
SFR

$0
$o
$o

$0

Currenl Area
Cost Allowance

Elomentary $'188.55
Mldclle/JR High $'188.55
Hlgh School $188.55

Tax Payment Credlt:
Average Assessed Value
Capilal Bond lnterêst Rate
Net Present Value of Average Dwelling
Years Amortized
Property Tâx Levy Rate

TOTAL

Multi-
Family
$0.00

$4,995.94
$37.1 I

$0.00
($2,817.50)

SFR
$476,006

3.740/.

$3,911,295
10

$1.s2
$7,5'10Present Value of Revenue Stream

Fee Sumary:

Site Acquistion Costs
Permanent Facility cosl
Temporary Facility Cost
Stâte Match Cr€dit
Tax Payment Credit

FEE (AS CALCULATED)

FEE (AS DISCOUNTED by 50%)

FINAL FEE

fi11,450.87 $2,215.63

$5,729.93 S1 ,107.82

$5,730 $1,097

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

Single
Family
$o.oo

$18,830.05
$1 39.50

$0.00
($7,509.6s)

15
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SCHOOL SITE ACQUISITION GOSTI

. Elementary No new sites are planned for purchase.

. Middle School No new sites are planned for purchase.

. High School No new sites are planned for purchase.

SCHOOL GONSTRUCTION GOST:

. Elementary $20,350,000 is the proportional cost of the projects
providing additional elementary capacity.

. Middle School No new middle schools are planned. $8,000,000 is planned for the
expansion of Maywood Middle School.

. High Sohool No new high schools are planned.

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

Totalsquare Footage 2,299,082

Permanent Square Footage (OSPI) 2,175,266

Temporary Square Footage 123,800

TEMPORARY FACILITY COST:

No new portables are considered in this plan,

STATE MATCH CREDIT:
Current Area Cost Allowance

Percentage of State Match

$1 80,1 7

37.10%

-16-



Appendix A

2012-13 Elementary School Gapacities
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Appendix B
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2012-2013 Middle School Capacities
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Appendix C

2012-2013 High School Capacities
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Appendix D
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2012-2013 District Total Capacity
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181352122111013'163r'.7615610208515298650

*Permanent Capacity is the total Permanent Capacity from Appendix A + Total Capacity from Appendix B + Total Capacity from Appendix C

20 Appendix D



Appendix E

Six-Year Finance Plan

*N 
= NewConstruclion M = Modemizat¡on/Rebuild

"*The lssaguah School D¡stric{, with voter approval, has frontfunded these projects.
*School impac{ fees may be utilized to offset front funded expenditures associated with the cost of new facilities. lmpac{ fees are currently

cottected from Kìng County, City of Bellevue, City of Newcastle, City of Renton, City of Sammam¡sh and the City of lssaquah for projects within the lssaq. School District.
**'Funds for portable purchases may come from impacl fees, state matching funds, interest eamings or future bond sale elect¡ons.

{
o)
æ(l

$500,000

$500,000

UNSECURED

LOCAL'*

$3.925.000

$7,270,000

$8.485.000

$27,200,000

$l,200,000

$209,780,000

5trUUKtsU

LOCAUSTATE*

$ô2,500,000

$2.000.000

$65,200,000

$12,500,000

$1 9.500.000

$27,200,000

$1.200,000

$209,780,000

uost to

Complete

$62,500,000

$2.000.000

$65,200,000

$12,500,000

sl 9.500.000

s3,925,000

s7.270.000

$8.48s.000

2017

$27.200.000

$27,200,000$l,2s0,000

201 6

$4.000.000

$1 ,250,000

$21,080,000

2015

$8,000,000

$11.000.000

$7,000.000

$1.675.000

$620,000

$785,000

$70,600,000

2014

$35,000,000

$1 6.200.000

$r 0.000.000

$2,000,000

$3,400,000

s4.000.000

$19,000,000

$2.500.000

s1.000.000

$150,000

s3.000.000

$3,500,000

$/t4,r50,000

2013

$15.000,000

$200,000

$l,200,000

$31,000,000

2012

$500.000

$2,000,000

$1 9,000,000

$10.000.000

$250,000

$1

s250.000

N/M*

M

M

M

M

M

M

M

M

M

N

Apollo Elementary

lssaouah Vallev

Sunnv Hills

Portables**

TOTALS

BUILDING

lssaouah Middle School

lssaouah Hiqh School

Ubertv hiqh School

Mawood Middle School

Clark Elementary

ïqer Mounlain
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Attachment E
SNOQUALMIE VALLEY SCHOOT DISTRICT 4L0

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN 201.3

Snoqualmie Valley School Dístrict No. 4L0 hereby provides to the King Count¡z Council this
Capital Facilities Plan documenting the present and fufure school facility requirements of
the District. The Plan contains all elements required by the Growth Management Act and
King County Code Title 214.43, including a six (6) year financing plan component.

Adopted onfune 27,201,3
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Section 1. Executive Summary

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (the "Plal') has been prepaled by the Snoqualmie
Valley School District (the "Disb'icf') as the organization's primaly 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 in Spring 20L3 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 order for impact fees to be collected in the urrincorporated areas of King County, the
King County Council must adopt this plan as proposed by the District. The Snoqualrrrie
Valley School District also includes tire incoqporated cities of Snoqualmie and Norih
Bend, as well as a portion of the city of Sammamish. The cíties of Snoqualmie, North
Bend and Sammamish have each adopted a school impact fee policy and ordínance
sirnilar to the King County model.

Pursuant to the requirements of the Growth Management Act and the local
implementing ordinances, this plan willbe updated on an annualbasis with any
changes in the fee schedule adjusted accordingly. See Appendix A for the current single
family residence and multifamily residence calculatiorrs.

The Dishicls Plan establishes a 'lstanclard of service" in order to ascertain current and
future capacify. This standard of service is reflective of current studenf/teacher ratios
that the District hopes to be able to maintain during the period reflected in this Capital
Facilities Plan. \Mrile the District would strive to be able to attain lower class sizes
District-wide, prolonged and ongoing reductions in funding from the State have
significantly impacted our abiJity to do so. The Disfrict has, and will continue to make
ìrudgetary decisions to attempt to protect class size through reduction in other programs
and services, where possible. Future state and other funding shorifalls could impact
fuhrre class sizes.

It should also be noted that although the State Superintendent of Public hrstmction
establishes square foot guidelines for capacity funding criteria, those guidelines do not
account for the local program needs in the District. TLe Growth Management Act and
King Cor:nty Code 214.43 authorize the District to make adjustments to the standard of
service based on the District's specific needs.

In generaf the District's current standard provides the following (see Section 2 for
additional information) :

School Level Average Student/Teacher Ratio

5

Target
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School capacity is based on the District standard of service and use of eisting inventory
Existing inventory íncludes both permanent and relocatable classrooms (i.e. portable
classroom units). The District's current overall permanent capacity is 5,066 students
(with an additional I,726 student capacity available in portable classrooms). October
eruollment for the 20I2-I3 school year was 5,898 full bime equivalents ("FTE"). FTE
enrollment is projected to increase by 13% to 6,692 in 2018, based on the low-ralrge of
enrollment projections provided by a thìrd-party demographer. Washington State
House Bill2776, which was enacted in 2010, reguires all kindergarten classes in the State

to convert to fuIl day kindergarten by 201.8, We anticipate the District being required to
convertbegirming :ll.2016. This t¡ansition will double the number of classrooms needed
for kindergarteners, including those which require additional special educational
sewices. Kindergartners who are currently considered y2FTE will count as a full FTE,
wlrich will increase FTE projected enrollment to 6,957 students in 2018.

Though areas of growth are seen in various areas of the District, the most notable
growth continues to be in the Snoqualmie Ridge area, whichhas approximately 800-850

planned housìng units that are yet to be constructed. United States Census data was
recently released, which 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. hr
additiorç the City of North Bend recently liÉted its water moratorium and has added
sewer infrastructure, which will create additional growth opportunities in that area of
our District, including approximately 200 homes currently approved for the Cedar Falls
and Tannerwood developments.

Such large and sustained growth continues to create needs for addibional classroom
inventory. Previor;sly, those needs have been addressed via the construction of Cascade

View Elementary in 2005 and Twin Falls Middle School in 2008. In February 2009,

voters in the Snoqualmie Valley School Djstrict passed a bond which funded the
addition of L2 relocatables at Mount Si Hìgh School. This measure was meant to be a
stopgap to address immediate overcrowding at the high school while a long-term
solution was developed for the capacity needs at the high school level. After a two-year
study which involved staff, parents and members of the community, a plan was
developed and approvedby the School Board to annex Snoquahlie Middle School and
convert it into a 9th grade campus as part of Mount Si High School in the fall of 2013.

\¡1trhi1e this plan was initiated to provide a long-term capacity solution for high school
students, the creation of a 9tt grade campus is also expected to facilitate a more
successful transition into high schoof increase overall graduation rates, provide
leadership opportunities for 9th graders, and allow for STEM (science, technology,
engineering and math) focused delivery of instruction.

6
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In order to address the immediate resulting capacþ needs at the middle school level
caused by the arurexatiory the District anticipates utilizing additional relocatables until
additional, permanent secondary capacity can be constructed in Snoqualmie. After a

bond for a replacement middie school fell one vote short of obtaining the requisite 60%

approval of the voters, the board voted in March 2012 to continue with plans to annex
SMS as a 9th grade campus and. contract from three to two middle schools in the fall of
20t3.

The board also l'ras initiated a feasibilþ study to re-assess all possible altematives to
provide additional secondary capacity in the school district, including a replacement
middle schooi ol an expanded and remodeled Mount Si High School. Should the Board
adopt an alternative that is different ftom the currentþ approved replacement middle
school the District will incorporate those plans in the annual update of this document.

In addition to secondary level capacity needs, the Dishicf s elemerrtaly population is at
capacity based on current programming levels. The District anticipates needihg to
construct a sixth elementary schoof to be located in Snoqualmie, in order to prgvide
short and long-term solutions at the elementary levei. hr the meantime, the District
anticipates needing to provide additional relocatable classrooms at the elementary
schools serving our largest growth areas.

7
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Section 2. Current District "Standard of Serviceil
(as defined by King Cor-rnty Code 214.06

King County Code 21.4.06 refers to a "stanciard of service" that each school c{istrict must
establish in order to ascertain its overall capacity. The stândard of service identifies the
program year, the class size, the number of classrooms, students and programs of
special need, ald other factors (determined by the district), which would best serve the
studentpopulation. Rélocatables (i.e, portable classroom units) maybe included in the
capacity calculation using the same standards of service as the permanent facilities.

The standard of service outlinedbelow 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; 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 for Elementary Students

. Average target class síze for grades K - 2:

. Average target class size for grade 3:
¡ Average target class size for gracles 4-5:
. Special Education for sfudents with disabilities may be provided

i¡r a self-contained. classroom. Average target class size: L2 students

Identified students will also be provic{.ed other special educational opportunities in
classrooms designated as follows:

. Resoutce rooms

. Computer rooms

. English Language Leamers (ELL)

. Education for disadvantaged students (Title I)

. Gifted education (Hi-C)

. District remediation prograrns

. Leaming assisted programs

. Severely behavior disord.ered

. Transition room

. Mild, moderate and severe disabilities

. Preschool programs

I
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Standard of Service for Secondary Students

. Average target class size for grades 6-8:
¡ Average target class size for grades 9-L2:
. Average target class size for Two Rivers School:
. Special Education for students with disabilities maybe provided

irr a self-corrtained classroom. Average target class size: 12 students

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

. English Language Leamers (ELL)

. Resource roorns (for special remedial assistance)
¡ ComPuter rooms
r Daycare programs

The Disl¡icf s ultimate goal is to provide a standard of service of L8 students per
classroom for kindergarten through grade 3; 23 students per classroom ín grades 4
through 5; and 25 students per classroom in grades 6 through 8. However, in light of
recent reductions in state funding for teaching positíons and the lack of current
classroom capacity, it will take a number of years before the DistricÍs goal is feasible.

Room Utilization at Secondary Schools

It is not possible to achieve l-00% utilization of regular teaching stations because of
scheduling conflicts for student prograÍìs¡ the need for specialized rooms for certain
progÌams; and the need for teachers to have a work space during their planning periods.
Based on actual utilization due to these considetations, the district has determined a

standard.utilization rate of 83% (5 out of 6 periods) for secondary schools.

This utilization rate is consistent with information recentþ reported to the Board by
NAC Architecture as part of a recent capacity analysis of Mount Si High School. The
results of the capacity analysis concluded that 80% utilization is a realistic benchmark
for utilization in that building.

9
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Section 3. Inventory and Evaluation of Current Permanent Facilities

Tl're District's culrent overall capacity ts 6,792 sbudents (5,066 in permanent classrooms and
L,726 in relocatable classrooms). October student enrollment for the 2012-13 school year was
5,898 full time equivalents ("FTE"). FTE eruollment, based on the low-range of recent third-
party demographic projections, is expected to increase by 13'/" to 6,692 FTE students in 201-8.

Washington State House B1112776, which was enacted in 2010, requires all kindergarten classes

in the state to convert to full-day kindergarten by 2018. We anticipate the District being
required to convert beginning ir-2016, which will double the kindergarten enrollment (as they
only currentþ are counted as 1á FTE). As sucþ total District EIE enrollment in 20L8, after
consideration of full-day kindergarten transition, is projected to be 6,957 students.

Calculations of elementary, middle, and high school capacities have been made in
accordance with the current standards of service. Due to changes in instruclional
programs, student neecls (including special education) and other current uses, some

changes in building level capacity have occurred at some schools. An jnventory of the
Distriit's schools arranged by level, name/ and current permanent capacity are

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

The physical conclition of the Dishict's facilities was evaluated by the2012 State Srudy
and Survey of School Facilities completed in accordance with WAC 180-25-025. As
sclrools are modernized, the State Study.and Survey of School Facilities report is

updated. Tllat report is íncorporated herein by reference.

10
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6,7&B
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North WA 7 thru 12

HIGH SCHOOL

0

1,191
B6
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lnventory of Permanent School Facilities and Related Program Capacity
zo1 3

5,06 6 5,89 2TOTAL DISTRICT

* Does not include capacity for special programs as identified in Standards of Service section.
** Difference between enrollment (pS.'l 3) is due to rounding and out-of-district placements.
*** Snoqualmie MÍddle School will be converted into Mount Si Freshman Campus in the Fall of 2013
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Section 4. Relocatable Classrooms

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

The District inventory includes 78 relocatables (i.e. portable classroom uriits) that
provide standard capacity and special program space as outlined in Section 2. The
District inventory of portables provid.es approximately 27% 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
middle school levels during the next six-year period.

As enrollment fluctuates, relocatables provide flexibilify 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 to address temporary
fluctuations in eruollment. Ilr addition, the use and need for relocatables willbe
balanced against program needs. Relocatables are not a solution for housing sfudents
on a peffnanent basìs, ancl 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.

Currentþ, three of the relocatables in our inventory are not intended for regular
classroom use and have not been included in the capacíty to house student enrollment.

72
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5. Year Enrollment Pro

The Distlict contracts with Calm River Demographics ("CRD") to project student
enrollment over the next six years. CRD provides the District a low and high-range
projecti.on that is based orL historic growth trends, future building plans and availability,
birth rates, as well as economic and various other factors that cont¡ibute to overall
population growth. Based on the low-range projection provided in December 2012by
CRD, enrollment is expected to increase by 793 students ovel the next six years. This
represents an increase of t3.4% over the current population.

The enrollment projections shown below have been adjusted begiruring in 2016 to
account for the conversion of half-day kindergarten students to ftill-day kindergarten
students, as required by Washington State House BLll2776, which was enacted in 2010.

Wlrile 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 l¡e attendirg 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
2016. After this adjustment, our District is projected to need to be able to provide
classroom capacity for approximately L,053 additional students in 2018, based on low-
range dernographic projectíons.

Snoqualmie Valley School District No. 410

Achral Full-Time Equivalent Enrollment through 2012 alrd Projected Enrollnrent frorn 2013 through 2018

CRADE¡
Acturl
2007

Acnr¡il
2008

Actual I

zo12 i

Enrclhnent Prnjcctioru through 20I8 *
20t4 2015 2016 20t'1 20t 82013

233
490

501

522

493

517

250

517

508

s02

5r5
530

25t
5?2

5t4
5t1
516

5t6

252
5?6

523

-5 t9
5t8
512

257
495

491

5t0
s34
492

234

5A4

489

5ì2
505

481

508

535

s3t
528

527

523

516

547

s4l
518

534

530

528

558

552

546

543

539

2.591 2.683 2.125 2.79s 2.756 2.779 2.822 2.832 2.850 3.1s2 3;206 3'266

520

5t0
522

495

509

493

504

488

481

491

480

473

412

4t6
426

523

526

535

ñ Subtotâl 1.298 1.292 1.314 1.374 1.444 1.473 i 1.497 r.552 1.566 r.584 1.593 t.597

527

5ll
482

443

506

49'7

458

38r

t-733 1.842 1.963 2-026 2.074 2.0941,534 1,554 1,629 1,580 1.565 1,647

6,0s2 6;226 6,379 6,762 6,813 6,957

2.0% 2.0% 2.5% t.4% 0.3% 2.3% 2.6% 2.9% 2.5% 6.00/, ++ 1.6% 1.2%

Enrollnent Projections sl)or,¿ rcl-fect LO)l range etrolhnen! projeclìons provirled b)'Cahn River Denngrophics (CRD) in Decenbet 2012,

K¡ildergartenlers te cottsicleted I /2 FTE nntil 20 I 6, when khdergarler classes ore expecte¿ to be requi, ed lo lronsilion
tofrtll-rlaykínrlet'garle,ìperSlalel'louseßill 2776. CRDenrolhnentprojeclìoushøvebeenadjrtstedlorelleclthischange.
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Section 6. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan

To address existing and future capacity needs, as well as to provide appropriate and
enhanced programrning opportunities for our sbudents, the Distlict plans to use the
following strategies:

. Arurexation of Snoqualnie Middle School (SMS) into Mount Si High School
(MSHS) to serve as a Freshman Learning Center

. Construction of new schools: middle and elementary in Snoqualmie

. IJse of additional relocatables to provide housing of students not provided for
under other strategíes

Followirrg a failed bond proposal meant to increase the high school capacþ via
construction of a second high school, alternative long-term solutions were developed
and analyzed over a two year period by a Long-Term Facilities Plarming Committee
composed of building and. distlict administrators, a construction project manager, and
two Board meml¡ers. After considering a number of solutions, the committee focused
most of its work on two alternatives: modernization and expansion of MSHS, and
a¡nexation of SMS as a satellite campus to MSHS. Modemization and upward
expansion at the current MSHS facfüty was deemed to be cost prohibitive and highly
disruptive to the student population cluring the multi-year constmcbion timeline. Due
to perceived educational improvements and advantages, better cost effectiveness - both
operationally to the district and financiaþ to taxpayers, and less overall disruption, the
Committee's recommendecl solution was the arrnexation of SMS as a satellite campus to
MSHS.

After amrexation was proposed by tl'Le Long-Term Facilities Planning Committee and
accepted by the School Board, a High School Educational Program Study Committee
(HSEPSC) was colìvened to study the best use of SMS as part of MSFIS. This committee
included citizer-rs represenling all schools in our District, staff, MSHS students, and a

School Board member. After six months of worþ the HSEPSC recommended that the
Board utilize SMS as a 9th grade campus and recommended that the campus
programrning include a STEM (Science, Technology, Engineering and Mathematics)
emphasis, differentiated instruction, opportr-rnities to develop freshman leadership
skills, and systematic intervention programs. fhe School Board accepted this
recomrnendation and began plans to arulex SMS in the FaIl of 2013, including plans for a

replacement middle school in Snoqualmie, which is necessary ín order to replace lost
middle school capacity due to the annexation. ïre new middle school will also provide
additional capacity needed to serve projected enrollment througir 2018.

After a 2011 bond proposition for the replacement middle school fell one vote short of
tlre required60% voter approvaf the Board revisited the timing of the annexation of
SMS" Irl March 2012, tl:te Board approved a resolution to continue to move forward with
annexation in the Fall of 2013 without a replacement middle school.

14
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The annexation of SMS to address high school capacity needs creates immediate
capacity needs at the middle school level. The District will address those needs initiaþ
with the purchase and. siting of relocatables at the fwo remaining middle school sites.

However, certain aspects of the permanent facilities are not sufficient to support the
amou¡rt of relocatables that will be required to provide for future enrollment growth,
and. the District does not believe that such a large quantity of portable classrooms will
sufficiently support the educational programmirg needs and goals of the District.
Furthermore, middle school enrollment, as well as }righ school enrollment, is projected
to continue to grow through 2018 and beyond. As such, the District anticipates
constructing additional permanent secondary capacity within the period of this Plan.

The board also has initiated a feasibility study to re-assess all possible altematives to
provide additional secondary capacity in the school district, including a replacement
middle school or an expanded and remodeled Moult Si High School. Should the Board
adopt an altemative that is different from the currently approved replacement middle
school, the District will incorporate those plans in the annual update of this document.

Enrollment at the elementary level also continues to increase. The District has gone
through a number of recent rebounda..-y efforts in order to maximize tfre we of existing
capacity. lfowever, the Distric!'s elemerrtary populationis at capacity, basecl on current
programmjng levels (partial full-day kindergalten delivery). Due to continued expected

enrolhnent growth and the newly enacted State law requiring all schools to transition to
full-day kindergartenby 2018 þegiruring itr.2016 for SVSD), the District anticipates
elementary ertrollrnent will exceed capacity during the períod of this Plan. As such, the
District anticipates the need to construct an additionaL elementary school on District-
owned land in Snoqualmie, witl-rin the period of this Plan. Until a sixth elementary
school can be constructed, the District will add relocatable classrooms, where needed.

Additionally, the District anticipates the need for a separate preschool facility that will
serve the growing special education needs of our District. This contemplated facility
would jncrease the capacity at the elementary schools which currently house our
preschool program, and will allow for expansion of our preschool capacity in response

to overall population growth. Due to the full-day kirdergarten transition mandated by
the State, all of our elementary schools could potentially need additional capacity. Th"
Districf s current plan cloes not include considelation for this potential additional
capacity. Future updates to the Plan may consider these needs.

15
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Section 7. Six-Year Classroom Capacities: Availabilìlv/Deficit Projections

Applying the enrollment projections, current capacity, and added capacity from
construction plans discussed in previous sections above, the following table summarizes
pelmanent and relocatable projected capacity to serve our sfudents during tl-re periods
of this Plan.

As demonstrated in the table, the District has continuing permanent capacþ needs at
ALL levels. Even after the annexation of SMS, the alticipated construction of a
replacement middle school and an additional elementary school, the District will have
continuing permanent capacity needs. ffrose additional capacity needs will need to be
addressed in the short-term with relocatables. As summarized in the table, the District
currently l;ras25.4"/" of its classroom capacily ín relocatable classrooÍrs. With the
addition of relocatable classrooms and the construction of two new facilities over the
period of this Plan, tl're District will have 23.2% of its classroom capacity in relocatable
classrooms )n2018, assuming older relocatable classrooûìs are not removed from
service. The District will continue to work towards reducing the percentage of students
housed in relocatable classrooms.

1.6
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600

2n196
2,832

2,196
3;1 52

2,796
3,206

2,796
3,266

(470)

960

(626) (636) (654) (e56) (410)

960 960

48 48

864 912816
48

4238 278 306 550 490

Permanent Capacity
New Gonstruclion: Elementary School #6

Pe rmane nt Capacity subtotal :

Frojecled Enrollment: *"

Surplud(Deficit) of Perma nent Ga pacity:

Poftable Capacity Arailable:
Poftable Capacity Changes (+i-):

Surpl ud(Deficit) w ith Porta ble s:

1 7685

PHOJECTED CAPACITY TO HOUSE STUDENTS

Elementa School K.5

Middle School6-8

School9-12

K-12 TOTAL

* Plan Yea¡s are calendar years; projected enrollment listed above represents fall enrollment of that year.
** AÍter 2016, proiected enrollment includes consideratíon for state-mandated transition to full-day kindergarten.

17

2013 2014.2015 2016 20"17 2018PLAN YEARS: *

1,208 1,208 1,208 1,823
615

1,208
1,566

1,823
1,597

(28s) (344\ (358) (376) 230 226

269 359 359 359 359

90
(171 58e 585I

Pernnnent Gapacity
New Construction: NewSnoqualmie M.S.

Pernrane nt Capacity subtotal :

Projected Enrollment:

Surplus/(Deficit) of Permanent Capacity:

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

Surpl ul(Defícit) with Poña bles:.

PLAN YEARS: * 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

1,662 1,662 1,662 1,662 1,662

1,662
1,963

593

Permanent Capacity
Annexation of SMS as Freshman Campus

TotalGapacity:
Projected Enrollment:

Surplud(Deficit) Permanent Ca pacity:

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

Surpl ud(Deficit) with Porta bl e s: 522 413 292 229 18'1 161

20't3 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018PLAN YEARS: *

6,281
6,957

(1 , 160) (1 ,313) (1 ,6e6) (5e21 (676)

1 ,864 1 ,912 1 ,912 1 ,912 1 ,912
6,792 6,930 6,978 6,978 8,193 8,193

Total Permanent Capac¡ty:
Total Projected Enrollment:

SurpluJ(Deficit) Permanent Ca paclty:

Totai Portable Capacity
Total Permanent and Podable Capacity
Surpl ud(Deficit) wilh Porta bles: 740 704 599 216 1,320 1,236
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Section 8. Impact 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 (or 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 recerrt historical data. The student generation factor is applìed to the

anticipated school construction costs (construction cost only, not total project cost),

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

new dwelling unit during the six year period of this Plan, The formula does not require
new development to contriìrute the costs of providing capacity to address needs created
by existing housing units.

The construction cost, as described above, is reduced by *y state match dollars
anticipated to be awarded to the District and the present value of future tax payments of
each anticipated new homeowner, which results in a total cost per new residence of
additional capacify during the six year period of this Plan.

Fïowever, in accordance with the regulations of King County and the cities of
Sammamish, Snogualmie 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 Snoquabnie Valley School District plans
to finance improvements for the years 2013 through 20L8. The financing components are

primarily composed of unsecured funding. The District currently owns land in
Snoqualmie for both the replacement middle school and new elementary school. Future
updates to this Plan will include updated information regarding these properties and
the associated school construction costs srrmmarized in the furance pLan.

For the pulposes of this Plan's construction costs, the District is using cost estimates

obtained in the Spring 2013. These cost estimates 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 etigible for potential State matching funds for 1) New Construction, and 2)

Modemization/New-in-Lieu Construction. For purposes of the Impact Fee calculation,
only New Construction matching funds are applicable. OSPI has estimated that after
a¡nexation of SMS into MSHS, the District would currentþ be eligible for approximately
46,000 square feet of K-B new construction State matching funds. As the District plans to

construct approximately 148,000 square feet of K-8 capaclty, the District will thus be

eligible to apply for State Match for approximately 31% of the planned K-B construction.
We have applied 31% to the state match percentage rate per eligible square foot that the

Djstrict qualifies lor (44.15%), in order to accurately reflect anticipated district match
percentage (13.72%) for K-B construction as part of the State Match credit calculations in
AppendixA.
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Facil¡tvl

A:nnexat¡on of Snoqualmie MS

Nêtv Snaeualmie Middle Schaol

Elementöry Sohool #6, wíth
presahooìl aapaoity

Poilable C/assrcoms - ES-MS

1

I

I

2013 FINANCING PLAN

unseiiu r

Boñds
State
Match

Secu Sou¡ce of F

$0

$o

$0

$0

$0

$o

.$0

1 !-Ìsted here are estimated lÒtal projeçt ôos¿s as adjusted fo. r cÍst sscaJation |Irrotgh antíO¡Bâtéd b'¡d ye1r
Please note .that only construclion cost (not total ant[c¡pated prcjec( cast) a¡e used In the calaulatlon of. sëhool ¡mpact fees. I/¡osê arc estimatéd as folloß:

iAdded. Elementary School Capacw: Est¡mated tatal p¡Þjeat cost =.$33,:V00,000 E$¡mdêd cosl of constúct¡on = $23,100,000'
Added Middlç School Càpac¡ty: Esitimated totalprcJêot êOst = $56,þ8Q,00þ Est¡mâ'ted cost of canstruct¡an'= 836,700,0A0.
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A endix S e Famil Residence Im
Site Aquisition Cost Per Residence
Formula: ((Acres x Cost per Acre) / Facility Size) x StudentFactor

Site Size Cost / Acre

Elementary
Middie
High

Tax Credit Per Residence
Average Residential Assessed Value

, Ctrrrent Debt Service Tax Rate

Annual Tax Payment
Bond Buyer Index Annual Interest Rate

Discount Period (Years Amortized)

Size Student Factor

Permanent Facility Construction Cost Per Residence
Formula: ((Facility Cost / Facility Capacity) x StudentFactor) x (Permanent/Total FooFage Ratio)

Cost Sfudent Factor Ratio

B-->

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

Cost Student Factor Ratio

A:--->

c*-_->

State Match Credit Per Residence (if applicable)
Formula: CurrentConstructionCostAllocationxSPlFootagexDistrictMatchxStudentFactor

SPI Dist¡ict Mafch % Student Factor

D---->

Fee Per Residence Recap:
Site Acquisition Cost
Perma nent Facility Cost

Temporary Faciliry Cost
Sttbtotal

State Match Credit
Tax Payment Credit

Subtotal

50% Local Share

A
B

C

D
TC

916,022.22

$o

$o

$o

$0.00

$0.00

$o.oo

$0.00

600

615

0

ç2],366.39

24

27

0

fi1,296.10

Irnpact Fee, net of Local Share

20
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A endix A: Multi-Famil Resid
Site Aquisition Cost Per Residence
Formula: ((Acres x CostperAcre) / FacilitySize)x StudentFactor

Site Size Cost / Acre Fa Size Stuclent Factor

A-->

Permanent Facility Construction Cost Per Residence
Formula: ((Facility Cost / Facility Capacity) x Student Factor) x (Permanent/Total F-ootage Ratio)

Cost StudentFactor Foota Ratio

B--_>

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

Cost Ca Sfudent Factor Ratio

c---->

State Matbh Credit Per Residence (if applicable)
Formula: CuirentConstrqctionCostAllocationxSPlFootagexDistrictMatchxStudentFactor

CCCA SPI DistrictMatch % Stude¡'rtFactor

D-___>

Tax Credit Per Residence
Average Residential Assessed Value
Current Debt Service Tax Rate
Annual TaxPaymer-rt
Bond Buyer Index Annual Interest Ra te

Discount Period (Years Amortized)

Fee Per Residence Recap;
Site Acquisìtion Cost
Permanent Facility Cost
TemporaryFacility Cost

Subtoral
State Match C¡edit
Tax Payment Credit

Subtotal

50% Local Share

$8,868,80

$6,732.32

15

25

40

$0

$o

$0

n/a
nla
n/a

$0.00

600

615

0

$8,773.58

24

27

0

fi95.22

Impact Fee, net of Local Share

21
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Appendix A: Composite Student Generation Factors

Lake'Wash.

0.:441 0.858Total:

Notes: The above student generation rates represent unweighted. averagesl

based on neighboring school clistricts.

Ordinance No. 1.0162, Section It., Paç 5: lines 30 thru 35 & Page 6: line l-:

"Student factors shall be basecì on dibtrict 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: providecl that, if such

information is not available in the di5trict, data frorn adjacent distriets,

distri.cts with similar demographics, or cotuity wide averages ma¡rbe used."

22
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CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
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IIIGHLI¡¡:E SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 401
CAPITAL F'ACILITTES PLAN

2013 -2019

fn response to fhe requirements of the State of Washington Growth Managcment
Act (SHB) 2929 (7990) and ESHB 1025 (1991) and under thc King County School
Impact Fee Ordinancc, the Ilighline School District No. 401 (District) has updated
its Capital Facilities Plan (CFP) as of May 2412073.

This CFP is being prcsented for adoption byKing County before December 31,
2013. Id addition, the Diifrict wilt be presenting a request to the City of Kent and
may to other cities wherc school impact fecs are nade available.

To datc King County and the.City of Kcnt arc thc only jurisdictions within Highline
School Distfict No. 401 that collect impact fees for schools. To collecÉ impact fees on
behalf of the District, thesc jurisdictions must adopt the Districtts CßP by reference
as part of their comprehensive plans and adopt a school impact fcc ordÍnrncc.

Other cities within the DÍstrict currently collect other impact fees (primarily for
transportation impacts). To collcct impacÉ fees on behalf of thc District, these
jurisdictions must also adopt the District's CFP by rcfcrcnce as part of their
comprohensive plans.

Highline School District No. 401 has experienced relatfuc low enrollment growth
over the last 15 years. However, recent enrollment projections iilentify a significant
increase in the District's enrollment between Octobor 2012 nnd October 2019. This
incresse in enrollment will increase the'demand on schools that arc currently near,
at or over capacity. These increases are primarily due to the anticipated growth Ín
the unincorporated areas of King Counfy and in the City of Kent.

Prge2
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Over the last 10 years Highline School DistrictNo. 401 has embarked on a major
capital improvement effort fo cnhance its facilitie,s to meet current educationel and
life-safety standards. Since 2002 the District has passed two major capitnl bontls:
one in 2002 for approximately $189,0001000 and ône in 2006 for approximately
$148,000,000. The schools which were builtwere for replacement of existing
facilities and not to accommodate increased enrollmenf.

With these firnds and reimbursements from the Oflice of the Superintendent of
Public Instruction, the State of Washington, tho Port of Scattle, the Federat AvÍation
Adminisfration and private donations for a new Aviation lligh School the District
has designeil, permitted and constructed 13 new elementary schools,2 new high'
schools (one of which is currently in construction), renovated 3 qchools as Ínterim
facilitics and renovatcd porÉions of Memorial Ficld and Camp Waskowitz. All of
this work has bcen done since March 2002.

As the District looks ahead it rccognizes that anticipated enrollment growth, some of
which wilt be caused by new development, will require the District to eithcr add new
facilities, add additions to existing facilities, renovate existing facilities, add
portables tu existing facilities re-open Beverly Park Elementary School.

This CFP identifies the eurrent enrollment, the current capacity of each educational
facilíty, the projected enrollment over the six-year planníng period and how the
District plans to accommodate this growth.It also include.s a schedule of impact fees

that should be charged to new development

Based on current projecüons, the District'will have a shortage of space by 2019. To
accommodate this growth the Districtwill need to add a nerv elenentary and/or
additions to accommodate 8L7 sfudenfs. The Dlstrlct may also need to revise
boundaries for some elementary schools.In addition, nery portables may need to be
added at indivitlual elementary schools to acconmodate future enrollmenl At this
time it has been assumod that land tvill rot need to bo purchased to accommodate
thc new school,

Page3
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HIGHLINE SCHOOL DISTRICT No.401
CAPITAL F'ACILITIES PLAN

2Aß -20te

SECTION 1 - CAPrT^{I, F'ACILITUX.Ç ptAN

The State Growth M¡nagenent Act requires úh¡t information be gathercd to
deúermine the facilitíes available snd needed fo meot the enrollment dsmands of
oach school district

This section ploviiles informrtion aboutHighline School DisúrictNo, 401's
currentfacilities, if3 existing facitity need$, its future facility necds and Íts fruancing
plan to acconmodate designs, pernifting costs, construction cosfs aùd non-
construction costs (oftcn rcfcrred to as rfsoft coststt such as salcs fax, furnÍshings,
insurance, project management fees, etc) required fo accommodate future growth.

The finance plan in this section shows how thcDistrict plans to finance
improvcments for thcyears 2013 through 2019, The plan is based on an approved
bond issue (approved no laterthcn 2016) by electÍon and collcction of impact fees

under the State's Growth Mauagerneut Act.

Page4
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HIGHLI¡I-E SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 401
CAPITAL FACILITTES PLAN

2013 -2019

SECTION 1 - CAPITAL F'ACILITIES PLAN

ITMNLO-.RY QF-EÐUCATT ONAL F A CrLrTrE S

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS lsee Maps section for speqific addresses)

NAME OX'SCHOOL BTIILDING ST
Beverly Park at Glendale 58145
Beverly Park 28048
Bow Lake 76108
Cedarhurst 68916
Des Moines 41766
Grcgory lïeights 65978
Hazel Valley 65346
Hilttop 51532
Madrona 69240
Maryista 68462
McMicken Heights 69979
Midway 66096
Mount View 67783
North l{ill 65665
Parkside 68857
Seahurst 59967
Shorewood 60326
Southern Heights 32942
White Center 65654

PORTABLE S['
1700
9900

16s0
800

{200
1650

2800
3400

TOTAL SF'
s984s
37948
76108
70s66
42s66
6s978
65346
55732
70890
68462
69979
66096
67783
6566s
688s7
59967
60326
s5742
690s4

ST]BTOTALS 11s0810 26100 IL769l0

Page 5



1 7685

MIDDLE S ÇH-O Q-L$ (S pe Meps s ec tio n fo. I s n ecif ï g.e d d¡ess es)

NAME OF SCHOOL BUILDING SE PORTA,BLE SF TOTAL SF

Cascade
Chinook
Pacific
Sylvester
Big Picture MS
(currently at l¡Ianhatta n)
Choice
(currently at Woodside)
SUBTOTALS

4030
12184
3584
3144

28192

PORTABLE SF'

1848
3272

64209
2.57Vo

5250 5250

90s82
87476
7s941
92617

946t2
99660
77525
95761

2000
374808

2s02s93
l00%o

HIGH SCHOOLS (see Maps sectio¡-foJ,çpecific addresses)

2000
346616

NAME O{SCE9OL BrrrLprNG SF
MountRainier 205159
Highline 214919
Highline PAC Qs%) 7580
Tyee l43l0t
Evergreen 161456
Aviation 87934
(cuúrentþ at Olympic JE)
Big Picture HS 291.4L
(currently at Manhattan)
New Start 15374
(at Salmon Creek)
Pudet Sound Skill Center 70894
Choice 3600
(at \iloodside)
Marine Tech 1800
(at Woodside)
SUBTOTALS 940958

GRAFID TOTALS
Percent of Total SF

2438384
97.360/o

TOTAL SF
2A5I59
214919
7s80 '

T44949
t6{t28
87934

29141

4797 20171

70894
3600

1800

9917 950875

Page 6
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C

O THER EDUCATIONó,L_E'ê.CILITIES JsW Map¡¡ s ecti on fo r sn e c if i c
addrqsses)

N,AMB OF SCHOOL BUILDTNG SF PORTABLE SF TOTAL SF

Valley View Early
Education Center

White Center Heights
Early Learning Center

Camp Waskowitz

PerformingArts Center
(atHighline HS 75o/o)

TOTALS

28902

38t62

22739

89803

2304 sr206

1792 7792

38162

22t39

4096 93899

AII square footages taken from 2008 Study and Survey

PageT
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HIGHLINE SCHooL DISTRICT No.401
CAPITAL FACILITIES PLA}[

2013 -20Í9

SECTI.qN I - CAPT.TAL FACTLITIOS PLÄÏt{

INyENTORY OF NON - EDUCATTONAL FACILITIEfi

DE\¡ELOPED PROPERTY

ERÄC See meps for sife location and address

Seo maps for site location and address

See maps fór site location and adilress

See maps for site location and address

M0TlFacilities Offïce

Com missary/'iff areho use

Informa tio n Technology
(atWoodside)

Security
(at'IVoodside)

See rnaps fpr site Iocation and address

Storage (GlacÍer) See maps for site location ¡nd addross

Page S
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LEÁ.SEp SPAç,,pS

Sunny Terrace

N. Shorewood

Salrnon Creek {50%)

Burien Heights

TINDEVTLOPED PROPERTY

Zenith

Lake Yiew

CrestView

Boulevard Park

See maps for site location and address

See maps for site location and address

See maps for site location and addrcss

Seo maps for sífo location and address

See maps for site location and address

See maps for site location and address

See maps for sits location and adtlress

See maps for site location and address

CLOSED SCHOOLS

Mayrvood See maps for site location and address

SunnydateElementary See maps for site locition and address

Beverly ParkElementary (1) See maps for site location and address

(1) Can be rc-opencd

Page 9
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.t

IIIGtr INE SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 401
CAPITAL FACILITMS PLAN

2At3 -20t9

SECTIqI{ 1 --çAPrrAL F'ACTLITIES PLAN

ELEM. SCHOOLS

Beverly Park at Glendale
Bow Lakc
Cedarhurst
Des Moines
GiegoryEeights
Hazel Valley
Hilltop
Madrona
Marvista
McMickeu Heights
Midway
Mount View
Norfh Hîll
Parkside
Scahurst.
Shorewood
Southern Heights
\trhite Center

IYET CHANGE FROM 2OI2

+69
+54
+55
+20
+79
+74
+34
+40
+15
+ 116
+76
+ 132
+2I
+11
+37
+9
+5
+?,52

+ 1031

Page 10



1 7685

MIpDLE SCEO9T/$

Cascade
Chinook
Pacific
Sylvester
Big Picture
Choice

I\TET CHA}IGE FROM 2012

HIGH SCHOOLS

MountRainier
Highline
TVnn
Evergreen
Aviation
BigPictureH,S
ChoíceHS
NewStart
Puget Sound Skílls Center
Othcr

NßT CHAI.IGE T'ROM 2012

2012- 2019
fncreased

Dnrollment

+ 302

z0lz - 2at9
Increased
Enrollment

-110
+12
+g
+71
+4O

-37

-94

+74
+61
+95
+68
+2
+z

+,9
-5
-2

57

Page 7l
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HIGHLII\-E SCHOOL DISTRICT No.401
CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

20L3 -20L9

SECTION 1 . CAPITAL F'ACTLITIDS PLAN

NEEDS FORECAST - NEW FACrLrrrE$,

To accommodate the anticipated added elementary school enrollrnent
the Highline School District plans to build a new elementary school
and/or additious to accommodate 817 new sfudents. The exact location
of the new school and/or additions has yet to be determined. Based on
the loc4tion of the new school and/or additions, revising individual
school boundaries may be required. At this time the District has
assumed the new elementary school will be built on land the District
currently ovyns.

The design and construction of the new elementary school will be
dependant upon voter approved capital bonds. A portion of the costs for
the school will be paid by impact fees. The plan calls for the voters to
vote on the new $38,500,000 capital bond meâsure no latcr than 2016
with construction to start no later than20l7 and be completed no later
than August 2018. The District may also need to add portables to
specific schools to accommodafe increased enrollment

At this time there are no plans to add new facílities to the district except
those required to accommodate future growth lÍsted in this plan (see

Needs X'orecast - Existing Facilities section of this document).

Page12
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HIGHLINE SCHOOL DISTRICT No.401"
CAPITAL F'ACILITMS PLAN

20Í3 -2019

SECTION 1 . CAPITAL F'ACILITIES PLAN

NEEDS F'ORECAST - SIX _YEAR F'INANCING PLA.N
(Values listcd in millions $$)

20t3 2014 2075 2016 2017 2018 2019
PROJNCTED RDVENUE

Sources:
Impact n'ees (1) .200 0.200
Land Sale Funds 0 0
Capital Bond fsr New Itrlementary School 0 0

Total Projcctcd Rcvcnuc 200 0.200

PROJECTED NXPENSES

Site Acquisition
New lllementary School/Addition.s
Nerv Portables

0.200
0
0

0.200

1.095
0
38.5{t0

39.595 2.712 2.89I

2.891
0
0

2.712
0
0

2.891
0
0

2.891

0

0
0.1s0

0.1s0

0
0
0

00
0 6.000
0.150 0.1s0

000
24.000 8.500 0

0.4s0 0.4s0 0.1s0

Total Projected Dxpenses .600 0.ts0 6-150 24.450 8,950 0.1s0

ENDING BALANCE -.400 -0.3s0 -0.300 33.14s 11.407 5.348 8.089

(1) Assumcs I003 singte family homes and 568 apartments will be built between 20I3 and 2019
(excluding King County Housing Authorit¡' Projccts). Excludcs impact fccs from King
CountyHousing Authorit¡r for Greenbridge, Seola Gardens and Windrose projects, per
formal agreement between King Count¡r llousing Authority and Highline School DistricL

Page 13



1 7685

HIGHLINE SCHOOL DISTRICT No.40L
CAPITAL F'ACILITTES PLA}I

20I 3 - 2019

SECTION 2 -MAPS OF DISTRTCT BOUI\IDARIES

The following maps show the se¡vice ârsa for each school within the
Highline School Dislrict The idetrtified boundarics are rcviewed
annually, Any change in grade configurâtÍon or adoption of new
programs that affect individual school populations may necessiú¡te a
change of a schoolts service area.

The Growth Management Act requires jurisdicfions to evaluate if the
public facílity infrastructure is in place to handle new housing
developments.In the case of most public facilíties, new development has
its major impact on the facilities immediately adjacent to new
development However, relative to school facilities, if a district doeq not
have porgranent facilities available, interim measures must be taken
until new facilÍtles can be bullt or until boundaries are adjusted by the
school district

Adjusting boundaries is a time-consuming and often difficult endeavor'
Impacts to individual children and families musf be weighed during
such a proce.ss,

Currently the Highline School District is not considering any boundary
changes except those that may be required to accommodate fi¡ture
enrollment increases.
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HIGHI,NE SCHOOL DISIRICT No. 401
CAPITAL F'ACILITIES PLAN

2At3 -2019

[\TTBOpUCrION

The following ínformation describes the current enrollment, the future
projected enrollments and fhe currenf capacitÍes for each school. Also
included is a list of all the portables within the Highline School DÍstrict

The final portion of the section defines the fmpact Fees for future
single-family and multi-family ilwellings. The school impactfee formula
ensures that new devèlopment only pays for the cost of the facilities
necessifatcd by new development The feè calculations examine the costs

of housing the sturlents gçnerated by each new singlefamily dwolling
unÏt (or oach new multi-famity dwelling unit) and then reduces that
amount by the anticipafed state match (zero in our case) and future tax
payments. Thus, by applyÍng the student generation fa'ctor to the school

project costso the fee formula only calculates the cosß of providing
capacity to serve cach new dwellÌng uuif once thc District reaches its

current capacity. Ths formula does not require new development to

contribute fhe costs of providing eapacity to address existing needs.

The Student Generation Factor Rates havc been deriveil by using the

averages of the Kenfo .Auburn, Lake'WashÍugton and Issaquah School

Districts.

Page l7
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IIIGHLINE SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 401
CAPITAL F'ACILITIES PLAN

20L3 -2079

3*

BI]ILI}ING CAPACITTES

This Capital Facitities PIan establishes the Eighline SchoolDistrictts rStandard of
SeMce" in order to determine the disfrictts surrcnt anil projected future capacitiæ.
The Office of the Superintendent of PubIIc [Etruction has establisled square
footage guidelines for capacity, primarily for the purposcs of capital funding, but
these guidclines often do not meet the ailditional educationaf program needs
districts oftcn provülc.

King County Code 214.b6 refers fo a (rsiandard of scwicett that each school ilistrict
musf ßstaDlish in order to ascertaln lts overall capaclfy. Tl¡e sta¡ldaril of service
identifies the progranr year, the class size, the number of classfooms, students and
pt osfâms of special nced and other f¿ctors (ilctcrmined by thc DisÉrict) which bcst
serve the sfudent population. Portabls classroom units may beincluded in the
capacþ celculation using the same standard of seryice as the permanent facilÍties.

The standard of semÍce outlined below reflects only those programs and eilucafional
opportunities provicled to students that directly a{fect the capaciff of the school
building. The special programs Iisted below require classroom spâcer Éhus Éhe

pernanent capacity of some buildings housing thue programs has been realuced.
'lVl¡ile netvcr buildings have been constnrcted to accommodate some of these
programs oldcr buildiugs mfly nocil to bc moitified to nccommodntc these prognims,
\ilhen this occurs there may bc a reiluctÍon in classroom cqpacity.

At both fhc elcmentary and secondarylevels, theDistríct considers the abilily of
students to attend neighborhood schools to be a cotnpotrent of its Sfandard of
Service.

Page 18
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Stalufflrùef Service for ]ùeFcntary St¡rdcnts

Thecurrent standard:
r Class size kindergarten : average24students

o Class size grades I - 3 = avcragc 25 students

' Class size grades 4 - 6 : íryerago 2Tstudents

fn the elcmentary standard of scrvÌce modcl:

Special ßducation for students witb disabJlities may bo provided in a self-
côntaÌnedl clnssroom

All súrrdents will be provideil music instrucfion in a separate classroom

a

a

a

All students will have scheduled time in a specÍal computer lab

Identificrt sturlents will als-o_Þe provided othcr sptcial educational opportunitios in
classroons desiguatcd as follows:

. Rcsourcc l'ooms

. E¡glish Language Leârn€rs (ELL)

r ßducation for disadvantaged students tliúle Ð
. Gifted. educatiou

. Learning assisted programs

¡ Severely behavior disorderril

' Transition room

r MiId, noderate and severe disabilitÌcs

. Developmentalkindergalten

. Exfendeil daycare progrrims and preschool programs

Pago 19
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I{cntifred sf_udçnts will also_þe provided. othcr special educational opportunitics in
classrooms dcsignated as follorfs:

SÉg.Udartlol$pryicp-forS.ç-c.pnda-ry,SEdonts

The surrent standard is:

o Class size for grailes ?-fl shonld not exceerl30 stuttents

r Class size for grailes 9 -12 should not cxcced 32 students

: Specigl E_dqcation forstudents with ilisabilities may be provÍilcd in a self-
côutained classroom

r English Language Learners (ßtL)
r Resource rooms (forspecial remedial assistance)

, Computer labs

. Piescl¡ool and daycare programs

?agø20
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HIGHLINE SCHOOL DISTR¡CT No.401
CAPITAL FACILINES PLAN
BUILDING CAPACIÏIES
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

2012

Enrollmenl

2A1S

Enrollment

Current
Capacity

wlth
Portables

2012

Surplus

2;012

Shortaqe

2019

SurÞlus

2019

Shortaqe

Beverlv Park at Glendale 480 498 530 60 32
3everly Park 0 0 316 316 316
low Lake 664 708 675 21 33

675 575 't00 155Cedarhurst 730
Des Moines 427 47 370 57 77
Greqory Heiqhts 573 652 575 2 77

672 575 97lazelValley 598 23
Hillton 638 672 525 ll3 ,447

Madrona 588 628 575 ,13 53
Maruista 608 623 575 33 48

57f 11'lMcMicken Heishts 4G4 580 5

Midwav 580 656 575 5 8l
MountView 599 731 575 24 156
North Hill 556 587 675 19 12

44Parkside 520 53,t 575 55
Seahurst 554 59f 550 4 41

Shorewosd 481 489 475 6 .14

f3Southern HeiqhG 295 297 310 15
573 801 ö75 2 226White Genter Hel-qhts

10076 59t s78 405 1222TOTALS 9863 10893
Net Shortaqe orSumlus 213 817
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2012

Shortage

20.19

Surplus

' 2019

Shorfage

E DISTRICT

FACILITIES PLAN 2012
CAPACITIES

HIGHSCHOOLS

2019

Enrollment

Cunent
Capacity

wllh
Porlables

2012

Surplus

s6B 642 1?2 58Gascade 700

l0tGhinook 538 593 700 162

712 807 600 112 zo7Paclfic

14Svlvester 646 714 700 54

75 50 27 25BIq Plcture 7î

1Choice 4T 49 ã0 3

136 '160 246284 2886 2800 35'lTOÏÀLS
27G 86Net Shortage or Surplus
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lcHLINE SCIIOOL DTSTRICT No.401
FACILITIES PI-AN 20,t2

CAPAGITIES
scHooLs

2019

Enrollment

Current
Capacfty

with
Portâbles

2012

Surolus

2012 z0l9

Surplus

2019

Shortase

Tvee 862 870 950 88 80

Everqreen 9¡t3 991 157 f09ll00

,19Hishline l31S 1331 1300 3,1

Mount Rainler t538 1428 1500 38 72

Bls Picture tt6 125 ,125 I 0

Choice 46 41 35 11 0

412 452 ,12 52Avlation 400

Gatewav to Golleqe 52 50 300 248 250

&8 400 48 IOSG 391

Other 30r 264 300 I 36

TOTALS 6037 5943 6410 502 .129 556 8g

467Net Shortage or Surplus 373
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Highlinc School District f1401

Portable Inventory

Location Descr¡otion Sq. Ft Occ type fooms
Beverly Park Site 2 Double Portables 3,300 Portaþlê '4

BeveÍly Park Slte M/Portable 207 &2OB 1,650 Portable 2
Beverly Park Site M/Portable 2O5 &206 1,650 Portable 2
Beverlv Park Site Portable 2M/Portable 209 & 210 1,650
Heverly Park Site zM/Portable 2'11 &.212 1,650 f,onaDte
Bevefly Park at Glendale 'l uouþle Portable 1,rcU rottapte ¿

Gascade Middle School Portaþle #95 786 Portable 1

Cascade Míddle School Portable #99 786 Portable 1

Cascade Míddle School M/Portable 2O3 &.2O4 1.672 Portable 2
Cascadê M¡ddle SchoÖl HOnADte 'lPortable #94 (46
(jèdarhurst Elementary School 1 Douþle Portable 'l,tiÖu rul tirute ¿

Chinook Middle School 1.792 Portable 2M/Portable 219 &220
Chinook Middle School M/Portable 225 &.226 1,752 Portable 2
Çhinook Middle School tWPortable 213 &.214 1.672 Portaþle 2
Ghinook Middle School Portable 243 Ever-Sci 1,672 Portable 1

Portable 2Chinook Míddle School M/Portable 2O1 &202 1,672
1.792 Portable 2Chinook Middle School M/Portable 215 &216

roñaDte zÇhlnooK Middle SchooJ M/Portable 217 &.214 1,792
Hortaþle #86 EOLI rortaDteues Motnes Elementary uchool

1Evergreen Hiqh School Po.lable#22 832 Portable
Ëvergreen High School 832 Portable 1Poñable #26
Ëverqreen Hiqh School Portable\#32 816 Portablê 1

tg¿ PonaDleEvergreen Hagh school Portable #40
Portable 1Hitltop Elementarv Portable #41 840
Portable 1Hilltop Elementarv Portable #88 840

840 Portable 1Hilltop Elementary Poriable#62
Hilftop Efernentary MlPorlaÞleTl¿zT &224 1,680 r9rßoß ¿

1.ei50 I'OnAt,te ¿Madronä Elenìenlary 1 Uoullle PoftaÞle

Manhattan Learnínq Center M/Restoorn Build #307 360 Portable 1

832 Portable 1Manhatlan Learnino Center Portable #21
832 Portable 1Manhattan Learning Genter Portable #25

Portable #34 816 Portable 1Manhattan Learníng Center
Manhattan Learning Center Portable #43 792 Portable ,l

Portable 1Manhattan Learnino Center Poûable#72 792
Portable 1Manhattan Learninq Center Portable #76 792

792 Porlaþle 1Manhattan Learning Center Portable #80
1Manhattan Learning Genter Portable #89 792 Portable

Manhattan Learninq Genter Portable #107 786 Portabfe 1

Portabte #44 792. |-OnaDte 1Manhattan Learning Center
Portable 2Pacific Middle School Portabfe 251&252 1,792

Portable 283 &254 1,792 HOnaote 2Pac¡frc MÍddle School
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Eighlinc School District #401
Portablc Invcntory

Location Descriptlon Sq. Ft. Oöc type rooms

Portabfe #37 816 Portable 1

Salmon Creek Portable #45 792 Portable 1

Portable #47 792 Portable 1

Salmon Cree Portable #85 768 Poftaþle I
Salmon Creek Portable #68 792 Portable 1

|-OnaDtesalmon creel( M/Poftaþle #1 13 837

Southern Hei-qhts E ary Portable 280 MOT Vacant 925 Portable 1

Southern Helshts E aw Portable 283 925 Portable 1

Southern Helghts E ary Portabte 281 950 rotraote 1

Sunny Terrace (Leased PonaÞle FóU öunny lerrace ufirce ö'¡ti rorta¡]te 1

Portable #64 792 Portable 1

Svlvester Mlddle School Portable #71 792 Portable 1

Svlirester Middle School Portable #73 792 Portable 1

1Ponâble #83 /eru rofraote
MlPortaþle 221 &.226 'l.u4u FOnaote z'lyee l'l

PortaÞle 1Vailey\ Portable #19 768
1ValfeyView Portable #90 768 Portable

768 HOnAÞIe 1valley \ Portable #100
1.700 Portable 2WCH M/Portable 231&232

Portable 257 &258 New WCH 1,709 HOnADte ¿WCH
M/Portable 233 &234 1.845 Portable 2

Woodside M/Portable 235 & 236 WCH FMC 1,752 Portable 2
Woodside M/Portable 237 &238 1,792 Portable 2

Portable 2e M/Portable 229 &230 1,848
e Porfable #ß1 816 Portable 1

792 1e Portable #54 Portable
e M/Portaþle 241 &242 1,192 HOnaote ¿
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HIGHLINE SCIIOOL DISTRICT
CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

2013 -20f9

The following documents are summaries by school and by grade level of
the enrollment projections provided by HighlÍne School Districtts
demographer Les Kendrick, Thç numbers listed representFull Timc
Equivalent counts (ßTE). The demographer used cohort survival rates
with adjustments for projected future changes in housing and
population changes.
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Proieotion SummarY bY School: Elementary (5 Year)

ProjectionsTotal Enrollment

ocT 0g ocT09 ocT10 oclll ocT12 OCT13 OÇT14 Ocr15 OcTl6 ocTtl ocT18 ocT19
+72 s18 517 477 480 463 461 475 495 488 486 498

634 6s2 640 669 6s4 663 663 6',1s 67',1 686 69X 708

457 586 618 637 6'7s 687 688 710 714 716 721 'ì30

420 426 455 42s 427 429 426 432 433 443 444 447

554 s42 s95 55'7 5.73. 604 618 635 637 646 648 652

577 558 595 620 598 617 631 641. 648 653 671 6',tT

567 s98 600 580 638 636 647 651 654 651 663 672

632 573 59L 587 588 592. 590' s91 601 6t4 6L5 628

504 543 567 s'17 608 624 632 640 6n 629 638 623

435 404 396 443 464 493 520 s24 542 . 57L s84 s80

519 s38 s38 s67 s80 605 628 633 656 660 6+9 6s6

577 548 5?7 6.i0 599 669 680 122 731 739 736 731

s78 s50 s42 551 ss6 545 545. 5s0 572 s68 578 58?

