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November 9, 2011

Ordinance 17220

Proposed No. 2011-0407.1 Sponsors Patterson

AN ORDINANCE relating to school impact fees; adopting
the capital facilities plans of the Tahoma, Federal Way,
Riverview, Issaquah, Snoqualmie Valley, Lake
Washington, Kent, Nbrthshore, 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; authorizing the
executive to enter into an interlocal agreement with Renton
School District; 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 X.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 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 11148, Section
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2, as 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. 20.12.470,
Ordinance 13338, Section 13, as amended, and K.C.C.
70.12.471 and Ordinance 10122, Section 2, as amended,
and K.C.C. 27.44.010 and adding a new section to K.C.C.
chapter 20.12.
STATEMENT OF FACTS:
1. Chapter 36.70A RCW (the Growth Management Act) and chapter
82.02 RCW (the "Act"), authorize the collection of impact fees for new
development to provide public school facilities to serve the new
development.
2. The Act 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 has adopted Ordinances 9785 and 10162 for the purposes
of implementing the Act.
4. The Tahoma School District, Federal Way School District, Riverview
School District, Issaquah School District, Snoqualmie Valley School
District, Lake Washington School District, Kent School District,
Northshore School District, Enumclaw School District, Fife School
District and Auburn School District have previously entered into interlocal

agreements with King County for the collection and distribution of school
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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.

5. The Renton School District No. 403 desires to enter into an agreement
with King County for the collection and distribution of school impact fees
and has prepared a capital facilities plan in compliance with the Act and
Ordinance 10162 that by this ordinance is adopted by King County as a
subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County
Comprehensive Plan.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

SECTION 1. This ordinance is adopted to implement King County

Comprehensive Plan policies, Washington 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, 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:
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The Tahoma School District No. 409 Capital Facilities Plan, ((2016-t6-2015,

adeptedJuly27:-2610)) 2011 to 2016, adopted July 26, 2011, which is included in

Attachment A to ((Ordinanee-16963)) 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 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 ((2641)) 2012 Capital Facilities Plan, undated,
which is included in Attachment B to ((Ordinanee16963)) this ordinance and is
incorporated herein by referencé, 1s adopted as a subelement of the capital facilities
element of the King County Comprehensive Plan.

-SECTION 4. Ordinance 10472, 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 ((2640)) 2011 Capital Facilities Plan,

adopted (May-25-2610)) June 28, 2011, which is included in Attachment C to

((Ordinance16963)) 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. 20.12.463 are
each hereby amended to read as follows:
The Issaquah School District No. 411 ((2040)) 2011 Capital Facilities Plan,

adopted ((Fuly14;2640)) June 22, 2011, which is included in Attachment D to

((Ordinanee-16963)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by reference, is adopted as

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

4
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SECTION 6. Ordinance 10722, 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 ((adepted

Fune24:2010)) 2011 adopted June 23, 2011, which is included in Attachment E to

((Ordinance16963)) 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 10790, Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.466 are
each hereby amended to read as follows:
The Lake Washington School District No. 414 Six-Year Capital Facility Plan

((2010-2015, adopted-August 23,2010)) 2011-2016, adopted May 16, 2011, which is

included in Attachment F to ((Ordinanee-16963)) 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 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. 415 Caﬁital Facilities Plan ((2646-26HH—2015-

2016)) 2011-2012 - 2016-2017, dated April ((2640)) 2011, which is included in

Attachment G to ((Ordinance16963)) 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 11148, Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.468 are

each hereby amended to read as follows:
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The Northshore School District No. 417 ((2640)) 2011 Capital Facilities Plan,
adopted (May3+-2610)) May 10, 2011, which is included in Attachment H to
((Ordinanee16963)) 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 10. 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 ((29%&%9«1—5}43%(4

Fuly19,2010)) 2011-2016, adopted July 25, 2011, which is included in Attachment I to

((Qrd%naﬂee—}@ég)) 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 12532, Section 12, as arﬁended, and K.C.C. 20.12.470
are each hereby amended to read as follows:
The Fife School District No. 417 Capital Facilities Plan ((264+6-2645)) 2011-2017,

adopted ((Fane2352610)) June 22, 2011, which is included in Attachment J to

((Ordinance16963)) 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 12. Ordinance 13338, Section 13, as amended, and K.C.C. 20.12.471
are each hereby amended to read as follows:

The Auburn School District No. 408 Capital Facilities Plan ((2648)) 2011 through
((2646)) 2017, adopted ((May-10;2010)) May 9, 2011, which is included in Attachment
K to ((Ordinanee16963)) this ordinance and is incorporated herein by reference, is
édopted as a subelement of the capital facilities element of the King County

Comprehensive Plan.
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133 NEW SECTION. SECTION 13. There is hereby added to K.C.C. chapter 20.12

134  anew section to read as follows:

135 The Renton School District No. 403 Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2017, dated

136 March 2011, which is included as Attachment L to this ordinance and is incorporated
137  herein by referenée, is adopted as a subelement of the King County Comprehensive Plan.
138 SECTION 14. Ordinance 10122, Section 2, as amended, and K.C.C. 27.44.010
139  are each hereby amended to read as follows:

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

141 development:

142  SCHOOL DISTRICT SINGLE FAMILY MULTIFAMILY
143 per dwelling unit per dwelling unit
144  Aubum, No. 408 (($5:226)) $5.557 (($5518)) $2.305
145  Enumclaw, No. 216 (#349) 7,295 ((3;:26%)) 2,565
146  Federal Way, No. 210 4,014 (Z1R)) 1,253
147  Fife, No. 417 ((,969)) 2.945 ((612)) 1,632
148  Highline, No. 401 0 0

149  Issaquah, No. 411 ((3;808)) 3,568 0

150 Kent, No. 415 5,486 3,378

151  Lake Washington, No. 414 ((65259)) 7.090 (532)) 433

152  Northshore, No. 417 0 0

153  Renton, No. 403 6,392 1,274

154  Riverview, No. 407 ((5:628)) 0 (25169) 0

155  Snoqualmie Valley, No. 410 ((3;140)) 8,504 ((3:252)) 2,743
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Tahoma, No. 409 (F754)) 7.896 ((z929)) 3.063

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, ((2641)) 2012.

SECTION 15. The county executive is hereby authorized to enter into an
interlocal agreement, substantially in the form of Attachment M to this ordinance, with
Renton School District No. 403 to provide for the collection and distribution of school
impacts fees.

SECTION 16. If any provision of this ordinance or its application to any person

or circumstance is held invalid, the remainder of the ordinance or the application of the
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168  provision to other persons or circumstances is not affected.

169

Ordinance 17220 was introduced on and passed by the Metropolitan King County
Council on 11/9/2011, by the following vote:

Yes: 8 - Mr. Phillips, Mr. von Reichbauer, Mr. Gossett, Ms. Hague,
Ms. Patterson, Mr. Ferguson, Mr. Dunn and Mr. McDermott

No: 0

Excused: 1 - Ms. Lambert

KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

arry Gossett, Chair
ATTEST:

@)\/MM

Anne Noris, Clerk of the Council

APPROVED this VR day of NOYEMSBER, 2011.

Dow Constantine, County Executive

Attachments: A. C.F. Plan 2011 to 2016--Tahoma S.D., B. Federal Way Public Schools 2012 C.F. Plan,
C. Riverview S.D.--2011 C.F. Plan, D. 2011 C.F. Plan--Issaquah S.D., E. Snoqualmie Valley S.D.--C.F.
Plan 2011, F. Six-Year C.F. Plan 2011 - 2016--Lake Washington S.D., G. Kent S.D. 2011-2012 -- 2016-
2017 C.F. Plan, H. 2011 CF. Plan--Northshore S.D., I. C.F. Plan 2011-2016--Enumclaw S.D., J. Fife
S.D.--C.F. Plan 2011-2017, K. Auburn S.D.--C.F. Plan--2011 through 2017, L. Six-Year C.F. Plan 2011-
2017--Renton S.D., M. Interlocal Agreement for the Collection, Distribution, and Expenditure of School
Impact Fees
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Machment A

'CAPITAL FACILITIES
~ PLAN .

2011 to 2016

| Tahoma School District
No. 409

Adopted: July 26, 2011




TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
Summai‘y ...................................................................... 1
Six-Year Enroliment Projection .. - . vevmetassrsnsenarsressassaseane Vhesnseinannanse 2
Standard of Service and Availability 0f SPACE c.vuuecevevcvei oo 3
Inventory of Permanent Facilitles.....cu...voe........... oreansmneesrernrrsnaerrenas ctersasnrsanrineraennenenes 5
Projected Enroliment and Capacity....... Tevasveessissertresaneserbs thsmene st nn s ansaasan 6
Facility Needs and Financial Plan ................... - ............. 9
Fee Calculations ........ueeevenscenss Hersreetteartttenreresrannas e sea s bas st rersraraea srman sans R 12
StUdent Generation Datai........u.icrceccinciimssesinssesascnssses ses e soeseeees e s 13
Past and Future Enrollment Data .......eeceerecnecevememeecessnssnsnsseessnins arsreesesuirasnnensraanns A-1
Impact Fee Calculation .......... essrasennrssense rvesesssanersnnntinesesnnnrnens eraenernrerecssversa B-1




TAHOMA SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 409
2011

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN - UPDATE

' _Summag:

-In accordance with King County Code 21A.43, this update has been prepared to reflect
current conditions in facifity usage and needs. District Board Policy 8100 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
enroliment gains in each of the last six years. In 2005, the total student headcount was
6,731 and in October 2010 the count is 7,394 (7,142 FTE), an increase of 9.8 percent.
Current enroliment, along with projections presented herein, indicates that the enroliment
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. A large development is planned in 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. It has been the District's recent
experience that new houses being buift in the District tend to vield the largest number of
students five or six years after the initia} 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. In 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 2000-2004 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 additional capacity at all grade levels in

order provide adequate space to acecommodate the six-year projected enrollment. This Plan
includes the capacity projects planned by the District during this planning period.

(1)




SIX-YEAR ENROLLMENT PROJECTION

The District uses the enroliment projections provided by the Washington State Office of
Superintendent of Public Instruction (OSPl). 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 enroliment
in the next grade for the next year. The Cohort Survival Method uses past enroliment
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. In 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 2010 enroliment data indicate that growth will consistently
increase over the next six years. Current enroliment of 7,142 (October 2010 FTE) Is
projected fo increase to 7,836 (FTE) in 2016 — an increase of 9.7 percent. All three grade
levels will experience enroliment growth.

The District anticipates that, in addition to the enrollment increases predicted by the Cohort
Survival Method, substantial enroliment increases will occur due to the development of
approximately 1,500 dwelling units in the Summit Pit area. Again, the Summit Pit area
development will only add to the enroliment projections contained in this Plan. The impacts
of this development on the District are likely to begin around the 2015 school vear. The
District infends to monitor this development as it proceeds and will include updated
information in future updates to this Pian.

Appendix A includes the District's enroliment history and six year enrofiment projections.




STANDARD OF SERVICE AND AVAILABILITY OF SPACE

The Standard of Service identified by the Tahoma School District in keeping with Board
Policy 8100 is to "...accommodate the educational needs of students and be consistent with
the educational philosophy and instructional goals of the District.” State legislation and
contract agreement with the Tahoma Education Association identify the Certificated staff
mandate for maximum classroom size. Enroliment 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.
2.

oOrw®

Class size for grades K-5 averages 23.

With the exception of Lake Wildemess, which has integrated special education students
into the regular program classrooms, special education instruction is provided in self
contained classrooms.

All students are provided music and physica! education in separate classrooms,
Computer iabs are available in each school. .

Gifted education is offered as sither pullout or self-contained classes (average class size
is 22) at Shadow Lake Elementary.

- Remedial services are offered as pull-out models and utilize space available in each

school.

It growth continues and the District is unsuccessful in passing a future bond issue,
students will be housed using alternate means, i.e., split shifis andior multi-track
year-round schools regardless of Standard of Service considerations.

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.

SCOAGN

~

Class sizes for both the middlefjunior high school average 26 and class sizes for the
senior high average 27. ‘ _

Self contained special education classes are offered in all buildings.

Computer labs are offered in all buildings. _

Advanced vocational classes have less than average number of enrollees.

Classes are utilized during the day for planning and student consuitation.

Certain specialty classes, such as typing, music, and certain vocational courses, are not
conducive for scheduling general classes. :

If growth continues and the District is unsuccessful in passing a future bond issue,
students will be housed using alternate means, i.e., split shifts andfor multi-track
year-round schools regardiess of Standard of Service considerations.

The District has/will relocate students of one grade level to faciities of another grade
ievel to take advantage of available excess capacity. The District will continue such
actions as necessary.

)




At this time, enrollment figures show the District has facility capacity for the following

schools;

Lake Wilderness
Sha;low Lake
Rock Creek
Glacier Park
Cedar River
Tahoma Middle

Tahorﬁa Junlor
High

High School

K-5

6-7

89 .

10-12

Is over capacity by 114 students in permanent
facilities and 22 students over capacity when
considering relocatable facilities.

Is over capacity by 18 students in permanent
facilities and 28 students under capacity when
considering relocatable facilities.

Is over capacity by 130 students.in permanent
facilities and 31 under capacity when considering
relocatable facilities

Is over capacity by 77 studenis in permanent
facilities and 107 students under capacity when
considering relocatable facilities.

Is over capacity by 19 students in permanent
facilities and is 33 students under capacity when
considering relocatable facilities.

Is under capacity by 52 students in permanent
facilities.

Is over capacity by 76 students in permanent '
facilities and under capacity by 2 students when
considering relocatable facilities. '

Is over capacity by 223 students in permaneni
facilities and under capacity by 128 students when
considering relocatabie facilities,

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

(4)




INVENTORY OF PERMANENT FACILITIES

Instructional Facilities
Permanent Temporary Octobar 10

Capacity  Capacity . FIE
Ebroliment

Lake Wilderness Elementary K-5 24216 Witle Road SE 736 92 850
Maple Valley, 98038

Shadow Lake Elementary K-5 - 22620 Sweeney Road SE : 504 T 46 522
Maple Valley, 98038

Rock Creek Elementary © K-8 25700 SR 169 708 161 838
Maple Valley, 98038

Glacier Park Elementary K-5 23700 SE 280" 708 184 785
Maple Valley, 88038

Cedar River Middie School 6-7 22516 Sweeney Road SE 513 52 532,
Mapie Valley, 98038

Tahoma Middle School B-7 24425 S.E. 216" 629 0 577

: Maple Valley, 98038 ‘

Tahoma Junior High 8-9 25600 SE Summit-Landsburg Rd. 1,143 78 “1219
Ravensdale, 98051

Tahoma High School © 10-12 18200 SE 240th 1,413 351 1636
Kent, 98042

Russell Ridge K-12 24425 SE 216 Way 50 78

(Alternative School) Maple Valley, 98038

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 "Projecled ‘Enroliment and Capacity” because enrofiment limits are
established by the District and new studants come from waiting lists.

(s)




PROJECTED ENROLLMENT AND CAPACITY -

In 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 heliped to create
additional capacity at the elementary (K-5) level. T

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 charts on projected enroliment and capacity detai the available space and the
projected enroliment 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
unti! additional permanent space and/or facilities become available. it is anticipated that the
continued building of single family residences in the District will cause the need fo build a
new 5% elementary school and repiace (with additional new capacity) the existing Lake
Wildemess Elementary School. The District will also need to expand Cedar River Middie
Schoeol, Tahoma Junior High School and Tahoma High School. Relocatable capacity may
also be added at all grade levels. Note that these improvements are needed fo address
immediate growth needs and may not include additional capacity that will be necessary to
serve development in the Summit Pit area.

(6)




PROJECTED ENROLLMENT AND CAPACITY

Elementary
{K-5) 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Permanent Program Capacity 2,656 2,656 2,656 2,656 2656 3552 3552
Elementary No. 5 792
Lake Wilderness Renovation 104
(additional capacity)
Total Permanent Capacity 2,656 2,656 2.656 2,656 3552 3552 3552
Adaitional Relocatables 46 '
Total Relocatable Capacity 299 345 345 345 345 345 345
Total Capacity 20585 3,001 3001 3,001 3,897 3,897 3,897
Projected Enrollment - 3,052 *3,095 *3,124 *3,158 *3,165 *3,245 *3,254
Available Capacily ©7) (94) (123) (157) 732 652 643
(Temp. & Perm. Facilities) '
Available Capacity (396) (439) {468} (502) 387 307 208
(Permanent Facilities)
“Projecied FTE Ercoiment - OSP]
TActual Oct, 1 2010 FTE enroliment - OSPI
MiddlelJunior High School
{6-9) 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Permanent Program Capacity 2,285 2,285 2,285 2,285 2,285 2,285 2,285
Middle/Junior High Addition 75
Total Permanent Capacity 2,285 2,285 2,285 . 2,285 2,285 2,285 2,360
Additional Relocatables 52 '
Total Relocatable Capacity 329 . 381 381 381 381 381 381
Totai Capacity 25614 2,666 2,666 2,666 2,666 2,866 2,741
Projected Enrollment 2,382 *2,462 *2,479 *2,554 12,648 *2,628 *2.670
Available Capacity 232 204 187 112 18 38 7
(Temp. & Perm. Facilitles) :
Available Capacity (87) 77 (194} (269) (363) (343} (310)
{Permanent Facilities)

“Projecled FTE Enrollment - QSPI

T"Aclupl Oct. 1 2010 FTE enroliment - OSPI

(7




High School

{10-12) 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Permanent Program Capacity 1,413 1,413 1,413 1,413 1,413 1,413 1.413
High School Addition 265
Total Permanent Capacity 1,413 1,413 1,413 1,413 1,413 1,413 1,678
Additional Relocatables
Total Relocatable Capacity 162 162 162 162 162 162 162
Total Capacily 1,675 1,576 1,575 1,578 1,575 1,675 1.840
Projected Enrollment 1,708 | *1,703 *1,810 *1,790 *1,820 *1,835 | *1,912
Avallable Capacity {133) {128) (238) (215) (245) (260) {72}
{Temp. & Perm. Facilities) _
Avsilable Capacity (295) (290} (397) 377y (407) (422) (234)
(Permanent Facilities) ’

“Projected FTE Enroliment - OSPI

*“Actual Oct. 1 2010 FTE enroliment - OSPI

(8)




FACILITY NEEDS AND FINANCIAL PLAN
Needs Forecast;

The following charts summarize the District's proposed remodeling, expansion and new
construction projects. In order to meet expected enroliment increases and to address other
facilities needs, the District is planning, pending voter approval of bond funding, the
following projects: a new elementary school (Elementary No. 5), replacement and
expansion of Lake Wildemess Elementary School, a capacity addition at Tahoma Junior
High School, and a capacity addition at Tahoma High School. In addition, the District plans
to reconfigure portables across District schools fo refieve interim growth needs. Additional
portables may be added in the District during the six years of this Plan. The District also
plans a future capacity addition at Cedar River Middle School; however, that project is
outside of the six years of this planning period. More details will be included in future Plan
updates. Portables may be added at schools in the District during the six years of this Plan.

