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Assumptions Based on Ed Specs

The following assumptions applied to all scenarios:

m All UDSD elementary school buildings will be used
unless specified. The Senkow building will not be used.
The Kindergarten building will not be used in its current
grade configuration. The Kelly building we be utilized as
a K-5.

m No modular buildings will be used.

m All kindergartens classes will be at the students
neighborhood elementary school. All kindergarten
classes will be half day. Space capacity will be
configured based on the UDSD Education Specifications.

* No additions at Aronimink for scenarios where
Kindergarten Center building used as K-5.



Possible Scenarios

32 scenarios based on three different
principles:

m Review of total enrollment of students in
current NPUs

m Special Education students in NPUs (included)

m Elementary Education Specifications
(completed by architect)



+  Facility Committee Analysis of Scenarios

m Adhere to Educational Specifications

m Special Education programming on both sides of the
district

m Locations of additions/modifications and relationship to
capacity issues

m Have students currently attending Senkow Elementary
attend neighborhood school

m Maximize students attending neighborhood schools

m Best location for new school based on natural
boundaries

m Provide more opportunities for students to participate in
after school activities

m Half-day Kindergarten program in neighborhood schools

m Redistricting with least amount of impact



Scenario 9
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Viability: 5  This scenario presents one of the best opportunities. It adds a new school where it is most needed, it allows
students to attend a close neighborhood school, there are available classrooms for expansion, and addresses the SE
classrooms needs. The only adjustment is that some SE classes will need to be moved from the school on the east
side.



Scenario 9 Proposed Boundaries
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Scenario 9 Current Boundaries
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T Scenario 31 |I
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Viability: 5  This scenario is a derivation on Scenario 09, but with different schools being assigned SE classes.




Scenario 31 Proposed Boundaries
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Scenario 31 Current Boundaries
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Scenario 32
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Viability: 5  This scenario is a derivation on Scenario 31, but with Kelly not being utilized as an elementary school and an addition
at Garrettford.



Scenario 32 Proposed Boundaries
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Scenario 32 Current Boundaries
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T  Committee Recommendations

mFacilities Committee would like to
recommend that the Board vote on
September 8™ to pursue a cost study
of Scenario 32

mFacilities Committee would like to
recommend that the Board hold
special meetings for Facilities
updates