477 479 574 .517 520. 50'.1 500 495 510 s26 5+7 531

536 +99 534 . Í57 554 561 .577 589 s87 s74 s86 591

415 438 .4sg 485 4Sl 463 457 460 467 4{2 488 489

371 330 32t 298 295 292 28s 286 2gA' 294 295 2s7

¿/7g 4g0 s3o s'11 s73 649 683 722 i66 783 810 801

4556'z2222.22
9208 y211 ss94 9134 9863 10100 10234 10433 10603 10726 10856 10896

-\)v
c\
fl

N
-\

Beverly Park

BowLake

Gedathu¡st

Dcs Molnes

Gregory Hoights

Høzallfdley

Hilltop

lvfadrona

Ma¡vista

McMioken.

lvüdvay

Mol¡ttVìôR/

Northllill
Pa¡klde

Seahu¡st

Sho¡ewood

SouthemHeìght-

Vhite cefier
Other

Tot¡ìs

NotcrN¡mbc6 ß¡¡.¡orsdd to Nqca totsls due ao rou[disg.
* ItrJtoriúl tobls may not ircl'odc schoolJ !hâtscrcdoscd.

TfiuEdsy, lvfâY 09, 2013
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Projection.Summary by School: JuniorHieh (5 Yeæ)

ProjectionsTotalEnrollment

ocT 08 0cT09

.522 529

492 4'-17

725 706

797 '.lsg
'0 0

2t 18

3l
2s60 z4go

ocTlo ocTl1 oct12 ocTl3 Oefl,! OCTI5 OqI16 ocTtT ocTl8 gcTlg
s38 560 s68 578 ' s89 s88. 5',10 589 611 642

525 s55 538 526 s3? s37 528 54s 569 599

68',1 683 112 722 '.133 728 712 740 767 807

674 594 646 &2 653 6s3 640 659 679 7L+

037.7966616665687tú
20 42 47 .44 44 44 43 4s 47 49

3 .2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2447 2473 2584 2579 . 2623 2616 2ss7 2650 2744 2886

Cæcailo

Chimok

Paoific

Sylvester

BigPictue

Choice

Other

Totals

d
v
ú'
Â\

N
s

Not.! Numbcrs Þay rot qdil to &cÈ torÂls iluo to roqdhg.
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HIGHLINE ScHOOL DISTRICT No. 401

2013 -2019 Gapltal Faollltles Plan
Six - YearAnalvsis

Elementary School K-6

2015 2017 2018 2015Plan Years: 2014 2016

9_696 9.696 9.696 10.513Permanent Gapacitv 9,696 9.696

$0 0 817 cNew Gonslruction: New Elementary School 0 0

9.696 9.696 10.613 10.513Permanent Capaclty Su btotal: 9,696 9,636

10.603 10.72Ê 10.856 10,89eProlected Enrollmenl 10,232 10,433

-536 -737 -907 -1.030 -343 -383Surplus/ (Delicit) of Permânent CapacÍly:

380 380 380 380 380 38!Portablê Capaclty Available:
0Portable Caoacitv Chanqes (+/-) 0 0 0 0 0

-150 -357 -52t -650 37Surplus (Deficil) with PoÍables

Junlor Hlqh SchoolT-B
2014 2017 201 I 20tsPlan Years: 2015 2016

2.260 2.250 2,26A 2,250 ?,25CPermanent Capacltv 2,260
0 0 0 cConstruction: None 0 0

2.250 2.250 2.25Q 2.25Q 2.25CPerm anent Capacitv Subtotal: 2,2!5Q

2_623 2.616 2.557 2.650 2,744 2,BBGProiected Enrollment

-373 -366 -307 -400 494 -63CSumlus/ Oeficil) of Permanent CaÞacity:

600 600 600 60cPortable Caoacitv Available: 600 600

0 0 0 cPortable CâDacîtv Chanqes (+/l 0 0

227 234 293 20D 106 -3ÉSurolus (Deficit) with Portables

Hioh School 912
2011 2015 201 6 2017 2018 20r€Plan Years:
5910 5S10 5S1 0 5910 õ910 591CPermanent Caoacitv

00 0 0 0 0New Gonstruction: None
5910 5910 6910 6910 5910Permanent Caoacitv Subtotaf : 5910

5815 5697 5857 5833 5823 5943ProÍected Enrollment
213 53 TI E7 -33Surofus/ lDêlicit) of Permanenl CaÞacitv: s5

200 200 200 200200 200Portabte Capacity Availabte:
0 00 0 0 0Portable Capacity Chãnges (+ô

287 167295 413 253 277wilh Portables

K-12 Total
201â 2016 2017 20'18 201s2014Plan Yoars:

17.856 18,673 18,67?17,850 17.856 17,856Permanent CapacitY

19.209 15,423 19,72818.670 18.746 19,O17Enrollment
-1,O52-890 -1,161 -'1,353 -750Surnlus/ (Defici0 of Permanent Caoaoitv: -814

1 1801 180 1 1BO 1 180 1180 1180Available:
0 00 0 0 0

430 128366 290 19 -173with Portables
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DISTRICT No.40l
FËE CÂLCULAÏÍON
2013

Stud€nt ludent
los Fecilltv Faclor Factor Gosf/SFR Gost/MFRSchóol Site Acquisition Cost: FaoiliV

Scoôs Acrêaoe Acre SFR MFR
0 D 0.403 o.171 0 $0Ëlementary Schools
0 0 o128 0.049 0 $0Middle Schools
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SCODE 7o Penn Fac. SFR MFR
0 0Elementarv Schools 2.570/o 0 0

0Middle Schools 0 0 0 0. 0.049 $0
0 0.157 0.069 0 $0HÍah Schools 0

0 0TOTALS

ent Student
Factor Cosf/MFRSte{ê M6tch Credit CelculetÌon Const. Cosl SFi Slate

h SFR MFRscope
o.171 $0Elemenlarv Sohools 0 0

0 0. 28 0.049 0 0Mlddle Schools 0 0
o o. 57 0.069 0 0Hloh Schooìs 0 0

0 0TOTALS

USFR Crerl¡t MFFument Cfed¡b
417 $81.568ssessed Value

3. '40/o 3.74o/oond lnlerest Rale
.880 $670.236ìluê of Averaoe Dwef lino

0 10rmortized
s1_ ì0 $1.960v Tax Lew Rale
33 679 Sl.3l¡1Credit

GoSUSFR CoSUMFREee_S_um¡naq
¡0School Slte Acquisition cosf

918.603 $7.8t¡School Construction Gost
s0 s0¡mþorary Facllilles Cost

5s0ate Matchinq cred¡t calculat¡on
$l.st 4$3.G79Credit ìalculation

sl4.421 36.501SUBTOTAL
$3,?11

--.-.s¡¿5;i
-$7,412

Æ
50% Local Share

FEE

s3.251$7,1122OI3 IMPACT FEE
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-201,8

I. Executive

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (the "plan-t") has been prepared by the

Lake Washington School District (the "district"). It is the organization's
primary facility planning document in compliance with the requirements
of the State of Washingtonrs Growth Management Act and King County
Code 21,A.43. This plan was prepared using data available in the spring of
2013.

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 updated 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 "standatd of service" in
order to ascertain current and future capacity.

Future state funding decisions could have an additional impact on class

sizes and facility needs.

This plan reflects the current student/teacher standard of service ratio.
The district's standard of service reflects space needs to serve students in
Alt Day Kindergarten. In 2009 the State legislature established a schedule
to fully fund All Day Kindergarten by 2017. Currently, TS% of the
parentsf guardians of district kindergarten students indicate a willingness
to pay for Att Day Kindergarten. Flowever, due to space limitations, only
65% are able to participate in this program.

It might also be noted that though 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.

June24,2013
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

I. Executive Summ (continued)

In the 2012-2013 school year, the district implemented the reconfigutation
of its schools going from aK-6,7-9 and1,0-12 model to a K-5, 6-8 and9-12
model. With school reconfiguration, the district's current standard
provides the following (see Section III for specific information):

Grade Level Target Teacher-
Student Ratio

K-1 20 Students
2-3 25 Students

27 Students4-5
30 Students6-8

9-12 32 Students

School capacity is based on the district standard of service and the existing
inventory. Existing inventory Q012-2013) includes both permanent and
relocatable classrooms (i.e. portable classroom units). As seen ín Appendix
A,the district's overall capacity is26,910 students (23,643 for permanent
and3,267 for relocatables). For this same period of time, student
enrollmentis25,1.67 headcount. Enrollment is projected to increase to
28,675 in 2018 (see Tnble 1).

Growth, at all grade levels, is occurring throughout the district. The most
notable growth continues to be in the Redmond and Sammamish ateas,

along with areas of growth in the City of Kirkland. In particular, in-fill
development in Kirkland is resulting in significant growth.

Some examples include:
. The Redmond Ridge development continues to experience growth

to the point that, in addition to the four (4) relocatables that were
added to Rosa Parks Elementary School in2009, another four (4)

relocatable classrooms were added to the school in the summer of
2010, and an additional two (2) relocatable classrooms were added
in201'1. for a total of ten (10) relocatable classrooms on that site.

. By 2015, a total of 800 homes are planned to be constructed for the
Redmond Ridge East development. As of 2012,422homes were
built and occupied, which has resulted in an additional student
population of 286 in the district. In2013,104 additional homes are

June24,2013
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

I. Executive Summaty (continued)

a

a

projected to be built, 101 homes in20'1.4 and 38 in 2015. The
remaining 109 multi-family units are expected to be constructed in
2013 or later. In anticipation of the student growth from the
Redmond Ridge East development, the district secured property
within that development in2007 for a future elementary school, Site

31 (see Tables 4, 5 and 6). This school is unfunded but is planned to
open within the timeframe of this plan.
Enrollment continues to press for the addition of relocatable
classrooms in several schools in the Kirkland and also the North
Redmond areas.

It is projected that other locations throughout the district will need
relocatables to address capacity issues within the planning period of
this report. (See Section VI).
The City of Sammamish approved a land use plan known as the
Sammamish Town Center. This plan allows up to 2,000 new
residential dwelling units to be developed in the Town Center area.

Sammamish has started processing applications for the first
proposed development in the Town Center. Sammamish expects
between 300-500 homes to be built or in the pipeline by 2018.

Development in this planning area will create additional capacity
needs in this area of the district.
Several developments continue to construct homes in north
Redmond. In addition, new developments are scheduled to begin
construction in this same area in 2013.

The City of Kirkland annexed areas of unincorporated King County
in June 2011,. This includes the Finn Hill and the Kingsgate areas

which are both within the boundaries of the district and where
seven (7) schools are located. It is anticipated that development in
the annexation areas could create additional capacity needs in
district schools in these areas.

In the City of Kirkland, the South Kirkland Park and Ride area is

planned to be developed with approximately 244residential units
by the fall of 201,4. The elementary school serving this area is

currently over capacity. This development will create additional
capacity needs at schools serving residents of the City of Kirkland.
Additional single family and multi-family residential projects are

pending in the City of Kirkland.

a

o

a
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-201.8

I. Executive Summary (continued)

In February 2006, voters in the Lake Washington School District passed a
bond measure to fund Phase II (2006-2013) of the School Modernization
Program. The District recently completed modernizations and additions at
four schools under that measure, with an additional school scheduled for
completion soon. In addition, in February 2011', aCapltal Levy measure
was approved by voters to construct additional classrooms at Redmond
High School and Eastlake High School, and also build a new secondary
STEM (Science Technology Engineering and Math) school on the east side
of the district. All three projects are complete.

Subject to voter funding, in the timeframe of this plan the district could
(Tnble 6 lists other potential projects):

o Construct three new elementary school, one in the Redmond Ridge
East development atea, one somewhere in the City of Kirkland, and
the other in the North Redmond area. (see Tøble 6)

. Build a new middle school in the Redmond area.

. Build a new secondary internationally choice school on the east side
of the district and begin construction on a new secondary STEM
focused choice school on the west side of the district.

o Add relocatable classrooms to address capacity when needed in the
district. See Section VI.

. Expand Lake Washington High School, expand Eastlake High
School, and commence modernization of nine schools, including
Juanita High School.

o Tøble 6 only reflects the projects under construction in the timeframe
of this plan.

o Note: The projects included in Table 6 represent the potential
projects under consideration. The Board has not taken final
action on projects to be included in a possible bond measure
anticipate d in201,4. Community input is still being gathered.
Future Capital Facility Plan updates will include the Board's
final action.

A financing plan is include d in Section VIil which demonstrates the
district's planned funding required to implement this plan.

June24,2013
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

II. Six-YearEnrollment ection and Term Plannin

Six'Year Enro Proiection

Based on the district's forecasts (see Table 1), enrollment is projected to
increase approximately 3,267 students over the next six yeafs. This is a

12.9% increase over the current sfudent population. Growth is expected at

all grade levels. Applying the enrollment projections containe d in Table 5

to the district's existing capaclty, the district will be over permanent
capacity by 2,259 students (assuming completion of planned new capacity
projects). This number is based on the projects listed in the Executive
Summary (pages 5-6). If there are more or fewer funded projects, this
number will change (Table 6 lists other potential projects). In addition, if
projects are not funded, the school district will be over permanent capacity
by 4in2018. This projection contemplates the full development of the

Redmond Ridge East development. Other known developments that are

expected to generate students and affect the district are also included in
the projection. The numbers anticipated for the Redmond Ridge East

development show the need for a future elementary school within that
planned development. The enrollment projections also indicate the need

for a future elementary school in the north Redmond area. The district
expects that some of the new residential development in the Sammamish
Town Center will begin in the six-year planning period. Therefore, the

enrollment projections also include the first anticipated phase of the
Sammamish Town Center development. Also, the South Kirkland Park
and Ride development is expected to generate students from its 244

projected residential units. Notably, small in-fill and short plat
developments, which occur in the district on a regular basis, are not
included in the projection and will likely add additional students in the
district.

Student enrollment projections have been developed using two methods:
(1) the cohort suraiaal - historical enrollment method is used to forecast
enrollment growth based upon the progression of existing students in the

distric! (2), then deaelopment trøcking - the enrollment projections are

modified to include students anticipated from new development in the
district. The cohort survival method was used to determine base

enrollments. This mechanism uses historical enrollment data to forecast
the number of students who will be attending school the following year.

Development tracking uses information on known and anticipated

June24,2013
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013 -2018

June24,2013
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II. Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long Term Planning
(continued)

housing development as a second means in determining enrollment
projections. This method allows the district to more accurately project
student enrollment by school attendance area. (See Tøble 2)

Cohort Survival

A percentage of King County live births is used to predict future
kindergarten enrollment. Actual King County live births through 201'1, arc
used to project kindergarten enrollment through the 20'1,6-20L7 school year
After 2017, 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, past
cohort survival trends were analyzed.

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
78 known new housing developments. This data provides two useful
pieces of planning information. First, it is used to determine the actual
number of students have been generated from a new single family or
multi-family residence. It also provides important information on the
impact new housing developments will have on existing facilities andf or
the need for additional facilities.

Information obtained from the cities and county provides the foundation
for a database of all known future developments in the district and is
consistent with the comprehensive plans of the local permitting
jurisdictions. Contact has been made with each developer to determine
the number of homes to be built and the anticipated development
schedule. The student generation factors (see Appendix D) were used to
forecast the number of sfudents expected from these developments.

It is important to note that even though small in-fill projects are not
tracked, such activity has resulted in increased student population. This
type of development has resulted in the need for additional relocatables in
the Kirkland area.

PageT



Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

II. Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long Term Planning
(continued)

Student Generation Rates

Developments that are near completion, or have been completed, over the
last five years are used to forecast (see Appendix D) the number of students
who will attend our schools from future developments. District wide
statistics show that new single-family homes currently generate 0.3810

elementary student, 0.1170 middle school student, and 0.0950 senior high
student, for a total of 0.593 school-age child per single family home (see

Appendix B). New multi-family housing units currently generate an
average of 0.0490 elementary student, 0.0140 middle school student, and
0.0160 senior high student for a total of 0.0790 school age child per multi-
family home (see Appendix C). Historically, the district has seen student
growth accelerate in developments after five years.

The student generation factors (see Appendix D) were used to forecast the
number of students expected from these developments.

June24,2013
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

III. Current District "Standard of Service"

King County Code 21,A.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 the
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; thus, the permanent capacity of some of the
buildings housing these programs has been reduced. Newer buildings
have been constructed to accommodate some of these programs. When
older buildings are modified to accommodate these programs, there may
be a reduction in classroom capacity. At both the elementary and
secondary levels, the district considers the ability of sfudents to attend
neighborhood schools to be a component of the standard of service.

The standard of service changed slightly in the 2012-2013 school year to
reflect the change in the school configuration model from K-6,7-9 and 10-

12 to aK-ï, 6-8,9-12 rnodel. The standard of service will remain the same
in the 2013-201.4 school year.

Standard of Service for Elementary Students

. Class size for grades K - L aver age 20 students

. Class size for grades 2 - 3 average 25 students

. Class size for grades 4-5 average 27 students

Special Education for students with disabilities may be provided in a
self-contained classroom
All students will be provided music instruction in a separate
classroom

In the elementary standard of service model:

o

o

}une24,2013
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-20L8

III. Current District "Standard of Service" (continued)

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

. Resource fooms

. English Language Learners (ELL)

. Education for disadvantaged students (Title I)

. Gifted education (pull-out Quest programs)
o District remediation programs
. Learning assisted programs
. Severely behavior disordered
. Transition room
. Mild, moderate and severe disabilities
. Developmental kindergarten
o Extended daycare programs and preschool programs

. Class size for grades 6-8 should not exceed 30 students

. Class size for grades 9-12 s}¡.o:uld not exceed 32 students

Special Education for students with disabilities may be provided in a
self-contained classroom

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

. English Language Learners (ELL)

. Resource rooms (for special remedial assistance)

. Computer rooms

Standard of Service fo

In the secondary standard of service model:

a

Jane24,2073
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

III. Current District "standard of Service" (continued)

Room Utilization at Secondarv Schools

It is not possible to achieve 100% utilization 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, the

district has determined a standard utilization rate of 70% fot non-
modernized secondary schools. As secondary schools are modernized, the

standard utilization rate is 83%. The anticipated design of the modernized
schools and schools to be constructed will incorporate features which will
increase the utilization rate for secondary schools.

}une24,2013
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

IV. In and Evaluation of Current Facilities

The district currently has permanent capacity to house 23,605 students and

transitional (relocatable) capacity to house 3,'J.6'1, students (see Appendix A).
This capacity is based on the district's Standard of Service as set forth in
Section IIL The district's current student enrollment is 25,408 and is
expected to increas e to 28,675 in 2018 (see Table 1).

The school configuration change that was implemented in 2012-2013

provided some help to the capacity issues faced at the elementary level.
Without the change, based on current projections, the district would need

to construct approximately seven new elementary schools. With the

change to school configuration, there still remains the need for new
elementary schools, but the need is reduced. In addition, there is a new
need to provide additional classroom space at the high school level to
accommodate the reconfiguration as well as expected student enrollment
growth.

Calculations of elementary, middle school, and senior high school
capacities are set forth in Appendix A. Included in this six-year plan is an

inventory of the district's schools arranged by area, name, WPe, address,

and current capacity (see Table 3).

The physical condition of the districfs facilities is under evaluation by the
2013 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. In addition, starting in2012, every district facility is
arurually evaluated as to condition by way of the State Asset Preservation
Program.

June24,2013
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-20L8

V. Six-Year and Construction Plan

To address existing and future capacity needs, the district contemplates
using the following strategies:

L) Construction of new schools.
2) Additions at high schools to accommodate school configuration and

growth needs.
3) Adjustments to capacity of existing schools undergoing

mo derniz ation f r eplacement.
4) Use of additional relocatables to provide for housing of students not

provided for under other strategies.
5) Closing schools to variances and future boundary adjustments.

Construction of new capacity in one area of the district could indirectly
create available new 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.

The district's six-year construction plan includes the following capacity
projects:

During the last six years (2007-2012),
o New growth in the district created the need to construct two new

elementary schools.

' One of these new elementary schools (Rosa Parks Elementary
School, Site 41), located within the Redmond Ridge
development, was occupied in the fall of 2006. The growth in
the Redmond Ridge and Redmond Ridge East areas has

resulted in the need to place ten (10) portables at Rosa Parks
Elementary School.

. The other new elementary school, Rachel Carson Elementary
School, was opened on the Sammamish Plateau in the fall of
2008. Because of the growth in enrollment in that area, the
school opened with four relocatables on the site.

a

June24,2013
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

V. Six-Year Planni and Construction Plan (continued)

a

a

o In2007-2008, the district purchased land within the Redmond
Ridge East development on the basis that projections for that
development necessitate the need for a new elementary site.
The district continues to monitor the phased project. Homes
already constructed in this development are occupied.

Phase II School Modernization (2006-2013) was funded by the voters
in February 2006. The approved bond measure funds the
modernizationf replacement of 11 schools throughout the district.
The district has completed the design and permitting for or the
moderniz ationf replacement of: Frost Elementar/, Lake Washington
High School, Finn Hill Middle School, Muir Elementary School,
Rush Elementary School, Sandburg Elementary School, Keller
Elementary School, Bell Elementary School, Rose Hill Middle
School, and, International Community Scho ol/ Community
Elementary School. Each school modernization project also includes
the addition of new student capacity.

o Frost Elementary School was completed and opened in the fall
of2009.

o Lake Washington High School and Finn Hill Middle School
were opened in the fall of 201L.

o Muir Elementary School, Sandburg Elementary School, al:.d,

Keller Elementary School open in the fall of 2012.

o Bell Elementary School, Rush Elementary School, Community
Elementary School, Rose Hill Middle School, and
International Community School are in construction and are

planned to open in2013.
Because of the change in grade configuration in 2012 and the
resultant capacity needs at two high schools, voters approved a
Capital Levy in201'1. to construct additional classrooms at Redmond
High School and Eastlake High School, and also a Science,

Technology, Engineering and Math (STEM) high school on the east

side of the District. The additions at Redmond High School and
Eastlake High School opened in the fall of 2012. The STEM school
began construction before the summer of 2012 and started a phased
opening beginning in 2013.

June24,2013
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V. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan (continued)

Even with school reconfiguration, relocatable classrooms (as

outlined in Section VI) will be added to address capacity needs until
more permanent capacity can be constructed. Within the six-year
planning window of this Capital Facility Plan, projections indicate
that other relocatables may also be needed in the Sammamish,
Redmond, Kirkland and areas of unincorporated King County.
The district anticipates the need for three new elementary schools
within the period of this plan, one in the Redmond Ridge East area,

one in the North Redmond area, and one in the Kirkland area. The
district also anticipates, at a minimum, the need to build a new middle
school in the Redmond area, a new secondary STEM focused choice
school on the west side of the district, and a new secondary
internationally focused choice school on the east side of the district.
In addition, the district must modernize and expand Juanita High
School and expand Lake Washington High School. The funding for
construction of these schools is subject to voter approval. Table 6
lists other potential projects.

o

a

June24,2013
1 7685

Included in this plan is an inventory of the projects listed above. They are

arranged by cost, additional capacity, ar.d projected completion date. (See

Table 5 €i 6)
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J:ur:re24,2073
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VI. Relocatable and Transitional Classrooms

The district inventory includes 140 relocatables (i.e. portable classroom
units) that provide standard capacity and special program space as

outlined in Section lII (see Appendix A).

Based on enrollment projections and planned permanent facilities, the
district anticipates the need to acquire additional relocatables during the
next six-year period.

. In the summer of 2009, Íour (4) relocatable classrooms were added to
Rosa Parks Elementary School in the Redmond Ridge development
due to student population growth in that development and homes
that are now being occupied within the Redmond Ridge East
development. Continued growth in this area caused the need to
place an additional four (4) relocatables at Rosa Parks Elementary
during the summer of 2010 and another two (2) relocatable
classrooms were added in the summer of 2011.. In total, there are ten
(10) relocatable classrooms at Rosa Parks Elementary School in
addition to the school building that has a current capacity of 483

students (see Appendix A).
. In 2010, relocatable classrooms were added to district schools in

Redmond and unincorporated King County.
o Redmond øreø:Rockwell Elementary School - two (2) additional

classrooms, and Einstein Elementary School - one (1-) classroom.
o Unincorpornted King County øren:Rosa Parks Elementary School -

four (4) classrooms for a total of ten (10) relocatable classrooms.
o In 2011., the district placed relocatable classrooms at school sites in

Kirkland, Redmond and unincorporated King County:
o Kirklønd nren:Lakeview Elementary School - two (2) classrooms,

and Rose Hill Elementary School two (2) classrooms.
o Redmond areø:Rockwell Elementary School - one (1) additional

classroom (for a total of five (5) relocatable classrooms at
Rockwell) and Redmond Middle School (4) classrooms

o Unincorporøted King County ørea;F.osa Parks Elementary School (2

classrooms).
In2012, because of capacity issues, Northstar Middle School moved
out of Lake Washington High School into relocatables units at
Emerson Campus and Renaissance Middle School moved out of
Eastlake High School into relocatables classrooms on the same

campus.
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VI. Relocatable and Transitional Classrooms

a In2013, six relocatable classrooms will be added to Redmond High
School (previously four (4) relocatable classrooms were leased on a

temporary basis but due to capacity needs, those classrooms will be

purchased plus another 2-classroom relocatable added to the site for
a total of six (6) relocatable classrooms at Redmond High School for
tlne 2013-2014 school year) and two additional relocatable classrooms
to Redmond Middle School (for a total of six (6) relocatable
classrooms). The district is deciding where to place two more
relocatable classrooms because of the need.

Within the six-year planning window of this plan, projections
indicate that other relocatables may also be needed in the
Sammamish, Redmond, Kirkland and unincorporated King County
areas.

a

For a definition of relocatables and permanent facilities, see Section 2 of
King County Code 21A.06. As schools are modernized, Permanent capacity
wilt be added to replace portables currently on school sites to the extent
that enrollment projections indicate a demand for long-term Permanent
capacity (see Tøble 5).

As enrollment fluctuates, relocatables provide flexibility to accommodate
immediate needs and interim housing. Because of this, new school and
modernized school sites are all planned for the potential of adding up to
four portables to accommodate the changes in demographics. In addition,
the use and need for relocatables will be balanced against progtam needs.

June24,2013
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VII. Six-Year Classroom Capacities: Availability / Deficit
ection

Based on the six-year plan, there will be insufficient total capacity to house
anticipated enrollment (see Table 5). As demonstrated in Appendix A, t};re

district currently has permanent capacity (classroom and special
education) to serve 11,150 students at the elementary level, 5,485 students
at the middle school level, and 6,970 students at the high school level.
Current enrollment at each grade level is identified in Appendix A. As
depicted inTnble 5, the district currently has insufficient permanent
capacity and will continue to have an increasing insufficient permanent
capacity through 2018.

Differing growth patterns throughout the district may cause some

communities to experience overcrowding. This is especially true in the
eastern portions of the district where significant housing development has

taken place. Following the recent slow economlr there are continued signs
of recover/, particularly in housing starts, and growth and the number of
developments under construction continues to increase. The continued
development of Redmond Ridge East, northwest Redmond, the
Sammamish Plateau and also the in-fill, short plats and other development
in Kirkland, will put pressure on schools in those areas.

To meet the needs associated with overcrowding or underutilization, the
district will utilize a number of solutions. Those solutions include the
recent grade reconfiguration, new construction, adjusting capacity through
modernization projects, modifications in the educational program, and
changes in the number of relocatables. Other solutions that might be

considered include closing schools to variances or an area specific
boundary change.
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VIII. Im 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 fee

calculations (Appendix B and Appendix C) examine the costs of housing the

students generated by each new single family dwelling unit (or each new
multi-family dwelling unit) and then reduce that amount by the

anticipated state match and future tax payments. 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 resulting impact fee is then discounted further. The formula does not
require new development to contribute the costs of providing capacity to
address existing needs.

The finance plan shown onTøble 6 demonstrates how the Lake

Washington School District plans to finance improvements for the years
2013 through 2018. The financing components include secured and
unsecured funding. The plan is based on an approved bond issue

(approved in 2006 by election), a capital levy (approved ín2011'by
election), and the proposed projects under consideration for a20'1,4 bond
issue, securing state construction assistance funding, and collection of
impact fees under the State's Growth Management Act and voluntary
mitigation fees paid pursuant to Washington State's Environmental Policy
Act.

For the purposes of this plan and the impact fee calculations, the district is

using the actual cost data from Sandburg Elementary School, opened in
2012 and Rose Hill Middle School, which was bid in2012 and will open in
2013.

June24,2013
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IX.A es

Appendix A: 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

Appendix E: Calculation Back-Up

June24,2013
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Galculations of Capacities for
Elementary, Middle, and Senior High Schools

2U12-'t3
Fnrollment **

tslemenlary
Schools

# Standard
Classrooms t

Classroom
Caoac¡tv (23)

SS SS Room
Capac¡tv (12)

# Relocatable
Classrooms

Relocatable
Capacìtv (23)

I otal

Capacity *

4 0 E 't 84 5VðAlcott
2 46 414 505

Bêll 19 437 0 0 4 92 529
rckwell 391 0 0 3 69 460

0 4 92 529 446
U 69 69 74Commun¡tV

92 496 463Dick¡nson
0 tic t3Discovery 3 69

45ttEinstein 18 414 0
ExDlorer 3 69 0
Franklin 17 0 0 2

rost 18 414 ,| 12 0 0
luan¡ta 12 276 0 0 0 0 276
êllêr 322 2 24 0 0 346 309

k 4 0 0 3 69 483 528
24 4 92 461 464

1 o U 0 391 421lvlann
't tt1 485lvlcAuliffe 21

58/ t'UUl\¡ead 19 437
3tittlvluir 16 368
4t)Redmond 16 368 t

5Rockwell 20 460 0 0 1

U t13 tv5HOSA HArKS
4ti 461 352Rose Hill 17 39'l

39 454Rush 13 299 0
ìandburo 19 437 0

4Smith 19 437 0 0 I 1

I hofeau 17 391 0 0 0 0
lwarn 2l) 460 0 0 4 92

4ttu U 0 4 ot 347Wrlder 2U

12

# Relocal.able
Classrooms

Relocatable Capac¡ty Total 2012-13
Enrollment

I Otals

lVìiddle
Schools Classrooms

13

SS

nv¡ronmenlal"" 5 125 U U U 0 125
ti 1 12 9 '189 873

F¡nn H¡ll"'"" ti '2 U 0 0 0 672 525
1'l 24 u 0 1,095 1.123nqlewood

390 380lnternat¡onal ***

559Kamiakin 26 546
5 59CK¡rkland **'* 23

9UNorthstar 0 0 0
Redmond -'-' 797 4 48 4

enatssance U 0 0 0 4 a4
ose Hrll llr 525 1 12 6 663

0 0 0 0 4 a4 84 90Stella Schola

I Otats

Senior H¡gh
Schools Classrooms

12

SS
Classrooms Enrollment

I 4b 224 ttbEmerson 8
1 J4t) '1 òo7Eastlake 85 1

6t 5bFulures 3 67
'l IJuãnìtâ 48 1.O75 36

Lake washrnoton---' 55 1.461 2 24 0
Redmond '""" ti9 36 0 0

S EIVI 't2 0 0 0 0 319 294
t6,

Key:
"Standard Capacity" does not ¡nclude capacity for special programs as identif¡ed in Section lll
"Total enrollment" on this chart does nol include Emerson K-12, contractual, transition and WaNIC students
"SS" = Special Services self-contained classrooms
."Standard ofService" in elementaryschoolsexcludes someroomsifnotbuilt-in (eg 20total rooms= lTstandard+computer+ l music+ 1 R/R)
.. October 1,2012 headcount
*** Capacily Model = '100%o utilization of classrooms due to educat¡onal progrâm
...* Capacity Model = 83o/o utilization of classrooms due to leacher planning area
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Lake'Washington School District

School Site Acquisition Cost:

Elementary
Middle
Senior

Capital Facilities Plan 2013 -2018

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21,4.43

Single Family Residence ("SFR")

Facility
Acreage

Const Cost
Allocation

1 88.55
I 88.55
I 88.55

Cost/
Acre

Facility
Cost

522,s66,312
s44,575,612

$0

Facility
Cost

Sq. Ft./
Student

90.0
117.0
130.0

Facility
Size

Facility
Size

552
900

0

Facility
Size

Funding
Assistance

27.57%
27.57%
27.57%

Site Cost/
Student

Bldg. Cosl
Student

Bldg. Cosl
Student

$0

$o

$o

Creditl
Student

$4,678
$6,082

$o

TOTAL

TOTAL

TOTAL

TOTAL

Student
Factor

Student
Factor

Student
Factor

Cost/

Cost/SFR
(est.90%)

$19,233

Cost/SFR
(est. 10%)

Cost/
SFR

$ l,783
s712

$o

s2,494

SFR

Elementary
Middle
Senior

School Construction Cost:

-blementary
Middle
Senior (additional capacity)

Temporarv Facility Cost:

È,lementary
Middle
Senior

State Assistance Credit Calculation:

552
900

I 500

0.3 8 10

0.1 170

0.0950

$o
$o
$0

l0
20
40

$0

$0

$0

$40,88 1

$49,528
$0

0.3810
0.1170
0.0950

$ 14,018

$5,215
$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

0

0

0

0.38t0
0.1170
0.0950

0.3 810
0.1170
0.0950

Student
Factor

Tax Pavment Credit Calculation:

Average SFR Assessed Value

Cunent Capital Levy Rate (2013y$1000

¡ônogeJ þlgPaYment
1 7685

Single Family Residence ("SFR")

s452,762

$1.11

$s03.29 Appendix B



Lake'Washington School District

Years Amortized
Curuent Bond Interest Rate

Present Value of Revenue Stream

Impact Feè Summarv for Single Familv Residence:

Site Acquisition Cost

Permanent Facility Cost

Temporary Facility Cost

State Match Credit
Tax Payment Credit

Capital Facilities Plan 2013 -2018

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.4.43

l0
3.74%

$4,1 3 5

$o

$19,233

$0

($2,494)

($4, I 3 5)

Sub-Total s12,604

'50% Local Share $6,302

SFR Impact Fee $6,302

June 24,2013
1 7685
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School Site Acquisition Cost:

Elementary
Middle
Senior

June 24,2013
17685

Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.4.43

Multiple Family Residence ("MFR")

Elementary
Middle
Senior

School Construction Cost:

Elementary
Middle
Senior (additional capacity)

Temporarv Facilifv Cost:

Elementary
Middle
Senior

State Assistance Credit Calculation:

552
900

I 500

0.0490
0.0140
0.0160

$o
$0
$0

Facility
Acreage

Const Cost
Allocation

Cost/
Acre

Facility
Cost

s22,566,312
s44,s7s,612

$0

Facility

Sq. Ft./
Student

90.0
117.0
130.0

Facility
Size

Funding
Assistance

27.57Yo
27.57Yo
27.57%

Facility Bldg. Cost/
Size Student

TOTAL $0

Student Cost/MFR
Factor (est. 90%)

$0
$o
So

$o
$o
$0

10

20

40

Site CosV
Student

Creditl
Student

Student
Factor

TOTAL

Student
Factor

Cost/
MFR

Facility Bldg. Cost/
Size Student

$40,881
$49,528

s0

0.0490
0.0140
0.0160

0.0490
0.0140
0.0160

TOTÀL s2,427

Student Cost/MFR
Factor (est. l0%)

552
900

0

$1,803
s624

$o

Cost

$o
$o
$o

0
0
0

$o
$o
So

$0

$o
$o
$o

188.55
188.55
188.55

$4,678
$6,082

$o

0.0490
0.0140
0.0160

s229
S85

$o

Cost/
MFR

$314TOTAL
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Lake Washington School District

Tax Payment Credit Calculation:

Average MFR Assessed Value
Current Capital Levy Rate (2013y$1000

Annual Tax Payment

Years Amortized
Current Bond Interest Rate

Present Value of Revenue Stream

Impact Fee Summary for Single Familv Residence:

Site Acquisition Cost

Permanent Facility Cost

Temporary Facility Cost

State Match Credit
Tax Payment Credit

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

Multiple Family Residence ("MFR")

sl 85,979

$l.11

s206.73

l0
3.74Yo

$ I ,699

$o

s2,427

$o

($3 I 4)

($ I ,699)

Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

Sub-Total s4l4

50% Local Share $207

MFR Fee s207

June 24,2013
1 7685
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2()I3 MITIGATION DEVELOPMBNT SUMMARY
STUDENT GENERATION FACTORS

Five Year History

June24,2013 Appendix D

2O'13 SfUDENTS
ELEN¡I MIDDLEI SENIORI TOTAL

2013 RATTO

ELEMIMIDDLEI SENIoRI TOTALS NGLE FAM I LY DEVELOPM ENTS
CITY,

COUNTY

#
PLANNED

I
COMPL,

i
OCCUP

0 00c 0.000 o 462F 13
.13 IJ 6 0 0 € 0 462Ca'neron Hæ

0 2 0.278 0 00c 0.1.11 0 389C$trd Ptrk North F 18 18 18

0.071 0 00c 0 071 0 143K 15 15 14 1 0 1Chathan Ridqe
25 2 0 1 0 080 0 00c 0 040 0 120Conover Commons F 25 25

2 0 091 0 091 0 00c 0 182ß 11 11 11 1 1 0Credwood at Forbes Creek
24 4 0 2 b 0 167 0 00c 0 083 0.250Lane F 24 24

1 0 500 0 00c 0 000 0 5004 2 1 0 0Granercv l%rk
41 25 1 31 0.610 Q 122 0.024 0 756Greenbriã Estates 58 48

2 11 0.122 0 061 0 04.1 o 224Hædwood F bt 49 6 I

0 91435 35 I 12 11 JZ 0.257 0 343 0 314Hedoes KC

I 68 0.477 0 193 0 102 o 773lllahee 88 88 88 1J

0 62516 16 I 0 2 10 0.500 0 00c 0 12allláeeTract M 16

0 4 0.083 0 083 0.00c 0 167I ndi qo 24 24 24 2 2

o 777121 121 52 21 21 94 0 430 0 174 o 174Keìsinqton F 121

c 1 3 0 118 0 000 0 05s 0 176Kirkwood t< 17 11 17 2

0 083 0 16717 13 c 1 1 2 0 000 0 083Ld(edlore Esáes F

c 1 1 0 000 0 000 0 067 0 067Laks¡is¡v Lare F 29 22 c

0 18S o 717104 58 21 1 10 38 0 396 o 132M onda/io/Verondv idæ F

4 2 10 0 160 0 160 0 08c 0 40cNdtldon Commons N 25 2a 2E 4

o 144 0.773132 132 132 61 22 lo 102 0 462 0 167Nofthstã F

2 0.000 0.071 0 071 0 143OneEæleHæ N 14 14 14 0
0 789 o 474 0 316 I E7C

1S
.ts

1S 15 c € 30Pdermo
19 3 24 0 792 0.125 0 083 '1.00cFerrioo Heohts F 24 24 24

0 308 0 115 o o77 0 50c26 2( 2e 8 13H ne M eadows
14 o za 0.200 0.086 0.071 0.357Prescott at Enolidl Hill F 7Q 7( 7(

0 551 0 109 0 048 Q 701KC 66s JS 39( 218 43 1S 28ARedmond Ridoe Eas
2( 2 3 13 o 077 0.1 15 0 308 0 50cReeve at Pdterson Creek KC 29

14 o 714 0.143 0 143 1.00cS 14 14 1t 10 2Rossnont at Timberline
4a 7 3 10 0 163 0.070 0 000 0 233Sable& Asen Ridoe R 43 43

4 8 o 120 0.040 0 160 0.32Colus in Kirkland Hiohlaîds K 25 25 2a J
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20 1 3 MITIGATION DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY
STUDENT GBNERATION FACTORS

Fivc Year History
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coM ELEM t\4 I
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2013 RATTO

TOT
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1t 9 2 1 0 600 0 133 0 067 0 80cThe CrosS nos R 18 15

o 444 0111 o.o44 0 60cR 90 90 40 10 4 54Tyleds Creek
1€ 1( 4 4 11 0 250 0.188 0.250 0 688Wodord at Enolioh Hill R 16

7 21 o 226 0.097 0 113 0 435Whisler Ridoe R 62 62 ó2 14 6
0 23s21 1 1 2 4 0 059 0.059 0 1.18Woodlards Ridqe F 25

5 0 284 0.095 0 068 0 44eWoodlardsWed R 74 74 74 21 7
0 5oc46 4t 15 3 5 ¿! 0.326 0.06s 0 109Wvnsone F 46

.163
1.016 0 381 0 111 0.095 0 593TOTALS 2,136 1,752 1 71t 6s2 20'l
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2013 MITIGATION DEVELOPMBNT SUMMARY
STUDENT GENERATION FACTORS

Five Year History
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% (X.:LJUP/

# COMPL

f,

OCCUP
2013 SIUDENTS

ELEMI N¡IDDLEI SENIoRI TOTAL ELEI\4 MI SENM ULTI -FAM I LY DEVEL OPM ENTS
cil Y/

COUNTY

# ot-
UNITS

c 2 0 003 0 003 0.000 0 00€Vd oce lAl o<an) Aoatments F 322 97o/a 312 I 1

0 00c940/" 62 0 0 0 0 0 000 0.000 0 000Ddarc Apatmðts F 66

2 0 7 0 053 o 021 0 000 0 074Elernent Townhomes F 94 94 94
0 016 0 16¿bt 61 61 6 3 1 10 0 098 0 049FralcisVillæe K

0 0 2 0 333 0 000 0.000Grausone Condos F 16 16 6 2

o o42 0 16/24 24 24 2 1 1 4 0 083 o 042fuãìitaTownhomes K

0 1 3 o 250 0 000 0 125Kirklard Commons K 15 11 I 2

0 000 0.04(K 52 960/o 50 1 1 0 2 0.020 0 020LunaSol Apdtmelts
1 1 0 2 0 050 0.050 0 000 0 10(Ndson RidoeCondos F 2A 2A 2A

0 107 0 036 0 071 0.21471 28 28 ? 1 2 6Ae,.eâJ228
3 2 0 0 015 0 010 0.000 0.02:Red 160 ADfimffts F 250 80o/o 200

o 231 0 115 0 346 0.69iF 26 26 26 6 I I 18Redmond Pak Townhomes
6 0 0 6 0.231 0 000 0 000 0.231Redmond Ridoe East Duole< KC 135 26 26

0 038 0 010 0.o22 0 071F 319 98Yo 3't2 12 ? 7 22Redmond River l+rk Apalmerts
24 2 0 0 2 0 083 0 000 0 000 0 08Íections Redmond F 24 24

5 o 227 0 000 0.000 o 227U rbane Redmond Townhomes F 22 22 5 0 0

34 6 0 0 6 0.1 76 0 000 0.00c 0 17(Vdo Townhomes (A M ondav¡a F 34

2 0.100 0 000 0.00c 0 100Woodrun To¡vnhomes F 2C 2A 2A 2 0 0

1.329 65 18 21 104 0 049 0 014 0.01€ 0 078TOTALS 1,571



Conshuction Cost

lbid 2011. actual const. costs)
$21,'120,911

Projected Constmction Cost in

2015 (ò. 3o/o oer veal
s24,447,07'7

598 (26 classroorns x 23 students

per classroom : 598 students)

552 (24 classrooms x 23 students
per classroorn : 552 students)

201 I construction cost $36,323 per student space

(based on 2012 construction costs,

521.720.911 / 598 students)

201 5 projected cost,

adjüsted for capacity diffel€nce
$40,881 per student space

(based on 201 5 projected costs,

524-447-077 / 598 students)

$40,881 per student space

x 552 students : $22,566,312

lbased on 2015 proiected costs)

$2|,720,9r1
201

Cost

actual

$22,566,312

lake Washington School District

Cost

Compnison

Cnpac¡U

Adj,tsunet l

Adjustment

School Fulurc School

Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

Cost Model: (escalated to 2015)

Pope Site

$23,033,608

Sìze

Cosl

r Sludenl capocity includes

69 sludenls for Discowry
Communily School

r"^.24,\Tfl85 Appendix E



I:ke Washington School Distrìct

Cnpoc¡ly

Adjnslment

Adjnstment

School F úure School

Capital Facilities Plan 201 3-201 8

Cost Model: (escalated to 2015)

Pope Site

$23,033,608

Cosl

Size

Comparison

Cosl

capac¡ty

69 sludqts Io r D ¡ scovery

Communily School

20t I const
$21,720,911

Cost in
5

$24,447,077

552 (24 classroorns x 23 students
per classroom = 552 students)

598 (26 classrooms x 23 students
per classroom : 598 students)

$36,323 per student space

(based on 2012 construction costs,

521.720-911 / 598 students)

20l I constroclion cost

$40,881 per student space

(based on 2015 projected costs,

524.441.077 I 598 students)

$40,881 per student space

x 552 students : $22,566,312
lbased on 2015 oroiected costs)

201 5 projected cost,

adjusted for capacity difference

Construction Cost

lbid 201 1. actual const. costsl
$21,720,911

s22,s66,312Projected Construction Cost in

2015 (ã. 552 student câDaciw

,"* r0,1Í$85 Appendix E
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X. TABLES

Table L: Six-Year Enrollment Projections

TabIe2: Enrollment History

Table 3: Inventory and Capacities of Existing Schools

Table 4: Inventory of Undeveloped Land

Table 4a: Mtp

Table 5 Projected Capacity to House Students

Table 6: Six-Year Finance Plan
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County Live Births**

Six-Year Enrollment Projections

2012 2013 2014 20ls

24,899 25,222 25,057 24,514
323 (l6s) (s43)

2016

24,630
I l6

2017

24,691
6l

2018

24,752
61change

Kindergarten ***
Grade 1 ****
Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

Grade 7

Grade 8

Grade 9

Grade l0
Grade ll
Grade 12

1,962

2,151
2,174
2,208
2,126
2,002
2,003
1,930

1,860

1,802

1,717

1,733

1,740

2,006
2,179
2,283
) )7\
) ))L

2,146
1,991

1,982
1,914
1,853

1,789

1,7 44

1,798

2,013
2,23'7

2,313
2,309
) )5')
2,248
2,129
1,974
1,966
I,901
1,841

I,817
1,806

1,986

2,243
2,370
2,337

2,326

2,274
2,228
2,109
1,960
1,95 l
1,891

1,871

1,882

r,995
2,202

2,368
2,387

2,345
2,343
2,234
2,207

2,088

t,939
r,937
1,918

r,933

1,998

2,205
) 1)')

2,380
2,390
2,356
2,334
2,208
2,184
2,059
1,925

1,962
1,978

2,002
2,204
) 7)5

2,334
2,383
2,402
2,367

2,307

2,182
2,152
2,044
1,95 I

2,022

Totâl Dnrollment 25,408 26,144 26,806 2'7,428 27,896 28,301 28,675

Yearly Increase

Yearly Increase

Cumulative Increase

736

290%

736

662

2 s3%

1,398

622

2 32Yo

2,020

468 405 374

1 71% 1 4s% 1 32%

2,488 2,893 3,267

* Number of Individual Students (l0lll12 Headcount).

** County Live Births estimated based on OFM projections. 2016 and prior year binh rates are

actual births 5 years prior to enrollment year.

*** Kindergarten enrollment is calculated at7.88%o of County Live Births plus anticipated developments.

**t'* FirstGradeenrollmentisbasedonDistrict'spasthistoryoffirstgradeent'ollmenttoprioryear
kindelgarten enrollment.

|une24,2013
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-201 8

Enrollment History *

2003 2004 200s 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2nl1

County Live Births ** 22,212 22,00'1 22,48'1 21,178 21,863 22,431 22,874 22,680 24,244

Kindergârtcn / Live Birfh 'l 45yo 7 54yo 'l'llvo 821yr 7 76yo 7 95yo I )5% 825yo 1 87yo

2012

24,899

1 88yo

1 R*t'/^

Kindelgarten

Grade I
Grade 2

Grade 3

Gradc 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

Grtde 1

Grade 8

1,654 1,660 t,'t34 r,789 1,696 l,'t83 1,865 1,872 1,908 1,962

1,'t61

1,834

1,760

1,870

I,873

1,82s

t,75s

1,863

I ,781

1,871

1,846

1,881

),'792

1,868

t,7'7 5

1,9t6

I,860

1,870

1,7',t6

t,810

1,903

2,020

I,934

t,90 t

1,854

1,9s9

1,901

1,853

1,85 7

1,'7 53

1,825

1,692

t,8l I

't,755

I,'163

l,8l I

r.890

2,047

1,936

2,036

1,93'l

1,89'7

,660

,780

,742

,802

2,146

2,108

1,968

2,0s6

t,936

1,898

t,829

t,'734

2,t21

2,203

2,1t6
t,986

2,051

1,920

1,857

1,83 I

1,687

1,140

I,6'11

1,824

2,151

2,174

2,208

2,126

2,002

1,838

1,857

I,9t7

r,866

1,829

1,886

|,8't2

1,828

1,807

t,'726

1,818

1,806

1,838

1,726

1.8r9

2,003

1,930

1,860

1,738

1,805

1,673

t,782

t,'139

1,128

1,909

Grade 9

Grade 10

Grade 11

Grade 12

I,822

1,802

1,812

r,83 r

1,889

1,889

1,700

1,900

1.860

1,887

1,853

1.799

1,'765

\,824

1,856

1,88 l

1,'7 56

1,672

1,798

t,816

1,802

1,7 t7

l,'733

1,740

I

Totål Enrollment

Yearly Change

* October lst Headcount Average increase in the number ofstudents per year
++ Number indicates actual births Total incrcase for period

5 years prior to enrolhnent year Pet'centage incrcase for pet'iod
Average yeally increase

23.631 23,'1t4 23,a02 23,697 23,566 23,769 24,085 24,s89 24,915 25,408

83 88 (r05) (r3r) 203 3t6 504 326 493

197

1,777

8Yo

0.84%

June 24,2013
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Lake Washington School District

+ Note: See Table 4a for Distrìct Map Locations indicated by numbers stated in this colurnn.

* Note: "Standard capacity" does not include capacity for special prograrns as identified in Section III

Jlur.e24,2013
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Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

2012-'l,3Inventory and Capacities of Existing Schools

Juanita Area
25 Frost Elernentary

03 Juanita Elementary

04 Keller Elernentary

26 Muir Elernentary

06 Discovery Cornrnunity School

06 Sandburg Elementary

02 Thoreau Elementary

63 Finn Hill Middle School

60 Environmental & Adventure School

67 Kamiakin Middle School

82 Futures School

82 Juanita High School

Kirkland Area
07 Bell Elerrentary

96 Community School

16 Franklin Elementary

09 Kirk Elernentary

10 LakeviewElernentary

15 Rose Hill Elerrentary

18 Rush Elernentary

14 Twain Elen'ìentary

96 International Corrmunity School

65 Kirkland Middle School

80 Northstar Middle School

69 Rose Hill Middle School

61 Stella Schola Middle School

80 Er.nerson High

84 Lake Washington Hìgh

Redmond Area
53 Alcott Elementary

19 Audubon Elementary

46 DickinsonElernentary

24 Einstein Elenrentary

46 Explorer Communily School

22 Mann Elernentary

23 Redmond Elementary

21 Rockwell EJernentary

41 Rosa Parks Elementary

32 Wilder Elementary

74 Evergreen Middle School

71 Redmond Middle School

73 STEM

85 Redmond High SchooÌ

Sammamish Area
54 Blackwell Elementary

52 Carson Elementary

57 McAuliffe Elementary

58 Mead Elementary

56 Srnith Elementary

?7 Inglewood Middle School

86 Renaissance

86 Eastlake High School

Address
11801 NE l40rh

9635 NE 1 32nd

I 3820 I 08th NE

14012 132nd NE

12801 84rhNE

12801 84thNE

8224 NE 1 381h

8040 NE I 32nd

8040 NE I 32nd

14111 132ndNE

10601 NE l32nd

10601 NE l32nd

3225 205rh PL NE

I 035 244th Ave NE

23823'llE22nd

1725 216th NE

23305 NE l4th

24120 NE 8rh

400 228rh NE

4OO 228TH NE

Capacity (w/ portables)
426

276

346

368

69

437

391

672

125
717

67

1,290

ll212NEll2th
r 1 133 NE ó5th

I 2434 NE 60rh

l3l2 6th St¡eet

I 0400 NE 68rh

8044 t28th NE

6l0l l52ndNE

9525 l3Oth NE

I I 133 NE 65rh

430 18th Avenue

12033 NE 80th

13505 NE 75th

13505 NE 75th

I 0903 NE 53rd St

12033 NE 80th

4213 228rh NE

304s I 80rh NE

7040 208th NE

I 8025 NE 1 1 6th

7040 208rh NE

17001 NE t04th

16800 NE 80th

I I 125 l62nd NE

22845 NE Cedar Park Cresent Dr

22130 NE 133rd

6900 208rh NE

1 0055 I 66th NE

400 228th Ave NE

I 7272 NE 1 04rh

I

529

69

437

483

461

46t
391

552

390

591

84

663

84

224

,485

s98
414

496
437

92

391

438

575

713

552

873

945

319

1,869

460
529

644
587

62t
1,095

84

1,940

Table 3



Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2013-2018

Site
#,t

27

Inventory of Undeveloped Land

Area Address Jurisdiction Status

Juanita Area
None

Kirkland Area
Elernentary 10638 - 134tr'Ave. NE Redrnond In reserve ***

28

31

33

Redmond Area
Elernentary
Elementary

No School Use
Allowed

Elementary
Undetermined
No School Use

Allowed
Undetermined
Bus Satellite

l72"dNE &NE 122"d

Redmond Ridge East
194th NE above NE 116th

Main & 228'h NE
22000 Novelty Hill Road

NE 95th & l95th NE

NE 95'h Street & 173'd Place NE
22821 Redmond-Fall City Road

King County
King County
King County

Samnramish
King County
King County

King County
King County

In reserve
In reserve

*1.***

In resetve *t*
ln reserve ***

,t ***r.

ln reserve ***
In reserve ***

s9
75
90

91

99

Footnotes
"*" : See Table 4a for a District map. Locations indicated by numbers stated in this column.
c'***" - "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.