The District also plans noncapacity improvements at various schools throughout the District,
as identified on the Finance Plan and described below;

Glacier Park Elementary: miscellaneous building upgrades.

Rock Creek Elementary: miscellaneous building upgrades.

Shadow Lake Elementary: miscellaneous building upgrades.

Cedar River Middle School: improvements to athletic fields; new drama classroom;

covered outdoor eating area; replacement of roofing and exterior siding;

miscellaneous building upgrades. ’

» Tahoma Middle School  construct outdoor covered eating area; auditorium
improvements (seating and lighting); removal of hall lockers; upgrades to gym;
athletic field improvements; locker room renovations; minor building repairs.

» Tahoma Junior High School: add feacher planning areas, resources rooms, and
instruction rooms; lecture hall; drama classroom; enlarged commons and athletic
storage; covered outdoor eating area; minor building repairs. '

» Tahoma High School: add teacher planning areas and small group- instruction

rooms; improve site vehicular circulation; replace concession stand/restroom building

at baseball field; enlarge commons area.

¢ 9 o o

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

(9)
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FEE CALCULATIONS

School Impact Fees Under the Washington State Growth Manégement Act

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

Methodology and Variables Used to Calculate School Impact Fees

The Tahoma School District calculates school impact fees pursuant to the formula adopted
by King County Ordinance No. 10162 and under the authority of Chapter 21A.43 of the King
County Code and the Washington State Growth Management Act. The formula calculates
fees for single family dwelling units and muiti-family dwelling units.

Impact 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
tand for school sites, making site improvements, constructing schools and
purchasing/installing portable facilities). For this year's calculation, because the District is
adding capacity to existing schools and is not required to purchase new land, the District's
costs are related only to the cost per dwelling unit to construct schools. As required under
- GMA, credits have also been applied for State Match Funds fo 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 2011.

The King County Ordinance includes a fifty (50) percent “discount rate,” which operates to
set the final fee at 50% of the calcutated unfunded need. For the 2011 Plan, the Tahoma
School District has voluntarily increased this discount rate to 58%.

Appendix B includes the District's fee calculation. Single Family Housing will yield a fee of
$7,896 and muiti-family housing will vield a fee of $3,063. _

(12)




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 caiculate its own student
generation factors. in accordance with K.C.C. 21A.06.1260, the District has chosen to use

the average student generation rate of neighboring school districts.

STUDENT FACTOR RATES

Single Family Dwelling pnitz

Aubum Issaquah Kent Lk, Wash Average
Elementary 0.313 0.470 0.486 0.455 0.431
Middle 0.154 0.151 0.130 0.106 0.135-

1 High 0.165 0.134 0.250 0.085 0.159
Total 0.832 0.755 0.866 0.646 0.725
Multi-Family Dwelling Unit;

Aubum Issaguan Kent Lk. Wash Average
Elementary 0.124 0.073 0.331 0.062 0.148
Middle 0.056 0.025 0.067 0.018 0.042
High 0.052 0.042 0.124 0.016 0.059
Total 0.232 0.140 0.522 0.097 0.249
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APPENDIX B - IMPACT FEE CALCULATION

SCHOOL MPACT FEE CALCULATIONS

i |
DISTRIC loneme SD #4505 !
YEAR 2014 |

t
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2012 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

INTRODUCTION

In response 10 the requirements of the State of Washington Growth Management Act
(SHB)2929 (1990) and ESHB 1025 (1991)), and under the School Impact Fee
Ordinances of King County Code 21A, 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 Auburm Ordinance No. 5078 effective 1998, Federal Way
Public Schools has updated its 2012 Capital Facilities Plan as of May 201 1.

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 of the 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 arca, 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
estimated population growth is prepared with this underlying assumption.

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

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. 1t has been
added onto at least 10 times and currently has an almost maze-like layout. Based on a
2006 bond estimated construction cosl, the estimated cost 1o rebuild Federal Way High
School is $81 million. Final construction costs are under consideration by the Board for
the February 2012 bond election. Plans to replace Decatur High School and to increase
capacity by approximately 200 students are planned in a later phase. None of the cost to
replace Decatur High School is included in the Impact Fee calculation in this Plan.

The non-instructional projects included in the plan will consolidate support services

operations at a single location. The current Transportation and Maintenance facility

cannot continue to meet the District needs in the future. Nutrition services and other
administrative functions will also relocate to this centralized location.

The District continues to monitor factors that may have an impact on enrollment and
capacity at our schools. One such factor is SHB 2776, which will phase in full-day
kindergarten for all students and decrease K-3 class size from 20 to 17. This is proposed
1o be fully funded by 2017-18. Using current enroliment, the decrease in class size would
create the need for an additional 69 classes for K-3 students. This number would

2




FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2012 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

significantly increase by 2017-18. The District will follow this bill as it progresses and
assess the facility impact this bill will create. Another factor would be the inclusion of a
Program of Early Learning for at risk children within the overall Program of Basic
Education. The District will also continue to follow the changes in legislation
surrounding the Running Start program. Changes in availability and cost to parents of
this program could result in the return of high school students to our schools.

We will also continue to study school boundaries as new housing and fluctuating
populations impact specific schools. Some shifts in boundaries may be required in the
coming years. We currently have three areas under review for boundary changes. The
maps included in this Plan reflect our current boundaries.
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SECTION 1 - THE CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

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

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

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS
Adelaide ’
Brigadoon

Camelot

Enterprise

Green Gables

Lake Dolloff

Lake Grove

Lakeland

Mark Twain

Meredith Hill

Mirror Lake

Nautilus (K-8)

Olympic View

Panther Lake

Rainier View

Sherwood Forest

Silver Lake

Star Lake

Sunnycrest

Twin Lakes

Valhalla

Wildwood

Woodmont (K-8)
MIDDLE SCHOOLS

Federal Way Public Academy (6-10) .

 Tlahee

Kilo

Lakota

Sacajawea

Saghalie

Sequoyah

Totem

TAF Academy (6-12)

HIGH SCHOOLS

Decatur

Federal Way

Thomas Jefferson

Todd Beamer

Career Academy at Truman
ALTERNATIVE SCHOOLS
Merit School

Internet Academy
Employment Transition Program

1635 SW 304" St
3601 SW 336™ St
4041 S 298" St
35101 5™ Ave SW
32607 47" Ave SW
4200 S 308" St
303 SW 308" St
35827 32" Ave S
2450 S Star Lake Rd
5830 S 300" St
6255314™ St
1000 S 289" St
2626 SW 327" St
34424 1* Ave S
3015 S 368" St
34600 2™ Ave SW
1310 SW 325" P
4014 § 270" St
24629 42™ Ave S
4400 SW 320™ St
27847 42™ Ave S
2405 S 300™ St
26454 16™ Ave S

34620 9" Ave S
36001 1¥ Ave S

4400 S 308™ St

1415 SW 314" St
1101 S Dash Point Rd
33914 19" Ave SW
3450 S 360™ ST
26630 40" Ave §
26630 40™ Ave S

2800 SW 320™ St
30611 16™ Ave S
4248 S 288" St

35999 16™ Ave S
31455 28" Ave S

36001 1% Ave S
31455 28™ Ave S
33250 217 Ave SW

5

Federal Way
Federal Way
Auburn
Federal Way
Federal Way
Aubumn
Federal \ay
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

Federal Way

- Federal Way

Auburn
Federal Way
Federal Way
Federal Way
Auburn
Kent

Kent

Federal Way
Federal Way
Auburn

Federal Way
Federal Way

Federal Way
Federal Way
Federal Way

98023
98023
98001
98023
98023
98001
98023
98001
98003
98001
98003
98003
98023
98003
98003
98023
98023
98032
98032
98023
98001
98003
98198

98003
98003
98001
98023
98003
98023
98001
98032
98032

98023
98003
98001
98003
98003

98003
98003
98023
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CURRENT INVENTORY NON-INSTRUCTIONAL FACILITIES

Developed Property

Administrative Building 31405 18™ Ave S Federal Way
MOT Site 1066 S 320" St Federal Way
Central Kitchen 1344 S 308" St Federal Way
Federal Way Memorial Field 1300 S 308" St Federal Way
Northwest Center 33330 8" Ave S Federal Way

Leased Space

Community Resource Center 1813 S Commons Federal Way
Student Support Annex 32020 1* Ave S Federal Way
Notes:

In November 2011, the Administrative Building, Community Resource Center, and

98003
98003
98003
98003
98003

98003
98003

Student Support Annex will be relocated to the Northwest Corporate Center. The leases

for the Community Resource Center and the Student Support Annex will end in
November 2011. In 2010, construction began on Site 81. The MOT Site & Central

Kitchen will be relocated to this site in late 201 1. The Administration Building and MOT
Site have been surplussed and will be marketed for sale.

Undeveloped Property

Site Location
#
75  SW 360th Street & 3rd Avenue SW - 9.2 Acres
65 S 351st Street & 52nd Avenue S - 8.8 Acres
60 Eof 10th Avenue SW - SW 334th & SW 335™ Streets - 10.04 Acres
73 Nof SW 320" and cast of 45™ PL SW — 23.45 Acres
71 S 344th Street & 46th Avenue S - 17.47 Acres
82 1™ Way S and S 342™ St — Minimal acreage
96 S 308" Stand 14" Ave S — .36 Acres
81  S332™Stand 9™ Ave S - 20 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.
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NEEDS FORECAST - EXISTING FACILITIES

EXISTING FACILITY

FUTURE NEEDS

ANTICIPATED SOURCE OF
FUNDS

Purchase and Relocate
Portables

Interim Capacity

Anticipated source of funds is
Impact Fees,

Federal Way High School Replace Existing Building, Future bond authorization
Increase Capacity
Decatur High School Replace Existing Building, Future bond authorization.

Increase Capacity

The District is also replacing some non-instructional facilities. The District has
purchased 20 acres (Site #81) for construction of consolidated facilities for support
services functions. Transportation, Nutrition Services, Maintenance and other non-

instructional functions will be housed at this centralized location.

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.
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NEEDS FORECAST - ADDITIONAL FACILITIES

NEW FACILITY

LOCATION

ANTICIPATED SOURCE
OF FUNDS

No current plans for additional facilities.
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2012 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 Internet Academy serves grades K-12,

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

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

Adjusting boundaries requires careful consideration by the District and is not taken
lightly. It is recognized that there is a potential impact on students who are required to
change schools. Boundary adjustments impact the whole district, not just one school,
We currently have 3 areas under consideration for boundary changes.

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 — 2012 through 2018
Capacity Summaries

King County Impact Fees - Single and Multi-Fgmily Units
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2012 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

Building Capacities

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

In general, the District’s curren( target class size provides that the average class size for a
standard classroom for grades K through 2 should be 20 students. In grades 3-5 the target
is 25 students. For grades 6 to 12 the target class size is 26 students. Classrooms for
students with Individualized Education Program (Special Education) needs are calculated
at 12 seats per classroom.

Using the OSP1 square footage calculation as a base line, the District has calculated a
program capacity for all schools. A recent Study & Survey was the basis for changes to
the OSPI building report. 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 Kindergarten program. These all
day Kindergarten program$ require additional capacity because the standard classroom is
available for one all day session rather than two half day sessions. The District will
operate 52 sections of all day Kindergarten in 2011-12.

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

English as a Sccond 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
hes been instalicd at all secondary schools. If additional classroom space is needed, these
computer labs may be converted to mobile carts.

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 Headstart
program at 6 schools (3 elementary & 3 high schools). These programs decrease capacity
at those sites.

16
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BUILDING PROGRAM CAPACITIES

ELEMENTARY BUILDING
PROGRAM CAPACITY
Schoo) Name Headcount
Adelaide 372
| Bripadoon 319
Camwlot ) 269
Entemprise 458
Green Gables 437
Lake Dolloff 433
Lake Grove 323
Lakeland 406
IMark Twain 287
Meredith Hilt 453
MimorLake - 325
Naurilus (K-8) 367
Olympic View 348
Panther Lake 434
Rainier View 432
Shenvood Farest 423
Silver Lake . 410
Star Lake 361
Sunnycrest 382
Twin Lakes 297
Valhalla 442
Wildwood 297
Woodmont (K-8) 346
2011 TOTAL 8621
Il—]emen!ary Averase ‘ 375
Notes:

MIDDLESCHOOL BUILDING
PROGRAM CAPACITY
School Name Headcount  FTE

Hlahee 855 864
Kilo 829 837
Lakota 107 714
Sacajaves 655 662
Saghalic 804 812
Sequoyah 569 575
Tolem ) 739 746
Federal Way Public Academy 209 211
Technology Access Foundation Academy™*

2011 TOTAL 5367 5421
["Middc School Average . [ 737 | 744
HIGH SCHOOL BUILDING

PROGRAM CAPACTTY

School Name Headcount  FTE

Decatur 1249 1336
Federal Way 1538 1,645
Thomos Jefferson 1349 1,443
Todd Beamer 1423 1,201
Carier Academy 8l Teunan 163 174
Federal Way Public Academy 109 n7
Employment Transition Program 48 51
Technology Access Foundation Academy**

2011 TOTAL 5579 5967
|*High School Aversge [ 1315 | 1406

* Federal Way Public Academy, Carcer Academy at Trumon High School and Employment Transition Program
ar non-boundary schools. These schools are ot used in the calculated averages. ’

** Technology Access Foundation Academy i housed entirely in portables

on the Torem Middie School site.
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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 schoo! with a capacity
for 500 students due to lack of space for 25 students when enrollment fluctuates
throughout the year and from year to vear.

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 portables. 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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PORTABLE LOCATIONS
PORTABLES LOCATED PORTABLES LOCATED
AT ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS AT HIGH SCHOO01S
NON NN
INSTRUCTIONAL NSIRECHOSAL DETRUCTIDNAL. DSTRUCTIONAL,
Adelaide 1 2 Decatur 9
Brigadoon : ! Federal Way 2 1
Camclot 1 Thomas Jefferson 10
I2nterprise 1 Todd Becamer  — 9
Green Gables 1 TATF Academy 8 1
Lake Dolloff [ 1 TOTAL 38 2
Lake Grove 1 1
Laskeland
Mark T wain 2 1
Meredith Hill 1 2
Mirror Lake 4 PORTABLES LOCATED
Nautilus 1 AT SUPPORT FACILITIES
Olympic View 1 1
Pamther Lake MOT 1
Rainier View - 1 2 ™DC 5
Sherwood Forest 3 1 TOTAL 6
Stiver Lake 1 3
Star Lake 4 .
Sunnycrest HEAD START PORTABLES AT DISTRICT SITES
Twin Lakes 3
Valhalla Sherwood Forest i
Wildwood 4
Woodmont 3 : Total 1
TOTAL 31 20
PORTABLES LOCATED
AT MIDDLE SCHOOLS
NONY
B EDIRUCTIONAL, BSTRUCTIONAL

Ililahee 3
Kilo ] 7
Lakoa
Sacajawea 7
Saghalie 2 2
Sequoyah 1 1
Totem
Mecrit 3
TAL Academy 8 1

28
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Student Forecast

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

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

The basis of projections has been cohort survival analysis. Cohort survival is the analysis
of a group that has a common statistical value (grade level) as it progresses through time.
In a stable population the cohort would be 1.00 for all grades. This analysis uses
historical information to develop averages and project the averages forward. This
method does not trace individual students; it is concerned with aggregate numbers in each
grade level. The district has used this method with varying years of history and weighted
factors to study several projections. Because transfers in and out of the school system are
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 kindergarten enrollment in the appropriate years.

The Federal Way School District is using various statistical methods for projecting
student enrollments. The resultant forecasted enrolliments 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 agpregate these
projections for the district level. The Enrollment Master' ™ 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 2006, the District contracted a demographer to develop projections for the
Federal Way School District. The report was complete in January 2007. The model used
to forecast next year’s enrollment uses cohort survival rates to measure grade to grade
growth, assumes market share losses 10 private schools (consistent with county-wide
average), assumes growth from new housing or losses due to net losses from migration.
This forecast was provided as a range of three projections. The long-range forecast
provided with this report used a model with cohort survival rates and growth rates based
on projected changes in the 5-19 age group for King County. Most of the methods used
for Jong range enrollment reporting assume that enrollment is a constant percent of

20
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something else (c.g. population) or that enrollment will mirror some projected trend for
the school-age population over time. The report included 5 different calculations to .
provide a range of possible projections for the District to the year 2017. This model
produces a projection that is between 23,000 and 24,000 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 fess reliable the farther
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.

21
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Full Time Equivalent Enrollment History and Projections

Simplified FTE (K Headcount = .5 FTE; Middle School FTE=.99 Headcount; High School FTE =.935Hcadoount)
Total K -12  Percent

Calendar Yr Schodl Year Elemientary Middic Schoot High Schod FTE Change
20066 2005-06 9,105 5309 6,770 21,184
2007 2006-07 9,022 5,261 6,234 21,057 -0, 7%
2008 2007.08 8,912 5,167 6,637 20,716 -1.5%
2009 2008-09 8.865 5,155 6,456 20,476 -1.2%
2010 2009-10 8,738 5119 6,594 20,451 -0.1%
201 2010-11 8,753 5142 6,544 20,439 -0.1%
2012 B2011-12 8.759 3,166 6,425 20,350 -0.4%
2013 P2012-13 8,848 5,118 ] 6,385 20,351 0. 0%
2014 P2013-14 8,948 5,093 6,396 20,437 0. 4%
2015 P2014-15 9,034 5,138 6,363 20,535 0.5%
2016 P2015-16 9217 5,215 6,320 20,646 0.5%
2007 P2016-47 9,215 5,258 6,284 20757 lo.s%
2018 P2017.18 9,310 5,286 6,294 20,890 0. 6%

Elementary K-5  Middle School 6-8  High School 9-12
22,000 Enroliment History and Six Year Forecast

21,000 |

20,000

19,000

18,000 {

17,000

16,000

15,000

aFYe
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Capacity 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 facilitics are
in place each year.

23
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CAPACITY SUMMARY - ALL GRADES

Budpget -- Projected --
: Calendar Year{ 2012 | 2013 | 20(4 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018
CAPACITY School Year {2011-12 12012-13 {2013-14 {2014-15 [2015-16 {2016-17 |2017-18
BUILDING PROGRAM
HEADCOUNT CAPACITY - | 19,567 | 19.667 | 19,667 19,867 | 19,867

19,667

/oA
Add orsubtract changes to capacity

Increase Capacity - Lakeland and Sunnycrest 108 | - -
Increase Capacity at Federal Way HS R IS 206

ENROLLMENT
Basic FTE Enrollment 20,437 20,646 | 20,757
Intemet Academy Enrollment (AAFTE) (315) | (31%)

SarsATIN

RELOCATABLECAPACITY

Current Portable Capacity

2275

Deduct Portable Capacity (25)
Add New Portable Capacity

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

Budget -~ Projected --
Calendar Yearf 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
CAPACITY School Year [2011-12 12012-13 |2013-14 |2014-15 {2015-16 |2016-17 [2017-18
- BUILDINGPROGRAM
HEAD COUNT CAPACITY.’ 8}6)21 8,721 8,721 8,721 8721 8,721 8,721

I. Increase Capacity Lakeland
and Sunnycrest

ENROLLMENT

Basic FTE Enroliment
2. Intemet i\‘gggjmy {AAFTE) .
e e R e

e 3““5&!&2&5%“2‘&@ e
- PROGRAMCAP AN 5

RELOCATABLECAPACITY 3.
Current Portable Capacity 775 800 800 800 800 800 800
Subtract single portable from Mirror Lake @sy [ K ‘ : N I

dd double ponablc 10 Mi
G

il
et

L. Increase Capacily at Lakeland, and Sunaycrest

2. Internet Academy studenis are included in projections but do not require full time use of school facilitics.

3. Relocatable Capacity is based on the rumber of portables available and other administeative techniques which
can be used 1o temporarily housce students until permanent facilities arc available. This is a calculated number oaly.
The actual number of portables that will be uscd will be based on actual student population needs.
The Districl may begin to pull portables from the instructional inventory. Age and condition ofthe portables
will delermine feasibility for continued instructional use.
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CAPACITY SUMMARY - MIDDLESCHOOLS

Budget -- Projected - -
CalendarYear] 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018
CAPACITY School Year |2011-12 |20§2-13 |2013-14 {2014-15 §2035-16 |2016-17 |2017-18

BUILDINGPROGRAM
HEADCOUNT CAPACITY

2%

5,367

5367 |
,}:

ENROLLMENT
Basic FTE Enrollment 5166 | 5118 | 5093 | 5,158 | 5215 | 5258 | 5286
1. Intemet Academy (AAFTE)

S iniec A

P e

SR TEnelmentafionginteme

SURPLUS OR (UNHO
ROGRAVOAPA

" RELOCATABLECAPACITY 2.
Current Portable Capacity 575 575 375 575 515 575 375

PROGRAM AND RELOCATABLE

1. Intemel Academy students are included in projections but do not require full time use of schooi facilities.

2. Relocalable Capacity is based on the number of portables available and other administrative techniques which
can be used to temporarily house students until penmanent facilities are available. This is a calculated number only.
The actualnumber of portables that will be used will be based on actual student population needs.
The District may begin to pull portables from the instructional inventory. Age and condition of the portables
will determine feasibility for continued instructionat use.
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CAPACITY SUMMARY - HIGH SCHOOLS

Budgel -~ Projected - -
Calendar Year] 2012 2013 2014 2015 2014 2017 2018
CAPACITY School Year |2011-12 [2012-13 {2013-14 |2014-15 |2015-16 {2016-17 ]2017-18
BUILDING PROGRAM

3

5
A0

5579

5,579

| 5719

79
7

Add or subtract changes in capacily
Add capacily o Federal Way HS

Adjusted Program Headcount Capacity
A P IR PR CApROTS L

5,579
LB ES

ENROLLMENT
Basic FIE Envoliment
1. Intern ct Academy (AA

o
s

B SR sr o
2 ohns

SURPLUS OR (UINHOUSED)
ROCREMCSPACII S

st ettt

RELOCATABLE CAPACITY 2.

Current Portable Capacity
Add/Subiract portable capacity

%gub;n/xct poriable capacity at I
R o e R
SRR

SURPLUS OR (UNHOUSED)
PROCRAM
o

NOTES:
L Intcrnet Academy students ure included in projections but do not requirc full time use of schoo! facilities.

2, Relocatable Capacity is based on the number of portables available and other administrative techniques which
can be uscd to wemporarily house students umil permanemt facilities are available. This is a caleudated number only.
The actual number of portables that will be used will be based on acival student population needs.
The District may begin to pull portables from the instructional inventory. Apc aad condition of1he ponables
will determine feasibility for continued instructional use,

3. Capacity for unhouscd students will be accomumodated with traveling seachers and
no planaing time ih some classrooms.
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King County. the City of Federal Way. and the City of Kent Impact Fee Calculations

Single and Multi-Family Residences

Each jurisdiction that imposes school impact fees requires that developers pay these fees
to help cover a share of the impact of new housing developments on school facilities.

To determine an equitable fee throughout unincorporated King County, a formula was
established. This formula can be found in King County Code 21A and was substantially
adopted by the City of Federal Way and Kent. The formula requires the District to
establish a "Student Generation Factor” which estimates how many students will be
added to a school district by each new single or multi-family unit and to gather some
standard construction costs, which are unique to that district.

- STUDENT GENERATION FACTOR ANALYSIS

Federal Way Public Schools student generation factor was determined separately for
single-family units and multi-family units. The factors used in the 2012 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
Fo[loWing 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 21 A and

the Growth Management Act.

> Temporary Facility Cost is the average cost of a portable purchased within the last 12
months.

Plan Year 2012 Plan Year 2011
Single Family Units* $4,014 34,014
Multi-Family Units $1,253 ‘ $2,172

*Due to current economic conditions, Federal Way Public Schools has made the decision
to retain the impact fee for Single Family Units at the 201} rate instead of the updated
2012 rate of $4,461.
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School Site A cquisition Cost:

Elemenuary
Middle School
High School

IMPACT FEE

School Construction Cost:

Elemeniary
Middle School
High School

Temporary Facility Cost:

Elcmentary
Middle School
High School

State Matching Credit Calenlation:

Elementary
Middle School
High Schoal

Tax Payment Credit Caleuvlation
Avecrage Assessed Value (March 2011)

Capital Bond Interest Rate (March 201 1)

Net Present Value of Average Dwelling

Y cars Amontized

Propenty Tax Levy Rate
Present Value of Revenuc Stream

Studeot Studem
Facitily Cost / Facildty Faclor TFacior Cost/ Cost/
Acreage Acre Capacity SFR MFR SFR MFR
0.3313 0.1480 $0 50
0.1658 0.0420 $0 SO
4.85 $216,718 51 0.2095 0.0550 $4.313 $1.215
TOTAL $4313 $1,215
Student Swdent
% Perm Fac./ Faciliy Facility Fuactor Factor Cost/ Cost/
Totol Sq It Cost Capacity SFR MFR SFR MFR
95.90% 0.3315 0.1480 $0 S0
94.76% 0.1658 0.0420 S0 30
96.53%{ $19,530,000 200 0.2095 0.0590 $10,647 $2,999
TOTAL S10,647 §2,999
Student Swdent
% Temp Fac, Facility Facility Factor Factor Cost/ Cost/
Total $q F1 Cost Sizc SFR MFR SFR MFR
4.10% $199,832 25 03315 0.1480 $109 $49
5.24% 0.1638 0.0420
3.47% 0.2095 0,0590 :
TOTAL S1092 549
Student Swdent
Construction Cost Sq, Ft. State Factor Factor Cost/ Cosv/
Allocation/Sq Ft Swdent Match SFR MFR SFR MFR
$180.17 0.3515 0.1430 S0 30
$180.17 0.1658 0.0420 $0 50
3180.17 130 62.33% 0.2095 | 0.0590 $3,068 $864
Total $3,068 $864
S¥R MFR
$257,849 $74,692
491% 4.91%
$1,999.773 $579,281
10 10
$1.54 - $1.54
$3,679 $892
Single Family Multi-Family
Residences  Residences
Mitigation Fee Summary
Site Acquisition Cost $ 4313 § 1.213
Pennanent Facility Cost $ 10,647 § 1,999
Temporary Facility Cost $ 109 § 49
S1ate Maich Credit LY {3,068) $ (864)
Tax Payment Credit $ 3,079 $ (892)
Sub-Tetal S 8922 S 2,506
50% Local Share $ 4461 3 1,253
[ICalculated Impact Fee S 4461 S 1,253 |
{2012 Imapet Fee S 3014 S 1,253 ]
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2012 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

SECTION 4
SUMMARY OF CHANGES FROM THE 2011 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

The 2012 Capital Facilities Plan is an updated document, based on the 2011 Capital
Facilities Plan. The changes between the 2011 Plan and the 2012 Plan are listed below.

SECTION 1 - THE CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

SIX-YEAR FINANCE PLAN
The Six Year Finance Plan has been rolled forward 1o reflect 2012-2018

SECTION I - SUPPORT DOCUMENTATION

" 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 17.

PORTABLES
The list of portables reflects the movement of portables between facilities or new
portables purchased. Portable Locations can be found on page 19.

STUDENT FORECAST
The Student Forecast now covers 2012 through 2018 Enrollment history and projections
are found on page 22.

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 24-27.

IMPACT FEE CALCULATION - KING COUNTY CODE 21A

The Impact Fee Calculations have changed due to changes in scveral factors. The
adjustment made in the Impact Fec Calculation, causing a change in the Impact Fee
between the 2011 Capital Facilities Plan and the 2012 Capital Facilities Plan can be
found on page 32 and 33.
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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2012 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

IMPACT FEE CALCULATION CHANGES FROM 2011 TO 2012 .

STUDENT GENERATION FACTORS

Student Generation factors are based on rates for new developments constructed over a
period of not more than five years prior 1o the date of the fee calculation. The changes in
student Generation factors between the 2011 Capital Facilities Plan and the 2012 Capital
Facilities Plan arc 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 on page 29.

SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION COSTS

The anticipated cost based on 2006 estimates for replacing Federal Way High is
$81,000,000. The replacement will add 200 additional seats. The current capacity of
Federal Way High is 1538. The addition of 200 seats will increase capacity by 13%.

Total Cost $81,000,000x .13 = $10,533,000

SCHOOL ACQUISITION COSTS

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

Total Cost 52,100,000/ 2 = 1,050,000

The District will use the above formulas created as a base for the 2012 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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FEDERAL WAY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 2012 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN

IMPACT FEE CALCULATION CHANGES FROM 2011 TO 2012

IMPACT FEE
Item

Percent of Permanent
Facilities

Percent Temporary Facilities

Average Cost of Portable
Classroom

Construction Cost Allocation
State Match

Average Assessed Value

Capital Bond Interest Rate

Property Tax Levy Rate

Single Family Student Yield
Elementary
Middle School
High School

Multi-Family Student Yield
Elementary
Middle School
High School

Impact Fee

Froin/To
95.71% to 95.16%

4.29% 10 4.84%

$183,996 t0 $199,832

$180.17 to $180.17
61.86% to 62.53%

SFR — _
$267,668 to $257,849
MFR -

$84,429 10 $74,692

4.33%104.91%

$1.72t0 $1.54

.3507 t0 .3315
1701 t0.1658
2236 10 .2095

.1650t0 .148
0530 to .042
.0640 to .059

SFR —
$4.014 10 $4,014

(Calculated 2012 SFR $4,461)
MFR -

$2,172 10 $1,253
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Comment

Report #3 OSPI

Updated portable inventory

Updated average of portables
purchased and placed in 2010

Change effective July 2010
Change effective July 2011

Per Puget Sound Educational
Service District (ESD 121)

Market Rate

King County Treasury Division

Updated Housing Inventory

Updated County-Wide Average

Due to current economic conditions,
SFR retained at 2011 rate,

MFR based on the updated
calculation
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SECTION 1 -- INTRODUCTION

Purpose of the Capltal Facilities Plan

Presented herein, in conformance with the Growth Management Act and local county
and municipal cades is the Capital Fagilities 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 (2011 — 2017).

The Growth Management Act also requires reassessment of the land use elementof __
local comprehensive plans if probable funding falls short of meeting existing needs, and
to ensure that the land use element, capital facilities plan element, and financing plan
within the capital facilities plan element are coordinated and consistent. This Capital
Facilities Plan is intended to provide local jurisdictions with information on the school
district's ability to accommodate projected population and enrollment demands
anticipated through implementation of various comprehensive ptan land use aiternatives.

The role of impact fees in funding schoo! construction is addressed in Section 8 of this
report.

Qverview 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 enroliment of approximately 3,148
(headcount enroliment) students, with three elementary schools, one middie school, one
high school, two alternative high school programs, and two alternative elementary school
programs. The grade configuration is kindergarten through fitth 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.




SECTION 2 -- STUDENT ENROLLMENT TRENDS AND PROJECTIONS

Projected Student Enroliment 2011-2017

Enrollment projections are most accurate for the initial years of the forecast period. For
later years, the review of enroliment patterns, housing trends, and other demographic
changes are useful yearly activities in evaluating and adjusting projections. This year's
plan anticipates a 1% growth in student enroliment which is based on recent enroliment
rends. Some of the trends are as a resuit 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. Although housing
starts have decreased from recent years, the district will experience enroliment growth.
The new sewer system in Carnation has freed up large tracts of developable land within
the incorporated city limits. In the event that enroliment growth slows, plans for new
facilities can be delayed. It 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 enroliment 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 enroliment 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
enroliment based on historical kindergarten enroliment patterns and district enroliment

growth patterns.
Table 2.1

Q5 T P Wy
X T W 3
L L

v e

* thru 5-1-11
Growth rate of 1%, with assumptions for variations at grades 6, 10, 11, and 12.




SECTION 3 -- DISTRICT STANDARD OF SERVICE

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

In 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, eic. 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

Program for Academically Talented (Gifted/PAT)

Special Education (The District attempts to integrate special education students
and regular education students o 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)

Muiti-Age (Eagle Rock /ERMA)

e« & B @

* 9 9 o 0

Secondary:
s 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 capacily of some of the buildings
housing these programs. Some students, for example, leave their regular classrooms

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




circumstances, these modifications may reduce the overall classroom capacities of the
Buildings.

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

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

Elementary classrooms —

» regular, grades K-5 :

 self-contained leaming center (special education)

¢ learning support classrooms (special education pullout, LAP, Title 1, etc.)

Secondary -

» regular, grades 6-8

special education, grades 6-8

leaming support, grades 6-8

regular, grades 8-12 :

learning support, grades 9-12 (special education pullout, LAP, Title |, etc.)

e & &

Involuntarily transferring students to a school with excess capacity is done rarely as a
last resort and with Board of Directors’ authorization. Involuntarily 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 24 students/classroom, average
Self-contained learning classrooms 12 students/classroom, average
Learning support classrooms 0 students/classroom, average
Middle School

Regular 24 students/classroom, average
Regular (portables) 24  students/classroom, average
Self-contained learning classrooms 12  students/classroom, average
Learning support classrooms 0  students/classroom, average
High School

Regular 24 students/classroom, average
Regular (portables) 24 studentsiclassroom, average
Self-contained learning classrooms 12 students/classroom, average
Learning support classrooms 0 students/classroom, average

Vocational education ' 24 students/classroom, average




SECTION 4 -- CAPITAL FACILITIES INVENTORY

Under the Growth Management Act, public entities are required to inventory existing
capital facilities. Capital facilities are defined as any structure, improvement, piece of
equipment or other major asset, including land, which has a useful life of at {east ten
years. The purpose of the facilities inventory is to establish a baseline for determining
what facilities will be required to accommodate student enroliment in the fufure at
established levels of service. This section provides an inventory of capital facilities of
the Riverview School District including site-built schoals, portable classrooms, developed
schoo] 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 -8}, and one high school (grades 9-12). The district also
provides the Eagle Rock Muiti-age Program, an elementary alternative program, sited
adjacent to the Cedarcrest High School campus. In addition, the district supports the
following alternative programs housed in the Riverview Leaming Center facility: CLIP
alternative high school; CHOICE alternative high school; and PARADE, a home school
support program. ECEAP, a pre-school program, is housed again in yet another
separate facility. '

Individual 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 enroliment.