'(*****" : Property 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:

l. "Lake Washington 2" (Site 75):37 .85 acre site located on the north side of
Novelty Hill Road &. adjacentto 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 acre] environmental school while placing the remainder of
the use into permanent conservation."

2. "Lake Washington 4": Existing undeveloped acreage at Dickinson/Evergreen
site - this acreage be used for school development and can connect to sewer.

3. "Lake Washington 1 (Site 33)": 19.97 acres located 1/4 mile east of Avondale
Road - no school use allowed; potential conservation value.

4. "Lake Washington 3" (Site 9.0):26.86 acres located 1/4 mile south of Novelty
Hill Road and ll2 mile east of Redmond City Limits - no school use allowed.

June 24,2012
1 7685
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Lake Waslrington School District
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Capital Facilities Plan 2013-201 8

Projected Capacity to House Students

2012 20t3

23,605

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Permanent Capacity

New Construction*:
Redrnond Ridge East Elementary #31

New Elementary #28 (Pope Property)

New Elementary (Kirkland Alea)
New Middle School

s50

550

550

900

Modernization
Rush Elementaly #18

Rose Hill MS #69

Bell Elementary #

ICS/Community Schools

69

t46

46

0

Permanent Capacity Subtotal 23,605

2s,408

23,866

26,t44

23,866

26,806

23,866

27,428

24,966

27,896

26,416

28,301

26,416

28,675Total Enrollment

Permanent Surplus / (Deficit Capacity) (r,803)

3,1 61

4

(2,278\ (2,940) (3,562)

3,483

4

(2,930)

'ì 575

4

(1,88s)

3,661

4

(2,259)

Transitional Capacity IRelocatables]
Change in numbel of Relocatable Classrooms**

Total Sulplus / Deficit Capacity

3,253

6

3,39]l

4

3,759

4

1,358 915 451 (79) 64s 1,782 1 ,s00

Total Permanent and Transitional Capacity 26,766 27,119 27,251 27,349 28,541 30,083 30,175

*New schools and additional permanent capacity through modernization.
**Note: Numbers oflelocatables (portables) to be added from capacity increase avg. o123 students per portable).
***Note' All projects listed on Table 6 are potential

1 7685
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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 requirements of Washington's Growth
Management Act, King County Code K.C.C. 21A.43 and Cities of Kent,
Covington, Renton, Auburn, Black Diamond, Maple Valley, and SeaTac. This
annual Plan update was prepared using data available in the spring of 2013 for
the 2012-2013 school year.

This Plan is consistent with prior long-term capital facilities plans adopted by the
Kent School District. This Plan is not intended to be the sole planning document
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 shoder time period, other factors 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, Covington, Auburn and
Renton and included in the Capital Facilities Plan element of the Comprehensive
Plans of each jurisdiction. This Plan has also been submitted to cities of Black
Diamond, Maple Valley, and SeaTac for their information and inclusion in their
Comprehensive Plans.

ln order for impact fees to be collected in the unincorporated areas of Kent
School District, the Metropolitan King County Council must adopt this Plan and a

fee-implementing ordinance for the District. For impact fees to be collected in the
incorporated portions of the District, the citíes of Kent, Covington, Renton and
Auburn must also adopt this Plan and their own school impact fee ordinances.

This Capital Facilities Plan establishes a standard of service in order to ascertain
current and future capacity. 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 ordinances authorize the District to make
adjustments 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 is based 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.

(continued)

Kent School District Six-Year Capital Facìlitles Plan
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I Executive Summary (continued)

The capacity of each school in the District is calculated based on the District
standard of service and the existing inventory of permanent facilities. The
District's program capacity of permanent facilities reflects program changes and
the reduction of class size to meet the standard of service for Kent School
District, Portables provide additional transitional capacity,

Kent School District is the fourth largest district in the state. Enrollment is
electronically reported monthly to the Office of the Superintendent of Public
lnstruction ('OSPI") on Form P-223. Although funding apportionment is based on
Annual Average Full Time Equivalent (AAFTE), enrollment on October 1 is a
widely recognized "snapshot in time" that is used to repod the District's
enrollment for the year as reported to OSPI.

The Board of Directors approved Full Day Kindergarten ("FDK") for all
Elementary Schools in 2011-12 and FDK projections are used to forecast
Kindergarten enrollment in future years.

The District's standard of service, 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 satisfy concurrency requirements through the
transitional use of portables.

A financing plan is included in Section V I I I which demonstrates the District's
ability to implement this Plan. Pursuant to the requirements of the Growth
Management Act, this Plan will be updated annually with changes in the impact
fee schedules adjusted accordingly.

Kent School Distr¡ct Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan
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I I Six - Year Enrollment Projection

For capital facilities planning, growth projections are based on cohort survival
and student yield from documented residential construction projected over the
next six years. (see rable zl The student generation factor is the basis for the growth
projections from new developments. (see pase s)

King County live births and the District's relational percentage average were
used to determine the number of kindergartners entering the system. (see raöle l)

8.52o/o of 25,222 King County live births in 2008 is projected for 2,150 students
expected in Kindergarten for October 1, 2013. This is an increase of 323 live
births in King County over the previous yeal. Geerabte2)

Full Day Kindergarten ("FDK") programs at all28 elementary schools require an
adjustment to the Kindergarten forecast for projecting FDK at 1.0 FTE for capital
facilities planning. P-223 Reporls will continue to include FDK students at 1.0 for
five schools with FDK funded by state apportionment, and all other kindergarten
students will be reported at .50 FTE for state funding in 2012-13. 1s"" rabte2A)

Early Childhood Education students (also identified as "ECE", "Preschool
lnclusive Education ("1E") students are forecast and reported to OSPI separately
on Form P-223H for Special Education Enrollment. Capacity is reserved to serve
students in the ECE programs at elementary schools.

The first grade population of Kent School District is traditionally 7 - 8% larger
than the kindergarten population due to growth and transfers to the District from
private kindergartens. Cohort survival method uses historical enrollment data to
forecast the number of students projected for the following year. Projections for
2014-2018 are from OSPI Report 1049 Determination of Projected
Enrollments.

Within practical limits, the District has kept abreast of proposed developments.
The District will continue to track new development activity to determine impact
to schools. lnformation on new residential developments and the completion of
these proposed developments in all jurisdictions will be considered in the
District's future analysis of growth projections,

The Kent School District serves eight permitting jurisdictions: unincorporated
King County, the cities of Kent, Covington, Renton, and Auburn and smaller
portions of the cities of SeaTac, Black Diamond, and Maple Valley, The west
Lake Sawyer area of Kent School District is in the city of Black Diamond.

(Continued)

1 7685
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I I Six - Year Enrollment Projection (continued)

STUDENT GEN N FACTOR

"Student Factor" is defined by King County code as "the number derived by a
school district to describe how many students of each grade span are expected
to be generated by a dwelling unit" based on district records of average actual
student generated rates for developments completed within the last five years.

Following these guidelines, the student generation rate for Kent School District is

as follows:

Single Family

Multi-Family

Kent School District Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan

1 7685

Elementary
Middle School
Senior High

Total

Elementary
Middle School
Senior High

Total

.484

.129

.249
862

.324

.066

.118
.508

The student generation factor is based on a suryey of 2,163 single family
dwelling units and 1,478 multi-family dwelling units with no adjustment for
occupancy rates. Please refer to Appendix E on Page 36 of the Capital Facilities
Plan for details of the Student Generation Factor survey.

The actual number of students in those residential developments was
determined using the District's Education Logistics (EDULOG) Transportation
System which provides a count of enrolled students in identifiable new
development areas.
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.415
OCTOBER P 2A F f E (Full Time Equ¡valent) ENROLLMENT HISTORY '

LB = Live Bidhs LB in 1S5 LB in lm E iñ 1N7 !3

2006 20071994 .1995
1 19S7

KingcoútyL¡veBidhs2 19,825 19,999 2o¡4s 21,2as 22,g1 23j04 23,002 23.1& 22,355 22,o1o 21,817 21,573

lncr€aso / Decreese 851 174 450 840 1,262 563 -102 186 -033 -345 -193 -214

xindsrsanen/8irh%2 888% 949% g4O% gO7% B47o/o 854o/o 844% 838% 827% 856% 8250/.841o/o

21,646 22,212 22,OOf 22¡ù 21.7?8 21,863 22,431 22,A14 22,6A0

73 566 -205 480 -70s 85 568 443 -194

8.060/0 8.05% 8.33% 8.41% A.220/o 8.29yo 8.47% 8.32% 81304

24,244 24,899
1,554 855

I 18Vo 8.570/.

Kindergarten r'2'¡ Bo0 94e 962 96s 95s ga7 971 g?2 925 s42 900

stateApport¡onmentlundedFullDayKindergarlenr 2-3(lná@P'22!Fe@disoll0FfErorsr¡reaÞpodloiñoñrluddFÙrlDsvx)

1,945

1,944

'1,866

1,91ô

1,065

1,733

1,720

'1,628

1,612

2,O17

2,O48

1,972

1,939

1,907

1.951

1,91s

1,799

1,716

2,069

2,O15

2,098

2,086

2,251

2,056

2,208

2,033

2,208

1,851

1,965

I,e75

2,O72

2,087

2,205

2003

1998

2026

2015

2051

2101

2205

2254

1873

2045

2033

2045

2020

20s8

2130

21A4

343

't992

f939

2000

1954

2042

2130

2092

2151

831

471

2013

'1904

2078

1999

2041

2021

2136

2136

1,852

1,773

1,A24

1,793

1,702

1,629

1,624

1,545

1,483

2,O29

1,S90

1,950

1,900

1,91 !

1,885

'I,ð12

1,124

1,689

1,S67

1,S37

1,96s

1,942

1,899

1,915

1,946

1,882

1,800

1,975

2,011

'1,S59

2,012

1,924

1,895

1,S25

'1.941

1,894

2,152

1,979

2,025

1,966

1,S88

1,924

1,899

1,927

1,963

2,085

2,1 94

2,058

2,064

2,O23

2,036

1,9ø2

1,936

1,931

2,064

2,095

2,208

2,045

2,108

2,O45

2,063

1,970

1,925

1,989

2,O74

2,111

2,222

2,037

2,'119

2,Oø1

2,O15

2,102

1,936

2,067

2,040

2,166

2,109

2,253

2,127

2,154

2,24Ê

1,922

1,936

2,055

2,068

2,149

2,15|'

2,380

2,O79

2,404

2,209

2,351

2,309

1,954

1,935

2,020

2,O5?

2,102

2,139

2,243

2,221

1938

1981

1e62

2024

2090

2164

2200

768

385

1520

1916

2081

2060

2044

2081

2117

2143

2573

2245

19ô6

386

195ô

1942

1976

2044

2086

2070

2115

216ø

2467

2213

1956

1619

447

1885

2014

1981

2021

1973

2132

2't02

2108

907 A73 894 917 943 8S5 906 758 749 767

Grade I

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

Grade 7 w¿"*¡ø

Grade I "

Grãde 9-JuniorHigh

Grade 9-seniorHigh

Grade 10

Grade 1'1

Grcde 12

Tol6l Enrollmentl

'!,468

'1,360

1.202

1,480

1,400

1,255

't,663

1,40e

1.290

1,8S8

1,537

1.340

1,6S0

1,529

1,368

1,851

1.681

1,977

1,797

1 5ñ7

1,953

1,849

1 â42

2,O45

1,742

1 537

'1,765

'1,606

2,113

1,770

1 432

2,064

1,835

I 440

2,O39

1,823

1 475

2,207

1,7A7

1 ¿66

2560

2474

18ø2

2434

2233

1S49

1 573

2464

2267

1882

1543

2452

2088

1790

1521

2,705

2,124

1,907

1 446

2767

2't73

1799

1475

2772

2212

1881

1451

20,1g5 21,312 22,222 22,A03 22,794 23,323 23Jg2 24,560 24¡02 25,060 25,23A 25,944 25,354 25,358 25,770 25,809 25,864 25,745 25,828 25,77A 25,621 25,590 25'481

Yeâfy FTE
lncreas/ Decreasê -50

6,560

-157

6.403

-31

6,372

-t09

6.263

I,t78

2,094

s9

3,003

5A2

3,585

529

4,104

469

Á,574

768

5,U1 5,663

t70

5,841

178

6.019

1m

6,126 6,135

4

6,140

412

6,552

39

6,591

55 -110

6,6{6 6,527

83

6,6i0

916

916

lo
3,575Cumùlallve lnffeaæ

3 
Stât¡ng¡n2000,someKindsrgadmsludenlsarereponedall0(sameashe¿dcounl)atSschoolswh¡chqualifEdlorFul¡DsyKindergañen(FOK)fundedthroughSlaleAppoiionmenl

Kênl schlo'8ÀEict six-Ye€r csp¡rar Fæiriríes Plen Table 1 April 2013 Page 6



ACTUAL

2012 20'13October 2014 2015 2016 2017 201 I
o

Full

KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.415
SIX - YEAR ENROLLMENT PROJECTION

at all Elem LB in 2OO7 LB in 2008 LB ¡n 2009 LB ¡n 2010 LB in 2011 LB Est.2012 LB Est.2013

King County Live Births 1

lncrease / Decrease

Kindergarten t Birlh o/" 2

2/3 Kindergarten FTE @ .5

2/' FD Kindergarten @ 1.0

Grade I

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

Grade 7

Grade 8

Grade I
Grade 10

Grade 11

Grade 12

Yearly lncrease/Decrease 3

Yearly lncrease/Decrease %

24,899
655

8.57o/o

25,222

323

8.52o/o

25,057

-165

8.620/o

24,514
-543

9.02o/o

24,630

116

9 18To

24,750

120

9.35%

24,850 1

100

I51o/o

0

2134

2017

1 905

2082

2000

2044

2026

2139

2138

0

2,150

2,173

2,038

1,969

2,102

2,023

2,099

2,033

2,176

0

2,160

2,185

2,235

2,088

1,954

2,104

2,065

2,099

2,062

0

2,211

2,238

2,208

2,289

2,091

1,972

2,152

2,073

2,128

2,377

2,2't1

1,920

1.s81

0

2,262

2,290

2,262

2,261

2,292

2,110

2,017

2,161

2,102

2,453

2,101

1,948

1,587

0

2,313

2,343

2,315

2,316

2,264

2,313

2,158

2,025

2,191

2,423

2,168

1,851

1 ,610

0

2,364

2,396

2,368

2,371

2,319

2,285

2,365

2,167

2,053

2,526

2,142

1,910

1,530

2452

2088

1790

1521

2,490

2,081

1,682

1,467

2,501

2,179

'1,913

1,524

Total Enrollment Projection o 20,396 26,483 27,069 27,451 27,846 28,290 28,796

See Notes

2t3t4

147

0.560/o

586

2.21%

382 395 444 506

1.41% 1.44o/o 1.59% 1.79o/o

Notes;2/3/4w¡thAdjustmentforFullDayKindergarten&changefromFTEHistorytoHeadcounlProjectionswìthHighSchool@FTEduetoRunningStart

l Kindergartenenrollmentprojectionfor20l3isbasedonKentsDpercentageoflivebirthsinKingCountyfìveyearsprevious.

' Kind"rg.rt.n projection is calculated by using the District's previous year percentage of King County births five years earlier

compared to actual kindergarlen enrollment in the previous year, (Excludes ECE - Early Childhood Education preschoolers)

3 
Kindergartenprojeclionisatl.OforFull DayKindergarten(FDK)atall 2SElementaryschools.

4 
Headcounl Projections for 2014 - 2018 frcm OSPI Report 1049 - Determ¡nation of Projected Enrollments

u Oa 2OlZ p223 Ff E is 25,481 & Headcount is 26,611. Full Headcount with ECE Preschool & Running Start students = 27,732.

GROWTH PROJECTIONS stments for current economic factors

For facilities planning purposes, this six-year enrollment projection anticipates conservative enrollment

growth from new development currently in some phase of planning or construction in the district.

26,483Total Enrollment Proiect¡on 26,336 27,069 27,451 27.846 fr"-,*l 28,796
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I I I Gurrent Kent School District "Standard of Service"

ln order to determine 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 asceftain its overall capacity. The standard of servi'ce
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.

This Plan includes the standard of service as established by Kent School District.
The District has identified schools with significant special needs programs as
"impact" schools and the standard of service targets a lower class size at those
facilities. Portables included in the capacity calculation use the same standard of
service 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 capacity and standard of service. This process will
affect various aspects of the District's standard of service and future changes will
be reflected in future capital facilities plans.

Current Standards of Servi ce for Elementary Students

Class size for Kindergarten is planned for an average of 25 or fewer students
Class size for grades 1 - 3 is planned for an average of 25 or fewer students.
Class size for grades 4 - 6 is planned for an average of 29 or fewer students.

All elementary schools meet the criteria required to provide full day kindergarten
programs (FDK = Full Day Kindergarten) with the second half of the day funded
by state apportionment or the local levy. Five schools with FDK Programs have
state apporlionment funding and 23 others are funded through Basic Ed and the
local Educational Programs and Operations Levy.

Some special programs require specialized classroom space and the program
capacity of some of the buildings housing these programs is reduced. Some
students, for example, leave their regular classroom for a short period of time to
receive instruction in special programs 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,

(continued)

Kent School District Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan
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I I I Current Kent School District "Standard of Service't þontinued)

Some identified students will also be provided educational opportunities in

classrooms for special programs such as those designated as follows:

English Language Learners (E L L)

Education for Disadvantaged Students (Title I)- Federal Program
Learning Assisted Programs (LAP) - State Program
Education for Highly Capable Students
Reading, Math or Science Labs

lnclusive Education Seruices ("lES') for Elementary and Secondary students with
disabilities may be provided in a separate or self-contained classroom
sometimes with a capacity of 10-15 depending on the program:

Early Childhood Education (ECE) (3-4 yr. old students with disabilities)
Tiered lntervention in lnclusive Education Support Center Programs
lntegrated Programs & Resource Rooms (for special remedial assistance)
Self-contained lnclusive Education Support Center Programs (SC,)

SchoolAdjustment Programs for students with behavioral disorders (SA)

Adaptive Support Center for Mild, Moderate & Severe Disabilities (Asc-DD)

Speech & Language Therapy & Programs for Hearing lmpaired students
Occupational & Physical Therapy Programs (OT/PT)
The Outreach Program (TOP) for 18-21year old secondary students

Some newer buildings have been constructed to accommodate most of these
programs; some older buildings have been modified, and in some
circumstances, these modifications reduce the classroom capacity of the
buildings. When programs change, program capacity is updated to reflect the
change in program and capacity.

Current Standards of Service for Secondarv Students

The standards of service outlined below reflect only those programs and
educational opportunities provided to secondary students which directly atfect
the capacity of the school buildings.

Class size for grades 7 - 8 is planned for an average of 29 or fewei students.
Class size for grades I - 12 is planned for an average of 31 or fewer students

Similar to lnclusive Education Programs listed above, many other secondary
programs require specialized classroom space which can reduce the program
capacity of the permanent school buildings.

(continued)
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III Current Kent School District "Standard of Service" (continued)

educationalldentified secondary students will also be provided other
opportunities in classrooms for programs designated as follows:

Computer, Multi-media & Technology Labs & Programs
Technology Academy at Kent-Meridian High School & Mill Creek Middle School
Science Programs & Labs - Biology, Chemistry, Physics, Oceanography,

Astronomy, Meteorology, Marine Biology, General Science, etc.
English Language Learners (E L L)
Music Programs - Band, Orchestra, Chorus, Jazz Band, etc.
Art Programs - Painting, Design, Drawing, Ceramics, Pottery, Photography, etc.
Theater Arts - Drama, Stage Tech, etc.
Journalism and Yearbook Classes
Highly Capable (Honors or Gifted) and Advanced Placement Programs
lnternational Baccalaureate ("1 B") Program
JROTC - Junior Reserve Officers Training Corps

Career & Technical Education Programs (CTE - Vocational Education)
Family & Consumer Science - Culinary Arts, Sewing, Careers w/Children/Educ., etc.
Child Development Preschool and Daycare Programs
Health & Human Services - Sports Medicine, Sign Language, Cosmetology, etc.
Business Education - Word Processing, Accounting, Business Law & Math,

Marketing, Economics, Web Design, DECA, FBLA (Future Business Leaders).
Technical & lndustry - Woodworking, Cabinet Making, Building Trades, Metals,
Automotive & Manufacturing Technology, Welding, Drafiing, 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
School & Kent Success program with evening classes for credit retrieval

Space or Classroom Utilization

As a result 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, it is not poss¡ble to achieve 100% utilization of
regular teaching stations at secondary schools. Based on the analysis of actual
utilization of classrooms, the District has determined that the standard utilization
rate is 85% for secondary schools. Program capacity at elementary schools
reflects 100o/o utilization at the elementary level.

Kent School District Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan
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I V Inventory and Capacity of Existing Schools

Currently, the District has permanent program capacity to house 27,475 students
and transitional (portable) capacityto house 1,023. This capacity is based on the
District's Standard of Service as set forth in Section I I L lncluded in this Plan is
an inventory of the District's schools by type, address and current capacity. lsee
Table 3 on Page 12)

The ratio between permanent capacity and portable capacity is 97o/o - 3%.

The program capacity is periodically updated for changes in programs, additional
classrooms and new schools. Program capacity has been updated in this Plan to
reflect program changes implemented in the Fall of 2012.

Calculation of Elementary, Middle School and Senior High School capacities are
set forth in Appendices A, B and C. A map of existing schools is included on
Page '13.

For clarification, the following is a brief description of some of the non-traditional
programs for students in Kent School District:

Kent Mountain View Academy serves Grades 3 - 12 with transition, choice and
home school assistance programs. 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 Academy is a non-traditional high school which opened in Fall
2007 in the renovated site and building that formerly served Sequoia Middle
School. Kent Phoenix Academy has four special programs including the
Performance Learning Center, Gateway, Virtual High School and Kent Success.
Kent Success replaced the former Night Academy at Kent-Meridian High School
and provides afternoon and evening classes for credit retrieval.

iGrad - ln partnership with Green River Community College, Kent School District
has pioneered the lndividualized Graduation and Degree Program or "iGrad".

The iGrad Program is the first official Dropout Reengagement Program in the
state made possible under the provisions of ESHB 1418. iGrad offers a second
chance to students age 16-21 who have dropped out of high school and want to
earn a high school diploma via web-based instruction or get their GED and go on
to achieve an AA degree or certificate through Green River Community College.

iGrad is not included in this Capital Facilities Plan because it is served in leased
space at the Kent Hill Plaza Shopping Center. iGrad is also reported separately
to OSPI and the counts are not included in the P-223 Enrollment Reports for
2012-13. ln less than a year, enrollment in the iGrad program has grown to over
400 students.

Kent School District Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.415
INVENTORY and CAPAGITY of EXISTING SCHOOLS

Year
Opened ABR ADDRESSSCHOOL

2012-2013

Program

Capacity 1

East Hill Elementary

Emerald Park

Fairwood Elementary

George T. Daniel Elementary

1 953

1 999

1 969

1 992

EH 9825 S 240th Street, Kent 98031

EP 1 1800 SE 216th Street, Kent 98031

FW 16600 - 148th Avenue SE, Renton 98058

DE 1 1310 SE 248th Street, Kent 98030

490

504

408

456

Carriage Crest Elementary

Cedar Valley Elementary

Covington Elementary

Crestwood Elementary

1 990

197'1

1 961

I 980

cC 18235 - 140th Avenue SE, Renton 98058

CV 26500 Timberlane Way SE, Covington 98042

CO 17070 SE Wax Road, Covington 98042

CW 25225 - 1 80th Avenue SE, Covington 98042

452

380

504

432

Glenridge Elementary

G¡ass Lake Elementary

Horizon Elementary

Jenkins Creek Elementary

1 996

1971

1 990

1 987

GR 19405 - 120th Avenue SE, Renton 98058

GL 28700- 191stPleceSE, Kent 98042

HE 27641 - 144th Avenue SE, Kent 98042

JC 26915-186thAvenueSE, Covington 98042

456

452

504

404

Kent Elementary

Lake Youngs Elementary

Martin Sortun Elementary

Meadow Ridge Elementary

1 999

1 965

1 987

1994

KE 24700 - 64th Avenue South, Kent 98032

LY 19660-142ndAvenue SE, Kent 98042

MS 12711 SE 248th Street, Kent 98030

MR 27710 - 108th Avenue SE, Kent 98030

480

510

480

476

Meridian Elementary

Millennium Elementary

Neely-O'Brien Elementary

Panther Lake Elementary

1 939

2000

1 990

2009

ME 25621 - 140th Avenue SE, Kent 98042

ML 11919 SE 270th Street, Kent 98030

NO 6300 South 236th Street, Kent 98032

PL 20831 - 1081h Avenue SE, Kent 98031

524

504

480

s24

Park Orchard Elementary

Pine Tree Elementary

Ridgewood Elementary

Sawer Woods Elementary

1 963

't967

1 987

1 994

PO 11010 SE 232nd Street, Kent 98031

PT 27825- llSthAvenueSE, Kent 98030

RW 18030 - 162nd Place SE, Renton 98058

SW 31135 - 228th Ave SE, Black Diamond 98010

486

514

504

504

Scenic Hill Elementary

Soos Creek Elementary

Springbrook Elementary

Sunrlse Elementary

Elementary TOTAL

Cedar Heights Middle School

Mattson Middle School

Meeker Middle School

Meridian Middle School

Mill Creek Middle School

Northwood Middle School

Middle School TOTAL

Kent-Meridian High School

Kentlake Senior High School

Kentridge Senior High School

Kentwood Senior High School

Senior High TOTAL

Kent Mountain View Academy

Kent Phoenix Academy

DISTRICT TOTAL

1 960

197 1

1 969

1992

SH

SC

SB

SR

26025 Woodland Way South, Kent 98030

12651 SE218thPlace, Kent 98031

20035 - 100th Avenue SE, Kent 98031

22300 - 132nd Avenue SE, Kent 98042

19640 SE 272 Street, Covington 98042

16400 SE 251st Street, Covington 98042

12600 SE 192nd Street, Renton 98058

23480 - 120th Avenue SE, Kent 98031

620 North Central Avenue, Kent 98032

17007 SE 184th Street, Renton 98058

476

380

418

504

1 993

1 981

1970

1 958

2005

I 996

1 951

1997

1 968

1 981

CH

MA

MK

MM

MC

NW

13,206

895

787

832

792

916

926

5,148

1,904

I,957

2,277

2,159

KM 10020 SE 256th Street, Kent 98030

KL 21401 SE 300th Street, Kent 98042

KR 12430 SE 208th Street, Kent 98031

KW 25800 - 164th Avenue SE, Covington 98042

MVILC 22420 Military Road, Des Moines 98198

PH 11000 SE 264th Street, Kent 98030

1 997

2007

8,297

410

414

27,475
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V Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan

At the time of preparation of this Plan in spring of 2013, the following projects to
increase capacity are in the planning phase in Kent School District:

¡ Planning is in progress for construction of additional capacity for Pre-school and

Kindergarten students at Kent Elementary School in 2015. The project, which is one of
four in the country known as "Green Schoolhouse", will be largely funded and donated by

Brighten A Life Foundation. The District will fund -$3M for the site preparation and does

not expect to utilize impact fees to fund the project which will be built to LEED Platinum
standard. (LEED = Leadership in Energy & Environmental Design)

. Planning is in progress for a replacement school for Covington Elementary School in 2016
or beyond. The project is pending satisfactory financial resources to fund the project.

. Planning is in progress for additional classroom space for Neely-O'Brien Elementary
School. This addition will add approximately 25% to building capacity and is expected to

come online in Fall o12017.

o Enrollment projections reflect future need for additional capacity at the elementary school
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 as needed. Sites are based on need for additional capacity.

As a critical component of capital facilities planning, county and c¡ty planners and
decision-makers are encouraged to consider safe walking conditions for all students
when reviewing applications and design plans for new roads and developments. Th¡s

should include sidewalks for pedestrian safety to and from school and bus stops as well
as bus pull-outs and turn-arounds for school buses.

lncluded in this Plan is an inventory of potential projects and sites identified by the
District which are potentially acceptable site alternatives in the futurê. tsee Tabte 4 on Page

l5 & Slfe map on Page 16)

Voter approved bond issues have included funding for the purchase of sites for some of
these 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 properties meet current school construction
requirements and some property may be traded or sold to meet future facility needs.

2006 voter approval of $106M bond issue for capital improvement included the
construction funding for proposed Elementary School #31 (actual #29), replacement of
Panther Lake Elementary, and classroom additìons to high schools. Some impact fees
have been utilized for those projects.

ln March 2013 the Board of Directors reallocated the funding for proposed Elementary
#31 to capital projects for safety and security.

The Board will continue annual review of standard of service and those decisions will be

reflected in the each update of the Capital Facilities Plan.

a
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.415
Site Acquisitions and Proiects Planned to Provide Additional Capacity

StatusLOCATIONSCHOOL/FACILITY/SITE
Projected

Completion

Date

Pro.¡ected

Program

o/o for

new

Growth

ELEMENTARY
#on
Map

#on
Map

3 orHER strEs AceutRED

(Numbers to ident¡fy future schools may not correlate wíth number of extstrng schoo/s.)

Kent Elementâry School - Addit¡on (F)

I Classrooms added to provide New Capacity

24700 - 64th Avenue S, Kent

Elementary
Addition Planning 20'15-16 672 1000/o

Special LEED Plat¡num Donation Project - No lmpact Fees Current Capacity 480 (+192)

5 Replacement for Covington Elementary (U)

Cov¡ngton Elem - Capac¡ty to be replaced

SE 256th Street & 154th Ave SE

17070 SE Wax Road, Covington

Replacement
Elemenlary Planning 2016-17 600

-504

16%

Elementary Ut¡l¡zed

Neely-O'Brien Elementary School - Addition (U)

Classrooms added to provide New Capacity

Elementary

6300 S 236th Slreet, Kent 98032 Addition

Current Capacity 480 + 120 New = 600

Planning

Planning

2O17-1A 600 25o/o

MIDDLE SCHOOL & SENIOR HIGH

No new projects required for Secondary Schools at this time & Secondary Schools are excluded from lmpact Fee formula.

TEMPORARY FACILITIES
Add¡tional
Capacity

Relocatables TBD - For placement as needed New Planning 2013 + 24 - 3t each 10Oy"

Land Use
Des¡gnation Tvpe

Land Use
Jurisdiction

4 Cov¡ngton area Norlh (Near Mattson MS)

7 Covington area South (Scarsella)

5 Covington area West (Halleson-Wikstrom)

3 Ham Lake area (Pollard)

I SE of Lake Morton area (West property)

2 Shady Lk area (Sowers, Blaine, Drahota, Paroline)

1 So. King Co. Act¡vity Center (former Nike site)

12 South Central site (Plemmons-Yeh-Wms)

SE 251 & 164 SE, Covington 98042

SE 290 & 156 SE, Kent 98042

sE 256 & 154 SE, Covington 98042

16820 SE 240, Kent 98042

SE 332 & 204 SE, Kent 98042

17426 SE 1 92 Street, Renton 98058

SE 167 & 170 SE, Renîon 98058

SE 286th St & 124th Ave SE, Auburn 98092

Urban

Rural

Urban

Rural

Rural

Urban

Ru¡al

Urban

Elementary

Elementary

Elementary

Elementary

Secondary

Elementary

TBD 2

TBD 2

City of Covington

K¡ng County

City of Covington

King County

King County

King County

King County

King County

Notes:

1 Unfunded facil¡ty needs will be reviewed in the future

2 TBD - To be determ¡ned - Some sites are identif¡ed but placement, tim¡ng and/or confìguration of Relocatables has not been determined

3 Numbers conespond to s¡tes on Site Bank Map on Page 16. Other Mâp site locations are parcels identified ¡n Table 7 on Page 26.

Kent ffB$l D¡strict Six-Year Capital Fac¡l¡ties Plan Table 4 April 2013 Page 15
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V I Portable Classrooms

For the purpose of clarification, the term "portables" and the more descriptively
accurate term, "relocatables" are occasionally used interchangeably in this Plan.
The Plan also references use of portables or relocatables as interim or
transitional capacity and facilities,

Currently, the District utilizes portables to house students in excess of
permanent capacity and for program purposes at some school locations. (P/ease

seeAppendicesABCD)

Based on enrollment projections, implementation of full day kindergarten
programs, program capacity and the need for additional permanent capacity, the
District anticipates the need to purchase or lease some 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 District's portables will be replaced by permanent facilities. 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 community.

Portables may be used as interim or transitional facilities:

1. To prevent overbuilding or overcrowding of permanent school
facilities.

2. To cover the gap between the time of demand for increased
capacity and completion of permanent school facilities to meet
that demand.

3. To meet unique program requirements.

Portables currently in the District's inventory are continually evaluated resulting in

some being improved and some replaced.

The Plan projects 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 permanent facilities, life cycle and operational costs, and the
interrelationship between portables, emerging technologies and educational
restructuring will continue to be examined.

Kent School Districi Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan
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V I I Projected Six-Year Classroom Capacity

As stated in Section IV, the program capacity study is periodically updated for
changes in special programs and reflects class size fluctuations, grade level
splits, etc. As shown in the lnventory and Capacity chart in Table 3 on Page 12,

the pro$ram capacity is also reflected in the capacity and enrollment comparison
ChaftS. $ee Tables 5 & 5 A-B-c on pages 19 - 22)

Enrollment is electronically reported to OSPI on Form P-223 on a monthly basis
and funding apportionment is based on Annual Average FTE (AAFTE). The first
school day of October is widely recognized as the enrollment "snapshot in time"
to report enrollment for the year.

Full Time Equivalent (FTE) student enrollment for October 2012 was 25,481.09.
Kindergaften students are reported at .5 although all schools provide full day
kindergarten ("FDK") with alternative funding for the second half of the day,
State Apportionment-funded Full Day Kindergarten programs report and project
Kindergarlen students at 1.00 FTE at qualifying FDK schools. The P-223 FTE
Report excludes Early Childhood Education ("ECE' preschool) students and
College-only Running Start students. ¡see rabtes 5 & 5 A-B-c on pases 1s - 22)

ln October there were 761 students in 11th and 12th grade participating in the
Running Start program at 10-21 different colleges and receiving credits toward
both high school and college graduation. 378 of these students attended classes
only at the college ("college-only") and are excluded from FTE and headcount for
capacity and enrollment comparisons. Kent School District has one of the
highest Running Start program participation rates in the state.

Kent School District continues to be the fourth largest district in the state of
Washington. P-223 Headcount for October 2012 was 26,611 with kindergarten
students counted at 1.0 and excluding ECE and college-only Running Staft
students. A full headcount of all students enrolled in October 2012 totals 27,732
which includes ECE and college-only Running Staft students.

Based on the enrollment forecasts, permanent facility inventory and capacity,
current standard of service, portable capacity, and future additional classroom
space, the District plans to continue to satisfy concurrency requirements through
the transitional use of portableS. (see Tabte 5 and rabtes 5 A-B-c on Pases 1e - 22)

This does not mean that some schools will not experience overcrowding. There
may be a need for additional portables and/or new schools to accommodate
growth within the District. New schools may be designed to accommodate
placement of future portables. Boundary changes, limited and costly movement
of relocatables, zoning changes, market conditions, and educational
restructuring will all play a major role in addressing overcrowding and
underutilization of facilities in different parts of the District.

Kent School District Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.415
PROJECTED ENROLLMENT and CAPAGITY

TOTAL DISTRICT

Permanent Program Capacity I 27,475 27,475 27 ,475 27 ,475 27 ,667 27,763 27,883

Changes to Permanent Capacity 1

Kent Etementary Addition - Capacity lncrease (r) 2 192

Replacement school w¡lh projected inclease in capacity:

Covington Elementary Replacement 1u¡ 
3

To Replace current Covington Elementary capacity

Neely-O'Brien Elementary Addition - Capacity lncrease (u) a

600

-504

120

2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017 2017-2018 2018-2019

PROJECTED
SCHOOL YEAR

Actual

27,475 27,475 27,475 27,667 27 ,763 27,883 27,883

lnterim Relocatable
5

Elemenlâry Relocatable Capacity Required

Middle School Relocatable capeci(y Required 
7

Senior High School Relocâtable capâcity Required 
7

2 448I368761936600 þ01

0

0

2608

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Permanent Program Capacity Subtotal

600 936 1,176 1,368 1,608 2,016 2,448

28,075 28,411 28,651 29,035 29,371 29,899 30,331TOTAL CAPACITY 1

27,069 27.451 27,846 28.79626,336 26,483 28,290TOTAL ENROLLMENT/ PROJECTION 6

øKind @.5
25,590

uAd usted for FULL Da Kinder arten Headcount

1 739 1,928 1,582 1,584 1,525 1,609 1 ,535DISTRICT AVAILABLE CAPACITY 7

1 Capacity is based on standard of service for programs provided and is updated periodically to reflect program changes,

2 Kent Elementary Addition reflects I classroom capacity increase for Green Schoolhouse LEED Platinum project.

3 Replacement school for Covington Elementary will increase capacity and wilt be built on a different existing urban site.

a Addit¡on to Neely-O'Brien Elementary will increase capacity approximately 25%.

5 ZOl2-ZOlg total classroom relocatable capac¡ty is 1 ,023. Some additional relocatables used for program purposes.

6 Actual October Headcount Enrollment with Projections from OSPI Report 1049 - Determination of Projected Enrollments.

Enrollment counts and projections have been adjusted for Full Day Kindergarten at all Elementary Schools.

7 School capacity meets concurrency requirements and no impact fees are proposed for secondary schools.

K€ntfdp6l District Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan Table 5 April 2013 Page 19



KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.415
PROJECTED ENROLLMENT and CAPACITY

ELEMENTARY - Grades K-6

Elementary Permanent Capacity 1 13,206 13,620 13,620 13,620 13,812 13,908 14,028

Kent Mountain View Academy 2 414

Changes to Elementary Capacity

Kent Elementary Addition Capacity lncrease 1r¡

Covington Elementary Replacement 1u¡a

Will replace current Covington Elementary capacily

Neely-O'Brien Elementary Addition Capacity lncrease 1u¡ 
5

192

600
-504

120

subtotar 13,620 13,620 13,620 13,812 13,908 14,028 14,028

Relocatable Capacity Required 1

600 936 1176 1368 1608 2,016 2,448

2015-2016 2016-20172012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2017-2018 201 8-201 ISCHOOL YEAR

Acìual PROJECTED

TOTAL CAPACITY 1i 2 14,220 14,556 14,796 15,180 15,5,16 16,044 16,476

w/Khd @.s
13,220 Ad usted for FULL Da Kinder arten Headcount

12 2 5 19 22 22 8SURPLUS (DEFICIT) CAPACITY

Number of Relocalables Required 25 39 49 57 67 84 '102

102 Classroom Relocatables required in 2018-19. Some addilional Relocatables used for program purposes.

I 
Capaciiy is based on standard of service for programs provided and is updated periodically to reflect program changes.

2 Kent Mountain View Academy is a special program at the former Grandview School serving students in Grades 3 - 12.

The school building (formerly Kent Learning Center & Grandview Elem.) was designed as an elementary school.

3 
Kent Elementary Addition reflects I classroom capacity increase for Green Schoolhouse LEED Platinum project,

a Replacement school for Covington Elementary will increase capacity and is planned for a ditferent exist¡ng urban site.

u 
Add¡t¡on to Neely-O'Brien Elementary will increase capacity approximately 25%.

6 Actual October Headcount Enrollment with Projections from OSPI Report 1049 - Determination of Projected Enrollments.

Enrollment & Projections reflect FULL Day Kindergarten at ALL Elementary schools @ 1.0 & exclude ECE Preschoolers.

14,208 14,554 14,791 15,161 15,494 16,022 16,468ENROLLMENT/ PROJECTION 6

Kent,|ffil D¡strict Six-Year Cap¡lal Facil¡ties Plan Table 5 A April 2013 Page 20



KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.4l5
PROJECTED ENROLLMENT and CAPACITY

MIDDLE SCHOOL Grades 7 - B

Middle School Permanent Capacity 1 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148

No to Middle School

Mill Creek MS & Technology Academy
Phase 2 of Renovation completed ¡n 2010

(No new capacity added in renovation)

Mill Creek Tech Academy serves students from all areas of Kent SD

Subtotal 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148

Relocatable Capacity Required 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017 2017-2018 2018-2019

Actual PROJECTED
SCHOOL YEAR

5.148 5.148 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148 5,148TOTAL CAPACITY 1&3

4.277 4.209 4.161 4,201 4,263 4.216 4,220ENROLLMENT / PROJECTION 2

871 939 987 947 885 932 928SURPLUS (DEFICIT) CAPACITY 4

NumberofRelocatablesRequired 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No Classroom Relocatables required at middle schools at this time, Some Relocatables used for classroom and program purposes.

1 Capacity is based on standard of service for programs províded and is updated periodically to reflect program changes.

2 Actual October Headcount Enrollment with Projections from OSPI Report '1049 - Determination of Projected Enrollments.

3 Surplus capacity due to grade level reconfiguration - All 9th grade students moved to the high schools in Fall 2004.

o M¡ddle School capaciÇ meets concurrency requirements and no impact fees are collected for middle schools.

fent.'$c$o4t District Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan Table 5 B April 2013 Page2l



KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.415
PROJEGTED ENROLLMENT and CAPACITY

SENIOR HIGH Grades 9 -'12

Senior Hiqh Permanent Capacity 1 8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707

lncludes Kent Phoenix Academy 2

No Çhanges to High School Capacity

Kent-Meridian HS & Technology Academy

Classroom Additions completed in 2012 (F\

KM Tech Academy & lnternational Baccalaureate Program

serve students from all areas of Kent SD

subtotal 8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707

Relocatable Capacity Required 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2012-2013 2013-2014 20'14-2015 20't5-2016 2016-2017 2017-2018 201 8-201 I

Actual PROJECTED
SCHOOL YEAR

8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707 8,707TOTAL CAPACIry 1

7.851 7 ,720 8,117 8,089 8,089 8,052 8,108ENROLLMENT / PROJECTION 3

SURPLUS (DEFICIT) CAPACITY 856 987 590 618 618 65s 599

NumberofRelocatablesRequired 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

No Classroom Relocatables required at th¡s time. Some Relocatables used for classroom and program purposes

I Capacity is based on standard of service for programs provided and is updated periodically to reflect program changes,

2 Kent Phoenix Academy opened in Fall 2007 serving grades 9 - 12 with four special programs.

3 Actual October Enrollment with Projections from OSPI Report 1049 - Determination of Projected Enrollments.

o High School capacity meets concurrency requirements and no impact fees are collected for high schools,

Kent S_ci^o_ol Distr¡ct Six-Year Cap¡tal Fac¡l¡t¡es Plan
17685
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VIII Finance Plan

The finance plan shown on Table 6 demonstrates how the Kent School District plans to
finance improvements for the years 2013 - 2014 through 2018 - 2019. The financing
components include secured and unsecured funding and impact fees. The plan is based
on voter approval of future bond issues, collection of impact fees under the State
Growth Management Act and voluntary mitigation fees paid pursuant to State
Environmental Policy Act.

ln February 2006, voters approved a $106 million bond issue that included funds for
replacement of Panther Lake Elementary School with increased capacity, as well as

construction of a new Elementary School to accommodate growth. The new Panther
Lake Elementary School replaced the previous Panther Lake Elementary in Fall of 2009.

The bond issue also funded Phase II of the renovation for Mill Creek Middle School and
renovation of Sequoia Middle School for reconfiguration as a non-traditional high school,
Kent Phoenix Academy, which opened in September 2007.

2006 construction funding also provided for additional classrooms at Kentlake High
School and two projects at Kent-Meridian HS. The projects at Kent-Meridian provide

additional capacity with several new classrooms and gymnasium space. The projects at
K-M are completed and the new Main Gym added capacity for two more PE classrooms.
Some impact fees were utilized for new construction that increased capacity.

Originally, the district designated $16 million of the 2006 bond authorization for
construction of an additional elementary school, identified as Elementary #31 in previous

Plans. Due to a change in circumstances, the Board of Directors reallocated the $16
Million for capital projects for safety and security,

The Greenhouse School LEED project is planned to provide additional capacity at Kent
Elementary School for 2015-16. No lmpact Fees will be used for the project.

Replacement of Covington Elementary School in 2016-17 or beyond will increase
capacity by approximately 16%. Some impact fees will be utilized as part of the Finance
Plan.

A building addition is also planned to provide approximately 25% additional classroom
capacity at Neely-O'Brien Elementary Schoolin 2017-18.

The Finance Plan includes a few new relocatables to be purchased or leased to provide
additional capacity and some may be funded from impact fees.

Enrollment projections reflect 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 schools are based on estimates from
Kent School District Facilities Department. Please see pages 25-26 for a summary of
the cost basis.

Kent School District Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.4l5
SIX-YEAR FINANCE PLAN

Table 6 Apr¡l 2013 Page 24Kent School Dislrict Six-Year Capil.al Fac¡lit¡es Plan
17685

5
¡ees

lmpact

2018 I I rorAL
Secured

Local & State Slale 
2 

or Local 
3

Unsecured

2014 2015 2016 2017
Eslimâled

PERMANENT FACILITIES

scHool FActLrTlEs l 'l 2o't3

Add¡lion to Kent Elem - LEED Prcject 
1

Covington Elementary Replaæment 1

Addition lo Neely-o'Brien Elemenlary 1

NO Secondary School Projecls al this lime

TEMPORARY FACILITIES

Addilional Relocatables 
3- 4

OTHER

$2.401.000 $2.401,000

$9,000.000

$26,745,000

$1 0,600,000

$o

$5,095,000

$3,500,000

$9,000,000

$31,840,000

$14.'100,000

N/A

$31,840,000

$14,100,000

$9,000,000

$277,000
2 Íelocatables

$290,000
2 relocalables

$305,000
2 reloølables

$320,000
2 reloÉtables

$504,000
3 reloÉlables

$705,000
4 re¡o@(ables

$277.000Totals

'F=Funded U=Unfunded

NOTES:

I Based on estimates of actual or luture construction costs from Facil¡t¡es Department (See Page 25 for Cost Basis Summary)

2 The D¡strict anl¡cipales receiving some State Funding Construc(¡on Assistance (formerly known as "match¡ng lunds") for some projects

3 Facili(y needs are pend¡ng review. Some of lhese prcjecls may be funded w¡lh impacl fees

4 Cost of Relocatables based on current cost and adjusted for inflation for fulure years

5 Fees in this column are based on amount offees collected to date and estimaled lees on fulure units



V I I I Finance Plan - Cost Basis Summary

For impact fee calculations, construction costs are based on cost of the last
elementary school, adjusted for inflation, and projected cost of the next
elementary school.

Cost Projected CostElementary School

$26,700,000Cost of Panther Lake Elementary
Replacement (Opened in Fall 2009)

$31,840,000Projected cost - Covington Elementary
Replacement (Projected to open in 2016)

$14,100,000Projected cost of Neely-O'Brien Addition
(Projected to open in 2017)

Elementary Cost based on
Covington Elementary Replacement

$31,840,000

Site Acquisition Cost

The site acquisition cost is based on an average cost of sites purchased or built
on within the last ten years. Please see Table 7 on page 27 for a list of site
acquisition costs and averages.

District Adjustment

The impact fee calculations on pages 28 and 29 include a "District Adjustment"
to reduce the fees calculated by the impact fee formulas. Based on current
economic conditions, the District has adjusted the impact fees to keep the same
rates as those currently in place and made no adjustment for increase in the
Consumer Price lndex.

Kent School District Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan
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Cost Avq cost/acre Total Ave¡aqe Cost / Acre
Type &

# on l\4aD School / Site
Year Open /
Purchased Lo€tion

Note: All rural s¡tes were purchased prior to adoption of Urban Growth Area

Numbers to locat¡ons on S¡te Bank &

lo'1996

Elementary

13 / Urban Panther Lake Elementary Replacement S¡te

5 / Urban Elementary Site (Halleson & W¡kstrom)

2008

2004

10200 SE 216 St, Kent 98031

15435 SE 256 St, Covington 98042

Elementary Site Subtotal

9.40

'10.00

$4,48s,013

$1.093,910

9477,129

$ 109,391

19.40 $5,578,923 $287,573
Elem s¡te averaoe

Middle School

urban Northwood Middle School

I 0 / Urban Mill Creek MS (Kent JH) / McMillan St assemblage

12 / Urban So Central Site - Unincorp KC (Plemmons, Yeh, Wms)

1996

2002

1999

17007 SE 184 St, Renton 98058 24.42 $655,138

411-432McN¡illanSl,Kent98032 123 $844,866

E of 124 SE btw 206-2Ss pr (UKc) 39.36 $1 ,936,020

Middle school Site Subtotal 65.01 $3,436,024

$26,828

$686,883

$49,1 88

$52,854
Mlddl€ Schl S¡te Avq.

Sen¡or High

11 / Urban

Senjo¡ High

6 / Urban

K-M High School Add¡tion (Kent 6 & Britt Smith) 2oo2 &2003 10002 sE 256th Street

Kentlake H¡gh School (Kombol N4orr¡s) 19s7 21401 sE 300 sl, Kent 98042

Kentwood Sr Hi Add¡t¡on (sandhu) 1998 16807 SE 2561h street

Sen¡or High Site Subtotal

631

40 00

3.83

$3,310,000

$537,s34

$302,1 1 7

$524,564

$13,438

$78,882

50.14 $4,149,651 $82,76 1

Sr H¡ Sito Averaqe

Total Acreage & Cost

r34 5s S13.164.598

Total Average Cost / Acre

$97,842

I / Rural

4 I ûtban

3 / Rural

7 / Rural

I / Rural

2 I Urban

I / Urban

So. King County Activ¡ty Center (Nike site) purchâsed prior to 1996

S¡te - Covington area North (So of lvattson MS) 1984

Site-Hamlakeeast (Pollard) 1992

Site - South of Covinston (Scarsella) 1993

Site-SEofLakeMortonarea (Westproperty) 1993

Site-ShadyLake(Sowers-Blaine-Dtahota-P¿roline)'1995

Old Kent Elementary replaced and curently leased out

Kent sôñ6ûÐistrict six-Year Capital Facilities Plan

KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.415
Site Acquisitions & Costs

Average of S¡tes Purchased or Built on within last 15 Years
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
FACTORS FOR ESTIMATED IMPACT FEE CALCULATIONS

Student Generation Factorc - Single Family

Elementary (GradesK-6)
Middle School (Grades 7 - 8)

Senior High (Grades I - 12)

Total

0.484

0.129
0.249
0.862

600

0

0

11

21

32

$31,840,000
$0

$o

70,892
16,376

22 064
3% 109,332

1,470,543
660 904

1,110,415
3,241,862

1,541,435

66 829

1J32,479
3,341,743

Student Generation Factors - Multi-Family

Elementary

Middle School

Senior High

Total

0.324

0.066

0.1 18

Projected lncreased Student Capacity

Elementary

Middle School

Senior High Addition

Required Site Acreage per Facility

Elementary (required)

Middle School (required)

Senior High (required)

New Facility Construction Cost

Elementary.
Middle School

Senior High *

* See cost basis on Pg.25

0.508

OSPI - Square Footage per Student

Elementary

Middle School

Senior High

Special Education

90

117

130

144

Average Site Cost / Acre

Elementary

Middle School

Senior High

$287,573

$0

$0

Temporary Facility Capacity & Gost

Elementary @ 24

Middle School @ 29

Senior High @ 31

$138,500

State Funding Assistance Credit (rormerry "state Match")

Diskict Funding Assistance Percentage 57.89%

Construction Cost Allocation

CCA - CosVSq, Ft. (Effective July 11-12) $188.ss

District Average Assessed Value

Single Family Residence 9228,242

District Average Assessed Value
Multi-Family Residence

Apartments 70% Condos 30%

$85,802

Bond Levy Tax Rate/$1,000

Cunent / $1,000 Tax Rate (1 ,8607) $1.86

General Obligation Bond lnterest Rate

Cunent Bond lnterest Rate 3.74%

$0

Temporary Facility Square Footage
Elementary

Middle School

Senior High
Total

Permanent Facility Square Footage
Elementary (lncludesKMVA)

Middle School

Senior High
Total 97%

Total Facilities Square Footage
Elementary

Middle School

Senior High

Total

Developer Provided Sites / Facilities

Value

Dwelling Units

0

Kent School District Six-Year Capital Facil¡ties Plan
1 7685
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

IMPACT FEE CALCULATION for SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE

Site Acquisition Cost per Single Family Residence

Formula: ((Acres x Cost x Student Generation Factor

A 1 (Elementary)

A 2 (Middle School)

A 3 (Senior High)

B 1 (Elementary)

B 2 (Middle School)

B 3 (Senior High)

D 1 (Elementary)

D 2 (Middle School)

D 3 (Senior High)

11

21

32

$31,840,000

$0

$0

$188,55

$188.55

$188.55

$287,573

$o

$0

600

1,065

1,000

0.484

0.129

o.249

0.862

0.484

o.129

o 249

0.862

A

$2 551 a1

$0

$0

+ $2,s51.73

Permanent Facility Construction Cost per Single Famlly Resldence

Formula: ((Facility Cost / Ca x Student Facto X

Temporary Facility Cost per Single Family Residence

Formula; ((Facility Cost / x Student / Total

C 1 (Elementary) $138,500 24 0 484

C 2 (Middle School) $0 29 0129

C 3 (Senior High) $0 31 0'249

0.862

State Funding Assistance Credit per Single Family Residence (formerly "State Match")

600

900

1,600

90

117

130

0.97

0.97

0,97

B

x

0.03

0.03

0.03

CÐ

$24,913 74

$0

$0
Ð s24,913.74

$83.79

$0

$0

$83.79

Formula: Area CostAllowance x SPI uare Feet student x Fu Assistance % x Student Factor

5789

0

0

0

$228,242

$1.86

3.74o/o

10

$27,549.26

$4,754.64

$0

$0

s4,754.64

.' $3,489.63

4

0 484

0 129

0.249
D+

Tax Gredit per Single Family Residence

Average SF Residential Assessed Value

Current Debt Service Rate / $1,000

Current Bond Interest Rate

Years Amortized (10 Years)

Developer Provided Facility Credit

Fee Recap
A = Site Acquisition per SF Residence

B = Permanent Facility Cost per Residence

C = Temporary Facility Cost per Residence

Subtotal

D = State Match Credit per Residence

TC = Tax Credit per Residence

Subtotal

0 0

TC

FC 0

$2,551.73

$24,913.74

$83.79

$4,754.64

$3,489.63

Total Unfunded Need

50% Developer Fee Obligation

FC = Facility Credit (if applicable)

Diskict Adjustment (See Pege 20 for explanation)

Net Fee Obligation per Residence - Single Family

$8 244.28

$9,652

0

Kent School District Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan
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Facil¡tv CaDacitv Student FactorRequ¡red Site Acreage Average Site CosuAcre

Construction Cost Fac¡lity Capacity Student Factor Footage Rat¡o

Student Factot Footaoe RatioFacility Cost Facility Capac¡ty

SPI Ft. / Sludent Assistance % Student Factorconstruct¡on Cost Alloæt¡on

Facilitv / Site Value UnitsDwelli

$19,304.98
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
IMPACT FEE CALGULATION for MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENCE

Site Acquisition Cost per Multi-Family Res¡dence Unit

Formula: ((Acres x Cost x Student Generation Factor

A 1 (Elementary)

A 2 (Middle School)

A 3 (Sen¡or High)

D l (Elementary)

D 2 (Middle School)

D 3 (Senior High)

0.97

0.97

0,97
B+

FC

0 324

0.066

0.118
D4

$16,677.79

$0

$0

$16,677.79

$3,1 82.86

$o

$o

$3,182 86

'I 1

21

32

$287,573

$0

$0

500

1,06s

1,000

0.324

0.066

0.118

0.508

0.324

0,066

0 118

0.508

A4

$2,049,82

$0

$0

$2,049.82

Permanent Facil¡ty Construction Cost per Multi-Family Residence Unít

Formula: ((Facility Cost / x Student Fa X

B 1 (Elementary) $31,840,000 600

B 2 (Middle School) $0 900

B 3 (Senior High) $0 1,600

Temporary Facility Cost per Multi-Family Residence Unit

Formula: ((Facility Cost / x Student x

nt / Total

c / Total

0.03 $56.09

0.03 $0

0.03 $0
c + 

-156 
oe

C 1 (Elementary) $138,500 24 0.324

C 2 (Middle School) $0 29 0 066

C 3 (Senior High) $0 3'l 0 1 18

0.508

state Funding Assistance cred¡t per Multi,Family Residence (formerly "state Match")

Formula: AreaCostAllowance x SPI uare Feet student x Fund Assistance % x StudentFactor

$1 88 55

$1 88.55

$188,55

90

117

130

0 5789

0

0

Tax Credit per Multi-Family Residence Unit

Average MF Residential Assessed Value

Current Debt Service Rate / $1 ,000

Current Bond lnterest Rate

Years Amortized (10 Years)

Developer Provided Facil¡ty Credit

Fee Recap
A = Site Acquisition per Multi-Family Unit

B = Permanent Facility Cost per MF Unit

C = Temporary Facility Cost per MF Unit

Subtotal

D = State Match Credit per MF Unit

TC = Tax Credit per MF Unit

Subtotal

$85,802

$1 .86

374%
10

$18,783.70

$4,494 70

TC + 91,311.84

c)0 0

$2,049.82

$16,677.79

$56.09

$3,182.86

$1 311 ,84

Total Unfunded Need

50% Developer Fee Obl¡gat¡on

FC = Facility Credit (if applicable)

District Adjustment (See Page 26 for explanation)

Net Fee Obligation per Residentiel Unit - Multi'family

s7,347

0

Facilitv Caoacitv Sludent FactorAverage S¡te CosuAcreRequ¡red Site Acreage

Student Faclor Footaqe Ret¡oConstruction Cost Facjlity Capacity

Student Factor Footaqe RatioFacility Cost Facility Capacity

Student FactorFt / StudentsPt v.Area Cost Allowance

UnitsFacility i Site Value

Kent.,)6[gol District Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan

$r4,289.00
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IX Summary of Changes to April 2012 Capttal Facilities Plan

The Capital Facilities Plan (the "Plan") is updated annually based on previous Plans in
effect since 1993. The primary changes from the April2012 Plan are summarized here.