Classroom capacities have been determined for each school according to their usage.
For the purpose of this Plan, classroom uses are; regular education, self-contained
special-education, and learning support. The 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 624 student capacity available in interim facilities.

The School Board of the Riverview School District is commitied to serving students at
small schools. Evidence suggests thal this practice a significantly beneficial affect on
student learning. Further, there are significant benefits to school culture and climate.
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SECTION 5 -- PROJECTED FACILITY NEEDS

Near-term Facility Needs:

This Capital Facilities Plan has been organized in such a way as fo 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 enroliments, current capacities, and projected additional
capacities. Based upon current enrollment projections, the district has permanent capacity needs
at all grade levels.

Intermediate-term Facility NeedS

The District is in the preliminary planning stages of a new comprehensive K-8 school and
anticipates that the construction of this school will be complete just outside the six years of this
planning period.

Planned near-term non-capacity facility improvements

In February, 2007 the voters of the Riverview School District approved a $56,600,000 bond issue.
that was utilized to finance a variety of improvements to the facilities of the district. As a result of
a competitive bidding environment over the iast four years and prudent oversight of the projects
financed by the issue, the district has additional capital improvement/addition funds available.

Planning is currently underway to prioritize the use of these funds for district facility and site
needs.




Table 5.1
School Enrollment and Ca acl ‘Pro ect:ons _2011-12throu'

h 2016-17,..‘. 3% pIne —

,,4'.&; 1 o2 \% %

Projected Enrollment

Capacily in Permanent Facililies

Capacily in New Perm. Facilities (New K-8)

Capacity in New Perm. Facilities (New Riverview

Learning Center) 48

Net Surplus or (Deficit) in Perm. Facilltles 77 49 -70 114 -148 -214 -264
Capacily in Relocatables 312 312 312 312 312 312 312
Number of Relocatables 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
Capacity with Relocatables 1,752 1.800 1,800 1,800 1,800 1.800 | 1.800
Net Surplus or (Deficit) in all Faclilties 235 263 242 198 164 98 48

e

Che s : 5% %%/ A;q’é‘?“o/wf%/- &“&Msj%:».
Pro;ected Enroliment 745 763 776 768 778 759
Capacity in Permanent Facilities 720 720 763 763 763 763 763
Capacity in New Perm. Facililies (New K-8) )
Capacity in New Perm, Facilities (New Riverview
Learning Center) 43 :
Net Surplus or {Deficit) in Perrn, Facilities =25 0 -13 5 -18 4 -18
Capacity in Relocatables 144 144 144 144 144 |~ 144 144
Number of Relocatables 6 [ 6 6 6 6 3]
Capacily with Rejocatables 864 907 907 907 907 907 907
Net Surplus or {Deficit) in all Facilities 119 144 131 139 129 148 126

Pro;ected Enrollment
Capacity in Permanent Facilities 972 972 1,049 1,049 1.049 1,049 1.049

Capacity in New Perm. Fagilities (P.E.)
Capacily in New Perm, Facilities (New Riverview

Learning Center) 77

Net Surplus or (Deficlt) in Perm. Facliities 86 1741 144 116 74 50 53
Capacily in Relocatables 168 168 | 168 168 168 168 168
Number of Relocatables 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
Capacity with Relocalables 1,140 1.217 1.217 1,217 1.217 1,217 1.217
Net Surplus or (Deficit) In all Facilities 264 339 312 283 242 218 221

PrOJected Enroliment 3,148 3.178 3,239 3.304 3,389 3,460 3,529
Capacity in Permanent Facilities 3.132 3,132 3,300 3.300 3.300 3,300 3,300
Capacity in New Perm. Facilities 0 168 0 4] 0 0 Q
Capacity in Perm. Facil. and Relocatables 3,766 3,924 3,924 3,924 3,924 3,924 3,924
Sumplus Capacity with Relocalables 608 746 685 520 §35 464 305
Surplus Capacity without Relocatables -16 46 61 -4 -89 -160 -229

10




SECTION 6 - CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN WITH GROWTH RELATED PROJECTS
IDENTIFIED

Planned New Improvements - Construction to Accommodate Growth and Adequate
Capacity

There are currently no district plans to build in the six-year Capital Facilities Plan window.

Planned Improvements - To Ex[stmg Facilities that include a Growth Related
Project

As summarized in Table 6.2, the district plans technology upgrades which are funded by a capxta{
projects levy approved by the voters in February of 2010

Table 6.2
Planned Projects to Existing Facilities

Technolo g U oJe rades
P :52 / . B W

""ée

S
_
= _,

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

1




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 {0 pass a bond issue. Bonds are sold as necessary to
generate revenue. They are retired through collection of property taxes. in February, 2007 the
voters of the Riverview School District approved a $56,600,000 bond issue that will be utilized o
finance a variety of improvements to the facilities of the district over a four-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 behaif 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.

If 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 maiching funds has not kept pace with the rapid enroliment 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. In such cases, the
district must “front fund” a project. That is, the district must finance the complete project with local
funds.

Impact Fees

. Impact fees have been adopted by a number of jurisdictions as a means of supplementing
traditional funding sources for construction of public facilities needed to accommodate new
development. Impact 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.

12




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, fumishings and equipment, escalation, and
contingencies. In addition, it includes financing that is separated into three components:
estimated state financial assistance, esfimated impact fees, and projected local revenues (i.e.,
interest income and local levies).

Table 7.1

2011 Capital Facilities Plan Budget

SECTION 8 - IMPACT FEES

None are projected with this Capital Facilities Plan

13




Adachment O

17220

2011 Capital Facilities Plan

Issaquah School District No. 411
Issaquah, Washington

Adopted June 22, 2011
Resolution No.990

The Issaquah School District No. 411 hereby provides this Capital Facilities Plan documenting
present and future school! facility requirements of the District, The plan contains all elements
required by the Growth Management Act and King County Council Ordinance 21-A,
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This Six-Year Gapital Facilities Plan (the "Pfan") has been prepared by the issaquah School
District (the “dislrict’} as the district's primary facllity planning document, in compliance with the
requirements of Washington's Growth Management Act and King County Council Code Title 21A.
This Plan was prepared using data avaitable in March, 2011.

This Plan is an update of prior long-term Capital Facilities Plans adopled by the Issaquah School
District. Howsver, this Plan is not intended to be the sole Plan for alt of the District's needs, The
District may prepare interim and perlodic 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 Facilittes Plan.

In June 1992, the District first submilted 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 Issaquah, Renton, Bellevue, Newcastle and Sammamish collect
impact fees on behalf of the Distict. All of these jurisdictions provide exetptions from impact
fees for senior housing and certain low-income housing.

Pursuant to the requirements of the Growth Management Act, this Plan will be updated on an
annual basis, and any charges in the fee schedule(s) adjusted accordingly.




School facility and student capacily needs are dictated by the types and amounts of space
required to accommodate the District’s adopted educatlonal program. The educatlonal program
standards which typically drive facility space needs include grade configeration, optimal facility
size, class size, sducational program offerings, as well as classroom ulilization and scheduling
fequirements and use of re-locatable classsoom facilitles (portables).

Different class sizes are used depending on the grade levei or programs offered such as special
education or the gifted program. With the passage of initiative 728 in November 2000, the
Issaquah School Board established new class size standards for elementary grades K-5. The
Board and District Administration wii continue to keep class sizes at the levels provided by
1-728; this will be done via local levy funds. There fs also potentlal legistative actlon that would
require Full-Day Kindergarien, those assumptlons are not used In this analysis, but may be
considered in fulure capital facilily plans. A class size average of 20 for grades K-5 is now being
used lo calculate building capacities. A class size of 26 is used for grades 6-8 and 28 for grades
9-12. Special Educatlon class size is based on 12 studenis per class. For ihe purposea of this
analysls, rooms designated for special use, consistent with the provisions of King County Council
Caode Title 21A, are not considered classrooms.

Invariably, some classrooms will have sludent loads greater in number than this average level of
service and some will be smaller. Program demands, slate 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 {o adjust design capacities to
what a buifding may aclually accommadate,

Portables used as classrooms are used to accommodate enroliment increases for inlerim
purposes until permanent classrooms are available, When paermanent facifities become available,
the portable(s) is eilher moved {o anottier school as an intertim classroom o removed,




The Issaquah School District Capital Faclities Plan proposes ihe expansion of one elementary,
adding classrooms to all three high schools, and the expansion of Maywaood Middle School to
meet the needs of elemeniary, middle school and high school capacily needs. Planaing the need
for new schoofs is triggered by comparing our enroliment forecasts with our permanent capacily
flgures. These forecasts are by grade level and, to the extent possible, by geography, The
analysis provides a list of new conslruclion needed by school year.

The decision on when to construct a new facllity involves factors other than verified need.
Funding s the mos! serlous consideration. Factors including the potential tax rate for our citizens,
the avaliabilily of state funds and impact fees, the ahility to acquire land, and the abliily to pass
bond issues determine when any new facilily can be constructed. Ths planned facilitles will be
funded by a bond issue passed on February 7, 2006, school impact fees and reserve funds held
by the District. New school facilities are a response to new housing which the county or cifes
have approved for construction, :

The District has also recently completed a cilizen's commiltee regarding the need for an additionat
bond issue for the February, 2012 baliot. The Board of Directors has yet to take action on the
proposed bend issue of approximately $228 mitlion.

The District's Six-Year Finance Plan Is shown in Appendix E found on page 21.




 “DEVELOPMENT TRAGKING .

In order to Increase the accuracy and validity of enroliment projections, a major emphasis has
besn placed on the collection and tracking -data of known new housing developments. This data
provides two useful pleces of planning information. First, it is used to determine the actual
number of students that are generated from a single family or mulli-family residence. It also
provides important information on the impact new housing developments will have on existing —
facilities and/or the need for additional facliities.

Deveilopments that have been complefed or are stifi selling houses are used to forecast the
aumber of students who will altend our school from future developments. District wide statistics
show that new single-family homes currently generate 0.470 elementary student, 0.151 middle -
schoo! student, 0.134 high school student, for a total of 0.754 school aged student per single-
family residence (see Table 2). New multi-family housing units currently generale 0.073
elementary student, 0.025 middle school student, 0.042 high school student, for a totai of 0.139
schoo! aged student per residence (see Table 3).

Generation rates were recaiculated In 2011 due lo the volatilily In assessed valuation, tax rate and
new development listings that needed to be considered for the calculation of the associated
impact fee.




Impact fees and state matching funds have not been a reliable source of revenue. Because of

this, the Issaquah School Disfrict asked lis voters on February 7, 2008 to fund the construction of

an elementary school, one middle schoot, expand Maywood Middle School, expand Liberty High

School, and rebuild Issaquah High 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

Lhehmoneys designated to build the middle school to expand the capacity of Issaquah and Skyline
igh schaools, . '

The District has also recenlly completed a cilizen's commiltee regarding the need for an additional
bond issue for the February, 2012 ballot. The Board of Directors has yet to take action on the
proposed bond Issue of approximately $228 million. This package contains proposed funding for a
rebuild of Issaquah Middle School, continued expansion/moderaization of Liberly High Schoal,
and the rebuild of Sunny Hills and Clark elementary schools.

As demonstrated in Appendix A, (page 17} the District currently has a permanent capaclty to
serve 7148 students al the elementary level. Appendix B, (page 18) shows a permanent capacily
for 3954 students at the middie/junior high school level Appendix C (page 19) shows a permanent
capacity of 5236 students at the high school level. Current enrollment is identified on page 8.

The District elementary headcount population for $he 2011-2012 school year is 8070. Adjusting
permanent capacily by 95% leaves the District's elamentary enrolliment over permanent capacily
al the elementary level by 695 students {Appendix A). At the middle/junior high school level, the
District population for the 2011-2012 school year Is 3978. This is 222 studenis over permanent
capacily (Appendix B). At the high school level the district has the permanent capacily to
accommodate an additional 116 students {Appendix C).

Basad upon the District's student generation rates, the District expacts that .754 student will be
generated from each new single family home in the District and that .139 student wiil be
generated from each new multi-family dwelling unit.

Applying the enrollment projections contalned on page 8 to the District's exisling permanent
capacity (Appendices A, B, and C} and if no capacily improvements are made by the year 2018~
18, and permanent capacity Is adjusted fo 95%, the Dislrict elementary population wifl be over ils
permanent capacity by 1285 students, at the middle school level by 371 students, and an excess
capacily of 265 at the high school level. The District’s enroliment projections are developed using
two methods: first, the cohort survival — historical enrottment method is used to forecast
enroliment growth based upon the progression of existing students in the Districi; then, the
errg;ITent projections are maodified to include students anticipated from new developments in the
istrict.




To address existing and future capaclty needs, the Disirict's six-year construction plan includés
the following capacity projects:

Projected \
Facliity Completion Date  Localion Capacily
Expand Skyline 2010 Tssaquah Plaleau 370
High School
Expand Issaquab 2010 lssaquah 370
High Schoo!
Expand Liberty 2012 Renton 216
High School
Expand Maywood 2011 Renton 104
Middle School
Creekside Elem. 2010 Issaquah Plateau 584
Expand Brianvood 2012 Renton 212

Based upon the Dislrict’s capacily dala and enrotiiment projections, as well as the student
generation data, the District has determined that a majorily of its capacity improvements are
necessary to serve students generated by new devefopment. ’

The school impact fee formula ensures that new development only pays for the cost of the
facilities necessitated by new development. The {ee 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 faclor to
the school project costs, the fee formula only calculates the costs of providing capacily to serve
each new dwelling unit. The formula does not require new development fo contribute the costs of
providing capacity to address exisiing needs. ,

The King County Council and the Cily Councils of the Cities of Bellevue, Issaquah, 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.




. “ENROLLMENT, METHODOLOGY

Two basic techniques are used, with the results compared, to establish the most likely range of

antlcipated student enroliment:

1. The student 3-2-1 cohort survival melhod. Examine Issaquah School Disliict enroliments
for the last 5 years and determine the average cohoxt survival for the conseculive five-
year period. Because cohort survival does not consider students generated from new
development it is a conservalive projeclion of actual enrcliment. For the same reason,
these projections are also slow lo react to actuat growth.

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

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

b}  Determine the aclual distribution of new students by grade level for the past several
years, i.e., 5% lo kindergarten, 10% to first grade, 2% fo 11th grade, eic.

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

After determining the expected new students, the current actual student enroliments are moved
forward from year {o year with the arrlved at additlons.

One of the challenges assoclated with all projection techniques Is that they tend to always show
growth because the number of houses and tive general populalion always increases, Enroliments,
however, can and do decrease even as the population Increases. The reason is as the population
matures, the number of kindergariners will go down as the number of 10th graders is still
increasing. To adjust for this factor, the number of schoot age children per dwelling Is axamined.
When this number exceeds expectations, it is probably because the District is still assuming
kindergarten growth, while the main growth is aciually moving Into middie school. When this
happens, a seduclion factor is added to kindergarten to force it to decrease even though the
general population continues to grow. A precise stalislical formula has not been developed to
make this adjustment. :

After all of the projeclions have been made and examined, the most fikely range Is selected. An
examination of past projections compared with actual enroliment indicates the cohorts tend to be
mare accurate over a len-year ime span while dwelling units tend to be more accurate over a
shorter pericd. The probable reasen Is that over a ten-year period, the projections tend to
average out even though thers are major shifls hoth up and down within the period.

Enroliment projections for the years 2041-2012 through 2025-2026 are shown in Table #1.
Student generation factors are shown in Table #2 and #3.
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Single Family Student Generation Factor

Singie Family Student Generation Factoy

Single Family Development
Belcara

Belvedere

Bristol Court

Chestnut Estates

Crossing @ Pine Lake
Glencoe @ Trossachs
Highiand Terrace

Katera Parlc

Laurel Hill & Laurel Hills 283
Liberty Grove

Reserve @ Newcastie
Shamrock div 1 &2
Starwood

Talus; Bridges

Tarimigan @ Pine Ridge
Vercello (within school district boundary)
Windstone 1-4

Windsor Fields 1 & 2
Woods @ Beaver Lake
TOTALS

SINGLE FAMILY
Etementary K-$
Middle School 6 - 8
High School 9 - 12
TOTAL

TABLE 2

>
o
*

1
0
26
4
58
13
25
28
g
17
150
119
13
4
0
37
63
34
9

2074

[=]

0.470
0.151
0.134
0.754

STUDENTS

b » N
£ o o
0 0 4}
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
21 8 )
30 1 1
19 4— 5
3 2 4
0 0 2
8 8 4
36 9 9
35 6 4
5 3 0
0 i 3
0 0 o
10 3 6
45 37 30
25 10 11
25 M 7
974 313 277

b7,
voRpBQoocoos %

1564

AVERAGE PER UNIT

o ©
¥ <
0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000
0.362 0.103
0,769 0.077
0,760 ©.160
0.120 0.080
0.000 0.000
0.471 0.471
0.240 0.060
0.294 0.050
0.385 0.231
0.000 0.250
0.000 0.000
0.270 0.081
0.714 0.587
0.735 0.294
2.778 1.222

0.470 0.151

v b

o /\ép

0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000
0.086 0,552
0.077 0.923
0.200 1.120
0.160 0.360
0.260 0.250
0.235 1176
0.060 0.360
0.034 0,378
0.000 0.615
0.750 1.000
0.000 0.000
0.135 0.486

0.476 1.778

06.324 1.353
0.778 4.778
0.134 0.754




STUDENT GENERATION MULTI-FAMILY

F o2 M F o8 Vo
Multi-Family Development % ¥ © o &£ ¥ o o &
Alla al the Lake Condos 18 o 0 o ¢ 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Approach at Newcastle 42 13 8 8 25 0310 0.143 0.143 0.585 -
Arrington Place 130 1 2 1 4 0.008 0.015 0.008 0.031
Copper Leaf 8 0 0 0 ¢ 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000
{ssaquah Highlands Mulli 1076 77 26 35 138 0072 0.024 0.033 0.128
Kiahanle Tanglewood Converslons 128 %5 5 12 32 0117 0.039 0.084 0.250
Paragrine Point 66 9 2 13 24 0136 0.030 0.197 0.364
Talus Condos 167 4° 0 1 5 0.024 0.000 0.006 0.030
Totals 1635 119 41 68 228 0.073 0.025 0.042 0.139
MULTI-FAMILY
Elementary K- 5 0.073
Middle School 3-8 0.025
High School 9-12 0.042
TOTAL 0.13¢9

TABLE 3 -10-




INVENTORY AND EVALUATION

Cu

T

GURRENT FACILITIES

Currently, using the 95% utilization faclor, the District has the capacily to house 15,621 students
in permanent faclities and 2,582 students in portables. The projected siudent enroliment for the
2011-2012 school year is expected to be 16,906 including K-5 headcount which leaves a
permanent capacily deficlt of 1,385. Adding portable classrooms into the capadily calculations
glves us a capacily of 18,103 with a surplus capacily of 2150 for the K~12 student poputation.

Calculations of elemehtary. middle school and high school capacities are shown in Appendlces A,
B and C. Tofals are shown in Appendix D,

Below Is a list of current facilities. These faclity locations and sites are shown on the District Site

Location Map on Page 8.

EXISTING FACILITIES
GRADE SPAN K-5:

Apollo Elementary
Briarwood Elementary
Cascade Ridge Elementary
Chalienger Elementary
Clark Elementary

Cougar Ridge Elementary
Creekside Elementary
Discovery Elementary
Endeavour Elementary
Grand Ridge Elementary
Issaguah Valley Elementary
Maple Hills Elementary
Newcastle Elementary
Sunny Hills Elementary
Sunset Elementary

GRADE SPAN 6-8;

Beaver Lake Middle School
Issaquah Middle Schoo!
Maywood Middle School
Pacific Cascade Middle Schoot
Pina Lake Middle School

GRADE SPAN 9-12:
Issaquah HIigh Scheol
Liberly High School
Skyline High School

Tiger Mountain Communily H.S.

SUPPORT SERVICES:
Adminisiration Building
May Valley Service Center

. Transporiation Center

Transporiation Satellite

LOCATION

16026 S.E. 117th Street, Renton

17020 S.E. 134th Slreet, Renton

2020 Trossachs Blvd. SE, Sammamish
25200 S.E. Klahanie Bivd., Issaquah

500 Second Ave. S.E., [ssaquah

4630 167th Ave. S.E., Bellevue

20777 SE 16" Street, Sammamish

2300 228th Ave, S.E., Sammamish
26205 SE Issaq.-Fall Clfy Rd., Issaquah
1739 NE Park Drive, Issaquah

555 N.W. Holly Street, issatuah

15644 204th Ave. S.E , Issaquah

8440 136" Ave SE, Newcastle

3200 issaq. Pine Lake Rd. S.E., Sammamish
4229 W, Lk. Samm. Pkwy. S.E., [ssaquah

25025 S.E. 32nd Street, Issaquah

400 First Ave, S.E., Issaguah

14490 168th Ave. S.E., Renton

24635 Se Issaquah Fall City Rd, Issaquah
3200 228th Ave. S.E., Sammamish

700 Second Ave. S.E., Issaguah
16655 S.E. 136th Street, Renton
1122 228" Ave. S.E,, Sammamish
355 S.E. Evans Lane, Issaquah

565 N.W. Holly Street, Issaquah
16404 S.E. May Vailey Road, Renton
805 Second Avenue S.E., Issaquah
3402 228 Ave S.E., Sammamish

-1 -
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" THE ISSAQUAH SCHOOL DISTRICT'S
~ SIX-YEAR CONSTRUCTION PLAN

The District's Six-Year Finance Plan is shown in Appendix E. Shiown in Table #4 (page 14} is the
District's projected capaclly to house students, which reflacls the additional faciliies as noted.
Volers passed a $241.87 miltion bond in February 2008 to fund new schoof consiruction and
school expansion. In February 2007 !he Issaquah School Board aulhonzed converting Pacific
Cascade Freshman Campus from a 9™ grade only high school o a 5 middle school, ANl 9" grade
students will then be served by the Disirict's three comprehensive high schools. To
accommodate this Issaguah High and Skyline High schools wili be expanded to meet the space
needs of the returning freshiman and to accommodate growth. The Disirict will expand Liberty
High School and Maywoed Middle School to accommodate growth experienced in the south end
of the District. The District does anficipate receiving Stale matching funds that would reduce
future bond sale amolnts or be applied to new K-12 construction projects included in this Plan.

The District also anticipates that it will receive $300,600 In impact fees and mitigation payments
that will be applied {o capital projects.

The District projects 16,322 FTE students for the 2011-2012 school year and 16,5628 FTE
students In the 2016-2017 school year. Growth will be accommodated by the plahned 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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SCHOOL IMPACT FEE CALCULATIONS

DISTRICT issaquah SO #411
YEAR 2011

School Site Acquialtion Cost:

{AcresxCosl per Acre)Facliily Capacity}xStudani Generallon Faclor

Student Student
Facility Cost Facility Faclor Faclor
Acreage Acre Capaclly SFR MFR
Elomeniary 16.00 $300,000 8§84 0.470 0.073
Middie/JR High 0.00 §0 855 0.15% 0.025
High 0.00 80 0 0.134 0.042
TOTAL
School Gonstruclion Coat:
{Faclity CoslfFacllily Capacity)xSludent Generation Factor)x(permanent/Total Sq Ft)
Student Student
%Perm! Fadlily Facillly Factor Factor
Tolal Sq.Ft. GCost Capaclly SFR MFR
Elomentary 95.18%  $20,360,000 584 0.470 0.073
Middie/JR High 95.18% 51,107 400 178 0,151 0.025
High 95.18% 30 1,160 0.134 - 0.042
TOTAL
Tamporary Facliity Cost: :
{Facllily CosliFachily Capacily}xStudent G tlon Factor)x(Temporary/Total Sq Feet)
Sludent Studenl
% Temp/ Fadlity Facllity Faclor Faclor
Total Sq.Ft. Cost Size SFR MFR
Elemenlary 4.82% §O 40 0470 0.073
NiddlelJR High 4.82% $0 52 0151 0.025
High 4.82% $0 56 0.434 0.042
TOTAL
Stato Matching Credit:
Area Cos! Allowance X SP{ Square Footage X Dislrict Malch % X Student Faclor
Sludent Student
Current Area SPi Distret Factor Faclor
Cosi Alfowance Foolage Malch % SFR MFR
Elementary $180.17 b 37.10% 0.470 0.073
MiddisfdR High $0.00 115 0.00% 0.000 0.000
High School $180,17 130 0.00% 0.161 0.025
YOTAL
Tox Paymont Credit:
Average Assessed Value
Capilal Bond Inlesest Rate
Nel Presant Valua of Average Dwalling
Years Amortized
Property Tox Levy Rate
Present Value of Revenus Stream
Foc Sumary: Single Mulll
Famlly Famlily
Site Acqulstion Cosis $2412.45 $373.88
Parmanent Facllily Cost $16484.72 $2,564.98
Temporary Facllily Cost £0.00 30.00
State Malch Credi) (52,825.20) (3437.85)
Tax Payment Credlt ($8,836.90)  {54,361,59)
FEE (AS CALCULATED) $7,136.07 {$1,880.58)
FEE (AS DISCOUNTED) $3,567.,54 {5930,29)
FINAL FEE $0

$3,668

Each cily or county sels and adopls the amaunt of the school Impact fee,
For the applicable fee schedule, please consult with the permilifing jurisdiction for the development project.

-15-

Cosl/

SFR
52,412
$0

$0
$2.412

Cost/
SFR
$15,576
$908
§0
$16,485

Cost/
SFR

$o
$o
S0
$0

Cost/
SFR
$2,825
$0
50

$2.826

SFR
$501,007
4.91%
$3,885,608
10
$2.30
$8.937

Cost

MFR
$438
$0
$0

$438

MFR
$244,613
4.91%
$1,898,344
10
$2.30
$4,362




BASIS FOR DATA USED IN
- SCHOOL: !MPACT FEE CALCULATIONS

SCHOOL SITE ACQUISITION COST:

» Elementary 300,000/ acre for elementary site

o' Micdle Schoo} No new sites are being considered.

o High School No high school sites are planned for purchase within the next six years.
SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION COST:

o Elementary $22.500,000 Is the cost of the project budget for Elem. #15

o {Middle School No new middie schools are planned. $1,107,400is planned for the
expansion of Maywood Middle School.

= High School  $32,395,000 is budgeted for expansion of 3 high schools.

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

Total Square Footage 1,974,651
Permanent Square Footage (OSPI) 1,879,479
Temporary Square Footage 95,172

TEMPORARY FACILITY COST:

No new porlables are considered in this plan.

STATE MATCH CREDIT:
Current Area Cost Alfowance $180.17
Percentage of State Match 37.10%

16~
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SNOQUALMIE VALLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 410

CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN 2011

thment £

17220

Snoqualmie Vailey School District No. 410 hereby provides to the King County
Council this Capital Facilities Plan documenting the present and future school
facility requivements of the District. The Plan contains all clements required by
the Growth Manusgement Act and Kiag County Code Title 21A.43, including a

$iX (6) year financing plan component.

Adopted on June 23, 2011
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Superintendent
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Director of Student Services
Executive Director of Instructional Technology

Director of Business Services

G. Joel Aune

Don McConkey
Nancy Meeks
Jeff Hogan

Ryan Stokes
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Snoqualmie Middle School
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Vernie Newell, Principal
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{425) 831-4150

Ruth Moen, Principal

Ray Wilson, Principal
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-{425)-831-4000-
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Section 1. Execulive Summary

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (the “Plan”) has been prepared by the Snoqualmie
Valley School District (the “District”) as the organization’s primary facility planning
document, in compliance with the requirements of the State of Washington’s Growth
Management Act and King County Code 21A.43. This plan was prepared using data
available in Spring 2011 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 unincorporated areas of King County, the
King County Council must adopt this plan as proposed by the District. The Snoqualmie -
Valley School District also includes the incorporated cities of Snoqualmie and North
Bend, as well as a portion of the city of Sammamish. The cities of Snoqualmie, North
Bend, and Sammamish have each adopted a school impact fee policy and ordinance
similar to the King County model.

Pursuant to the requirements of the Growth Management Act and the Jocal
implementing ordinances, this plan will be updated on an annual basis with any
changes in the fee schedule adjusted accordingly. See Appendix A for the current single
family residence and multj-family residence calculations.

The District’s Plan establishes a "standard of service” in order to ascertain current and
future capacity. This standard of service reflects the current student/teacher ratios in
the District’s schools, which has been changed to reflect space requirements needed to
serve our students. While the current State budget crisis has impacted state funding, the
District has made budgetary decisions to attempt to protect class size through reduction
in other programs and services. Future state and other funding shortfalls could impact
future class sizes.

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 21A 43 authorize the District 10 make adjustments to the standard of
service based on the District’s specific needs.

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

School Level Target Average Student/Teacher Ratio
Elementary 24 Students
Middle 27 Students i
High ‘ 27 Students




School capacity is based on the District standard of service and existing inventory.
Existing inventory includes both permanent and relocatable classrooms (i.e. portable
classroom units). The District's current overall capacity is 6,532 students, while
enroliment for the 2010-11 school year was 5,750 full time equivalents (“FTE”). FTE
enroliment is projected to increase to 7,184 in 2016, based on mid-range projections
provided by a third-party demographer, with consideration given to Washington State
House Bill 2776, which mandates transition to full day kindergarten over the next few
years. This transition essentially requires the District to double the number of
classtooms available for kindexgarteners, including those which require additional
special educational services. The District anticipates needing approximately 15-20
additional classrooms districtwide in order to make that transition. :

Though areas of growth are seen in various areas of the District, the most notable
growth continues to be in the Snoqualmie Ridge area, which has approximately 900
planned housing 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. In
addition, the City of North Bend recently Jifted jts water moratorium and is adding
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 additional classroom
inventory. Previously, 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 Snogualmie Valley School District passed a bond which funded the
addition of 12 relocatables at Mount Si High School.  This measure was meant to be a
stopgap to address immediate overcrowding at the High Schoo) while an alternative
solution was developed for the capacity needs at the High School Jevel. After a two-year
study which involved staff, parents and members of the community, a plan was
developed and approved by the School Board to annex Snoqualmie Middle School and
convert it into a 9t grade campus as part of Mount Si High School in the fall of 2013. In
order to address the immediate resulting capacity needs at the Middle School level
caused by the annexation, the Dislrict anticipates utilizing additional relocatables until a
Replacement Middle School can be constructed. In addition, the District’s elementary
population continues to approach capacity, and the District anticipates needing to add
relocatables and construct a sixth elementary school in order to provide short and long-
term solutions in those grade levels,




Section 2, Current District "Standard of Service"
{as defined by King County Code 21A.06

King County Code 21A.06 refers to a “standard of service” that each school district must
establish in order to ascertain its overall capacity. The standard of service identifies the
program year, the class size, the number of classrooms, students and programs of
special need, and other factors (determined by the district), which would best serve the
student population. Relocatables (i.e, portable classroom units) may be included in the
capacity calculation using the same standards of service as 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 bujldings housing these programs has been reduced
in order to account for those needs.

Standard of Service for Elementary Students

* Average target class size for grades K - 2: ' 21 students
» Average target class size for grade 3: 24 students
» Average target class size for grades 4-5: 27 students
* Special Education for students with disabilities may be provided

in a self-contained classroom. Average target class size: 12 students

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

» Resource rooms

+ English Language Learners (ELL)

» Education for disadvantaged students (Title 1)
Gifted education (Hi-C)

District remediation programs

Learning assisted programs

Severely behavior disordered

Transition room

Mild, moderate and severe disabilities

» Preschool programs

* o

* ¢ o @




Standard of Service for Secondary Students

* Average target class size for grades 6-8: 27 students
* Average target class size for grades 9-12: 27 students
¢ Average target class size for Two Rivers School: 20 students
*» Special Education for students with disabilities may be provided

in a self-contained classroom. Average target class size: 12 students

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

» English Language Learners (ELL)

* Resource rooms (for special remedial assistance)
+ Computer rooms

¢ Daycare programs

The District’s ultimate goal is to provide a standard of service of 18 students per
classroom for kindergarten through grade 3; 23 students per classrcom in grades 4
through 5; and 25 students per classroom in grades 6 through 8. However, in Jight of
-recent.reductions:in state. funding for teaching positions.and.the lack.of.current...
classroom capacity, it will take a number of years before the District’s goal is feasible.

Room Utilization at Secondary 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 uvtilization due to these considerations, the district has determined a
standard utilization rate of 83% (5 out of 6 periods) for secondary schools.

——




Section 3. Inventory and Evaluation of Current Permanent Facilities

The District's current overall capacity is 6,532 students (5,223 in permanent classrooms and
1,309 in relocatable classrooms). Student enrollment for the 2010-11 school year was 5,750 full
time equivalents (“FTE"). FTE enrollment is projected to increase to 6,905 in 2016, based on mid-
range projections provided to us by a third-party demographer. Washington State House Bill
2776, 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 in
2016, which will double the kindergarten enrollment (as they only currently are counted as ¥%
FTE). As such, FTE enrollment after consideration of full-day kindergarten transition, is
projected to total 7,184 students in 2016.

Calculations of elementary, middie, and high school capacities have been made in
accordance with the current standards of service. Due to changes in instructional
programs, student needs {including special education) and other current uses, some
changes in building level capacity have occurred at some schools. An inventory of the
District's schools arranged by level, name, and current permanent capacity are
summarized in the following table. In addition, a summary of overall capacity and
enrollment for the next six years is discussed further is Section 7.

The physical condition of the District’'s facilities was evaluated by the 2011 State Study
and Survey of School Facilities completed in accordance with WAC 180-25-025. As
schools are modemized, the State Study and Survey of Schoo) Facilities report is
updated. Thatreport is incorporated herein by reference.




Inventory of Permanent School Facllities and Related Program Capacity
2011

Grade Permanent 2010-11 FTE
Enroliment

L

MIDDLE SCHOOL LEVEL
Grade Permanent 2010-11 FTE
Facility Span Capacity ? Enroliment
CHIEF KANIM 595 371
6,748
SNOQUALMIE 448 ] 4313
6,748 :
TWIN FALLS 639 . 574
6,7 &8
Total Middie School 1,682 1,358
ICH SCHOOL LEVEL
Permanent 2010-11 FTE
Capacity * Enrollraent

TOTAL DISTRICT 5,223 5743+

*  Does not include capacity for special programs as identified in Standards of Service section
~* Difference from enrofiment(pg 11) is due to 8th graders attending Two Rivess and rounding.




Section 4. Relocatable Classrooms

For a definition of relocatables and permanent facilities, see Section 2 of King County
Code 21A.06. '

The District inventory includes 59 relocatables (i.e. portable classroom units) that
provide standard capacity and special program space as outlined in Section 2. Based on
enrollment projections and anticipated permanent facilities, the district anticipates the
need to acquire additional relocatables during the next six-year period.