Board of Directors re-allocated funds for previously proposed Elementary 31 to capltal
projects for safety and securitY.

Future projects include proposed replacement and expansion of Covington Elementary,
and additions to Kent Elementary & Neely O'Brien. Project that increased capacity at
Kent-Meridian HS was completed and removed from Finance Plan & Fee Charts.

Changes to capacity continue to reflect fluctuations in class size as well as program

changes. Changes in relocatables or transitional capacity reflect use, lease or purchase,

sale, surplus and/or movement between facilities,

The student enrollment 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 called "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.

Based on current economic conditions, the District Adjustment results in no change to
the current impact fees.

Changes to lmpact Fee Calculation Factors include:

FROM TO CommentsGrade/TypeITEM

Student Generation Factor

Single Family (SF)

Student Generation Factor

Multi-Family (MF)

State Funding Assistance Ratios ('st"te rrlat"rr')

Area Cost Allowance (former Boeckh lndex)

Average Assessed Valuation (AV)

AV - Average of Condominiums & Apts,

Debt Service Capital Levy Rate / $1000

General Obligation Bond lnterest Rate

lmpact Fee - Single Family

llmÞact 
Fee - Multi-Family

Elem

MS

SH

Total

Elem

MS

SH

Total

0.486

0.1 30

0.250

0.484

0 129

0 249

0.866

0 331

0.067

0.124

0.862 - 04

0.324

0.066

0 118

SF

MF

0.522

56 65%

$188 55

$249,981

$95,379

$1.75

3.84o/o

$s,486

$3,378

0.508

57 89o/o

$1 88 55

$228,242

$85,802

$1.86

3,7 4o/o

$5,486

$3,378

- .14

Per OSPI Website

Per OSPI Website

Puget Sound ESD

Puget Sound ESD

Per King Co. Assessor Report

Market Rate

No Change to lmpact Fee

No Change to lmpact Fee

SF

MF
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Appendix A: Calculations of Capacities for Elementary Schools

Appendix B: Galculations of Capacities for Middle Schools

Appendix C: Calculations of Capacities for Senior High Schools
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Appendix E: Student Generation Factor Suruey
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KENT SCHOOL DISTRIGT No.415
STANDARD of SERVICE - PROGRAM CAPACITY - INVENTORY of RELOCATABLES - FTE end HEADCOUNT ENROLLMENT

Carriage Crest

CedarValley

Cov¡ngton

cc
CV/e

CO/ê

'18

15

20

t8

19

18

21

20

21

'19

17

18

21

20

20

24

0

6

4

432

360

480

432

10

0

0

20

21

17

18

0

20

0

44

4

4

0

20

24

68

20

24

0

20

54

l0
0

0

68

20

10

0

60

4

4

2

1?

l5
17

21

14

A52

380

504

400

504

408

456

452

504

404

480

5'10

480

476

524

504

480

s24

486

514

504

504

352 48

270 50

427 00

439 38

474 53

449 00

415 66

499 00

447 50

404 50

473 50

626 00

420 50

563,50

539,00

531 05

680 52

477 03

462 50

51S 30

424 78

605 00

312 50

490 60

512 03

103 00

626

445

6'11

548

424

299

463

East H¡ll

Emerald Park

FaiMood

EH

EP

OE

480

504

408

480

504

456

408

516

486

454

479

425

501

583

744

478

493

558

457

605

341

536

549

103

470

380

418

504

410

T

F

Glenridge

Giass Lake

Horizon

GUh

HE

KE/6h

LY/h

t\4s

T. oan¡el Elem

Kent Elementary

Lake Youngs

Mart¡n Sortun

Merìdlan Elementary

Mìllennium Elenentary

Neely-O'Br¡en

Park Orchard

Pine T¡ee

Ridgewood

Scenic Hill

Soos Creek

Springbrook

Sunrise

K€nl Mln View Academy

456

432

504

F

F

F

MEft 21

20

20

ML

NO

504

480

480

504

432

504

504

504

408

360

408

504

356

581

SF
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SI

SF

SF

F

F

F

PO

PTlh

SH

SC/e

SB

sR/h

lElementaryclassroomøpac¡tyisbasedonaverageol24:20-22inK-3&29inGrades4-6 lncludesadjustmentsforclasss¡zereductionorspecialprogramchanges
2KentSchoolD¡strictslandardolseNicereseryessomeroomsforpull-outprograms¡e20Total=1ôslandard+lComputerLab+lMusic+1ELL+llntegratedPlogramclassroom

3 
Ailelementaryschootshave Futl DayKindergarten-5FDK programsareslate-funded FfEreporlsKind@ 5&SF-FDK@1 o-P223 HeadcountreporlsK¡ndergarten@1 0

{ 
Elementary schools h¿ve 100% space utilizat¡on rate with no adjustmenls for part{ime use ofclassrooms Counts exclude ECE Preschoolers & space is resered for ECE classrooms

APPENDIX AKent School D¡str¡ct Six-Year Capilal Fâcil¡ties Plaô
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ABF

F

D

K3

Prog@m

Use

Classroom

Use

Relocalsbþ

Capacity

101112012

P223 FÍE3

Enrollment

10t1t2012

P223 Hdcount

Enrollment

KSD

ELEMENTARY

scHoot

Number ol

Sld or High Cap

Clessrooms

Std/High Cap

Capacity

al 24 aveßoe 1

'sE/¡p
EI.L

CR

2 spec¡al

Program

CaDacitv

2012-2013

Program

capac¡ty 2

or10 0ECEAK@10o EcE & K@.5

1

2

1

4

0

0

0

0

0

24

72

0

0

0

0

0

0

24

2

0

1

4

4

96

0

24

96

48

0

120

0

0

0

48

0

4

2

3

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

14 20813 357 72624Elementary ToTALI¿ 544 13.076 120 5ô0 13,616



KENT ScHOoL DISTRICT No.415
STANDARD of SERVIGE - PROGRAM CAPACITY . INVENTORY of RELOCATABLES - FTE ANd HEADCOUNT ENROLLMENT

Cedar He¡ghts ¡/1iddle School

Mattson Middle School

lvleeker Middle School

Mer¡ci¡ân M¡ddle School

NIill Creek Middle School

Northwood Middle School

CH

IVK

MJ

t\4c

740

592

715

641

813

813

30

24

29

26

33

84

76

93

56

55

'18

71

119

24

95

4A

s5

095

787

832

916

926

See ElemKent Mounta n V ew Aædemy (Grades 3 - 12) M dd e Schoo Grade 7 - 8 Enro ment

APPENDIX B

1,904

2,277

2,159

See Elem

414

c

1 Special Program capacity includes classrooms requiring special¡zed use such as Special Eduætion, Career & Techni€l Eduætion ProgÉms, ComPUter Lâbs, etc,

2 Secondary school capacity is adjusted for 85% ut¡lizatjon rate gth grade moved to HS ¡n 2004 Fac¡lity Use Study was updated for program changes in 2012-13

3 Enrollment is reported on FfE & Headcount bas¡s P223 Headcount excludes ECE & College-only Running Start studenls Full headcount includ¡ng ECE & RS = 27,732

Some lotals may be slightly ditferent due to round¡ng
1 l3JuvenìlesseryedatKingCountyReg¡onâlJuslicoCenterarereportedseparatelyforlnst¡tutlonalFundingonFormE-6T2.TotalRJcountinOctober20'12¡s17

Kent School D¡strict Six-Year Câpitêl Facilil¡es Plan
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Total of Appendices A B &C

Kent-Mer¡dian Senior High KM 56 1,476 12 157 12

Kentlake Senior H¡gh KL 58 1,423 13 153 16

Kentridge Senior High KR 65 1,713 13 136 18

Kentwood Senior High KW 60 1,581 I 102 20

Kent N4ountain View Academy (Grades 3 - 12) Senior H¡gh Glade I - 12 Enrollment

Kent PhoenixAædemy PH Non-traditional High School

Regional Just¡ce Center I RJ N/A

271

381

428

476

APPENDIX
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Classroom

lJse

Relocetablo

Capac¡ty

àl 29 ea

10t1t2012

P22gFIÊJ

Enrollment

1011t2012

Headcount '

EnrollmenL

SE/ IP

ELL

Cls

Spêci.¡ Ed

ELL

Spec

Prgm

Clsrms

Speciall

Program

Caoåcitv

2012-2013

Program

Capacjty 2

Program

Use

Relocalobles

KSD

[¿IDDLE

scHooL

#of

srd

Clsrms

Standard

Capâcily ?

al25-29

2 0

04 0

0

0

0

0

2

0

0

0

673 00

648 40

679 00

b5u bþ

872 00

671 44

77 55

673

649

679

653

872

673

78

4.27204 4,27714 2Middle School TOTAL 175 4,314 34 382 19 452 5,148

'10t1t2012

Headcounl

Sped6l Ed

ELL

Spec

Prgm

Clsrms

Special I

Program

Câoâcilv

2012-2013

Program

caDacitv 2

Program

Use

Rslocâtâbles

Classrcom

Use

Relo€lablgs

R€loølable

Capac¡ty

at 31 ea,

10t1t2012

P223 FTEI

Enrollmenl

KSD

SENIOR HIGH

SCHOOL

#of

std

Clsrms

Slanderd

Cåpac¡ly

al 25-31

SE/IP

ETL

Cls

1,987.40

1,567 60

2,028 40

1,797,22

1¡9 51

317 20

4.00

2,051

'1,606

2,092

1,886

152

4

6 93

0

124

't24

2

4

4

7 851 33 A 12611 341Sen¡or TOTAL 239 1

Excludes Running Start &
Fârlv Childhôod Ed studenls

39 1 023 25.441 09 26.61 1201 1 ¿90 85 2 008 27,475 88DISTRICT TOTAL 958 23,583



KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No, 415
USE of RELOCATABLES

I 
Use of addltlonal 1610catables for classrooms or speclal programs ls basod on neod and lluctu€tlons of en.ollment al êach school

2 
FullDayKlnde¡gartenatâllElementaryschoolsw¡lllncreasethènoedforrelocatablesattheelementaryleveluntllpermanentcapacitycanboplovldgd.

s 
cJade Levet Reconflguratlon . ln 2004, gth gfade studenß movod lo hlgh Echools cfoatlng sufllcl€nt permanent capaclty 6t m¡ddle schools

4 
Although r€¡ocatablês are utlllzed for a wlde varloty of putposes, new constructlon and boundary adrugtments ate tlmed to mlnlmlze the requirsment for relocatables,

APPENDIX D April 20i2 Page 34
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2016-20172013-2014 2018-20192012.2013

Studonl SludonlSludent No of Sludenl

CaMcl!

No. ol

Reloølables

No of No of Sludent

Caoacih

No. of

R6localab¡es

Student

Ca@citt

Nô ol

Re¡ocålebles

School Yeat

Relocatable Use 1
No of

ReloÉtables

Sludent

Cagac¡tr

2 016600 39 936

000 0 0

00 0 0 0 0 0

3S

88

3g

8888 88 88

39

88

67

39

88

84

0

0

25

0

0

49 I,176 s1 1,368

0

0

1,608

0

0

102 2,444

00

00

Relocatables for clâssroom use

Relocatables for program use

(ie Computer labs, music, etc )

Elementary capacity Requred @ 24 2

lV¡ddle School Capacity Required @ 29 
3

Sen¡or High capacity Reqù¡red @ 31

# of Relocatables Utilized a

Classroom RelocatableiCapac¡ty Requ¡red 1.176 2,448936

127

s4 2,016

127

25

127

49

127

s7 1,368 67 1,608600 39

127 127

102

Plan for Allocation of Required Classroom Relocatable Fac¡lities included in F¡nance Plan:

67 84 102

0

00

,t02
57 84Total

57

0

0

Elementary 1

Middle School

Sen¡or High

l2

3

4

25

0

0

39

0

0

39

49

0

0

49



Student Generation FactorSludenls
MS HSMS HS Total Elem

Elementary

Area

Total

Units Totel Elêm

Edulog

Sinqle Family Developments
0 815

0 786

0 543

0.927

I 538

0 566

0 912

0 951

0 814

0 643

1 057

1 000

0 467

0 649

1 040

0 891

0 582

0 924

0.838

0 870

0 543

0 429

o 444

0 566

0 615

0 394

0 538

0 561

0 503

0 457

0 688

o272

o 324

0 490

0 539

0 306

0 413

0 563

0-481

o 141

0 143

0 025

0 123

0 385

0 071

o 123

0 171

0 113

o o71

0 208

0 094

0 087

0 135

0 154

0 109

0 075

0 169

0 120

0 143

0 130

0 214

0 074

o 237

0 538

010'1

0 251

0 220

0 198

0 114

0 292

0 219

0-'t09

0 189

0 396

o 242

o 201

0 343

0 156

o 247

SW

PT

NO

HE

MS

SR

¡ilL

SW

HE

CW

GR

CW

ML

co

CW

CW

14

81

219

13

se

171

41

117

70

106

32

92

351

128

134

172

154

11

44

203

20

56

'156

39

't44

45

112

43

24

365

114

7B

'159

140

134

50

6

36

124

I
39

89

22

25

12

172

69

41

71

94

74

13

2

2

27

5

7

21

7

20

5

22

B

5

54

14

l0

2S

20

22

12

6

7

10

43

I

7

10

7

139

27

59

38

1,046 279 539 0.862 0.484 0.129 0.2492163 1,864

516

510

419

107

395

3S

410

431

389

422

514

130

78

4m

420

179

{1ô

Cove

al Riveryiew

Crest - Park View - Soúthr¡dge

Meadows - Keni

Crest East - Kent

& Rhododendron Estates

Highlânds

Ridge

Parke l\¡eadows & Parke MeÊdows South

I\¡eadows

Visla

Meêdow

/ Thê Reserve / Slonefeld / Crofton Hills

Brook R¡dge (FCWesl) - Kent

Ridgê

Park - Renlon

Creek - Covinglon

Tolãl

Student Generat¡on FactorSludents
HSMS HS fotal Elem t\4s

Elemenlery

Area

Tolal

Un¡ts Tolal Elem

Eduloo

Multi-Family Developments
78

141

59

103

171

45

94

43

47

18

36

72

112

12

I

'11

I
3

6

13

20

7

25

't1

17

6

17

18

39

14

0 390

0 681

0 802

0 37'l

o 302

0 393

0 488

0,681

0 375

o 225

o 454

0 531

0 242

0 18E

o.240

0 34'l

0 446

0 136

0 040

0 106

0 136

0 04'1

0 031

0 040

0 062

0 080

0 080

0 125

0 121

0 136

0 088

0 083

0 113

0 085

0 155

0 159

co
EH

SH

cc
NO

SB

PL

GR

200

207

B1

'194

96

150

211

88

479 98 ,t74 0.508 0.324 0.066 0.1181,478 751

410

412

1X

146

147

337

102

113

1ø2

Aparlmenls - covÌngton

Apartmenls - Kent

Apârtmênts - Kent

Pond Apartments - Renton

Mill êt FaiNood - Renton

The PErks - Kenl

Creek Land¡ng - K6nt

Springs Apartments - Kenl

at Benson Condos - Kenl

Totel

Kent SfF6ú9istrict Six-Year Capilal Fec¡lities Plan

KENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No.415
SurveyforStudenl Generation Factor
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Executive Summary

SECTION 1 .. INTRODUCTION

Purpose of the Capital Facilities Plan

Presented herein, in conformance with the Washington State Growth Management Act,
the Codes of King and Snohomish Counties, and the cities of Bothell, Kenmore,
Kirkland and Woodinville, is the Capital Facilities Plan (CFP) of the Northshore School
District (NSD). This CFP is intended to provide a snapshot of projected student
enrollment, site capacities, service over the long term (2013-2027), capital project
schedules and capital financing over the next six years (2013-2019). The role of
impact fees in funding school construction is addressed in Section 9 of this report.

Summary

lncreases in elementary enrollment continue to drive capacity challenges, particularly
in the northern half of the District. At the School Board's request, a community based
group, the Enrollment Demographics Task Force (EDTF), reviewed data, evaluated
alternatives and developed recommendations. Their recommendations focused on
grade reconfiguration (K-5, 6-8 and 9-12) which addresses elementary capacity
issues and also provides strong instructional benefits, including a better match for the
changing instructional needs of our students, district wide. The recommendations of
the EDTF were unanimously adopted by the School board at its October 23,2012
Board Meeting. The recommendations were;

Pursue construction of a high school in the north end of the district to
accommodate current and expected enrollment growth
lnclude funding for a high school as a primary component of a February 2014
bond measure
Reconfigure grade levels district wide to K-5 elementary, 6-8 middle and 9-12
high schools
lmplement associated boundary adjustments to more equitably balance
enrollment across schools and feeder patterns, to be recommended to the
board at a later date

The 2013 CFP assumes a new high school and a Fall2OlTgrade reconfiguration. lt
also reflects maximizing portable capacity at applicable schools this summer based on
their circulation and gym/library capacities. Failure of the 2014bond would preclude
grade reconfiguration and require other steps to be taken at our elementary schools.
Possible actions could include bussing elementary age children to schools further east
or south, relocating selected grades from capacity impacted sites to temporary sites
(kindergarten center) or potentially compromising instructional programs by adding
porlables beyond those currently reflected in this CFP. The CFP does not assume
mandatory Full Day Kindergarten in its projections.

3
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Overview of the Northshore School District

The District services six jurisdictions: King County, Snohomish County, the City of
Bothell, the City of Kenmore, the City of Kirkland and the City of Woodinville. The
physical area and student population are roughly two-thirds in King County and one-
third in Snohomish County. The District has a population of around 118,000 and an
enrollment of 19,052. The District has twenty elementary schools, six junior high
schools, three high schools, one alternative secondary school, and one early childhood
center. The current grade configuration is K-6, 7-9 and 10-12 with a planned transition
in the Fall of 2017 to a K-5, 6-8 and four year high school model (9-12). Grade
reconfiguration depends on the success of the 2014 bond and will provide funds for the
District to shift to a four year high school program through the building of a new high
school to address the additional capacity. The Urban Growth Boundary Line (UGA)
splits the District, exacerbating capacity utilization challenges. Generally, schools on
the east side of the UGA line are seeing declining enrollment while schools on the west
side are seeing increasing enrollment. To optimize instructional program flexibility and
maximize service levels in the most cost effective way possible, the District maintains
10% - 15o/o of its total design classroom capacity in relocatables (portables).

4
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SECTION 2 -- STUDENT ENROLLMENT TRENDS AND PROJECTIONS

Summary

Based on projected birthrates and continued recovery in the housing market, District
enrollment growth is expected to continue. Growth in the elementary age group has
offset the smaller elementary classes of the past decade that are now in the
secondary grades. These elementary level increases are projected to drive higher
overall District enrollment figures of about 1o/o per year.

Combined annual birthrates for both King and Snohomish County are expected to
increase the next several years, slowing in 2016 and 2017 to a sub 1% rate. The
market for new housing has stabilized and activity appears to be regaining its pre-
recessionary levels of 600 per year. While the pace at which new developments
might sell is difficult to determine, the number of new housing developments in the
pipeline appear to indicate continued growth.

The above trends, adjusted for the District's historic porlion of that growth as well
gains/losses attributable to private schools, were factored into current projections
down to the feeder pattern level. The resulting trends were used to further refine the
projection methodology for both headcount and full time equivalent (FTE) forecasts
used in this document. The next section details the assumptions used to develop the
forecast as well other forecasting methodologies considered.

Methodology

The most common method for projecting long term enrollment is known as cohort
survival, which is used by Washington State's Office of Superintendent of Public
lnstruction (OSPI). Cohort survival tracks groups of students through the system and
adjusts the populations to account for the average year-to-year growth. For example,
this year's fourth grade is adjusted based on the average enrollment trend of the past
in order to estimate next year's fifth grade enrollment. This calculation method
considers the past five years' trends to determine the average adjustment factor for
each grade, or cohort. For kindergarten, where there is no previous year grade, a

linear extrapolation from the previous five years can be used or one can compare the
kindergarten enrollment to birlhs from five years prior to calculate a "birth-to-k" ratio.
For example, kindergaden enrollment in 2011 is divided by the total births in King and
Snohomish counties in 2006 to produce a bifth-to-k ratio. The average ratio for the
last five years can then be applied to births in subsequent years to estimate
kindergarten enrollment.

ln past years, OSPI has used a S-year cohort average for grades 1-12 and a linear
extrapolation method at kindergarten. ln 2008, OSPI commissioned a study to
evaluate the effectiveness of this method for predicting enrollment. The repoft
recommended the use of the "birth-to-k" method for predicting kindergarten
enrollment and the use of a housing adjustment factor for districts that are likely to be

5
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Grade

impacted by large numbers of new housing developments. To date, these
suggestions have not been implemented. The latest forecast from OSPI for the
District continues to use cohort survival with a linear extrapolation at the kindergarten
level.

Table 2-1 shows a projection for the District using the headcount projection provided
by OSPI that has been converted to full time equivalents (FTE). The OSPI forecast
predicts a gradual increase in enrollment over the next six years, with growth
primarily at the elementary level. The forecast also shows a marked increase at the
kindergarten level over time. This is primarily due to the extrapolation of the recent
upward trend at kindergarten into the future.

TABLE 2.1

FTE Forecast Modeled After OSPI Methodology
Facilities Forecast -- OCTOBER MEDIUM

Actual Proiectio
12t13* 13114

706
1,s98
1,544
1 ,513
1,523
1,464
1,514
1,501
1,558
1,497
1,617
1,488
1,531
9,860 10,008
4,556 4,633
4,636 4,521

19,052 19,162
Change 1'lO
% Ghange ' 0.6o/o

* lncludes SAS and all programs

The cohort method generally works well for districts that have a consistent trend of
gradual increases or declines in enrollment. lt is less reliable in districts where spikes
in demographic trends (especially a marked increase or decrease in new housing)
can lead to dramatic swings in enrollment from one year to the next. Combining
cohort survivalwith other information about housing, regional population trends, and
even trends in service area and private school enrollment can provide a more
accurate forecast.

The District forecast uses an alternative to the OSPI forecast that combines cohort
survival methodology with information about new housing, the District's predicted
share of the King and Snohomish County birth cohort, and any predicted gains or

14115 15116

758 777
1,602 1,643
1 ,561 1 ,637
1,656 1,590
1,597 1,688
1,555 1,623
1,565 1,580
1 ,499 1 ,589
1 ,567 1 ,530
1 ,543 1,579
1,612 1,587
1,467 '1,538

1 ,489 1,420
10,294 10,537
4,609 4,698
4,568 4,545

19,470 19,780
308 310

1.6o/o1 1.6o/o7

16t17 17118 18/19

795 814 833

1,684 1,724 1,765
1,680 1,720 1,761
1 ,666 1 ,710 1,751
1,621 1,698 1,743
1 ,716 1,647 1,726
1,648 1,744 1,674
1 ,604 1,672 1,770
1,621 1,636 1,707
1 ,542 1,634 1,649
1,624 1,586 '1,680

1,514 1,549 1,513
1,489 1,465 1,499

10,809 11,057 11,253
4,767 4,943 5,126
4,626 4,600 4,693

20,203 20,600 21,072
423 397 472

2.1o/o' 2.oo/o7 23%

K
1

2
3

4
5

6
7
8

I
10

11

12

Total K-6
Total 7-9
Total 10-12
District Total

739
528
627
567
530
541
477
535
531

567
538
538

1 445

7

6
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losses in the District's market share. Market share refers to the District's share of the
K-12 public school population in the region as well as any expected effect from
private schools. For this forecast, the average rollup at existing grades was combined
with estimates of growth that might be expected from new housing, and assumptions
about market share gains or losses that the District is likely to see at certain grade
levels. Estimates of housing growth for this model were obtained from the District's
housing development database. Table 2-2 shows the forecast based on this
methodology.

This forecast produces a slightly less robust growth rate in total enrollment of about
1o/o per year as compared to the OSPI method of 2o/o. lt also projects a slight decline
in K-6 enrollment in 2018, recovering in 2019. lncreases in secondary levels offsets
the slight decrease in 2018.

TABLE 2-2
FTE Forecast
Facilities Forecast -- OCTOBER MEDIUM

Actual Proiections ---------r--
Grade 12113*

K 706
1 1,598
2 1,544
3 1,513
4 1,523
5 1,464
6 1,514
7 1,501
I 1,558
I 1,497
10 1 ,617
11 1,488
12 1,531

Total K-6 9,860
Total 7-9 4,556
Total 10-12 4,636
District Total 19,052

13t14 18t19
707

1,547
1,597
1,633
1,669
1,707
1,713
1,796
1,722
1,638
1,652
1,492
1,480

14t15
709

1,561
1,600
1,690
1,609
1,562
1,569
'1,506

1,573
1,536
1,610
1,469
1,503

10,299
4,616
4,582

19,497
274

' 1.4o/o

17 t1816t1715t16

Change
% Change'

*lncludes All Programs

706 706
1,548 1,542
1,611 1,597
1,636 1,646
1,721 1,666
1,635 1,749
1 ,580 1 ,655
1 ,589 1,600
1 ,526 1,610
1,578 1,531
1,572 1,615
1,533 1,497
1,427 1,484

10,437 10,561
4,693 4,741
4,532 4,596

19,662 19,898
165 236
o.8o/o' 1.2o/o'

712
1,545
1,650
1,577
1,532
1,545
1,476
1,541
1,536
1,560
1,543
1,543
1,464

I 0,036
4,637
4,549

19,223
171
0.9%

707
1,545
1,594
'1,636

1,680
1,693
1,770
1,687
1,633
1,614
1,567
1,538
1,445

10,624
4,935
4,550

20,109
211
1.'lo/r7

10,573
5,1 55
4,624

20,352
2M
1.2%

/

Long Range Projections

The methodology described above was extrapolated to produce estimates for 2020
and 2025. The average cohort survival rollup-rate for each grade was calculated and
applied at each grade level to predict the growth in each subsequent year.
Kindergarten was projected using the bifth-to-k ratio method described above.
Longer-range birth forecasts were determined by multiplying the weighted average of
bifths from the past 5 years by a population growth factor. This factor was based on
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projected growth for the neighborhoods in and around the District obtained from the
Puget Sound Regional Council. This provided a projection of the number of births
expected in the coming years. The average bifth-to-k ratio for the last 5 years was
then applied to the projected births to predict kindergarten enrollment. A growth
factor was then applied to each of the grade level projections (K-12) to account for
expected population and housing growth between 2019 and 2025. Similar to the
birth forecast, this factor was based on an analysis of future population growth for
neighborhoods in and around the District obtained from the Puget Sound Regional
Council.

Using this methodology, the District's enrollment indicates continued growth from
2019 to 2025. Elementary enrollment is expected to grow more dramatically between
201 9 and 2020 when the birth cohorts entering school are expected to be larger. ln

fact, the State of Washington is predicting a marked increase in K-12 enrollment
between 2015 and 2025 as the grandchildren of baby boomers reach school age.

The State model assumes a stable fertility rate (number of births per female in her
child-bearing years), and a generally positive economic outlook that will continue to
bring new residents into the area. Note that the District's figures below in.,2020 and
2025 reflect the change of 6th graders moving into a middle school and 9th graders
moving to a four year high school.

Obviously, future growth trends are somewhat uncertain. Changes in population
growth, fertility rates, or a sharp change in economic conditions in the Puget Sound
region could have a major impact on long term enrollment, making it significantly
lower or higher than the current estimate. Given this unceftainty, the current
projection should be considered a reasonable estimate based on the best information
available, but subject to change as newer information about trends becomes
available.

TABLE 2-3
Pro ected FTE Enrollment

*Reflects Grade Reconfiguration (K-5, 6-8 & 9-12)

I

2025*Level 2015 2020*
9,35910,437 8,873Elementary

4,693 5,251 5,206Jr. Hish/Middle School
4,532 6,730 6.954Hiqh School

20,854 FTE 21,519 FTETotal 19,662 FTE
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SECTION 3 .. DISTRICT STANDARD OF SERVICE

Primary Objective

Optimizing student learning is the heart of what the District strives for in establishing
its service standard for classroom capacity utilization. This requires a constant
review and assessment of instructional practices, student learning behaviors,
learning environments and program development. These elements are combined
with demographic projections and cost considerations in determining service levels.

Grade Reconfiguration Study

As part of this commitment to a dynamic environment of academic excellence for our
students, the District is planning to reconfigure its instructional model to a four year
high school program, with a middle school (6-8) and a Kindergarten to Grade 5
program. While the District has been successful in generating high graduation rates
and test scores with its existing grade configuration, the changing learning patterns
and maturity level of our students better match the reconfigured model. With few
exceptions, most other Districts have already moved to this model. (Section 5)

Existing Programs and Standards of Service

The District currently provides traditional educational programs and nontraditional
programs (See Table 3-1) such as special education, expanded bilingual education,
remediation, alcohol and drug education, preschool and daycare programs, home
school, computer labs, music programs, movement programs, etc. These programs
and the associated learning environment are regularly reviewed to determine the
optimum instructional method and learning environment at each school. The
required space for these programs is determined by noise, level of physical activity,
teacher to student ratios, privacy and/or the need for physical proximity to other
services/facilities. Adequate space must exist for program flexibility, differing learning
styles, program experimentation, and pre- and post- school activities. For example,
service level capacities in rooms utilized for programs such as special education
would reflect lower capacities of the defined service levels (See Table 3-2), eight
versus 24 (for a standard size room or relocatables/portables). A second example is

the Dual Language program with two dedicated classrooms at each grade level, in

addition to the regular education classrooms. These classes have a scheduled use of
24 students per room.

Special teaching stations and programs offered by the District at specific school sites
are included in Table 3-1.

I
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TABLE 3.1
P rams and Teachin Stations

A number of the above programs affect the design capacity of some of the buildings
housing these programs. Special programs usually require space modifications and
sometimes have less density than other, more traditional programs; this potentially
translates into greater space requirements. These requirements are part of the
difference we see between design capacity and scheduled capacity (see page 14).

Teaching station loading is identified in Table 3-2. Class sizes are averages based
on actual utilization as influenced by state funding and instructional program
standards. The District's standard of service is based on state and/or contractual
requirements.

Elementary Secondary
X XComputer Labs
XGroup Activities Rooms
XElementary Advanced Placement (EAP)
XAll Day Kindergarten
XParents Active in Cooperative Education (PACE)
X XSpecial Education

XXSpecial Education - Mid Level/Functional Skills &
Academics

X XLearning Centers (LC)
XXLearning Assistance Program (LAP)/Title I (Elementary)

X XEnglish Language Learners (ELL)
XDual Language (DL)

X XHome School
XAlternative School Proqram
XCareer Techn ical Education

Xlnternational Baccalaureate (lB) and Advanced Placement
(AP)

XSchool-to-Work
XRunning Start
XCollege in the High School

1 7685
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TABLE 3.2
Standard of Service -Class Size VE e

High School -
Average

Students Per
Classroom

Elementary -
Average

Students Per
Classroom

Junior High -
Average

Students Per
Classroom

Glassroom Type

NA23 NAKindergarten
2724 27Reqular, Alternative, EAP
2724 27Reqular (poilables)

12 12 12Special Education - Mid Level

8 ISpecial Education - Functional
Skills and Academics

B

21 NA NA

lntegrated - Regular & Special
Education
(15 regular & 6 special education
students)

8
(Sorenson &

Cottage Lake)
NA NASpecial Education Preschool

NA NATransitional Kindergarten
10

(Hollywood Hill
& Lockwood)

27NA 27Vocational

24 NA NADual Language - assuming 2
classes per grade level

Snohomish County has requested that the District's plan include a measurement of
the current levels of service to compare to the District's minimum levels of service. A
possible indicator of that is summarized in Table 3-3, which shows the District's
average students per teaching station as a measurement of its minimum levels of
service as of October 31 ,2012.

TABLE 3.3
A e Students Scheduled Teachi Station

(1) Capacity divided by the number of teaching stations for the respective year
(2) Excludes alternative programs except SAS

Calculated
Standard of
Service ll)

FTE

Enrollment

Average
FTE I

Teaching
stationGrade Level

#of
Scheduled
Teaching
Stations

FTE

Scheduled
Capacity

19.9495 11,510 23.3 9,860K-6
26.0 4,556 20.27 -9 225 5,848

5,61 6 25.4 4,636 21.010-12 221

19,052Total 941 22,974

1 7685
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SECTION 4 .. CAPITAL FACILITIES INVENTORY

Under the Growth Management Act, a public entity must periodically determine its

capacity by conducting an inventory of its capital facilities. Table 4 -1 summarizes
the capacity owned and operated by the District. lnformation is also provided on

relocatable classrooms (portables), school sites and other district owned facilities or
land.

The effective capacity limit at each site will vary based on existing instructional
programs, projected future programs and, where possible, the recommendation of
local site administration. To monitor this, and for use in preliminary capacity
planning, the District establishes design capacities. This is the maximum number of
students a site can accommodate based on a standard room capacity of 54,27,24,
or 12 FfE depending on room size. These figures are compared to the actual
utilization or scheduled capacity on a regular basis. Scheduled capacity takes into
consideration the specific programs that actually take place in each of the rooms. For
example, capacities in rooms utilized for programs such as special education would
reflect capacities of the defined service levels (See Table 3-2), eight versus 24 (for a
standard size room or relocatables/portables). Due to the need to provide planning
time and space for teacher preparation, some facilities will only suppotl a design
capacity utilization of 85%. ln secondary schools where recent modernizations have
added more teacher preparation space, the utilization percentage is higher.

Schools

The District currently operates twenty elementary schools, six junior high schools,
and three high schools. The District also has one alternative secondary school
program, a home school program and an early childhood center.

1 7685
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TABLE 4.1
School lnvento lncludin Relocatables

* Sorensen ECC has 1 0 classrooms des¡gned and scheduled w ith 1 42 students that do not count tow ard distrct FTE

Total # of Rooms Capacitv # Students / Rm Reìocatables

Des iqn Schedule Des iqn Schedule Des iqn Schedule #of
Schedule
Capacity

o/o of
ScheduleSchool

Year
Built

Last

fvlodernization or

CaDac¡tv additior

Arrowheed 1957 1994t2011 26 18 622 406 239 ))^ 6 24 5.9%

Bear Creek 1 988 2011 22 22 526 526 239 23.9 0 0 00%
168 22 0o/oCanvon Creek 1977 I 999/2008 34 813 765 239 23.2 I

18.9 0 0 00%Cottaqe Lake 1 958 2005 ¿¿ 17 550 321 239
692 239 239 10 z to 31 2%Crvstal SDrinqs 1957 200212010 30 29 716

17 574 406 239 120 2 0 00%East Ridqe 1 991 24

I 988 2002t2010 35 30 837 711 23.9 a1 a o 96 13.5%Fernwood
Frank Love I 990 27 24 646 550 aao 229 Ã 72 13 1%

O Oo/oHollrwood Hill 1 980 2001 )F 17 598 418 aao 246 2 0

5 48 L70ÂKenmore 1 955 2002t2011 11 645 549 23.9 239
669 239 23.9 6 vb 14 3%Kokanee 1994 31 ¿ó 741

670 s86 239 244 2 48 8.2%Lockwood 1962 200412011 24

27 26 b4b 622 239 23.9 5 96 15 4%Maywood Hìlls 1 961 2002

200212011 c¿ 29 765 bb9 239 23 I Jb 5.4%l\/oorlands I 963

Shelton V¡ew 1 969 199912011 24 a) 574 526 239 239 4 48 91%
Sorenson ECC * 2002

3 l4 6 7o/oSunrise 1 985 24 16 574 358 239 224
670 597 239 239 4 47 79%Wellinqton 1978 200012011 28 25

l/ 598 502 239 22.8 Ã 48 96%Westhill 1 960 1995t2011 25
29 28 692 668 )4. a 23.9 6 120 18.0%Wood¡n 1 970 2003

1994 46 45 1 101 969 239 21.5 0 0 00%Woodmoor
23.3 87 1 187 10 3o/oSubtotal 567 495 13,558 11,510 23.9

47 41 1.258 1,093 268 267 4 54 49%Canyon Park 1 964 2000t2005

20021200812012 JJ 892 820 270 256 4 108 13 2o/oKenmore I 961

1972 1 998 44 35 1.204 916 27.4 26.2 o 54 59%Leota

N orths hore 1977 2004 44 37 1.195 970 272 262 4 0 0 Oo/o

162 14 0%Skwiew 1992 45 45 1,246 1,156 27.7 25.7 6

25.5 1 0 O Oo/oTìmbercrest 1997 38 .F 1,072 qo?

251 225 6.867 27.4 26.0 378 6.5o/oSubtotal

06%Bothell 1 953 2005 74 2,221 1,882 254 6 12
aca 7 162 I7o/olnqlem oor I 964 2000 82 71 2,140 1,858 26 1

1 813 1 699 275 265 0 0 00%Woodinvìlle r oa2 20081201112012 66 ô4

235 6.17 4 5.439 26.3 13 174 3.2o/oSubtotal

2010 19 12 279 177 147 148 00%SAS
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Relocatable Glassroom Facilities (PoÉables)

Traditionally the District has kept 10% to 15% percent of its design capacity in

relocatables. This percentage fluctuates during periods of growth or major
instructional program changes, allowing better responsiveness while financing for
permanent space through bond elections is secured. Relocatables are utilized to
help achieve efficient facility utilization, balance economic costs and encourage new
programs and differing learning styles. The use of relocatables also provides a cost
effective method to encourage innovation and new approaches, pafticularly for non-
core or pilot programs.

A typical portable classroom provides capacity for 24 students at the elementary level
or 27 at the secondary level. Relocatables are used to meet a variety of instructional
needs. Of the 128 relocatable classrooms that the District owns, 90 are used as
classrooms housing students for scheduled classes or for pull out programs. Within
the financial capabilities of the District, the intent is to minimize the size of the first
group. Their actual use may reflect loads that are less than the standards of service
identified in Section 3. Not included in the scheduled capacity is approximately 34
relocatables that are used for daycare, PTA, conference rooms/resource rooms,
temporary housing in conjunction with pending modernizations or recently vacated as

a result of the consolidation of some programs within other existing permanent
space. A summary of relocatables is presented in Table 4-2.

1 7685
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Table 4-2 Relocatable Classroom Summary

Note 1:

Note 2:

Excluded from Scheduled Capacity are poftables used for OTPT/LAP/SIience Labs/Computer

Lab s/Admin/ASB/Music

"Pull Out" programs include OTPT/LAP/Science Labs/Computer Labs/Admin/ASB/Music but

excl ude Day Care/PT NResource/Conference Room s/Counsel i ng/Storage

Des¡gned
Student

Capacity

Scheduled
Student

Capacity

"PullOut"
Programs
(Note 2)School

Total# of
Portables

Poftables
Scheduled

(Note 1)

6 I 144 24 2Arrowhead
0 0 0 0Bear Creek 0

192 168 1Canvon Creek 8 7
0 0 0Cottaqe Lake 0 0

216 0CrvstalSprinqs 10 I 240
48 0 0East Ridqe 2 0

96 3Fernwood I 4 216
1Frank Love 5 3 120 72

02 0 48 0Hollywood Hill

5 2 120 48 JKenmore
6 4 144 96 2Kokanee

2 48 48 0Lockwood 2

4 120 96 1tVawvood Hills 5

2 120 36 0lVloorlands 5
96 48 IShelton View 4 2

0 0 0Sorenson ECC** 0 0
24 0Sunrise 3 1 72

2Wellinoton 4 2 96 47
25 2 120 48Westhill

6 5 144 120 1Woodin
0 0 0 0 0Woodmoor

1987 50

04 2 108 54Canvon Park
04 4 108 108Kenmore

o 2 243 54 0Leota
4 0 108 0 0Northshore

6 162 162 0Skvview o
0 27 0 0Timbercrest 1

28 14 756 378 0

b I 162 12 0Bothell
7 6 '189 162 0lnqlemoor

0 0 0 0Woodinville 0
SAS 0

13 7 351 174 0Subtotal

1 7685
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Other Facilities

ln addition to 32 school sites, the District also owns and operates sites that provide
transportation, administration, maintenance and operational support to the schools.
The District also holds undeveloped properlies that were acquired for potential
development of a facility for instructional use. An inventory of these facilities is
provided in Table 4-3 below. The District owns three undeveloped sites; one located
in the eastern portion of the District and two located in the northern central corridor of
the District. The 61 acres north of Fernwood Elementary are tentatively planned as
the site for the new high school if voters approve the February 2014 bond.
Depending on possible grade configuration decisions, program changes and/or future
growth, one or more of these sites may become an elementary or secondary school
site.

TABLE 4.3
lnvento of Su Facilities & Undevelo Land

Site Size
(Acres)Facility Name Status Building Area

(000 Sq Feet)
5Administrative Center (Monte Villa) 49
5Supporl Services Buildinq 41

26Paradise Lake Site
2Warehouse Leased 44

39 oTransportation

33
"Anderson" site - possible Site for
additional capacity in the Growth
Corridor

61Land adiacent to Fernwood Elementary

I 7685
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SECTION 5.. PROJECTED FACILITY NEEDS

Near-term Facility Needs

Capacity needs resulting from changes in demographic growth patterns, instructional
program or other variables are reviewed by District staff and a group of parents,

educators, administrators and consultants who comprise the Enrollment
Demographic Task Force (EDTF). The EDTF examines enrollment projections,
capacity considerations, student impacts, cost impacts, program choices, etc. and
recommends potential solutions to the Board. lf approved by the Board, these
recommended actions, are implemented by the District and then incorporated into the
Capital Facilities Plan. Recommendations to the Board by the EDTF included; a

2008 recommendation to adjust boundaries in the northern, fast-growing urban
portion of the District to balance school enrollments on a short term basis, particularly
at the elementary level and the 2012 recommendation for grade reconfiguration and
the construction of a new high school.

As noted earlier, the Urban Growth Boundary Line (UGA) splits the District service
area, exacerbating capacity utilization challenges. Generally, schools on the
eastern/southern sides of the UGA line are seeing declining enrollment while schools
on the northern/western sides are seeing increasing enrollment. This contributes to a
situation where in total the District has excess capacity (Table 5-1), but specific areas
of high growth are exhausting available capacity. Elementary capacity in the
District's northern central corridor has been increased through permanent capacity
additions, additional portables and changes in service boundaries. Despite these
actions, projections indicate that the elementary capacity in this area will probably be
insufficient to meet service levels within the next several years (Table 5-2) and
probably within five to seven years for junior high capacity supporting this same area.
The proposed grade reconfiguration will provide capacity relief at the majority of the
elementary sites as indicated by a comparison of Table 5-2 & Table 5-3. Elementary
capacities will remain tight at several northern corridor schools even with grade
reconfiguration and if population growth continues may require additional elementary
capacity.

Should unexpectedly high growth occur in the next four years, the District would
attempt to convert special-use relocatables into additional classrooms, limit waiver
programs, review feeder patterns and/or convert some specialized permanent spaces
to classrooms.
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TABLE 5-1 School Enrollment vs. Desi n
2018 / 192012 / 13 2013 / 14 2014 / 15 2015 / 16 2018 / 17 2017 / 18Nole: Grade Reconfigurat¡on begins Fall 2017

10 561 8 854 I 860Elemenleru Enrollmenî (K-5 beoinnino Fall 2017t 9.860 '10.036 10,299 10,437

1't 470 11 470 11 470 11 ,470Desioned Pemanent Caoacitv - Existino 11,470 11.470 11,470

Desioned Caoacitv in New Permanent Facilities
2 088 2,352Desioned Caoacitv in Relocatables

98 98 9887 98 98 98# of Relocatables ¡ncluded in Desiqned Capacity
't3 82213 558 13 822 13,822 't3,822 13,822 13,822Des with

4.9623,523 3,385

4 556 4 637 4 616 4.693 4.741 5.091 5.230Jr HidhlMS School Enrollment rc-g beoinnino Fall 2017)
6 1116 111 6 111 6.1 1'l 6.111 6.111 6,111Desiqned Permanent Capacitv - Existinq

ned
675 675 675 675 675Des¡oned Caoacitv in Relocataþles 756 675

2A 25 25 25 25 'F# of Relocatables included in Desioned Caoacitv
6 786 6 786 6 786 6.786 6.786with RelocatablesDes 6,867 6,786

.311 2.149SutBlus Capacity

4 53? 4 536 6 164 6.2624,636 4.549 4.582Hiqh School Enrollment (9-12 besinning Fall 2017)
6 102 6 102 6 102 7.702Desioned Permanent CaÞacitv - Existino 6,102 6,102 6,102

1.600Desioned CaDacitv in New Permanent Facilities
351351 351 351 351in Relocatables

13 13'13 13 13# of Rel
I 053 8 0536 453 6 453 6.453 6.453 6,453Total Desioned CaÞacitv with Relocatables

19 052 1S 222 19 497 't9.662 19.898 20.1 09 20,352Total Enrollment
25 28323 683 23.683 23.683 23.683 23.683 23,683Desiqned Permanent Capacitv - Existinq

I 600Des¡oned Capacitv in New Permanent Facilities
3 378 3 378 3.378¡n Relocatables 3,378 3,378

136 136 136 136 136 136# of Relocatables included in Desioned CaÞacitv 128
27 061 27 061 27 061 28.661 28.661Tolal Desioned CaDecitv w¡th Relocatables 26.878 27.061
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Table 5-2 2014 Projected High and Low Capacity
Utilizations (Assumes no program changes)

l6e 20¡l

Table 5-3 Projected Elementary Gapacities with Grade
Reconfiguration in 2017(Assumes no program changes)

Enrollment is at 80% or
more of design capacity
(instructional pro gram
driven)
Enrollment at 80% or more
of design capacity

r-.1t¿

design capacity
at 66% or less of

Enrollment at 80% or more
of design capacity
Enrollment at 66% or less of
design capacþ
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A long-term projection of unhoused students and facilities needs is shown in Table 5-
4 below. The capacity shown assumes the construction of a new high school, but
that is dependent upon a successful February 2014 bond measure. As with any long
term projections, many assumptions and estimates on housing must be made,
increasing the risk associated with the accuracy of the projections. The below does
not reflect the challenges noted earlier in high growth areas where projected growth
continues to challenge existing capacity.

TABLE 5.4
Year 2025 - Long-term Projection of Enrollment and Capacity

2025 Enrollment (FTE)Grade Level 2025 Design Gapacity
(FTE)
13,822 9,359Elementary (K-5)
6,786 5,206Jr. Hiqh/Middle Schl (6-8)
8,053 6,954Hiqh School (9-12)

21,519 FTETotal 28,661

1 7685
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SEGTION 6 -. GROWTH RELATED PROJECTS

Planned lmprovements - Construction to Accommodate New Growth

lf, as projected, elementary enrollment continues to increase, recent capacity
increases from building programs, poftable additions and boundary changes will be
fully utilized within several years. T ation will
occur in the Fall of 2017, which will ers move
into the middle school program, but for 9th

graders moving into the four year high school model. The CFP assumes the
construction of a new high school, as shown in Table 6-1.

Long term projections indicate growth of possibly 2,400 new students in the next
thirteen years. The District will continue to monitor the multitude of factors that shape
our capacity needs, e.g. instructional delivery, the economy, changes in planned land
use, permit activity, and bifth rates, in order to help ensure needed instructional
space is available when and where needed.

Planned lmprovements - Existing Facilities (Building lmprovement Program)

ln a number of other sites where the existing facility layout meets instructional needs
and building structural integrity is relatively good, individual buildings systems are
targeted for replacement or modernization to extend the life of the overall site.
Almost 37 building systems at 21 schools have been replaced with this program,
extending the useful life of the overall site. Other planned projects include renovating
play fields and athletic fields, providing and upgrading technology and
replacing/upgrading building systems. See SectionT for a list of projects.

Modernizations
Capacity additions at Canyon Creek Elementary and Fernwood Elementary were
completed in the Fall of 2009 and Fall of 2010 respectively. The relocation of the
alternative program (SAS) and Transporlation was completed by the Fall of 2010. ln
2012 modernizations were completed at Woodinville High School (Phase ll) and
Kenmore Junior High (Phase lll).

1 7685
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New Facilities and Additions

Funding is planned to be included in the 2014 bond

TABLE 6.1
Planned Construction P - Growth Related

Estimated Completion
Date

Projected Student
Capacity AddedProject

2016t2017 1600 High SchoolNew High School -
Grade Reconfiguration

I 7685
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SECTION 7 - CAPITAL INSTRUCTIONAL FACILITIES PLAN

Six Year Gapital lnstructional Facilities Gonstruction Schedule (Projects in
Bold are Growth Rel

*Projects in 2014 thru 2018 are subject to passage of the corresponding bond by voters and approval of the
Board with the submission of the 2014 bondllevy recommendations.

Year of Gonstruct¡on * Projects
New High School - Planning
BIP - Building lmprovement Projects
Field lmprovements
Technology I mprovements
Special Projects
Portable Moves

2013t2014

New High School - Growth Corridor/Grade
Reconfiguration
WHS Phase llla
BIP - Building lmprovement Projects
Field lmprovements
Tech nology I m provements
Special Proiects

201412015

2015t2016 New High School - Growth Corridor/Grade
Reconfiguration
WHS Phase llla
BIP - Building lmprovement Projects
Field lmprovements
Technology lmprovements
Special Proiects
New High School - Growth Corridor/Grade
Reconfiguration
BIP - Building lmprovement Projects
Field lmprovements
Technology I mprovements
Special Proiects

201612017

2017 t2018 Existing Elementary Modernization
WHS Phase lllb
BIP - Building lmprovement Projects
Field lmprovements
Technology lmprovements
Special Projects
Junior High Modernization/Capacity Addition

1 7685
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SECTION 8 .- CAPITAL FACILITIES FINANCING PLAN

Funding of school facilities is typically secured from a number of sources including
voter-approved bonds, 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. Voters approved a bond of 149.2 million in February
2010. Revenues from these bonds will be used to implement the Capital Facilities
Plan set forth herein. Final planning for the 2014 bond is in progress, but it is
anticipated that it will include funding for a new high school.

State Financial Assistance

State financial assistance comes from the 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 financial assistance is available for qualifying school construction projects,
however these funds may not be received until two to three years after a matched
project has been completed. This forces the District to finance the complete project
with local funds. Site acquisition and site improvements are not eligible to receive
matching funds. These funds, as with all State funded programs, have been reduced
and given the current state budget could be eliminated. Also, if no changes to
existing capacity are made, district demographics are projected to result in a loss of
eligibility for state match at the secondary level. The District is currently ineligible for
state match at the elementary level.

lmpact Fees

Authorization to collect impact fees has 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 by the permitting agency at the time of final plat approval or when building
permits are issued. ln the case of thefourcities in the District, the Capital Projects
Office collects fees prior to recording of plats, or issuance of permits. The District will
not request the collection of impact fees in 201312014. See the discussion regarding
the impacts of growth in Section 6. The District may request impact fees in future
CFP updates.

24
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Budget and Financing Plan

Table 8-1 is a summary of the budget that supports the Capital Facilities Plan. Each
project budget represents the total project costs which include: construction, taxes,
planning, architectural and engineering services, permitting, environmental impact
mitigation, construction testing and inspection, furnishings and equipment,
escalation, and contingencies.

The School District's planning for bond issues is outlined on Table 8-1. The District
expects the proceeds of the bond sales to be supplemented by state financial
assistancel. However, since the timing and amounts of these supplemental sources
are unpredictable, they have not been included in the District's internal budgeting.

TABLE 8.1
Facilities Plan - lBu

+ NoteprojectsãredependentuponBoardapprovalandpassageofrelãtedbondmeasuresbyvoters/NewJuniorHighCåpec¡tyãssuhesanaddit¡ontoanexist¡ngsite

l State funding represents a significant challenge to the District, Although the District at times has a
real need for additional classroom and supporl spaces, the criteria and formulas established by the
state do not recognize this need, and as noted on page 28, the District has previously constructed
growth-related additions without state financial assistance. Even where the District is eligible for State
financial assistance, the present inadequate funding mechanism has resulted in significant delays in
receiving the funds and a consequent reduction in their value.