As enrollment fluctuates, relocatables provide flexibility to accommodate immediate
needs and interim housing. Because of this, new school and modermized school sites are
all planned for the potential of adding relocatables to accommodate temporary
fluctuations in enrollment. In addition, the use and need for relocatables will be
balanced against program needs. Relocatables are not a solution for housing students
on a permanent basis, and the District would like to reduce the percentage of students
that are housed in refocatable classrooms.

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

10




Section 5. Six Year Bnroliment Projections

The District contracts with Calm River Demographics (“CRD") to project student
enrollment over the next six years. CRD provides the District a low, mid, and high-
range projection that is based on historic trends; future building plans, birth rates,
economic dnd various other factors that contribute to overall population growth. Based
on-the mid-range projections (shown below), enrollment js projected to increase
approximately 1,434 students over the next six years. This is a 24.9% increase over the
current student population. This increase includes an additional 279 kindergarten
students that we anticipate will convert from half-day kindergarten, to full-day
kindergarten in 2016 as a result of the Washington State House Bill 2776, that was
enacted in 2010.

Snoquaimie Valley School Diswrict No. 410
Actual Full-Time Equivalent Enroliment through 2010 and Projected Enrollment from 2011 through 2016

Z K5 Shbiosal:

446

AN

AT

2.0%

20%

2.3%

201 4-20£6 live births are projected bnsed on kistoric irends.

*”»

¢z full-day Sindergaren per SHB 2776,

*** Znrollment Projeciions nsed above relfect nvd-range enrolh

B L S Yy A w5y o (s LA B VK i

581

Actna)  Actual  Actual  Actwel  Actual  Actual Enrulimeot Projections through 2016 «+*

GRADE: 2005 __2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Live Bisths * 433 148 432 493 502 359 568 603 i3s 594 610 626
Kindesgarten ¢ 209 239 205 223 234 236 239 245 252 k] 270 358
15t Grade 469 495 508 480 504 305 517 530 . s45 $64 584 603
2nd. Grade 462 436 497 b 489 330 530 537 551 570 3% 510
3rd Grade 403 493 477 504 512 491 534 542 559 580 600 620
4th Grade 426 430 479 481 505 527 323 548 558 579 598 618
5 Grade: 423 484 48] 560

Gth Grode 400 435 444 414 172 a7s 485 501 515 334 547 36s
7th Grade 408 407 433 437 416 469 478 488 497 13 538 555
8ih Grude 4417 422 441 426 430 461 475 437

9th Grade 355 6 423 431 476 43t 443 453 469 486 502 518
10tk Grade 370 385 429 402 403 420 426 438 53 469 986 502
11th Grade 365 330 3N 413 N 383 403 124 a7 432 457 472
12th Grade 304 308 310 306 359 346 n 358 401

529

L)

"«..46‘1322. & \

proj

¥

11

2.8%

3.3%

2013 and privr years-are actuol bicths S years prior to enrollment yeas, per King County Public Health Department.

15%

Kindergarteaters are considered M2 FTE. except for 2006 when kindergarten classes ave expected to be required to tronsitlon

2.6%

ided by Calin River Daimogeophics Company in Oct, 2014.




Section 6. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan

To address existing and future capacity needs, the District contemplates using the
following strategies:

» Annexation of Snogualmie Middle School (SMS) into Mount Si High School
{MSHS) to serve as a Freshman Learning Center

» Construction of new schools

» Use of additional relocatables to provide housing of students not provided for
under other strategies

Based on current enrollment projections and building capacity, Mount Si High School
will reach capacity in 2013. Due to floodplain and zoning restrictions, the District
cannot place any additional relocatables on the site. Following a recently failed bond
proposal meant to increase the high school capacity via new construction, an alternative
solution was developed over a two year period by a Long Term Study Committee
composed of staff, citizens, and parents. Modernization and upward expansion at the
" current facility was deemed to be cost prohibitive and highly disruptive to the student
population during the multi-year construction timeline. Due to perceived educational
improvements and advantages, better cost effectiveness and less overall disruption, the
alternative solution recommended by the Conunittee was to annex SMS into MSHS and
serve as a Freshman Learning Center for the 9 grade student population. The School
.Board accepted this recommendation and plans to annex SMS in the Fall of 2013 in order
to address capacity needs at the High School level.

Urfortunately, the annexation of SMS will create immediate capacity needs at the
Middle School level. The District will address those needs initially with the purchase
and siting of 14 relocatables at the two remaining Middle School sites. However, the
common areas, septic systems, and other aspects of the permanent facilities are not
sufficient to support the amount of relocatables that will be required in the future to
provide for future expected enrollment. As such, the District anticipates the need to
construct a replacement Middle School within the period of this Plan.

Enrollment at the Elementary Level also continues to increase. The District has gone
through a number of recent reboundary efforts in order to maximize the use of existing
capacity. However, due to continued expected enrollment growth and the newly
enacted State law requiring all schools to transition to full-day kindergarten by 2018
(beginning in 2016 for SVSD), the District anticipates Elementary enroliment will exceed
capacity during the period of this Plan. As such, the District anticipates the need to
purchase and site an additional 5 relocatables as well as construct an additional
elementary school within the period of this Plan. Due to the full-day kindergarten
transition, all of our elementary schools could potentially need additional capacity.
Additionally, the District anticipates adding preschool facilities that will serve the
special education needs of our District to the additional elementary school. This
contemplated plan would increase the capacity at Snoqualmie Elementary School, which
currently houses our preschool program, and would allow for expansion of our
preschool capacity in response to overall population growth.

12




eficit Projections

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

As demonstrated in the table, the District currently has insufficient permanent capacity
to serve the 2011 High School and Elementary student population and will continue to
have increasingly insufficient permanent capacity Districtwide. Even after the
annexation of SMS, the anticipated construction of a replacement Middle School and an
additional Elementary School, the District will still have insufficient permanent capacity
in 2016 to serve the High School and Elementary student population. Those additional
capacity needs will need to be addressed in the short-term with relocatables. As
summarized in the table, the District currently has 20% of its classtroom capacity in
relocatable classrooms. With the addition of 19 relocatable classrooms over the period of
this Plan, combined with projected future enrollment growth, the District will have 21%
of jts classroom capagcity in relocatable classrooms in 2016. The District will continue to
work towards reducing the percentage of students housed in relocatable classrooms.

T 13




PROJECTED CAPACITY TO HOUSE STUDENTS

Elementary School K-5 _

PLAN YEARS: * 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Permanent Capacity 2208 2208 2,208 2,208 2,208 2,808
_| New Construction: Efementary Schoof #6 - - - -

Permanent Capacity subtotal: 2,208 2,208 2,208

‘Pro' cted Enroliment:

3,026

3,135

Portable Capacily Availabla:
Porable qu.acity Changes (__-y/-.):
SuUrplas/Deticitiwith:Ronan

816 816

816

‘Permanent Capacity subtotal:

Middle School 6-8

PLAN YEARS: - 2011 2012 2013 2014 2018
Permanent Capacity 1,682 1,682 1,682 1,234 1,234
New Construction: Aeplacemeni SMS. - - {448) - 600

i Projeclgg

2

High School 9-12

PLAN YEARS: * 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
' Permanent Capacity 1,333 1,333 1,333 1,781 1,781 1,781
New Construction: Annexation Qld SM5S - - 448 - - -
Total Capacity:

* Each plan yaar spans 2 school years - €. g. the 2071 plan year Includes hall of ihe 2010-17 and 2011-12 School Years

K-12 TOTAL
PLAN YEARS: * 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Total Permanent Capacity: 5,223 6423 6,423
6,063 6,678 7,183
(840 - ). te88) {760)
1,309 1,309 1,309 1,578 1,743 1,743
6,532 6,801 8,166

*» 2016 projected ensollment includes consideration for stale-mandated transition 10 Tull-day Kindergarten
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Section 8. Impact Fees and the_ Finance Plan

The school impact fee formula ensures that new development only pays for the cost of
the facilities necessitated by new development. The impact fee calculations that follow
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 recent historical data. The student generation factor is applied to the
anticipated school construction costs {(construction cost only, not total project cost). The
fee formula is intended to only calculate the costs of providing capacity to serve each
new dwelling unit during the six year period of this Plan. The formula does not require
new development to contribute the costs of providing capacity to address existing
needs.

The construction cost {not overall project cost), as described above, represents the total
cost per additional residence of the new construction planned within the time period of
this Plan. These costs are reduced by any 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.

However, in accordance with King County regulations, the Jocal community must share
50% of each cost per new residence. As such, the final impact fee proposed by the
District to its respective municipalities for collection reflects this additional required
reduction to the cost per new residence.

The finance plan below demonstrates how the Snoqualmie Valley School District plans
to finance improvements for the years 2011 through 2016. The financing components are
primarily composed of unsecured funding. The District currently owns land in
Snogqualmie 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 summarized in the finance plan.

For the purposes of this Plan’s construction costs, the District is using costs quotes
received for the replacement middle school in October 2010, and in April 2011 for the
elementary school and relocatables. These costs have been adjusted for expected cost
escalation through anticipated construction in 2015.

Please see Appendix A for the Impact Fee Calculations for Single Family and Multi-
Family Residences, and the student generation factors used in the Impact Fee
Calculations.
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Appendix A: Single Family Residence Impact Fee Calculation

Site Aquisition Cost Per Single-Family Residence
Formula: {{Actes x Cost per Acre) / Facility Size) x Student Factor

Site Size Cost / Acre Facility Size  Student Factor
Elementary 15 $0 600 04310 .$0.00
Middle 25 50 600 0.1350 $0.00
High 40 $0 1,200 0.1590 $0.00
A—--—->I $0.00

Permanent Facility Construction Cost Per Single-Family Residence
Formula: ((Facility Cost/ Facility Capacity) x Student Factor) x (Permanent/ Total Footage Ratio}
Facility Cost Facility Capacity  SludentFactor  Footage Ratio

Hementary $21,050,000 600 04310 09235 $13,964.17
Middle $33,700,000 600 0.1350 0.9235 $7,002.44
High $0 0 0.1590 0.9235 $0.00

. . B—-———-~>[ $20,966.61

Temporary Facilities Cost Per Single-Family Residence
Formula: ((Facility Cost / Facility Capacity) x Student Factor) x (Temporary/ Total Foota ge Ratio)
Facility Cost Facility Capacity StndentFactor  Footage Ratio

Elementaxy $168,600 24 0.4310 09765 $230.80
Middle $168,000 27 0.1350 0.0765 $64.26
High 50 Q 0.1590 0.0765 $0.00

C > | $295.06

State Match Credit Per Single-Family Residence (if applicable)
Formula: Cumrent Construction Cost Adlocation x SP1 Footage x District Match x Student Factor

CCCA SPl Footage District Match % Student Factor
Elementary $180.17 90 43.22% 04310 n/a
Middle $180.17 117 $3.22% 0.1350 n/a
High $180.17 130 43.22% 0.1590 n/a
D >‘ 50.00
Tax Credit Per Single-Family Residence
Average Residentia) Assessed Value $406,030
Current Debt Service Tax Rate $1.3510
Annnal Tax Payment $548.55
Bond Buyer Index Annual Interest Rate 491%
Discount Period (Years Amortized) 10
-
Fee Per Residence Recap:
Site Acquisition Cost A $0.00
Permanent Facidity Cost B $20,966.61
Temporary Facility Cost C $235.06 )
Subtotal
State Maich Credit D $3.00
Tax Payment Credit TC ($4,254.34)
Subion!
50% Local Share
Impact Fee, net of Local Share
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Appendix A: Multi-Family Residence Impact Fee Calculation

Site Aquisition Cost Per Single-Family Residence
Formula: {(Acres x Cost per Acre) / Facility Size) x Student Faclor

Site Size Cost / Acre Facility Size  Student Factor
Elementary 15 $0 600 0.1480 $0.00
Middie 25 $0 600 0.0420 $0.00
High 40 S0 1,200 0.0550 £0.00
A

>} $0.00

Permanent Facility Construction Cost Per Single-Family Residence
Formula: ((Facility Cost / Facility Capacity) x Student Faclor) x (Permanent/ Total Footage Ratio)
Facjlity Cost Facility Capacity  Student Factor  Foorage Ratio

Elementary $21,050,000 600 0.1480 0.9235 $4,79512
Middle $33,700,000 600 0.0420 0.9235 $2,178.54

" High ' $b o 0.0590 0.9235 $0.00
B >] $6.973.66

Temporary Facilities Cost Per Single-Family Residence
Formula: ({Facility Cost / Facility Capacity) x Student Factor) x (Temporary/ Total Footage Ratio)
Facility Cost  Facility Capacity  StudentFactor  FootageRatio ;

Elementary $168.,000 24 0.1480 0.0765 $79.25
Middle $165.,000 27 0.0420 0.0765 $19.99
Righ $0 0 0.0590 0.0765 $0.00

C >T $99.24

State Match Credit Per Single-Family Residence (if applicable)
Formula: Current Construction Cost Allocation x SPI Footage x District Match x Student Factor

CCCA SPl Footage District Match % Shedent Factor
Elementary $180.17 . 90 4322% 0.1480 n/s
Middle - $180.17 117 43.22% 0.0420 n/a
Bigh $180.27 130 4322% 0.0590 n/a
D..___>’ $0.00

Tax Credit Per Single-Family Residence

Average Residential Assessed Value $151,545

Current Debt Service Tax Rate $1.3510

Annual Tax Payment $204.74

Bond Boyer Index Annua} Interest Rate 4.91%

Discount Period (Years Amortized) 10

- To—> [ 31553

Fee Per Residence Recap:

Site Acquisition Cost A $0.00
Permanent Facility Cost B $6,973.66
Temporary Facility Cost C 599.24

Subtotal ) $7,072.96
State Match Credit D $0.00
Tax Payment Credit TC {$1,587.87)

Subtotal $5,485.03
50% Local Share : {82,742.52)
Impact Fee, net of Local Share $2,742.52
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- Appex;dix A: Composite Student Generation Factors

Single Fariily Diwéllinig Unit:

Aubum | Issaquah Kent |Lake Wash.] Average:
Elementary 0.313 0.470 0.486 0.455 0.431
Middle 0.154 0.151 0.130 0.106 0.135
High 0.165 0.134 0.250 0.085 0.159
Total: 0.632 0.755 0.866 0.646 0.725
‘Multi Family Dwelling Unit:
Aubum -|--Jssaquah Kent {Lake Wash:{ -Average:
Elementary 0.124 0.073 0.331 0.062 0.148
Middle 0.056 0.025 0.067 0.019 0.042
High 0.052 0.042 0.124 0.016 0.059
Total: 0.232 0.140 0.522 0097 | 0249

Notes: The above student generation rates represent unweighted averages,

based on neighboring school districts.

Ordinance No. 10162, Se.ction R., Page 5: lines 30 thru 35 & Page 6: line 1:

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

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

. than five (5) years prior to the date of the fee calculation: provided that, if such
information is not available in the district, data from adjacent districts,
districts with similar demographics, or county wide averages may be used.”
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

I.  Executive Summary j

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan (the “plan”) has been prepared by the
Lake Washington School District (the “district”) as the organization’s
primary facility planning document in compliance with the requirements
of the State of Washington's Growth Management Act and King County
Code 21A 43. This plan was prepared using data available in the spring of
2011.

In order for impact fees to be collected in the unincorporated areas of King
County, the King County Council must adopt this plan as proposed by the
district. The cities of Redmond, Kirkland and Sammarmish 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 facility plan establishes a "standard of service” in
order to ascertain current and future capacity.

While the current State budget crisis has impacted state funding, the
district has made budgetary decisions to protect class size through
reduction in other programs and services. Future state funding shortfalls
could impact class sizes however those changes are anticipated to be
temporary reductions and as such will likely not modify the district's
standard of service.

This plan reflects the current student/teacher standard of service ratio.
The district’s standard of service has been changed to reflect space needs
to serve students in All Day Kindergarten. In 2009 the State legislature
established a schedule to fully fund All Day Kindergarten by 2017.
Currently, 72% of the parents/ guardians of district kindergarten students
indicate a willingness to pay for All Day Kindergarten. However, due to
space limitations, only 52% are able to participate in this program.
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

I.  Executive Summary (continued) 7

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 21A .43 authorize the
district to make adjustments to the standard of service based on the
district's specific needs.

In general, the district's current standard provides the following (see —
Section 111 for specific information):

Grade Level Target Teacher-
Student Ratio

K-1 ' 19 Students

2-3 24 Students

4 25 Students

5-6 27 Students

7-9 30 Students
10-12 : 32 Students

School capacity is based on the district standard of service and the existing
inventory. Existing inventory includes both permanent and relocatable
classrooms (i.e. portable classroom units). As seen in Appendix A, the
district's overall capacity is 25,744 students (22,566 for permanent and
3,178 for relocatables). For this same period of time, student enrollment is
24,285 headcount. Enrollment is projected to increase to 28,173 in 2016 (see
Table 1). '

Though areas of growth are seen in various areas of the district, the most
notable growth continues to be in the Redmond and Sammamish areas
along with areas of growth in the City of Kirkland. In addition, in June
2011, the City of Kirkland will annex areas of unincorporated King
County (the Finn Hill and Kingsgate areas) which the district anticipates
will result in additional growth.

Some exampiles include:
* The Redmond Ridge development continues to experience growth
to the point that in addition to the four (4) relocatables that were
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

LI. Executive Summary (continued) : 1

added to Rosa Parks Elementary School in 2009, another four (4)
relocatable classrooms were added to the school in the summer of
2010, and an additional two (2) relocatable classrooms will be added
in 2011 for a total of ten (10) relocatable classrooms on the site.

* Homes are being occupied in the Redmond Ridge East development
which has resulted in additional student population. In anticipation
of the potential student growth from that development, the district
secured property within that development in 2007 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.

= ltis 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 1,300 to 1,800 new
residential dwelling units to be developed in the Town Center area.
The district anticipates that development in this planning area will
create additional capacity needs in this area of the district.

* As stated above, the City of Kirkland will annex 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 over 200 residential units. 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.

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 schedule for the schools has been established with many of
the eleven schools being modernized within the timeframe of this plan.
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Lake Washington School District Capita) Facilities Plan 2011-2016

I.

Executive Summary (continued)

In the timeframe of this plan, the district will:

Modernize and re-open five elementary schools, two junior high
schools, one choice school, and one high school as part of the
district’s Phase II School Modernization Program (see Table 6). All
these projects are planned to receive appropriate permanent
capacity additions and remove any existing excess relocatable
classrooms. :

- Construct two new elementary schools {neither of which are
currently funded), one in the Redmond Ridge East development
area and the other in the North Redmond area. While neither of
these schools are currently funded, the district anticipates building
these schools within the timeframe of this plan (see Table 6)

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

In February 2011, a Capital 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 planned to open in the fall of
2012.

Begin planning for a bond measure to go to the voters in 2014 to
fund the Phase III School Modernization program. The scope of the
plan has not been determined, but it is anticipated that it could

- include identified Phase III sites (eleven [11] district sites) for

modernization and two (2) new additional elementary schools
constructed to address growth.

A financing plan is included in Section VIII that demonstrates the district's
ability to implement this plan.
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

H. Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long Term Planning

Six-Year Enrollment Projection

Based on the district's forecasts (see Table 1), enrollment is projected to
increase approximately 3,581 students over the next six years. Thisisa
14.56% increase over the current student population. Growth is expected
at all grade levels. Applying the enrollment projections contained in Table
& to the district’s existing capacity, the district will be over permanent
capacity by 1,882 students. This projection contemplates the full
development of Redmond Ridge and the Redmond Ridge East
development. Other 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. They 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 to occur 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 the planned 200 plus 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 a two methods:
(1) the cohort survival - historical enroliment method is used to forecast
enrollment growth based upon the progression of existing students in the
district; then (2), development tracking - the enrollmént projections are
modified to include students anticipatéd from new development in the
district. The cohort survival method was used to determine base
enroliments. 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
housing development was used as a second means in determining
enrollment projections. This method allows the district to more accurately
project student enrollment by school attendance area. (See Table 2)
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

lI. Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long Term Planning
(continued)

Cohort Survival

A percentage of King County live births is used to predict future
kindergarten enrollment. Actual King County live births through 2009 are
used to project kindergarten enrollment through the 2014-2015 school year.
- After 2015, 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
75 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 new single family or multi-
family residence. It also provides important mformatxon on the impact
new housing developments will have on exlstmg facilities and/ 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 students expected from these developments.

Student Generation Rates

It is important to note that even though small in-fill or short plat 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.
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

IL. Six-Year Enrollment Projection and Long Term Planning
{continued)

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 0.4550
elementary student, 0.1060 junior high student, and 0.0850 senior high
student, for a total of 0.6470 school-age child per single family home (see
Appendix B). New multi-family housing units currently generate an
average of 0.0620 elementary student, 0.0190 junior high student, and
0.0160 senior high student for a total of 0.0970 school age child per multi-
family home (see Appendix C). The totals of the student generation
numbers have increased since 2010 for new single-family developments
and decreased for new multi-family developments. There is limited data
from projects five years or newer. 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.
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[II._ Current District “Standard of Service”

King County Code 21A.06 refers to a “standard of service” that each school
district must establish in order to ascertain its overall capacity. The
standard of service identifies the program year, the class size, the number
of classrooms, students and programs of special need, and other factors
{determined by the district), which would best serve the student
population. Relocatables (i.e. portable classroom units) may be included in
the capacity calculation using the same standards of service as 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 students to attend
neighborhood schools to be a component of the standard of service.

The standard of service remains the same for the 2011-2012 school year as

-In past years. However, in the 2012-2013 school year, the district will
change the school configuration model from K-6, 7-9 and 10-12 to K-5, 6-8,
9-12.

Standard of Service for Elementary Students

Class size for grades K - 1 average 19 students
Class size for grades 2 - 3 average 24 students
- Class size for grades 4 average 25 students
Class size for grade 5-6 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
0 All students will have scheduled time in a special computer lab

oo oOoogoo

o
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

III. Current District “Standard of Service” (continued)

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

< Resource rooms

English Language Learners (ELL)

Education for disadvantaged students (Title I)
Gifted education (pull-out Quest programs)
District remediation programs

Learning assisted programs

Severely behavior disordered

Transition room :

Mild, moderate and severe disabilities
Developmental kindergarten

Extended daycare programs and preschool programs

Coooocaootoo

Standard of Service for Secondary Students

G Class size for grades 7-9 should not exceed 30 students

G Class size for grades 10-12 should not exceed 32 students

£1 Special Education for students with disabilities may be provided in a
self-contained classroom

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

O English Language Learners (ELL)

B Resource rooms (for special remedial assistance)
3 Computer rooms

3 Preschool and daycare programs

Room Utilization at Secondary 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% for non-
modernized secondary schools. As secondary schools are modernized, the
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Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

IIT. Current District “Standard of Service” (continued)

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.

May 16, 2011
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

UV. Inventory and Evaluation of Current Facilities

The djstrict currently has permanent capacity to house 22,566 students and
transitional (relocatable) capacity to house 3,178 students (see Appendix A).
This capacity is based on the district's Standard of Service as set forth in
Section I1l. The district’s current student enrollment is 24,285 and is
expected to increase to 28,173 in 2016 (see Table 1).

The school configuration change, that will occur in 2012-2013, will provide
some help to the capacity issues faced at the elementary level. Without the
change, based on current projections, the district would need to construct
up to 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, junior high 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, type, address,
and current capacity (see Table 3). The 2013 update to the plan will
evaluate capacities using the new grade configurations.

The physical condition of the district's facilities was evaluated by the 2006
State Study and Survey of School Facilities completed in accordance with
-WAC 180-25-025. As schools are modernized, the State Study and Survey
of School Facilities report is updated. That report is incorporated herein
by reference.
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]V. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan

To address existing and future capacity needs, the district contemplates
using the following strategies:

1) Movement from a grade configuration of K-6, 7-9, 10-12 to a grade
configuration of K-5, 6-8, 9-12 starting in the 2012-2013 school year.

2) Construction of new schools.

3) Additions at high schools to accommodate school configuration and
growth needs.

4) Adjustments to the capacity of existing schools undergoing
modernization. »

5) Use of additional relocatables to provide for housing of students not
provided for under other strategies.

6) School feeder bump changes, 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 followmg capacity
projects:

» . During the last six years (2005-2010),
o New growth in the district created the need to construct two
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 other new elementary school, Rachel Carson Elementary
School, was opened on the Sammamish Plateau in the fall of

- 2008. Because of the growth in enroliment in that area, the
school opened with four relocatables on the site.
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,
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Lake Washington School District Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

|V. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan (contined)

The district continues to monitor the phased project. Homes

already constructed in this development are occupied.

o One school modernization project (Frost Elementary School),
under the Phase II School Modernization program, was
completed and opened in the Fall of 2009. Additional capacity
was added as part of the modernization project.

* Phase I School Modernization (2006-2013) was funded by the voters
in February 2006. The approved bond measure will fund the
modernization of 11 schools throughout the district. During the
period of this Capital Facilities Plan, the district will begin the
planning or complete the modernization for:, Rush Elementary,
Sandburg Elementary, Muir Elementary, Keller Elementary, Bell
Elementary, Finn Hill Junior High, Rose Hill Junior, International
Community School/Community Elementary and Lake Washington
High School. Each school modernization project also includes the
addition of new student capacity.

-o Lake Washington High School and Finn Hill Junior High
School are in construction and both will open in the fall of
2011.

o Muir Elementary School is also in construction and is planned
to open in 2012.

o Construction is planned to begin in 2011 on Keller
Elementary, Sandburg Elementary, and Bell Elementary
schools

o In 2012, construction will begin on Rush Elementary, Rose Hill
Junior, International Community School/ Community
Elementary

» The district anticipates the need for two new elementary schools
within the period of this plan, one in the Redmond Ridge East area
and the other in the North Redmond area. The plan was to have
voters approve a bond measure in February 2010 which would have
provided the funding for these schools. However, the bond measure
did not pass. It is now intended for these two schools to be on a
future bond measure within the timeframe of this plan.

* Because of the change in grade configuration in 2012 and the
resultant capacity needs at two high schools, the District will
construct additional classrooms at Redmond High School and

- Eastlake High School with the planned opening of these spaces in
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V. Six-Year Planning and Construction Plan (continued)

= the fall of 2012. The District will also construct a high school STEM
- School on the eastside of the District which is planned to open in the
fall of 2012.

* 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
unincorporated King County areas.

Included in this plan is an inventory of the projects listed above. They are
arranged by cost, additional capacity, and projected completion.date. (See
. Table 5 & 6)
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[VI.Relocatable and Transitional Classrooms

The district inventory includes 141 relocatables (i.e. portable classroom
units) that provide standard capacity and special program space as
outlined in Section Il (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, four (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 will be added in the summer of 2011. In total, there will
be 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.
© Redmond area: Rockwell Elementary School - two (2) clasm ooms,
and Einstein Elementary School - one (1) classroom.

o Unincorporated King County area: Rosa Parks Elementary School -
four (4) classrooms.

‘o In 2011, the district will be placing relocatable classrooms at school

sites in Kirkland, Redmond and unincorporated King County:

o Kirkland area: Lakeview Elementary School - two (2) classrooms,
and Rose Hill Elementary School two (2) classrooms.

© Redmond area: Rockwell Elementary School - one (1) classroom
and Redmond Junior High School (4) classrooms

o Unincorporated King County area: Rosa Parks Elementary School (2
classrooms).

» Within the six-year planning window of this plan, pro;ecnons
indicate that other relocatables may also be needed in the
Sammamish, Redmond, Kirkland and unincorporated King County
areas.
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[VI. Relocatable and Transitional Classrooms

For a definition of relocatables and permanent facilities, see Section 2 of
King County Code 21A.06. As schools are modernized, permanent capacity
will be added to replace portables currently on school sites to the extent
that enrollment projections for those schools indicate a demand for long-
term permanent capacity (see Table 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 program needs.
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VII. Six-Year Classroom Capacities: Availability / Deficit
Projection

Based on the six-year plan, there will be insufficient total capacity to house
anticipated enrollment (see Table 5). As demonstrated in Appendix A, the
district currently has permanent capacity (classroom and special
education) to serve 11,368 students at the elementary level, 5,481 students
at the junior high school level, and 5,715 students at the high school level.
Current enrollment at each grade level is identified in Appendix A. As
depicted in Table 5, the district currently has insufficient permanent
capacity and will continue to have an increasing insufficient permanent
capacity through 2016.

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. Though the economy has slowed, there still is growth in these
areas. The continued development of Redmond Ridge, 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 under utilization, the
district will utilize a number of solutions. Those solutions include grade
reconfiguration, school “feeder” bump change, 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.

In addition to the solutions identified above, in 2012, the district will make
a change to the configuration of grade levels at schools and also employ
several school “feeder bump” to help address capacity issues.

» The district will move from a K-6, 7-9, 10-12 grade model to a K-S 6-
8, 9-12 model in 2012,

* Inaddition, the district-will shift (“feeder bumps”) some schools to
help address capacity issues. In2012: Audubon Elementary School
will feed into Rose Hill Junior High School and then Lake
Washington High School; Bell Elementary School will feed into Finn
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VII. Six-Year Classroom Capacities: Availability / Deficit
Projection

Hill Junior High School and then into Juanita High School; and,
Einstein Elementary School will feed into Redmond Junior High
School and then Redmond High School.

* A boundary change of three of the elementary schools on the
Sammarnish plateau was accomplished in the 2007-2008 school year
in anticipation of the opening of Rachel Carson (Site 52) Elementary
School in September 2008. Though Rachel Carson Elementary
School helps with capacity issues, the new school opened with four
portables. In addition, the City of Sammamish will finish their
planning for the new Sammamish Town Center that will provide
authorization for up to 1,800 new housing units within the district

. on the Sammamish plateau.

Even though capacity challenges will lessen from these changes, the new
grade configuration in 2012 along with enrollment growth at the 9-12
grade levels, creates the need for classroom addition projects at two high
schools (Eastlake High School and Redmond High School). There also
remains the need for two additional elementary schools within the
window of this plan. The addition projects are funded through a 2011
Capital Levy measure. However, there is currently no funding for two
new (additional) elementary schools that are needed to address capacity
issues within the timeframe of this plan.
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VIII. Impact Fees and the Finance Plan

The school impact fee formula ensures that new development only pays
for the cost of the facilities necessitated by new development. The 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 on Table 6 demonstrates how the Lake
Washington School District plans to finance improvements for the years
2011 through 2016. 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 in 2011 by
election), proposed and future bond issues, 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 Robert Frost Elementary School opened in
2009. ‘
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IE‘ Appendices - J

Appendix A:  Calculations of Capacities for Elementary, Junior High,
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
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Lake Washington Schaol District Copital Facilities 'lan 2011 - 2016

Calculations of Capacities for
Elementary, Junior High, and Senior High Schools

IElcmonlnry 3 Stangs Cipssioom S$S $S Room # Relocatabio Rejocatapte Total 2010-1%
Schools Clossiooms * | Capacity (29) Copacity (12) | Classrooms Capaciy [23) Copacily * { Ervotiment =
Alcott 13 414 [) 0 8 184 598 675
Audubson 17 N [V] [*] 2 46 437 524
'aon 15 345 ] [] 3 69 a4 387
Blacioveit 21 483 [¢] [*] 3 €9 552 $24
Carson 18 414 [] ) 4 92 506 553
Comminty [ 0 [ [} 3 (=) 69 63
{Diknson 18 414 1 12 4 52 518 496
Discovory 3 &9 [1] 0 1 3 92 72
Englon 19 437 0 0 23 450 4a1
Exploror 3. 69 ] D FX] 92 32
Fronkin 18 £14 0 0 2 48 480 494
Frost 18 414 1 12 [ ] 426 424
Juanta 13 209 0 [} 0 [ 299 391
Kakor 15 - 345 3 36 4 :~] 413 350
Kk 17 3N 1 12 3 69 472 537
L 17 1 12 2 5 449 504
Mam 7 0 0 0 0 agt 483
MeAaudr 21 0 0 7 161 €44 534
Maoad 13 1 12 3 138 587 673
Mui : 14 0 0 4 [7] 414 404
Radmond 16 2 24 2 5 438 414
Rockwe!] 20 [] [+] 4 R 552 £05
iRosn Parks 21 [] ] 8 184 667 €56
Igose HE 17 2 23 ] 0 415 446
Rush E [) 4 92 27 47
Sardxrg ] 118 598 502
Sanith 0 184 6§21 598
Thoceau ] [ 414 379
Twain 20 [] 4 2 52 603
{PiEdes 20 0 2 92 552 475
Totdls 32 97 2.23% 13,599 13.808
N o S P I oo

# Relocatobie | Relocatablo Copacdy | Totnt 2010-1}

(30x70%) Classrooms {30x7Q0%) Copacity { Enrotimont
3 156 ] [ 0 — 0 126 131
3] [ 2 24 [: 169 9654 78
24 504 12 F 4z 559 316
S 1071 24 0 [ 1,085 1,058
imjomaiional ~- [ 350 0 30 350 380
Kamuakin 27 57 7 12 147 728 578
Kitklond > Z4 596 1 12 0 ] 610 543
Norihster 0 0 [0 0 3 105 105 0
Redmond »*>* %6 956 1 12 0 ] 68 892
; 4 84 0 [ [ a B4 82
24 504 2 24 5 326 5] 486
0 [} 0 0 3 2] 2] 9N
= 6,361 10 120 34 75 6,204 | 5495
R R A e T R P
A Standard  [Classroom Eapuaty- $S §S Room # Rolocatabie | Relocatoble Copacity Towt 2010-11
Chssraoms (32x70%) Cogaciy {12) Classrooms (32x70%) Capacily | Ervolmenm
BEST [ 179 0 0 2 %5 24| of |
{Eastiak & T478 3 48 0 0 526 1332
Thsanita 52 1,965 3 36 179 360 1.061
Lake Washingion &0 1324 3 3% 0 380 S
{Redmond ~** 57 1,419 1 12 0 1431 1,485
Tols 6.585

Key:
“Slandard Capacity” does nol include capacity for special prog! as identified in Section K

"Totak cnroiimant” on this chart does not indude Family Leaming Cenler. contractusl, trensilion and WalNIC students.