FY 1G17 FY 17-18 tY 1&19
2013 CAPITAI. FACILITIES PLAN BUDGET +

Ss lN ooos FY 12-13 FY 13-14 FY 1415 FY 15-16

4,100 3,3004,O29

1,000

1,000 13,500 72,300 43,200

500

1,661

513

1,725

5,400

9,600

10,m0

72,m

1,000

1,100

2,Oû
500

2,0û

1,155

2,7æ

525

2,Oû

7,213

800

1,00o

1,10O

175

3,500

300

2,5ú

1,100

1,000

1,000

1,000

2,5@

500

1,500

1,Iæ
700

MoDERNIZATIoNS/BUItDING SYSIEMS

Building lmprovement Program

Woodinville High school lModernization

Phase llla
Woodinville High school Ny'odernization

Phâse lllb

Existing Elementry Modern¡zat¡on

sJH Modernization/capacity

New Junior High capacity (see Above)

code compliance/smell Works

REPTACEMENT

NEW CONSTRUCTION

New High school

Site Purchase

overheãd
Bond Expenses

fechnology
F ie lds

rOTAL: 8,828 20,675 81,900 50,600 3,100 14,0ss 37,4r8

ìônd Fxoenditurês 8,828 20,675 81,900 50,600 3,100 74,O55 37,ßa
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The financing plan in Table 8-2 addresses only the growth-related projects from
Section 7.

TABLE 8.2
Financing Plan - Growth Projects

15/16 16t17 17118
Local
Funds

State
Financial

Ass¡stance

lmpact
Fees/Mit

Payments
$s in 000s 131'14* 14t15

5,000 130,000

New High School
Capacity -
Growth
Conidor/Grade
Reconfiouration

14,500 72,300 28,200

*lncludes 1 million of spending from fìscal year 201212013

17685
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SEGTION 9.. IMPACT FEES

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.l

Methodology and Variables Used to Calculate School lmpact Fees

lmpact fees have been calculated based on the District's cost per dwelling unit to
purchase land for school sites, make site improvements, construct schools and
purchase/install temporary facilities (porlables). As required under GMA, credits
have also been applied for State Match Funds to be reimbursed to the District,
property taxes and capital project funds to be proposed for future bond measures.
Credit may also be given for construction projects that will be built to accommodate
current unhoused students.

The District has recently made several boundary adjustments to increase District
wide facility utilization and accommodate planned growth. The District is evaluating
the impact of these changes, and may at a later point in the next six years seek the
collection of impact fees for growth related projects. The District will upgrade this
CFP to reflect the new information.

lmpact Fee Schedules

The impact fee calculations in accordance with the formulas applicable to all
jurisdictions are shown below:

TABLE 9.1
lm Fee Schedule - All Jurisdictions

I Paying for Growth's lmpacts - A Guide To lmpact Fees, State of Washington Department of
Community Development Growth Management Division, January, 1992

lmpact Fee per UnitHousinq Tvpe
$oSingle-family
$oMulti-family

Multi-familv (2+ Bedroom) $o
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APPENDIX A

DEFINITIONS

Throughout the Capital Facilities Plan a number of terms are used which are
defined as follows:

Boeckh lndex. WAC 392-343-060 establishes guidelines for determining the per

square foot area cost allowance for new school construction. Washington State
uses what is called a "Boeckh lndex." The Boeckh lndex is the average of a seven-
city building cost index for commercial and factory buildings in Washington State, as
reporled by the E.H. Boeckh Company. The index is adjusted every two months
from a base index of $74.87, which was established in 1984.t

GFP. Capital Facilities Plan - refers to this document.

DCD. Washington State Department of Community Development.

FTE. Full Time Equivalent. This is a means of measuring student enrollment based
on the number of hours per day in attendance at District schools. A student is

considered an FTE if he/she is enrolled for the equivalent of a full schedule each
school day. Kindergarten students attending half-day programs are counted as 0.5
FTE.

GFA (per student). Gross floor area per student.

GMA. Washington State Growth Management Act.

Multi-Family Dwelling Unit. A residential dwelling unit contained in a building
consisting of two or more attached residential dwelling units.

OFM. Washington State Office of Financial Management.

OSPI. Washington State Office of the Superintendent of Public lnstruction.

SEPA. Washington State Environmental Policy Act.

Single-Family Dwelling Unit. A detached residential dwelling unit designed for
occupancy by a single family or household, including mobile homes.

Student Factor or Student Generation Rate. The Student Factor is the average
number of students by grade span (elementary, junior high, and high school)

I Payinq For Growth's lmpacts - A Guide To lmpact Fees, State of Washington Department of
Community Development Growth Management Division, January 1992.

17685

28



typically generated by each housing type. Student Factors are calculated based on
a survey of all new residential units permitted by jurisdictions within the District
during the most recent five-year period.

Teaching Station. A facility space (classroom) specifically dedicated to
implementing the District's educational program. ln addition to traditional
classrooms, these spaces can include computer labs, auditoriums, gymnasiums,
music rooms, other special education, and resource rooms.

Unhoused Students. District enrolled students who are housed in poñable
temporary classroom space, or in permanent classrooms in which the maximum
class size is exceeded.

WAC. Washington Administrative Code.

1 7685
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APPENDIX C

SUMMARY OF CHANGES IN THIS YEAR'S CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

This year's Capital Facilities Plan is an updated document, based on the 2012 CFP
The significant changes reflected in the current Plan are identified below.

Section 2 - Student Enrollment Trends and Projections
Enrollment projections were updated to reflect recent enrollment trends for the
years 2013 through 2019 and new long range projections for the year 2025.

Section 3 - District Standard of Service
Tables 3-2 & 3-3 were updated.

Section 4 - Gapital Facilities lnventory
Tables 4-1,4-2 and 4-3 were revised to reflect reallocation of classroom utilization,
movement of relocatable classrooms and design/schedule capacity and land
acquisitions for possible additional capacity.

Section 5 - Projected Facility Needs
Table 5-1 was changed to reflect new enrollment forecasts noted in Section 2,

schedule/design capacity, grade reconfiguration, pullout utilization and changes to
capacity noted in Sections 4 & 6. Tables 5-2 & Table 5-3 were added to graphically
show current capacity utilization and potential utilization if a grade reconfiguration
occurred. Table 5-4 was updated to the year 2025.

Section 6 - Growth Related Projects
Table 6-1 updated for the construction of a new high school.

Section 7 - Capital Facilities Plan
This section was updated to reflect changes in scheduled modernizations and non-
growth related projects.

SectionS-FinancePlan
The finance plan has been updated

Section9-lmpactFees
Student Factors section removed
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Executive Summary

ln accordance with King County Code 21A.43, this update has been prepared by the Enumclaw
School District No. 216 to reflect current conditions in facility usage and needs.

The District's service area includes areas of unincorporated King County, the City of Black Diamond,
and the City of Enumclaw. Currently, the District serves a student population of about 4,027 (Ocl.
2012) students in kindergarten through grade 12. Enrollment projections presented herein, indicate
that the enrollment growth will occur over the next slx years.

Following a period of little to no growth, the District anticipates healthy enrollment gains as a result of
growth projected to begin within the six-year planning period (and continue beyond the six year
planning period). The City of Black Diamond recently approved two Master Planned Development
projects, the Villages MPD and the Lawson Hills MPD, authorizing a total of 6.050 dwelling units over
a fifteen year development horizon. The Black Diamond Hearing Examiner approved the first plat of
the Villages Master Planned Development known as "Phase 14" (Yarrow Bay Developers) on
December 10, 2012. The approved plat includes, among other things, 450 residential lots, with 782
dwelling units. Currently, it is planned that 200 homes will be constructed in 2015. ln addition
Yarrow Bay has submitted two other preliminary plats totaling 309 residential lots. lt is anticipated
that all of these plats combined , will produce over 1,100 housing units during the six year period of
this Capital Facilities Plan. ln the City of Enumclaw, three preliminary plats have been approved for
construction. A total of 86 lots are included in these plats, and likely will be developed during the six
year period of this Capital Facilities Plan. Another potential exists for a preliminary plat of 120 single
family residential lots within the city limits as well. Finally, there is ongoing, though limited,
development in the unincorporated area of King County that is located within the District. With this
cumulative potential new development, the District will likely need to add student capacity at all three
grade levels. Section lV of this Plan identifies the District's anticipated long term planning with regard
to the development within the City of Black Diamond.

This Plan includes the capacity projects planned by the District during this planning period. The
District has identified a need during this six-year planning period for additional elementary capacity in

the Black Diamond area. As noted above, the District will also need substantial capacity additions in
the longterm planning period in response to development activity throughout the District and
particularly within the City of Black Diamond. Future updates to this Plan will reflect planning needs
in response to growth.

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan

June 201 3 Page I
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Section l: Six-Year Enrollment Projection

This plan update is based on the anticipated number of students expected to be enrolled through
2018. The six-year projection (2013-2018) will assist in determining short term needs and form the

basis for assessing the need for impact fees.

Enrollment projections are most accurate for the initial years of the forecast period. Moving further
into the future, more assumptions about economic conditions and demographic trends in the area

affect the projection. 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
enrollment growth exceeds the projections. Regular updates of both the enrollment projections and

the Capital Facilities Plan (CFP) are essential to good facility planning.

The District relies on two population forecasts for purposes of projecting student enrollment. The first
is an estimate by the Superintendent of Public lnstruction (OSPI). OSPI estimates future enrollment
through 2018 using the cohort survival method. This method estimates how many students in one
year will attend the next grade in the following year. Due to the fact that the cohort survival method

does not incorporate in-migration, particularly from anticipated new development within the District,
these projections are considered highly conservative. See Appendix A.

The second forecast is a modified cohort analysis, which uses the cohort projections as a base,
incorporates King County live birlh data and the District's historic percentage of those bifths to
determine the number of kindergaftners entering the system, and further incorporates assumptions
based on known new residential development proposals within the District See Appendix B

Because this analysis incorporates the expected in-migration to the District from new development,
the District uses this analysis for purposes of determining capacity needs throughout the six years of
this planning period. Using the modified enrollment projections, the District's enrollment is expected

to increase over the six years of this Plan.

With regard to the expected enrollment from the expected 6,050-dwelling units in Black Diamond, the

District anticipates, using best known information to date, that building will commence in 2015 (and

continue for a period of fifteen years of more thereafter). As such, the enrollment impacts from the
start of these two developments begin to show during the last years of this Plan period. Future

updates to this Plan will provide additional and updated information regarding these projects and the
impacts on District enrollment.l

Note that the District uses headcount enrollment because full-day kindergarten will be implemented
across the district beginning in the 2013-14 school year. The District is planning for full-day
kindergarten space needs on an ongoing basis.

I Similarly, the District intends to closely monitor development in the City of Enumclaw (where the current sewer moratorium was

recently lifted and the City recently annexed additional land) in order to further assess the potential and real impacts to student
enrollment. Future updates to this Plan will reflect new enrollment information.
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Using the modified cohort survival projections, a total enrollment of 4,638(HC) is expected in 2018,
with most of the growth occur in the last two years of the planning period when the first portion of
homes in the large development in Black Diamond are expected to be occupied. ln other words, the
District expects the enrollment of 474 addilional students between 2013-2018. See Table 1.

Table 1: Projected Sfudenf Enrollment
201 2-201 I

201 5 201 6 2017 2018 Actual
Change

Percent
ChangeProjection

201 2* 2013 2014

4,638 611 13.2%Modified Cohort

(Hc)

4,027 4,019 4,076 4,177 4,358 4,497

. 
Actual enrollment (October 1, 2012) Note that figure does not include students living in the Enumçlaw School District but

enrolled at the Muckleshoot Tribal School

Enumclaw School Districl 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan
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Section ll: Gurrent Enumclaw School District "Standard of Service"

ln order to determine the capacity of the District's facilities, the King County Code 214 refers to a

"standard of seryice" that each school district must establish in order to ascertain its overall capacity.

The standard of service is based upon the number of classrooms available at each school and the
desired average class load district-wide. A favorable class size is used to promote the standard and
quality of educational programs the residents of the Enumclaw School District expect and support
through the passage of levies and bonds.

Rooms designed for special use are not counted as classrooms. Portables used for classrooms are
employed on an interim basis only. When additional permanent classrooms are available portables
are removed from service, transferred to other locations, or used for non-classroom purposes.

Current Standards of Service for Elementary Students:
Average district wide class size for grades K-4 should not exceed 23 students.

Average district wide class size for grades 5 should not exceed 26 students.

Elementary school permanent capacity should be between 400 and 500 students.

Class size may vary from building to building based upon different influencing factors at each school.

Students may be provided music instruction, physical education, and lunch in a separate classroom
or facility.

Students may have scheduled time in a special computer lab.

Special Education for student with disabilities may be provided in a self-contained classroom with a

maximum capacity of 10-12 depending on the program.

ldentified students will also be provided other educational opportunities in classrooms and/or special
spaces for programs designated as follows:

English as a Second Language (ESL)
lntegrated Programs & Resource Rooms (for special remedial assistance)
Education for Disadvantage Students (Title 1)

Highly Capable Program
Other Remediation Programs
Learning Assisted Program (LAP)
School Adj ustment Prog rams for severely behavior-d isordered students
Hearing lmpaired
Mild, Moderate and Severe Developmental Disabilities
Developmental Kindergaften
Preschool Handicapped
Early Childhood Education Assistance Programs (ECEAP)

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan
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All of the above special programs require specialized classroom space; thus, the full-time student
capacity of buildings housing these programs is reduced. Students leave their regular classroom for
a period of time to receive instruction in these special programs. When programs change, program
capacity fluctuates and the plan is updated annually to reflect the change in program and capacity.

Gurrent Standards of Service for Secondary Students:
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.

Average district wide class size for grades 6-8 should not exceed 28 students

Middle school permanent capacity should be between 500 and 550 students.

Average district wide class size for grades 9-12 should not exceed 28 students.

High school permanent capacity should not exceed 1,344 students.

Special Education for students with disabilities may be provided in a classroom with a capacity of
10-15 depending on program.

ldentified students will also be provided other educational opportunities in classrooms and/or special
spaces for programs designated as follows:

lnstrumental and Vocal Music
lntegrated Programs & Resource Rooms (for special remedial assistance)
Computer Labs
Advanced Placement Programs
Basic Skills Programs
Variety of Career and Education Programs

Many of these programs require specialized classroom space and can reduce the permanent
capacity of the school buildings. ln addition, an alternative (continuation) program with limited
capacity and enrollment is provided for secondary students at the White River Alternative Program,
cooperative programs with Sumner and White River School districts housed in Buckley.

Each schools' available capacity will vary with the type of programs and space utilization in the
building. When a large number of portables are added to site to add capacity, other support facilities,
such as gymnasiums, lunch areas, halls, etc. become inadequate.

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan
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Section lll: lnventory and Projected Six-Year Enrollment Capacity of Schools

Currently, the District has permanent program capacity to house 4,352 students based on the
District's Standard of Service as set forth in Section ll. Poftable classroom capacity for 440 students
brings the total capacity lo 4,792.2 A summary of the current enrollment and proposed capacity, and
the breakdown at each grade span, is as follows:

Table 2: Summary of Capacity

lncluded in this Plan is an inventory of the District's schools by type, address and current capacity.
See Table 3. ln the fall of 2005, the District closed J.J. Smith Elementary due to the age and
condition of the building. Because the building does not meet current educational instruction
requirements, the District would need to comprehensively modernize or completely replace the
building before it could be used for classroom instruction. While the building remains on the District's
inventory, the District is unable to use the building for instructional purposes. As such, J.J. Smith is
not included in the District's inventory for purposes of this Capital Facilities Plan.

Based on the enrollment forecasts, current inventory and program capacity, current standard of
service, portable capacity, and construction of new classroom spaces, the District anticipates having
sufficient capacity to house students during the next two to three years. However, with the planned
new development commencing in the City of Black Diamond and potential development in the City of
Enumclaw and King County during the six year planning period, the District anticipates needing to
add additional student capacity in the short term. Table 4 analyzes projected enrollment and
capacity.

2 The District's intent is for all student to be served in permanent classroom facilities. As such, portables are intended to be a
temporary capacity solution.

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan

Oct2012
Enrollment

(HCl

Surplus
Capacity w/o

Portables

Surplus
Capacity

w/ Portables

2012-13
Current Permanent

Capacity
Portable
Capacity

Total
Capacity

1.697 219 439Elementary 1 ,916 220 2,136
968 124 124Middle School 1,092 0 1,092

-18 202Senior Hiqh 1,344 220 1,564 1,362

325 765District Total 4,352 440 4,792 4,027
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Enumclaw School District 6-Year
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Black Diamond Elementary

Byron Kibler Elementary

Southwood Elementary

Sunrise Elementary

Westwood Elementary

Enumclaw Middle School

Thunder Mountain Middle
School

Enumclaw High School

1 

=Exclusive of portable classrooms
and based upon District standards
(see Section ll).

25314 Baker Street
Black Diamond, WA 98010

2057 Kibler Avenue
Enumclaw, WA 98022

3240 McDougallAvenue
Enumclaw, WA 98022

899 Osceola Street
Enumclaw, WA 98022

21200 SE 416th
Enumclaw, WA 98022

550 Semanski Street S

Enumclaw, WA 98022

42018 264th Avenue E.

Enumclaw, WA. 98022

226 Semanski Street S

Enumclaw, WA 98022

TABLE 3: lnventory Summary
An inventory of existing permanent school facilities including the locations and
capacities of those facilities is provided below.

Existing Facility Location Capacityl

193

461

364.5

461

436.5

560

532

1344
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Table 4- Projected Enrollment & Capacity*

K-5 Elementary
2017 20182012 2013 2014 2015 2016Plan Years

1,723** 2,2231 ,916 '1,916 1 ,916 1 ,916Permanent Capacity I,916
500***New Construction: Elementary

220 220220 220 220 220 220Portable Capacity Available
Portable/Purchase, Relocate

1,943 2,4432,136 2,136 2,136 2,136 2136Total Capacity
1794 1904 2050 2,069 2215Projected Enrollment* 1697 1731

12 (1 34) (220) 8Surplus/(Deficit) of Perm. Capacity 219 185 122

(126\ 228439 405 342 232 86Surplus/(Deficit) with Portables

6-8 Middle School
2015 2016 2017 20182012 2013 2014Plan Years
1,092 1,092 1,092 1,0921,092 1,092 1,092Permanent Capacity

New Construction: Middle School
0 0 0 0Portable Capacitv Available 0 0 0

Portable/Purchase, Relocate
1,092 1,092 1,092 1,092TotalCapacity 1,092 1,092 1 092

904 944 1 006 '1,094Projected Enrollment* 968 940 898
86 (2\124 123 194 188 148Surplus/(Deficit) of Perm. Capacity

Surplus/(Deficit) with Portables

9-12 High School
2015 2016 2017 20182012 2013 2014Plan Years
1,344 1,344 1,344 1,3441,344 1,344 1,344Permanent Capacity

New Construction: H.S
220220 220 220 220 220Portable Capacity Available 220

Portable/Purchase, Relocate****
1,564 I,564 1,564 1,5641,564 1,564 1,564TotalCapacity

1 363 1321 13291362 1349 1384 1 369Projected Enrollment*
(1 e) 23 15(18) (5) (40) (25)Surplus/(Deficit) of Perm. Capacity

195 201 243 235202 215 180Surplus/(Deficit) with Portables

2012 enrollment is actual (based upon October 2012 reported enrollment).

*Note: the District uses headcount enrollment projections due to the fact that the majority of kindergarten students are
enrolled in an all-day program,

""The existing Black Diamond Elementary School will be closed for reconstruction. Students will be temporarily housed in

portables or at other school sites.

***The new Black Diamond Elementary School, with expanded capacity, is scheduled to open.

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan
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Section lV: The District's Planning and Construction Plan

Trigger of Construction

Planning for new schools and additions to existing schools is triggered by comparing the enrollment
forecasts with District capacity. Projected available student capacity was derived by subtracting
projected student enrollment from existing school capacity for each of the six years in the forecast
period (2013-18). Capacity needs are expressed in terms of "surplus/(Deficit) of Perm. Capacity." A
"(Deficit)" in permanent capacity means that there will be unhoused students (who will likely be
served in porlable classrooms, in classrooms where class size exceeds State standards, Board
expectations and/or contractually negotiated agreements within the local school district). The
unhoused student levels are shown in Table 5. Note: for purposes of assessing capacity, the District
has included the capacity improvements that are planned over the six year planning period. As
previously discussed in this Plan, the District intends to monitor development and enrollment growth
and will continue to assess the need for any capacity additions in future updates to this Plan.

Faci I ity Needs (2012-20181

Based upon present information, it appears that the District should plan for additional elementary
school capacity in the Black Diamond area. At the present time, the District anticipates that this will
be accomplished with a replacement of and capacity addition at the existing Black Diamond
Elementary School. Notably, creating capacity in this area of the District will also ensure that
elementary schools in other areas of the District are not overcrowded and that capacity is available in

those schools to serve new development. The projects listed in Table 5 are anticipated based upon
information available at the present time and are only preliminary planning estimates. Due in paft to
potential anticipated growth within the City of Enumclaw, the District may also purchase additional
portables during the six yearb of this planning period. Future updates to this Plan will reflect actual
planning decisions.

Facility Needs (Long Term)

Based upon present information regarding the development activity within the City of Black Diamond,
the District is planning for long term needs in the Black Diamond area. The District anticipates that,
based upon service standards and enrollment projections, the two projects currently under review will
necessitate the need for four new elementary schools, two new middle schools, and one new high
school. The District is uncertain at this time regarding long term additional capacity needs that may
result from additional development in Black Diamond and development within the City of Enumclaw
and unincorporated King County. The District will continue to monitor development activity and
related capacity needs. Future updates to this Plan will reflect the planning needs in response to long
term growth impacts.

General Considerations

The decision and ability to actually construct a new school facility involve multiple factors not wholly
within the control of the District. The availability of funds is the biggest consideration; whether those
funds are generated from locally approved bonds, state construction funds, impact fees, or mitigation
payments, or a combination of the above.

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan
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The District is also currently researching the possible modernization/replacement of one or more of its
existing facilities. This decision will be based upon the need for new facilities due to the age of the
facilities and educational program needs. Modernization/replacement projects will generally not
include new capacity additions. Future updates to this Plan will reflect actual planning decisions.

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan

June 2013 Page 10



1 76Bs

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
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Table 5 - Planned Projects 2010-2015

Enumclaw School District No. 216

P ects Planned and Sites uisitions

*Replacement and expansion of capacity
**The existing capacity of 193 will be increased to 500

Added
Capacity

% for new
GrowthSchool/Facility/Site Location Type Status

Projected
Comp
Date Approx Approx

Elementary
Black Diamond Elem Black Diamond New* Planninq 2018 307** 100%
Middle School
Senior Hiqh

Planninq 2016-201t 23-28 100%Portable Facilities Enumclaw

Other Sites 
I

South West Enumclaw (1841009 SE 244th, Enumclaw
North East Enumclaw (204)lEast of Highway 169

Black Diamond (various pendinq)

New
New
New

Exist.

Exist.

Planninq

Site Bank
Site Bank

0
0

vary nq

0

0o/o

100%
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(1 ) Secured Bond/Levy- Bond and leW funding already approved by voters.

projects
(3) Unsecured futurê - School m¡t¡gation and ¡mpact fees not yet collected, bonds ând levies not yet approved, state match
dollars not yet allocatêd.
*Replacement of existing Black Diâmond Elementary and relâted nêw capacity. Projected construction costs are updated
ânnuâlly

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facililies Plan
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Table6-FinancePlan

June 201 3

Total Secured Secured Unsecured

Cost
Bond/Levy

t1) Other (2) Other (3)2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
(All Amounts

in $000)lmorovements Addino Student Caoacitv

Elementary School

s25.629 $25.629

Property Acquisition

Middle School

Property Acqu¡sition

New Construction

Hioh School

$0. I 68$0.'168

Property Acquisition

New Construction

Portables $0.1 68

s25 797$25.797Total $0.168 $20 00 $5.629
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Section V: Gapital Facilities Financing Plan

The Six-Year Finance Plan shown on Table 6 demonstrates how the District intends to

fund new construction and improvements to school facilities for the years of 2013-18.
The financing plan and impact fee calculation formula also differentiate between
capacity and noncapacity projects.

The District's ability to accomplish its building program is dependent on the following
funding sources:

o Passage of general obligation bonds by District voters
. Collection of school mitigation and impact fees
. State equalization funds

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. Bonds are
then retired through collection of property taxes. The District will need to present a

bond proposal to its voters for the replacement of the existing Black Diamond
Elementary School within the six years of this Plan.

State School Gonstruction Funding Assistance

State School Construction Funding Assistance comes from the 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.

School districts may qualify for School Construction Funding Assistance for specific
capital projects. To qualify, a project must first meet a State established criteria of
need. This is determined by a formula that specifies the amount of square footage the
State will help finance to provide permanent structures for the unhoused enrollment
projected for the district. lf a project qualifies, it can become part of a State prioritization
system. This system prioritizes allocation of available funding resources to school
districts statewide based on seven prioritization categories. Funds are then disbursed
to the districts based on a formula which calculates district assessed valuation per pupil
relative to the whole State assessed valuation per pupil to establish the percent of the
total project cost to be paid by the State. The State contribution can range from less
than half to more lhan 7Oo/o of the project's cost.

State School Construction Funding Assistance can only be applied to major school
construction projects. Site acquisition and minor improvements are not eligible to
receive School Construction Funding Assistance dollars. School Construction Funding
Assistance funds are not received by a school district until after a school has been
constructed. ln such cases, the District must "front fund" a project. That is, the District

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan
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must finance the complete project with local funds (the future State's share coming from
funds allocated to future District projects). When the State share is finally disbursed
(without accounting for escalation) the future District project is paftially reimbursed.

Because of the method of computing State School Construction Funding Assistance,
the official percentage of funds calculated by the State does not typically equal the
actual percentage of total facility cost. The State Funding Assistance Percentage for
the Enumclaw School District is approximalely 57.84%. Notably, this only applies to
costs that the State considers eligible for State Funding. Land costs and other
development costs are not considered eligible for State School Construction Funding
Assistance. Furlhermore, the State only allows 90 square feet per elementary student
while the District's service standard requires more square feet per student. This
additional space must be funded with local dollars. For a typical project that has
maximum State funding, less that 50% of the total project costs will covered by School
Construction Funding Assistance dollars.

Mitigation Payments and School lmpact Fees

For development in those jurisdictions that have not adopted a school impact fee
ordinance, the District relies on mitigation required under the State Environmental Policy
Act and related statutes.

ln those jurisdictions where a school impact fee ordinance is in place, the District
requests that an impact fee be collected by the permitting agency for the construction of
any new residential dwelling unit.

Fees assessed are based on the new enrollment growth in the District. By law, new
development cannot be assessed impact fees to correct existing deficiencies.

lmpact fees have been calculated utilizing the formula in the King County Ordinance
11621. 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 or relocate temporary facilities (Poftables). Credits have also been
applied in the formula to account for State School Construction Funding Assistance
expected to be reimbursed to the District and projected future property taxes to be paid
by the owner of a 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. King County Ordinance 11621
defines "student Factor" as "the number derived by a school district to describe how
many students of each grade span are expected to be generated by a dwelling unit.
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, the data from adjacent districts, districts with similar demographics, or
county wide averages may be used."

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan
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Enumclaw School District's student generation factors are based on the 2013 average
of student factors from surrounding districts in King County. See Table 7. The
surrounding districts include Auburn, lssaquah, Kent, and Lake Washington.

Table 7 - Summary of Student Generation Rafe (SGR)

Single Family Dwelling Unit:

Multi-Family Dwellin g Unit:

Enumclaw School District 6-Y ear

Capital Facilities Plan

Lk. rùash AverageAuburn Issaquah Kent

0.381 0.4030.227 0.521 0.484Elementarv
0.129 0.t17 0.128Middle 0.08s 0.181
0.249 0.095 0.1s7Hieh 0.129 0.1 56

0.6880.862 0.593Total 0.441 0.858

Kent Lk. \ilash AverageAuburn Issaquah

0.324 0.049 0.177Elementarv 0.172 0.140
0.066 0.014 0.049Middle 0.070 0.044
0.1 l8 0.016 0.069Hish 0.096 0.045

0.2890.229 0.508 0.079Total 0.33 8
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Student Factors-Sin gle/Multi-Family
Elementary .4031.171
Middle School .1281.049
High School .1 571.069

Student Capacity Per Facility
Elementary 400-500
Middle School 500-550
High School 1,300

Section Vl: lmpact Fee Variables and lmpact Fees

Site Cost per Acre
Elementary
Middle School
High School

New Facility Construction Cost
Elementary S 25,628,625

SPI Square Footage per Student
Elementary (K-5) 90
Middle School (6-8) 117

High School (9-12) 130

Special Education 144

Temporary Classroom Capacity
Elementary 22
Middle School 22
High School 22

Developer Provided Sites/Facilities
None

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan

Temporary F acilities Costs
Elementary
Middle School
High School

Permanent Square Footage
Elernentary 244,960
Middle School 87,334
High School 157.519
Total 489,813

Temporary Square Footage
Elementary 15,645
Middle School
High School 10.638
Total 26,283

Total Facilities Square Footage
Elementary 260,605
Middle School 87,334
High School 168.157
Total 516,096

State Construction Funding
Local District 57.84%
Current Construction Cost
Allocation $188.55

District Average Assessed Value
Single Family Res. 5269,241
K.C. Assessor,2lll

Gen. Obligation Bond Interest
Rate
Current Bond Buyer Index 3.74%

District Äverage Assessed Value
Multi-Family Res. 574,025
K.C. Assessor,2/11
Avg. of Condos and Apts.

District Debt Service Tax Rate
Current $/1,000 $l.58

Site Acreage Site
Elementary
Middle School
High School

75a
25a
40a
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Using the variables and formula described above, impact fees proposed for the District
are summarized in Table 8. See also Appendix C.

Table 8 - School Impact Fees

lmpact Fee Per Dwelling Unit
Citv of Black Diamond*

Housing Type

Sinqle Familv $10.915
$4,407Multi-Family

*To be proposed to the City of Black Diamond

lmpact Fee Per Dwelling Unit
Citv of Enumclaw*

Housing Type

$10,915Sinqle Family
Multi-Familv $4,407

*To be proposed to the City of Enutnclaw

Housing Type lmpact Fee Per Dwelling Unit
King County**

$6.822Single Family
Multi-Family $2,754

**Per Chapter 2\Ã.43 KCC and Ordinance No. 10162

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan
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Klng/Enumclaw(17 2161

Grade

-- ACfUAt ENROLTMENTS ON OCfOBER 1st --
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011.

AVERAGE %

2012 SURVIVAL

.-- PROJECÍED ENROLTMENTS -.-

2014 2015 2016 2017

STATE OF WASHINGTON

SUPERINTENDENTOF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION

SCHOOL CONSTRU€TION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

REPORT 1049 - DETÉRMINATION OF PROJECTED ENROLTMENTS

scHooL YEAR 2012-2013

2013 20t8

Klndergarten

Grade 1

Gråde z

Gräde 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

K-6 Sub-Total

280

289

313

332

309

338

351

293

297

340

308

337

335

342

328

336

342

34I
349

354

34t

323

331

336

338

347

335

340

313

323

331

318

327

309

320

678

381

3s1

352

324

716

349

390

331

350

730

403

406

3s9

340

342

366

346

310

738

374

381

348

335

748

390

4t2

353

360

338

346

352

352

3s8

359

363

310

298

307

295

307

337

3s8

288

309

298

302

347

359

333

29!

303

311

344

368

341

368

311

32t

314

3t7

303

314

341

104.00%

L03.20%

107.37y"

1O3.27/o

1.02.06%

IOL.89%

318

326

333

336

328

334

315

333

34X

347

347

352

356

361

2,252

376

372

2,2t2

352

386

2,326

361

369

2,246 2,22r

362

339

2,24r

346

370

2,437

346

352

2,468

366

353

2,272

331

368

1o7.52%

ro2.o9%

2,290 2,350 2ß9r

Grade 7

Grâde I
7-8 Sub-Total

345

327

320

332

32s

3s3

373

368

699

380

377

366

353

747

374

402

353

356

70L

388 702.99%

356 700.62%

358 90.32%

356 97.A0%

652 672 698 719

Grade 9

Grade 10

Grade 11

6rade 12

9-12 Sub-Total

364

383

317

344

353

339

37L

324

337

344

331

338

1,sr5 1,438 1,508 1,48s L,476 7,468 1.,420 1,408 1,408 1,364 1,350 L,337

DtsTRtcr K-12 TOTAT 4s15 4388 4,564 4,472 4'3a7 4'390 4,377 4,376 4,410 4,427 4485 4,524

.October 2012HC enrollment includes sludents living in the Enumclaw School District but enrolled at the lVìuckleshoot Tribâ¡ School The enrollment projections in
Appendix B excludes these students for purposes of determîning the District's projected six year student enrollmenl.

Notes; Specif¡c subtotaling on th¡s rêÞort w¡ll be drivên by Dlstrlct Grade spans.

School Focilltles ond Orgontzotlon Prlnted Dec 04' 2072
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APPENDIX B
MODIFIED COHORT SURVIVAL PROJECTIONS

PROJECTED ENROLLMENTS

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Kindergarten
Grade I
Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4
Grade 5

296
265
267
273
275
284

300
313
274
262
290
292

309
326
232
278
288
317

315
335
346
335
305
315

309
335
355
349
365
332

309
335
355
358
380
397

K-5 Headcount

Grade 6
Grade 7
Grade 8

6-8 Headcount

Grade 9

Grade 10

Grade 11

Grade 12

9-12 Headcount"

K.12 FlE
K-12 Headcount

Enumclaw School District 6-Year
Capital Facilities Plan

'1660 1731 1850 1944 2046 2134

323
337
309

293
317
330

307
293
316

333
307
293

330
332
307

349
330
332

320
326
336
373

969

354
354
308
309

1325

3954

940 916 933 969 1010

317
370
344
318

343
337
364
360

328
363
332
379

306
348
357
348

4019 4170 4279 4374 4499

*The District uses headcount enrollment due to the fact that all-day kindergarten is uniform across the District. The
enrollment projections do not include the anticipated students living in the Enumclaw School District but enrolled in
the Muckleshoot Tribal School.

1349 1404 1402 1359 1355
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SCHOOL IMPACT FEE CALCULATIONS

SCI{OÓL IMPACT FEE CALCULATIONS
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580220 STREET EAST

TACOMA WA 98424-2000
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INTRODUCTION

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan is Fife School District's planning document prepared in compliance with
the requirements of the Growth Management Act (GMA), King County and Pierce County, and cities of Fife,
Milton, and Edgewood. It is designed to support the collection of school impact fees and consists of:

(a) An inventory of existing school facilities;
(b) A" enrollment base and projection;
(c) A standard ofservice;
(c) A summæy of school facility capacity and projected need for space;

(d) A forecast of future school facility needs, financing, and impact fee formula.

Fife School District serves a population of over 15,000, and is located offInterstate 5, east of Tacoma, north of
the Puyallup River, about ten square miles in area, and falling in both Pierce and King Counties. It includes the
cities of Fife, Milton, and Edgewood, unincorporated areas of Trout Lake, Jovita, Fife Heights, and a portion of
the Port of Tacoma,

The Growth Management Act authorizes jwisdictions to collect impact fees to supplement funding of
additional public facilities needed to accommodate new development. To collect impact fees, a local
jurisdiction must have adopted a GMA school ímpact fee ordinance, arid must approve the District's Capital
Facilities PIan as a component of their comprehensive plan. The District will utilize the State Subdivision Act
and the State Environmental Protection Act (SEPA) to collect mitigation fees in those jurisdictions where there

is no GMA impact fee ordinance.

Existine District Facilities

Discovery Primary School (grades K-l and preschool) Built new and opened inl992.

Alice V. Hedden Elementary School (grades 2-5) Built new and opened in 2001.

Endeavour Intermediate School (grades 2-5) Originally constructed as Milton
Elementary School in 1951 with additions in 1953, 1955, 1958, 1962, andl968. Modemized:ul^l975. Closed one

year for some demolition, total modernization and addition, Reopened in 1993 as Endeavour Intermediate
School.

Surprise Lake Middle School (grades 6-7) Originally constructed inl970.
Extensive modemization and addition in1992. Main offices and Counselors offices remodeled 1998.

Columbia Junior High School (grades 8-9) Built new and opened in September
2003. Perfomring arts auditorium, sports and athletic complex completed in2004.

Fife High School (grades 10-12) Originally constructed in 1930 with
additional buildings and space addedin 1949,7956,7958,7960, 1961,1970 and modemization in 1975. Some
demolition, extensive modernization and addition completed in 1995. Alternative High School modernized in
t997.

Transportation Center

Educational Services Center

Built new in 1996.

Located in a portion of the old Fife Elementary School. Modernized in 1997

,)
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INVENTORY OF' EXISTING SCHOOL FACILITIES

PortableFacility Portable Portable
Capacity Size Number Capacity SizeSchool Site Size

(sq. ft.)(est.acres) (sq.ft) (sq.ft) (sq.ft) (sq ft.) (3t2012)
(D-7) (D-7)(D-7)

New Mod Total
28.86 140,193 5 110 4,480Fife High School 705

lV Classroom 325 34,925 35,250
9,065 13,843 21,908V Annex

Vl Gym 22,089 20,564 42,653
1,952 14,045 15,997Vll Cafeteria

Vlll Shop 104 9,780 9,884

2,882 4,169 7,051lX Science

Alternative School 7,450 7,450
140,193

34.4 92,000 4 88 3,544Columbia Jr. High School 600
Classroom/Office/Gym 92,000 92,000

Surprise Lake Middle School 530 17.23 72,176 4 88 3,594

518 39,116Classroom/Office 38,599
Classroom/Gym 14,072 18,988 33,060

72,176

Endeavour lntermediate 530 7.045 54,058 4 88 3,584

Classroom 3,020 3,020
Classroom/Office 12,444 6,901 19,345
Classroom/Gym 28,700 2,993 31,693

54,059
Playshed 2,800 2,800

Alice V. Hedden Elementary 485 14.89 51,673 4 88 3,564
51,673 51,673Classroom/Office/Gym

Playshed 2,160 2,160

57,047 132 5,376Discovery Primary 485 7.045 57,047 6

Playshed 2,776 2,776

TOTAL 3,335 109.47 467,147 27 594 24,132

TOTAL CORE AND
PORTABLE CAPAC¡TY 3.929

3

1 7685



ENROLLMENT BASE AND PROJECTION

The District uses the enrollment projections provided by Washington State Office of Superintendent of Public
Instruction (OSPÐ as a base. 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 en¡ollment using October headcount for each gradetoproject the en¡ollment
in the next grade for the next year. The Cohort Survival Method uses past enrollment indicators to predict future
growth, however, it does not account for anticipated growth due to new residential and commercial construction in
the Fife/Milton area. For example, there are over 180 ptanned single family housing starts and over 70 plarmed
multifamily units within our school district's boundary, expected to generate approximately 80 new students.
Despite a dor¡r¡n-turn in the economy, resulting in slight decrease in fiscal year's 09-10 a¡d 10-11 enrollment, we
are anticipating continued growth as evidenced by the table below. Actual enrollment growth over the past ten
years averaged approximately 1.I7% per year, and .37Yo per year over the past five yeaÍs. More importantly, for
the next six years the Cohort Survival Method predicts an increased average growth rate of 2.18%o as shown below.

ENROLLMENT* 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 12-1 3** 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-1', 17-18 18-19
FHÍ

10 294 294 246 264 253 264 241 315 249 281 310
1'l 280 283 284 235 253 242 253 231 301 238 269
12 306 283 285 254 257 246 257 306 242

Total # 880 860 816 7A4 760 764 740 803 785 825 821

COLUMBIA
I 250 268 274 279 248 325 256 285 32C 320 5UJ

300 262 269 264 275 251 328 259 292 323
# 550 530 539 543 523 576 584 548 612 643 626

SLMS
6 261 288 251 289 249 2A1 31 1 311 320 333
7 250 257 281 246 320 252 284 315 315 298

Total # 511 545 532 535 533 595 626 609 618 657

END \VOUR
2 134 137 145 160 14s 't57 164 166 169 172 174
? 153 125 139 143 155 146 159 166 168 171 173
4 136 154 132 134 161 161 152 165 172 174 178
5 152 138 15s 124 147 '163 163 154 167 174 176

Total # 575 554 569 561 608 627 638 651 òt I 691 701

HEDDEN
2 105 112 119 124 118 't29 1eÈ 136 ?o 140 143

121 103 113 134 ,t 27 120 130 136 137 144 142
4 106 126 108 IJ¿ 131 132 124 4 a.À 141 142 145
5 119 112 125 119 120 133 133 126 137 143 144

Total # 451 453 465 509 496 513 522 533 554 565 574

DISC( /ERY
PS sections a 4 4 4 5 5 Ã 5 b 6

K 277 265 ¿,50 289 284 288 292 297 301 305 310
1 253 271 269 249 277 289 293 298 302 307 311

Total K-1 # 530 536 s05 s38 561 577 585 595 603 612 621

Tofal t-12 # 3497 3478 3426 3470 3517 3590 3664 3756 3839 3954 4000
FTE FTE 3355.17
% lncrease 1.250/o -.540/o -1.50% 1.28% 1.35% 2.O8 206 2.51 2,21 3.00 1.16
Avg GrowthfYear 0.37% 2.'18%

* Headcount (rather than FTE) is used as a more appropriate indicator for enrollnent and capacity needs. Part-time
students (less than I full FTE) require seating space and program resources as though full-time. Many kindergarten
students now attend full-time as well and thus require full-time seating space.** Actual enrollment based on October student headcount th¡ough the 12-13 school year.

4
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STANDARD OF SERVICE

Fife School District, as written in its mission statement, is committed to providing a safe and caring environment,
which ensures that all students will learn. And, as a Standard Bearer District, Fife is a leader in school reform and

committed to providing our students highly engaging, meaningful, challenging, and satisfying work. The District
is committed to achieving a high standard of learning for our students, as detailed in each of the six school
building's School Improvement Plans. Keeping class sizes at an optimal level is a critical component in reaching
these goals. Due to incredible community support, the District is able to set this standard at approximately 20-22
students per class, with first priority at the primary grade levels (K - 4). Students are provided traditional basic

education programs which include reading, writing, math, social studies, science, physical education, health, music
and art. In addition there are scheduled times in computer labs and a number of special programs such as special
education, Engtish Language L.earners (ELL), preschool, remediation and other programs designed to serve special
populations. These special programs significantly affect school capacity by the need for separate space, scheduling
accommodations, mandated program requirements, and population changes. Rooms designed for special use are

not counted as classrooms.

CAPACITY AND SPACE NEEDS

Washington Administrative Code (WAC) sets factors determining a school's eligibility to receive state-matching

funds for school construction. One factor is "square feet per student" set at 90 in grades K-6, i17 in grades 7 and

8, and I 3 0 in grades 9- 1 2. These space allocations are part of a funds allocation model and do not reflect the true
space needed to carry out the instructional program. Fife's actual K- 12 average squaxe feet per student is 132.83.

Fife School District has chosen to determine actual program capacity by surveying each school, reviewing with
each school principal how the teaching spaces are being used, and the number of teaching staff assigned.
Projections of space needs are based on the assumption of adding a teacher and classroom space for approximately
each additional 19 to 23 students dependent upon grade Level. This does not accountfor additional space needed

þr special programs as discussed above, and support services such as library, gtm, athletics, kitchen, bathrooms,
storage, etc. To reflect current programming needs and actual use of facility spaces, the District has finalized
participation in a community-wide study and suvey. The survey results are described on pages 72 and 13.

Previous and current survey information used to determine cunent and future capacity for each school is
summarized on the following charts by buildings. The charts include:

l. Enrollment by grade level headcount from the 2008-09 school year through the 201 8-79 year.
Preschool information is by sections rather than headcount.

2. Planned capacity when the building was designed.
3. TeacherscurrentlyassignedandprojectedtobeassignedundertheDisttict'sstandardofservice.
4. Permanent rooms, including special program areas.

5. Portable classrooms (including the number of additional classrooms needed).

Because space needs are driven, inpart, by the number of teachers available, future projections can be significantly
impacted by availability of state and local funds. A levy failwe or other severe budget impact may temporarily
reduce the numbe¡ of teachers, thus increasing class sizes and reducing the need for additional classrooms. 'When

funding levels are restored, teachers will be re-hired to return class sizes to District standards, However, in the
absence of budget set-backs, the number of teachers needed (and the number of classrooms required) will increase
as District enrollment continues to grow.

5
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and Needs
FIFE HIGH SCHOOL 12l13 OSPI enrollmenton

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-1 909-1 0 10-11 1'l-12 12-13 13-14Enrollment* 08.09
241 3'15 249 281 310294 246 264 253 26410 294

231 301 238 269283 284 235 253 242 25311 280
257 zJc 306 242285 254 257 24612 306 283 286

785 825 821860 816 784 760 764 740 803total 10-12 # 880

741.44FTE

4139 39 38 40 39 41ïeachers

ProjUse Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj# Ava¡lRooms

lV Classrm
77 7 7 7 7 77Up Clsrm

1 1 1 1 1 1 11Down Clsrm

2 2 2 2 2 2 22Sp. Ed.

1 I 1 1 1 1 1IHome Ec.

1 1 1 1 1 1 11Lib. Comp Lab
11 1 1 1 1 11Basic Lab

V Annex
11 1 1 1 1 11Up Clsrm

I I o 9 I II IDown Clsrm

Vl Gym
I 1 1 I 1 IIClsrm 1

2 2 2 2 ¿2Gym 2

1 1 1 1I 1 1WrestM/eíght 1

Vll Café

1 1 1 1 1I 1Music I

Vlll Shop
1 1 1 I 1I 1Art 1

1 'l 1 1 1I 1Wood 1

1 1 1 1 1 1Metal 1 1

a J J J 3lX Science/Ag 3 3 J

1 1 1 1 1 11 IAIt H.S

4 4 5 4 4 4 4(East) Classroom 4

39 38 39 39 39 2039 39total
, n,¡ôlaceraañi;',r ;a

0 20 0 0 1 2Portables 5

0 0 0 00 0 0Future
40 39 41 4139 39 38Total 44

noter 6 period day/1 teacher prep period

3 3 33 3Storage Containers

*Headcount

6
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COLUMBIA JUN¡OR HIGH
SCHOOL

(based on District-adjusted 12113 OSPI enrollment projections)

l8-1911-12 13-14 '14-15 15.16 16-17 17-18Enrollment* 08-09 09-10 10.11 12-13

279 325 256 289 320 320 303250 268 270 2488

250 328 259 252 323 323300 ¿oz 269 264 275I
576 584 548 612 643 626# 530 539 543 523Total 8-9 550

5n.04FTE

PlQn rCapgq!!yll;;1¡ :,

27 31 32 3127 29 29Teachers

Proj Proj Proj ProjUse Proj ProjRooms # Avail
.1 e 3 3 33Special Ed 3

4 4 4 4 44 4Science 4

1 1 1 1 1 11Chorus 1

1 1 1 1 11 1Band 1

0 0 0 0 00 0Drama 0

1 1 I 1 1 11 1Art
1 1 1 I 11 1Technology 1

0 0 0 U 0 00Auditorium U

1 1 I 1 1 11 IComputer
0 0 0 0 0 0 0Library 0

12 14 14 12 154 '15 15Classrooms 15

2 2 2 2 2 2 2Gym 2

1 1 I 1 1 1Weight Room 1 I

27 30 30Tota 30 29

0 0 0 I 2 1Portables 4 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0Future

3127 29 29 27 31 32Total 34

Note: 6 period day/1 teacher prep period

Storage Containers

Ca and Needs

*Headcount
**Even though the Plan Capacþ of Columbia Junior }Iigh is listed at 600, the actual regular capacity ofthe facility is less than 600 due to the

programmingneedsattheschoolandtheactualuseofclassroomspaces. Assuch,thoDistrictanalyzescapacityneedsatthisschool eachyear

during the six year planning period.

7
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and Needs

(based on District-adjusted 12113 OSPI enrollment projections)SURPRISE LAKE
MIDDLE SCHOOL

15-16 16-17 17-18 18-1 91',|-12 12-13 13-14 14-1509-10 10-11Enrollment* 08-09

294 320 â?â
249 281 311 311261 288 251 2896

315 315 298 324320 252 284250 257 281 2467
609 618 657569 533 595 626511 545 532 535Total 6-7 #

569.00FTE

r i530i

31 3327 30 31 3028Teachers

ProjProj Proj Proj ProjUse Proj# AvailRooms

I1 I 1I I 11ESL
D 3 3 33 3 33Science

00 0 0 0o 0Drama
11 I I 11 I1Shop

1 1 1 11 I I1Art
1 I 1 I1 1 1Choir/Band 1

1 1 I 11 I 1Library lab 1

2 2 22 2 2 2Gym 2
0 0 0 00 0 0Wrestling 0

4E15 15 1515 4E 1515Classrooms
11 1 11 1 11Sp. Ed
00 0 00 0 0LAP 0

26 26 26 2626 26 2626total

Needgd iìr,,,.11 i j::j,lj ri,,
4 4 42 1 4 4Poñables 4
0 1 e0 0 I0Future

30 3128 27 30 31Total 30

Note: 7 period day/1 teacher prep period

2 2 2 22 2 2Storage Containers

+Headcount

8
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and Needs
ENDEAVOUR
INTERMEDIATE

(based on District-adjusted 12113 OSPI enrollment projections)

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18.19Enrollment* 08-09 09-1 0 10-1 1 11-12

169 172 1742 134 137 145 160 145 157 164 166

166 168 171 173153 125 '139 143 155 146 1593

165 172 174 1784 136 154 132 134 161 161 152

154 167 174 1765 ltn 138 4Èa 124 147 163 163

638 651 676 691 701Total 2-5 # 575 554 569 561 608 627

FTE 608.00

33 34 âE 3530 31 32Teachers

Proj Proj Proj ProjUse Proj ProjRooms # Avail
2 22 2 2 2 2Sp. Ed 2

1 1 1Lab 1 I 1 1 1

1 1 1I I 1 1 1ESL
2 22 2 2 2 2 2Title l/Lap

I 11 1 1 1 1Art 1

1 1 1 1 I 1 1Music 1

1 1 I 1 1 I 1Gym 1

21 21 21 21 21 21 21Classrooms 21

30 30 30 30 30 30 30total 30

4 4Portables* 4 o I 2 3 4

0 1 1Future 0 0 0 0

31 33 34 35 35Total 34 30 32
*Share Discovery Portables

I 1 1Storage Containers 1 1 I 1

*Headcount

9
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and Needs

(based on District-adjusted 12113 OSPI enrollment projections)ALICE V. HEDDEN
ELEMENTARY

'16-17 17-18 18-1913-14 14-15 15"1608-09 09-1 0 10-11 11-12 12-13Enrollment*

139 140 143129 '135 136119 124 118105 1122
137 140 142120 130 136113 134 127121 103e

142 148132 124 135 141'108 132 131106 1264
133 126 137 143 144125 119 120 1321'19 112Ã

522 533 554 565 574465 509 496 513451 453Total2-5 #
496.00FTE

e!qnÆi.þq9!t!í.ltl

27 28 28 2925 zo 26Teachers

Proj Proj Proj ProjUse Proj ProjRooms # Avail
1 1 1I I 1 1Sp. Ed 1

1 1 1 II 1 1ESL I
2 2 2 22 2 2Lap 2
1 I 1 1I 1 1Comp. Lab 1

1 1 1I I 1 1Music 1

I 1 II 1 1 1Art I
1 1 I1 1 1 IGym 1

18 1817 18 18 1B 1BClassrooms 18
26 2625 26 26 26 26total 26

2 30 0 1 2oPortables 4
0 00 0 0 00Future

28 2926 26 27 2825Total 30

Storage Gontainers

*Headcount
**Even though the plan Capacity of Alice V. Hedden Elementary is listed at 485, the actual regular capacity of the facility is

less than 485 due to the prograriming needs at the school and the actual use ofclassroom spaces. As such, the District analyzes

capacity needs at this school each year during the six year planning period

1 7685
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Ca and N

*Headcount

(based on District-adjusted 12113 OSPI enrollment projectÎons)DISCOVERY
PRIMARY

17-',18 18-1908-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 1 2-13 '13-14 14-15 1s-16 16-17Enrollment*

63 4 4 Ã 5 5 t 6Pre-School Sections 3

zJ6 289 284 288 292 297 301 305 310K 277 265

249 277 269 293 298 302 307 3111 253 271 269

538 561 577 585 595 603 612 621TotalK-l 530 536 505

419.00FTE

esohrPlan,Gap.agj!¡¿. ,1., (t4çl

Teachers
29 30 30 31 31 31 32Teachers

4 5 5 5 5 o oPre-School

33 35 35 .10 36 37 3Btotal

ProjUse Proj Proj Proj Proj ProjRooms # Avail
3 3 3 ù 3 3 âPre-Sch 3

2 2 2 2 2 2 2Sp. Ed 2

2 2 2 2 ¿ 2 2Title I 2

I 1 1 1 1 1 1Music 1

I 1 1 1 1 1 1ESL / I-AP 1

I 1 1 I 1 1 1Gym 1

19 19 19 19 19 19 19Classrooms 19

29 29 20 29 29 29 29total 29

66 4 6 o o 6 6Portables**
0 0 0 1 I 2Future

óo 37 38Total 35 33 35 35 36
*Share Endeavour Portables

2 2 2Storage Containers 2 2 2 2

1 7685
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SCHOOL FACILITIES SUMMARY AND FUTURE NEEDS / FINANCING

A survey eurd study was completed in Jt;iry 1997, and revised April 2000. Based on those projections, the District
received voter authorization to build 2 new schools (elementary and junior high schools) to meet projected

enrollment growth. The Alice V. Hedden Elementary School was built and occupied in September 2001, adding

capacity for 485 students, However, there were stili approximately 350 secondary students occupying portables on

sites ttu'oughout the District. Existing core facilities and support space at the secondary grade levels (bathrooms,

cafeteria, gym, special programs, etc) remained over capacity as a result. The Columbia Junior High School was

opened in September 2003 as planned, adding additional capacíty for 600 students, The balance of the project
(entry road and parking lot) was completed during the fall of 2006. The grade configuration at the high school was

changed to grade levels 10-72, eliminating the need to buíld a new high school. Primary grade levels remain as

grades K-5. The middle and junior high schools now serve grades 6-9. As a result of these two new schools, and

the use of portable classrooms, the District has been able to meet the current capacity needs, and enable the Fife
School District to maintain a high Standard of Service and commitment to our students and community.

Both Pierce and King County showed a short-term birth rate decline which affected our 2009-2011 enrollments'

County records indicated this decline ended in 2011, as evidenced by our enrollment increase in20l2. With birth
rates on the rise again, our student population is expected to increase by approximately 400 students within the

next six years, As core facilities become overcrowded, the District will continue to utilize portable classrooms and

consider grade re-configuration to accommodate student growth on a temporary basis until enrolhnent is sufficient
to occupy a new school, The need for space is based on the practical capacity of existing facilities and hue space

needed to cany out a full instructional program. This differs from the space allocation used in the State's funding
formula to determine a school district's eiigibility for state-matching funds. For example, at the elementary level,

Fife School.District provides 97,76 square feet per student compared to 90 in the state formula. The National
average is 1 10.

Study and Survey 2009 - To reflect cunent building conditions as well as capacity needs, the District finalized
participation in another community-wide study and survey. The results of this survey included addressing the

capacity needs at Fife High School due to projected enrollment growth at the secondary level. The proposal

recommended an addition to the high school to make room for 10 new classrooms.

Study and Survey Future - In the spring of 2014 the District plans to begin another Study and Survey to provide

updated information on otu building needs. This will consist of a committee made up of community members,

staff, parents, and other interested parties. This survey should take approximately 6 months. Results of this
updated Study and Survey will be reflected in the Capital Facilities Plan following its completion.
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Future Classroorn Needs

Although the projected enrollments shown on pages 6-11 indicate our schools are primarily over capacity at the

elementary levels by 2OI8- 1 9, the District will consider grade re-configuring and use of portable classrooms at our

schools tohelp accómmodate enrollment growth and to balance over-all enrollment among our six schools.

District-wide projected classrooms needed, (including those for preschool), are shown below. In addition to

classrooms, there-is additional space needed for suppof services such as special programs, gym, cafeteria, storage,

bathrooms, etc. These projections for future classrooms are based simply on past enrollment statistics through the

2OIZ-I3 school year. Since this forecast is conservative, the plan will be revised as necessary to account for

anticipated enrollment growth and residential development.

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 t8-1911-12 12-13 13-1408-09 09-l 0 l0-11

2 20 0 1 03 0 0FHS 6 5

1 2 10 0 0 0 00 0COLUMBIA 0

5 71 4 5 41 1 2SLMS 0 I

a 4 50 1 20 0 0 0ENDEAVOUR

0 1 2 20 0 0 0HEDDEN 0 0

7 7 I I6 b1 2 4OISCOVERY 2

24 27I 12 17 l8Ã 3 6I 8Glassrooms Needed

Nøv Conslntclìon

Current Building Conditions

Since modernizationbegan in1992, all District facilities have been completely modemized and/or built new. This

includes the new Columbia Junior High and Alice V. Hedden Elementary Schools, Discovery Primary, Fife

Transportation Center as well as remodels/additions to Endeavour Intermediate, Surprise Lake Middle School, Fife

High 
-School, 

and the District Administration Office. Recently added modular classrooms at Columbia Junior High

and Alice V. Hedden, as well as the proposed Fife Senior High addition are outlined below.

School Construction Plans

r996-t997
r998-t999
1999-2000
2Q00-2001
2001-2003
2007-2008
2007-2009
20t4
20r4-2015
2016-2018

Study and Survey
Pla¡ned for schools
Planned and requested bond issue for schools (approved February 2000)

BuilVoccupied Hedden Elementary (completed 2001)

Built/occupied Columbia Junior High (occupied 2003)
Added modular classrooms at Hedden and Columbia
Study and Survey
Study and Survey to begin again Spring2}l4
Plan for senior high school addition and request bond issue

Build/occupy new addition
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l3



Project Costs

Alice V. Hedden Elementary & Modular Classrooms - Alice V. Hedden Elementary School was constructed on

aI4.B9 acre site located in Edgewood and opened in September 2001 with a capacity of 485 students. Final cost

was$11,100,000. Duetocontinuedenrollmentgrowthandspecialprogramneeds,fournewportableclassrooms
were added for use during the 2007-08 and20l1-12 school years. Final cost was $671,918 or about 5167,980 per

classroom.

Columbia Junior High & Modular Classrooms - Columbia Junior High School was constructed in Fife as part

of a joint cooperative effort with the City of Fife. The total site encompasses 34.4 acres, with the City of Fife

prouiding 27.i aqes and the District providing an additional7.3 acres. In retum for receivingthe 27.1' acres

ïalued aiapproximately $1.85 million, the District built additional park and athletic facilities. Usage, operations,

and mainterrance expenses will be shared according to interlocal agreements signed by the two agencies. The

school has a capacity for 600 students and opened in September 2003, with final project completion during the fall

of 2006. Final construction costs were 525,398,269. Due to continued enrollment growth four new modular

classrooms were added for use during the 2007-08 school year. Final cost was $638,184, or about $159,546 per

classroom.

Proposed Fife Senior High Addition - As a result of our study and survey completed in2009, preliminary plans

call for a $25,581,973 expansiori/remodel of the present high school within the next 6 years to accommodate

growing secondary eruollments. The existing five portable classrooms will be removed to make way for the new

320 student addition.

Project Funding

Alice V. Hedden Elementary, Columbia Junior High, & Modular Classrooms - The District's last bond issue

for $35 million was approved by the voters on February 29, 2000 to consftuct the two new schools Alice V'
Hedden Elementary, *d Colo*bia Junior High. Impact fees were also collected and applied to these projects.

The primary firnding source for the modular classrooms for these two schools added druing the 2007-08 and2017-

12 school years, were school impact fees.

proposed Fife Senior lligh Addition - The primary funding source for the Fife Senior High School addition will
n""d Voted General Obligation Bonds, with impact fees providing an additional funding source. Due to

inadequate state funding levels, the discrepancy still exists between the o'square feet per btudent" used in the state

formuia and the actual space needed to provide a full instructional program with support services. Therefore, the

District does not expect to qualiS for matching funds for the Fife Senior High addition.

Impact Fees

Impact fees are calculated on the basis of the facilities needed to house students from new residential development.

Impact fees for Fife School District are shown on page 1 6. Student Generation Rates (SGR) were update d in20L3 ,

und *" based on an analysis of al1 síngle and multiple-family new residential development projects constructed in

the five years from 2008 - 2012 withn Fife School District boundaries. The results were updated with 2013

student address data, (See Appendix Table 9.) Based on this most recent study, the single-family rate is calculated

at $1,051. The multþle-famiiy rate is calculated at $0. Because the updated analysis shows there were no high

school students g"nerãted in the last five years from multi-family housing, the calculated fee has dropped to zeto.
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New Capacity Needs and Financing Summary

As demonstrated in the tables on pages 6-11, the District currently has capacity to serve 1,500 students at the

elementary þreschool - 5tl' grade) level, 1,130 students at the middle/junior high school level (grades 6-9), and

705 studentyat the high school (grades 10-12) level, Current enrollment at each grade level is identified in the

tables on pages 6-11. The District is currently over capacity at the elementary level by 165 students, undet

capacþ at the middte/junior high school level by 38 students, and over capacity at the high school level by 55

students.

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

. Construction of new capacity and remodel of Fife High School.

Based upon the District's capacity and enrollment projections, the District determined that the majority of its
capacity improvements are necessary to serve students generated by new development, with the remaining

additional capacity required to address existing needs.

Based on the District's student generation rates, the District expects that .379 students will be generated from each

new single family home in the District and that .134 students will be generated from each new multi-family
dwelling unit.

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 multlfamily dwelling unit) and then reduces that amount by the anticipated state

match and future tax payments. The resulting impact fee is then discounted by 50%. Thus, by applying the

student generation factor to the school project costs, the fee formula only calculates the costs of providing capaclty

to serve, each new dwelling unit. The formula does not require new development to contribute the costs of
providing capacity to address existing needs.
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Appendix Table 1

Fife School District
Current Facilities Inventory

of curent Instructional Facilities the

* These capacíty ntrmbers exclude portable classroom facilities.

-A.1-
Pierce County

f

Location
Capacity+

Number of Students)Name

485

485

530

530

600

705

3,335

l2O5 - 19ü Avenue,
MiltonWA 98354

1 13 1 3 8th Street East,
Edgewood WA 98372

1304 - 17th Avenue,
Milton \MA 98354

2001 MiltonWay,
Milton WA 98354

2g0I 54ú Avenue East,
Tacoma, WA 98424

5616 - 20 Street East.
Tacom4 WA 98424

Elementary
Discovery Primary

Hedden Elementary

Endeavour Intermediate

MiddleiJunior
Surprise Lake Middle
School

Columbia Jr. High School

Senior
Fife High School

TOTAL

FIF'E
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Appendix Table 2
Public School Facilities

Feet Actual Student

(1) Includes Discovery @ I}L 69, Hedden @ 104.18 and Endeavour @ 88.91.

(2) Includes surprise Lake Middle school @126.85 and Columbia@175,91.

Appendix Table 3
Public School Facilities

Individual acl Pro ects

Appendix Table 4
Public School Facilities

CFP Projects and Financing Plan
Sources and Uses ofFunds

-/'.2-
Pierce County

Senior High
School

Middle/Jr
Schools (2)

Elementary
Schools (1)

1s0.34 184.4697.77

District Name
FIFE

CapacityName
320Senior Hieh Addition

2009-2019Sources/Uses

370,750

26,000,000
574,531

26,514,531

25,581,973
25,58L,973

932,558
932,558

26,5141531

U

Sources ofFunds:

Existing Revenue:

New Revenue:
Bonds, Not approved

Impact Fees

Total Sources:

Use of Funds:

Capacity Projects:
Senior Hi Addition

Sub Total:

Non-Capacity Proj ects :

Sub Total:

Total Costs/Use of Funds:

Balance: Surplus or (Deficit)
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Appendix Table 5

Public School Facilities
tal Facili to 2018-19

* Calculated using cost per student (Table 6) avg. $48,387 X deficiency

Appendix Table 6

Public School Facilities
School District Cost Student Headcount

Elementary Scliool: calculated using actual Hedden Elementary cost of $l1,100,000 + 485 (actual capacity)

Jr, High school: calculated using actual Columbia Jr. High cost of $25,3 98,269 + 600 (actual capacity).

Sr. High School: calculated using construction manager estimate of $25,581,973 +320 (projected capacity)'

-A.3-
Pierce County

q¡rvtl¡wU

Dollar Cost@
$ per Student

Student
Capacity

Net Reserve
or

Deficiency

Student
Population/

Student Demand

Time Period

-182 -$ 8,806,434*3,5t7 J 3 352012-13 Actual

-$ 16,693,515*3,655 -34s4,0002012-13 to 2018-19
Growth

Junior High
School

Senior High
School

Elementary
School

District Name

$79,944$22,887 s42,330Fife

17685



Appendix Table 7

PROIECTS CAPACITY TO HOUSE STUDENTS

* Removal of 5 portable classrooms from Fife High School, replaced by permanent addition.

Appendix Table 8

SIX YEAR FINANCE PLAN m 00's

-/*4-
King County

20t2-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-ló 2016-17 201'.1-18

594

3929

3517

412
-r82

594

3929

3590

339
-255

594

3929

3664

26s
-329

594

3929

3756

t73
-421

594

3929

3839

90
-s04

s94

3929

3954

-25
-61.9

2018-r9

320

3655

_<*

-1 10

484

4139

4000

t39
-345

New Addition

Core Capacity

Pofable # Change
Portable Capacity Change

Portable Capacity

Core + Portable Capacity

Proj ected Enrollment (Headcount)

Surplus Capacity with Portables
Surplus Capacity w/o Portables

3335 333s 3335 3335 3335 3335

0

0

0
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0
0

State Impact
Fees/Other

$25,067 $0 $515

$o$25

$0 $0

Local
Bond

$0

$515

New Capacity

# Portables
Purchased

Cost of
Portables
Purchased

Totals
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Appendix Table 9

2013 Fife School District Student Generation Rates*

Total
Pierce

and
King

Gounty
SGR

King
County

SGR

Pierce
County

SGR

SINGLE FAMILY

Elementary-KthroughS
Middle School -- 6 through 9
High School- 10 through '12

0.215
0.1 09
0.056

0.302
0.140
0.047

0.202
0.104
0.057

Total 0.379 .488 0.364

MULTIPLE FAMILY

Elementary-KthroughS
Middle School - 6 through 9
High School- 10 through 12

0.090
0.030
0.015

0.000
0.000
0.000

0.090
0.030
0.0'15

Total 0.134 0.000 0.'134

Grade
SF

Combined
MF

Gombined

K
1

2
3

4
5

o
7
8

I
10

11

12
Total

Students

13

5

12

12

17

14

10

14

I
4
7
5

7

129

340

0

0

2
1

I
2
0

0

1

1

1

0

0

9

Total
U its 67

*Note: These student generation ¡ates are based on new residential developrnent for the five year period 2008 tlrough
2012.

-4.5-
King County
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES
PLAN

2013 through 201 9

Adopted by the Auburn School District Board of Directors
May 28, 2013
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Auburn School District No, 408
CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

2013 through 2019

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 o'f 2013.

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;
otherfactors 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,
the 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 25 students; class size for grades 3-4 should not
exceed 27 students; class size for grade 5 should not exceed 30 students. When
averaged over the six elementary grades, this computes to 26.5 students per classroom.
Class size for grades 6-12 should not exceed 30 students, with some subject areas
restricted to lesser numbers. (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
2012-13 capacity was 13,506. The actual number of individual students was 14,596 as
of October 1,2012. (See Section V for more specific information.)

2
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The Capital Construction Plan shown in Section Vl addresses the additions and
proposed modernization to the District's existing facilities. This provided for a new high
school, Auburn Mountainview, approved by the voters in February 2003 and opened in

September 2005; and the addition of two new elementary schools approved by the
voters in February 2005; with Lakeland Hills Elementary opening in the Fall of 2006 and
Arthur Jacobsen Elementary opening in the Fall of 2007. The plan includes the
construction of a new middle school and a new elementary school, as well as the
acquisition of a future school site to accommodate growth. The new facilities are
required to meet the projected student population increase to be generated from the
large development areas within the Auburn School District. Three areas that have
significant impact on the school district are the Lakeland South, the Lea Hill, and the
norlh Auburn valley areas of the district. There are other pockets of development that
impact the District as well. The City of Kent has an area of approximately 158 acres that
was sold to developers in 2004. The economic downturn has slowed development in
these areas, but recent new construction is beginning to pick back up.

The District completed a comprehensive review of all district facilities and 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 not successful 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 school board determined to
move fonvard 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 the school board determined to rerun the
bond again in November of 2012. ln November 2012 the bond passed al620/o and
construction for the Auburn High School Modernization and Reconstruction Project
began on February 25,2013.

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. This Plan uses the student generation
factors for multi-family in 2012. Due to the dramatic changes in the numbers for 2013,
the District plans to carefully monitor the numbers over the next year 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 GIS; and to integrate the
mapping with student data from the District's student data system. This method gives
the District actual 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

CAP]TAL FACILITIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Listed below is a summary level outline of the changes from the 2012 Capilal
Facilities Plan that are a part of the 2013 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
En rol lment Projections

Updated projections. See Appendices 4.1 & 4.2

Section lll
Standard of Service

A. lncrease of 1 structured learning classroom at elementary level.

B. lncrease of 10 full-day kindergarten classrooms at elementary level

Section lV
Inventory of Facilities

A. Add 2 portables at Auburn Mountainview High School.

B. Add 2 portables at Lakeland Hills Elementary.

C. Remove 5 portables at Auburn High School due to the Auburn High School

Modernization and Reconstruction Project.

Section V
Pupil Capacity

Reduction in student capacity with removal of 1 portable overall

4
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Section Vll
lmpact Fees

Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

CHANGES TO IMPACT FEE DATA ELEMENTS 2012to 2013

Appendix 4.1 - Updated enrollment projections from October 1,2012
Appendix 4.2 - Updated enrollment projections with anticipated buildout schedule from March 2013
Appendix 4.3 - Student Generation Survey March 2013

Section Vlll
Appendices

DATA ELEMENTS
CPF
2012

CPF
2013 EXPLANATION

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.

Multi-Family data uses 2012 information

Updated estimates for 2013
Updated estimates for 2013

Updated estimate on land costs.

Updated to projected SPI schedule. (July 2012)

Updated to current SPI schedule.

Computed

Updated from March 2013 King County
Dept of Assessments data.

Updated from March 2013 King County
Dept of Assessments data using weighted
average.

Current Fiscal Year

Current Rate (Bond Buyers 20 lndex 3-13)

Student Generation Factors
Single Family

Elementary
Mid School
Sr. High

Multi-Family
Elementary
Mid School
Sr. High

School Construction Costs
Elementary
Middle School

Site Acquisition Gosts
Cost per acre

Area Cost Allowance Boeckh lndex

Match % - State

Match % - District

District Average AV
Single Family

Multi-Family

Debt Serv Tax Rate

GO Bond lnt Rate

$223,057

$68,902

0.2610
0.1300
0.1340

0.1720
0.0700
0.0900

$21,750,000
$42,500,000

$326,827

$188.55

58.49o/o

41.51%

$0.98

3.84%

$199,919

$75,278

0.2270
0.0850
0.1 290

0.1720
0.0700
0.0960

$308,'1 55

$188.55

59.19%

40.81%

$2.11

3.74%

000
000

0

0

00
80

$25
$48

5
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Auburn School District No. 408

Capital Facilities Plan
201 3 through 201 9

Section ll

E n rollment Projections
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS

The Auburn School District uses a modified cohort survival model to project future enrollment for all

of theDistrict'soperations. Tablell.l isanextractfromthecomprehensiveprojectionmodelfoundin
Appendix 4.2 titled "CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN Enrollment Projections". This Table shows the

anticipated enrollment for the next six years based on the previous 6 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.

District is currently operating Fu ay arten in eleven schools. This udes two state

funded Full Day Kindergartens at two elementary schools. The State projects to fully implement

Full-Day Kindergarten by 2018.

7

TABLE
il.1

ASD ENROLLMENT
PROJECTIONS (March 2013)

2017-18
Proiected

2018-19
Proiected

2013-14
Proiected

2014-15
Proiected

2015-16
Proiected

2016-17

ProiectedGRADE
2012-13
Actual

1191

1215

1202

1182
1 160

1 159

1226

1250

1237

1216

1227

1 188

1256

1280

1267

1246

1257

1250

1285

1 309

1296

1275

1286
1279

KDG
1

2

3

4
5

1 098

1 089

1 083

1111

1 038

1070

1127

1 150

1 105

1092
1149
1 059

1158

1182
1 169

1117

1 133

1174
7343 7557 77316489 6682 6932 71 09K-5

1200

1202
1227

1261

1224
1208

108'l

1 065

1 093

1073
1 108
107 5

1 189

1101

1119

1176

1219

1114

6

7

I

1041

1 086

1017
36943255 3410 3509 36286-8 3144 3239

1287

1313

1223

1246

1 336

1 301

1 308

1275

1329

1344

1290
1 355

1442

1 336

1 333

I 336

I
10

11

12

1200

1278
1164

1321

1221

1205
1266
1206

1302
1230
1197

1312
5220 531 9 54474963 4898 5041 50699-12

16,504 16,87114,820 15,228 15,588 16,072TOTALS 14,596

Proiected Proiected ProiectedActual Proiected Proiected ProiectedGRADES K-12
651 3

341 0

5069

6730

3509

5220

6929

3628
5319

7089

3694

5447

5940

3144
4963

61 19

3239
4898

6353

3255
5041

K-5wlK@112
6-8

9-12
15,459 15,876 16,22914,047 14,256 14,649 14,992K-12wlK@112
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILIT¡ES PLAN
2013 through 20'19

STANDARD OF SERVICE

The School lmpact Fee Ordinances adopted by King County, the City of Auburn and the City of Kent indicate
that each school district /xusf esfabrs h a "Standard of Service" in order to asceftain the overall capacity to house
its projected student population. The Superintendent of Public lnstruction esfab/ahes square footage
"capacity" guidelines for computing stafe 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 /s sfudenf population. The SPI
guidelines do not make adequate provision for local district program needs, facility configurations, emerging
educational reform, or the dynamics 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 potentialspace needs are provided for information purposes without
accom pany ing com p utati on s.

OVERVIEW
The Auburn School District operates fourteen elementary schools housing 6,489 students in grades

K through 5. For Kindergarten students 592 of the 1 ,098 attend 112 days throughout the year and 5,49'1 students,
grades 1 through 5, plus 506 kindergarlners, attend on a full day basis. When converted to full time
equivalents, the K-5 enrollmenf is 6,'193. The four middle schools house 3,144 students in grades 6 through 8.

The District operates three comprehensive senior high schools and one alternative high school, housing 4,963
students in grades 9 through 12.

ctÁss 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 26.5 students per

teacher. Consistent with this staffing limit, room capacities are set at 26.5 students per room at grades

K-5. Atgrades6-l2thelimitissetat30pupilsperroom. TheSPlspaceallocationforeachgrade
articulation level, less 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 nine classrooms to provide for 84 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 dispropoftionate 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 @ 26.5 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 26.5 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(27)
0

I
1 7685
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

STANDARD OF SERVICE

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 populatton.

(1 86)
0

1 86)

NATIVE AMERICAN RESOURCE ROOM
The Auburn School District operates two resource rooms to support the education of Native American

students at the elementary level. Two standard classrooms are fully dedicated to serve these students.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 7 rooms @ 26.5 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 26.5 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 2 rooms @ 26.5 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 26.5 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 3 rooms @ 26.5 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 26.5 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 4 rooms @ 26.5 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 26.5 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(53)

HEAD START
The Auburn School District operates a Head Start program for approximalely 114 pre-school aged children

in six section s of 12 day in length. The program is housed at three elementary schools and utilizes

three standard elementary classrooms and auxiliary office spaces. The housing requirements
for this program are not provided for in the SPI space guidelines.

0

0

(53)

(80)

(80)

EARLY CHILDHOOD SPECIAL EDUCATION
The Auburn School District operates a pre-school program for young children with disabilities below

age five. 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.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 10 rooms @ 26.5 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 26.5 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(265)

(265)

READING tABS
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 forthis program are not
provided for in the SPI space guidelines.

0

(1 06)
0

1 7685
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Auburn School Distr¡ct No. 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

STANDARD OF SERVICE

MUSIC ROOMS
The District elementary music programs require one acoustically modified classroom at each elementary
schoolfor music instruction. The housing requirements are not provided for in the SPI space guidelines.

(371)Loss of Permanent Capacity 14 rooms @26.5 each =

Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 26.5 each =
Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 14 rooms @26.5 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 26.5 each =

Total Capacity Loss

0

(371)

ENGLISH ASA SECOND LANGUAGE 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.

(371)
0

(371)

SECOND 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.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 8 rooms @ 26.5 each =

Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 26.5 each =
Total Capacity Loss

(212)
0

(212)

ELEMENTARY LEARNING SPECIALIST PROGRAM
The Auburn School District provides a learning specialist program to increase literacy skills for
first and second graders. This program model was 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.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 14 rooms @26.5 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 26.5 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(371)
0

(371)

FULL DAY KINDERGARTEN
The Auburn School District provides Full-Day Kindergarten programs to increase academic skills for
kindergaften students. This program model has been created from tuition, Title lfunds and currently
there aretwo schools receiving statefunding for2012-13 schoolyear. The districtis utilizing 26

classrooms at eleven of the fourteen elementary schools. Housing requirements exceed the OSPI space
guidelines for this program by 13 classrooms.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 13 rooms @ 26.5 each =

Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 26.5 each =
Total Capacity Loss

(345)

(345)
0

1 7685
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

STANDARD OF SERVICE

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
diabilities. The program is housed at one of the middle schools and uses one classroom. The housing
requirements for this program are provided for in the SPI space allocations.

STRUCTURED 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. Three of the five classrooms for this program are provided for in the SPI space allocations.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 3 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

MIDDLE SCHOOL COMPUTER tABS
The Auburn School District operates a minimum of one computer lab at each middle school. This program
utilizes a standard classroom per middle school. The housing requirements for this program

are not provided for in the SPI space guidelines.

(e0)
0

(e0)

(120)
0

(120)

ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE
The Auburn School District operates a pullout program at the middle school level for students
learning English as a second language. This program requires four standard classrooms that are not
provided for in the SPI space guidelines.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 4 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(120)
0

(120)

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 Reporl #3 dated 12114111 identifies 148 teaching stations available in the
mid-level facilities. The utilization pattern results in a loss of approximately 8 teaching stations.

Loss of Permanent Capacity 4 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity I rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(240)
0

1 7685

12

(240)



Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FAC¡LITIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

STANDARD OF SERVICE

SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS

SEN'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 7 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 1 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity 5 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

Loss of Permanent Capacity I rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

(210)
0

(210)

ENGLISH ASA SECOND LANGUAGE
The Auburn School District operates a pullout program at three comprehensive high schools for students
learning English as a second language. 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 BEH AVIO R SP ECIAL ED U CATI O 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.

(e0)

0
(e0)

(30)
0

STRUCTURED LEARNING CENTER PROGRA
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.

(30)

(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 10 classrooms to provide program to meet educational needs of
the students. The SPI space guidelines provide for one of the 10 teaching stations.

(270)
0

'17685
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACIL¡TIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

STANDARD OF SERVICE

PERFO RMING ARTS CENTERS
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 10 rooms @ 30 each =
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0 rooms @ 30 each =

Total Capacity Loss

STANDARD OF SERVICE COMPUTED TOTALS
ELEMENTARY

Loss of Permanent Capacity = (2,387)
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0

Total Capacity Loss (2,387)
MIDDLE SCHOOL

Loss of Permanent Capacity = (570)

Loss of Temporary Capacity 0

Total Capacity Loss (570)

SENIOR HIGH
Loss of Permanent Capacity - (1,300)

Loss of Temporary Capacity 0

Total Capacity Loss (1,300)
TOTAL

Loss of Permanent Capacity = (4,257)
Loss of Temporary Capacity 0

Total Capacity Loss (4,257)

(300)
0

(300)

I 7685
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

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 schoolattendance areas uniquely impacted by increasing school
populations that would othenruise 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, kitchens, labs, lockers, 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
(December 2012)

District School Facilities

Gapacitv Acres AddressBuilding
Elementary Schools

5.40 20 E Street Northeast. Auburn WA, 98002Washinqton Elementarv 486

1101 D Street Southeast. Auburn WA, 98002Terminal Park Elementarv 408 6.70

Dick Scobee Elementarv 477 10.50 '1 031 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

551 10.00 1005 37th Street Southeast, Auburn WA, 98002Gildo Rev Elementarv
456 8.09 5602 South 316th. Auburn WA. 98001Everqreen Heiqhts Elem.

10.60 310 Milwaukee Boulevard North. PacificWA, 98047Alpac Elementarv 497

Lake View Elementarv 559 16.40 16401 Southeast 318th Street, Auburn WA, 98092

Hazelwood Elementarv 580 12.67 11815 Southeast 304th Street, Auburn WA, 98092

llalko Elementarv 585 12.00 301 Oravetz Place Southeast, Auburn WA, 98092

Lakeland Hills Elementarv 594 12.00 1020 Evergreen Way SE, Auburn WA, 98092

614 10.00 29205 132"" Street SE, Auburn WA, 98092Arthur Jacobsen Elementary
7.138ELEM CAPACITY

Middle Schools
Cascade Middle School 829 17.30 1015 24lh Street Nodheast, Auburn WA, 98002

921 17.40 1825 K Street Southeast, Auburn WA, 98002Olvmpic Middle School
26.33 30620 l16th Avenue Southeast, Auburn WA, 98092Rainier Middle School 843
30.88 620 37th Street Southeast, Auburn WA. 98002Mt. Baker Middle School 837

MS CAPACITY 3,430

Senior High Schools
401 West Main Street. Auburn WA. 98001West Auburn Hiqh School 233 5.1 0

800 Fourth Street Norlheast. Auburn WA. 98002Auburn Senior Hiqh 2,101 18.60

Auburn Riverside HS 1,387 33.00 501 Oravetz Road, Auburn WA, 98092

Auburn Mountainview HS 1.443 40.00 28gOO P4th Ave SE, Auburn WA, 98092

5.164SH CAPACITY

TOTAL CAPACITY '15,732

1 7685
16
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

INVENTORY OF FACILITIES

*TAP - Transition Assistance Program for 8-2 year old students with special needs.

Ð

TABLE
tv.2

TEMPORARY/RELOCATABLE
FACILITIES INVENTORY

(March 2013)

Elementarv Location 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 20'18-19

0

2
2

3

5

5

6

2

2

2

0

2

4

0

0

2

3

3
Ã

5

o

2

2

2

0

2

4

0

0

2

3

3

5

b

2

2

2

0

2

4

0

0

2

3

J

5

5

b

2

2

2

0

2

4

0

Washington
Terminal Park

Dick Scobee
Pioneer

Chinook
Lea Hill

Gildo Rey

Evergreen Heights

Alpac
Lake View
Hazelwood
llalko
Lakeland Hills Elementary

Arthur Jacobsen Elementary

0

2

J

3

5

5

b

0

2

2

0

2

2

0

0

2

3

3

5

5

6

0

2

2

0

2

4

0

0

2

3

3

5

5

b

0

2

2

0

2

4

0
36

954
36

954
36

954
TOTAL UNITS
TOTAL CAPACITY

JZ

848
3:4

901

34
901

36

954

2017-18 2018-19Middle School Location 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 201 5-l 6 2016-17

0

0

5

I

0

0

5

8

0

0

5

8

0

0

7

I

2

2

7

8

2

2

8

I

2

2

I
I

Cascade
Olympic
Rainier
Mt. Baker

13

390
13

390
13

390
15

450
19

570
20

600
20
600

TOTAL UNITS
TOTAL CAPACITY

2017-18 201 8-1 ISr. Hiqh School Location 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17
0

7

1

13

2

0

0

1

13

2

1

0

1

13

4

I
0

1

13

4

1

0

1

13
4

West Auburn
Auburn High School
Auburn High School - *TAP

Auburn Riverside
Auburn Mountainview

0

12

1

13

0

0

7

1

'13

2

16

480
19

570
19

570
19

570
TOTAL UNITS
TOTAL CAPACITY

26
780

23
690

23
690

75

2,',|24
75

2,124
COMBINED TOTAL UNITS
COMBINED TOTAL CAPACITY

7',|

2,018
70

1,981

70

I,981
67

'1,884

74
2,094

*Note: Reduction of portables at Auburn High School is due to the Auburn High School Modernization and

Reconstruction Project.

1 7685
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FAGILITIES PLAN
201 3 through 201 9

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 unfunded
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/ Newfacilities shown in 2017-18 and 20'l 8-1 9 are notfunded underthe currentCapital Facilities Plan.

2/ The Standard of Service represents 25.38% of SPI capacity. When newfacilities are added the Standard

of Service computations are decreased lo 23.35% of SPI capacity.

3/ Students beyond the capacity are accomodated in other spaces (commons, library, theater, shared teaching space).

1l

3t

4

2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19

Table V.1
Gapacity

WITH relocatables 2012-13
15,732

Q.289\

15,732

Q.469)

15,732

Q.409)

15,732

800

e,289), (2,289\

16,532
550

15,732

(2,226\

15,732

(2,289)
13,443

14,780

(1,337)

1,981

G.244

13,443

15,196

(1,753)

1,981

u.244

13,263

15,612

(2,34e)

1,884
(4,244

13,323

16,210

(2,887)

2,094
(4,244

14,243

16,655

(2,412)

2,124
(4,244\

14,793

17,041

(2,248)

2,124
(4,244)

13,506

I 4,596

(1,0s0)

2,018
(4,244

(2,409) (2,28e) (2,28e)ustments (2,226) (2,289) (2,289) (2,46e)

SPI Capacity
SPI Capacity-New Elem
SPI Capacity- New MS

Capacity Adjustments
Net Capacity

ASD Surplus/Deficit

CAPACITY ADJUSTMENTS

lnclude Relocatable

B.

c.

D.

E.

Exclude SOS 14

ASD Enrollment

A.
4.1
4.2

2016-17 2017-18 2018-192012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16

Table V.2
Capacity

WITHOUT relocatables
15,732

Ø.244\

15,732

ø,244\

15,732

ø,244\

15,732

(4,244)

15,732

(4,244)

15,732

800

(4,244\

16,532
550

(4,244)
11,488

1 5,1 96

(3,708)

ø,244

11,488

15,612

(4,124)

Ø.244\

11,488

16,210

(4,722)

Ø,244)

12,288

16,655

(4,367)

(4,244

12,838

17,041

(4,203)

(4,244

11,488

14,596

(3,I o8)

(4,244\

11,488

14,780

(3,2e2)

(4,244
(4,244)(4,244) (4,244) (4,244) (4,244) (4,244) (4,244)

A.
4.1
4.2

SPI Capacity
SPI Capacity-New Elem
SPI Capacity- New MS

B

c

D

Capacity Adjustments
Net Capacity

ASD Enrollment

E ASD Surplus/Deficit

CAPACITY ADJUSTMENTS

Exclude SOS 14
Total Adjustments

1 7685
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Auburn School District No. 408

CAPITAL FACIL¡TIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

PUPIL CAPACITYPERMANENT FACILITIES

@ SPI Rated Capacity
(March 2013)

A. Elementa Schools

B. Middle Schools

C. Senior H h Schools

2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 201 8-1 IBuildinq 2012-13
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

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

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
550

Washington
Terminal Park

Dick Scobee

Pioneer
Chinook
Lea Hill

Gildo Rey

Evergreen Heights

Alpac
Lake View
Hazelwood

llalko
Lakeland Hills

Arthur Jacobsen

Elementary #15

486

408

477

441

440
450

551

456
497

559

580

585

594

614

7,1 38 7,1 38 7,688ELEM CAPACITY 7,1 38 7,1 38 7,1 38 7,'l 38

2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19Buildinq 2012-13
829
921

843

837

800

829

921

843

837

800

Cascade
Olympic
Rainier
Mt. Baker
Middle School #5

829
921

843

837

829

921

843

837

829
921

843

837

829

921

843

837

829
921

843

837

MS CAPACITY 3,430 3,430 3,430 3,430 3,430 4,230 4,230

2018-19Buildinq 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18
233

2,101

1,387

1.443

West Auburn

Auburn

Auburn Riverside

Auburn Mountainview

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

aaa

2,101
1,387

1,443

233
2,101
1,387

1,443
5,1 64 5,1 64 5,1 64 5,164 5,1 64 5,1 64 5,1 64SH CAPACIry

COMBINED CAPACITY l5 732 7321 1 732 1 732 15,732 16,532 17
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Auburn School District No. 408
CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

2013 through 2019
CAPITAL 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 Development.' 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 physical facilities. 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 funding to enhance the capacity of each facility to accommodate technological
applications. The 1998 Capital Levy provided funding to further deploy technology at a level
sufficient to supporl program requirements in every classroom and department. ln 2005 a
replacement technology levy was approved to continue to support technology across all facets 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 yeat, 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, 1 998 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 on the ballot four times prior to passing in 2003. 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 of 2002:

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 at 68.71% yes votes. The
school opened in the Fall of 2005.

ln the Fall of 2003 the school board directed the administration to begin the planning and design for
Elementary #13 and Elementary #14. ln the Fall of 2004, the Auburn School 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
#1 3) opened in the Fall of 2006. Arthur Jacobsen Elementary (Elementary #14) is located in the
Lea Hill area and opened in the Fall of 2007. These two elementary schools were built to
accommodate the housing groMh in Lakeland Hills and Lea Hill areas of the school district.

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 Modernizalion. 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 school 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 school board placing a school improvement
bond and capital improvements levy on 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 at 55J7%.
The levy will fund $46.4 million of needed improvement projects at 24 sites over the next seven
school years. Planning for the replacement of aging schools has started with educational
specifications and schematic design process beginning in 20'10 for Auburn High School. A future
bond issue will be necessary to fund these projects.

The school district acquired a site for a future middle school in 2009 and will need to consider
possibilities for a site for elementary school #15. 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 $'1 10 million bond issue for the Auburn
High School Modernization and Reconstruction Project aI62%. The groundbreaking occurred in

February 2013 and construction has begun. This phased project is scheduled to be completed
within the next three years.
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Within the six-year period, the District is projecting 2366 additional students mostly from new
development in the Lakeland, Lea Hill, and north Auburn valley areas. This increase in student
population will require the construction of a new middle school and acquiring a new elementary
school site and constructing an elementary school during the six-yearwindow.

Based upon the District's capacity data and enrollment projections, as well as the student generation
data included in Appendix A.3, the District has determined that approximately eighty-six percent of
the capacity improvements are necessary to serve the students generated from new development,
with the remaining additional capacity required to address existing need.

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 and passage of
bond issues and/or capital improvement levies.

!

1t

1t

1t

1/ These funds may
The District currently
state matching funds

be secured through local bond issues, sale of real property
is not eligible for state assistance at the elementary school
for modernization.

impact fees, and state matching funds.
level for new construction. The district is eligible for

2013-19 Capital Construction Plan

(March 2013)

Funded
Projected

Cost
Fund

Source
Project Timelines

12-13 13-14 14-15 1 5-16 16-17 17-18 1 8-1 9Proiect
2006

6 Year
Cap Levy

XX
All Facilities -
Technology
Modernization

Yes $12,000,000

XX XXlmpact
Fees

XX XX XX XX XXPortables Yes $1,200,000

XX$3,500,000
lmpact
Fees XX XX

Property Purchase

New Elementary No
Capital

Levy
XX XX XX XX XXMultiple Facility

lmprovements
Yes $46,400,000

XX
plan

XX
const

XX
openNo $50,700,000

Bond

lmpact FeeMiddle School#5
XX

open
Bond

lmpact Fee

XX
plan

XX
constElementarv #15 No $27,000,000

XX
const

XX
const

XX
openNo $1 10,000,000 Bond lssue

XX
planAHS Modernization
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Auburn School District No 408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

IMPACT FEE COMPUTATION (Spring 2013)

N¡iddle School #5 w¡lh¡n 6 year period

Elementary #15 w¡thin 6 year per¡od

,. S'TE COSTPER RES'DENCE
Formula: ((Acres Faclor

II. PERMANENT FACILIW CONSTRUCTION COST PER RES'DENCE

Formula: ((Fac¡l¡ty x Student to Total

III. TEMPORARY FACILITY CONSTRUCTION COST PER RES'DE'VCE
Formula: ((Facility x Student to Total

IV. STATE MATCH CREDIT PER RES'DENCE

Formula: (Boeckh SPI e x Dìstrict lvatch x Student

27

x

17685

Site
Acreaoe

Cost/
Acre

Facllity
CaDac¡tv

Student Generation Factor
Sinole Familv Multi Familv

Cost/
Sinole Familv

CosV
l\rultÌ Familv

Elem (K - 5)

N4iddle Sch (6 - 8)
Sr Hioh le - 12)

12

40

$308,1 55

$0
$0

550
800

1 500

0.2270
0 0850
0 12S0

o 1120
0 0700
0 0960

$1,526 21

$0 00
s0 00

$1,156.42
$0 00
$0 00

Facil¡ty

Cost

Facility

Size

% Perm Sq Ft/

Total Sq Ft
Student Generation Factor

Sinqle Familv N¡ulti Fam¡lv
Cost/

Sinqle Familv
Cost/

Multi Fam¡ly
Elem (K-5)
M¡d Sch (6 - 8)

Sr Hiqh (9 - 12)

$27,000,000

$50,700,000
$o

550
800

'1500

0 9653

0 9653
0 9653

o 2270

0.0850
0 1290

o 1720
0.0700
0.0960

$10,757'16
$5,200.05

$0 00

$8,150 80

$4,282.40

$0 00

815.957.21 $12,433.20

Facility

Cost

Fac¡lrty

Size

% Temp Sq Ft/
Total Sq Ft Mulli

Cosv
S¡nqle Fam¡lv

CosV

l\¡ult¡ Familv
Êrem (K - b)

Nr¡d Sch (6 - 8)

Sr H¡oh 19 - 12)

$t 50,000

$1 50,000
$1 50,000

26.5
30

30

0.034 /
0.0347

0 0347

o 22to
0 0850

0 1290

o 1 /2t)
0 0700

0.0960

s44 b6

$14 74
s33, / /
s't2.14
$'16.65

.tEt.66 $62,55

Boeckh

lndex

SPI
Footaoe

State
lvlatch

Studenl Generation Factor
Sinole Familv lvlulti Fam¡lv

Cosli
Sinole Fam¡lv

Cost/
Multi Familv

Elem (K - 5)

N¡id Sch (6 - 8)

Sr Hioh lg - 12ì

$1 88,55

$'188 55
s0 00

90
108
130

59,1 9%
59 l9%
59 1S%

0.2270
0 0850
0 12S0

o.1720

0.0700
0 0960

s2,280.04

$1,024 51

s0 00

s1,727 6'l
s843.72
$0 00

ï3,304.56 ç2,571.34



V. TAX CREDIT PER RESIDENCE

Formula: Expressed as the present value of an annuity

Tc = PV(¡nterest rate,d¡scount per¡od,average assd value x tax rate)

VI. DEVELOPER PROVIDED FACILITY CREDIT

Formula: (Value of Site or Facil¡ty/Number of dwel¡¡ng un¡ts)

Auburn School Distr¡ct No.408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2013 through 2019

2A

Number of
Yeârs

Tax Credit
Sinole Fam¡lv

Tax Credit
N¡ulti Fam¡lv

Ave Restd

Assd Value

Curr Dbt Seru
Tax Râle

Bnd Byr lndx
Ann lnt Rate

$2.1 1

$2 '11

374%

3.74./"

$1 99,71 I 10S¡ngle Family

lVult¡

No of Un¡tsValue Credit

PER UNIT IMPACT FEESFEE
RECAP

SUMMARY
Sìngle
Familv

Mult¡

Familv

$15,957 21

$81.66
($3,304 56)

$1,156.42
$12,433.20

$62 55
($2,571.34)

Permanent Facility Const Costs

Facil¡ty Costs

State Match Credit
Credit

Fee

$9,775.69

$4,887.84

($1,5oo.oo)

FEE (50% Discount)

Less ASD Discount

$5,398.93

$0 00
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Auburn School D¡strict No,408

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2013 2019

'studenl generâtion råtes 2012 lor multi-lâmily

SINGLE FAMILY

Elem
K-5

N¡id Sch
6-8

Sr High
9-12

Elem
K-5^

N.4id Sch
6-8'

Sr H¡gh

9-12'
IIVlPACT FEE ELEIVENTS

Student Factor
New Fac Capac¡ty
New Facility Cost

Temp Rm Capacity

Temp Fac¡lity Cost

Site Acreâge

Site Cost/Acre

Perm Sq Footage
Temp Sq Footage
Total Sq Footage

% - Perm Facilities
% - Temp Facilit¡es

SPI Sq Ft/Student
Boeckh lndex
l\¡atch % - State

l\¡atch % - Distr¡ct

Dist Aver AV

Debt Serv Tax Rate

G. O Bond lnt Rate

Single Family - Auburn actual count (3/1 3)

Elementary Cost Estimales Feb 20 1 3

N¡iddle School Cost Estimate Feb 2013

ASD Distr¡ct Standard of Service

Grades K - 5 @ 26 5 and 6 - 12 @ 30,

Relocatables, including s¡te work, set up, and furnishing

ASD Ðistr¡ct Standard or SPI M¡nimum

See below

SPI Rpt #3 dated December 14, 201 1

69 portables at 832 sq ft each + TAP 3500

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 201 2

From SPI Webpage December 2012

Compuled

King County Department of Assessments lVarch 201 3
(multi family weighted average includes condos)

Current Fiscal Year
Current Rate - (Bond Buyer 20 lndex lvlarch 2013)

$27,000,000

$1 50,000

12

$308,155

1,695,31 7

60,908

1,7 56,225

96 53%

3.47%

$1 99,7 1 I

26.5

o.227
550

90

$1 88 55

59.1 9%
ao 81%

$2 11

374%

$50,700,000

$1 50,000

$308,155

'1,695,317

60,908

1,756,225
96 53%
3 47%

$1 99,71 I

30

0 085

800

108

$1 88 55

59.1 9%
40 410/o

$2 11

3.74.4

40

$308, 1 55

1,695,3 f 7

60,908
1,756,225

96,53%
3 47.Á

$1 50,000

$199,7'19

30

o 129
1 500

'130

$1 88.55

59 19%

40.a10Â

$2,1 1

374%

0 172

550

$27,000,000

12

$308,155

I 695,317
60,908

1,756,225
96.53%

3 470Á

$ 1 50,000

265

$75,278

s0

$1 88.55

59 19%
40.81%

$2.11

3 74%

0.070

800

$50,700,000

$308,155

1,695,31 7

60,908

1,756,225
96.53%

3 470Á

$1 50,000

108

$1 88.55

59 19%

40.81%

$75,278

30

$2.1'l
374%

40

$308,155

1,695,317

60,908
1,756,225

96 53%
3.47.,4

$1 50,000

130

$1 88.55

59,19%

40 81%

87 5,278

30

0 096

1 500

82 11

3.740/o

Sife Cost
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Purchase
Yeer

Purchase
Pricê

Purchase
CosUAcre

Adjusled
Present Dav

Projected Annua
lntlation Factor

Sites
Reouired

Latest Date
of Acouisition

Projected

CosUAcre
Recent Property

Acquisitions Acreaqe

$31 0,687

6223,710
s336 7¿7

Lêkeland
Labrador

Lakeland East

12 00
35 00

27.0O

2002
2004
2009

$2,70 1,043

$7,601,799

$9,092,1 ô0

$225,O47

8217,194
$336,747

Total 74,O0 $'19.395,002 $262,095 $290.381 1 000/o Elementary 20'15 $308, 1 55
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Auburn School District #408

Student Enrollment Proj ections
October 2012

Introduction
The projective techniques give some considelation to historical and current data as a basis for
forecasting the future. In addition, the 'projector' lnust make cefiain assumptions about the operant
variables within the data being used. These assumptions are 'Judgmental" by defìnition. Forecasting
can be defined as the extlapolation or logical extension from history to the futul'e, 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 embraces

the assumptions that whatever these individual factors have been in the past are present today, and will
be in the future. It fufther moderates the impact of singular factors by averaging data over thitteen
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 Aubut'n kindergartners have been of live 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 fi'om the projections can only be measured after the fact.
This deviation provides a point of depafture 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 Historyt qf 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 1 of each year.

Table 2 - Historical Factors Used in Proiections - page 4

This table shows the three basic factors derived from the data in Table l. These factors have been

used in the subsequent projections. The three factors are:

1. Factor 1 - Average Pupil Change Between Grade Levels
This factor is sometimes referred to as the "holding powel'" 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.

2, Factor 2 - Average Pupil Change by Grade Level
This factor is the average change aI each glade level over the 13- or 6-year period.

3. Factor 3 - Auburn School District Kindergarten Enrollment as a Function of King
County Live Births.
This factor calculates what percent each kindergarlen class was of the King County live
bifihs in the 5 previous years. From this information has been extrapolated the

kindergarlen pupils expected for the next 4 years.
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Table 3 - Pro_iection Models - pages 5- 13

This set oftables utilizes the above nrentioned variables and generates several projections. The
rnodels are explained briefly below.

tr Table 3.13 (pg 5) - shows a projection based on the 13-year average gain in kindergarten
(Factor 2) and the l3-year average change between glade levels (Factor 1). The data is

shown for the district as a whole.

tr Table 3.6 (pg 5) - shows a projection using the same scheme as Table 3.13 except it
shoftens the historical to only the most recent 6 years.

tr Table 3.134 and 3.6A (pg 6) - uses the same factors above except Factor 3 is substituted
for Factol2. The kindergaften rates are derived flom the King County live bifihs instead

of the average gain.

o Tables 3E.l 3, 3E.6, 3E.13'{,38 .6A (pg7) - breaks out the K-5 grades from the district
projection. Summary level data is provided for pelcentage gain and pupil gain by grade

articulation.

tr Tables 3MS.13,3MS.6,3MS.l3A,3MS.6A (pg 8)-breaks outthe 6-8 glades fromthe
district projection. Summary level data is provided for percentage gain and pupil gain by
grade afticulation.

tr Tables 3SH.13, 3SH.6, 3SH.l3A, 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 arliculation.

tr Table 4 (pg 10) - Collects the four projection models by glade group for ease of
comparison.

o Table 5 (pgs 11-13) - shows how well each projection model performed when compared
with actual enrollments. Data is provided in both number and percent formats for the
past 13 years.

Summarv
This year we had an increase in enrollment of 233 students after three consecutive years of declining
enrollment. These increases and decreases change our historical average gain in students. Over the
past 6 yeats the average gain is now .21o/o annually down from .97o/o;that equates to average gain of
30 students down from 136 in prior projections.

Using the cohort sulival 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 shows increase ranging from 847 to 850. (page 7)
. Middle School level shows increase ranging from 350 to 456. (page 8)
. High School level shows increases ranging from 160 Io 227 . (page 9)

The models show these changes looking forward thirteen years:
I Elementary level shows increase ranging fi'om 1498 to 1706. (page7)
. Middle School level shows increase langing from 836 fo 874. (page 8)
. High School level shows increase ranging from 820 to 958. (page 9)

This data does not factor new developments that are currently under construction or in the planning
stages.
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actual
TABLE Thirteen Yeêr H¡story of October 1 Enrollments(Rev 10/12)

1

o2-03 o3-04 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-'10 10-11 11-12 12.13GRADE 00-01 01-o2
1 098

1 089

1 083

11't1

1 038

1070

1041
1 086

1017

't200

127A

1164
1321

846
968

949
966

1077
'1 108

1028
1017
'1004

1405

1073
1 090
930

900
e61

940
973

1062

1104
1021
1 026

1441

1234
927

922

909

996
947

1018
1111

1131

1052

1473
1249

1010
902

892

960
992
918

1016

1020
1't24

1 '130

1461

1261
'1055

886

963

9ô3
1002
939

1065

1004
'lo2a

1137
1379
I 383

1182

I 088

941

1012
1002

1031

1049

'1058

1014
1072

1372
1400

1322
I 147

996
995

1019
997

1057
107A
'1007

1057
'1033

1368
1352

1263

99E

1015
1024
'104I

1044
'1069

1096
'1034

1076
1256
't341

1350
'1352

1032
1033
998

1073
1 030
I 040

1125
I 031

1244
1277

1 303
1410

1010

1066
'1016

1013
1024

1079
1041

1 060

1112
1221

1238

125A
1344

'1029

'1068

'1097

996

1022
'1018

'10ô3

1032

I 046
1273

1170
1233

13'16

KDG
1

2

3

4

6

7

8

I
10

11

12

912
905
914

I 031

'to71

1011
998

979
1 003

1222
1157

1067
865

1 4048 14414 14559 14703 '14589 ft4A2 '14363 14596TOTALS 13 135 '13461 13427 13702 13672

141 144 1

2 48o/" 10.25)% 2.o5o/o lo22)%
275 416 330

years

Gain for 1st 6 214

years o 210/0

30Gain for last 6

Percent o1 Gain

Pupll Gain

years, O 89o/"

122Ga¡n for 13
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Comb¡nalions
TABLE

1A Grade
1098

3270
6489

7530

3283

6432

3't44

2103
3303

4963

3

5

6

KDG

6-8
7 -A
7 -9

9-12
10-12

288'l
5887
6891

2928
4932
5936

3'169

2165
3544

5032

941

2955
6033

7091

3045

5092
61 50

3144

2086
3458

524',!

3869

996

301 0

6142
7149

301'l
5146

6 153

2090

3427

5320
3983

1032

3063
61 59

71 99

3024
5127
6167

31 96

2156
3400

5234

3990

1010
3092

6208

7249

3095

51 98
6239

2172
3393

506 1

3840

1029

31 94

6230

7293

31 61

5201
6264

3141

207A
3351

4992

912

5844

6842

2850
4932
5930

2980
1 982

3204

4311

3089

998

3037
6198

7294

3087
5200

6296

3206
2110
3366

5299

4043

846

5914
6942

2483
5068
6096

3049

2021
3426

4498
3093

905

2766
57 41

6845

2AO1

4836
5940

3151

2047
3488

4535
3094

922
2813
5774
6885

2AA7

4A52
5963

3294

2183

4634

31 61

492
2844
5735
6755

2A70

4843
5863

3274

2254
37't5

4663
32D2

R,1 2

K-5
K-6
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TABLE Factors Used in Projections
2

Factor Average Pup¡l Change Between Grade
'f Levels

1 3 YEAR BASE 6 YEAR BASE

Ktol 51.08 Ktol 43 33
1Io2 12-17 1lo2 8.00
2Io3 't3 92 2to3 033
3to4 27.33 3to4 30.00
¿ lo5 21 67 4tos 12 50
5to6 10 00 5to6 267
6lo7 13 25 6lo7 '14 83
7to8 950 TtoB 117
Stog 278 33 Stog 193 50
9l'o10 (67 67) g to 10 (5 17)

10to11 |'75 42) 10to11 (22 33)
11 Io 12 121 42\ 11 lo 12

toìá lot¿

Factor 1 is the averâge gain or loss of pupils as they

move from one grade level to the next Factor'1 uses
the pãst (12) OR (5) veãrs ot chanqes

Factor

2

Average Puprl Change tsy Grãde Level

1 3 YEAR BASE 6 YEAR BASE

K 15 50 K 2040
'1.00 18 80

2 14 08 200 12 AO

6.67 3.00 22 AO

4 (275\ 400 t3 80)
5 4.92 500 (1 60)

6 600 680
7 892 700 580
8 117 800 (3 20)

(1 83) 900 (27 40\
10 10 08 1 0.00 (1 I 00)

11 808 11 00 (37 60)
't2 38,00 12.0O 1 '1.60

l-actor 2 rs the average change tn grade level stze

from 01/02 OR 07/08.

prj12-13
I 7685

Source: Center for Health Statist¡cs, Washington State Department of Health

Page 4 October 201 2

Factor AUBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT KINDERGARTEN ENROLLI\¡ENTS

AS FUNCTION OF KING COUNTY LIVE BIRTH RATES

CAL-
ENDAR
YEAR

TOTAL
LIVE

BIRTHS
2/3rds

BIRTHS
1/3rds

BIRTHS
OF

YEAR

ENROLL

ADJUSTED
LIVE I KDG

BIRTHS I ENROLL

AUBURN KINDERGARTEN
ENROLLI!4ENTASA%OF
ADJUSTED LIVE BIRTHS

4 541% year
4.441% Avelage
4338% 4.451o/o

4 44Ao/.