"$5" = Special Services scif ined ok

* "Standard of Service® in elementary schools oxdludes some rooms if nol buiit-in (e.g. 2D tolal rooms = 17 standard + computer + 1 music 4 1 R/IR)
** October 1, 2016 headeount

*** Capadty Model = 100% utiization of d due to educatonal program

**** Capacity Mode! = B3% utdization of dassrooms duo lo teacher planning area
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Lake Washington Schoo! District

Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation

School Site Acquisition Cost:

Facility

Acreage

Elementary H
Junior 20
Senior 40

School Construction Cost:

Elementary
Junior )
Senior (additional capacity)

Temporary Facility Cost:

Elementary
Junior.
Senior

State Matching Credit Calculation:

Area Cost

Allowance

Elementary - -180.17
Junior '180.17
Senior . 180.17

May 16,2011

Based on King County Code 21.A.43

Single Family Residence ("SFR")

Cosv/
Acre

S0
$0

Facility
Cost

$20,577,524
50
$0

Facility
Cost

$0
50
S0

Sq. Fu/
Student

90.0
117.0
1300

Facility
Size
426

900
1500

Facility

Size

426
o
0

Facility
Size

(=X}

" Funding

Assistance

23.42%
23.42%
23.42%

Site Cost/

Student

Student Factor

$0 0.4550

30 0.1060

$0 0.0850
TOTAL

Bldg. Cost/ Student

Student Factor

$48,304 04550

¢ 0.1060

30 0.0850
TOTAL

Bldg. Cost/ Student

Student . Eactor

$0 0.4550

50 0.1060

50 0.0850
TOTAL

Crediv/ Student

Student Factor

$3,798 0.4550

$0 0.1060

50 0.0850
TOTAL

Cost/
SER

$0
$0

A1)

Cost/SFR
{est, 90%)
$19,781

$0
$0

$19,781

Cost/SFR
(est. 10%)

30
S0
$0

0

Cost/
SFR

$1,728

$0
50

SL.728
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Lake Washington School District

Estimated School Impact Fce—éalculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

Single Family Residence ("SFR")

Tax Payment Credit Calculation:

Average SFR Assessed Value S481.465
Current Capital Levy Rate (2011)/81000 $1.04
Annual Tax Payment $499.53
Years Amortized 10
Current Bond Interest Rate 491%
Present Value of Revenue Stream $3,873
Impact Fee Summary for Single Family Residence:
Site Acquisition Cost 50
Permanent Facility Cost $19,78}
Temporary Facility Cost 50
State Match Credit (51,728)
Tax Payment Cradit (53.873)
Sub-Total $14,180
50% Local Share $7,090.
[SFR Impact Fee $7,090
May 16, 2011
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Lake Washington School District

Schoot Site Acquisition Cost:

Elementary
Junior
Senior

Schoo) Construction Cost:

Elementary
Junior
Senior (additional capacity)

Temporary Facility Cost:

Elementary
Junior
Senior

Capital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

Facility
Acreage
10

20
40

State Matching Credit Calculafion:

Elementary
Junior
Senior

May 16, 2011

Area Cost
Allowance

180.17
180.17
180.17

Multiple Family Residence {("MFR™)

Cost/

Acre
50

50

Facility
Cost

$20,577,524
50
50

Facility
Cost

$0
50
$0

Sq. Ft./
Student
90.0

117.0
130.0

Facility
Size
426

900
1500

Facility
Size

426
0
0

Facility
Size

0
9
0

Funding

Assistance

23.42%
23.42%
25.42%

Site Cost/  Student Cost/
Student Factor MFR
850 0.0620 S0

50 0.0190 SO

] 0.0160 $0
TOTAL S0

Bldg. Cost/ Student Cost/MFR
Student Factor (est. 90%)
$48,304 0.0620 $2,695
$0 0.0190 S0

S0 0.0160 S0
TOTAL §2,695

Bldg. Cost/  Student Cost/MFR
Student Factor (est. 10%)
0 0.0620 $0

0 0.0190 0

0 0.0160 50
TOTAL S0

CreditY  Student Cost/
Student Factor MR
33,798 0.0620 $235
$0 0.0190 $0

S0 0.0150 30
TOTAL $233
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Lake Washington School District

Capital acilities Plan 2011-2016

Estimated School Impact Fee Calculation
Based on King County Code 21.A.43

Multiple Family Residence ("MFR")

Tax Payment Credit Calculation:

Average MFR Assessed Value $198,146
Current Capita) Levy Rate (2011)/81000 $1.04
_Annual Tax Payment $205.50
Years Amortized 10
Current Bond Interest Rate 491%
Present Value of Revenue Stream $1,594
Impact Fee Summary for Single Familv Residence:
Site Acquisition Cost S0
Permanent Facility Cost $2.695
Temporary Facility Cost $0
State Match Credit {5235)
Tax Payment Credit (51,594)
Sub-Total $866
50% Local Share $433
{MFR Impact Fee 5433 |

May 16,2011
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Lake Washingion School District Capitat Facilities Plan 2011-2016

Calculation Back-Up

Elementary school construction cost estimated to be built in 2016.

__Robert Frosr Elemeggta_rv School

Com arable Project

Cost 7 A ot
2009 Robcn I‘rost Elementary $1 8 540, 900
New Construction
Future Value of Project in 2011 @ $19,101,299
1. 5%
Size 3 2 7z 2 ; o e
2016 PrOJect 426 (18 classrooms x23+ 1
classroom x 12 students per
Capacity
Adjustment 2 s : ;
2011 Pro_;ect 426 x 44 8:9/per studem space
{based on Robert Frost 2009
construction costs) = $19,101,299*
2016 Project 426 x $48,304/per student space
(based on Robert Frost 2009
c0nstruct|on cos!s = $20 577, 524*
Adjusted e ot R > i
Costs 7 :
20]1 Pro_;ect ~Value Based $19 101 299
2009 Construction Costs
Future Value of Project in 2016 @ | $20,577,524
1.5%

*Sum is adjusted 10 account for variations due to rounding.

- May 16,2011 Appendix E
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Lake Washington Schiool District Cupital Facilities Plan 2011-2016

Six-Year Enroliment Projcctions

200+ 20t 2002 M3 2014 2ms 2016
County Live Births** 22,680 24,244 24,899 25222 25,057 25,507 25,957
change 1,563 655 323 (165) 450 150
Kindergarten *** . 1,872 2,006 2,864 2,101 2,098 2,144 2,186
Grade 1 ##*v 2,146 2,088 2,264 2,300 2.344 2,338 2,375
Grade 2 2,108 2,119 2,059 2,236 2,272 2,318 2,308
‘Grade 3 1,967 2,125 2,140 2,083 2258 2,295 2,337
Grade 4 2,056 1,946 2,100 2,120 2.067 2,240 2,272
Grade s 1,937 2,058 1,951 2,106 2,129 2,079 2,247
Grade § 1.90¢ 1,955 2,080 1,989 2,120 2.147 2,110
Grade 7 1,830 1,893 - 1,945 2,06} 1,965 2,093 2,118
Grade 8 1,733 1,836 1914 1,950 2,074 1,986 2.102
Grade 9 1,755 1,719 1,813 1,889 1,928 2,055 1.965
Grade 10 : . 1674 1,778 1,743 1.851 1,924 1,960 2,086
Grade 11 1,796 1.742 1,833 1.805 1.915 1,989 2,021
Grade 12 1.817 1,865 1,793 1,884 1.860 1,976 2,046
Tota) Earolfmeat 24,592 25,130 25,699 26.375 26,954 27,620 28173
Yearly Increase 538 569 676 579 666 553
Yearly Increase 2,19% 2.26% 2.63% 2.20% 2.47% 2.00%
Cumulative Increase 538 1,107 1,783 2,362 3,028 3,581

* Number of Individual Students (10/1/10 Headcount).

** County Live Births cstimated based on OFM projections. 2014 and prior vear bisth rates are
actual births 5 years prior to enroliment ycar.

*** Kindergarten enroliment is caleulated at 7.78% of County Live Births plus anlicipated develapments.

- **** First Grade enroliment is based on District’s past history of first grade envollment to prior year
kinderparten enroliment.

May 16, 2014 Tabie 1
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Lake Washington School District

Capita) Facilities Plan 2011 -2016

2§
03
(2]

S&E&A

63
60
67
32

a7
26
16

18
I8
14

68

69
6}
80
84

57
58
56
n
78
86

2010-2011

Juanita Area

Frost Elementary

Juanita Elementary

Keller Elementary

Muir Edemeniary

Discovery Comsmunity School
Sandburg Elemeniary
Thoreau Flementary

Finn Hill 3r. High
Environmentol & Advemiure School
Kawmiakin Jr. High

uanita High Schoot

Kirkland Area
Bell Etementary
Community School
Franklin Elementary
Kirk Ekementary
Lakeview Elementory
Rosc Hilt Elementary
Rush Blementary
Twain Elementary
Intermational Community School
Kitkland Jr. Migh
Northstar 3¢, High
Rose 3ill fr. High
Stclia Schola

Best High Schoo!

Lake Washingion High

Redmond Area
Alcou Efemeniany
Avudubon Elementary
Dickinson Elementary
Cinstein Elementary
Exploter Community School
Mann Elementary
Redmond Elementary
Rockwell Elementary
Rosa Parks Elemenary
Wilder Elemeniary
Evergreen Jr. High
Redmond 3. High
Redmond High School

Sammamish Area
Blackwell Elementary
Carson Efemeniary
MuAuliffe Elementary
Mead Clementory

Smith Etementary
Inglewood Jr. High
Renaissance Jr_ High
Eastlake High School

Address

entory and Capacities of Existing Schools
Capacity (w/ portabies)

(1801 NE 130:h
9635 NE 13204
13820 108sh NE
14D12 132nd NE
1280) 84th NE
12803 Bith NE
8224 NE 1381h
8040 NE 132nd
8040 NE 132nd
14111 132nd NE
10601 NE 133nd

TI21I2NE 1t24h
1133 NE 65th
12434 NE 60th
1312 6th Sireet
10300 NE §3th
8044 128th NE
6101 152nd NE
9525 130th NE
1133 NE 651h
430 18th Avenue
12033 NT: 80th
13505 NE 75th
13505 NE 75th
10503 NE 53rd $1
12033 NE 3Gth

A213 228t NE
3045 180ih NE
7040 208th NE
18028 NE 1161h
7040 2081h NE
17001 NE 104t
16800 NT: 80th
11125 162nd NE
212845 NE Cedar Park: Cregent Nr
22139 NE 1332
6900 208th NE
10055 166th NI
1272 NE 104th

3225 2050 PL NE
1035 244th Ave NI
23823 NE 22nd
1725 2161h NE
23305 NE 11h
24120 NE 8th

400 2281h NE

400 228THNE

426
299
473
414
92
598
414
558
126
726
1,380

14
69
460
472
449
415
437
552
390
616
12153
654
84
224
1,380

598
437
518
460
92
391
438
§52
667
552
864
908
1,431

552
506
644
587
621
1,095
84
1,526

* Note: See Tableda for District Map, Locations indicated by numbers stated in this colomn.
* Note: “Standard capacity” docs not include capacity for special programs as identified in Section I

May 16, 2011
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Lake Washington Schoo) District

Capital Facilitics Plan 2011-2016

Site Area
# b3
Juanita Area
None '
Kirkland Area
27 Elementary
Redmond Area
28 Elementary
31 Elementary
33 Elementary
59 Elementary
75 Undetermined
90 Undetermined
91 Undetermined
99 Bus Satellite
Footnotes

ok —

Inventory of Undeveloped Land

Address

10638 - 134™ Ave. NE

172" NE & NE 122™
Redmond Ridge Zast
194" NE above NE 116"
Main & 228" NE
22000 Novelty Hill Road
NE 95 & 195" NE
NE 95" Street & 173" Place NE
22821 Redmond-Falt City Road

Jurisdiction

Redmond

King County
King County
King County
Sammamish
King County
King County
King County
King County

Status

In reserve $*+*

In reserve
in reserve
in reserve

In reserve ¥** -

In reserve ¥**
In reserve ***
In reserve ¥¥¥
In reserve ¥+

See Table 4a for a District map. Locations indicated by numbers stated in this column.

‘okk = “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.

May 16, 2011
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Lake Washington Schoul District

Capilal Facilities Plan 2011-2016

Projected Capacity to House Students

2010 201t 2012 2013 2004 2015 2016
Permancent Capacity 22,566
New Construction*:
Redmend Ridge East Elementary #31 M
North Redmond Elementary #28 a4
Redmond High School Addition #85 250
Eastlake Righ School Addiion 486 250
STEM School #73 675
Modernization: -
Finn Hill Jr. #63 67
Lake Washington High School #84 120
Muir Elemeniary #26 ]
Rush Elementary #18 9
Sandburg Elementary #06 23
Rose Hill Jr. #69 146
Keller Elementary 404 23
A Permancat Capaceity Subtotal 22566 22,753 23,997 2212 24212 25040 25040
{Permanent + §5)
Total Enrofimen 29592 23,333 M3 2538) 25808 26320 26922
Permanent Surplus £ {Defieit Capacity)  {2,026)  (1,580) {737) (269 (1596} {1280} (1.382)
Transhtionn) Capacity {Relocatables) 3178 3,063 2,948 2,833 2718 2,603 2,488
Change in number of Classrooms®® {5) (5} [0 [&) (5) (3) (5)
Total Surplus / Defich Capacity 1182 1483 221 1,863 1,122 1,323 05
Total Peroianent and Transitional Capacily 25,748 25816 26045 27045 22528

*New schools and additional permanen! eapacity through modernization.

**Note; Numbers of relocatables (portables) to be removed from capacity (decrease avg. of 23 swdenis per poriable).

26,93¢ 27,6483

May 16,2011
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New Panther Lake Elementary Schoo! apened in Fall 2009

Kent School District No. 415 provides educational service to
Residents of Unincorporated King County
and Residents of the Cittes of
Kent, Covington, Aubur, Renton
Black Diamond, Maple Valley, and SeaTac, Washington
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Kent School District No. 415
© 12033 SE 256" Street
Kent, Washington 98030-6643
{253) 373-7295

SIX - YEAR CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN
2011-2012 ~ 2016 -2017

BOARD of DIRECTORS

- Bill Boyce
Jim Berrios
Tim Clark
Karen DeBruler
Debbie Straus

ADMINISTRATION

Dr. Edward Lee Vargas — Superintendent

Dr. Richard A. Stedry — Chief Business Officer

Dr. Linda Del Giudice — Chief Accountability Officer
Dr. Merri Rieger — Chief Student Achievement Officer
Dr. Brent Jones — Chief Talent Officer
Thuan Nguyen — Chief Information & Automated Operations Officer
Chris Loftis — Executive Director, Communications & School Community Partnerships

* Kent School District Six-Year Capitat Fagilities Plan April 2011
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1 Executive Summary

This Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan {the "Plan") has been prepared by the Kent
School District (the "District”) as the organization's facilities pfanning 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, Auburn, Renton,
Black Diamond, Maple Valley, and SeaTac. This annual Plan update was
prepared using data available in the spring of 2011 for the 2010-2011 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 shorter 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. The first ordinance implementing impact fees for the
unincorporated areas of Kent School District was effective September 15, 1993.

In 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 cities of Kent, Covington, Auburn and
Renton must also adopt this Plan and their own school impact fee ordinances.
This Plan has also been submitted to cities of Black Diamond, Maple Valley, and
SeaTac.

This Capital Facilities Plan establishes a standard of service in order to ascertain
current and future capacity. While the State Superintendent of Public Instruction
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 Pian 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. Relocatables in the
capacity calculation use the same standard of service as the permanent
facilities. '

{continued)

Kent School District Six-Year Capital Facllitles Plan April 2017 Page 2




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. Relocatables provide additional transitional capacity until permanent
facilities are completed,

Kent School District is the fourth largest district in the state. Enroliment is
electronically reported monthly to the Office of the Superintendent of Public
Instruction (OSP}) 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 report the District's
enraliment for the year as reported to OSPI - the Office of the Superintendent of
Public Instruction. :

P-223 FTE reports Kindergarten at .5 for all elementary schools except those five
schools with Full Day Kindergarten funded by State Apportionment. P-223
Reports include all students in Grades K — 12 and excludes Early Childhood
Education [ECE] students and college-only Running Start students.

The Board of Directors has approved Full Day Kindergarten for all Elementary
Schools for 2011-12 and those projections are continued 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 relocatables.

A financing plan is included in Section V111 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 fee
schedules adjusted accordingly.

Kent School District Six-Year Capitai Faciities Flan Aprit 2011 Page 3




II 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 Tabis 2 The student generation factor, as defined on the next
page, is the basis for the growth projections from new developments.

King County live births and the District's refational percentage average were
used to determine the number of kindergartners entering the system. (see Tabie 1)
8.134% of 24,244 King County live births in 2008 is projected for 1,972 students
expected in Kindergarten for October 1, 2011. This is a significant increase of
1,564 live births in King County over the previous year. Together with
proportional growth from new construction, 8.134% of King County births is
equivalent to the number of students projected to enter kindergarten in the
district for the next six-year period. ses rabie 2) -

Full Day Kindergarten (“FDK") programs at all 28 elementary schools require an
adjustment to the Kindergarten forecast for projecting FDK at 1.0 FTE for capital
facilities planning. P-223 Reports will continue to include FDK students at 1.0 for
five schools with FDK funded by state apportionment, and all other kindergarten
students will continue to be reported at .50 FTE. (see ratie 245

Early Childhood Education students (also identified as "ECE”, "Preschool Special
Education [SE]} or handicapped students”) are forecast and reported separately.
Capacity is reserved to serve the ECE programs at seven elementary schools.

The first grade population 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 enroliment data to forecast the number of
students projected for the following year.

Near term projections assume some growth from new developments to be offset
by current local economic conditions. With notable exceptions, the expectation is
that enrollment increases will occur District-wide in the long term. District
projections are based on historical growth patterns combined with continuing
development of projects in the pipeline dependent on market/growth conditions.

The District will continue to track new development activity to determine impact
to schools and monitor conditions to reflect adjustments in this assumption. The
six-year enroliment projection anticipates moderate enroliment growth from new
development currently in some phase of planning or construction in the district.

- Information on new residential developments and the completion of these
proposed developments in all jurisdictions may be considered in the District's
future analysis of growth projections. :
{Continued)

Kent School District Six-Year Capitai Facililies Plan April 2011 Page 4




Il Six - Year Enroliment Projection (Continved)

Within practical limits, the District has kept abreast of proposed developments.
The Kent School District serves seven permitting jurisdictions: unincorporated
King County, the cities of Kent, Covington, Aubum and Renton 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.

STUDENT GENERATION 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 Schoo! Dis