'1973

197 4

1 975
1 976

1977
1978

1 S7S

'1980

1 981

1982
1 983

1 984

1 985

1 986

1 987

1 988

1989

1 990

1991

1592
1993

1994
1995
'1996

1997

1 998

2000
2001
2002
2003
2004

2005
2006

2007
2008

2009
2010
201'l

13,449
1 3,493
'13,540

13,761

14,682
1 5,096
't6,524

1 6,800

1 7,1 00

18,811

I 8,533

18,974
19,778

1 9,e51

22,803
21,O34

25,576

26,749
22,799
20,060
22,330
22,O25
25,005

21,573
21,646
aa a1a

22,O07

22,487
21,778
2't,863

22,431
22,874
22,640
24,244

24,902
25,190
25,057
24,514
24,630

8,966

8,995
I,027
9,17 4

9,788

1 0,064

1 1,016
11,200

I 1,400

12,541
1 2,355

1 2,649
13,185

1 3,301

15,202
14,023

I 7,051

1 7,833
'15,199

13,373
1 4,887

1 4,686
'16,670

14,382
14,431
'14,808

14,671

14,991

14,519

14,575
14,954

15,249
15,120
16,163

1 6,601

1 6,793

I 6,705

16,343

16,420

4,483
4,498
4,513
4,587

4,494
5,032
5,508

5,600
5,700

6,270

6,1 78
6,325

6,593
6,650

7,601

7,011
a,525
8,916

7,600
6,ô87

7,443
7,343
8,335

7,191
7,215
7,404
7,336

7,496
7,259
7,284
7 ,477
1,625
7,560
8,08'1

8,301

8,397
8,352

aJ7 1

8,210

79/80
80i 8l
üla2
82183

83/84
84/85

85/86
86/87

87/88

88/89
89/90

90/91

91192

93/94

94/95
95/96

96/97
97/98

98/99
99/00

00/01

01lo2

02to3
03l04

04tos
05/06

06/07
oTloa

08/09
09¡ 0
10t11
11t12

12113

13t14
14t15

15t16
16117

17t18

13,478

13,524
1 3,687
14,37 5

14,958
1 6,048

I 6,708

1 7,000
14,241

1 8,626

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
22,023
22,075
22,327

22,014
21,835
22,242

22,726
22,745

24,6A3

25,O94

25,101

24,695
24,591

618
600

588
698
666

752
829

769
817

871
858

909
920
930
927

954

978
854

849
s'\2

846
905

922

492

955
941

998

1032
1010

Aclual
<-Prjctd
<-Prjctd
<-Prjcld
<-Prjctd

' numþer from DOH

4 585%

4 436%
4 296%
4 856%
4 452%
4.524%
4 740%
4.8760/o

4 216%

4.386%
4 6260Á

4.398%
4 569%

4.2100/o

4 3010Á

3.853%

3 619%
3,993%

4663%
3,959%
3.837%

3.758%
3724%
4 186%
4't86%
4.0410/o

4 277%

4.2740/o

4 562%

year
year

yeat
year

1098

1 117

1099
1095
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TABLE DISTRICTPROJECTIONS
3 13 Based on 13 Year History

GRADE
ACTUAL

12113

PROJ
13t14

PROJ
14t15

PROJ

l5116

PROJ

16t17

PROJ
17t18

PROJ
1 8/19

PROJ

19t20

PROJ
20121

PROJ
21122

PROJ

22t23

PROJ

23-24

PROJ

24-25
PROJ
25-26

16427 16705 17009 17229 17477 17723

KDG
1

2

4
5

6
7

I
I
10
11

12

TOTALS

1 098
1 089

1 083
1111

1 038

1 070

1041
1 086

1017
1200

1278
1't64

1321

1 165

1 161

1115
1124

1 160
1 070

1093
I 064

137 4

1228

1057
'1181

1227
1223

1222
1234

1240
1234

1187

1179

1471
'1303

1238
1178

125A

1254
1253

1265
127'l

1 265
1 263

1257
1475

1328

1206

1269
1304

1 301

1 299

131 1

1317

1312
'1309

1 303
'1566

1483
1392

131 1

1284
1320

1316
1315

1327
1 333

1327

1319
15A2

1499
1408

1 300

1 335
1332

1330
1342

1348
1343

I 340
1 334

1 597
1514

1423
1 386

1114
1149

1101

1097

1138
1060
1 080

1 054
'1096

1295

1132
'1203

1143

I '180

1177
117 5

1142
1146

1170
1 083

1 103

1342

1 306

1152

1 036

1 196

1192
1 191

1203
1164
'1156

1 183
1092

1 381

1274
1231

1 131

12',t1

1204
1 206

1218
1224

1174
1 169
1 193

137 I
1313

1209

1242
1239

1237
1249

1250

1247
1197
1457

1 403
1224

1217

1273

1270
1268

12AO

1286

1281
1278

1272

1 408
1314
1307

'1253

1249
1285

1284
1296

1302
1296

1294
1288

1 551

1468

1332
1293

317 254 302 278 304 219 249

29

Percent of Gain 1 410k

246
1 140/o

202
o 45%

65
1 77%
259

1 58%
236

2 620/.

397

TABLE DISTR¡CTPROJECTIONS

3 6 Based on 6 Year History

GRADE
ACTUAL

12t13
PROJ

131't4

PROJ
14t15

PROJ
'15/16

PROJ

16t17

PROJ
't7 118

PROJ
1 8/19

PROJ
19t20

PROJ

20t21

PROJ

21122

PROJ
22123

PROJ

23-24

PROJ

24-25

PROJ
25-26

0 '15956 16252 16538 16863 17106

1

2

3

4
5
6

7

I
I

I 098

1 089
1083

1111
1038

1070
1041

1 086

1017

1200

1141
1 097

1 083

114',1

1 051

1 073

1 056

1 085
1211
'1 't95

1256
'1 195

1162

1145
I 097

11 13

1154

1053
1 088
'f 055

127A
't205
't173

1287

1223
1211
11S0

1200

1192
1143
1143

1170
'1260

1275
1221

1282

1243

1231
1211,

1220
1213

1195
1157

1142
'1363

1255
't252

1252

124'l
1264
1251

1231

1241
1233
1215

1210
1 '156

1 336

1 358

1233
'1284

1',t82

I't70
'1150

1127

1126
1 '156

'f 068
'1086

1244

1183
1204

1203
'1190

1170
'1 '180

1140
1129
117 1

1067
12AO

1243
1251

12't4

1261

1284
1272

1252
1261

1253
1236
'1230

1209

1350
1 331

1336
1264

1282

1 305

1272
1282
1274

1256

1250
1229
1402
'1345

'1308

'1367

1302

1313
1292

1302
1294

1276
127'l

1249
1422
I 397

1322
1340

1322
't345
'1333

1313
1322

1315

1291
1270

1443
1417

1375
1s54

'1343

1 36ô

1 333

1 343

1 335

13't7
1312

1290

1 463
1438
'1395

1 406

1363

1 386

137 4

1354

1 363

1338
'1332

1311
1484

1458
14't5
1426

251 294180 284 246 297 285 325 243'105

TOTALS

Gain

1.700/. 1.71V4 150%

10 127A

11 1164
12 1321

Percent of Gain 0



TABLE DISTRICTPROJECTIONS
3 134 Based on Birth Râtes & l3 Year H¡story

PROJ
24-25

PROJ
25-26

PROJ
'15/16

PROJ
16117

PROJ

17 118

PROJ
18/19

PROJ

19120

PROJ
20t2'l

PROJ

21122

PROJ
22t23

PROJ

GRADE

ACTUAL
't2113

PROJ
13t14

PROJ

14115

'14596 14646

K

1

2
3

4

5
6

7

10

11

12

'1098

1 089

1 083

1111

1 038

1070

1041
1 086

1017

1200

127A

1164

1321

I 098

1149
1 101

1097
1138
'1060

'1080

1054
'1096

12e5
1132

1203
1143

't117

1149
1161

1115

1124
1 160

1 070
I 093

1064
1374

1228
1057

1 181

1168
116'1

1175
1142

1146
1170

1 083
1 '103

1s42
I 306

1152
1036

1 168

1 180

117 5

1 203

1 164

1156

1183
1092

138'1

1274

1231
't13'l

I 150

1 180

1194

1203
1224

1174
1 169
'1133

137 1

1313
1 199

1209

1162

1194
1221

1224

1234

1187

1179

1471
1 303

1238
1178

1176

1222
1243
't234

1247

1197
1457

1403
122A

1217

1204
't243

1253

1247
1257

1475
1 389

1324
1206

TOTALS

Gain 50

11

1225

1253
1266

1257
1 535

1408
1314

1307

1267
1276

1535
'146A

1293

1249

1276
1 554

1468
1392
131 1

125A

1554
1487

1392
137 I

1 536

1487

't411

137'l

I ã90/6

247
1.40%
209

2 23o/o
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IABLE
3.64

DISTRICT PROJECTIONS

Based on Birth Rates & 6 Year History
PROJ
23-24

PROJ
24-25

PROJPROJ
14t't5

PROJ
15/16

PROJ
't6t17

PROJ

17t18

PROJ
18¡ I

PROJ

19t20

PROJ

20121

PROJ

21t22

PROJ
22123GRADE

ACTUAL

12113

PROJ
13t14

14596

KDG
'l

2

4
5

6

7

I
9

l0
11

'12

TOTALS

I 098

1089
'1083

1111

1 038
'1070

1041
1 086

1017

1200

1278
1164

1098
1141

1097

1 083
1141

I 051

1073

1 056

1 085

1211
1 195

1195

1141
1149

1 097
'1 113

1154

1053
1 088

1 055

1278

1 205
1'173

1287

1 '160

1149

1 150
1't27

1126
1 '156

1068
'1086

1248
't273

1183
1204

1161

1 168

1150
1180

1140
'1129

'1171

I 067
1280

1243
1251

1214

1142
1 169
'1 169

1 180
1192
1143
1143

1't70
1260

127 5

1221
12A2

1 150

1 169

1 199

1'192

1 195

1157

1142

1363

1252

1252

1 151

1 199

1211

1 195

1210
'1156

1 358

1233
12A4

1 181

121'l
1214

1210
1 209

1 350

1 331

1 336

1264

'11

Percent of Gain

321

1 193

1214
1229

1209
1402

1345
1 308

I 196
'1229

'1227

't402
'1397

'1322

1 340

1211

1228
1421

I 397

1 375

1354

1210

1421
1416

1406

1403
1416
1393

1406

0 58o/o

85

1.56%
229

0 93%
138

1.35%
203
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I AtsLE K-SPRUJEUIIUNS
3E.13 Based on 13 Year History

HKVJ
'16t17 17 t1A 18/'19 19t20

PI.(UJ
20121

PT{UJ
21122

HKUJ
22123

HKUJ
23-24

tsIUJ
24-25

FXUJ
25-26GRADE 12113 13t14

HKUJ
14t15
rKUJ

15116
rñUJ

KDG
1

2

4

5

1 098
1 089
I 083
1111
1 03E

1 070

1'114
1149
110',1

I 097
1 13E

I 060

1't29
1 165
1161
'1115

1124
1 160

1145
1180
1177
1175
't142
't146

1 160
1 196
1192
1 191
1203
1164

1176
1211
1208
1206
121 A

1224

1191
1227
1223
1222
1234
1240

12Ut
1242

1249
1255

1222
1258
1254
1253
1265
127 1

1273
1270
1268
12AO

1 286

1253
1249
1285
1284
1296
1302

1ZÞY
'1304

1301
1299
1311

1317

12ó4
1320
1316
1315
132/
I 333

] JUU

1335
1332
1330
1342
1348

7243

I ABLI K-5HKUJEUIIUNù
Based on 6 Year History

19120 20121 21t22
PT(UJ
22123

P I(UJ
23-24

HH UJ
2A-25

HKUJ
25-26GRADE 12t13

PHUJ
13t14

HKUJ
't4t15

HKUJ
15t16

HXUJ
16t17 't7l1B

HñUJ
18¡ I
rXUJ

ffi
1 1089 1141 1162
2 1083 1097 1149
3 1111 1083 '1097

4 1038 1141 1 1 13

5 1070 1051 1154

1 159
1142
1170
1 150
112/

'1 180
1203
1 190
1't70
1 1E0

1't40

't200
1223
1211
11S0
't20u

1192

1220
1243
1231
121'l
't22U

1213

1241
1264
1251
1231
't24'l
'1233

126'l
1284
1272
1252
12ö1
1253

1242
'1305

't292
1272
12A2

1274

13U2
1325
1313
1292
13u2
1294

1322
1345
I 333
1313
1322

1343
'1366

1353
1333
1343

13b5
1 386
1374
1 354
1 363

1315 1335 1355
77 06STOTIK 6449 6632

Percent of Gain
PuDil Gain

2 20Vo

143
2.750/o

182
't 410Â

'100
2 14%
148

2.19'k
154

1 to"k
122

1.h t'
122

1 b4'/o
122

'ì.b1%

122
1.5V%
122

1.þÞ%
122

1,CqYo

122
t,czao
122

K-SPROJICIIONSI AtsLE
38.13A Based on B¡rth Rates & 13 Year History

Ph(UJ
22123

PF( UJ
23-24

PKUJ
24-25

HXUJ
25-26GRADE 12t13

PI(UJ
13t14

HKUJ
14115

HXUJ
15¡ 6

HKUJ
16t17

HKUJ
17t18

rñUJ
't8t19 19120

tsñUJ PROJ
20121

PRUJ
21t22

K
1

2
3
4
5

1 09E
1 089
1083
1111
1 038
1070

1 09E
1149
1101
'1097

1138
1060

111 /
1149
1'161

11 15
1124

1 160

111 /
'1168
'1 161
1175
1142
1146

1 U99
1 168
I 180
1175
1203
1164

'1 150
1 180
1194
1203
1224

I'162
1194
1221
1224 1225

1176
1222
1243

1204
1243

6643 6427 6989 ffi
TABLE K.5 PROJEU I IONS
3E 6A Based on Birth Rates & 6 Year H¡story

PI(UJ
22123

PI(UJ
23-24

PHUJ
24-25

HRUJ
25-2612t13

PF(UJ
13t't4

PHUJ
14t15

HKUJ
15¡6

HKUJ
16117

rñUJ
17 t18

HXUJ
18f I 19120 2012'l

PHOJ
21t22GRADE

KDG
1

2
3
4
5

1 098
1 089
1 083
1111
1 038
1070

1 09E
1141
I 097
1 083
1141
1 051

111 /
1141
1149
1 097
1 113

1154

111 I
1 160
1149
'1 150
112t

1 U99
1161
1 168
1 150
1 180
1140

1142
1 169
I 1ôS
1'lE0
1192

1 150
1 169
1199
1192 1 193

1 151
1 199

1211
118',1

1211
67 t?

161 58Gain 122

ffi



IAt]LE
3MS 13

I\,IIDDLE SCHOOL PROJECTIONS
Based on 13 Year History

PROJ
25-26

PROJ
13t14

PROJ
14t't5

PROJ
1 5/16

PROJ
16t17

PROJ
't7 t1B

PROJ

18/19

PROJ

19120

PROJ
20t21

PROJ

21122

PROJ

22123

PROJ

23-24

PROJ
24-25GRADE

ACTUAL

12113

6
7

I

1041
1 086

1017

'1080

1054

1096

1 070
1 093

1 064

1170
1 083

1 '103

1 1s6
1 183

1092

1174
1 169

'1234

1187

1179

1250
1247

1197

1263

1257

't28'l

1278

1272

1296
1294

1284

1312
1 309

1303

1327
1325

1319

1 343
'1340

1334

3785 3832 3878 3925 39/1 4U1 8

yeal 13 year

8744566 S tot 3144 323u 322 I 3356 3432 3536 3600 3694

1O)o/o 4.OO%
'129

2.266/0 3 04o/"

104
I 810/o

64
2-60%

Gain 86 76 94 47 47 47 47 47

TABLE
3t\¡s 6

I\¡IDDLE SCHOOL PROJTC IIONS
Based on 6 Yeår Hlstory

PROJ
15t16

PROJ
16t17

PROJ
17t14

PROJ
18/19

PROJ
19t20

PROJ
20121

PROJ
21122

PROJ PROJ
23-24

PROJ

24-25

PROJ

25-26GRADE

AC I UAL

12113

PROJ

13t14

PROJ
14115

6
7

8

1041
1 086

1017

1 073
1 056

1 085

1053
1 088

1 055

'1156

1068

1086

't129

117 1

1067

1',t43

1143

'1170

1 1S5

1157

1142

1215
1210

1 156

1236
1230

1209

1256
1250

1229

1276
127 1

1249

1297
1291

1270

1317

1290

'1338

1332

1311

3858 3S80

year

350

yeat

8366-ITOT 3't44 321 3 31 95 331 1 33ttti 345ti 3454 3581 367 4 3735 3197

Percenl of Galn 2.21Yo

PuDil Gain 69

- 56%
(1 8)

3.60%

115

1.69%
5ô

2 650/r

89

1.12%

39

2.4AoÂ 260Vo 1 670/"

6l
1 640/0

61

1610/0

61

1 590/0

61

1 56%

87 93

MIDDLE SCHOOL PROJECTIONS

Based on Birth Rates & 6 Year H¡story
TABLE
3l\¡s.64

PROJ
20121

PROJ
21t22

PROJ
22123

PROJ
23-24

PROJ
24-25

PROJ

25-26GRADE
ACTUAL

12t13

PROJ

13t14

PROJ
't4t15

PROJ
15/16

PROJ

16t17

PROJ
17118

PROJ
18t19

PROJ

19t20

6
7

I

1041
1086

1017

'1073

'1056

1 085

1 053
1 088

1 055

I 156

1068

1086

1129
117 1

I 067

1143
1143

1170

1195

1157

1142

1 '195

1210

I 156

1214
1210

1209

1214
1229

1209

1196
1229

1227

1211

1228 '1210 6 year

350

year

5083195 331 1 3456 3494 3561 3ti32 36526-8TOT 3144 3213

Percent of Ga¡n 2 21%
PuDil Ga¡n 69

(o 56)%

t18)

3 600¿

1 '15

1 õ9%

56

2 650/0 I 12o/"

39

1 90%
66

2.OOo/o 0 530/0 0 03%

89 7'l I
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TABLE
3tv1s 134

IVIDDLE SCHOOL PROJECTIONS

Based on Birth Rates & 13 Year Historv
PROJ
18/'19

PROJ
19t20

PROJ
20121

PROJ
21122

PROJ

22t23

PROJ

23-24
PROJ
24-25

PROJ

25-26GRADE

ACTUAL
12113

PROJ
'l3l't4 14115

PROJ

1 5/16

PROJ PROJ
16t17

PROJ

17 118

I 086

'to17

1 080

1 054

1 096

1070
I 093

1170
'1083

1 103

1 '156

1 183

1092

1174
I 169

I 193

1234
1187

1179

1247

1197

't247

't257

1266
1257 1276

1249

125A 6 year

456
10 }/ear

6343230 3227 3356 3432 3536 36UO 36/A 3t5t 3777 37786-8TOT 3144

2.73%
86

o.51%
19

0 03%
1

(0 1

104129 64 7A 79
15%Percent of Gain

Gain
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IAEJLh

3SH 13 on 13
PROJ
23-24

PROJ
24-25

PROJ

GRADE
ACTUAL

12t13
PROJ
13t14

PROJ

14115

PROJ
15/'16

PROJ
16t17

PROJ
17t18

PROJ
'18/19

PROJ
19120

PROJ

20t21 21122

PROJ PROJ
22123

10

11

12

1200
1278
'1164

1321

1295

1132
1203

1143

1374
1224
1057

11A1

1342
'1306

1152

1036

1381

1274
'1231

1131

137 1

1313
I 199

1209

1471

1303
123A

1178

1457

1403
1228

1217

1475
'1389

't328

1206

1 535
140A
1314

1 307

155'1

1468
't332

1293

I 566

1483
1392

1311

1582
1499
140A

1371

'1597

1514
1423
'1386

5752 5859 5921

yeat
958

yeal

9-1 2 TOT 4963 47 13 4440 4836 501 / 5U93 51 9U 5305 5399 5563 5ô43

1 400/0

67
looT)vo 374%

(4\ 181

1 91%
97

2 210/0

115
177o/o

s¿

3,05%
164

1.940/0

109

1 850/6

107
Percent of Gain (3 83)% I 50% 1 43% 't.06%

80 6275PuDil Gain 1190)

TABLE

3SH 6 on 6 Year
PROJ
13t14

PROJ
14t15

PROJ
15/1 6

PROJ
16t17

PROJ
17 t18

PROJ

18/'19

PROJ

15120

PROJ
20121

PROJ
2'122

PROJ

22123

PROJ
23-24

PROJ
24-25

PROJ

25-26GRADE

ACTUAL

12t13
I

10

11

12

1200

1278
1164

1321

1211

1 195
1 256

1 195

1278
1205
1173

12A7

124A

1273
I '183

1204

12AO

1243
1251

1214

1260

1275
1221

1282

1 363

1255
1252

1252

1 336

1 358

1284

1350
1 331

I 336

1264

1402
'1345

1308

1367

1422

1 397
1322

I 340

1443
1417

1 375

't354

1463

1 438
1 395

1406

1484

1 458
1415

1426 yeat
160 a20

year

4856 4943 4908 4988 5038 5123 521Í) 52öU 5422 5481 5588 5702 57839-12 TOT 4963

Percent of Gain (2.15)%

PuDil Gain 1107)

1 73%
a7

'1 63%

80

1 000,6

50
1.69%

85

1 7 10/.

87

1 34o/o

70

2 680/0

142

I 950/0

107

(o 71)% 1 09%
114 a2t35) 59

2.030/" 1430,4

TABLE
3SH'134 on B¡rth Rates & 13 Year

PROJ
11 l1A

PROJ
18/19

PROJ
19120

PROJ
20121

PROJ

21t22

PROJ PROJ PROJ
24-25

PROJ

25-26GRADE
ACTUAL

12t13

PROJ

1311A

PROJ
14t15

PROJ

15¡6
PROJ

16t17

I
'10

11

12

1200

127A
1164

132'l

1132
1203

1143

1374
1228
1057

1181

1342

1306
1152

1 036

1 381

127 4

1231

1 131

't37'l

1199

1209

147 1

'1303

1234

117A

1457

1403
1228

1217

1475
1 389
1328

1206

1 535

1408
1314

1307

1 535

1468

1293

1554

1468
1392

131 I

1 554

1487

137 1

1487

1411

1371 6 year

227

3 year

a425093 51 90 5305 5399 5563 b62t 5804 58059-12 TOT 4963 4773 4A40 4836 5017

Percenl of Gain (3 83)%

Pupil Gain (190)
1 400Á 374%

181

'l 51o/o

75
1.9't%

97

2 2104

115

I 77o/"

94

3 05%

164

't 15%
64

1 73o/o

97

1.39% o 020/0(0 07)%
(4) 1

TABLE
3SH.6A Based on Birth Rates & 6 Year

PROJ
17tl4

PROJ
't8¡ I

PROJ
19t20

PROJ
20121

PROJ
21122

PROJ PROJ

23-24

PROJ
24-25

PROJ
25-26GRADE

ACTUAL
12113

PROJ

13t14

PROJ

1At15

PROJ

15t16
PROJ
't6t17

I 1200
10 1278
11 1164

12 1321

1211

I 195

1256

1 195

127A
1205
1't73

12A7

1248
1273
1 183

1204

12AO

1243
1251

1214

1260

1275
1221

1242

I 363
1255
1252

1252

1 336

1 358
1233

1244

1 350

1 336

1264

1402
I 345
'1308

1 367

1402

1 397
1322

1 340

1421
1397
1375

1354

1421
1416
1375

1406

1403
1416
1 393

1406 6 year

160

'f 3 year

6555038 5123 5210 5280 h422 54ti1 5546 56 17 561 I9-1 2 TOT 4963 485ô 4943 4908 4988

Percent of Gain (2 1 5)%

PuÞil Ga¡n (107)
1 790Á

a7

(o.71)-%

(35)
1 63% 1 00%

50

1,69%
85

1710Á
87

1 34o/o 2.68% o 7't%
39

1 560/"

85

1.29"/"

72

o 02%

80 70 142 1



TABLE

4

PROJECTION CO¡/IPARISONS

DERGARTEN
PROJ

23-24

PROJ

24-25

PROJ

25-26GRADE

ACTUAL

12t13

PROJ

13114

PROJ

14t15

PROJ

15/'16

PROJ

16t17

PROJ

17 t18

PROJ

18t19

PROJ

1e120

PROJ

20121

PROJ

21122

PROJ

22123 yeat
93

122

year

202
265E6

E.134

E6A

I 098
1 098
'1098

1 098

1114
111A

1 098
'1098

1129
1 139

1't17

1'117

1145
1159

1117

1117

1160
1180

1 099

1099

1176
1200

'1191

1220
'1207

1241

1222
1261

1234
1242

1253
1302

1269
1322

1284
'1343

1 300
1 363

GRDl -( RIJ 5
PROJ

15116

PROJ

16t17

PIIOJ
17t18

Pt-ioJ

18¡ I
PROJ

19120

PHUJ

20t21

PHUJ

21122

PROJ

22123

PROJ

23-24

PROJ

24-25

PROJ

25-26GRADE

ACTUAL

12t13

PROJ

13t14

PROJ
't4t15 year

754
727

13 year

1296
1441E.6

E 134
E.6A

5391

539 1

539 f

539'1

5545
551 3

5545

551 3

5725
5675

571 0

565s

5820

5793
5712

5945
5BB2

5890
5798

6067
6016

6145
61 18

6222
6220

6300
6322

6317
6424

6455
6526

6532
6628

661 0 6687
68326730

GRD 6 -- GRD 8

GRADE

ACTUAL

12113

PROJ

13114

PROJ

't4115

PROJ

15¡ 6

PROJ

16t17

PROJ

17t18

PROJ

18/1 I
PROJ

19120

PROJ

20121

PROJ

21122

PROJ PROJ

23-24

PROJ

24-25

PROJ

25-26 6 year

456
350

year

874
836

MS 13

N¡S 6

MS 134
[,1S 6A

3144
3144

3144
3144

3230

32'13

3227
3195

3227
31 95

3356
331 1

3356
331 I

3432
3366

3432

3366

3536
3456

3536

3456

3600
3494

3600
3494

3694
3581

3678
3561

3785
3674

3757
3632

3832
3735

3777

3651

3878
3797

377A

3858
3971

391 I
4018
3980

12ìD9-
PROJ

20121

PROJ

21122

PROJ

22123

PIi OJ

23-24

PI( OJ

24-25

PRUJ

25-26GRADE

ACTUAL

't2l'13

PROJ

13t14

PROJ

14t15

PROJ

15/16

PROJ

16t17

PROJ

't7t18

PROJ

18t't9

PROJ

19t20 yeat

160
227
160

yeãr

958
820

842
655

SH ,13

sH.6
SH 134
SH.6A

4963
4963

4963
4963

4773

4856
4773
4856

4A40

4943
4A40
4943

4836

4e08
4836
4908

5017

4988
5017
4988

5093
5038

5093
5038

51 90

51 90

5305

5210
5305
5210

5399
5280

5399
5280

5563
5422

5563
5422

5643

5481

5627
5461

5752

5588
5725
5546

5859

5702
5804
5617

5921

5783
5805
561 I

DISTRICT TOTALS
PROJ

22123

PROJ

23-24

PROJ

24-25

PIIUJ

GRADE

ACTUAL

12113

PROJ

13t14

PROJ

14115

PROJ

15/16

PROJ

16t17

PROJ

17t18

PROJ

18¡ I
PROJ

1e120

PROJ

20121

PROJ

21122 year

1 530
1 360

yeaÍ

3363
313
36
3 134
3.64

145S6

145S6

'14596

14596

14661

14701

14646
14681

14920
14953

14893

14910

15157
'15133

15102

15048

'15554

'1 5416

1 5438

15251

1587 1

157 10

16126
1 5956

16427
16252

16705
16538

'f 7009
16863

17225
17106

17477
17396

17723
17694

17925
1 7959
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AUBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT STUDENT ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS - October 2012

TABLE
5

PROJECTION COMPARISONS

BY GRADE GROUP

Total =
Difl =

October 1 Actual Count AND Prcjected Counts

Number Projection ¡s underG) or over Actual

Percent Projection is underG) or over Aclual

Prj 3.13 - 13 YEAR HISTORY & Using Average Kdg lncrease

Prj 3 6 - 6 YEAR HISTORY & Using Average Kdg lncrease

Prj 3134 13 YEAR HISTORY & King Cty Birth Rates

Prj 364- 6YEARHISTORY & K¡ngCtyB¡rthRates

Page 11 Oclobet 2012p\12-13
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Total %

2002-o3
Diff Total

2003-04
Diff %

2004-05

Total D¡ff V"

Grades
K-5

2000-0 1

Total Diff %

2001-o2

Total Diff o/.

59',t4

5827
5802
5839
5831

XXX

(87)

(1121

(75)

f83ì

X
3.15%
2 74%
1.51%
1 15%

xu
(1 8)

(6)

2

35

5741

5723
57s5
5743
5776

xu
(0.31)%
(0 10)%

0 03%
o 6't%

xg
(11e)

(112]-

(1 6e)
(1 43)

UX
(2.06)%
(1 s4)Vo

12.e3)vo
(2 48)o/o

577 4

5655
5662

5605
563'1

5735

576 1

5A21

5709
5756

nx
26
ðb

{26\
21

UX
(o 4s)%
(0 34\%
(1 24\o/"

(0 81)%

ACTUAL

Prj 3E 13

Prj 3E 6

Prj 3E 134

Pri 3E 6A

5844
581 I
5664
59 19

5895

ux
(33)

(1 80)

NX
(0,54)%
(0 e6)%
(2.64)o/o

(2 e3\%

2002-03
DiffTotal %

2003-04
D¡ff oÁTotêl

2004-05

Total Diff %
Grades
6-8

2000-01

Total D¡ff o/o Total

2001-o2
Diff o/"

xg
34

41

34

4',|

XV
1.08%

1.30%
1.O8%

1 30%

31 51

31 85

3192
31 85
3192

tr
(80)

(78)
(80)
(78)

XXX

(2.43)%

(2 37)%
(2 43)%
(2 37)o/.

3294

32'14

3214

3274

3295
331 1

s295
331 1

m
21

21

UX
(8 86)%
(6.06)%
(8 88)%
(6.06)%

ACJ I UAL
Prj 3E 13

Prj 3E 6

Prj 3E.134
Pri 3E 6A

2980

3023
3009

3009

ux
43

29
43

29

ux
(2.64f/"
(2 7o)V"

(2.64)./0

(2 7O)Vo

xxx
(80)

(75)
(80)
(75)

VX
(2.62\Vû

(2 46f/.
(2.62\%
(2 46Jo/"

3049

3025
301 1

3025
301 1

2002-o3
D¡ffTotal %

2003-04
DÌfITotal %

2004-o5

DiffTotal %
Srades
9-12

2000-01

Total Diff %

2001-o2
Total D¡ff o/"

449A

4455

4476
4455
4476

UX
(43)

(22)
(43)
122\

gX
(o.s2)%

(1 4s)'¡í
(o.32)o/o

| 49\oÁ

4535
4577

4594
4577
4594

xx
42

59

42

xu
0.93%

1 30%
0.93%

1 30%

4634

4630

4639
4630

4639

XU
(4)

5
(4)

5

xry
(0 0s)%

o 11%
(0.0e)%

o 11%

4663
4783

4769
47A3

4769

xu
120

106

120

106

X
5 90%

3.69%

5 90%
3 69%

qU I UAL
)rj 3E,13
rrj 3E 6
rrj 3E 1 3A
rri 3E 6A

4311

4369
4394

4369

4394

NX
58

83

58
83

XXX

2 740/"

1 51%

2.74o/o

1 
''to/"

Tolal
2002-o3

Diff %

2003-04

DiffTotal %

2004-05
D¡ffTotal olo

cil

Grades

2000-01
DitfTotal %

2001-o2
Total Diff %

13461
'13307

13289
'13319

13318

xn
(154)

I'172\
(142),

t43\

ffi
(0 30)%

lo 82)o/o

(1 44\%
11.89)%

13427
1 3485

13521
13505

13562

XU
o e7%

0 50%

o 10%
(0.33)%

XN
58

94

7A
'135

XU
(203)

(1 85)
(2531
(216)

ffi

\1.48).%
(1 35)%
(1 8s)%
(1 5E\%

13702
'13499

13517
13449
13486

NX
1.22%
I 67o/o

o.84%
1 21o/o

ux
167

115
164

1 3839

1 3901

137A7

1 3836

qU I UAL
rrj 3E 13

Prj 3E.6
Prj 3E 134
Pri 3E.64

13135
1 3203

1 3067

1331 1

13294

ffi

68
(68)

176
'163

K
o.52%

lo 52]-%

1 34%

1 24%
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TABLE

5

PROJECTION COMPARISONS
BY GRADE GROUP (Cont¡nued)

Total =
Diff =

October 1 Actuêl Count AND Pro¡ected Counts

Number Projection ¡s underc) or over Actual

Percent Projection is underG) or over Aclual

Prj 3 13 - 13 YEAR HISTORY & Using Average Kdg lncrease

Pri 3 6 - 6 YEAR HISTORY & Using Average Kdg lncrease

Prj 3.134 l3 YEAR HISTORY & K¡ng Cty Birth Rates

Prj 3 6A - 6 YEAR HISTORY & King Cty Birth Rates

Page 12p\12-'t3
17685

October 201 2

2006-07
DiffTotal %

2007-08
DìffTotal %

2008-09

Total Diff % Total

2009-1 0

D¡fI %
Srades
<-5

2005-06

Total D¡ff v"

5887
5750

5795

5750
57A4

UX
(1 37)

(e2)
(1 37)

l1 031

gX
(2.33)Vo

(1 56)%
(2.33f/o
t1 75),%

XXX

(1 62)

i'112\
(164)
(211

w
(2.6s\%

(1 86)%

12.72\%
12 01\%

6033

587 1

5921

5869
5912

xu
(57)
(4)

(83)
(48)

6142
6085
61 38
6059

6094

XU
(0 s3)%
(o o7l%
(1.35)%
(o 78lo/ó

xu
(1s)

(6s)
(26)

UX
(o 31)%
0 63%

(1 11)%

(o 42)%

61 98

61 79

6129
6172

61 5e

6254
6294

6237
6264

UX
1 54%

2.19o/o

1 27%

1.70%

ux

'135

78
105

CCTUAL
)rj 3E 13
)rj 3E 6
)rj 3E 134
)rj 3E 6A

2006-07
DiffTotal %

2003-o4
DiffTotal %

2004-09

Total Diff %

2009-'10

D¡fITotal VL

Grades
ô-8

2005-06

Total Diff %

3144

3146

3146

xxx
(1 3)

2
(1 3)

2

XXX

(o.41)./"

0 06%
(o 41)./"

0 06%

309/
3107
31 16

3107
31 16

XU
10

19

10

19

xu
o32%
o61%
032%
o61%

3206

31 79
31 95

3'179

31 95

xI
(27]

(1 1)

(27)
(1 1)

XU
(o B4)%

(0 34)%
(o 84)%
(0 34)%

31 9ô

3242
3243
3242

gx
46
47

46
47

NX
1 AA%

1.47%

1 44%
1A7%

CCTUAL
Þrj 3E 13
>rj 3E 6
Þrj 3E.'134
Þrj 3E 6A

3132
3137

3132
3137

XXX

(37)

(32)

(37)

(32)

nx
(1.17)%

11 o1)o/"

(1.17)%
(1 01)%

Total
2006-o7

D¡ff %

2003-04
D¡ffTotal %

2008-09

Total D¡ff % Total

2009-1 0

Diff %
Grades

9-12
2005-06

Total Diff oÁ

UX
(1 34)

1152]-

(1 34)
(1 E2\

xu
(2 66)%
(3 o2l%
(2.66)%
13 02\o/.

5032

4898
4880

4898
¿880

xxx
(1 56)

(1 55)
(1 56)
t1 55)

xxx
(2.s9f/o

(2e6)%
(2.s8)%

Q96\%

5241

5085

5086
5085
5086

tr
(1 3o)
(1 28)
(1 30)
(128\

XU

12 44)V.

12 41)%

\2 44)%
(2 41)%

5320

5 190

5192
5190
5192

XU
(321\%
(272\%
(321],%
(2.721%

5299

5129

51 55
5129

51 55

xu
(17o\

1144)
(170)

11441

ux
(1 60)

(106)
(1 6o)
(r 05)

nx
(3 06)%

(2,03)%
(3 06)%
(2.O't)./"

5234

5074

512A
5074

5'129

ACTUAL
Prj 3E.13
Prj 3E.6

Prj 3E.1 3A

Pri 3E.64

Total
2006-07

Diff o/o Total o/o

2003-04

D¡ff Totâl o/o

2008-09

Diff Total

2009-l 0

Ditf %Grades

2005-06

Total Diff %

ACTUAL
Prj 3E 13

Prj 3E 6
Prj 3E 134
Prì 3E 6A

ffi
(2.1s\%
(r e6)%
(2.1s\Vo
(2 04\o/o

14088
'13780

13812
13780
I 3801

xn
(308)
(276)

(308)
(287\

14418
I 3499

13542
13447
13510

x
(173)
(130)

(225)
(162\

NX
1.1.27)./"

(0 95)0/6

(1 65)%

ß.18t%

ux
710
774
684

730

Ix
5.19%
5 66%
5 00%

5 34%

136/2
14382

14446
1 4356

14402

14703
u4a7
14587
14437

14522

UX
(216)
(116)

(266)
(181)

ffi
(1.47J%

(o 7s)%

\1.81)%
('t 23f/.

145e9
14570

14665
14553

14636

m
(1 s)

76
(36)

47

xxx
(o 13)%
o.52%

(0 25)%
o.320/.



AUBURN SCHOOL DISTRICT STUDENT ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS - OCtObET 2012

rABLE
5

PROJECTION COMPARISONS
BY GRADE GROUP lContinued)

Tota
Diff

%

October 1 Actual Count AND Prcjected Counts

Number Prcjection is unde(l or over Actual

Percent Projection ¡s underG) or over Actual

Prj 3.13 - 13 YEAR HISTORY & Us¡ng Average Kdg lncreâse

Prj 36 - 6YEARHISTORY & UsingAverageKdglncrease
Prl 3,134 13 YEAR HISTORY & K¡ng Cty Birth Rates

Prj 364- 6YEARHISTORY & K¡ngCtyBirthRates

Histor¡cal Data ¡s grouped by

K - 5, 6-8, 9¡ 2 art¡culation

pattern.

Articulation pattern has no

numeric impact on eflìcacy
of proiection models.

Average
D¡ff

Average
%

Grades
<-5

2010-1 1

DiffTotal %

2011-12
DiffTotal %

2012-13

DiffTotal oÁ

ACTUAL
)rj 3E 13
rrj 3E.6
rrj 3E 134
rfi 3E 6A

6208
6282
ÞJZJ

6252
6269

Ãx
74

115

44

61

xÃ
1 19%
1 85%

0 7 1o/o

0 98%

ffi
o72%
0 59%

0 58%
o 4a%

6230
6275
6267
6266
6260

XXX

45

37

30

XXX

(1 80)%
(1 86)%

12 2o)o/o

(2.31)%

6489
6372
6368

6346
6339

nx
(117)

(121)
(1 43)
(1 5o)

XN
(45)

(34)
(52)
(33)

xu
(0.46)%
(0,20)%

(1 01)%

lo73\%

2012-13

Total D¡ff oÁ

Average
Diff

AverageGrades
6-8

2010-1'l
DiffTotal %

2011-12
DiffTotal olo

XU
(0)

(0)

3

XH
(1.05)%

(o 74lo/.

(1.05)%
(0.74\o/.

ACTUAL
rrj 3E 13
rrj 3E 6

'rj 3E 134
)rl 3E 6A

3213
3234
3236

3234
3236

x
21

21

xu
0 65%

0 72%
0.65%
o 720/.

3141

32'11

nx
80
70

80
70

UX
2 550/0

223%
2 55%
223%

3144
31 43

3132
3143
3132

NX
(1)

(12)
(1)

(12)

xxx
(0 03)0/6

(0.38)%
(o 03)o¿

(0 38)%

Grades
9-12

2010-11
DiffTotal % v"

2011-12
DiffTotal

2012-13
Total D¡ff %

AVerage
D¡ff

AVerage
oÁ

XU
(63)

(37)
(ô3)
(37)

XXX

(0.77)%

(0 67)%
(0.77f/o
(0 66)%

ACTUAL
Þrj 3E 13

Prj 3E.6
Þrj 3E 134
Pr.i 3E.64

5061

4921
5027
4921
5027

NX
(140)
(34)

(140)
(34)

ru
(2.77f/o
(o 67)%
(2 77fk
(0 67)%

4992

4901
5017

4901

5017

xu
(s1)

(el )

25

gX

11 82\%

0 50%
(1 82\%
0 50%

4963
4A13
4906

481 3

4906

m
(1 50)
(57)

(1 50)
(57)

XU
(3 o2)%
(1 15)v"
(3 o2)%
(1.15)o/o

Average
Diff

Average
oÁGrades

20'lo-'11
Diff o/oTotal Total

2011-12
Diff %

2012-13
Total D¡ff %

Xg
(0 04)%
o 120/0

(0.2e)%
10.06)%

AC I UAL

Prj 3E 13

Prj 3E.6
Prj 3E 134
Pri 3E 6A

UX
(45)

104

175)
50

14442

14437

14586
14407
14532

UX
(0,31 )%
o.72%

\o.52)o/o
0,35%

14363
14397

14495

14388
14488

XXX

34

25
125

ux
o 24%
o92%
0 17%
o 87%

'14596

14328
14406
'14302

14377

XU
(268)

(1 e0)

l2s4)
(21e)

XN
(1 84)%
(r 30)%
(2o1)%
(1 50)%

xu
(27\
2'l
(40)

ptj12-13

17685
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Appendix A.2 - CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
En rol lment Projections
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Buildout Data for Enrol¡ment Projections-March 2013

BASE DATA. BUILDOUT SCHEDULE
ASSUMPTIONS:
1 Uses Build Oul eslimales received from developerc.
2 Sludent Generalion Faclors are updated Auburn dala for 201 3 as allowed per King County Ordinance
3 Takes area labeled Lakeland and Kercey Prcjecls projects across 201 3-291 I
4 Takes area labeled Bìdges and other Lea Hill area developmenls and prcjects across 201 3-2019
5 lncludes known developmenls in N. Auburn and olher non-Lea H¡ll and non-Lakeland developments

17685
45

Student Generation Factors
Multi-

Familv

Auburn Factors
2013 SF 2012 MF

Single

Family
o.1720
0 0700

0.0900

0 3320

School

0.4410

0.2270
0.0850
0.1 290

Table lAuburn School Dislt
lDevetopmentI 2013 2014 20'15 2016 2017 2018 2019 Tolal

Lakeland/Kersey Single Family
Lea Hill Area Single Family
Other Sinole Fam¡lv Units

100

100

50

125

100

75

't25

125

100

125

175
'100

125

50

100

150

50

75

50

75

750

650

575

125Total Units 250 300 350 275 275 1975

K-5 57 68 79 9t 62 62 28 448

Mid School Pupils 6-8 21 26 30 34 23 a1 1'l tbð

Sr. Hiqh PuÞils 9-12 39 4s 52 35 35 16 255
Tolal K-12 110 132 154 176 121 't21 55 871

25 75 75 75 50 0 0 300

Tolal Multi Familv Units 25 75 75 75 50 0 0 300

K-5 4 13 13 13 I 0 0 52

0 21Mid School Pupils 6-8 2 5 5 5 4 0

Sr. Hiqh Pupils 9-12 2 7 7 7 5 0 0

Total K-12 I 25 25 25 17 0 0 100

Units 375 425 475 275 125 2275

V-E 61 81 92 104 71 62 28 500

Mid School Pupils 6-8 ZJ 3'1 JC 27 1'l 189

Sr. Hioh PUD¡ls 9-12 45 58 40 35 to 282
971Tolal K-12 119 157 179 201 '138 12'l 55

2016-1.7 7-18 201A-19 2019-20mulative 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16

Elementary-GradesK-5
MidSchool-Grades6-8

Senior Hiqh - Grades 9 - 12

ot 142

54

80

234
89

132
128

190

409

230

472

178

266

500

189

282
Total 119 276 455 6s6 794 9't 5 971



% of change

change +/-

Buildout Data for Enrollment Projections-March 2013
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17685

TABLE
2

New Projects - Annual New Pupils Added & Distributed
bv Grade Level

2014-15 201 5-1 6 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20GRADE

6 Year
Average
Enroll.

Percent of average
Pupils by Grade

& Level

2012-13 2013-14

7.06%
7.18%
7:t4%
7.05%
7:t7%
7.27%

42.87%

7.20%
732%
7.23%

21.76%

KDG

1

2

3

4

5

b

7

I
9

10

11

12

1027

1044
1 040

1026

1043
'1057

'1048

1 066

1 053

1255
1279

1277

1334

8.63%

8.79%
8.78%
9.17%

35.36%

1 098
'1089

1 083

111'l

I 038

1070

1041

1 086

1017

1200
1278

1164

1321

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

10

10

10

11

19

20

20

19

20

20

20

20

20

24

24

24

25

32

33

33

JJ

JJ

33

39

40

40

42

46

47

47

46

47

48

47

48

47
F7

58

58

60

cÞ

57

57

5b

57

58

57

69

70

70

65

66

65

65

66

67

66

67

66

79

80

80

84

69

70

69

68

70

71

70

71

70

84

85

85

89

Tolâls 14549 100.00% Totâl I 4596 1'19 276 455 656 794 915 971

TABLE
3

year Historical Data
Enrollment and D¡str¡buted Grade

6vr Ave vîGrade 07-08 08-09 09-1 0 10-11 11-'t2 12-13

1032 l0'1 0 1029 1 098 1027.17 7.06%996 998

1 995 1015 1 033 '1066 1 068 1 089 1044.33 7 18V.

998 10'16 1 097 1 083 1 039.50 7.14%2 101 I 1024
997 I 048 993 1013 996 1111 1026.33 7.OsVr

1044 1073 1024 1022 1 038 1 043.00 7.17%4 1057

1078 1 069 '1030 1079 '1018 I 070 1 057.33 7.27o/o

6 1007 1 096 1 040 1041 1 063 't04'l 1 048.00 7.200/0

1 065.67 7 .32o/o7 1057 1 034 1125 1 060 1032 I 086

I 1 033 1 076 1 031 1112 1 046 1017 1 052.50 7 .23o/o

1255 17 8.63%I 1337 1256 1244 '1221 1273 1200

10 1 368 1341 1277 1238 1170 1278 1278.67 8.7q\o
1276.67 8.78%11 1352 '1350 1 303 1258 1233 1 164

12 1263 1352 1410 1344 1316 1321 I 334.33 9.170/o

Totals 1 4559 14703 1 4589 Á442 14363 1 459ô ß544.67 100.oo%

0,99% -078% -o.730/o -0.820/0 1.62%

144 (11 4\ 11 071 t119)



TABLE 4
ND 3,13

New Projects - Pupil Projection Cumulat¡ve

bv Grade Level Updated March 2013

GRADE 2012-'t3
Actual

20't3-14
Proiecled

2014-15
Proiecled

2015-16
Proiected

2016-17

Pro¡ected

2017-18
Proiected

2018-19
Proiected

2019-20
Proiected

1 098
1 089
1 083

I't11
1 038
1070

1148
1184
1't81
1 135
1144
1 180

1122
I 158
1110
1 105
1 147
1 068

1177
1213
1209
1207
1175
1'l.79

1206
1243
'1239

1237
1250
1212

1268
1264
1262
1275
1282

1256
1292
1289
1286
1299
1 306

1275
1312
1 308
1 306
1 319
1326

7 160 7386 7583 7728 78456489 6709 6972
'1041

1 086
'to17

123',1

1227
1250

1 089

1 063
1104

1 090
11 13

1 084

1203
11't6
1 136

1203
1231
1 140

1 300

1254
1245

1320
1 319
1267

3144 3256 3287 3455 3574 3709 3799 3905

KDG
1

2
3
4
5

K-5
6
7
I

GR 6.8
I

10
1'l
12

1200
1278

1164
1321

1 306
1 143
1213
1 153

'1398

1252
1 081

1206

1 381

1 346
1192
1077

1438
1332
1288
1191

I 439
I 383
't269
1282

1 550
1 384
131 I
'1262

1541
1489
'l 313
'1306

551 3 56484963 4815 4937 4997 5249
1 6665 17041 1 7398

Uses a 'coñorf surv¡vat'
model assum¡ng 100% of
prev,ous year new
enrorlees move to the next
grcde 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

GR 9-12
Total 1 4596 1478O 15196 15612 16210

2 A10Á 2 25V. 2 090/o1 26% 2 82o/o 2730/0 3 83%

415 59S 455 376 357184 416

TABLE 5
NO 3.6

New Projects - Pupil Projection Cumulative
bv Grade Level UDdated March 2013

2013-14
Proiected

2014-15
P roi ected

2015-16
Proiected

2016-17
Proiected

2017-18
Proiected

2018-19
Proiecled

2019-20
Proiecled

GRADE 2012-'13
Actual

1 098
1 089
1 083
111 1

1 038
1070

1127
1 150
1 105
1092
1 149
1 059

1 158
1 182
1 169
1117
1 133
117 4

1191
1215
1202
1182
1 '160

1159

1226
1250
1237
1216
1227
1188

1256
1280
1267
1246
1257
1250

1245
1 309

1296
1275
1286
1279

1 333

1 300
131 0

1304
7731 787764E9 6682 6932 71 09 7343 7557

104'l
1 086
't017

1 081

1 065

1 093

1073
1 108
1075

'1189

1101
1119

1176
1219
11 14

't200
1202
1227

1261
1224
1208

1285
1281
't226

341 0 3509 3628 3694 37923144 3239 3255
'1200

1278
1164
1321

1221

1205
1266
1206

1302
1230
1197
1312

1287
1 313

1223
1246

1 336
1 301

1 308
1275

1329
1344
1290
1 355

1442
1 336
I JJJ

1 33ô

't4't9
1443
1 318
1373

KDG
'l

2

4

K-5
þ
7
I

GR 6-8
I

10
1'l
12

GR 9-12 4963 4898 5041 5069 5220 531 I 5447 5554

Total I 4596 't4820 15228 1 5588 16072 16504 16871 17223

Uses a bohorfsurvival'
model assuming 100% of
prev,ous 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 1 00% cohort
survival, based on 6 year
history.

1 53% 2760/o 2 36% 3 11% 2.6A% 223% 2 08%

352
% of change

chanoe +Ê 224 409 485 431 367

Buildout Data for Enrollment Projections-March 2013

o/o of change
+l-

47



Buildout Data for Enrollment Projections-March 2013

TABLE 6

ND3.I3A
New Developments - Pup¡l Projection cumulat¡ve
bv crâde Level Uodated March 2013

2016-17
Proiecled

2017-18
Proiected

2018-19
Proiected

20't9-20
Proiected

GRADE 2012-13
Actual

20'13-14
Proiected

2014-15
Proiected

2015-16
Proiected

1 098

1 089
I 083
11 11

I 038
1 070

1106
1 158

1110
1105
1 147
1 068

1 136
1 169
1181
1135
1144
1180

1 149
1201
1194
1207
't 175
1179

1145
1215
1227
1221

1250
1212

1207
1237
1250
1 259
1282

1228
1259
1287
1291

1245
129'l
1314

6489 6694 6945 7105 727 1 6236 5065 3850

1041
1 086
1017

1 089
1 063
'1104

1 090

11 13
'1084

1203
'1116

1 136

1203
'1231

1140

1231
1227
1250

1 300
1254
1245

1 304

1 319
1267

3709 3799 38903144 3256 3287 3455 3574
1 306
1 143
'12'13

1t53

1 398
1252
1081

1206

1 381

1 346
1192
1077

1438
1332
1288
1191

1 439
1 383

1269
1282

1 550
1384
1318
1262

1541
1489
1 313
1 306

1200
1278
1164
1321

48't5 4937 4997 5249 5373 551 3 5648

KD
1

2

3

4

6

7

I

I
10
11

12
4963
14596 14764 1 5169 1 5557 1 6094

Uses a 'cohort survrval'
model assuming 100% of
prevtous year new
enrollees move to the next
grade Ievel.

Kindergarten calculates
birth rate average plus

Current generation based on
% of total enrollment. Other
factor pses 100% cohort
survival, based on 6 year
history.

Total
3 46Uõ1 15o/" 2.74% 2 560/o

168 404 388

17685

% of change
change +/-

change +/-
4A

TABLE 7

ND 3.64
New Projects - Pupil Projection Cumulative
bv Grade Level UDdated March 2013

20't3-14
Proiecled

2014-15
Proiected

2015-16
Proiected

2016-17
Proiected

2017-18
Proiected

2018-19
Proiected

2019-20
Proiecled

GRADE 2012-13
Actual

1 098
'1089

1 083

1't11
1 038
1 070

1106
1150
1105
1092
1 149
1 059

1136
1 161

I 169
't117

1133
1174

1 149
1 193

1182
1182
1 160
I 159

1145
'1208

1215
1 196

1227
1188

'1200

1225
1225
1237
1250

1216
1233
1264
1259

1219
1268
1?82

6489 6662 6890 7025 7179
1041
1 0E6

1017

1 081

1 065
1 093

1073
1108
1075

I 189
1101
11't9

1176
1219
11't4

1200
1202
1227

1261
1224
1208

1265
1281
1226

3410 3509 3628 3694 37723144 3239 3255
1200
1278
1164
132'l

1221

1205
1266
1206

1302
1230
1 197
1312

1287
1 313
1223
1246

I 336
1 301

1 308
1275

1 329
1344

1 355

1442
I JJÞ
I 333
1 336

1419
1443
't 318
1 373

KDG
1

2

4
5

6

7
I

I
10
11

'12

4963 4898 5041 5069 5220 531 9 5447 5554

I 5503 '15908

a
assuming 100% of

year new
enrollees move to the next

Ievel.

Kindergarten calculates
birth rate average plus

Current generation based on
% of total enrollment. Other

uses 1 00% cohort
survival, based on 6 year
history.

Total 14596 14799 15186
1390/0 2 61uk 2,,.Jg"h 2 b1'k
zvJ



Appendix A.3 Student Generation Survey
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Development Name
untts/
Parcels

uu rrent
Occupancv

to Ee
Occupied

Asnen Meadows 21 0

6fl 4B 12Beaver Meadows

42Brendon Meadows 13

B rid oes 386 2A 366

24 24 0Carrinoton Pointe

0Greenacres '16 16

Kendâll R¡doe 106 21 85

130 61Lakeland East: Portola

2AÊLakeland: Edoeview 87

I âkelând: P¡nnacle Estates 45 31

80 80 0Lakeland: The Reserve

5Lakeland: Vista Heiohts 125 120

Monlerev Perk 239 't't3 126

7A 7A 0Pacific View-lVeadows

0Sterl¡no Court I ó

Trãil Run '169 169 0

23 17 8Vintaqe Place

1971 949 1022

Auburn School District
Development Growth s¡nce 1/1/07

March,2013
SINGLE FAMILY

Totals

Current Construction to be Occupied 2013

17685

tudents

Elem Middle HS Total

I 7 17

6 4 10 20

2 u 1 â

52 2 1

5 I
2 u

22 0 0

15 6 I 29

6 2 2 l0
4126 11 4

24 15 15 54

12 14 58

137 â

23 7 15 45

2 2 b

7'l36 14 21

7 0 5 12

110 397205 82

Actuel Students

Elem Middle HS Total
6 4 10 20
2 0

2 2 1

2 0 0 2

6 8 29

2 2 10

26 11 4 41

12 14 58

7 3 3 '13

127 0
105 40 48 193

50

Student Generat¡on Factors
Etem tuiluote nù totat

o 381 0 095 0 333 0 81C

o.125 0.083 0.208 0.417

0 154 0.000 o.o77 0.231

0 100 0 100 0 050 0 250

0 3330.208 0.083 o.042

o.125 0.000 0.063 0.1 88

0 095 0.000 0.000 0.095

D 4200.217 0.087 0.1 16

0.069 0.023 0.023 0.115

o 578 o 244 0 089 0 911

0 6750.300 0.1 88 0.1 88

o.267 0.1 00 o.117 0.483

0 062 o D27 o o27 0115

o 5770.295 0.090 0.192

o.250 0.250 o.250 0.750

o 2'13 o 083 o 124 o 420

0.412 0.000 0.294 0.706

0.227 0.085 0.129 0.441

Est¡mated Students Based on Student Gen Factor

Proiected Students

Student Generation Factors

Elem M¡ddle HS I otal
23 1

10 4 19

83 31 47 161
'19 7 '11 37
1¿ 5 8 27

12665 24

7 3 4 14
,| 0 1 2

11 56
, 1 1 4

451231 87 132

41912013

Develooment Name
Units/
Parcels

Current
Occupancv

To Be
Occupied

60 4A 12Beaver Meadows
55 13Brandon Meadows

Bridoes 386 20 Jbb

Kendall Ridoe 106 21 85

I akeland Fâsl Portola 130 69 61

I akeland F.ldêv¡êw 87 2A6
76 45 31Lakeland: Pinnacle Estates

5Lakelend: Vista Heiohts 125 120
l\ilonterev Park 239 113 126
Vinlaoe Place 25 17 I

1575 553 1022



Development Name
Units/
Parcels

cu rrent
Occupancv

To Be
Occupied

Alicia Glenn 31 0 31
14 14
7 n 7

Branr on Place 78 0 78
Bridle Estates 18 0 18
Cam-West 99 0 99
Estes terk 31 31

I 0 I
Haze Heiqhts 22 0 22
Hazel View 20 0 20
Lakeland East: Villas 81 0 81

rd: Forest Glen . t. 30 30
?56 0 ?56

14 0 14
Meoan's Meadows q 0 I
Mountain View Estates 0 .1t

rithe¡en F I
Pâcii âne 11 0 11

Ridqe At Tall Timbers 104 0 104
Soencer Place 13 0 13
Stioos Plat 29 0 29

l8 0 18

0 16
954

to
954

2013 and up
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Auburn School District
Development Growth since 1/1/07

March,2013

51

Eslimated Students Based on Student Gen Factor
Proiected Sludenls

Student Generation Factors

Elem Middle HS Total
7 3 4 14
3
2 1 1 3

18 7 10 34
4 2 2 I

22 I 13 44
1'

2
Ã 2 J 10

5 2 3 I
18 7 10 36

13
5R 22 33

3 1 2 6
2 1 1 4
I 3 5 16

4
52

24 I IJ 46
1 2 6

7 2 4 13

1 74
216 82 123 421

Grand Totals 448 169 255 871
Totals 201 3and



Auburn School District
Development Growth since 1/1/07

March, 2013

MULTIFAMILY

Lakeland: Four Lakes Apts 234 219 l5
Trail Run Townhomes 115 112 J

2013 and d

17685

Elem Middle HS Total
I 5 18

14 4 2 20

2 0 1 3

J 2 4 I
5 1 7

123 42 48 213
15 I 27

188 76 98 362

14 4 2 20

15 9 27

Total

Total

Grand Total

46 19 24 89

7 4 14

11 5 b 21

64 27 33 124
68 30 36 133

52 41912013

Development Name
Units/
Parcels

Current
Occuoancv

To Be
Occuoied

Butte Estates )o 29 0

Lakeland: Four Lakes Apts 234 219 15

Lakeland: Madera 70 70 0

Leqend Townhomes 11 11 U

Pacific Ave Duplexes 12 12 U

Seasons at Lea Hill Villaqe 332 332 0

Trail Run Townhomes 115 112
1207 785 l5

Student Generation Factors

Elem Middle HS Total
0.276 0.172 o.172 o.621
0.064 0.018 0.009 0.091

0.029 0.000 0.014 0.043
0.273 0.182 0.364 0.818
0.417 0.083 0.083 0.583
0.370 0.127 0.145 0.642
0.1 34 0.080 0.027 0 241

It zl5 0.095 0.1 l6 0.434

2 2 I
1 0 n 2

4 J J 10

Auburn Hills Apt/TH 205 0 205
"D" Street Plat 4.,> 0 JZ
Sundallen Condos 48 0 48

285 285
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Renton School District No. 403

Board of Directors

Lynn Desmarais, President
Pam Teal, Vice President

Denise Eider
Todd Franceschina

Al Talley

Vera Risdon, Interim Superintendent

The Renton School District Capital Facilities Plan was prepared with the help of the following
organizations and individuals :

Renton School District Staff
John Knutson, Assistant Superintendent, Business Operations
Richard Stracke, Executive Director, Facilities and Planning

Tracy Patterson, Manager, Business Office

The 2013 -2019 Capital Facilities Plan was adopted by the Renton
School District Board of Directors on March 27,2013

March 27,2013
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Capital Facilities Plan 2013 - 2019 Renton School District No. 403

I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (the "Plan") was prepared by Renton School District
(the "District") in compliance with the requirements of the Washington State Growth
Management Act (GMA, the Act), King County Code Title2lA.43, and applicable
ordinances of the cities of Renton, Newcastle and Bellevue. It is the intent of the District
that the Plan be adopted by King County and the cities of Bellevue, Newcastle and Renton
as a sub-element of the Capital Facilities Plan element of their respective Comprehensive
Plans, so that those municipalities may assess and collect school impact fees on behalf of
the District, as empowered by the GMA. However, this Plan is not intended to be the sole
planning instrument developed by the District to determine its capital facility needs.

The GMA was adopted by the State legislature in 1990 in response to rapidly increasing
development; most notably in King County and the surrounding central Puget Sound area.

The Act requires state and local governments to manage Washington's growth by
developing and implementing comprehensive land-use and transpoftation plans, by
designating Urban Growth Areas, and by protecting natural resources and environmentally
critical areas.

One of the elements of the Comprehensive Plan required of county and city governments is
the Capital Facilities Plan. It is this element that addresses existing public facility
capacities, forecasts future public facility needs, presents a plan for expanding existing
facilities or constructing new facilities to meet those needs, and indicates how those public
facility improvements are to be financed. The GMA empowers jurisdictions to assess and
collect impact fee s as one means of financing new public facilities necessitated by private
development.

This Capital Facilities Plan addresses the impact of growth on public school facilities by
examining:

1. anticipated growth of the District's student population over the next six years;

2. the ability of existing and proposed classroom facilities to adequately house those
students based on the District's current Standard of Service;

3. the need for additional enrollment driven capital facilities;

4. the method of hnancing those capital improvements; and

5. the calculation of school irnpact fees based on, among other variables, the number
ofstudents generated by recent residential development (student generation
factors).

This plan is updated annually and submitted to local governments for inclusion as a sub-
element of their Capital Facilities Plans. Past Plans have been adopted by King County and

the City of Renton. The District is actively working with the City of Newcastle on the

1
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2013 -

implementation of impact fees within its jurisdiction, and is engaged in dialogue with the

cities of Bellevue and Tukwila towards that end.

Enrollment Proj ections :

Enrollment projections provided by the Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction
(OSPÐ indicate a20.2%o increase in K-12 student enrollment over the next six years, with
the highest growth rate, 31.0olo, occurring at the K-5 leve l. Projected K-12 enrollment for
the 2018-2019 school year is 77 ,478, an increase o12,933 over the actual October 1,2012
headcount of14,545.

Current Capacity:

Student capacity of current permanent facilities, excluding designated special education
classrooms and facilities, is 15,387. Based on curent enrollment, the District is showing a

deficit of permanent facilities at both the Elementary and Middle School levels and a

surplus at the High School level. Current deficits are overcome by the use of relocatable
classrooms (portables), which are not included in the perrnanent facility inventory.
Relocatable classrooms are used to address enrollment fluctuations and to house students

on a temporary basis until permanent facilities can be constructed. They are not considered
a long-term solution for housing students.

Enrollment Proj ections/Future Capacity:

Based on enrollment projections prepared by OSPI, signifìcant increases are anticipated at

all grade levels over the next six years. Existing surplus capacity at the High School level
appears sufficient to cover projected student growth atthat level. However, gro\ /th at the
elementary and middle school levels will require construction of new permanent facilities
as well as the reallocation or acquisition of relocatable classrooms.

With the passage of the 2012Bond Measure this past April, funding was secured for the
design and construction of the new Middle School No. 4, scheduled to open Fall2016.
With a student capacity of 850, the new facility will result in a surplus capacity of 485

students in2018, based on OSPI enrollment projections. Those same enrollment
projections indicate a deficit in elementary school facility capacity of 2,363 by the year
2018. While the 2012 bond measure does address the acquisition of property for future
elementary school construction, current and future deficits at the elementary level will be

accommodated under this Plan by relocatable classrooms until such time as funding
becomes available.

Capital Construction Plan:

Recently completed construction under the 2008 bond measure includes theHazen
Classroom Addition and Renovation and the Secondary Learning Center. The new
Meadow Crest Early Childhood Learning Center, also funded by the 2008 Bond, is
scheduled to open September 2013.

n

2
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With the passage of the 2012bond measure in April 2072,the District is moving ahead

with additional capacity driven facility needs including a new Middle School to be located

within the city of Newcastle, acquisition of property for new elementary school
construction and the purchase of additional relocatable classrooms. Although not included
inthe2012 bond measure, construction of a new elementary school will be necessary

during the term of this Plan.

Cornplete lists of projects covered under the 2008 and 2012 bond measures are included in
the Appendix of the Plan,

Finance Plan:

The primary funding source for capital facilities projects scheduled for the next six years is

the2012 bond issue approved by voters in April 2012. Other sources of funding include
remaining 2008 bond monies and school impact fees collected by King County and the
cities of Renton, Newcastle, Bellevue and Tukwila (pending adoption of Plan and

establishment of enabling ordinance by the cities of Bellevue and Tukwila).

Impact Fees:

Impact fees were calculated in conformance with King County Council Ordinance 11627,
Attachment A. While the fee on single-family residences has decreased, due primarily to
lower student generation factors, the fee on multi-farnily residential construction has

increased as a result ofthe decreased assessed property values, as well as other factors.

As in the past, the District has voluntarily limited any fee increase to the previous year's
rate of inflation, in this case 2.38Yo, as reported by the King County Office of Economic
and Financial Analysis. A comparison of current and previous fees is as follows:

Single-Family

Multi-Family

Current Year

S5,+ss

Si.,339

Previous Year

S6,Egs

Si.,308

Change

(5s+o¡

s31

J
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Renton Sch

il. CAPACITYMETHODOLOGY

STANDARD OF SERVICE

The Renton School District Standard of Service is the standard adopted by the District that

identifies the program year, school organizational structure, student/teacher ratios by grade

level (taking into account the requirements of students with special needs), daily class

schedule, types of facilities and other factors identified by the District to be beneficial in

supporting its educational programs and objectives. The Standard of Service is the major

determining factor, together with the number of classrooms or teaching stations, in

calculatin g faci lity capacity .

The District has adopted a traditional elementary/middle/high school organizational

structure that houses kindergarten through Grade 5 in elementary schools, Grades 6 through

8 in middle schools and Grades 9 through 12 in high schools. The school-year calendar

adopted by the District is also traditional, beginning in early Septernber and ending in mid-

June, as is the daily schedule, with classes beginning between 7:20 and 9:30 a.m. and

ending between 2:03 and 3:10 p.m., dependent on grade level.

The District and the Renton Education Association recognize that reasonable class size is

necessary for optimum learning, and have established the following class size limits:

Primary (K-3)
Intermediate (a-5)
Secondary (6-12)

Choir/Band/Orchestra
Middle School PE

High School PE

All other classes

24:l
29:l
29:l

The 29:l ratio at the secondary level applies to all Language Arts, Social Studies, Science,

Math, World Languages, World Language Exploratory and Health classes. Other ratios

apply as follows:

40:1

35:1

40:l
31:l

Student lteacher ratios for special education classes held in self-contained classrooms are

not addressed in this Plan. Similarly, educational facilities dedicated solely to special

education programs or alternative learning strategies are excluded from these capacity

calculations, as are associated student headcounts.

5
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Above student/teacher ratios are applicable to both permanent and relocatable classrooms.

However, inasmuch as relocatable facilities do not generally allow for the full range of
educational activities promoted by the District, they are generally viewed as temporary or

interim housing, necessary to accommodate enrollment fluctuations and developrnent

driven enrollment increases, but only until such time as permanent facilities can be

financed and constructed. They are not viewed as a long-term solution to rising enrollment
or deficit facility capacity. For those reasons, capacities of relocatable classrooms are

calculated, but not used to determine future facility needs.

PRACTICAL CAPACITY MODEL

The Practical Capacity Model calculates student capacity based on limitations that existing
facilities place on enrollment due to existing educational programs, operating policy and

contractual restrictions.

The calculation is made by reviewing the use of each room in each facility. For every
room housing students, a calculation is made assigning a maximum number of students per

rooln. Sometimes core facilities, such as size of cafeteria or size of gym, number of
restrooms or size and number of specialty areas such as shops, limit enrollment to levels
below that expected by room occupancy levels.

Capacity at the secondary school level is further limited by scheduling limitations and

student course selection. If rooms are utilized by staff for their planning period in a six
period day, capacity is limited to 83o/o (5/6) of the theoretical capacity . Since secondary
schools offer a number of elective courses, many courses will not attract a full classroom of
students.

Another factor that highly influences facility capacity at the elementary school level is half-
day versus full-day Kindergarten. Kindergarten classroom capacity, for the purpose of this
Plan, is based on actual October 1,2072 headcount, of which 15.5% were identified as full-
day and 84.5o/o as half-day. Should, in the future, the State mandate 100% full-day
Kindergarten, the impact would be significant. Based on current enrollment, the District
would require an additional 20 kindergarten classrooms, and to accommodate projected
2018-2019 enrollment would require an additional 15, for a total 35 classrooms in the next
six years, just to house Kindergarten students.

A complete inventory of District facilities, including capacities, is provided in Section III

b
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ilI. INVENTORY AND CAPACITY OF FACILITIES

Renton School District's capital facilities include both permanent structures and relocatable

(porlable) classrooms. Permanent facilities are further categorized as either K- 12 (standard

elementary, middle and high school configurations), Special Education or non-instructional
Supporl Facilities. The District maintains atotal of 30 permanent and 45 relocatable

facilities serving a student population of 14,545.

The District's K-12 facilities include 14 elementary schools, 3 middle schools and 3 high

schools. Five Special Education facilities house the District's early childhood and

alternative education programs. Support facilities include Kohlwes Education Center

(admin.), Transportation Center, Facilities Operations and Maintenance Center, Nutrition
Services/Warehouse, Renton Memorial Stadium and the Lindbergh Swimming Pool. Total

permanent facilities encompass 2,479,425 square feet, with 2,242,009 square feet (93%)

devoted to K-12 and special education. See Appendix A for District Maps.

Relocatable facilities are used primarily to address enrollment fluctuations and to house

students on a temporary basis until permanent facilities can be constructed. For those

reasons they are not considered a long-term solution for housing students and are not

acknowledged in the calculation of the capacity of K-12 facilities. Of the 45 relocatable

facilities in the District's inventory, 19 are "double portables" containing two classrooms,

providing the district with a total of 64 relocatable classrooms encompassing 57 ,344 square

feet of additional instructional space.

Table 1 below summarizes existing facility capacity. A complete inventory of District
facilities, including undeveloped property, follows. Facility capacity worksheets may be

found in Appendix B.

EX ISTI N G FACI LITY STUDENT CAPACITY

Type
Elementa ry

School s

Middle
School s

High

School s
Tota I

4,71.1. 75,697Perma nent 7,6t0 3,3 76

Relocatable 744 647 144 1,5 35

Tota I 8,354 4,023 4,855 77,232

Table 1

-7
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- 2019

INVENTORY AND CAPACITY OF PERMANENT FACILITIES

NAME LOCATION AREA (sq. ft.)CAPACITY

2ooI(J
(n

È
Fz
tJJ

TJJJ
U

Benson Hi I I

Bryn Mawr

Campbell Hill

Cascade

Ha zel wood

Hi ghl a nds

Honey Dew

Ken nyda I e

La keri dge

Ma plewood Heights

Renton Pa rk

Sierra Heights

TalbotHill

Tiffany Park

18665 - 116TH Ave. SE, Renton, WA 98058

8212 S 118th 5t., Seattle, WA 98178

6418 S 124th 5t,, Seattle, WA 98178

1.6022 - 116th Ave. SE, Renton, WA 98058

7100 - 116th Ave. SE, Newcastle, WA 98056

2727 NE 7th St., Renton, WA 98056

800 Union Ave. NE, Renton, WA 98059

L700 NE 28th st., Renton, WA 98056

7400 S 115th St,, Seattle, WA 98178

130 Jericho Ave., Renton, WA 98059

16828 - 128th Ave. SE, Renton, WA 98058

2501 Union Ave. NE, Renton, WA 98058

2300 Talbot Road, Renton, WA 98055

1601 Lake Youngs Way, Renton, WA 98058

65, L65

47,924

55,624

57,1,2r

64292

58,99s

52,r20

63,487

51,118

54,634

64,803

52,4r5

55,344

56,258

799 94 7

6L5

483

402

577

615

635

473

658

425

544

587

587

540

469

Total Grades K-5

U¿ L.'
JÃô!ô(¿
>L.;

1/,

Dimmitt

McKnight

Nel s en

Total Grades 6-8 Capacity

12320 - 80th Ave. S, Seattle 98178

2600 NE 12th St., Renton, WA 98056

2403 Jones Ave. S, Renton, WA 98055

ro9,01r

126,706

124,234

360,011

1,,754

1,,L54

1,069

3,377

-õuC
rT_U

Ha zen

Li ndbergh

Renton

Total Grades 9-12

1101 Hoquiam Ave. NE, Renton, WA 98059

16426 - 128th Ave. SE, Renton, WA 98058

400 S 2nd St., Renton, WA 98057

327,395

242,662

283,61,5

853,672

1,,643

1,,304

r,763

4,7L0

z
JC<tr
rJ<
LIJ Uô_-
tlt õ

LL

Total Grade Levels K-12 2,OL2,977 15,697

Hi I I crest Speci a I Servi ce Cente 1-800 I ndex Ave. NE, Renton, WA 98056

Sartori Education Center 315 Garden Ave. N, Renton, WA 98057

Secondary Learning Center 7800 S 132nd St., Renton, WA 98178

Spring Glen Special Services 2607 Jones Ave. S, Renton, WA 98055

Renton Academy 6928 116th Ave. SE, Newcastle, WA 98056

Total Special Education

39,0s8

39,345

69,061

31,,1,44

50,424

229,032

Faci I ities Operations Center

Kohlwes Educational Center

Lindbergh Pool

Purchasing & Food Services

Renton Memoria I Stadium

Transportation Center

Total Support Services

781.25I241h St., Seattle, WA98178

300 SW 7th St., Renton, WA 98055

16740 - 128th Ave. SE, Renton, WA 98058

409 S Tobin 5t., Renton, WA 98057

405 Logan Ave. N, Renton, WA 98055

420 Park Ave. N, Renton, WA 98057

21,894

57,000

L3,600

27,466

37,2L3

20,243

177,416

Total All Permanent Facilities 2,4L9,425

t/l
IJJ
U

=ú.
TJJ
v)
F
É.
oÀ
o-
f
l/)
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INVENTORY AND CAPACITY OF RELOCATABLE CLASSROOMS

BLDG. ID LOCATION

NUMBER OF

CLASSROOMS

STUDENT

CAPACITY

AREA

(sq.ft.)

5

6

1,2

13

t6

Lakerldge Elementary
Lakeridge Elementary
Lakeridge Elementary
Bryn Mawr Elementary
Maplewood Heights Elementary

1

1,

1,

I
t

896

896

896

896

896

24

24

24

24

24

t7
19

20

27

34

896

896

896

896
896

Sierra Heights Elementary
Maplewood Heights Elementary
Lindbergh High

Sierra Heights Elementary
Maplewood Heights Elementary

1

1,

I
t
1,

24

24

24

24

24

53 McKnight Middle 2

54 Nelsen Middle 2

55 Nelsen Middle 2

56 Nelsen Middle 2

57 Nelsen Middle 2

L,792

L,792

1,792

1,792

56

56

56

56

56792

24

24

24

24

24

58

59

60

61

62

Map ewoo E

Lindbergh High

Lindbergh High

Lindbergh High

Talbot Hill Elementary

T

I
T

I
t

896

896

896

896

896

63

64

65

66

67

896

896

896

896

896

Cascade Elementary
Talbot Hill Elementary
Dimmitt Middle
Dimmitt Middle
Bryn Mawr Elementary

1

t
7

T

t

24

24

28

28

24

68

69

70

7T

72

Sierra Heights Elementary
Honeydew Elementary
Talbot Hill Elementary
Sierra Heights Elementary
McKnight Middle

I
2

t
t
2

896

1,792

896

896

1,792

24

48

24

24

56

2

2

2

2

2

48

48

20

20

56

73

74

75

76

77

Lakeridge Elementary
Sierra Heights Elementary
Spring Glen

Spring Glen

McKnight Middle

L,792

L,792
1,792

1,792

L,792

78

79

80

81

82

McKnight Middle
Dimmitt Middle
Honeydew Elementary
Cascade Elementary
Sierra Heights Elementary

r,792 56

1",792 56

1,792 48

1.,792 48

1.,792 48

2

2

2

2

2

83 Lindbergh High

84 Maplewood Heights Elementary
85 Dimmitt Middle
86 Dimmitt Middle
87 Dimmitt Middle

2

2

t
I
1

1,792

r,792
896

896
896

48

48

28

28
28

Totals

9

64 57,344 L,575
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RELOCATABLE FACILITY CAPACITY BY SITE

LOCATION ADDRESS

RELOCATABLE

FACILITY ID

AREA

(sq.ft.) CAPACITY

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Bryn Mawr

Cascade

Honeydew

Lakeridge

Maplewood Heights

Sierra Heights

Talbot Hill

8212 S 118th St., Seattle 98178

76022 tI6Ih Ave. SE, Renton 98058

800 Union Ave. NE, Renton 98059

7400 S 115th St., Seattle 98178

130 Jericho Ave. SE, Renton 98059

250L Union Ave. NE, Renton 98059

2300 Talbot Rd. S, Renton 98055

13,67

63, 81

69, 80

5,6, 12,73

16,19,34,58,84

17 ,27 , 68,7L,74,82
62,64,70

1,792

2,699

3,584

4,480

5,376

7,168

2,688

48

72

96

r20

L44

192

72

Elementary School Total 27,776 744

MIDDLE SCHOOLS

Dimmitt

McKnight

Nelsen

12320 80th Ave. S, Seattle 98078

1200 Edmonds Ave. NE, Renton 98056

2403 Jones Ave. S, Renton 98055

55,56,79,85, 86, 87

53,72,77 ,78
54,55,56,57

6,272

7,168

7,168

197

225

22s

Middle School Total 20,608 647

HIGH SCHOOLS

Lindbergh 1,6426 128Th Ave. SE, Renton 98058 20,59,60,6I,83 5,376 r44

High School Total 5,376 L44

SPECIAL EDUCATION

Spring Glen 2706 Jones Ave. S, Renton 98055 75,76 3,584 40

Special Education Total 3,584 40

TOTAL ALL RELOCATABLE CTASSROOMS 57,344 L,575

The District also owns several parcels of undeveloped property throughout the District
totaling 38.51 acres.

UNDEVELOPED PROPERTY

Cascade M.S. Site
Lake Boren Site
Renton Center Site
Skyway Site

27.9 acres
8.76 acres

3.67 acres
4.18 acres

SE l Sth & Olympia Ave. SE

SE 78th Pl. on 126th Ave. SE

509 Rainier Avenue S

- 10 -

NW corner S Langston Rd. & 76th Ave. S
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IV. ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS

Renton School District enrollment projections through the 2018-19 school year (on the
following page) are based on data published by the Office of the Superintendent of Public
Instruction (OSPI), with the data reconhgured to reflect the District's elementary, middle
and high school grade level confìgurations. OSPI utilizes the cohoft survival method to
forecast student enrollment projections for a six-year period based on actual student
headcounts documented for the previous six years. Enrollment repofts prepared by the
District are submitted to OSPI on an annual basis (District's October 1,2012 report and

OSPI Report No. 1049 are included in Appendix B).

Current projections indicate significant increased enrollment over the next six years,
especially at the elementary school grade levels, with somewhat lesser growth at the middle
and high school grade levels (Table 2). Compared to actual enrollment growth over the
past six years, anticipated growth is more than double what the District experienced from
2007 to the present.

ENROLLMENT GROWTH
ACTUAL GROWTH 2OO7 -201 2 PROJECTED GROWTH 20 1 2-20 1 B

2007 2012 INCREASE Yo 2013 2018 INCREASE Yo

Bementary 6,391 7,092 701 110 7,414 9,292 1,878 25.3

3,758 481 14.7Middle 3,129 3,312 183 5.8 3,277

High 4,036 4,141 105 2.6 4,1 89 4,428 239 5.7

13,556 14,545 989 7-3 14,880 17,478 2,598 17.5Total

Table 2

By the school year 2018-2019, the District expects an overall student enrollment increase
of 17.5%o, with a 253% increase at the elementary school level, a 14.7% increase at the
middle school level and a 5.7 o/o increase at the high school level,

-11 -
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ACTUAT ENROTTMENT ON OCTOBER FIRST

2008 2W9 2010 20t7
AVE.%

2012 SURVIVAT

- -. PROJECTED ENROTTMENTS -...
2014 2015 201.6 20L7

RENTON SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 403
ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS BY COHORT SURVIVAL*

(KK [inear Proiection]

2013

Total K - 5 6,391 6,592 6,796 6,863 7,055 7,092 7,4L4 7,789 8,191 8,566 8,909 9,292

Ki ndergarten
Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

GradeT

Grade 8

Grade 9

Grade 10

Grade 11

Grade 12

Total 9 - 12

2@7

7,007

1,113

1,088

t,tt9
7,022

r,042

1,051

L,087

991

1,059

1,035

L,078

864

4,86

13,556

1,080

1,059

L,L43

1,105

t,L47

1,058

t,o22
7,064

1,069

t,255
990

1,005

793

4,U3

t3,790

I,t29
1,138

1,100

t,L52
7,t22
1,155

1,02s

1,011

1,o70

1,356

L,028

940

779

4,to3

1400s

7,787

L,:-70

r,742

\rL2
7,149

1,103

4,L95

t4,233

t,283

1,193

t,784
1,130

1,109

1,156

4,t69

t4,43t

1,266

L,2U
t,2t9
L,t29
1,098

1,096

r,t24
7,O87

1,101

t,r48
I,I42

957

894

4,t41

t4,545

ro2.y
102.01

99.54

100.14

100.38

97.08

L0Æ.7L

99.42

1,355

1,303

1,310

1,,273

1,131

7,LO2

t,064
r,!32
1,081

L,347

9a7

L,O52

803

4,L89

14880

7,4t1
1,395

L,329

1,304

t,215
1,135

7,323

1,158

910

883

4,274

11330

1,467

I,452
1,423

1,,323

1,306

7,220

4,36

t5,783

1,523

1,510

L,48!
t,476

L,32s

t,3r7

1,304

7,tu
7,U9

896

4,433

16,36s

L,579

1,558

t,540
t,474
L,4t8
1,330

4,4O5

16,883

2018

1,63s

7,625

1,600

1,533

L,476

t,423

r,297
t,282
1,185

1,351

7,728

1,033

916

4,428

t7,478

1,118 1,063

7,037 7,rt9
1,020 1,025

1,256

1,083

987

843

r,070 7,102 r,784 7,273

r,o72 !,o78 1,110 1,t92
7,t25 1,066 7,072 7,704

Total 6- 8 3,L29 3,155 3,106 3,775 3,207 3,312 3,277 3,267 3,26 3,366 3,s69 3,7s8

L,

L,

319

109

938

829

t22.37

86.00

92.L5

83.94

t,377

1,138

t,067
764

1,3t2
r,tzL
7,09r

881

Total K -12

* Information obtainedfrom OSPI Report No. 1049, December4, 2012
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V. ENROLLMENT DRIVEN FACILITY NEEDS

Table 3 compares the current capaciTy of Renton School District facilities to OSPI's
projected enrollment for the school year 2018-2019. The table indicates a signifìcant deficit
of 1,682 at the elementary level and a much less imposing deficit of 3 81 at the middle
school level. Only at the high school level is the cunent capacity adequate to handle
projected 2018 -2019 enrollment.

PROJECTED CAPACITY NEEDS 1

Type of Facility Current
Capacity

Current
Enrollment

2018-19 Projected
Enrollment

201 8-1 I
Surplus/Deficit

Elementary School 7,6'10 7,092 9,292 (1 ,682)

3,758 (381)Middle School Õ,Õt I 3,312

High School 4,7 10 4,141 4,428 282

Total 15,697 '14,545 17,478 11,781l.

1 Excludes relocatable and special education facilities

Table 3

The 2012 Bond Measure, approved by District voters in April 2012, includes several
measures specifically targeting these deficits. A summary of the 2072Bond Measure can be

found in Appendix D.

Middle SchoolNo. 4, currently in the design phase and scheduled to open in Fall 2016, will
provide the necessary capacity to handle projected enrollment up to and beyond the six-year
period addressed by this Plan. The new middle school will be constructed at the present
Renton Academy site.

At the elementary school level, the 2012Bond Measure provides for the acquisition of
property for future development, but does not include necessary funding for construction of
new elementary facilities. Passage of a special levy may be essential to mitigating the
projected elementary school deficit. Remaining deficits at the elementary school levelwill
have to be addressed temporarily by the use of relocatable classrooms; either new or
relocated from other facilities. These costs must also be included in the Six-Year Finance
Plan.

The Increased Capacity Plan on the following page illustrates current capacities and
proposed increased capacities in response to projected enrollment increases. Projected
capacity surpluses and deficits are tracked for each year ofthe six-year period covered by
this Plan, and are calculated both with and without the inclusion of relocatable classrooms.

- 13 -
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P

PLAN YEAR

Permanent Capacity

New Construction

Total Permanent Capacitv

Relocatable Capacitv

New/Relocated Capacitv

Iotal Relocatable Capacity

PLAN YEAR

Permanent Capacitv

New Construct¡on
Iotal Permanent Capacity

Relocatable Capacitv

New/Relocated Capacitv

fotal Relocatable Capacity

PLAN YEAR

Permanent Capacity

New Construction
Total Permanent Capacity

ID ct No

r NCREASED CAPACITY/CONSTRU CTION PLAN

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL: GRADES K-5
PROJECTED

76L0 7610 761076L0 7610 7610
550

7610 7610 81607610 7670 7610

3228

65

7t2

3277 3267 3246 3366 3569 3758

777 574 38516 26 47

694 777 574 385663 673

HIGH SCHOOT: GRADES 9-12

744

744

7092

518

1262

MIDDLE SCHOOL: GRADES 6-8
PROJECTED

647

647

647 647 647 647 0 0

(647]'

0 U647 647 647 0

ACTUAL

20L2

76tO

7610

ACTUAL

2012

ACTUAL

2012

47tO

47tO

144

144

3844

866

1010

PROJECTED

4710 47tO4710 47tO 47rO 47tO

47tO 47\O 47LO 47tO 47tO47tO

144 t44144 r44 144 t44

144 r44 744 t44 144144

4tog3887 3966 4033 4tt4 4088

596 622 601823 744 677

821. 740 766 745967 888

t. OSPI figures adjusted to account for Secondary Learning Center's classification as an alternâtive
learning facility not included in this capacity analysis.

2017 201-820L3 20L4 20t5 2016

744 744 ro32 1320744 744

288 288

744 744 744 1032 1320 7320

E nrollment
Surp I us/( Deficit)

Permanent onlV
Su rp I us/( Deficit)

Permanent & Relocatable

7789 8191 8s66 8909 929274L4

( 1132)196 (17s) (s81) (ss6) (12ss)

76 2l 188940 565 163

2013 201.4 2015 2076 2077 -r¡ftr
3293 3293 3293 3293 4I43 41433293

8s0
4143 4743 41433293 3293 3293 3293

nrollment

Permanent

Permanent & Relocatable

20182013 2014 20t5 20t6 20t7

Relocatable Capacity

New/Relocated Capacitv

Re locata b Ca

Enrollment

Permanent on

Permanent & Relocatable
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2013 - 2019

VI. SIX.YEAR FINANCE PLAN

Capital facilities capacity improvements referenced in this Plan will be funded by 2012
bond monies, remaining 2008 bond funds, irnpact fees and a possible special levy. The
District may also be eligible for OSPI school construction assistance.

The Meadow Crest Early Childhood Learning Center, currently under construction and

scheduled to be open Fall of 2013, is the final major project to be completed using 2008

bond monies. The major capacity driven project to be funded by the 2012bond is the new
middle school (Middle School No. 4) currently in the final planning stage and scheduled to
open Fall of 2016. Other capacity related projects to be funded by the 2072Bond Measure

include land acquisition and replacement/relocationlupgrade of portable classrooms.
Funding for a new elementary school and additional relocatable classrooms is as yet
unsecured.

The District intends to structure its capital improvement program so as to maintain a

constant level of construction throughout the program period, in order to optimally utilize
its management capacity.

Estimated expenditures for capacity improvement projects over the duration of the Plan are

indicated in the Table 4 below.

SIX-YEAR FINANCE PTAN

Capacity lmprovement Projects

1. Estimated expenditures based on total project cost ¡nclud¡ng hêrd and soft costs.

2. secured funding includes 2008 and 2012 bond monies and previously collected school impact fees.

3 Unsecured funds ¡nclude osPl school construction AssÌstance and future school ¡mpact fees.

4 currently under construct¡on Scheduled for completion August 2013.

Estimated

2013-L4 20t4-t5 20t5-t6 20L6-t7 20L7-78 20L8-L9 Total Secured' Unsecured'PROJECT

19.300 19.300Earlv Childhood Centera 19,300

Middle School No. 4 2,189 4,46r L3,97L 23,663 t,716 46,000 46,000

t,440 7,440 1,450 5,750 4,300 1,450Relocâtable Classrooms r,420

s,000 s,000Land Acquisition 2,500 2,500

3,250 9,750 16,250 30,875 30,875New Elementary School 1,625

Total 22,909 8,40r 19,536 28,363 IT,466 t6,2so to6,92s 7 4,600 32,325
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VII. IMPACT FEES

Each jurisdiction that imposes school irnpact 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 fonnula was

established. This formula can be found in King County code 2lA and was substantially
adopted by the cities of Renton, Seattle, and Newcastle. The formula requires the District
to establish a "student Generation Factor" that estimates how many students will be added

to a school district by each new single or multi-family unit constructed, and to establish

several standard construction costs which are unique to that district. Refer to Appendix G

for substantiating documentation on Student Generation Factors.

Site Acquisition Cost is the estimated cost per acre to purchase property

Building Acquisition Cost is the estimated cost to construct facilities unique to the district.
New Facility Cost Models are provided in Appendix F.

Temporary Facility Cost is the estimated cost per classroom to purchase and install a
relocatable classroom.

State Funding Assistance Credit is the amount of funding provided by the State, subject to
District eligibility, based on a construction cost allocation and funding assistance
percentage established by the State.

In response to declining economic conditions over the past several years, and the slow
recovery, Renton School District has inserted a Voluntary District Adjustment component
into the prescribed impact fee formula. The intent of this adjustment is to lirnit any

increase in impact fees to a percentage equal to the local rate of inflation (CPU-U-Sea) as

reported by the King County Office of Economic and Financial Analysis. The increase in
the multi-family impact fee over last year's fee was limited by the 2.38% rate of inflation
for 2012. As the single-family impact fee actually decreased, application of the fee

reduction was unnecessary.

Based on the Growth Management Act and King County Code 214, impact fees for the
plan year 2013 are:

Single-Family Units
Multi-Family Units

$ 5,455

$ 1,339

Single-Family and Multi-Farnily Fee Calculation spreadsheets follow

-17 -
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SINGLE.FAMILY RESIDENCE FEE CALCULATION

SITE ACQUISITION COST

cosrFAGILITY SITE AREA COST PER ACRE STUDENTS STUDENT FACTOR
550 0.382 $1,910c1 ary 1C 275

s751Middle 2C 275 850 0.116\2
000 1250 0.1 39 $c275A3

cosT

cosTcosT tN 2012 $ STUDENTS STUDENT FACTOR
550 0.382 $12,032B1 ary 96 6470

$3.93C82 Middle 94.590 30,444,140 850 0.1 16

1250 0.1 39 scB3 99.

TEMPORARY BUILDING ACQUISITION COST

cosTCOST PER CL STUDENTS STUDENT FACTOR
1 24 o.342 $64ti1 ary 3.36%

$2€Middle 5.41Vo 1 20,000 29 0.'t 16

0. 29c3 0.1 39 $c

STATE FUNDING ASSISTANGE GREDIT

sPt s( MATCH % STUDENT FACTOR CREDITCOST INDEK
($2,61CD1 1 88.55 9C o.4026 o.3ö2

117 0.4026 0.1 16 ($1 ,03cD2 1 8E.55

$0D3 o.4026 0.139

231,000

3.640Ä

10

0.00218222

AVERAGE ASSESSED VALUE

FOR

1

$oFACILITY CREDIT

$o/OLUNTARY DISTRICT ADJUSTM ENT

* TAX CREDIT (TC) = NPV (net present value) x AAV x r ((l + iìt- 1

i(l+¡t
Average Assessed Value

Tax Rate

Bond Interest Rate as of 12127 ll2
Bond Term

where: NPV :

AAV =
r:
l-

t=
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I 7685

* TAX CR-EDIT (TC) = NPV (net present value) x AAV x r

No

(fl + i)t- I
i(l+i)t

Average Assessed Value

Tax Rate

Bond Interest Rate as of 12127112

Bond Term

where: NPV =

AAV :
r=
:
l-

t:

MULTI.FAMILY RESIDENCE FEE CALCULATION

SITE ACQ(

STUDENTS STUDENT FACTOR COSTFACILITY SITE AREA COST PER ACRE
550 o 132 $660A1 ary 1C 275,000
850 0 038 $246A2 Middle 2C 275,000

1250 $0A3 275,000 0 05440

BUI LDING ACQUISITION COST

STUDENTS STUDENT FACTOR cosTcosT tN 2012 $
550 0.132 $4, 1 58B1 Elementary 96.64% 17,925,620
850 0.038 $1,28792 Middle 94.59% 30,444,140

1250 0.054 $0B3 N/A 99.3970 0

PORARY BUILDING

cosTCOST PER CLASS STUDENTS STUDENT FACTOR
$22ementary 3.36% 1 2U,oUU 24 0.132a1

$95.41% 12U,OUU 29 0.038i2 Middle
$c0.61% 29 0.054

STATE FUNDING ASSISTANCE CREDIT

CREDITCOST INDEX SPI SQ FT MATCH % STUDENT FACTOR
($eo2)I 88.55 90 0.4026 o.132D1
($3371188 55 117 o 4026 0.038D2

$0I 88.55 o 4026 0.054D3 130

TAX CREDIT

10

o 00218222

98,

3.64YoINTEREST RATE

(AAi

10)

$(FACILITY CREDIT

($347)VOLUNTARY DISTRICT ADJUSTMENT
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XIII. APPENDICES

APPENDIX A: DISTRICT MAPS

APPENDIX B: CAPACITY WORKSHEETS

APPENDIX C: HEADCOI.INT & PROJECTIONS

APPENDIX D: 2008 BOND SUMMARY

APPENDIX E: 2012 BOND SUMMARY

APPENDIX F: STUDENT GENERATION FACTORS .

APPENDIX G: SCHOOL COST MODELS

27

23

25

.29

.31

JJ

.37
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SERVICE AREA MAP
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ital F

ASSUMPTIONS

APPENDIX B

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CAPACITY

School District No

Class size:Awrage class size:
FTE lariation ftom 10 / 1

Scheduling efficiency:

1I2.DAY

KINDER I SPEC ED SPEC USE

AVE ANN
PORTUSE ADD SPEC CAPwith

PORTAB LES

25 66
0.98
0.94

K24
124
224
324
429
529

BENSON HILL

BRYN MAWR
CAMPBELL HILL

CASCADE
HAZELWOOD
HIGHLANDS
HONEY DEW
KENNYDALE
LAKERIDGE
MAPLEWOOD HEIGHTS

RENTON PARK
SIERRA HEIGHTS

TALBOÏ HILL

TIFFANY PARK

TOTAL

ASSUMPTIONS

TOTA L

352 28 34 30

C LA SSROOM S

SCHOOL

CLASSROOMS

SCHOOL

29

21

22

to
2A

28

19

30

23
26

28
zo
ZJ
z,t

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

tt

2

0

0

0

4

0

5

b

0

B
a

0

2

2

2
a

â

J

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

4

1

aJ

1

2

2

1

4
3
a

2

1

4

2

0

2
e

3

0

2

1

2

2

2

615
530

402
648
615
635
567

658
544
686
587

776
611

469

31 8342

Class size 6 29
729
829

1 Kindergarten classrooms currently used for half-day kindergarten are counled as two rooms to reflect the

capacityof the room. Currently6 of 34 Kindergarten rooms are used forfull-dayKindergarten

MIDDLE SCHOOL CAPACITY

Average class size
FTE variation from 10 / 1

Scheduling efficiency

29
0.98
0.99

#
TEACHING
STATIONS GENERIC SCI

SPEC SPEC
PE DRAM¡ COIVP CTE ART MUSIC ED USE

43
47
47

26
20
18

AVE ANN
PORT SPEC FTE CAP
USE USE W/PORT

DIMMITT
McKNIGHT
NELSEN

241141220
841221360
831321290

7

8

I

1 351

1379
1294

170TOTAL 137

-25-
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HIGH SCHOOL CAPACITY

ASSUMPTIONS Average class size 29
FTE variation from 10 / 1 0.98
Scheduling efficiency 0.85

SPEC SPEC
GYI\4 HE COMP SHOP ART MUSIC ED USE

19 0

Class size I 29
10 29
11 29
12 29

#
TEACHING
STATIONS GENERIC SCI

PORT SPEC
USE USE

AVE ANN
FTE CAP
W/ PORT

HAZEN
LINDBERGH
RENTON

TOTAL

CLASSROOMS

SCHOOL

CLASSROOMS

SCHOOL

7748653643290
5934444433350
7844656753250

0

1

0

1

1643
1329
1763

4735214

1 . Under construction. Scheduled for completion August 2012

SPECIAL EDUCATIONAL FACILITY CAPACITY

ASSUMPTIONS All facilities used for special programsAverage class size
FTE variation from '10 / 1

Scheduling efficiency

11

0.98
0.94

HAZELWOOD (old)
HILLCREST
SARTORI
sLc
SPRING GLEN

TOTAL

GENERIC SPEC ED SPEC USE

24
14
14

25
14

91

PORT USE ADD SPEC
AVE ANN
FTE CAP
W/ PORT

0
0
0

0
0

0

0
0
0

0
0

0

4
6
0

0
4

14

0
0
0

0
0

0

284
203
142

253
182

1064

-26 -



ro
@(o
t-

s¡Êtf4 rf,eþr 6d6tt È¡4çt oEElr üÈsþT

8Eìt rel ESrl 9r[T r¿¡l Etr?

ã!g to:¡opnt{ü¡C ¡tqpe¡tteåtg'Fr5ÞÑoojlDoqre.S

lu¡ó¡rp¡¡Splqpåç rnr4p eq6¡¡où¡ SßrÞ Ë{Hqt}.tpnù 3rem¡

sfstÌ fÈtf ùfurt !Ðïl oáåtÎ eÉÉtt Ë¡ûr3*,ltJ:¡älÈtl

rmÞ 6ryt E6rÞ E{¡rT E}ol 9Ðt
ÛB Eì8 6E ßT¿

r4âË rtt$ tÉ ûtd

rri,r't ÊËt ¿ürT sm'Ë

o
c
q)Í

O
X
oz
LrJ
o-
o_

r.*t ,sËt eftt fFf t

,5ïS

Ë*t
ËfiiÌ:
ts't

Ësrt
rçç*[

ÉNSST

ftrT
ç¡rt
ü¿t*r

ÉÉût

ûuaér

s¡g*[
.FEIt

188
,T*T

Tnl
nç1.

¡$t
ã6rt

rflbTt
Ë¡TT

øEÉT

rnt
f.{rT
ùüst
ñx'E
Fr$t

,r$8

,€Þ0'E

íÈl'r
t*'r

Eet
ûTr'r

ûfa,t
tçl"l
nsT
Ëffi1

fi?.'r
H!-r
0Ët
Êrst

tga,

{tr'ç
Ë$"r
¿¡Ét:

est
sÆ*[

Ëxt
EOÏT

áüt
wt
È*È.i

€Ðt
r?1
*glT

É88

6t6

Ë5rt
ËË'r

¿dçt

*rr'ç
4*qt

tìB-rå

r¡fiT
rÈtt
Ërtt
Ìfi'r
{m^r
fsT
IÞI

e8
B$"r
¿¡É

¿rËï

rËt
r&t
ðErt

tlt
fio'r
ffirrr
TËTt

Ëfi'[
arE'r

Ð.fi"r

*SET

$g"r

rltt
Ë&t
€wt

rrrt

€1Ê'r

ûst
-üm^r

sst
årË'¿

mË"ç

rþt
r41
!æh

rÐiÈ

EE¿

çm"f

0ËÉ

Ë*t
Fät
$n"[
rsT

H*1
[ä1
tsiË
¿fi'r
sçI
Ffr'r
€50*[

ü-Ða"[

fH
t#'r
ËËt
rstr

È¿0'e

r,tr

f,*"r

Er'Íi¿

Tüt
t¡ü'[
rffit
ËTr.t

sü"r
FTTT

dff"ç

,*!êtF

tå5t"6
f*Ht?ñ

fi¡Ërãt tmt
frft

!É!Þt6 TüT"t

ttÍ*w"r ¿ffÎ

sl¡t

palæç¡ç
El¡ pfl$
ñTry!*
ßr|piÐ
#$ìry

iqq¡q{ñf-.t
t#*rfi
{¡rrry

pülGi"âl
Ð¡Þ3Ð

ËryËrà

t lpträ
t{ÈÈÞ
tç¡æ
f ¡PrrÐ

fRd¡¡F{l

+iè

GoHSffi{¡¡üül

I

f--
N

I

süì¿Ë

åÉfi.{üï

*fï:trr
*rÊËË

.ütr*r
!sË'mr

fr,r'[
fm4l
fiËüt
6¿ÌT

$e'r
ütç-[
gs"t

Ëto'I

ÐnT'r

#r'r
üËÍT

tsTt
Bfl¡T

ç*t

rrTt
üsrrr

ätt'Ë
üTrt
$fit
û$t
¿Ëç1

Ëæ't:

Ëgrrr

sstt
¿rsT

$g$'ç

tn'[
üffî

¡tür {Ðt 9F ÊlB }!t:
*ËtïttÏmpeåå.ffifHd*

ct0t

ãr{3'itrúgtûîÂÏ}ot{æ
È$rHhfi|ÞhB (E¡:üffi s å ilôùù[¡mB*:rE . EloÌ ÅiNô¡È

$tìrteêtd 3r.r¡åÈËt Ht{ålltÈsl¡@ üöi*
rf; ÌtAilills H tfñ lld cø rtE ilEeilEalt

lä¡, 9ill{St¡Il .:lO ¡ÅY¡S

ltüt¡ltffi ÍsE
iäúuytr

EWE ùilt üm {ilf ,fiÍ
" *4 Httlo itqs¡il*ItxHrF Tfn¡lÈ *



1 7685

Capital Facilities Plan 2013 - 2019 Renton School District No. 403
APPENDIX C

-28-



1 7685

2013 - 20
APPENDIX D

2OO8 BOND MEASURE SUMMARY

NEW FACILITIES

Secondary Alternative Campus
68,000 sf
Located at Black River Campus

Early Childhood Center
60,000 sf
Located at Hillcrest site

EXISTING FACILITIES UPGRADES

Lindbergh High School
Upgrade track and field
Replace roof (200,000 sf)
Upgrade kitchen
Parking and site access upgrades
Gymnasium upgrades
Replace auditorium sound system, and stage cuftain
Replace auditorium accordion wall and stage floor
Upgrade windows
Acoustical upgrades at corridors
New reader board and scoreboards

Hazen High School
Upgrade track and field
Construct 27,900 sf addition
Parking and site access upgrades
Gymnasium upgrades
Upgrade kitchen

Renton High School
New score boards
Upgrade PE station below south gymnasium
Upgrade door hardware

Nelsen Middle School
Upgrade kitchen
Upgrade select windows
Refinish and upgrade doors
Upgrade cabinets
Complete restroom modernizations
Select floor finish replacement
Paint gymnasium and add acousticaltreatment
Modernize art room and library
Convert portion of locker rooms to storage
Upgrade track, field and irrigation
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Dimmitt Middle School
Upgrade kitchen
Remodel reception and student lounge
Parking and site access upgrades
Refinish and upgrades doors
Upgrade cabinets
Complete restroom modernizations
Add doors to storage rooms off corridor at area B
Select floor finish replacement
Paint gymnasium and add acousticaltreatment
Convert portion of locker rooms to storage
Upgrade track, field and irrigation

Honey Dew Elementary School
Upgrade fields

Renton Stadium
Upgrade track and field
Provide new press box
Remodel restrooms and concession stands
Upgrade lighting
Earthquake Safety lmprovements
Resurface and restripe parking lot
Paint
Replace boilers
Replace scoreboards

DISTRICT WIDE UPGRADES

Safety & Security Upgrades
Fire alarm systems
Sidewalks and resudacing
Accessibility
Access controls
Security upgrades
Fencing
Emergency communications systems

Energy Conservation
Replace heat pumps and compressors
Upgrades boilers and burners
Upgrade fluorescent tubes and ballasts

Covered Play Areas (sooo sf ea)

Cascade Elementary School
Maplewood Heights Elementary School

PoÉable Glassrooms
Replacement and growth

Building Finishes Upgrades
Replace identified flooring and cabinetry
Replace identified window blinds
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2OI2 BOND MEASURE SUMMARY

NEW FACILITIES

New Middle School
75,000 sf
Located at Renton Academy site

EXISTING FACILITIES UPGRADES
Lindbergh Pool Upgrades

SITE RELATED UPGRADES
Parking Lot and Sidewalk Upgrades
Elementary Field Upgrades

SAFETY AND SECURITY
Add Emergency Generators
Fire Alarm and Smoke Detector Upgrades
Security System Upgrades

ENERGY CONSERVATION
Boiler Upgrades
Parking Lot Lighting and Controls
Heating Systems Upgrades

BUILDING UPGRADES

Exterior Upgrades
Roofing Replacements
Replace Gutters and Downspouts

lnterior Upgrades
Upgrade/Replace lnterior Finishes and Materials
Electrical - Replace/Upgrade System Components
Plumbing - Replace/Upgrade System Components
Mechanical - Replace/Upgrade System Components

Poftables
Replace Aging Podables

LAND ACQUISITION
For Future Planning
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2013 - 2019 Re

APPENDIX F

STUDENT GENERATION FACTORS

The formula for determining school impact fees, as established by King County Council

Ordinance 11621, Attachment A, requires that school districts provide "student factors

based on district records ofaverage actual student generation rates for new developments

constructed over a period of not more than five years prior to the date of the fee

calculation." The Ordinance also provides that, in the event this information is not

available in the District,"data from adjacent districts, districts with similar demographics,

or county-wide averages must be used."

King County currently assesses and collects impact fees on behalf oftwelve school

districts, including Renton School District. Of those twelve districts, only five conduct

their own surveys to develop their unique student generation factors based on district

records and actual development data. The remaining six districts, including Renton, rely

on averages ofstudent factors developed by other districts.

In accordance with King County Ordinance 1162l, Attachment A, the District has chosen

to use a county-wide average based on all districts that have performed their own student

generation factor surveys. The Student Generation Factors in Table 6 below represent an

average of the actual rates calculated by Auburn, Federal Way, Fife, Issaquah, Kent and

Lake Washington School Districts.

STU DENT G EN ERATION FACTORS

MIDDLE
(6-8)

HIGH
(9-t2\ TOTAL

ELEMENTARY

(K-s)

SI NG LE-

FAMILY
0.382 0. L16 0.139 0.637

MULTI-
FAMILY

o.732 0.038 0.054 0.224

Table 6

Figure 7 on the following page details the student generation factors developed by the

Districts referenced above, and the averages used in this Plan's impact fee calculations
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COUNTY-WIDE STUDENT GENERATION F'ACTORS

Figure 7

SINGLE-FAMILY MULTI-FAMILY

DI STRI CT K-5 6-8 9-r2 TOTAL K-5 6-8 9-12 TOTAL

Auburn 0.261. 0.130 0.134 0.525 0.772 0.070 0.090 0.332

Federa I Wav 0.332 0.166 0,270 0.707 0.148 0,042 0.059 0.249

Fi fe 0.256 0.103 0.026 0.385 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

I ssa qua h 0.s02 0.159 0.136 0.797 0.092 0.033 0.032 0.L57

La ke Was hington o.454 0.108 0.077 0.639 0.051 0.018 o.0L7 0.086

Kent 0.486 0.031 0.25 0.767 0.3 31 0.067 0.724 0.522

2,297 0.697 0.833 3,82 0TOTAL 0,794 0,230 0322 1..346

AVERAGE 0.382 0.116 0.139 0.637 0.L32 0.038 0.054 0.224
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FACILITY COST MODELS

Facility cost models are a calculation of the cost to construct educational facilities unique
to the District. This is accomplished by utilizing both District specific data as well as

information available from OSPI.

OSPI constants are factors established by OSPI as paft of its School Construction
Assistance Program. State Funding Assistance Percentages are unique to individual school
districts while the Construction Cost Allocation (per square foot of construction) is
constant throughout the state. The State Area Allocation (per student) is used solely by
OSPI to determine a District's eligibility for state funding. It is not meant to represent or
reflect the unique spatial needs of a District necessary to provide its adopted programs and

standard of service.

The District Area Allocation utilized in the cost models reflects historical data from
previously constructed facilities, adjusted to reflect current programs, anticipated funding
and other topical issues. The applied Cost per Square Foot is an average of recently bid
school projects of similar grade levels in the Puget Sound Region, as repofted by OSPL

Elementary and Middle School Cost Models follow
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NEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL COST MODEL

FAGILITY INFORMATION OSPI CONSTANTS

New-in-Lieu Area
New Area
Capacity

2012 COST PER SF
District Area Allocation

COST CATEGORIES

State Funding Area Modernization
Unhoused Students (Addition)

State Funding Assistance Percentage
State Construction Gost Allocation (7111'l2l

State Area Allocation (sf) per Student

NEW CONSTRUCTION

0
60,500

550
238.44

't10

TOTAL NEW
NEW-IN-LIEU

STATE
MAXIMUM

0

0

40.26%
188.55

90

LOCAL
cosT

BUILDING MODERNIZATION
NEW

SITE
OFF-SITE

Site acquisition costs are not included

NON-CONSTRUCTION PROJECT COSTS
PROFESSIONAL FEES

SALES TAX
CO CONTINGENCY

PERMITS
SPECIAL INSP.

ART
NIC WORK

TEMPORARY FACILITIES
MOVING/STORAGE

FURNISHINGS
MANAGEMENT / ADM INISTRATION

MITIGATION FEES
PROJECT CONT.

TOTAL

SUBTOTAL

0
14,425,620
2,500,000
1,000,000

11

9

6
1

I

1

I
1

I
5
4

12

61

6
7

3

25

0

iì

BID DATE JULY 2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019

INFLATION
2.160/o

2.48%
2.44%
2.54o/o

2.57o/o

2.670/o

2.72%

29,483,630
30,214,824
30,952,065
31,738,248
32,553,921
33,423,1',to
34,332,219

29,483,630
30,214,824
30,952,065
31,738,248
32,553,921
33,423,110
34,332,219
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NE\ry MIDDLE SCHOOL COST MODEL

FACILITY INFORMATION OSPI CONSTANTS

New-in-Lieu Area
New Area
Capacity

201 2 COST PER SF
Area Allocation Goal

COST CATEGORIES

Stete Funding Area Modernization
Unhoused Students (Addition)

State Funding Assistance Percentage
State Construct¡ori Cost Al location (7 11 l'l 2)

State Area Allocation (sf) per Student

NEW CONSTRUCTION

0

1 02,000
850

266.57
120

TOTAL NEW
NEW-IN.LIEU

STATE
MAXIMUM

0
0

40.26%
188.55

117

LOCAL
cosT

;'¡"1 , Ì::i 'il i*i , i

BUILDING MODERNIZATION
NEW

SITE
OFF-SITE

Site acquisition costs are not included

NON-CONSTRUCTION PROJECT COSTS
PROFESSIONAL FEES

SALES TAX
CO CONTINGENCY

PERMITS
SPECIAL INSP.

ART
NIC WORK

TEMPORARY FACILITIES
MOVING/STORAGE

FURNISHINGS
MANAGEMENT / ADMINISTRATION

MITIGATION FEES
PROJECT CONT.

TOTAL

0
27,190,140

2,250,000
1,000,000

11

I
6
1

1

1

1

1

I
5

4
12

61

6
7

3

2.5

19.5

': it,,tù¿:;liiì,; , +)' it;ìtìaiii,,{:l;i

BID DATE JULY 2013
20't4
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019

INFLATION
2,'160/o

2,480/o

2,440/o

2.54%
2.570/o

2.67%
2.72o/o

50,067,212
51,308,879
52,560,815
53,895,860
55,280,984
56,756,986
58,300,776

50,067,2't2
51,308,879
52,560,815
53,895,860
55,280,984
56,75ô,986
58,300,776
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